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I. INTRODUCTION

1. At its 1676th plenary meeting, on 27 September 1968, the General Assembly
decided to include item BT, entitled "Consideration of principles of international
law concerning friendly relations and co-cperation among States in accordance with
the Charter of the United Natiocns: report of the Special Committee on Principles
of International Law concerning Friendly Relations and Co-operation among States"
in the agenda of its twenty-third session and to allceate it to +the Sixth Committee.
In sccordance with General Assemply resolution 2327 (XXII) of 18 December 1967, the
item had pfeviously been included in the provisional agenda of the segsion.

2. The item was condidered by the Sixth Committee at its 1¢86th, 10%0th to
1086th and'lO99th meetings, held on Lk, 9 to 13 and 17 December 1968, respectively.
3. The Committee had before it, as a basis for its consideration of the item,

the report on the 1968 session of the Special Committee on Principles of
International Law concerning Friendly Relations znd Co-cperation among States
(A/T326).£/ The report was introduced in the Committee at its 1086th meeting by
the Rapporteur of the Special Committee.

L.  The report on the 1968 session of the Special Committee was divided into the
following three chapters: introduction; consideration of the two principles
mentioned in operative paragraph L of General Assembly resolution 2327 (XXII),

with a view to completing their formulation (the principle that States shall refrain
in their international relaticns from the threat or use of Torce against the
territorial integrity or political independence of any State or in any other manner
inconsistent with the purposes of the United Naticns; and the principle of equal
rights and self-determination of peoples); and consideration of proposals
compatible with General Assembly resoclution 2131 (XX) on the principle concerning
the duty not to intervene in matters within the domestic Jurisdiction of any State,
in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations, with the aim of widening the

area of agreement already expressed in that resolution.

}/ For an account of the historical background of the item, see also Official
Records of the General Assembly, Twenty-second Session, Annexes, agenda
ltem 37, document £ /6955,
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5. At the 1099th meeting, on 17 December 1968, the Rapporteur of the S3ixth '
Committee, pursuant tc paragraph (f) of the annex to Jeneral Agsembly resclution
2202 (XXII), raised the guesticn whether the Committee wished to include in its
report to the General Assembly a summsry of the views expressed during the debate
cn the item, and brought to the attention of the Committee the financial
implicaticns of that guestion. At the same meeting the Committee decided that,

in view of the nature of the subject matter of the item, the report should contain

a summary of the legal trends which had emerged during the debate.

1I. FROPOSAL

6. Afghanistan, Algeria, Austria, Burma, Camercon, Canrada, Ceylon, Chile, Congo

(Lemocratic Republic cf), Czechoslovakia, Dzhomey, Ecuador, El Salvador, Ethiopia,

Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Haiti, TIndia, Indonesia, Jamaica, Japan, Kenya, Kuwait,

Letanon, Iibya, Madagascar, Mexico, Mongolia, the Netherlands, Nigeria, Pakistan,

Panama, Peru, the Philippines, Poland, Romania, Saudi Arabia, Somalia, Sudan,

Syria, Uganda, the United Arab Republic, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and

Horthern Ireland, the United Republic of Tanzania, the United States of America,

Uruguay, Venezuela, Yugoslavia and Zambia submitted a draft resolution

(4/C.6/1,.740). Liberia and Tunisia subsequently became co-sponsors of the draft
resolution (A/C.6/L.740/Add.1}. The fifty~two-Power draft resolution reads as

follows;

"The (General Assembly,

"Recalling ite resolutions 1815 (XVIT) of 18 December 1962, 1966 (XVIII)
of 16 December 106%, 2103 (XX) of 20 December 1965, 2181 (MXI) of
12 December 1966 and 2%27 (IXIT) of 18 December 1667, which affirm the
importance of the progressive development and codification of the principles
of international law concerning friendly relations and co-operation among
States,

"Recalling further that among the fundamental purposes of the United
¥aticns are the maintenance of international peace and security and the
development of friendly relations and co-operation among States,

