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Mr. Chairman, the Canadlan delegation has followed
this general debate closely and we have observed, as some
delegations have already pointed out, that our present
debate is pretty well a repetition of the debate in this
Committee on this item during the seventh Zession. We are
pleased to note; however, that some concrete progress has
been made:since our last session. We now have the report
of the Special -Committee; which met earlier this year to
give further study to this problem and report back to the
assembly at this session., We have carefully studied that
report (Document A/2402) and I want to say that my delegation
is in general agreement with the observations and conclusions
contained in it., We were particularly impressed with the
moderate and restrained suggestions for improvement which
‘the Specigl -Committee has made. 'This report will be a very
useful and:valuable document for future reference and
guidance, , We hope that it will not be buried or lost sight
of sin-the future conduct of the business of the United
-Nations, but will be kept readily available and accessible
for the use of all delegations and committees in the future.,
A% this pointy my delegation wishes to record its appreciation
of the initdative and effort of the distinguished delegate
from Norway in preparing his draft resolution and annex for
rour consideration., His annex is an excellent resume of the
suggestions contained in the report of the Special Committee.
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