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L. INTRODUCTION

1. The 81% Session of the Committee on Constitutional and Legal Malters (CCLM) was
held on 4 and 5 April 2007. The Session was chaired by Mr. John Comnet d'Elzius (Belginm). All
the Members of the Committee, as listed below, were represented:

Belgium, Czech Republic, Gabon, Guatemala, Philippines, Syrian Arab Republic
and United States of America.

1. AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION AND THE
GENERAL RULES OF THE ORGANIZATION
(ADOPTION OF RUSSIAN AS A LANGUAGE OF THE
ORGANIZATION)

2. The CCLM examined document CCLM 81/2 entitled “Amendment of the Constitution
and the General Rules of the Organization (Adoption af Russian and « language of the
Organization)”, in the light of the membership of FAO by the Russian Federation. The CCLM
was informed of relevant historical background. Thus, at its 1* Session in 1945, the Conference
decided that the rules of FAQ governing the use of languages in its proceedings and
documentation should be those of the United Nations. Subsequently, at its Special Session of
1950, since the Constitution had been formulated in English only, the Conference approved an
amendment to Article XXII of the Congiitution to the effect that the English, French and Spanish
texts of the Constitulion should be equally authoritative and adopted authentic French and
Spanish versions of the Constitution. The CCLM also noted that in 1969 the Conference
approved the Arabic text of the Constitution and amended Article XXII to the effect that the
Arabic, English, French and Spanish texts of the Constitution should be equally anthoritative and
that, in 1977, the same approach was taken in respect of the Chinese text of the Constitution.

3. The CCLM concurred with the proposal that, subject to review of budgetary and
programme aspects, the same course of action could be taken in respect of the Russian text of the
Constitation. Therefore, the Conference could approve an anthentic text of the Constitution of
FAO, as well as an amendment to Article XXII, whereby the Arabic, Chinese, English, French,
Russian and Spapish texts of the Constitution would be equally authoritative. The CCLM noted
that the proposed revision of Article XXII was straightforward and did not call for any
observation on its part. However, insofar as the proposal involved an amendment of the
Constitution, it was subject to the procedural requirements set out in Article XX of the
Constitution. Under this Article, proposals for amendment of the Constitulion may be made
cither by the Council or by a Member Nation, and no such proposal may be included in the
agenda of any session of the Conference unless motice thereof has been dispatched by the
Director-General to Member Nations and Associate Members at least 120 days before the opening
of the Conference session. The CCLM recommended to the Council that, should it decide to
make a proposal to the Conference to amend Article XXIT of the Constitution, notice of the
proposed amendment, together with a Russian version of the Constitution of FAQO would have to
be circulated by the Director-General to the Members on 20 July 2007 at the Jatest.

4. The CCLM also noted that Rule XL VII of the General Rules of the Organization, entitled,
“Languages” would need to be amended to read as follows: “Arabic, Chinese, English, French,
Russian and Spanish are the languages of the Organization”.
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5. In this connection, the CCLM was informed that, since a decision taken by the
Conference in 1977. no distinction was made between official and working languages, but that a
pragmatic approach to the use of languages in the Organization should be maintained. The CCLM
noted that the adoption of Russian as a language of the Organization could have an impact upon
the Rules of Procedure of some hodies established under Asticle VI or Article XIV of the
Constitution where such rules existed, bur that this would be a matter for review by the bodies
concerned.  Fipally, the CCLM underlined that the matter had to b seen in the light of its
budgetary and financial implications which would be reviewed by the Programme and Finance
Comrnittees and the Council.

6. The CCLM recommended to the Council, at its 132™ Session in June 2007 that, subject
to review of the programme and financial implications of the proposal, it should propose to the
Conference the adoption of an authentic Russian text of the Constitution, as well as an
amendment to Article XXII of the Constitution as per draft Conference resolution attached to this
report as Appendix I The CCLM also recommended to the Council that consideration be given
to proposing an amendment to Rule XLVII of the General Rules of the Organization, as per draft
Conference tesolution attached to this report as Appendix I1.

