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The meeting was called to order at 3.15 p.m.

ORGANIZATION OF WORK

1.  The CHATIRMAN observed that many agenda items had not yet been considered and
appealed to members of the Committee to accelerate their work. In particular,
they should make progress in the preparation of draft resolutions.

AGENDA ITEM 117: REPORT OF THE SPECTAL COMMITTEE ON THE CHARTER QOF THE UNITED
NATIONS AND ON THE STRENGTHENING OF THE ROLE OF THE ORGANIZATTON (continued)
(A/33/33, A/33/65, A/33/206 and Corr.l, A/C.6/33/L.8)

2. The CHATRMAN announced that Chad, Chile, India, Jordan, Rwands and Swaziland
had become sponsors of draft resolution A/C.6/33/L.8.

3. Mr. ROMULO (Philippines), introducing draft resolution A/C.6/33/L.8 on behalf
of its sponsors, said that its basic aim was to extend the mandate of the Special
Committee, on the Charter of the United Nations and on the Strengthening of the Role
of the Organization. Consideration of that question provided Member States for the
first time with an opportunity to search for ways of improving the Organization and
adapting it to new circumstances, and also to air their views and develop practical
proposals. Furthermore, it was imperative that the 100 States which had not
participated in the design of the Organization should now have an opportunity to
make their views known. It was true that the Charter of the United Ilations had
exceeded the hopes of the founders of the Organization, particularly in economic
and social areas and in decolonization. Although based on unchanging principles,
the Charter had shown itself to be a flexible and adaptable instrument. However,
there had been absolutely no way for the founders to foresee the momentous
developments in world affairs since that time ~ the emancipation of two thirds of
the world's people and the interdependence of States in the economic and security.
spheres. If foreseen, those developments were only dimly foreshadowed in the
Charter. That instrument, the product of the pre-atomic age, was insufficient as
it stood to provide for the current needs of humanity; its further elaboration
through ancillary covenants and agreements or through specific and limited changes
was not only essential but inescapable. Member States now had an opportunity to
make a major contribution to the improvement of the Organization and therefore to
the security and well-being of the peoples of the world. Other opportunities

might arise, but none would be better than that provided by the work of the Special
Committee, '

L. The States Members of the Organization showed a growing interest in the
activities of the Special Committee. The major Powers were participating
increasingly, and many constructive suggestions had been put forward, particularly
with regard to the peaceful settlement of disputes. The Committee was, however,
only at the commencement of its work; its task was considerable and difficult.

In the area of the peaceful settlement of disputes, for example, it was necessary

[e-.
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to go beyond the simple cataloguing of possible next steps, and to consider in
depth some specific proposals. Only after a problng consideration of such
proposals could the Special Committee recommend to the General Assembly those
vhich commended themselves generally. ’ S S S

5. It was preferable to adopt a step—byhstep approach towards completlon of the
work of the Special Committee rather than to urge easy solutions, even good ones,
or solutions of whose wisdom not all were convinced. ‘At the same time, his
delegation felt that the consensus approach, while ‘desirable, ‘could not be allowed
to stand in the way of recommendations vhich a strong majorlty supported.. There
should be general agreement on all substantive decisions which the Special
Committee, or, upon its recommendations, the General Assembly, would take on the
issues before them. Substantive decisions meant those which might imply amendments
to the Charter. On the other hand, for procedural issues, such as those which
concerned the programme of work of the Special -Committee, a vote should not be
avoided when its only aim was to escape from a position of stalemate. ‘Certainly,
it was sometimes difficult to draw a dlstlnctlon ‘between substantive and procedural
questions; no efforts should be spared in order to achieve generally accepted
solutions, but it would not be advisable to abandon the practice of resorting to

& vote on purely procedural issues. The time had-come for detailed consideration
of each of the proposals to be discussed by the Committee and for the drafting of
recommendations. That task would require substantial time, since it involved a
review, after 33 years, of the nature and capabllltles of the Organlzatlon.

6. Some delegations feared that the Spec1al Commlttee was trylng to go too far,
while others feared that it was too constricted in its agenda and in its approach
to the subject before it. Provided such attitudes did not involve confrontation,
they would be helpful in keeping the work of the Committee in balance. At the

same time, it should be beyond doubt that almost all the members of the Committee
wished to review more closely the major functional and jurisdictional problems of .
the United Nations.  They wanted to present to the. General Assembly recommendations
vhich, once enacted, would - 51gn1f1cantly modernlze 1mprove and enlarge the role '

of the Organization.

7. It would be desirable that meetings of:the‘Working'Grouptof;the Special
Committee should be serviced with summary records, which would relieve the Special
Committee's Chairman of the task of giving oral summaries of meetings. -Also, it
no longer seemed necessary, at the stage the Special: Commlttee had reached

in its work, to obscure the names of the. authors of varlous proposals or comments

made in the Commlttee.

8. Draft resolution A/C 6/33/L.8 closely followed the resolutlons of previous
years; it maintained but did not alter the Committee's. mandate -and’ reaffirmed the
principles which should govern the dlscharglng of that mandete.‘ ‘The .sponsors of
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the draft' resolution believed that it reflected the progress made by the Special
Committee ‘in.its work and the general will of its membership, as well as the will
of the General Assembly. Referring to paragraph 3 (b) he said that after
completing its work on the question of the peaceful settlement of disputes, the
Special Committee should immediately contlnue its work on the malntenance of
1nternat10nal peace and securlty : : '

9.’ Because of the very large sponsorshlp of the draft resolutlon he hoped that
the Commlttee would adopt it unanlmously.

10. To an ever~1ncrea51ng degree the United Nations was focu51ng the interests and
concerns of mankind as a whole. With nearly universal membership, its
respons1b111t1es were expandlng rapidly into new areas: world resources, Space,
the sea, food, population, the new international economic order, environmental
protection ‘and health, humen rights, peace-keeping and disarmament.‘ That trend was
both inescapable and desirable. Only the concert of nations could decide what was
good for the international community. Currently the United Nations could not
entirely satisfy the requirements of peace, security and well-being of the human
race, partly because certain States were still "adolescent”, and partly because of
the Orgenization's -own "adolescence" and some inadequacies of its initial structure.
Time would remedy the .first defect, while the Special Committee could play an
important part in remedying the second. It could be said that its work had been
well begun ‘ .

