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The meeting was called to order at 10.05 a.m.

Agenda item 109: Measures to eliminate
international terrorism (continued)

Oral report of the Chair of the working group on
measures to eliminate international terrorism

1. Mr. Perera (Sri Lanka), Chair of the working
group, noting that the full version of his statement had
been made available to delegations, said that, pursuant
to General Assembly resolution 77/113, the Committee
had decided at its first meeting, held on 2 October 2023,
to establish a working group with a view to finalizing
the process on the draft comprehensive convention on
international terrorism as well as discussions on the item
included in its agenda by General Assembly resolution
54/110 concerning the question of convening a high-
level conference under the auspices of the United
Nations. Pursuant to paragraph 9 of General Assembly
resolution 51/210 and consistent with past practice, the
working group had been open to all States Members of
the United Nations or members of the specialized
agencies or of the International Atomic Energy Agency.
In keeping with its established practice, the working
group had decided that members of the Bureau of the Ad
Hoc Committee established by resolution 51/210, to the
extent of their availability, would continue to act as
Friends of the Chair during the meetings of the working
group.

2. The working group had had before it the report of
the Ad Hoc Committee on its sixteenth session
(A/68/37) and written proposals in relation to the
outstanding issues surrounding the draft comprehensive
convention, contained in the report as annex II. The
working group had also had before it relevant letters
from the Permanent Representative of Egypt to the
United Nations. The Chair had also drawn the attention
of the working group to the previous year’s oral report
by the Chair of the working group, contained in
document A/C.6/77/SR.35.

3.  The working group had held two meetings, on
17 October and 3 November 2023. It had adopted its
programme of work and had held its discussions in the
framework of informal consultations. His informal
summary of the working group’s meetings was for
reference purposes only and was not an official record
of the proceedings.

4.  During the informal consultations on the draft
comprehensive convention, held on 17 October, the
coordinator of the outstanding issues relating to the draft
comprehensive convention had provided an overview of
the work undertaken over the years and an update on the
status of the negotiations regarding the outstanding
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issues. Work had proceeded on the general
understanding that further consideration would be given
to all written amendments and proposals that were on
the table, together with all other written and oral
proposals, in future discussions, including on
outstanding issues. Attention had also been drawn to the
proposal by the Bureau contained in document A/68/37,
and to the informal non-paper prepared by the former
coordinator of the outstanding issues relating to the draft
comprehensive convention on a way to overcome
differences on the outstanding issues. Delegations had
been invited to comment thereon, taking into account
recent ecfforts to consider other pathways towards
reaching agreement on the text. In the brief discussion
that had ensued, some delegations had expressed their
continued interest in remaining engaged in the efforts of
the working group to reach agreement on the
outstanding issues. The point had also been made that
there must first be some understanding of the legal
principles underpinning the definition of terrorism
before the working group could consider any textual
proposals. Attention had also been drawn to the
importance of preserving the existing global counter-
terrorism framework.

5.  During the informal consultations held on
3 November, the working group had considered the
question of convening a high-level conference under the
auspices of the United Nations to formulate a joint
organized response of the international community to
terrorism in all its forms and manifestations. The
proponents of the proposal had reiterated its continued
relevance. Some delegations had reiterated their support
for convening a high-level conference, while others had
expressed the view that it would be premature to hold
such a conference before consensus on the draft
comprehensive convention was reached.

6. As Chair of the working group, he encouraged
delegations to continue working with the coordinator of
the outstanding issues relating to the draft
comprehensive convention during the intersessional
period.

7.  Having chaired the working group and the Ad Hoc
Committee for more than 20 years, during which time
three important counter-terrorism conventions had been
adopted, he had borne witness to the common desire to
strengthen the international legal framework for
combating international terrorism. At the close of his
final session as Chair, he continued to have hope that the
international community would reach agreement on a
draft comprehensive convention on international
terrorism.
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8.  The Chair thanked the Chair of the working group
for the valuable contribution he had made over the years
to the strengthening of the international legal framework
for the prevention and suppression of international
terrorism. He said he took it that the Committee wished
to take note of the report of the Chair of the working
group on measures to eliminate international terrorism.

