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The meeting vras called to order at 10.35 a.m. 

AGENDA ITEM 116: REPORT OF THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON ENHANCING THE EFFECTIVENESS OF 
THE PRINCIPLE OF NON-USE OF FORCE IN INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS (continued) 
(A/34/41 and Corr.l, A/34/410) 

1. ~1r. VINAL (Spain) said there was an urgent need to reconsider and encourage 
the codification process and the drafting of new provisions in relation to the 
prohibition of the threat or use of force in international relations, in view, 
inter alia, of the fact that States acted in line with their 01-m particular aims 
rather than with the purposes of the United Nations. 

2. The Special Committee responsible for that task was not in an impasse, but it 
was dividing its energies by followin~ two parallel lines of action, relating 
rr:spectivcly to the draft treaty submitted by the Soviet Union fmd the vmrking 
paper submitted by Belgium, the Federal Republic of Germany, France, Italy and the 
United Kingdom. A compromise solution must be sought to rrake those two parallel 
lines converge, a difficult, although not irr,possible task, and his delegation 1-ras 
ready to co-operate fully to that end. 

3. Although the draft treaty in its current form had serlous defects of substance 
and form, it was an acceptable starting-point for efforts to enhance the 
effectiveness of the principle of the non-use of force in international relations. 
In that connexion he reiterated the suggestions made previously by his delegation 
and set forth in paragraphs 42, 44, 45, 47, 50, 53 and 58 of document A/33/41. 

!~. However, the fact that the draft in question had been the first submitted to 
the Special Committee did not mean that it must be the only text to be examined. 
His delegation, although it had expressed its support for the conclusion of a 
treaty, was ready to consider the possibility of any other type of legal formula, 
as it had already stated at the preceding session. He considered that the Special 
Committee 1 s vrork must be harmonized and that all efforts must be united 1-rith a viei·T 
to attaining the ultimate goal. 

5. Turning to the vrorking paper set forth in paragraph 129 of the report 
(A/34/41), he emphasized the importance his delegation attached to the part 
concerning the enhancement of the United Nations peace-keeping capacity. The 
Organization 1 s enforcement action in Korea raised the question of the need to 
review the weaknesses of the security system adopted in 191~5. General Assembly 
resolution 377 (V) represented an attempt to effect a change which had led to the 
understanding that the maintenance of peace was not an exclusive function of the 
big Povrers but a duty of all Member States. That attempted change had never 
materialized, and had yielded to a system of peace-keeping operations, on which 
special stress should be laid. 

6. The working paper reiterated the primary responsibility of the Security Council 
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in that field, and he considered that there should also be a reference to the 
important function devolving upon the General Assembly. In that connexion, he 
recalled that in document A/AC.l21/4, of 31 May 1965, it had been recognized that 
if the Council did not take the appropriate decisions promptly, the General Assembly 
could consider questions and formulate recommendations. 

7. In conclusion he said that if there was a genuine belief in the possibility of 
enhancing the effectiveness of the principle of the non-use of force in 
international relations, the Special Committee's mandate must be renewed. 

8. Mr. GORNER (German Democratic Republic) said that a world treaty on the 
non-use of force in international relations would be an important step towards an 
improved world political climate. The l',1inister for Foreign Affairs of his country, 
speaking in the General Assembly, had said that the conclusion of such a treaty 
should be given high priority. 

9. The suggestion that the reasons which led to the use of force in international 
relations should be analysed vms merely an attempt to distract the Special Committee 
from its central task, for such a study was unnecessary and would be a w·aste of 
resources. Everybody knew that the two world wars earlier in the century and the 
other wars of aggression had been unleashed by the forces of imperialism in order 
~o extend their rule to other peoples and States so as to exploit their raw 
materials and energy resources, maintain their colonial domination, or re-establish 
their system of exploitation where the socialist order of society had been built up. 

10 · His delegation shared the vievT stated in paragraph 132 of the report that the 
working paper submitted by several vlest European States under the symbol 
A/AC.l93/HG/R.l could in no vray serve as a basis for an agreement, since· it 
did not give the Special Committee any chance to fulfil its mandate. The Special 
Cow~ittee must concentrate on the drafting of a legally binding and universally 
applicable treaty which would make more specific and develop further the principle 
of non-use of force in international relations. The treaty should include a ban on 
the use of any type of weaponry, including nuclear and other weapons of mass 
destruction, and a commitment to adopt effective arms limitation and disarmament 
measures. The Special Committee must not be confined to making another moral appeal 
to States. Another resolution or declaration by the General Assembly would not be 
enough. 