"Considering that the faithful chservance of the principles of
international law concerning friendly relations and co-operation among
States in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations is of paramount
importance for the maintenance of internaticnal peace and security and
improvement of the internsational situation,

e
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"Considering further that the progressive development and codification
of the principles of international law concerning friendly relations and
co-operation among States, so as to secure their more effective application,
would promote the realization of the purposes of the United Nations,

"Bearing in mind General Assembly resclution 2131 (XX),

"Being convinced of the significance of continuing the effort to achieve
general agreement in the process of elaboration of the seven principles of
internaticnal law set forth in Gereral Assembly resolution 1815 (XVII), but
without prejudice to the applicability of the rules of procedure of the
Assembly, with a view to the adoption of a declaration which would constitute
a landmark in the progressive development and codification of those
principles,

"Having considered the veport of the 1968 Special Comzittee on
Principles of International Law Concerning Friendly Relations and
Co-operation among States, which met at Wew York from 9 to
30 September 1G68,

"1. Takes note of the report of the 1968 Special Ccmmittee on Principles
of Interrational Law Concerning Friendly Relations ard Co-operation among
States;

"2. ZIxpresses its apprecistion to that Committee for the wvaluable
work it has performed;

"3. Decides to ask the Special Committee, as reconstituted by General
Agsembly resolution 2103 (XX), to meet in 1969 in New York, Geneva or any
other suitable place for which the Secretary-General receives an invitation,
in order to continue and complete its work;

"4, Requests the Special Committee, in the light of the debate which
took place in the Sixth Committee during the preceding and the present
sessions of the General Assembly and in the 1964, 1$66, 1967 and 1968
Special Committees, to endeavour to resolve, in the light of Genersl Assembly
resolution 2327 (XXIT), all relevant questions relating to the formulation of
the seven principles, in order to complete, as far as possible, its work, and
to submit to the General Assembly at its twenty-fourth session a
comprehensive report;

"5. Calls upcn the members of the Specizl Committee to devote their
utmost efforts to ensuring the success of the session of the Special
Committee, in particular by undertaking, in the period preceding the session
of the Special Committee, consultations and other Freparatory measures, as
they may see necessary;

"6, Requegts the Secretary-General to co-operate with the Special
Committee in its task and to provide all the services, documentation and
other facilities necessary for its work:

/o..
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17, Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its twenty-fourth
session an item entitled "Consideration of the Repeort on Principles of
Tnternational Law Concerning Friendly Relations and Co-operation asmong States
in accordance with the Charter of the United Wations.”

7. At the 10%9th meeting, on 17 December, the Secretary of the Committee made a

statement regarding the financial implications of the above draft resolution.

ITI. DEBAIE

A. GCeneral comments on the work done by the Special Committee
in 1668 and on the aims of the work

8. A number of representatives were of the opinion that the 1968 session of the
gpecial Committee had represented a further significant step wowards the
codification and progressive development of the principles, bul considered that the
results achieved, although laudable, were incomplete. Of the three principles
referred to it by General Assembly resclution 2327 (XXII), namely, the prohibition
of the threat or use of force, equal rights and self-determination, and the duty not
to intervene in matters within the domestic jurisdietion of any State, the Special
Committee had only had time to study the first two, and its Drafting Committee had
only been able to make a thorough study of the principle relating to the prohibition
of the threat or use of force. The Special Committee had in fact concentrated its
efforts at its 1968 session on this last principle, on which considerable progress
had been made, although it had still not been possible to complete its formulation.
Some representatives pointed out that the work of the Special Committee in 1968 had
made possible a considerable rapprochement of basic positions on various important
guestions and the achievement of broad agreement on chjectives and methods of work.
9. In general, the representatives who spoke in the debate expressed the view
that the over-zl} results achieved so far did not justify a pessimistic attitude
and reaffirmed that their respective countries would coniinue to lend their support
to the codification and progressive development of the principles, whether in the
Special Committee or in the Sixth Committee of the General Assembly. The work

done had served to reaffirm the universal validity and peremptory character of the
sever principles listed by the Assexbly in resolution 1815 (XVII) of