9. It was so decided.

Agenda item 86: Protection of persons in the event
of disasters (continued)

Oral report of the Chair of the working group on
protection of persons in the event of disasters

10. Mr. Lagdameo (Philippines), Chair of the
working group, said that, pursuant to General Assembly
resolution 76/119, the Committee had decided at its first
meeting to establish a working group to examine the
draft articles on the protection of persons in the event of
disasters adopted by the International Law Commission
at its sixty-eighth session and to consider further the
recommendation of the Commission for the elaboration
of a convention by the General Assembly or by an
international conference of plenipotentiaries on the
basis of the draft articles, or any other potential course
of action with respect to the draft articles, also in the
light of the views and comments expressed in the
debates of the Sixth Committee, as well as the comments
and observations received from Governments. The
working group had been open to all States Members of
the United Nations. The International Federation of Red
Cross and Red Crescent Societies had been invited to
participate as an observer.

11. The working group had held eight meetings, on 5,
6, 9 and 10 October and 6 November 2023. At the first
meeting, presentations had been delivered by
representatives of the Office for the Coordination of
Humanitarian Affairs, the New York Liaison Office of
the United Nations Office for Disaster Risk Reduction
and the International Federation of Red Cross and Red
Crescent Societies. The presentations had been followed
by a question-and-answer segment.

12. The remaining seven meetings had been dedicated
to the examination of the draft articles on the protection
of persons in the event of disasters. To facilitate
discussion, the draft articles had been divided into five
thematic clusters: cluster 1 had consisted of the general
provisions, namely the draft preamble and draft articles
1, 2, 3 and 18; cluster 2 had consisted of the provisions
setting out the core obligations, namely draft articles 4,
5, 6 and 9; cluster 3 had consisted of the provisions on
international cooperation, namely draft articles 7, 8 and
12; cluster 4 had consisted of the provisions concerning
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the affected State, namely draft articles 10, 11, 13 and
14; and cluster 5 had consisted of the provisions dealing
with the facilitation of external assistance, namely draft
articles 15, 16 and 17. Delegations had also held an
initial exchange of views on the recommendation of the
International Law Commission concerning the draft
articles. The in-depth and thought-provoking
discussions would inform the second round of meetings
of the working group, to be held during the seventy-
ninth session of the Assembly, as well as discussions
held during the intersessional period.

13. The written version of his report would be posted
on the Committee’s website, together with an annex
containing the Chair’s summary of the working group’s
deliberations. The summary was provided for
information purposes only and solely for the
convenience of delegations. He had endeavoured to take
into account all comments made following the
circulation of the initial draft of the summary, whether
submitted in writing or delivered orally at the final
meeting of the working group. In pursuit of balance and
impartiality, he had incorporated a range of
contributions into the final summary, ensuring nuanced
and equitable representation of the views expressed. He
hoped that the detailed summary would assist
delegations in pursuing an intersessional dialogue on the
draft articles and in preparing for the second round of
meetings of the working group.

14. The Chair said he took it that the Committee
wished to take note of the report of the Chair of the
working group on protection of persons in the event of
disasters.

15. It was so decided.

16. Mr. Aron (Indonesia), coordinator for the agenda
item, said that, since General Assembly resolution
76/119 provided for the working group to be reconvened
and report to the Committee at the seventy-ninth session
of the Assembly, it was his understanding that there was
no need for a resolution to be adopted under the agenda
item at the current session. He had accordingly
circulated a proposal to all delegations that no action be
taken. No objections to that proposal had been received.

17. The Chair said he took it that the Committee
wished to take no action on the agenda item at the
current session, on the understanding that it would be
included in the provisional agenda of the seventy-ninth
session of the General Assembly pursuant to Assembly
resolution 76/119.