11. Turning to the draft treaty submitted by the Soviet Union, he said that several 
of the amendments proposed in the Special Committee were worthy of consideration, 
especially those designed to add certain formulations that were already implied in 
the draft but not expressly _stated. Thus the treaty would be clearer if it 
explicitly reaffirmed that the commitment not to use force in international 
relations should in no vray affect the right of States to individual or collective 
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self-defence in accordance with Article 51 of the Charter, or the right of peoples 
under colonialist, racist or other occupation to w·age a liberation struggle, even 
by armed force -vrhere necessary. Similarly, the treaty should reiterate that the 
acquisition of territory or advantages through acts of aggression should never be 
recognized. 

12. He considered that article V of the draft, to which some delegations had 
raised objections in the Special Committee, constituted a useful instrQment 
strengthening the guarantees to ensure compliance 1-ri th the treaty. The Contracting 
Partiesr obligation under the article in no way affected their sovereignty in 
matters concerning domestic legislation. Rather, it provided that the Parties must 
consider their internal legislation in order to ensure that their international 
obligations under the treaty were met. 

13. The cause of achieving world-wide respect for the principle of non-use of 
force would be greatly served if all States helped to ensure absolute compliance 
with the treaty by making use also of the instruments of their internal legislation. 
The German Democratic Republic provided in its Constitution that the generally 
accepted rules of international law promoting peace and peaceful international 
co-operation were binding upon the State and all its citizens. 

14. He concluded by endorsing the vie\-r of many members of the Special Cornmittee, 
reflected in paragraph 13 of the report, that the Special Co~mittee 1 s mandate 
should be renewed, in vie-vr of the importance of the issues it was considering. The 
Special Committee should continue to use the Soviet draft as the basis of its '.mrk. 
It 1-ras therefore imperative that those Member States 1-rhich had continued to raise 
objections to the treaty should consider the position of the vast majority of States 
and the proposals submitted by that majority, and contribute constructively to the 
draftin['; of the treaty in a spirit of co-operation and mutual understanding. 

15. Mr. KABOHGO (Zaire) said that the Special Committee was a subsidiary body of 
the General Assembly co-operating in the task of promoting the progressive 
development and codification of international la1-r, and that in resolution 33/96 the 
General Assembly had decided that the Special Committee should continue its work 
-vrith the goal of drafting a world treaty on the non-use of force as well as the 
peaceful settlement of disputes or such other recommendations as it deemed 
appropriate. The form taken by the results of that -vrork would depend on other 
factors. Although the General Assembly's legal resolutions gave some indication of 
the evolution of international lavr, States evaluated the le[';al weight of those 
resolutions in accordance with their own interests. On the other hand, the binding 
force of international treaties stren[';thened legal security in relations betveen 
States. 

16. The draft world treaty on the non-use of force in international relations 
submitted by the Soviet Union (A/AC.l93/L.3; A/34/41, annex), the workinp: paper 
submitted to the Special Committee by five Western European States 
(A/34/41, para. 129) and the proposal put forward by Egypt and Mexico 
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(A/34/41, para. 150), which Zaire supported, were valuable tools for giving 
explicit form to the princiyle of the non-use of force in international relations. 
A satisfactory body of rules could be extracted from a synthesis of those three 
proposals. 

17. The prinicple of the non-use of force was a fundamental innovation with regard 
to traditional international law, based on hegemony, the QUintessence of which was 
the law of war. The use of force was prohibited, save in cases authorized by the 
Charter, which also <:!:'.bodied the principles of sovereign equality and 
non--intervention. In that connexion, after citing the pertinent provisions of the 
Declaration on Principles of International Law concerning Friendly Relations and 
Co-operation among States in accordance vrith the Charter of the United Nations 
(General Assembly resolution 2625 (XXV)), he singled out for special mention the 
importance of the principle lvhereby it vras the duty of all States to refrain from 
organizing or encourag~ng the organization of irregular forces or armed bands, 
including mercenaries, for incursion into the territory oi~ another State. 