AGENDA. ITEM 121 REPORT OF THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON ENHANCING THE EFFECTIVENESS
OF THE ‘PRINCIPLE OF NON-USE OF FORCE IN INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS (contlnued)
(A/33/h1 A/C 6/33/L 7 and Corr. 1 L.99)

1l.x Mr JACOVIDES (Cyprus) sald that the pr1nc1ple prohibiting the threat or use
of force .in international relations constituted the very corner-stone of the United
Nations system. Despite the fact that it was a peremptory norm of international
law and was firmly entrenched in Article 2, paragraph 2, of the Charter, it had beet
violated time and again with impunity. Consequently, a more drastic way must be
found -to ‘enhance its effectiveness and to ensure its strict application.

12, The Conference of Ministers for Foreign Affairs of Non-Aligned Countries held
at Belgrade in July 1978 had reaffirmed that it was essential to arrive at = binding
and universal international agreement under which a firm commitment would be made
not to use force in international relations and not to intervene on any ‘pretext in
the internal affairs of any State. States which sought remedies to their grievances
could approach the appropriate organs of international organlzatlons, in particular
the United Natlons, 1nstead of taklng the law into their own hands by the unllateral
use of force. L . , ,
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13. During the 33 years since the adoption of the Charter, in spite of all

the hores placed in the Uhlted Wations at the time of its creation, there had been
more than 100 local wars and international armed conflicts. The 1nternat10nal )
community had tried to combat international lawlessness by studying such issues as
the protectlon of diplomats, aerial hijacking and the taking of hostages. Such
efforts were useful and laudable, but it was no less important to take effective
measures to combat the. much more destructive phenomenon of lawlessness manifested
by States which resorted to force in violation of their obllgatlons under the
Charter and under peremptory norms of 1nternatlonal law.

14, The report of the Spe01al Committee (A/33/hl) showed that the work carried
out in that Committee and its Working Group had been constructive, even though
different approaches had been adopted by different members.,

15. His delegatlon s pos1t10n was stated in detail in the summary records ‘of the
Special Committee's meetings (A/AC.193/SR.T and SR.12). Cyprus had been the vietim
of aggres51on, invasion and occupation, with the consequent uprooting of more than
a third of its indigenous’ p0pulat10n, the gross violation of human rights and a
systematic attempt to change its demographic structure. Thus, it had had and
continued to have bitter experience of the violation of the principle of non-use

of force in international relations. His delegation therefore was all the more
conv1nced of the need to 1mprove the existing legal situation.

16. The Charter whlch had been supplemented by such instruments as the
Declaration on Pr1nc1ples of International Law concerning Friendly Relations and
Co—operatlon among States and the Definition of Aggression, was an admirable
document. None the less, in the past 33 years, a wealth of jurisprudence had been
accumilated both within and outside the United Nations system, and a mumber of
loop-holes had come to light. For that reason, his delegation supported the Soviet
. initiative. A world treaty on the non-use of force in international relations
would not detract from the Charter but should be aimed at enhancing the ' :
effectiveness of its prov151ons which must prevail over those of any other
international agreement as provided in its Article 103. In the area of human:
rlghts, the .provisions. of the Charter had already been supplemented and expanded
through the adoptlon of the two International Covenants on Human Rights.. It should
be poss1ble to-do the same th1ng in the area of non-use of force. -

17. His delegatlon had suggested that certain 1mprovements mlght be made in the
~draft treaty proposed by the Soviet Union. Oné such suggestion dealt with the =
.exceptions to the appllcatlon of the principle of non-use of force recognized
under the Charter namely, individual and collective self-defence, collective
enforcement.measures as provided for under Chapter VII of the Charter, and the
struggle. of recognlzed liberation movements. His delegation had proposed addlng
to article I of the draft treaty a fourth paragraph to the effect that the
enforcement .  measures provided for in Chapter VII of the Charter would be applied
against States which violated the obligations they had assumed under the treaty.
Reference should also be made to Article 2, paragraph 5, of the Charter. In that
connexion, article 27 of the International Law Commission's draft articles on

.
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international responsibility might also be useful. There should also be explicit
reference to the rights of countries and peoples that had been the victims of.
aggression and foreign occupation, to the unacceptability of the acqulsltlon of
territory occupied by force and to the non-recognition of faits accomplis.
Article III of the draft treaty should contain a reference to Article 103 of the
Charter, and also.to the relevant provisions of the Vienna Convention on the Law.
of Treaties, in particular articles 52 and 53 thereof regardlng treaties imposed
by the threat or use of force and treaties containing provisions in violation of
peremptory norms of international. law (jus cogens). States must be prevented from
abusing the anachronistic provisions of past treaties purporting to confer on a
State the right to intervene by force in another State, as had happened in 19Th
with the invasion of Cyprus, for which article 4 of the so-called "Treaty of
Guarantee” of 1960 had been used as a pretext. With reference to .article V of the
draft treaty, he drew attention to the proposal made by the President of Cyprus at
the special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament that the
Republic of Cyprus should be totally demilitarized and disarmed as part of a Just
solution of the Cyprus problem based on the relevant United Nations resolutlons.
That proposal related to, and in fact went a good deal beyond, the measures
envisaged in artlcle V.

18. HiSVdelegation, which was a sponsor of draft resolution A/C.6/33/L.T and
Corr.l, hoped that the Committee would adopt it. The Special Committee would
have not only to continue its work with the goal of drafting at the earliest
possible date a world treaty on the non-use of force in international relations
but also to study the question of the peaceful settlement of disputes.  His
delegation attached the greatest importance to the latter. However, duplication
of ‘work with the Special Committee on the.Charter of the United Nations and on the
Strengthening of the Role of the Organlzatlon should be avoided. It should also
be borne in mind that, if the Special Commlttee was to be productlve, the scope of
its work should not be over-extended

19. If the draft1ng by the Special Committee of a world treaty'on the non-use of
force proved to be practicable, that would undoubtedly constitute a valuable h
contribution. If, on the other hand, it emerged that the dlfflcultles were
insurmountable and the work of the Special Committee resulted only in a declaration
or resolution, that would at least serve as a reminder of the cardinal importance
the world attached to the strict appllcatlon of the principle prohlbltlng the use
of foree in 1nternat10nal relatlons.'

20. ‘Mr. GAXAMA (Congo) said that, although the Charter unamblguously laid down )
the principles of non-use of force and peaceful settlement of disputes, the world
was constantly being ravaged by war. The use of force by States against other, .

often weaker States violated the principle of sovereign eqpality of States.