18. It was so decided.
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Agenda item 162: Observer status for the
Cooperation Council of Turkic-speaking States in
the General Assembly (A/66/141)

19. The Chair recalled that, at its sixty-sixth to
seventy-seventh sessions, the General Assembly had
decided to defer to the subsequent session a decision on
the request for observer status for the Cooperation
Council of Turkic-speaking States in the General
Assembly (General Assembly decisions 66/527, 67/525,
68/528, 69/527, 70/523, 71/524, 72/523, 73/534,
74/523, 75/529, 76/527 and 77/523). If he heard no
objection, he would take it that the Committee wished
to recommend that the General Assembly defer to the
seventy-ninth session a decision on the request.

20. It was so decided.

Agenda item 163: Observer status for the Eurasian
Economic Union in the General Assembly (A/70/141)

21. The Chair recalled that, at its seventieth to
seventy-seventh sessions, the General Assembly had
decided to defer to the subsequent session a decision on
the request for observer status for the Eurasian
Economic Union in the General Assembly (General
Assembly decisions 70/524, 71/525, 72/524, 73/535,
74/524, 75/530, 76/528 and 77/524). If he heard no
objection, he would take it that the Committee wished
to recommend that the General Assembly defer to the
seventy-ninth session a decision on the request.

22. It was so decided.

Agenda item 164: Observer status for the
Community of Democracies in the
General Assembly (A/70/142)

23. The Chair recalled that, at its seventieth to
seventy-seventh sessions, the General Assembly had
decided to defer to the subsequent session a decision on
the request for observer status for the Community of
Democracies in the General Assembly (General
Assembly decisions 70/525, 71/526, 72/525, 73/536,
74/525, 75/531, 76/529 and 77/525). If he heard no
objection, he would take it that the Committee wished
to recommend that the General Assembly defer to the
seventy-ninth session a decision on the request.

24. It was so decided.

Agenda item 165: Observer status for the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands Secretariat in the
General Assembly (A/72/194)

25. The Chair recalled that, at its seventy-second to
seventy-seventh sessions, the General Assembly had
decided to defer to the subsequent session a decision on
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the request for observer status for the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands Secretariat in the General
Assembly (General Assembly decisions 72/526, 73/537,
74/526, 75/532, 76/530 and 77/526). If he heard no
objection, he would take it that the Committee wished
to recommend that the General Assembly defer to the
seventy-ninth session a decision on the request.

26. It was so decided.

Agenda item 166: Observer status for the Global
Environment Facility in the General Assembly
(A/72/195)

27. The Chair recalled that, at its seventy-second to
seventy-seventh sessions, the General Assembly had
decided to defer to the subsequent session a decision on
the request for observer status for the Global
Environment Facility in the General Assembly (General
Assembly decisions 72/527, 73/538, 74/527, 75/533,
76/531 and 77/527). If he heard no objection, he would
take it that the Committee wished to recommend that the
General Assembly defer to the seventy-ninth session a
decision on the request.

28. It was so decided.

Agenda item 167: Observer status for the
International Organization of Employers in the
General Assembly (A/74/291)

29. The Chair recalled that, at its seventy-fourth to
seventy-seventh sessions, the General Assembly had
decided to defer to the subsequent session a decision on
the request for observer status for the International
Organization of Employers in the General Assembly
(General Assembly decisions 74/528, 75/534, 76/532
and 77/528). If he heard no objection, he would take it
that the Committee wished to recommend that the
General Assembly defer to the seventy-ninth session a
decision on the request.

30. It was so decided.

Agenda item 168: Observer status for the
International Trade Union Confederation in the
General Assembly (A/74/292)

31. The Chair recalled that, at its seventy-fourth to
seventy-seventh sessions, the General Assembly had
decided to defer to the subsequent session a decision on
the request for observer status for the International
Trade Union Confederation in the General Assembly
(General Assembly decisions 74/529, 75/535, 76/533
and 77/529). If he heard no objection, he would take it
that the Committee wished to recommend that the
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General Assembly defer to the seventy-ninth session a
decision on the request.

