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The view is sometimes éxpressed thé.t. the exiwnsion of the
membership of the General Assembly has created a new situation and that
peacekeeping operations might now be autherized which would ignore or
defy the interests cof imporf.ant member states or even important gfoups
of members, I think this is unlikely to happen because the Assembly is a
political body. and in politics it is not customary to té.ke. actions wvhich
are seli‘-defeat.ing’. A veto in the Councii is onemt.hing. Opposition to U,N,
action by'é nmnber of powérful states is é.riother. I think it very improbable
that the Assembly would recommend a peacekeeping operation without making

some provision for- its financing and without knowing whether sufficient

personnel and logistic support would be available,
On the other hand, I also think it might not be a bad idea if
we were to take another look at the voting procedures of the Assembly, It
is now possible to adopt importanf recomme}xiations by a substantial majority
vhich are quite unrelated to the facts pf pover in' fhe world, Such
recommendations remain "on the books" but they h#ve little or no effect.
This is not a procedure calculat,*ed‘ to expand the influence‘ of the Assembly
or to enhance the prestige of the organizations The Foreign Minister of
Ireland proposed two yeé.ré é.go that t.he'Ass'embiy chang‘fe; its rules of pro-'
cedure in order to increase the number Qf affirﬁlétife votes required for
Assembly recommendations on peé.é:elarxd security Questions. I believe this
proposél desei‘ves careful study;. ' } | |
VWhatever the rights and wrong's' of this question however the
fact remains that the argwnerit reflects a deep split between the Permanent
i"Iembers df the Council about hoirr to exercise control over peacekeeping and

it has blocked any progress on financing and advance planning, As v':e all
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