21. His delegatlon was gratlfled at the work done by the Speclal Commlttee and
favoured the renewal of its mandate. ,
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22, As clear a definition as possible should be given of the concept of force,.
which must be considered the negation of law. It would hardly be possible to -
mention in an instrument on the non-use of forece in. 1nternat10na1 relations all
manlfestatlons of force which .prevented the establishment of true peace, -
especially those exercised against peoples whose only offence was their refusal to
conform to the line dlctated by foreign or transnational interests. When the
proposed treaty was being drafted, conditions which prevented the use of legltlmate
force, such as application of the sanctions prov1ded for in Chabter VII of the<
Charter, should also be scrutlnlzed. : i

23, As a practical matter, 1t was necessary to delimitate clearly the respective
areas of competence of the Special Committee on Enhancing the Effectiveness of the-
Principle of Non-Use of Force in International Relations and the Special Committee
on the Charter of the United Natlons ‘and on the Strengthenlng of the Role of the

Organlzatlon.

2k, Mr. DIA (Senegal) noted that the tide was runnlng ‘strongly in favour of the
drafting of a world treaty on the non-use of force in international relations..
Senegal had always. emphasized the importance it attached to the conclu31on of such

a treaty.‘

25, The maln purpose of a treaty of that kind would be to create the cllmate -of
trust that was necessary if progress was to be achieved on ‘disarmament and on
strengthening 1nternat10nal security, Nevertheless, any such undertaking
inevitably raised serious problems, since the raison d'etre of the Charter itself
vas to prevent the use of force in international relations. The question of the
relationship between the Charter and the proposed treaty was therefore of crucial
importance. If the treaty was to command wide support, it must aim at remedying
the defects and filling the gaps which had been conducive to the violation of the
Charter principles and must not be a mere repetition of the Charter,

26. It was urgently necessary to ensure that the rule of law prevailed in -
international relations and that the States Members of the United Nations complied
strictly with their obligations. The various activities undertaken in the past to
~ develop the principles of the Charter must therefore be continued, since the

" Charter had proved incepable of preventing the use of force in international
relations and had not been very effective against new forms of use of force which
were more subtle because they employed certain Charter principles as a screen, For
instance, some countries had taken advantage of the general character of the -
prohibition set forth in Article 2, paragraph 4, of the Charter to justify their
1mper1allst, colonlallst ‘neo-colonialist and rac1st intrigues. Consequently, -
the initiative for the draftlng of an international treaty, in so far as it was
designed to close the loop-holes left by the Charter, deserved support.

27. The concept of force. and use of force must be adequately defined so as to
cover, in addition to conventional military force, subversion and economic-
pressure; the treaty must involve positive commitments in the field of disarmament,
including nuclear disarmament; it must expressly reaffirm the legitimacy of the

o
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struggle of peoples against colonialism, imperialism, racism and expansionismj it
must contain provisions concerning its implementation; lastly, it must have the
support of the permanent members of the Security Council which were nuclear Powers,
Those five elements were all the more necessary in that the Declaration on
Principles of International Law concerning Friendly Relations and Co-operation
among States specified that the principles set forth in it were 1nterre¢ated and
‘could not be applied or 1nterpreted in 1solat10n.‘ : :

28, His delegatlon was in favour of renew1ng the mandate of the Spec1al Commlttee
and supported dreft resolution A/C. 6/33/L 7 and Corr.l.

29. Mr, CHAUDHRI (Paklstan) said that his country endorsed the prlnclple of non-use
of force in international relations as enunciated in Article 2, paragraph L, of the
United Nations Charter, which had been reaffirmed in various forums, 1nclud1ng the
Bandung Conference, where the principles of peaceful coexistence, setting out the
positive elements of an agreement among nations to renounce the use or threat of use
of force, had been proclalmed Despite all such declarations of intent. there had
been no abatement of conflicts arony States and force was being used to settle
disputes. His deleﬁatlon believed that the continued use of force in international
relations was due to the unequal size and potential of States, so that the threat of
force remained implicit even when force was not used. Powerful States had not
hesitated in the past to use or threaten to use force when they believed it would
serve their interests. Persistence of injustice and the suppression of the
legitimate rights of certain peoples was an additional cause of conflict in the
present-day world. International inequality and injustice were being accentuated by
the growing disparlty between nations. Accordlngly9 any effort at promoting the
non-use of force in international relations could not be divorced from the task of
establlshlng a just and equltable world order.

30. Although the 1n1t1at1ve to outlaw the use of force in 1nternat10nal relations
was inspired by a sincere desire for peace, any treaty drafted for that purpose -
would be effective only if it provided safeguards against resort to force by
powerful States in the pursuit of their national goals and helped to remove . .
injustices and inequalities which were the underlying causes of conflict.

31, His delegation believed that any legal instrument regarding the non-use of
' force should have a number of elements., Firstly, all States should fully comply
with the principles of the United Nations Charter and with United Nations decisions.
Secondly, the prohibition of the use of force should be without prejudice to the .
fulfilment of the legitimate rights of peoples by all the means provided 1n the
Charter, 1nc1ud1ng the resolution of disputes in accordance with blndlng A
international decisions as well as the inherent right of self-defence. Thlrdly, the
treaty should provide machinery for obligatory settlement of disputes and for
securing compliance with the Charter and binding decisions of the United Natioms.
Fourthly, States should be expressly forbidden to interfere in the internal affairs
of other States, Fifthly, all States should commit themselves to transformlng the
unequal international relatlonshlp and to creating a ‘more democratlc and just world
offer.

e
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32, His delegatlon supported draft resolutlon A/C 6/33/L 7 and Corr. l renewing

the mandate of the Special Commlttee, and suggested that paragraphs 12 and 26 of the
Final Document of the tenth special session of the General Assembly. (A/s-10/23),
devoted to dlsarmament mlght form a basis for the work. of the Spec1a1 Commlttee.