32. It was so decided.

Agenda item 169: Observer status for the Boao
Forum for Asia in the General Assembly (A/74/293)

33. The Chair recalled that, at its seventy-fourth to
seventy-seventh sessions, the General Assembly had
decided to defer to the subsequent session a decision on
the request for observer status for the Boao Forum for
Asia in the General Assembly (General Assembly
decisions 74/530, 75/536, 76/534 and 77/530). If he
heard no objection, he would take it that the Committee
wished to recommend that the General Assembly defer
to the seventy-ninth session a decision on the request.

34. It was so decided.

Agenda item 170: Observer status for the
International Parliamentarians’ Congress in the
General Assembly (continued) (A/78/141)

35. The Chair said that he had been informed that the
Permanent Mission of Pakistan had requested that the
General Assembly defer to the seventy-ninth session a
decision on the request for observer status for the
International Parliamentarians’ Congress in the
Assembly. If he heard no objection, he would take it that
the Committee wished to recommend that the General
Assembly defer to the seventy-ninth session a decision
on the request.

36. It was so decided.

Agenda item 171: Observer status for the
Organization of Ibero-American States for
Education, Science and Culture in the
General Assembly (continued) (A/C.6/78/L.3)

Draft resolution A/C.6/78/L.3: Observer status for the
Organization of Ibero-American States for Education,
Science and Culture in the General Assembly

37. Mr. Mainero (Argentina), speaking on behalf of
the sponsors of the draft resolution, said that they had
been joined by the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela.

38. Draft resolution A/C.6/78/L.3 was adopted.

Agenda item 120: Revitalization of the work of the
General Assembly

39. The Chair recalled that the agenda item had been
allocated to all the Main Committees for the purpose of
considering the working methods of the Committees and
in order to take action on their respective tentative
programmes of work for the following session. The
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revitalization of the working methods of the Sixth
Committee had been considered by the past, as well as
the current, Burecaux of the Committee. A “lessons-
learned” paper had been developed several years
previously, and had been shared from Bureau to Bureau,
with new suggestions for improvement being added
each time based on the recommendations made during
the debate. The Bureau was still consulting on the draft
provisional programme of work for the Committee for
the seventy-ninth session and would transmit it to all
delegations shortly.

40. Mr. Amaral Alves De Carvalho (Portugal),
speaking also on behalf of Colombia, Costa Rica,
El Salvador, Italy, Lebanon, Mexico and Tunisia, said
that those delegations had repeatedly expressed their
concerns about the working methods of the Committee,
which were seriously affecting its ability to engage in
substantive discussions on the topics before it at a level
that reflected its mandate. States played a central role in
the codification and progressive development of
international law, and the Committee should be the main
multilateral forum in which they performed that role.
The increased complexity of international relations and
global phenomena required more and better discussions
aimed at addressing old and emerging challenges. The
Committee’s methods of work should enable it to
achieve an action-oriented outcome in a constructive
manner.

41. Under General Assembly resolution 77/335, each
Main Committee had been requested to discuss its
working methods. Such a discussion within the Sixth
Committee could take place in a forum similar to the
planning group established by the International Law
Commission to reflect on its programme, procedures
and working methods. The delegations fully supported
the appointment by the Bureau of a focal point who
could help to consolidate the Committee’s institutional
memory on any best practices and lessons learned over
the years, and facilitate further informal exchanges
between delegations on possible improvements to the
Committee’s methods of work.