III. PROCESS FOR A CHANGE IN THE NATURE OF A
STATUTORY BODY OF FAO ESTABLISHED UNDER
ARTICLE XIV OF THE CONSTITUTION INTO A BODY
OUTSIDE THE FRAMEWORK OF FAO
(CHANGE IN STATUS OF THE INDIAN OCEAN TUNA
COMMISSION)

7. The CCLM took note of a detailed presentation of document CCLM 81/3 “Process for a
change in the nature of a statutory body of FAO established under Article XIV of the Constitution
into a body outside the framework of FAQ (Change in status of the Indian Ocean Tuna
Commission)” by the Secretariat of FAO:

e It was underlined, first, that in the event that the Members of a particular statutory body
established by international agreement under Article XTIV of the FAO Constitution shonld
express the desire that such body be removed from the framework of FAO and be no
longer operated by FAQ, the wishes of the Members should be taken into account and
FAO should take a proactive approach towards the process, provided that such process
was compatible with its own rules. Second, insofar as the preparation, negotiation and
conclusion agreements under Article XIV of the Constitution involved various governing
bodies of FAO and through them all FAO membership, during a process which, in the
case of IOTC, lasted for many years, the change in the nature of the IOTC concerned
FAQ as a whole. Third, no procedure for the removal of a stantory body from the
framework of FAO to ontside the Organization had been foreseen either in the Basic
Texls or in any policies or procedures established by the Conference or Council, ot in the
constitucnt agreement, and the matter could concern potentially a number of other
conventions or agreements. It was therefore essential that the matter be addressed in a
legally correct manner so that the future situation of the Commission should be clear in
the interest of all concerned parties and that any possible legal uncertainty or potential
liabilities for the FAQ and its Members be eliminated.
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+ The FAO Secretariat recalled that the report of the 3™ Special Session of IOTC
indicated that the Members present at that Session had reached consensus on a
comprehensive set of amendments reproduced in Appendix T to document CCLM
81/3. The purpose of the set of amendments was, inter alia, to remove all
references to FAO in the IOTC Agreement, which were an expression of ifs pature
as a statutory body of FAQ, placed within the framework of and operated by FAOQ.
Once adopted by IOTC, the Commission would cease to be a statatory body of
FAO under Article XIV of the Constitution. It was envisaged that the Members
would act under provisions of Article XX of the Agreement. Under this Article,
“proposals for amendments may be made by any Member of the Commission or by
the Director-General”. A distinction was made between amendments not
involving new obligations and amendments involving new obligations.
“Amendments not involving new obligations for Members of the Commission shall
rake effect for all Members from the date of their adoption by the Commission
(...)”.  On the contrary, “amendments involving new obligations for Members of
the Commission shall, after adoption by the Commission, (...) come into force in
respect of each Member only upon its acceptance thereof The rights and
obligations of any Member of the Commission that has not accepted an
amendment involving new obligations shall continue to be governed by the
provisions of this Agreement in force prior 1o the Amendmeni”.

e Subsequent to the 3™ Special Session of IOTC, the Chairperson of the
Commission sent » number of letters to the Director-General, one of which
requested the Director-General, under Article XX of the IOTC Agreement, to
circulate to the Partics the set of amendments for formal adoption at the
forthcoming 11™ Session to be held from 14 to 18 May 2007. However, insofar
as a numbcr of concems had been expressed, both formally and informally by
various IOTC Members as to the legal comrectness of the procedure being
followed, including in the report of the 3t Special Session of IOTC, the Director-
General decided to refer the matter to the Governing Bodies of FAO with
particular reference to the CCLM and the Council.