33. Mr. MAKAREVITCH (Ukralnlan Sov1et Socialist Republlc) sald that hlS delegatlon
attached tremendous importance to the. work of the Special Commltcee whose first
session had clearly shown that the time was ripe for the Soviet proposal .concerning
the drafting of an. 1nternat10nal treaty on the non-use of force in. 1nternatlonal
relations. At that sess1on, some 1nterest1ng points had been expressed and
constructlve suggestlons made all of which should be duly taken - 1nto account.,’7

34, The Speclal Commlttee should now proceed to the practlcal phase of 1ts work and
consider the articles proposed by the Soviet Union, It was encouraglng to note

that most delegatlons regarded the draft treaty submitted by the Soviet delegatlon
as a good basis for the future work of the Special Committee,” First. and . foremost
the treaty should reaffirm. ‘the general obligation deriving from Article 2,

paragraph h of the Charter- -Btates parties to the treaty should undertake not to
resort, in. 1nternat10nal relations, to the threat or use of. force - agalnst theV4.~'
territorial integrity or polltlcal independence of any State, or in any' other T
manner inconsistent with the.purposes of the United Nations, Compllance w1th that
obligation would help to strengthen the. pr1nc1ples of sovereign equallty of States,
territorial integrity, non-interference in the internal affairs of States and -
peaceful settlement of dlsputes, and also to restrain the .arms race, -The treaty
should therefore spec1fy the, _scope ‘of the obligation very clearly and stlpulate that
States should take domestic measures to ensure respect for the prlnclple of non-use
of force, It should be noted that the obligation which the future treaty would _
impose on the States parties to- it would in no way affect the general obligation not
to resort to the use of force, which was incumbent on other States in’ accordance
with the Charter. It could not therefore be claimed, as had been done by some - .
delegatlons, that the proposed treaty would detract from the Charter., After all,
many principles which had been enunciated in the Charter had subsequently been
confirmed and strengthened. For instance, the two Internatlonal Covenants on Human
Rights confirmed and developed the general principle of respect for human rlghts and
fundamental. freedoms, w:thout 11m1t1ng that pr1nc1ple or castlng any doubt whatever

on ite

35. The purpose of the treaty would be to prevent acts of aggre551on and other
violations of the Charter, to create additional safeguards for. 1nternat10nal
security and to strengthen: the effectiveness of the principle of non-use of force,
vhich covered the use of convent10na1 weapons, nuclear weapons ‘and other “types of
weapons of mass destructlon. A number of delegations had already: p01nted out to the
Sixth Committee that: the pr1nc1p1e of non-use of force had not been 1ntended to
refer only to prohlbltlon ‘of . the use of nuclear weapons.  That idea,: wh1ch had
already been expressed in many United Nations declaratlons, resolutlons ‘and .
decisions, should now be put'in.the form of rules of international law. - What was
needed was to strengthen the. prlnclple of non-use of force on a broader front,
taking in limitation of the arms race and disarmament, The treaty must therefore
contain a clause whereby States: commltted themselves to take action to reduce the
risk of conflicts and to achieve the ultimate goal of general and complete

disarmament under effective control. i;*vﬁ:“
: R 2SN
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36. Both in the Special Committee and in the Sixth Committee, several delegations
had rightly stressed that the treaty should reserve the right of States to .
individual and collective self—defence, ‘as set forth in Article 51 of the Charter.
Moreover, in his delegation's view, the treaty should not 1nfr1nge on the right
of States and peoples to fight for the elimination of the consequences of acts of
aggression and the restoration of the territories which had been taken from them
as a result of aggress1on. Aggression must be dlstlngulshed from the legitimate
right to repulse acts of aggression and ellmlnate their consequences. It was
clear also that the treaty should not 1nfr1nge on the right of peoples to struggle,
by all available means, .for their national liberation and 1ndependence, as
enshrlned in the Charter and in varlous resolutions of the Unlted Natlons.,

37. . The fact that deJ=gat10ns were, on the whole, of the same opinion with regard
to the constituent -elements of- the‘treatyvconfirmed that it was now‘tlme to pass
to a study of the draft treaty. -His delegation was convinced that, if the
Special Committee was inspired with a spirit of co-operation and compromise, it
would succeed in preparing a generally acceptable treaty text. In the Sixth
Cormittee, the great majority of delegations had shovn great interest in the treaty,
and many . of them had made specific suggestions with a view to ensuring the success
of the work of the Special Committee. Only a few discordant notes had been heard.
Some had adopted a resolutely negative attitude and had denigrated the Soviet
initiative and tried to impede the work of the Special Committee, but their efforts
had not received majority support. . Moreover, they had not put forward valid
arguments in support of their position but had confined themselves to dﬁmagogy.

He hoped that the work of the Special Cormittee would continue in a constructive
spirit, with a view to arr1v1ng at the conc1u51on of 8 treaty as qulckly as '
possible. :

38. Miss OLIVEROS (Argentine) said that the principle of the duty to refrain from
recourse to war was already set forth in the Covenant of the League of Nations

and had been teken up and con51derab1y developed in Article 2, paragraph 4k, of
the Charter of the United Nations; oaragranh 3 of the same Artlcle, concernlng
the peaceful settlement of disputes, constituted the corollary thereto. However,
no prohibition was effective in 1tself unless it was based on the will of the
States to which it was addressed..  That was borne out by the history of -
international relations over the past 33 years, viewed in the light of the
principles set forth in the Charter.’

39. The oplnlons expressed in the report (A/33/h1) deserved careful study,
firstly, because the subject was a sens1t1ve one and, secondly, because there was
a close relation. between that ‘subject and other United Nations activities aimed
at the establishment of a new international order to facilitate the harmonious
‘ccexistence of States without . 1nfr1ng1ng on their individual status. In the
Declaration which they had adopted.recently in Belgrade, the Ministers for Forelgn
Affairs of non—allgned countries had expressed their concern over setbacks- to the
process of détente and the dangerous. tendencies towards reviving manifestations of
the cold war; they had reaffirmed that’ lasting peace could not be’ built on a
policy of balance of power, spheres of- influence, rivalry between blocs and the
arms race; consequently, they had reiterated that one of the fundamental goals
of their policy was to eliminate the threat or use of force and pressures from
international relations. :
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40. The Soviet initiative for the elaboration of a treaty on the non-use of
force should be taken into considerstion, and the mandate of the Special Commlttee
should be renewed so that it could. ‘manage to work out an effective system of -
collective securlty of which the ultimate aim should be to give conerete effect to
the Durposes and pr1nc1ples of the United Natlons, « .