42. The delegations remained concerned about the
Committee’s inability to follow up effectively on the
work of the International Law Commission and to
address the Commission’s recommendations fully and
meaningfully. A lack of significant improvement in that
area would risk undermining the relationship between
the Commission and the General Assembly, thus
impairing the Assembly’s role in the progressive
development and codification of international law. The
Committee should be able to address — in an appropriate
deliberative setting separate from discussions on a
particular product of the Commission — how it engaged
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with the Commission on the selection of topics and the
form of the outcomes of the Commission’s work; how
to improve interaction between the Commission and the
Committee; and how best to follow up on the
Commission’s work. Such discussions could be held
during International Law Week, before the discussion of
the Commission’s report, and would be the most
appropriate way for the Committee to celebrate the
Commission’s contribution to the codification and
progressive development of international law in the
context of its upcoming seventy-fifth anniversary. The
Commission should also consider the possibility of
holding regular sessions in New York.

43. The tradition of taking decisions by consensus,
which the Committee had informally adopted some
years earlier, had never been intended to undermine
substantive engagement by the Committee with the
topics before it. The Committee’s efficiency,
effectiveness and integrity were undermined when
delegations misused the lack of consensus as a veto
rather than engaging in negotiations in good faith,
resulting in the excessive use of technical rollovers,
which had paralysed the Committee and had kept it from
taking action on a range of topics on its agenda. The
Committee should prepare and adopt draft resolutions
that reflected the substantive engagement of
delegations, even when their positions diverged. Rolling
over existing texts that reflected the default position, but
not the evolution of discussions over time, incentivized
delegations to avoid substantive engagement altogether.

44. More regular rotation among the coordinators of
the Committee’s draft resolutions was needed, to ensure
representation, inclusivity and transparency. The
Committee should also engage in a more systematic
discussion on the ways in which it could ensure equal
standing for all delegations, including support for the
delegations of small and developing countries in
enhancing their engagement with the Commission.

45. Recalling paragraph 36 of General Assembly
resolution 77/335, the delegations noted the important
role of information and communication technologies in
carrying out the work of the United Nations, including
the Assembly. In that regard, the Committee should
discuss how digital technologies could be leveraged to
create forums for dialogue between the Committee and
the Commission, in particular dialogue with the Special
Rapporteurs, while ensuring full and equal participation
of all delegations, not only ahead of the Committee’s
debate on the Commission’s report, but also during the
phase of submission of written comments by
Governments on the topics before the Commission,
when further guidance might be helpful for delegations.
The Committee should also discuss the possibility of
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ensuring that, during informal consultations on draft
resolutions, the draft text was visible on screen, which
would help Committee members, in particular those
with hearing impairments, to keep track of text-based
negotiations. Other possible matters for discussion were
the likely need to limit the number of side events during
International Law Week, with a view to preserving the
primacy and significance of the plenary debate in the
Sixth Committee, and the introduction of a reasonable
time limit for statements on the Commission’s report.

46. His delegation, and those on whose behalf it was
speaking, stood ready to promote intersessional
dialogue, in consultation with a dedicated focal point
and with the valuable support of the Committee’s
secretariat, in order to revitalize the Committee’s
working methods.

47. Ms. Hutchison (Australia), speaking also on
behalf of Canada and New Zealand, said that the three
delegations welcomed the growing reflection within the
Sixth Committee on its working methods and practices,
which represented an opportunity to make the
Committee more inclusive, efficient and effective.
Revitalization efforts must not be limited to the General
Assembly; rather, all the Main Committees should strive
to streamline their work and bring operational focus to
their decisions and resolutions. The three delegations
commended the information provided by the Secretariat,
in particular through the websites of the Committee and
the International Law Commission, which facilitated the
Committee’s work and also made a critical contribution
to the teaching, study, dissemination and wider
appreciation of international law.

48. The Committee and the Bureau should continue to
improve the efficiency and effectiveness of the
Committee’s work. Any informal briefings from the
Secretariat or others should be scheduled prior to the
plenary debate on the agenda item in question to enable
delegations to take account of the information provided
when preparing their statements. The Committee should
also determine time limits for statements during the
debate on the report of the International Law
Commission, while allowing delegations to continue
submitting full versions of their statements in writing
for review by the Commission. With an ever-growing
agenda, the Committee must be ready to consider items
biennially or triennially where debate was stagnant, or
terminate the consideration of such items altogether.
However, a one-size-fits-all approach was not suitable,
and each item and Commission product must be
considered on a case-by-case basis.