¢ The amendment procedure set out in Article XX of the IOTC Agreement was
intended to allow for the adoption of amendments to an agreement concluded
under Article X1V of the FAO Constitution and operated by FAO and had an
inherent limitation, i.e. that it only concerned amendments to an agreement within
the framework of FAO which retained that character. It was therefore
questionable to consider that an amendment procedure intended to allow for the
modification of an agreement within the framework of FAOQ, could be used to
establish a new agreement outside the framework of FAO and set up a new entity,
distinct from FAQ. This was also confirmed by consultation with other
organizations of the United Nations system, the Basic Texts of which made
provision for agreements similar to those concluded under article XTIV of the FAO
Constitution, such as ILO, UNESCO, IMO and WIPO. It was not legally correct
to follow an amendment procedure and, what is more, a simplified amendment
procedure to deal with purely routine and technical matters, in order to set up a
new international agreement and a new organization, as this could be viewed as
the use of a procedure for purposes other than those for which it was instituted.
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e As to the nature of the proposed amendments, although the question of whether or not a
particular set of amendments involved new obligations was primarily a matter for IOTC
Members, doubts were expressed to FAO by some IOTC Members as to whether they did
not imply indeed new obligations and could thus enter into force upon adoption by I0TC.
Amendments aimed at removing IOTC from the framework of FAQ involved inherently
new obligations for the Members. This was so because obligations currently borne by
FAO as a result of its status, such as FAQ legal personality, pre-existing agreements
providing for privileges and immunities within the territories of most, if not all, FAO
Members, including with the host country, availability of social security and pension
schemes for staff, legal liability in respect of all activities of the Commission, would have
to be bore entirely by the Commission and its Members, or negotiated with outside
countrics and other parties, once the Commission was placed outside FAO. In this
connection, it was underlined that the criteria used by IOTC to determine whether
amendments involved new obligations, formulated earlier by the CCLM and approved by
the Council, had been developed in the context of the review of the amendment of
agreements under the framework of FAO, which remained within that framework and,
therafore., such criteria had been nsed by I0TC out of context. This was confirmed by the
position of a number of IOTC Members which intended to follow internal ratification
procedures which were incompatible with the procedure of Article XX, paragraph 4 of the
TOTC Agreement. In addition, a request made to FAQ, and the views of a number of
[OTC Members expressed during the recently concluded session of the Committee on
Fisheries, indicated that it was expected that FAQ should continue to assume a number of
obligations after the adoption of the amendments. This contradicted the position that the
amendments did not involve new obligations for the Members and could enler into force
upon adoption by the Commission.

s The FAO Secretariat proposed, in order to preserve the rights and obligations of all
parties, that the Agreement of 1993 be terminated according to its withdrawal and
termination ¢lause set out in Article XXI, which had been specifically designed to deal
with the situation under consideration, and that a new Agreement establishing a new legal
entity — which would be no longer FAO - be adopted. In this connection, it was pointed
out that despite limited possibilities of international action, I0TC had no legal
personality, as it had been confirmed by the Council at its Session of November 2004.
The new entity would have its own legal personality and not that of FAOQ, its own staff,
its own rights and obligations, its own assets and liabilities, as well as its own capacity to
sue and to be sued in accordance with international law and such pational laws as might
be applicable. Tt would have to negotiate agreements providing for prvileges and
immunities in its Members and its own headquarters agreement with the host country.
Any risk of potential liabilities for the Organization and its Members in future would thus
be dispelled.

s For this purpose, three recommendations were made. First, it was proposed that a
Conference of Plenipotentiarics be convened open to the States and regional economic
integration organizations, both from the region and from outside the region, that would
wish to become Parties to the new Apreement, in accordance with the criteria of the
existing Agreement. Second, the matter had to be addressed under Article XXI of the
IOTC Agreement on withdrawal and termination and it was therefore proposed to
implement a concomitant process of withdrawal and termination of the existing IOTC
Agreement and entry int force of a new IOTC Agreement, including such practical
measures as would be legally possible to expedite the process of withdrawal and
termination of the existing IOTC Agreement and the entry into force of the new IOTC
Agreement, Insofar as the consensual nature of the amendments had been emphasized,
such process could be implemented expeditiously. Third, in parallel, if all IOTC Members
so wished, FAQ could operate the JOTC trust fund for a limited period of time until IOTC
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was able to make or conclude such arrangements as would be necessary for it to be
operational as a body distinct from FAQ.