18. As in the case of the Definition of Aggression (General Assembly resolution 
33J..l+ (XXIX)), the treaty on the non-use of force should not be interpreted as 
limiting the scope of the provisions of the Charter relating to the right of 
peoples to self-determination or as preventing peoples subjected to military 
occupation or any other form of foreign domination from using force and seekins or 
receiving support and assistance for the purpose of exercising their natural rie;ht 
to self-determination in accordance •,Jith the Charter. 

19. Armed conflict continued to be a harsh reality, and developments in weaponry 
made each instance more deadly. Therefore, weapons of mass destruction -
particularly nuclear weapons, which endangered the survival of all mankind- should 
be not only ~rohibited but eliminated from military arsenals. The current 
international system was fragile because it was based on an armed peace in the 
absence of genuine peace. To achieve the latter, it was essential to obey the 
imperatives of the new international economic order and to promote human rights. 
Moreover, the peaceful settlement of disputes was a corollary of the principle of 
the non-use of force, as the Charter itself recognized. 

20. The Special Committee must enhance the principle of the non-use of force in 
all its aspects and increase its effectiveness by formulating sanctions together 
with political safeguards. As far as its method of work was concerned, the Special 
Cowflittee should begin by extracting a body of rules from the working papers before 
it, and should then decide on the form to be adopted for their legal formulation" 

21. Iv!r. KIRSCII (Canada) said he did not think that a treaty setting forth general 
principles could make a real contribution to the practical observance of the 
principle of the non-use of force. A treaty merely recapitulating the Charter 
mie;ht throw doubt on the legal force of its basic provisions, lvhile a treaty that 
departed from it was a possible source of confusion. His delegation had already 
expressed its doubts in regard to the draft treaty submitted by the Soviet Union 
on other occasions. 
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22. The report of the Special Committee (A/34/41) had once again demonstrated the 
deep cleavage among its members who w·ere di vidcd into three groups 0 the 
unconditional supporters of a treaty, in particular the draft of the Soviet Union, 
those delegations which vrere oprosed to a treaty and had suggested other 
possibilities, and those 1-rhich, vli thout being convinced by the dogmatism of the 
proponents of the draft treaty, were rightly impatient at the scanty results 
achieved in the Special Committee and anxious for more constructive worl<::. Both 
in the general debate and in the Harking Group, there had been a fruitless 
dialogue bet1·1een the first two groups, with arguments that vere already \.Jell lmmm 
being repeated Hithout variation and vith no real examination of the documents 
put form1rd. 

23. The impossibility of achieving a rapprochement had ruled out any progress. 
Nevertheless" his delegation i-Tould not repeat the suggestion it had made at the 
previous session that the Special Committee;s activities should be suspended for 
a year, because of the importance that many delegations attached to the continuation 
of its uork. 

24. Some delegations placed responsibility for the lack of progress on those who 
were opposed to the idea of a draft treaty, and maintained that the Special 
Committee should work on the basis of the text of the Soviet draft, amending it 
as necessary in order to mlli~e it universally acceptable. His delegation did not 
agree. 

25. His delegation believed that, instead of drafting a vague document agreed to 
in tne end out of sheer weariness and leading only to a false sense of security, 
it was necessary to m~e a real contribution to respect for the principle of 
non-use of force in practice. 

26. In view of all that had gone before, and the re~uirement of universality 
inherent in the topic, if ;he Special Committee was to make progress it 1-ras a sine 
qua non that it should interpret its terms of reference w·ith the flexibility 
reflecteu in General Assembly resolutions 32/150 and 33/96. 

27. Tnerefore, the final form of the instrument to be adopted should be left aside 
for the tice beinG and an effort made to determine to what extent an agreement could 
be reached on strengthening the principle of the non-use of force, either by means 
of new rules or through practical measures. The suggestions and formulations 
before the Special Committee constituted an excellent basis for that consideration. 
If there was agreement on the substance of the ~uestion, the problem of form would 
disappear of its own accord. 

28. The suggestion that the Special Committee should examine conflict situations 
in order to define the causes of the use of force was interesting and could produce 
useful results if it vas done relatively calmly, which -..ras doubtful in current 
circumstances. The recent instances of the use of force indicated that they \-Jere 
due more to the lack of means of prevention and the lacl<:. of confidence in the 
machinery for collective security than to unm·mreness of the applicable principles, 
Hhich were universally accepted. 
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29. Lastly, he noted that the Special Committee on the Charter of the United 
Nations and on the Strengthenine; of the Role of the Ore;anization had completed its 
listing of proposals made by Iv1ember States on the question of peaceful settlement 
of disputes and suggested that the Special Committee on Enhancing the Effectiveness 
of the Principle of 1Jon-Use of Force in International Relations should bear those 
proposals in mind and malce use of them in considerine; the matter. 