49. At least one informal briefing should be held prior
to the consideration of each request for observer status
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in the General Assembly, to enable the Committee to
seek clarifications and make an informed decision. The
Committee should consider removing requests from the
agenda if a decision on them had been deferred at three
sessions, unless their continued inclusion was expressly
requested by the sponsors.

50. The Bureau should also strengthen its efforts,
when appointing coordinators, to ensure balance in
terms of gender diversity, geographic representation
both within and across regional groups, and the
representation of the principal legal systems of the
world. Delegates should avoid taking on more than one
coordinator role per session. Coordinators should
facilitate consensus-based outcomes on an impartial,
objective basis.

51. Substantive exchange between the Committee and
the International Law Commission should be
strengthened. The three delegations encouraged
Commission members, in particular the Special
Rapporteurs, to use virtual working methods to increase
opportunities for informal intersessional dialogue with
the Committee. In addition, the Commission should
hold sessions in New York more frequently.

52. More could be done to strengthen women’s
participation and leadership in international law. The
three delegations were honoured to have re-energized
the informal network of women legal advisers and Sixth
Committee members in New York and commended the
work done by many colleagues to mentor emerging
talent. Nonetheless, they were disappointed that the
Bureau of the Committee for the current session
included only one woman. Member States should also
nominate and support qualified women candidates for
election to international legal institutions, and those
institutions should in turn ensure gender and geographic
balance among their office holders. The Office of Legal
Affairs and the Advisory Committee on the United
Nations Programme of Assistance in the Teaching,
Study, Dissemination and Wider Appreciation of
International Law should also consider ways to promote
the participation of women in the International Law
Fellowship Programme. Only 59 of the 186 participants
in the Programme in 2023 had been women.

53. The three delegations continued to support the
consensus tradition of the Sixth Committee. All United
Nations committees should consult with the Sixth
Committee before establishing a new treaty-making
process, consistent with the rules of procedure of the
General Assembly. However, misuse of the consensus
tradition to obstruct decisions was a matter of concern;
there was no veto power in the General Assembly or its
Main Committees. Though disagreements might arise at
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times, Australia, Canada and New Zealand remained
committed to constructive negotiations conducted in
good faith. The conclusion by consensus in 2023 of the
Agreement under the United Nations Convention on the
Law of the Sea on the Conservation and Sustainable Use
of Marine Biological Diversity of Areas beyond
National Jurisdiction, and the General Assembly’s
adoption by consensus of a request for an advisory
opinion of the International Court of Justice on the
obligations of States in respect of climate change,
showed how the consensus approach could ensure that
the United Nations system delivered on the interests and
priorities of all States, large and small. Australia,
Canada and New Zealand would continue to work
constructively and collaboratively with the Committee
to that end.

54. Ms. Chan Valverde (Costa Rica) said that the
Charter of the United Nations reflected the central role
of international law in the multilateral system and in
achieving the objectives of the Organization. While the
Sixth Committee had a clear mandate in that regard,
there were numerous examples of its failure to resolve

issues brought before it, and its inaction had
implications for international law.
55. The Committee must comply with the

requirements agreed upon by consensus in General
Assembly resolution 77/335 on revitalization of the
work of the Assembly. With regard to working methods,
for example, the Assembly stressed, in paragraph 33 of
the resolution, the desirability of the Assembly
dedicating more time to substantive and interactive
dialogues. However, certain delegations had regrettably
rejected proposals for such dialogues in respect of
agenda items on which debate had stalled.