8. Having taken note of the above position of the FAQ Secretariat, the CCLM also
took mote of a detailed presentation regarding the position of the IOTC made by the
Chairperson of the CCLM in his capacity as representative of Belgium. He noted that
the main purpose of the IOTC Agreement was that of ensuring the long term management
of tuna in the Indian Qcean, but it was not functioning effectively in view of its inability
to involve in its work a fishing entity accounting for a substantial part of tuna catches in
the region. Therefore, the removal of JOTC from the framework of FAO had to be
envisaged. The implementation of the procedure proposed by FAO would be a long
process as evidenced by the process of ratification of the new Inter-American Tropical
Tuna Convention where five years after the adoption of the Convention only 2 out of 13
States had ratified the new Convention. It was therefore proposed that the Commission
should adopt an amendment under Article XX, paragraph 4 of the JOTC Agreement. In
this connection, it was underlined that IOTC was of the view that IOTC Members had full
capacity to amend the Agreement and it would be up to the Council of FAO to disallow
any such amendments if they were inconsistent with the purposes and objectives of FAO
or with the provisions of the FAO Constitution. The IOTC Members, which had
authority to conclude the TOTC Agreement within FAQ, had also authority to amend it
and withdraw the Commission from the framework of FAO. In addition, IOTC had its
own legal personality as recognized by Article XV of the IOTC Agreement, which
foresees that IOTC may conclude agreements with external organizations and institutions.
At present, FAQ was legally responsible for the Commission (budget, personnel, legal
capacity to sue and be sued) but nothing prevented this responsibility from being
transferred to JOTC through an amendment of the Agreement. According to JOTC, the
proposed amendments did not involve new obligations and would enter into force upon
adoption, without being referred to a ratification procedure by IOTC Members. At
present 4 percent of the budget was paid to FAO as Project Servicing Costs for
administrative tasks and this was sufficient to allow IOTC to assume any additional
responsibilities currently borne by FAQ. All obligations and responsibilities borne by
FAQ at present would be transferred to IOTC, at a date to be deterrnined in the context of
a transitional agreement.

9. The CCLM considered that the situation was complex and unprecedented and,
therefore, that it was essential to make a complete review of the matter, keeping in mind
all the implications of any proposed option, including the fact that any decision in this
respect will establish a precedent in international law which may have an irmpact upon
other organizations of the United Nations system. The FAO Basic Texts provide
explicitly for consultation with other organizations in connection with the negotiations of
agreements under Article XTIV of the Constitution.

10.  In order for it to be able to review the matter and make a recommendation to the
Council, the CCLM requested that an informal group of legal experts of all the JOTC
Members, CCLM Members, as well as representatives of relevant organizations of the
United Nations as might be deemed appropriate, should examine the matter. The CCLM
would subsequently review the work of the informal group and provide its advice to the
Council. The CCLM requested that the informal group should meet as soon as feasible,
taking into account the calendar of the relevant sessions of the Governing Bodies of FAO,
and subject to availability of funds.
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11. The Chairperson of the CCLM, expressing himself as representative of Belgium, and the
representative of the Czech Republic, expressed the view that the infonmal group should hold its
meeting prior to the forthcoming Session of [OTC m May 2007.

