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Mr. President, 

In making some points on the annual report of the Security Council before the 

General Assembly, we must first make a comment on organizational matters which 

seems of quite some importance to us: We are disappointed to see that the General 

Assembly has reverted to its old practice of having separate debates on the report of 

the Council and on Security Council reform. Given the overlap in substance 

between the two items and the good experience we made last year with a joint 

debate, we find it hard to understand this change in practice, especially in light of 

the urgent need to engage in a and radical and effective reform of the General 

Assembly. 

 

Mr. President, 

The report itself is more concise and thus more accessible than sometimes in the 

past. This is the product of an important effort by the Council and should help to 

advance the interaction between the two bodies that we believe should become 

more substantial and meaningful over time. The Council is clearly looking back at 

one of its most difficult years, due in particular to the profound disagreements 

among Council members on the right course of action concerning Iraq. Rarely has 

the work of the Council been followed with more public interest than over the past 

few months – and rarely have more people turned away from the Council in 

frustration and disappointment. The time has thus clearly come for us to rethink the 

established mechanisms in the area of international peace and security, and we are 

all indebted to Secretary-General Kofi Annan for his initiative to establish a panel of 

eminent persons to launch and inspire this process.  

 

Mr. President,  

We continue to believe very strongly in transparency and accountability of the 

Council vis-à-vis the membership as a whole. Again, the Council has taken 

important steps over the years in this area, which has fundamentally changed its 

relationship with the States that are not members of the Council. Informal briefings 



and an increasing number of open debates on a number of topics are useful steps, 

and wrap-up sessions can likewise play a useful role in this respect. At the same 

time, the character of the work of the Council has also changed in that it takes ever 

more far-reaching decisions, including decisions, which directly affect the lives of 

individuals who have no means of recourse and appeal. It is thus all the more 

important that the Council be accountable for its decisions towards the membership 

of the whole – on behalf of which, after all, it is acting.  

 

Mr. President, 

We have strongly welcomed the initiative of the United Kingdom during its 

presidency last month to engage the Council in a process during which it will look 

closely into the issue of justice and rule of law, without infringing on the role that 

other bodies will continue to play in this respect. We believe indeed that the 

imperative of the rule of law needs to be emphasized in the strongest possible terms 

– both at the national and at the international levels, at a time when multilateralism 

is more urgently needed and more forcefully challenged than ever. As a guardian of 

the rule of law, the Council also has to look into its own decisions and ensure that 

they are at all times fully consistent with relevant provisions of international law – in 

particular the United Nations Charter. It is thus regrettable that the Council has 

again made a decision that clearly does not fulfill that criterion by adopting 

resolution 1487. We believe that this resolution is likely to do damage to the 

credibility of the Council in the long term and therefore hope that the Council will 

refrain from its renewal next summer.  

 

Thank you, Mr. President. 