30 · i'~ • GAYA1'JA (Congo) said that the contemporary 110rld could not forgo a legal 
instrument prohibiting the use of force in relations between peoples and nations. 
iUthough the Special Cornmittee 1 s report (A/34/41) did not reflect e;eneral 
agreement on such an instrument, it did at all events contain very constructive 
proposals that bore witness to the pressing anxiety of the majority of Member 
States regarding a topic that concerned the ethical and political foundations of 
relations between nations and the highest ideals of peace, freedom and progress. 

31. Although the oplnlon of those who invoked the existence of the Charter and 
noted that a proliferation of legal texts vould only serve to I·Teal;:cn it could not 
be disregarded, it had been converted into a useful cover for deeds and misdeeds 
of every kind. Vlhat vas needed, therefore, was a strict and precisely-:vrorded 
convention that would make it clear that the sole rule of force ·- lvhich had been 
denounced in t~w General Assembly by the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the 
Congo - no longer had any place at the current stage of international law. 

32. The discussion on the item had shovm that apparent legal niceties in fact 
cloal>:.ed two fundamentally opposed conceptions; that of the proponents of an old 
order built on the use of force and that of the advocates of fundamental change. 
It should be remembered that it was through the unbridled use of force that 
material, financial and other fundamentally unjust empires had been built on every 
continent. The sufferings caused in that way had amounted to the genocide of 
whole civilizations and peoples, vrho had been robbed not only of their material 
goods but also of their identity. Despite nominal independence and equality, lavrs 
and codes continued to prevail that were justified in the twentieth century by 
theories and acts absolutely contrary to the objectives of peace and security that 
their proponents claimed to be safeguarding. 

33. In the past, some people had laughed at the suggestion that certain doctrines, 
such as the Monroe doctrine of 11America for the Americans';, promoted the right of 
the strong to rule over the vreak. In contemporary Africa, some European Powers 
"frere using the watch1-rord "'Africa for the Africans 11 for their policies of 
domination. The question 1-ras hmr anyone could speal;: of Africa for the Africans 
vrhen sorr.c Povrers could tal~e it upon themselves to put their faithful follmrers in 
pm,rer without any regard for the rules of democracy. That danger was as tangible 
to the weak States as the barbarous regimes of apartheid ancl colonialism in South 
Africa, Namibia and Southern Rhodesia. 

34. Every year the continent of Africa 1-ras attacked by armies of mercenaries in 
the pay of the same Po,rers vhich claimed to be upholding the freedom and dignity 
of peoples. In the past three years, the Congo, Benin, Sao Tome and Principe, 
and tne Comoros had been the victims of attac};:s vhich had at least caused loss of 
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life and serious material damage, and had led in some cases to the overthrmv- of a 
regime. 'l'hose were unspeakable breaches of the right to international peace and 
security for >rhich, curiously enoue;h, some permanent members of the Security 
Council were often responsible. 

35. In most cases, armed political violence was prompted and sustained by another 
:form of violence: the violence of economic structures imposed by the moneyed 
Pavers. Those 11ere the same Pm;rers vlhich 1vere reluctant to entertain the idea of 
the drafting by the United Hations of a code of conduct for transnational 
corporations or the implementation of the provisions of the Charter of Economic 
nights and Duties of States, particularly those relating to sovereignty over 
natural resources. It T,Jas essential also to confront that violence, rooted in the 
selfishness of those 11ho 11ished to continue exploiting the sacrifices of thousands 
of men, '\Wrnen and children. The establishment of the ne·H international economic 
order was one key T..ray to reduce the active or latent violence in international 
relations. 

3G. Since violence begot violence, oppression and e;enocide had provol\:cd everyvhere 
the only possible response: resistance to oppression and the struggle for national 
liberation. Accordingly, the Congo supported the national liberation movements; 
it believed that revolutionary violence deserved special consideration, since it 
1ms an integral part of lal·l and justice and constituted the right of self~defence 
of the weak against the strong. 