56. In paragraph 35 of the resolution, the General
Assembly invited each Main Committee to discuss its
working methods, under the agenda item on the
revitalization of the work of the Assembly, earlier in the
seventy-eighth and seventy-ninth sessions. The Sixth
Committee usually considered the item in the sixth week
of its approximately eight weeks of work at the main
part of the session. Her delegation recommended that, at
the seventy-ninth session, the Committee instead
consider the item during the first week of its
deliberations. In the light of the Assembly’s call, in the
same paragraph of the resolution, for interactive
dialogues on working methods, her delegation urged the
Bureau to hold a special meeting for that purpose that
would serve as an informal and open forum.

57. The General Assembly also invited each Main
Committee to submit to the Ad Hoc Working Group on
the Revitalization of the Work of the General Assembly
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during the seventy-eighth and seventy-ninth sessions a
written update on progress achieved in the efforts aimed
at improving their working methods and invited the
Chairs of the Main Committees to continue briefing the
Ad Hoc Working Group, on an annual basis, on best
practices and lessons learned in that regard. Therefore,
the Committee as a whole, and the Bureau in particular,
should reflect on what information it would present to
the Ad Hoc Working Group.

58. In order to improve the Committee’s working
methods and move on from the current situation of
paralysis, the current and incoming Bureaux should
consider the possibility of holding joint meetings as
soon as the new Bureau had been elected in the middle
of each year and establishing a handover period that
would include a discussion of lessons learned. There
was also a need to create, in consultation with the
regional groups, opportunities for substantive
intersessional discussions on the agenda items allocated
to the Committee. The Bureau should request that the
Committee secretariat work with the Department of
General Assembly and Conference Management and
with the Division for Ocean Affairs and the Law of the
Sea to avoid overlaps between meetings of the
Committee and other negotiations on legal topics. In the
current week, for example, negotiations on the draft
resolution on sustainable fisheries were taking place at
the same time as round tables with the candidates for
election as judges of the International Criminal Court,
informal consultations on other draft resolutions,
plenary meetings of the Committee and the debate in the
plenary of the Assembly on the report of the
International Court of Justice. For those delegations that
consisted of only one person — in other words, the
majority of delegations represented on the Committee —
that was an unsustainable and unacceptable situation.

59. Mr. Nouh (Egypt) said that, in the context of the
current Middle East crisis and the war launched against
the Gaza Strip, his delegation appreciated the fact that
the General Assembly had responded to the request of
Arab and Islamic countries and members of the
Movement of Non-Aligned Countries to resume the
tenth emergency special session of the Assembly in line
with resolution 377 (V). It also welcomed the
Assembly’s adoption of resolution ES-10/22, at a time
when the Security Council had failed, owing to internal
polarization, to exercise its responsibility to maintain
international peace and security. In the face of the
successive crises that had been threatening global
stability and security, in particular the current
unprecedented situation, in which thousands of
defenceless civilians were being killed in Palestine, it
was likely that the Assembly — as the organ that brought
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together all Member States — would continue to play a
leading role both in maintaining international peace and
security and in ensuring the protection of civilians. It
was therefore critical to revitalize the work of the
Assembly and make it more dynamic, transparent and
effective, particularly given the polarization affecting
other United Nations organs. The Assembly served as a
parliament of the international community and provided
a platform for all nations to work together on an equal
footing to address international issues, especially issues
relating to the maintenance of international peace and
security. It must therefore be supported in fulfilling its
role.

60. Ms. Antonova (Russian Federation), speaking on
a point of order, said that it was both unfortunate and
surprising that the written version of the oral report of
the Chair of the working group on protection of persons
in the event of disasters had not been made available
until after the conclusion of the debate on the agenda
item in question. The report did not reflect the
comments made by her delegation, both in writing and,
repeatedly, in meetings. For example, in paragraph 84 of
the Chair’s summary of the deliberations of the working
group contained in the annex to the written version of
the oral report, it was stated that many delegations had
expressed support for the conclusion of a convention on
the protection of persons in the event of disasters. While
some delegations had indeed expressed such support,
other delegations had expressed the opposite view.
Therefore, the use of the word “many” was not
appropriate in that context.

The meeting rose at 11.40 a.m.
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