IV. FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE REQUIREMENTS FOR
DESIGNATED STAFF MEMBERS OF THE ORGANIZATION
(AMENDMENT OF THE STAFF REGULATIONS)

12, The CCLM examined the comprehensive submission set out in document CCLM 81/4
“Financial Disclosure Requirements for Designated Staff Members of the Organization
(Amendmenis of the Staff Regulations)”. The CCLM noted that as part of its efforts to uphold the
hichest standards of integrity and avoid or prevent situations of conflict of interest, the United
Nations had introduced a financial disclosure requirement for designated officials. The CCLM
noted that it was proposed to amend the Staff Regulations, based on the provisions currently in
force at the Tnited Nations, in order to provide a basis for the introduction of the system and that
the content of the proposed Staff Regulations should be the same mutotis murandis as that of the
TUnited Nations Staff Regulations. The CCLM was informed that a request for adoption of such
provisions had been made by the Executive Director of WEP, and noted that the revised Staff
Regulations would apply to the staff of the World Food Programme which, in aceordance with
Article VII, paragraph 6 of the General Regulations, 15 administered in accordance with FAO
Staff Regulations and Rules and such special rules as may be established by the Executive
Director in agreement with the Secretary-General of the United Nations and the Director-General
of FAQ.

13. The CCLM concurred with the proposed amendment to Article T of the Staff Regulations
entitled “Duries, obligations and privileges™, as follows:

“301.1.10. Staff members shall not be actively associated with the management of,
or hold a financial interest in, any profit making, business or other concern, if it
were possible for the staff member or the profit-making, business or other concern to
benefit from such association or financial interest by reason of his or her position
with FAQ.

301.1.11.  AH staff members at the D-1 or above level may be required to file
financial disclosure statements on appointment and at intervals thereafler ay
prescribed by the Director-General, in respect of themselves, their spouses and their
dependent children, and to assist the Director-General in verifying the accuracy of
the information submitted when so requested. The financial disclosure statements
shall include certification thar the assets and economic activities of the siaff
members, their spouses and their dependent children do nor pose a conflict of
interest with their official duties or the interests of FAQ. The financial disclosure
statements shall remaoin confidentiodl and shall only be wsed os prescribed by the
Director-Greneral in making determinations pursuant to Staff Kegulation 301.1.10.
The Director-General may require other staff to file financial disclosure statements
as he deems necessary in the interest of the Qrganization”.

14, The CCLM recommended tg the Council for approval, under Rule XXXIX, paragraph 3
of the General Rules of the Organization, the proposed amendment to the Staff Regulations.

15. The CCLM noted the broad scope of the system, and examined vatous legal, institutional
and practical issues related to the implementation of the requirement based on the information
received by the United Nations as well as from other organizations of the United Nations system.
At the United Nations, the finaneial disclosure requirement applies to all staff members at the D-1
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level and above, to staff members involved in procurement or investment of assets and to staff
members in such positions as determined by the head of department and office. At the United
Nations consultants and other short-term staff in designated positions were also required to fill in
declaration of interest forms. The CCLM noted that at the United Nations the operation of the
system was entrusted to an Ethics Office which, in turn, relied extensively on the advice of a
privare external reviewer, under strict conditions of confidentiality. The CCLM noted that while
all organmizarions of the system considered desirable to introduce the same financial disclosure
systern as in force at the United Narions and were taking steps to do so, it turned out that the
system was a complex one, the implementation of which required considerable resources. The
CCLM was also informed that the funds and programmes of the United Nations, which accounted
for a very substantial part of the activities of the United Nations, were not yet in a position 1o
implement the system. The CCLM observed that if FAQ were to implement with immediate
affect a system modelled on that of the United Nations, that would involve the review, in
conditions of strict confidentiality, of at least some 200 financial disclosure forrng per year. The
CCLM noted that this would have financial implications which would need to be reviewed.

