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the o . oo oMy Delegation had not planned on intervening at this stage of
3%Ge ate on Agenda Item 71, which has turned ou? to be procedural to a
m.theegtento The Canadian Government, in its written comments transmitted
el ecretary~-General of the United Nations on July 4., 1963, contributed
%Ssioiews and suggestions on Resolution l§l5, adop?ed at the seventeenth
ing o s wber?by the Sixth Committee was given Fhe 1mgortant taskoof consider=-
perat? principles of international law concerning friendly relations and co-
¢w&é0v10n among states in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations.

se. . Ver, this Delegation, along with several others, submitted at this

8851 . :
lon, in Working Paper A/C.6/L.531, some further suggestions as to the

andy s

dling of this item.

It has become apparent to us, however, that we should speak briefly
e been raised concerning

iﬁr
"ﬂwseply to various questions and doubts which hav
. . Suggestions, :
hep My Delegation read with great interest the comments contributed by
h b9°Vernments and has listened to the many interesting suggestions which
een made so far in the course of this general debate., The wealth and

| div ¥
hlweerslty of approaches which have been proposed point to the wisdom of

itsplng an open mind about the nature of the study being undertaken, about
The debate in itself tends to

Pace, and about its eventual results.
111 reveal whether this study is

\L°0nf'
to - M that only the test of experience W ,
ition, and whether it will be self-
ecific points,

Uquida short or a long term propos :

Rk, ating or may lead to the adoption of resolutions on sp ‘

; resultelabqrating draft conventions, OT to other documen?s, or to all these

i Predets° Accordingly, we can only at this stage treat with great reserve any
ermined solutions or prefabricated declarations.

the course of this debate to a document

nteenth session - namely, to Draft

October 26, 1962, by the Delegation of

. Draft Declaration of Principles of

s‘éssin‘”‘i‘mal Law. As reflected in the official records of_tpe seventeenth

rGSp on3 that document, together with two other draft resolutions, @ovgd

'umisctlvelY by the Delegations of Yugoslavia and of Canada, were withdrawn by

;constirespectiVe CO=-SpONSOT S in favour of compromisg Resolution 1815, which

: tutes the item before the Sixth Committee at its current ssssionq

.Ot

leg i -« oReferences were made in
°1Ut'n this Committee at the seve
cho‘lon A/C.6/L.505, submitted on
Ing. oSlovakia and consisting ©

tap
RQS

£ takes exception to certain statements

at thji Yol 4 tood them correctly, would tend to

Nq is session, which, if we under stoo r'¢ s woul

uuicate that Draft éesoluticn A/c,a/L.sos may be considered as still before
g Committee, Such attempts to reopen the terms of Resolution 1813, which
m@goznanimously agreed to last year after a lengthy debate and difficult

the  2tions, we can only interpret as attempts to flout the express wishes of

if%' ®heral Assembly.
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ot i On ng, we regret that various proponents of a

ﬁ u;gﬁt date h:t: gi::tiﬁntgfc;igéeg%he list of topics laid out in Resolution 1815,
R Provoking some time-wasting discussionse. We fail to understand how they

| %pincile urging speed with their own efforts to pring back under the priority

| DOSle Proposals which were discarded from Resolution 1815. Some of these pro-

‘ ing discussed in other forums; others might

S are better discussed and are be