41. Her delegatlon‘was deeply\conv1nced that every State should solemnly accept
the obligation to try to settle their international problems by peaceful means by
using negotiation and equity. International political problems called for
political solutlons, and countrles parties to a dispute had an obligation to
negotiate with a view to arriving at compromise  solutions. The maintenance of
peace depended on a dialogue, and the principal advantage of the Organization was
that it constituted a centre for an ongoing exchange of opinions with a view to
the establishment of a more equitable international order. In that connexion,

the Special Committee was. of_lrrefutable importance, because it made it possible
to proceed to an analysis of the principles vwhich were enshrined in the Charter but
which were not fully applied in current international relations. The work of the
Special Committee should therefbre be continued, on the understanding that the:
conclusions reached by it would in no way weaken the pr1nc1p1es already recognlzed
by the 1nternat10nal communlty.t

L2, Mr. HALKIOPOULOS'(Greece)ﬁsaid~that, since the non-use of force was a
fundamental principle of international law within the system of the Charter, no
effort should be spared in order to give it a concrete and practical form.
Mthough the Charter. contalned provisions nrohlbltlng the threat or use of force,.
the need for reaffirming or,even making more precise the terms of that prohibition
had made itself felt, as was proved by the adoption, by the United Nations and in
other forums, of a series of important texts confirming and complementing the:
provisions of the Charter and by the many armed conflicts which had broken out in
the world. The future‘treaty,‘elaborated on the basis. of the draft submitted by -
the Soviet Union, ‘which was generally acceptable, should guarantee the. application
of Chapter VII of the Charter. The threat of an activation of the ex1st1ng
machinery for enforcement would serve as a serious deterrent against aggressors.
Reference should be made also to Article 2, paragraph 5, of the Charter. It might
be argued that it was not the legal machinery, however perfect it might be, that
was lacking but the necessary vigilance or political will to apply it in the
proper manner. It was regrettable that the enforcement measures provided for in
Chapter VII of the Charter had remained a dead letter, precisely because.of the
lack of vigilance. The treatv ‘should also make reference to Article 51 of the
Charter, concerning the right of States to -individual or collectlve self-defence,
vhich derived 1oglcally from the right to 1ndependence.

43, With regard to the pr1nc1ple of peaceful settlement of dlsputes, it would be
greatly strengthened if it was set forth in the text of the treaty. His delegation
had already submitted to the Special Committee on the Charter of the United Nations
and on the °trengthen1ng of the role of the Organization a proposal, in

document A/AC. 182/WG/18, for the drafting of an implementation agreement for the
settlement of dlsputes, which would. complement the pertinent provisions of the
Charter at the procedural 1evel and facilitate respect for the primary

obligation to settle dlsputes by peaceful means.
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L4, The Special Committee on Enhancing the Lffectiveness of the Principle of
Non-Use of Force in International Relations had -made 'a good start on its task of
consolidating normative rules concerning the application of the pr1nc1ple of
non-use of force, which was the corner-stone of the whole United Nations system.
The Special Committee'should be provided with the necessary time and means to
continue its work, and his delegation therefore supported the renewal of 1ts ‘
mandate. , , S . : ’

ks, Mr. FIFOOT (Uhlted Klngdom) said that, -as his delegatlon had stated in the
Sixth Committee at the thirty-first session of the General Assembly, the pr1nc1pl@
of the non-use of force and the peaceful settlement of disputes were already
enshrined in the Charter; the issue was therefore whether or not the Soviet
proposal was likely to enhance their effectiveness. Two years later, that issue
had still not been resolved. . ' ‘

k6., It Was not by repeatlng some of the words from the Charter, with variations
based on the Declaration on Friendly Relations and the Final Act of the Helsinki
Conference that a contribution could be made to enhancing the effectlveness of
the principle of non-use of force in international relations. By so doing, the
United Nations would fall into an error that was frequently and qulte rlghtLy
denounced, namely that of preferrlng words to actlon.

LT, Such an undertaklng was fraught with hazard. If a treaty on the non-use of
force was finally'adopted, there would be two régimes, the régime of the Charter
and the régime of the treaty. It was doubtful whether all States Members of the
Organization would accede to the treaty. Would the negative imperative of the -
Charter prohibition on the non-use of force be any the less for those States which
had not acceded to the treaty? It had been argued that a mere repetition of the
provisions of the Charter could have no adverse effects on Charter obllgatlons.'
That was overlooking the fact that the proposed treaty would 1nev1tab1y be drafted
in terms different from those of the Charter.

48. Views that the proposal to draft a treaty was ill-advised had been expressed
both in the Special Committee and in the Sixth Committee. The Chairman of the
Special Committee, when introducing the report of the Special Committee, had noted
the deep divisions; it was therefore all the more surprising that he should have
stated that the Special Committee had to draft a treaty which, by definition, went
beyond the Charter. His delegation did not share the view that a majority in the
Special Committee. had expressed itself in favour of a treaty in general or of the
Soviet proposal in particular. Opinion had been much more diverse. Some of the:
members. had been in favour of the Soviet initiative, while others, while favour1ng
the enhancenment of the principle of non-use of force, did not con31der that the
draftlng of a treaty was the rlght way to go about 1t

ho, His delegatlon dld not belleve that it would be in the 1nterest of the et
international community to pursue that 1n1t1at1ve and it could not support draft
resolutlon A/cC. 6/33/L T. : . s
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50. - Furthermore, the mandate of the Special Committee set forth in resolution
32/152 did not require the Special Committee to pursue that path. There were other
wvays of enhancing the effectiveness of the principle of non-use of force in
international relations. Efforts might be concentrated on the strengthening of
mechanisms for resolving disputes otherwise than by force, with valuable
cross-fertilization from the work of the Special Committee on the Charter. . It
would also be extremely useful to study the historical circumstances of instances
of resort to force, in order to discover why the existing mechanisms had not been

effectlve.

51. It was urgently necessary for the future of the Commlttee that it should
renounce empty words. While the current debate had been in progress, there had
been at least two instances of resort to force in international relations.  No one
had mentioned them, although they had raised matters whlch might enllghten the
Committee in its con31derat10n of those serious issues.’ .

52. VWhen examining the problems, the Spec1al Commlttee should be wary of a priori
solutions such as the draft treaty. It should be bold and get down to the real
issues. That was the only way in which it could make a contrlbutlon to enhancing
the effectiveness of the: pr1nc1ple of non-use of force. : :