6. The CCIM concurred with the Organization’s proposal to take a pragmatic approach
towards the implementation of the system, taking into account provisions of the Staff Rules which
allow for the implementation of a simpler system of declaration of interest, as was the case with
other Specialized Agencies. As a first step, FAQ would start implementing a requirement of
declaration of interests in respect of the staff members to whom the financial disclosure
requirement was to apply, through a set of administrative procedures, taking into account all
relevant circumstances and constraints, including budgetary conmstraints.  The declaration of
interest would be required upon initial appointment and regularly thereafter at such intervals as
would be required by the Organization. The system will be subject to reassessment by the CCLM
in 2008 on the basis of a submission by the secretariat; the CCLM will then make a determination
as to whether, in the light of the experience gained in FAO as well as in all crganizations of the
systemn, a “full-fledeed system” should be implemented. The CCLM also noted that during this
period FAQ would report to the CCLM any issue of a legal or institutional nature that might
warrant review by the CCLM. In order better to reflect the approach being taken by the
Organization, the CCLM concurred with a proposal that in the first sentence of proposed Staff
Regulation 307.7.11. the word “shall” be replaced by “may™.

V. PERSONAL STATUS FOR PURPOSES
OF STAFF ENTITLEMENTS

17. The CCLM recalled that this matter had been under review for a substantial period of
time and had been referred to the Council on a few occasions. At its 80" Session, in October
2006, the CCLM was informed that a claim against FAO for spousal benefits was sub judice
before the Administrative Tribunal and a judgment wus expected to be delivered in early 2007.
The CCLM was informed further that it would receive a detailed presentation of the outcome of
the case at its Session in the Spring of 2007. The CCLM and the Council both noted, without
prejudging the outcome of the case, that the Organization would have to apply the conclusions of
the judgmment to any other staff member in the same conditions of fact and law as the complainant.

18. The CCLM was provided detailed information on the judgment delivered in February
2007.  As spousal benefits were refused on the basis of the provisions of the Administrative
Manual, the matter was eventually referred to the Administrative Tribunal. The Tribunal
concluded that the complainant was entitled to claim the dependency benefits provided for in the
Staff Regulations and Rules in respect of the person to whom he was lawfully roarticd. The
CCLM was also informed that having accepted the Statute and the jurisdiction of the Tribunal for
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the adjudication of labour disputes, the Organization was under a legal obligation to execute the
judgment and was doing so.

19, The CCLM noted that, in line with the consistent practice followed in comparable
siations in the past, reflected in the guidance provided by the CCLM and the Council, the
Organization would be applying the conclusions of the judgrment to any other staff members in
the same conditions of fact and law as the complainant.

20). The CCLM alsc noted that a claim made by a staff member against a decision by the
Organization to refuse to grant dependency benefits to his partner with whom he concluded a
“Pacte civil de solidarite” (Pacs) was sub judice before the Appeals Committze of the
Organization. The CCLM noted that in judgment N° 2193, involving Pacs, the Tribunal had said
thatr, on the basis of the French texts submitted in the case, it could not be said that Pacs was a
form of marriage. Consequently, the CCLM concurred with the position that the Organization
should wait for the outcome of the proceedings under way in order to determine its position with
regard to registered domestic or life partnerships. The CCLM noted that FAO would apply the
conclusion of the judgment to any other staff member in the same conditions of fact and law as
the complainant.

VI. REPRESENTATION OF THE NEAR EAST REGION
IN THE FINANCE COMMITTEE

21. The CCLM recalled that the Council, at its 129" Session in November 2005, had asked
the regional groups to hold informal consultations in order to allow the Committee on
Constitutional and Legal Mauters to consider the matter and make recommendations to the
Council. The CCLM was informed by its Member of the Near East region that it wished to have
two seats in the Finance Committee, but informal consultations were still ongoing. The CCLM
suggested that informal consuitations take place among regions so that it could review the matter
at its future session.

VII. ACCESS BY MEMBERS TO REPORTS OF THE OFFICE
OF THE INSPECTOR-GENERAL

22. At its 31" Session in November 2006, the Council noted that the CCLM had examined
the matter in detail on the basis, inter alia, of criteria for modifying or withholding reports issued
by the Office of the Intemmal Oversight Systems of the United Nations and had proposad “Interim
Criteria for Modifying or Withholding Reports issued by the Office of the Inspector General”.
However, in consideration of the fact that a recently-concluded “Comprehensive Review of the
Governance and Oversight within the United Nations, Funds, Programmes and Specialized
Agencies” had not yet been examined at the Tlnited Nations, and notwithstanding the interim
nature of the proposed criteria, the Council postponed consideration of the issue and requested the
CCLM to review the matter again at its Spring 2007 Session.