37. As to the use of force by the United Nations, the question vms not Twhether 
the Organization should acquire an armed force to intervene almsot automatically 
in conflicts likely to endanger peace and security. Hhat was important T<Jas to 
define as precisely as possible the conditions under vrhich United Nations forces 
Hould intervene. It 1muld be scandalous for the United Nations to act to protect 
stratee;ic interests totally unrelated to the self-determination of peoples and the 
basic interests of th8 international community. The events in Korea in 1950 vere 
an exa1ple of the type of error vhich should not be repeated. 

38. 1\ee;rettably, despite United Nations recommendations, effective action had 
never been tal,P.n to implement to the full extent economic sanctions against the 
inhuman regimes of southern Africa. Similarly, delaying tactics of all types had 
virtually prevented the Secretary-General of the United Nations from getting the 
Assistance Group to intervene in lTamibia, where the interests at stake had clearly 
been Rare powerful than considerations of law and equity. 

39. All the conditions had been met in the Special Committee for the drafting of 
an appropriate legal instrument~ the Sixth Committee should ask the Special 
Committee to move into the operational phase. 

40. IVJr. CHOUAKI (Algeria) said that the principle of non-use of force in 
international relations ~<Jas conducive to the attainment of universal peace based 
on the elimination of factors creating tension, on co~operation and on the 
promotion of the ideals of freedom, justice and equality. The Charter of the 
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United Hations prohibiteci not only -vmrs of aggression, but also the threat or use 
of force against the territorial integrity and sovereignty of States (Art. 2, 
para. l-t). That provision did not differentiate bctveen lmrful and unlawful -vrars 
and included warlike acts of limited geographic scope. 

41. A globally--oriented codification of the principle of non-use of force must 
absolutely tal~e into account developments 1·1hich had helped. to create a favourable' 
climate in 1-rhich to consider the question and had led to the inclusion of the 
principle in many international legal instruments. 'I'hat had profoundly cr"angc;cl 
not only international laH, but also international relations. 

42. The self~cletermination of peoples -.:v-as one of the major objectives of the 
United Nations and the lq:;itimacy of the struggle of colonial peoiJles for 
liberation was clearly recognized. Any Government which used force to prevent a 
people from exercising its right to self-determin:J.tion vas violating the 
provisions of Article 2, paragraph l~, of the Charter, 1-rhich prohibited the threat 
or use of force in any manner inconsistent 1-rith the purpose.s of the United 
i{ations. Moreover, in adoptine; the Declaration on Principles of International 
Lai·T concerning Friendly Relations and Co-operation among States in accordance 
''it!.1 the Charter of the United Nations~ the General Assembly had put an end to 
disputes concerning the nature and scope of the principle of self-determination 
of peoples, reaffirming that~ by virtue of that principle, all peoples had the 
right freely to determine, >·rithout external interference, their political status. 

43. The non-aligned countries, for their part, had often reaffirmed their 
decision to observe scrupulously the principles of sovereign equality and 
territorial integrity of all States 9 to refrain from the threat or use of force, 
and to settle their disputes by peaceful means. 

44. lTevertheless 
9 

an objective assessment of the 1.-rorld situation shoved that 
the existing machinery for the maintenance of international peace and security 
had been unable to put an end to the use of force and that areas of tension still 
existed. The structural imbalances of the vorld economy a~d the escalation of 
the arms race -v1ere potential threats to peace. The international community must 
therefore take action to ensure a more effective implementation of the general 
principle of non-use of force in international relations. 

45. Accordingly, his delegation support eel the initiative to conclude a 1.mrlcl 
treaty on the non-use of force. That treaty should in no r.·ray impair the right of 
individual or collective self~defence or the inalienable right of peoples 
struggling for self-determination and independence. It should serve to remind 
the entire international community that peace depended on the stringent 
implementation of the existing prohibition of the use of force, on 
non-interference in internal affairs, on sovereign equality, on respect for the 
territorial integrity and political independence of all States, and on general 
and complete disarmament. 
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46. i•1r. J3IHSAHL ( Democ~·atic Yemen) said that, although the use of force to satisfy 
runbitions and safeguard interests had been widespread, such use or threat of force 
>:·ms clearly a flagrant violation of the Charter of the United Nations and the 
principles of international lmr. Nevertheless, there were those vho dared to use 
the Charter itself and international instruments prohibitin~ the use of force ln an 
effort to justify their acts of ac;gression. Henc~ the impo;tance of drafting a 
general treaty on the non-use of force in international r~lations. 

l17. His delegation supported the draft submitted by the Soviet Union, 'tThich could 
constitute a sound basis for the formulation of a treaty. The draft reaffirmed the 
principles embodied in the Charter and the relevant General Assembly resolutions. 
The treaty could reduce the dangers posed by the escalatinG arms race and help to 
safeguard the principle of self-defence of peoples suffering under the yoke of 
occupation, colonialism and neo-colonialism. 