18 December 1962 and had contributed towards their more precise definition. The
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points of agreement which had been established represented an imrortant contribution
to the development of international law and the maintenance of intérnational peace
and security. DMoreover, the exchange of views had heen beneficizl, as could be seen
from a comparison of the successive reports of the Special Cormittee. Scme
representatives considered that the partial nature of the results achieved so far
was due to methodological or technical factors, such as the procedure of consensus
followéd by the Special Committee or the relatively short duration of its sessions.
The majority, however, attributed it either to the actual nature of the task
undertaken or to reasons of a political nature.

10. These representatives who referred to the difficulties inherent in the nature
of the work emphasized that an attempt was being made to formulate rules of
international law, i.e. iegal obligations, relating tec Charter principles which
constituted the nucleus of the international legal order. These representatives felt
that the slowness of the process should not lead to the abandonment of the search
for legal formulations or to their replacement by texts which constituted expressions
of political will or mere statements of particular philosophies, because the result
of the work would then have less relevance for the regulation of the conduct of
States. It was also added that in view of the gquasi-legislative nature of the
process, undue pressures might have a negative effect on the quality of the
formulation and hence on its applicability. One of these representatives gaid that
the difference between the verbal acceptance of obligations and real life had
recently been made evident and that the ultimate goal of the work undsrtaken should
be to bring home to Governments the importance of respect for international legality
and morality.

11. Others considered that the present state of the Committee's work was the fault
of those whe refused to accept the changes which had cccurred in interrational
soclety since the adoption of the Charter in 1945 and maintained thet prepoesals
reflecting those changes lacked legal validity, desplte the fact that, in
intermational relations, legal considerations could not be disscciated from
pelitical, economic or social factors. The delay was therefore the result of a
deliberate policy of obstructicn being followsd by circles which were pursuing
imperialist and colonialist policies and supporting racist régimes practising

apartheid.
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12. gSeveral representatives reaffirmed the great importance of the codification
and progressive development of the principles for the promotion of the rule of
law in internaticnal relations, the maintenance of international peace and
security, and the development of peaceful co-operation and coexistence among
nations. Although those principles were stated in the Charter, further work

on them was justified by the need to affirm them, further define them and adapt
them to current needs. A General Assembly declaration cn the principles would
make a pewerful contribution of the attaimment of the purposes cf the United
nations and would thereby strengthen the Organization. It was stated in that
connexicn that the efforts of the SBixth Committee and the Special Commitiee were
procof that the principles were deeply rooted in the conscience of nations and
that the international community was determined to affirm them and ensure their
cbhservance., All States, large and small, should therefore co-operate in the
work in hand.

13. CSome representatives stated that discussion of the prineciples did not
involve an attempt to smend the Charter, the procedure for which was laid down
in Article 108 of the Charter itself, but merely to re-examine it in the light
of twe decades of interpretative action by the United Nations and to draft, on
that basis, rules which might reaconably be regarded as deriving from certain
principles of the Charter and thelr application. Even if it was not always easy
to draw the line between elatoration of the Charter and amendments to it, the
disbinction had to be respected, since i1t was a distinetion which protected
every Member State.

14, Other representatives expressed the view that the ccdification and
pregressive development of the principles, by intrcducing an element of precision
into rules of law, represented a guarantee for all countries, particularly small
and develcoping countries, It was essential, however, that States should
genuinely intend to base their international conduct on the principles and comply
in good faith with the obligations they had assumed. The principles were
universally applicable principles of the Charter which no State might viclate
on any pretext whatscever. In that cconnexion, some representatives pointed cut
that precision in rules of law was all the mcre necessary when clrcumstances
were unfavourable tc their observance, inzsmuch as they might exert greater
influence on decisicon-makers and put public opinion in a better position to judge

those who flouted them.

