
The reason wkhy the Comittee was fiJnah1y able to clue itg
work ith a relative me.aure o.f succesuu in 1979 i. a zroveaa±ng
one: it was only throiuqh a cocQerted ef fort on the part of
its zneibers, under theê exceptionally eni±ght*ftd e4*adership
of it Chairman, Mr. Jaipal o<f India, te focua its conclusions
on the elemnts that would br±iqg unan4imity. Conve;u.ly,
the Commtt#e felt Lt should oiLt t~he controversi>1 eleents
which, by a11 appearances, would resuit only incotiue
deep divisionh and therefore in £ailu;e.

Aqa4ýn ini 1979, when thep Qneral Assembly d.çid.d to
mnod.lfy som of the Cmmtteel recomwndations and to rein-
troduce .eee s that h4d delibra t. y been net aside
it adopte4 a résolutioni th&t w&p> doom.d to fail in t
dsign of achievirq a généal agemet t waZ not ycae

tihat r.mQ ut4in 40/61 of 1985 sedthe States to observe

thereomendtinsautdot.y b the Spca Cm tei

Le. u cowier h m.vratter for aont. htpolm
ares-icl thatEuyc the will ba a. généra areemet f

bengrecedwhee they areML etp ri e Firât ter i th
prblndnelyn the sajecto sur aed4onpm the 

concptcf State terrim An wht&t the issue of the
-ega t o e sar tae ~by States t# renit intrntional

terroi4 Finly, thr in the v#Zy défintion of
interntiona terraiich is clos*y or 41tatl

relaed o te oter robémetht 1 have r;ae4.