48. His delegation condemned all situations resulting from the use of force, 
including the situation of the Palestinian people, and hoped that the Special 
Committee 1muld brine; its 1-rorlc to a successful conclusion 0 'I·he deliberations in 
the Sixth Committee indicated that all the elements for the formulation of the 
various provisions of the draft vere available. 

2+9. His delee;ation felt that, far from vreakening the principles and provisions of 
the Charter, an international treaty on the non--use of force in international 
relations would strengthen and consolidate them. 

50. ;Jr o AL-QAYSI (Iraq) said that his delegation had supported the Soviet proposal 
to strengthen the principle of non-use of force in international relations because 
some countries 1vere openly violatine; their obligation under the Charter not to 
resort to the threat or use of force. 'Ihose countries 1-rere exploiting the 
vrealmesses of the United Nations system in order to satisfy their national 
interests through both direct and indirect means, such as armed intervention, 
destabilization, sabotage, political and economic pressure and blackmail. The 
experience of the Arab world, which had suffered from the practices of zionism, 
imperialism and monoplies, was the main reason for Iraq 1 s support of the Soviet 
propos eLl. 

51. He further noted that the goals of the movement of non-~aligned countries, as 
expressed at their Sixth Summit Conference of Heads of State or Government held at 
Havana, constituted the basis of his country 1 s foreign policy and vrere similar to 
those which had led to the establishment of the Special Committee. 

52. Although the report of the Special Committee on Enhancing the Effectiveness of 
the Principle of ITon-Use of Force in International Relations (A/34/41) did not 
1-rarrant the conclusion that progress had been made in that field, he agreed vith 
the representative of Brazil that, in the 1wrk of the United Nations, initial 
discouragement T,ras rarely justified. Previous United Nations experience gave 
reason to hope that all the countries represented in the Special Committee 1-rould 
fulfil their responsibilities and act in a positive, constructive and impartial 
spirit. His delegation ure;ed all those countries to bear in mind the view of the 
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vast majority that, in spite of the express prohibition contained in the Charter, 
resort to the threat or use of force in international relations 1ms continuing. 
The great Powers in particular should be mindful of their responsibility for 
safeguarding international peace and security, in accordance 1vi th the Charter. 

53· 'I'he Special Cormni ttee 1 s mandate had been clearly established by the General 
Assembly, and disagreements as to the manner in 1-rhich it should be exercised 
applied more to its form than to its content. Furthermore, it should not be 
forgotten that the Soviet delegation had repeatedly stated that its draft treaty 
1wuld be only a basis for further 1wrk. 

54. He recalled that, in introducine; 1wrking paper A/AC.l93/T,JG/R.l, the 
representative of Belgium had mentioned the need to carry out a preliminary study 
of the causes which led States Hembers of the United ~Jations to resort to the use 
of force and had noted that the Special Committee's mandate did not require it to 
draft a treaty, since General Assembly resolution 33/96, paragraph 2, referred to a 
world treaty or such other recoTiillendations as the Committee deemed appropriate. 

55. His delegation could not conceal its surprise at the inconsistency of some 
delegations, which had taken a very different attitude in the discussion of the 
question of international terrorism. Nor did it find acceptable the distinction 
dravm by the representative of the United States to the effect tnat the princinle 
prohibiting the use of force in international relations ims embodied in the United 
Nations Charter and in other conventions, whereas terrorism 1-1as a ne1-r phenomenon. 
It 1-ras illogical to claim that it 1ms necessary to study the causes of something 
that was already knmm and at the same time to reject the need to study the causes 
of a new phenomenon. 

56. The Special Committee should examine some aspects of vrorking paper 
A/AC.l93/VJG/R.l, in order to complete the text that it was to submit to the General 
Assembly. In the 1wrking paper there 1ms no reaffirmation of the principle of 
equality among negotiating parties seeking the peaceful settlement of disputes, an 
extremely important omission vrhich an ac;gressor could usc to justify his 
aggression. 