23. The CCLM was informed that, meanwhile, the matier was being examined on an intcr-
agency basis. It had been discussed at the Session of 19-20 March 2007 of the High Level
Commirtee on Management (HL.CM) of the United Nations System Chief Excentives Board for
Coordination. The HLCM reiterated its conclusion at its 9" Session of April 2005 that “internal
audit reporis were an important management tool for executive hecuds and should therefore
remain confidenrial”. The HLCM noted that some organizations had been requested by a few
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Members, both during formal sessions of their Governing Bodies and subsequently, in writing, to
share intermal audit reports. The HLCM decided that its Finance and Budget Network, in
consultation with the Heads of Internal Qversight of the organizations, as well as with their
External Auditors and with the Institute of Internal Auditors, should prepare a position paper on
hehalf of the HLCM as a4 document to support the discussion of the item by the Executive Feads
at the upcoming session of the United Nations System Chief Executives Board for Coordination
on 20 and 21 April 2007.

24. The CCLM decided to postpone consideration of the maiter until its next session, so that
it could have the benefit of the conclusions of the United Nations System Chief Executives Board
for Coordination.

Page 11 of 13



LoD Z0OuT 12,40 TAX LZZ4204 IOT Hloio

10 CL 131/5

APPENDIX I

Draft Conference Resolution
Amendment of Article XX1IT of the FAQ Constitution
Authentic Russian text of the FAQ Constitution

CONFERENCE RESOLUTION ../..

THE CONFERENCE,

Recalling the decision taken by the First Session of the Conference held in Quebec, Canada,
16 October-1 November 19435, that the languages of the Organization shall be those adopted by

the United Nations Organization;

Recalling further the decision taken at its Special Session held in Washington in 1930 where the
Conference expressed the view that consideration should be given to constitutional amendments

to make the text of the Constitution in other languages of the Organization equally authentic:

Considering that the Russian Federation became a Member Nation of the Organization on
11 April 2006;

Having considered that, at its Hundred and Thirty-second Session, heid from 18 to 23 June 2007,
the Council, on the recommendation of the Committee on Constitutional and Legal Matters, at its
Eighty-first session, held on 4 and 5 April 2007, proposed that the Russian text of the Constitution
should be equally authoritative with the texts in Arabic, Chinese, English, French and Spanish,

and that the Constitution should be amended to that effect;
1. Decides to amend Article 21T of the Constitution to read as follows:

“The Arabic, Chinese, English, French, Russian and Spanish texts of this

Canstitution shall be equally authoritative”.

2. Approves the authentic Russian text of the Constitution, which is set out in document
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APPENDIX 11

Draft Conference Resolution
Amendment of Rule XLVII of the General Rules of the Organization
Adoption of Rnssian as a langnage of the Organization

CONFERENCE RESOLUTION ../..

THE CONFERENCE,

Recalling the decisions taken by the Thirty-fourth Session of the Conference to approve an
aathentic Russian text of the FAO Constitution and to amend Article XXIT of the Constitution
whereby “the Arabic, Chinese, English, French, Russiaon and Spanish texts of this Constitution

shall be equally authoritative™,

Considering that the Russian Federation became a Member Nation of the Organization on 11

April 2006;

Having considered that, at its Hundred and Thirty-second Session, held from 18 to 23 Jupe 2007,
the Council, on the recommendation of the Committee on Constitutional and Legal Matters, at its
Eighty-first session, held on 4 and 5 April 2007, proposed that Rule XLVII of the General Rules
of the Organization be amended to the effect that Russian should be a language of the

Organization;
Decides 10 amend Rule XLVII of the General Rules of the Organization as follows:

“Arabic, Chinese, English, French, Russian and Spanish are the languages of the

Organization”.
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