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Mr. Chair, 

I have the pleasure to speak on behalf of the Netherlands and Belgium. 

On November 8, we had the chance to listen to each other’s opinions on Security Council 

reform in the General Assembly. This was a good first opportunity to discuss the matter 

since the start of the 66th General Assembly. I would like to thank you, Mr. Chair, for 

organizing today’s first exchange of views as part of the 8th round of Intergovernmental 

Negotiations. 

As stated by the Netherlands and Belgium on November 8, there is a very short proposal 

floated around by the G4, which has the support of more than 80 member states. We 

believe it is important to discuss the proposal’s content and its implications: a moderate 

expansion of the Security Council in both categories of membership, permanent and non-

permanent, with respect for the necessary provisions for an efficient and effective Council. 

If it turns out that the necessary support for the G4 proposal does not exist, we are ready to 

see if there are other proposals that we can discuss in this context. We are of course aware 

of the ideas put forward by other groups and of possible, so called “intermediate” solutions. 

Because this is a Member States driven process, Member States themselves will have to 

make the next step and produce a negotiating text. Countries that do not have a special 

interest in this debate could perhaps offer to make an effort. Belgium and the Netherlands 

are willing to join such an exercise. Mr. Chair, In this light, the Netherlands and Belgium 

would like to thank you once again for the third revision of the text on Security Council 

Reform. Under your leadership, it became a more streamlined document, which is at the 

same time clearly owned by the Member States. We believe that a further revision of the 

chapter on categories of membership and the size of an enlarged Council could indeed, as 

you described it in your last letter, contribute to an increased understanding of the positions 

on the table. 

As a matter of fact, the Netherlands and Belgium are convinced that Rev 3 could be 

streamlined even more. To make the document as workable as possible, efforts could be 

made to highlight the main positions or schools of thought in a more clear way. Rev 3 still 

contains certain overlaps and the multitude of positions makes it sometimes difficult to 

understand the essence of the document and to grasp the general direction these 

negotiations are going. An important condition for continuing to work on Rev 3 is that 

Member States agree that Rev 3 is the right basis and that the membership is willing to 



back these efforts. We would like to see the process of discussing Security Council reform 

evolve from a process largely blocked by Member States, to one driven by Member States. I 

can assure you that the Netherlands and Belgium would certainly be committed to 

contribute constructively to the discussion. In any case, the third revision of your text, or, 

potentially, a more streamlined Rev 3, as described before, would be a very useful 

instrument to give us guidance when discussing the G4 proposal. In that way, both Rev 3 

and the G4 proposal are, in our view, perfectly complimentary. Mr. Chair, As a small side 

remark, I would like to briefly comment on the chapter in your text on process and rules. 

Real improvements have been made on these topics during the past years. I would like to 

commend both the S5 and the Members of the Security Council for their efforts in this 

regard. While some Member States think that progress can only be made on all five 

chapters simultaneously, the Netherlands and Belgium believe that progress in one chapter 

does not necessarily have to wait for progress in other chapters. 

Mr. Chair, For almost 20 years now, we have been talking about the reform of the Security 

Council. Despite the valuable efforts made, there is little agreement about the road to take 

to achieve the goal. The Third Revision of your text is an important document, and it should 

now be used to take further steps, if we want to preserve the credibility of the United 

Nations and sincerely improve the legitimacy of the Security Council. In the end, it only 

makes sense to continue talks and consultations if there is sufficient political will to start a 

process of real negotiations. However, we hope that under your able chairmanship and with 

the tireless support of the PGA, we will soon find the best basis for further steps on this 

important issue. 

Thank you.  

 