53. Mr. LYON (Chlle) said that the falthful observation of the pr1nc1p1es of -
international law and the fulfilment in good faith.of obligations assumed were
essential for the maintenance of peace.. His delegation would therefore support any
efforts aimed at ensuring the implementation of two principles enshrined in the
United Nations Charter, namely, the non-use of force and the peaceful settlement of

international dlsputes.«

54. The issues before the Spec1al Commlttee had great legal and polltlcal import,
and its solutions to them must therefore be rased on general consensus. The
mandate given it by the General Assembly left the Committee entirely free to seek
solutions, whether they involved the drafting of a treaty, a resolution, or a
recommendation or any other means of enhancing the effectiveness of the principle
of non-use of force in international relations. Several delegations had, moreover,
proposed other solutions. His delegation believed that the principle of non-use
of force was closely linked to other:legal principles, such as those relating to
the peaceful settlement of ‘disputes, political independence, territorial integrity,
non-interference in.the internal affairs of States, the equal rights of peoples,
the right of peoples to self-determination and the fulfilment in good faith of
obligations assumed under the Charter. To oblige States to respect those
principles more strictly and discharge the obligations placed on them by the
Charter with regard to the peaceful settlement of their disputes would be a
contribution to the enhancement of the principle of non-use of force. The report
of the Special Committee proved extremely useful in that connexion, because it
gave a systematic account of the differences of views among its menbers regarding
the means which the Special Committee should use to fulfil its mandate. The
principle of refraining from the threat or use of force in international relations
and the principle of the peaceful settlement of disputes were set forth very
clearly in the Charter of the United Nations and in many bilateral and multilateral
international instruments currently in force. The Special Committee's task was to

enhance those principles.
/.ot
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55. The Soviet Union had submitted a draft treaty. However, many delegations .
considered the preparation of a treaty dangerous, as it might jeopardize the basic
equilibrium established in the Charter and cast doubts on its efficaciousness. A
treaty to which only some of the States Members of the United Nations subscribed
would definitely not lead to the desired goal. Thus the Special Committee,
continuing to work by consensus, should seek other ways and, in particular, should
consider the possibility of adopting effective measures to require States to adhere
more rigorously to the obligations established in.the Charter and in other
international legal instruments, including those relating to the peaceful settlement
of disputes and the use of the settlement procedures proposed in the Charter and in
other legal instruments. . .

56. Like the Canadian delegatlon, his delegatlon belleved it approprlate, once the
Special Committee's mandate had been renewed, to set a time-limit within which
States could transmit to the Special Commlttee their opinions or suggestlons on
different aspects of 1ts mandate.

57. Mr. KPOTSRA (Togo) observed that hotbeds of tension and war were prollferatlng,
as were ventures aimed at thwarting the struggle of small countries to obtain their
political and economic emancipation. The proposal of the Soviet Union would help to
ensure the supremacy of law in international relations and to secure stricter‘
observance of the basic principle of international law set forth in Article. 2
paragraph 4, of the Charter. : ~

58. In the light of the work already performed on the subject, the Special
Committee would definitely not reward the hopes placed in it unless it succeeded in
preparing a definition of the notion of force which took account of current needs
and problems. It would be scandalous to put out of reach of the scope of
application of the future treaty economic and political pressures and subversive .
actions aimed at destabilization, which were nothing less than coercive measures .
used against small countries. The Conference of Ministers for Foreign Affairs of
Non-Aligned Countries held at Belgrade and the representative of Saudi Arabia in
the Sixth Committee had stressed the increase in interference in the 1nternal o
affairs of 1ndependent ‘countries. :

59 The Declaration on Principles of International Law concerning Friendly -
Relations and Co-operation among States in accordance with the Charter of the _
United Wations set forth some norms and developed some principles. A restrlctlve ;
interpretation of the notion of force. would not be in keeping with the spirit of -
the Charter and the necessity of making the principle of non-use of force more
effective. He recalled that his delegation, together with other delegations, had
submitted a document contalnlng a definition of the .notion of force. (A/AC.125/L.L8).

60. At the preceding session of the General Assembly, his delegation, in a spirit
of compromise, had expressed the hope that the Special Committee would be free to -
determine the nature of the document with which it would complete its work. It was,
however, aware of the fact that enhancing the principle of non-use of force dependﬁ
essentially on the legal nature of the final document. ‘A declaration or a -
resolution, however comprehensive and normatlve, could not serve that purpose, as;
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it would be devoid of any binding force. In that regard it was worth mentioning
the use of mercenaries: although‘condemned by the General Assembly in many
resolutions and declarations and, in partlcular resolutlon 32/1h that practlce
had not yet ceased.

61. His delegation saw no point in continuing a parallel consideration of the
questions of promotion of the peaceful settlement of disputes and strengthening of
the collective security system provided by the Charter, as they were already being
discussed in other organs. The Special Committee should perfect the work of the
progressive development and codification of international law being carried out by
the United Nations. The future world treaty on the non-~use of force in '
international relations should prov1de a satisfactory definition of force covering
all forms of oppression and coerc1on, reflect the exceptions provided for in
Articles U2 and 51 of the Charter, embody positive commitments by Member States in
the field of disarmament, reaffirm the legitimacy of the struggle of peoples
against colonialism, imperialism and racism, and .emphasize the obligation of States
to settle their disputes peacefully by resorting to the means provided for in
Articles 33 and 38 of the Charter and to any procedures which might be recommended
by the Special Committee on the Charter. Some feared that the future world treaty
would not secure the support of all Member States. It was difficult, however, to
see why States committed to peace and justice should not wish to become parties to
it. The United Nations should seek to ensure the disappearance of divagations and
practices which sustained an atmosphere of tension in 1nternat10nal relatlons and
presented a real danger to the soverelgnty of small States.

62. Mr. BALANDA (Zaire) said that the United Nations, in order to carry out its
historic mission, namely the maintenance of international peace and security, must,
of necessity, concern itself with prohibiting the use of force. His delegation
therefore fully supported all efforts towards the conclusion, in accordance with
General Assembly resolution 32/150 of a world treaty on the non-use of force in
1nternat10nal relations. -

63. In order for such a treaty to be fully effective, its scope of application must
first of all be defined with precision.' To that end, it was essential to elucidate
the notion of force whose use was to be prohibited in international relations. "The
notion of force and its use should not be limited merely to military force but
should cover other forms of force, such as subversion and coercion of every type,
ineluding blackmail. A very broad concept of what constituted force in
international relations had been agreed on at the Conference of Ministers for -
Foreign Affairs of Hon-Aligned Countries, held at Belgrade in July 1978. Thus it
vas important that the future treaty should take account of all forms of use of
force as a national policy 1nstrument of States. : ‘

64, His delegation considered that the future treaty should also contain a positive
obligation requiring all States to reduce their armaments progressively, accordlng
to a time-table. The arms race must be halted because of the danger of massive
destruction which loomed over mankind, and efforts should be redirected towards
development and co-operation objectives. Co-operation, friendship and solidarity
among peoples were the only true and really lasting guarantee of international

peace and security. 7
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65. The future treaty must not give rise to duplication within the United Nations.
The problem of the non-use. of force was inherently bound up with the question of
peaceful settlement of disputes, which was being studied by enother committee.
Thus the Special Committee on Non-Use of Force should not concern itself with the
peaceful settlement of disputes. ‘ '