57. Also, Egypt and Mexico had proposed that the relevant section of the 
Declaration on Principles of International Law concerning Friendly Relations and 
Co-operation among States (General Assembly resolution 2625 (XXV)) should be taken 
as the basis for the elaboration of provisions prohibiting the use of force in 
international relations. That proposal had not been considered, for lack of time; 
he presumed that its purpose 1-ras to find a vording for that section that would be 
appropriate for inclusion in an international treaty. In any case, the abstract 
content of the Declaration 1-rould have to be transformed into practical vordinp;, for 
the purpose of the application of the principle. 

58. Hith specific reference to the draft vrorld treaty proposed by the Soviet 
Union, his delegation felt that its 1mrdine; should be improved and the legal 
concepts more clearly defined, that provisions regarding the operational aspect of 
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the principle should be included so that it would not be a mere reDetition of the 
Charter r s vording, that a:;c;ression should be defined as a form of the use of force 
in international relations , that mention should be made of the ric;ht of self
defence in accordance Hith Article 51 of the Charter, and that the ric;ht to self
determination of peoples subjected to colonialism, racism and foreign occupation 
should be taken into account. In addition, the last part of draft article 3 should 
be re-examined, because in its existing form it could e;ive rise to unacceptable 
conse~uences and a provision should be included clearly condemning military 
intervention and the threat of intervention. All those elements vrere included in 
the Final Declaration of the Sixth Sunmit Conference of Heads of State or 
Government of Pon·-Alis;ned Countries. 

59. His delec;ation supported the renewal of the Special Cofimittee's mandate 
because of the iuportance of its vork for the international community. 

60. Er. ROSEi!S'.rOCK (United States of America), speaking in exercise of the right 
of reply, said that the ~uestion of non-use of force in international relations 
called for an approach different from that re~uired by terrorism, for the latter 
-,ms not directly ree;ulated by any ler;al instrument, whereas the former was covered 
by legal norms set forth in the United Nations Charter and in other conventions. 

61. In those circumstances, before elaborating another legal regime or, worse 
still, reiterating norms that already existed, the reasons for the system 1 s failure 
to function should be studied. His delegation had been opposed not to studyinp; the 
causes of terrorism but to mal~ing that study a precondition for the establishment 
of a legal regime. Furthermore, the phenomena cited as causes of terrorism were 
already being discussed in various United Nations bodies, whereas the causes of the 
use of force in international relations had not yet been identified. Although it 
Has customary to mention colonialism, racisn and imperialism, recent events 
included at least one case of the use of force in South--East Asia and another in 
Africa vrhich IWuld be difficult to explain in terms of colonialism, racism and 
imperialism; furthermore, those cases involved fundamental violations of human 
rights, and perhaps the threat to interr..ational security 1·1hich those violations 
::osed and the function ·Hl:.ich tl1e Securi t:v Council should exercise in cases of 
.;iola tions of human rie;~ts had not yet been dul~r recogni zecL 

62. Mr. AL-QAYSI (Ira~) , speaking in exercise of the right of reply and referring 
to the distinction dravm by the representative of the United States betveen 
terrorism and prohibition of the use of force in international relations, said it 
-,ras doubtful that when the principle of the prohibition of the use of force in 
international relations had been included in the Charter the causes underlying its 
use had not been studied; in any case, however 9 there vras no reason to oppose 
carryin('; out the study on terrorism. 

63. In rej cctin('; the analogy bet•treen the hm situations, the r~presentati vc of 
United States had argued that the study of the causes of terrorlsm -vras a. 
prere~uisite for the elaboration of preventive and punitive norm~ .. He ~hlmself, 
however wished to stress that the study of causes was a prerequlslte !Or a~y 
effort ~ 0 enhance the effectiveness of the prohibition of the usc of force ln 
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64. Althoue;h differences of opinion 1.rere admissilJle, he was concerned by the 
attitude of those delegations vhich tool~ advantage of confusion to avoid takinr; 
action. In para[!;raph 130 of the Special Co~~ittee's report, the reprcs~ntative of 
Belgium had clearly referred to the delays in the process of decolonization, 
foreign domination and mass violations of human rights, despite 1.rhich the 
representative of the United States said that the causes of the use of force in 
international relations had not yet been identified, and, in referring to those 
causes, tool~: a resentful and disparaging attitude. 

The meetinv, rose at 12.40 p.m. 