/oes
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15. It was also stated that the solution to the problems of co-operation among
States having different political, economic and social systems and at different
levels of economic development required a climate of peace based on respect for
national scvereignty and independence, equality of States' rights,
ncn-interference and mutual advantage. Some representatives, noting that the
codification and progressive develcpment of the principles was one cof the
objectives of the countries of the Third World, as proclaimed in the Programme
for Peace and International Co-operation adopted by the Cairc Declaration of
Won-Aligned Countries in 196k, stressed that the process of codification and
development should reflect the experience and requirements of the developing
countries.

16, It was alsc pointed out by certain representatives that the work of the
opecial Commitiee would enable new States which had not taken part in the

San Francisco Conference of 1945 and had been unable to contribute to the
application of the Charter by organs of the Organization during its early years
te participate in a review of the basic prineiples of the Charter and the
development of international law. One of those representatives stated that the
fact of having been unable to participate in the establiskment of the rules of
law encountered on gaining independence was, in fact, one of the reasons for the
new States' lack of confidenece in the compulsory jurisdiction of the International
Court of Justice.

17, Finally, several representatives emphasized that the principles were closely
interrelated, both conceptually and from the standpeint of their application in
international life. In the formulation of each individual principle, it was
essential not to lose sight of the whole of which it was a part; to do otherwise
would be to run the risk that the declarstion ultimately adopted would give a
distorted or unbalanced picture of the principles. One of those represeﬁtatives
stressed that the preamble or general provisions of the future declaration should
contain an explicit statement that the principles were interrelated and that each

cf them was to be interpreted in the context of the others.

/...
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B. Comments on the principles entrusted to the Special
Cormittee in 1968 under General Assembly resclution

2307 (XX1L)

18. In the course of the debate some representatives refrained from repeating

the comments made on previcus occasions on behalf of their respective countries
coneerning the principles entrusted te the Special Committee in 1968, Others,
however, commented once again on general aspects of those principles and on thelr

scope, content and formulation. These comments are summarized below.

1, .Principles mentioned in operative paragraph & of General Assembly
resolution 2327 (XXIL)

(a) The principle that States shall refrain in thelr internationsl
relations Trom the threat eor use of force against the
territorial integrity and political indenendence of any State,
or in any other manner inconsistent with the purposes of the
United Nations

19. A large number of representatives conéidered that at its 1968 session the
Special Committee had made real progress, described by some as considerable or
important, with regard to the formulation of this prineiple. Although several
representatives regretted the fact that a complete text of the principle had not
yet béen adopted, it was generally recognized that the progress made by the
Special Uommittee in 1968 had prepared the ground for a formulation of the
principle in the near Tuture. The peints con which agréement had been reached in
1968 widened the area of agreement achieved in 1967 in the Working Group
established by the Drafting Committee and had been approved'by the Special
Committee itself. In additicn, existing areas of Jdissgreemsnt had been reduced
and new bases of discussion had been found for future negotiations. Nevertheless,
as some representatives emphasized, there were a number of difficult peints still
to be solved on essential lssues, which would reguire new and serious efforté on
the part of the members of the Special Committee, including, inter alis, those
relating to the definition of the term "force", territoriel disputes, the
inviolability of State terrifory and non-recogniticn of situstions brought abtout
by the use of force, as well as those relating to the duty not to intervene in
matters within the domestic jurisdiction of any State and to the exercise ¢f the

right of self-determination of pecples.

Jon,
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20. Stressing the paramount importance of this prineiple, the corner-stone of
international law,.savérél representatives,emﬁhasized the need to complete its
fermulation as soon as possible, since, despite the fact that it was ¢learly
stated in Article 2, paragraph 4 of the Charter, the history of international
relations was filled with frequent viclations of the principle, Some added that
the formulation to be adopted éhould be a progressive develOpment of the content
of the principle in the light of the events which had occeurred since the adoption
of the Charter and should strengthen Ehe economié, social and political sovereignty
of pecples, It was alsc said that, at its next gsession, the Special Committee
should give pricrity to the consideration of the principles of equal rights and
self-determination and non-intervention, so as to be in a pogition to arrive at

a formulation of the prineciple concernlng the non-use of force.