66. The provisions of the future treaty should, on no account, jeopardize or
weaken such basic principles of the Charter as the sovereign equality of States,
non-interference in the domestic affairs.of States, political 1ndependence and
the right of self-determlnatlon. -

67. The treaty should take account of the use of force in the context of the
liberation and self-determination of peoples; use - in such situations should not be
considered an instrument of national policy. The right of self-determination,
which was embodied in the.Charter, implied the effort to achieve liberation. The
United Nations should therefore recognize that violence used in the. context of
self-determination of peoples and violence in the case of individual or collective
self—defence were both legltlmate exceptlons to the principle of non-use of force,

68. It would be- unde31rable for the treaty, after its entry into force, merely to
have the character of a declaration of intention. It should, first, specify prec1se
obligations of conduct incumbent on States and, secondly, provide for severe
sanctions agalnst those who continued to use force in international relations.
Great care should be taken over its drafting and its contents, lest it should
invite, on the part of signatory or accedlng States, reservatlons likely to weaken
it. .

69. Not only the use of force but also the direct or 1nd1rect threat of the use .of
force should be banned in 1nternat10nal relations. o

70. His delegation was conv1nced that the conclusion of a treaty on the non-use of
force would enable the United Nations to play a preventive role and to guarantee
collective security more effectively. -Such a treaty would have important -
consequences for the maintenance of international peace and security. However,

it would be wrong to conceal the fact that the credibility of the United Nations
depended in the final analysis on the attitude of Member States towards the
obligations which they assumed under the Charter. It was therefore essential, to
ensure the success of the proposed treaty, that Member States should adjust.
themselves to current nece551t1es .and glve evidence of a new state of mind.

T1. H1s delegation was in favour of renew1ng the Spec1al Commlttee s mandate.

72. Mr. MUNYAMA (Zambla) said that the report of the Spec1al Commlttee on
Enhancing the Effectiveness of the Principle of Non-Use of Force in International
Relations (A/33/41), which contained an exhaustive summary of its debate, provided
a useful gulde for those delegations which, like his own delegation, were not.
members of the Special Commlttee. ‘

13. HlS delegation had fully supported resolution 32/150 by which the Specisl
Committee had been set up, because of its fundemental interest in the creation of a
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more -rational world order from which the use or the threat of the use of force
were completely eliminated. It was fully committed to the principle of non-use of
force in international relations and viewed that principle, together with the
corollary pr1nc1ple of peaceful settlement of dlsputes, as a cornerstone of the
United Nationms. -

Th. The main issue was enhancing the effectiveness of the principle of non-use of
force, not the adoption of any particular draft treaty. .The approach of the
Special Committee should be to determine why so many States resorted to the threat
or the use of force despite the numerous treaties and declarations, and above all
the United Nations Charter, prohibiting the use of force. The Special Committes
should also determine what needed.to be done to ensure that States did not resort
to the use of force. While & world treaty might be the best solution in the latter
case, his delegation was not convinced that the Soviet draft constituted the right
answer. The draft failed to add anything to what was already stated in the Charter
and other instruments.. It contained no enforcement procedures; not did it.
indicate how States which arrogantly flouted the United Nations Charter might be
compelled to scrupulously observe the treaty and refrain from the use of force.

75. His . delegation believed that the Special Committee should retain the
discretion afforded to it in resolution 32/150, namely, to decide, after .considering
ways of enhancing the principle of non-use of force, either to draft a world treaty
or to recommend any other actlon it con51dered appr0pr1ate.~

76. The use of force in 1nternat10nal relatlons was not ascrlbable to .a lack or
inadequacy of principles and legal instruments prohibiting the use of force. If
States fully observed Article 2 of the Charter, the Universal Declaratlon of Human
Rights and numerous other such instruments, and if there was an effective system
for the peaceful settlement of disputes and a viable system of collective
responsibility, the use of force would not be a problem. The lack of an effective
alternative to force, the refusal by militarily powerful States to give up the use
of force, disregard for the territorial integrity of other States, 1nterference in
the internal affairs of other States, and.the race o acqulre weapons of mass
destruction were responsible for the total 1neffect1veness of the prlnc1ple of -

non-use of force.

T7. His delegation considered that the Special Committee should study the
relationship between the principle of the non-use of force and the question of
disarmament. He failed to see the logic of drafting a treaty that simply banned
the use of force while the States that provoked and facilitated the use of force
continued to produce weapons capsble of destroying humanity. Because of its
interest in a world free of force and being aware that that objective was far from
being attained, his delegation supported the renewal of the Special Committee's
mandate, on the understanding that a narrow view of that mandate would be avoided
and that all proposals and suggestions  would be considered.

78. Mr. FERRETTI (Italy) said that his Government was fully aware that the solution
of most questions concerning international relations depended to a large extent on

/oo,
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the way in which the two fundamental principles embodied in the United Nations
Charter namely the non-use of force and the peaceful settlement of disputes,
were concelved and applied. The enhancement of the effectiveness of those
principles was therefore eminently desirable and Italy, which had always taken a
constructlve and open attltude, was qulte ready to con51der the SOV1et proposal

79. The excellent report before the Commlttee clearly brought out the many
implications of a proposal such as the drafting of a treaty on the non-use of force
and the divergent views expressed in that regard. Italy could not, however, accept
the claim by the Chairman of the Special Committee to the effect that that body's
task was primarily the dratting of a treaty on the non-use of force and that it
was necessary to exclude from the scope of its work questions such as the
strengthening of the system of collective security provided for in the Charter or
the peaceful settlement of disputes. That tendency towards a narrow interpretation
of the Special Committee's mandate appeared to be' a dangerous trend, since only

by developing all the legal and political aspects of the problem would it be
possible to arrlve at a solutlon acceptable to all. ,

80. Furthermore, his delegation had always taken the view that the strengthening
of the principle of the non-use of force should be accompanied by the development of
_ the pr1nc1ple of the peaceful settlement of disputes, since they were two aspects
of the same problem. If the links which existed between those two principles were
ignored, there was a danger that the effectiveness of the system provided for in the !
Charter would be reduced, rather than enhanced. The absence of an effective system
for the peaceful settlement of disputes had the effect of hampering the Security

Council ‘in the discharge of its primary task, that of the maintenance of
international peace and security, which sometimes led States to use force in an
effort to settle a dispute. If the conclusion was reached that there was a need to
draft a treaty on the non-use of force, only the establishment of effective
machinery for the. settlement of ‘disputes would make it p0331b1e to’ ensure respect
for the obligations assumed.by virtue of that treaty.  In that connexion, the
regional’ systems for the settlement of disputes - which made it posszble to arrive
at positive solutions, since they interested homogeneous groups of States wnited

by very .close historical, polltlcal and economlc ties - should occupy an important
place. . .

