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L ZRt The Canadian Delegation has been impressed by the stateinents

at urOPening meeting of our Chairman and of the Secretary-GefleIal. 'We

ScOmpletely 
with the essence of these stateinents. In particulars we

haethe view of the Secretary-Gefleral that.the comnon objective of all

RruG' Mebe-r States is to see our organization strengthened and made a truly

*Chefcive instrument for the performance of functions outlined ini the

a1e-As'teSceaYGfea pointed out, there is, unfortuflately,

*de divergence of opinion as to the means for achieviflg thi.s objective.

lh 'nvtable consequence bas been drift, imnprovisationl and reliaice on

ict41."L geersity of the few rather than the collective responsibility of ail.

stcf reconciling strongly-held 
and wideiy-shared views of 

member

hOPeýt find a rernedy for this situation j.s oe *hich many have called

".SS But as we ail know, the United Nations 
has showl a particular

>O te Cpacty for extracting itself fr011 hopeless situations.

;inv adbWe start from the assuuiptiofl that ail member nationshaving

Voïte the Charter, are des-rous that its aim~s and purposes be given full

" ffective expression. A jlogiCal consequence of this as.suuiptiofl is that,

d1.n ýfferences of opinion arise about the ful3filrnent of the United Nationst

coiiecti Oses,~5 the ioenbership of the organdza8tiofl 
idividually and

?eYsf will aaak energ.ticaîlly cosiniul and in a spirit of

it i0f t. find solutionls which will commend general support.

The maintenance of peac and sacurity is undafliably a primary

Ofthe organization andq in the view of Most membel governments, the

%bt~ masurs that hava bean takan by the United Nations to give

U' ce to this purpose through such peace-keaPingatif aUN ç3lNTO

andi glWCpuS aebreb at credit to it. But. It cannot be

a tht the UJnited Nations' acopihet in the field of peace keaping

80o resulted in difficult prob>J*ms and grave dissensions involviflg

ticlalythe permanent mbeTS of the Security çourncii, wh1ich have a special

0l'spnsbiltyInthese matters and which between them pay at least two-thirds

4 éý f te Csta of the or9anizatiofl'

collisi At tis moments these diff,?floes have set the membrship on a

fo oncoure, wiçht if not divertedt can onîT' have very grava consaquences

111ý heOIanizationq whatver the ouitcoU. It follOWS? therefore, that it is

viv iner stf eaêt> of us tO make superhuma8f efforts te formulta

fo h future te whih w caf' ,ii sus>if our search for such

of~ "'u ie*~*n@ faithP thenS Mustrognlizethatec

~ te cçap wdiiCatOflSof pr.viouslyheld 
positionls and

nf vew f tosewho dif fer w4th use concessions
- .i-W findifq an' acceptable
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arrangements are satisfactory, it is clear that the application of this
approach-by 'al members of the United Nations would compieteiy paralyse
the organization.

the Canadian Government'hoids stroflgly to the view that present
arrangements are most unsatisfactory. There is an urgent need for the
elaboration o 'f prIncipies. for the financing of future peace-keeping opeiratiols
ta permit an equitabie sharing of the cost of peace-keeping operations. This
is the centrai task of aur Working Group. 'And I agree with my Indian colleague
that we should concentrate on thi'sq rather than on the wider controversy Over
who, has the right ta initiate operations.

Canadian support for Resolution 1874 at the fourth special sessionl
is evidence of our belief bath in the principie Of Collective responsibility
for United Nations peace-keeping aperations and acceptaice of the view that
thtere shouid be saine adJustment $0 that the burden of major peace-keeping
operatîois wouid not fal]. so heavlýly on those member States whose capacitY tOpay is limited. W. consider that it is feasible and desirable that aur W0rkiîn
Group should in the next few weeks build on Resolution 1874 and reach agreeiwnt
on a scale which couid serve as a guide for the allocation of expenses for
future peace-keeping operatîons.

It is a cardinal prInciple of democratic government, tao which ailaur nations subscribe, that taxation Should be based onreesnain I
doub tht ay mmbe ofthls W01rking Group would wish ta dispute that pilî 1

Wtherefore agree with the Reprýesentatîve of Brazil thtte ntd ain
enrlAss5emblY is respansible u1nder the Charter for allocatîng among themers"hihp the expenses for any duly autharized peace-keeping aperations exceP

ttheý extent that the authorizlng organ has specificaily pravided otherwiseé
'rn theý "se Of aperations aPProved by the Security Council, let us be clear thatthe L (eneral Assemblyts responsibîity is financial. Palitical auhrt5rIli
vested In the Cauncil Itself p which can exercîse cantinuîng averali ueviÎý~fthe'use oftechniques such as the imposition of a time limît on the duratOfl

of an operationts mandate, 1 cannot understand, therefore, ... wy it shoul< 1necessary for any member of this Working Groupt Including permanent memfbersthe Security Council, ta appose the principle that the United Nations General
Assembly shaîl decide on how expenses for aperations approved by the Councîls7hail be allocated among the membership. My Governmentp as I mentioned befare'
s;troIngly Supports the principle of collective respansîbîîîty for United NatiOP5
Peace,-keeping aperations and, thereforet the view that such operations shotJîd,
as a matter Of PrInciple, be f inanced by assessing the membershîp of theorqianization. It seems ta. me that other members af the Working Group holding
a similar view would wish ta demonstrate their support for this prîncîple bYag-eeing on a special scale of assessments for f inancing such operations.roe
I suggest the saine scale cauld apply as in the case of Security-Council-approe
Operations, If we fail ta came up with a recOmmendation for apportjoning the
cost of peace-keeping operations, it will seriously undermîne the principle o0collective responsibility, and the organization's ability ta establish andmaintain peace-keeping operations wiil be greatly weakened.

The working paper presented by the United States Delegatian inc 1 qd
an interesting suggestion that a special finance committee be established tO~ 0review f inancing arrangements for peace-keeping operations. This is a Sugg9to
worthy of careful cansideration. If such a body were ta be established, it rib
for instance, in cases where thé Security Cauncil, had taken a'decision taestablish a peace-keepîng operation ta, be f inanced by United Nations meml2ershP
review the operation and recommiend ta the General Assembîy the application es.i0the special scale which we hope we shaîl be able ta establish at the next sestl,af the United Nations General Assembly. In cases where a peace-keeping 0Peetowas established by the United Nations General Assembiy, my Delegation consîdr
that the speciai finance commIttee would have a simiiar responsibility for
recommending financial arrangements.
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... Our task is formidable and littie.time remains. We have

flow heard from Most of the mernbers of our Working GrouP. We should like

to hear from the members who have flot yet spoken. But if they are

reluctant to speak at this stage in our proceedilgs, perhaps it might be

Opportune in the near future to enter a new phase. This miqht, for purposeS

of clarification, be regarded as a meeting of the committee of the whole.

It rright even be conducted in closed session, as this might dimiriish the

element of confrontation and produce a better atmosphere for f inding a

consensus. In such an atmosphere, in the view of my Delegatioi, our aim

ought to be to seek the widest measure of agreement possible.
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