81,  His delegation would not ‘oppose the contlnuatlon of the Spec1al Commlttee s
work if that was the wish of the majority of delegations. However, it had
reservations with regard to the appropriateness of .a treaty on the non-use of"

force, since it considered that a reformulation of the principle enunciated in
Article 2, paragraph ‘4, of the Charter might alter its sense and have the effect

of depriving, to a certaln extent, the Security Council of the freedom of l
interpreting that fundamental principle of the United Nations system. Thus, the
reaffirmation of the principle of the non-use of force in the form of a treaty
would either serve no useful purpose if it was simply a question of repeatlng the
provisions of the Charter, or would actually be dangerous.- It would be preferable
for the General Assembly to adopt a declaration or resolutlon on the non-use Of
force and on the peaceful settlement of dlsputes.A :

Ay



A/C.6/33/SR.56
English
Page 19

(Mr, Ferretti, Italy)

82. Turning to draft resolution A/C.6/33/L.7, he expressed the view that, in the
last preambular paragraph, the two pr1nc1ples of the peaceful settlement of
disputes and the non-use of force should be placed on an equal footing, in
accordance with the Committee's mandate. In paragraph 2, the'Special’Committee
should be left free to decide the final form which its work should take.

83. Lastly, his delegation considered that the invitation in paragraph 3

addressed to the Governments which had not yet done so to communicate their comments
or to bring them up to date, in accordance with General Assembly resolution 31/9,
should be worded in such a way that it was clear that Member States were called

upon to state their views not only on the appropriateness of drafting a text on

the non-use of force, but also on’ the problem of the peaceful settlement of disputes
and the relationship between those two principles.

84, Mr. FREFR (Costa Rica) considered that the adoption of a treaty on the non-use
of force would strengthen the United Nations Charter, which was considered by many
as a theoretical declaration without direct binding force for States. The Spe01al
Committee had been entrusted with the task of studying the means not only of
promoting the non-use of force, but also of furthering the peaceful settlement of
disputes, two closely linked principles which guaranteed the maintenance of:
international peace and security and which should therefore be considered jointly.
The Special Committee should draft a text to which the majority of States,
particularly those which possessed nuclear weapons, would be able to accede.
drafting of such a treaty formed part of the progressive development. of
international law and would go hand in hand with the establishment of new relations
among States and the technological advances made in the military field. He noted
that two thirds of the present State Members of the United Nations had not
participated in drafting the Charter. The Charter should be reviewed and
strengthened; it was with that in view that the General Assembly had established
the Special Committee on Enhancing the Effectiveness of the Principle of Non-Use

of Torce in International Relations and the Special Committee on the Charter.

The

85. The Sixth Committee should not confine itself to recommending renewal of the
Special Committee's mandate, but, should, in the light of the discussions, prepare
directives and define the criteria that would enable the different Committees to
avoid confusion and the overlapping of activities. The draft text submitted by
the Soviet Union could serve as a basis for the Special Committee's work, provided
a bold and imaginative approach was taken to the question of the peaceful
settlement of disputes, a logical corollary of the pr1n01ple of the non~use of
force in international relations.

86. His delegation therefore supported draft resolution A/C.6/33/L.T.

87. Mr. DUCHENE (Belgium) said that his delegation had listened with the utmost
attention to the arguments of delegations which, in the Special Committee, had
advocated the drafting of a world treaty on the non-use of force in international
relations, but those arguments had been unconvincing. It was true that the
principle of the non-use of force had already been affirmed a number of times in
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texts adopted by the United Nations. However, it should be stressed that those
instruments did not relate exclusively to that principle, but concerned other
aspects of relations among States. The question might therefore be asked whether
it was appropriate to draft a treaty devoted entirely to the principle of the
non-use of force., The text of the proposed draft treaty was based on existing
texts and did not appear to contain any precise obligation which had not already
been assumed by Member States. Consequently, there would appear to be no need to
draft a new treaty and there was a danger that such a text might give rise to some
confusion and creat ambiguities. In addition, the text of the proposed draft
treaty seemed to arrive at a narrower formulation of the principle of the non-use
of force than that enunciated in the Charter and in the texts adopted by the-
General Assembly. That particularly applied to articles III and V of the draft
text.

88. Belgium could not support draft resolution A/C.6/33/L.7. It was .ready,
however, to continue discussions within the Special Committee, if its mandate was
renewved, : a

89. Mr. CABADA BARRIOS (Peru) said that the Special Committee's broad and vaguely
defined mandate reflected the. difficulties which the General Assembly had
encountered during the adoption of its resolution 32/150. It was clear from the
Special Committee's report, the statement by its Chairman and the discussion in

the Sixth Committee that the Special Committee's mandate could not be defined with
enough precision. Some considered that the Special Committee should speedily draft
" a world treaty along the lines of the draft text submitted by .the Soviet Union.
Others advocated the preparation of the treaty but wished it to include a revised
form of the concept of force, including the concepts of subversion and economic
aggression. In that connexion, the Saudi Arabian proposal deserved careful
consideration, since it was based on the positions and arguments expressed by many
countries of the third world, especially the non-aligned countries. Yet others
hoped that the Special Committee would merely submit recommendations which would
make it possible to enhance the effectiveness of the principle of non-~use of force,
but opposed the drafting of a treaty which would weaken the principle enunciated
in the Charter. Lastly, a varied group of countries wished to await the outcome of
the Special Committee's work and to study the views expressed in the Sixth Committee.

90. The division between the supporters and the opponents of the drafting of a
treaty had been accentuated, a situation which threatened to call into question
the Special Committee's very existence. If, to achieve true effectiveness, an
agreement on the non-use of force should receive the unconditional support of all
States, the agreements or resolutions which the Special Committee would adopt
should be based on a consensus.

91. If the adoption of a world treaty could not be achieved, it .seemed to be
premature to recommend that the Special Committee should draft "at the earliest
possible date" a treaty of that kind, since that approach would jeopardize its
chances of success. The Special Committee should. continue the consideration of the :
question by expanding the definition of force to include the concepts of ’ -
subversion and economic aggression.

The meeting rose at 6.15 p.m. ’ .