2l. Certain representatives emphasized the,relatlonshlp betweern this principle
and the principle of the peaceful settlement of international disputes. For

those representatives, as the development of international law feduced the
possibility of the legitimate use of force by States, the urgency of the need for
international machinery capable of centralizing the application of the law |
inereased. Frow thet standpcint, some of these representatives thought the agreéd
text on the gduty of States to settle their international disputes by peaceful
means was not.very satisfactory., It was pointed cut in that connexion, that
States Members and crgans of the United Nations should make fuller use of the
possibilities offered by Chapter VI of the Charter.

22. There follows below a summary of the different views and comments put forward
on the scope, content and formulation of the different aspects of the principle.
These views and corwments have been grouped in accordance with thre heédings of' the
report of the Drafting Committee,g/ which was adopted by the Special Committee at
its 96th meeting, on 30 September 1968, 5/

(1) Genercl prohibition of force

253. Many representatives expressed satisfaction with the agreewment resched on

the statement concerning the general prohibition of force and, in particular,

2/ A[f7326, para, 111.
3/ Ibid., para. 13k,
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with the fact that the second paragraph stated that such threat or use of force
"aonstitutes a viclation of international law and the Charter of the United

Nations and shall never be employed as a meansg of settling international issues".

(2) Consequences and corcllaries of the prohibiticn of the threat or use

of force
pli, Several representatives welcomed the statements of agreement on wars of
aggression and propaganda for such wars. With reference to the statement on
wars of aggression, mention was made of the provisions of the Charter of the
Niremberg Tribunal and its judgements and of the Niiremberg Principles and the
Draft Code of Offences against the Peace and Security of Mankind prepared by the
Taternational Law Commission.
25. Some representatives expressed the view that the atatement of agreement on
wars of ageression could be amplified to the effect that the planning and
preparation of a war of sggression were also crimes against peace, that the threat
of a war of aggression involved liability under internaticnal law and that
individuals who committed such crimes sgainst peace were criminally liable. The
idea of the criminal liability of individuals guilty of 2 crime against peace
should not be interpreted, in the view of one representative, in such a way as
to justify the collective punishment of soldiers and civilians who had participated
in the war effort. It was also stated that the statement of agreement should be
understood to mean that not only declared wars of aggression but also aggressive
hostilities in general consiituted a crime against peace. Finally, other
representatives observed that the results achieved in the "Special Committee on
the Question of Defining Aggression” would be important for a correct
interpretation of the statement of agreement on wars of aggression,
26, With regard to war propaganda, certéin representatives argued that the
domestic law of each State should prohibit such propaganda, punish those who
engaged in it and sbolish any constitutional limitations there might be in that
connexion. Others supported the statement of agreement because they considered
that it did not restrict the right of opposition to the established authorities,
a fundamental Treedom of citizens which was constitutionally gueranteed. It was
also said that study of the question should continue with a view to arriving at
a statement which would relate that corollary to the duty to encourage the free

exchange of information and ideas.
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(3) Use of force in territorial disputes and boundary problems

27« The agreement of principle on the duty of every State to refrain from the
threat or use of force to violate the existing frontiers of a State or as a

means of settling territorial disputes and boundary problems was expressly
supported by several representatives.

28. Several representatives, stressing the importance and complexity that
"internaticnal lines of demarcation" had acquired, said that it was necessary to
include a reference to them in the formulation. It was not a question of
perpetuating such lines, but of stating the duty of States to refrain from using
force in order to viclate them by virtue of the principle prohibiting the use of
force and the principles of good faith and peaceful seltlement of international
disputes. In their view, the difficulties that the inclusion of such a reference
created might be avoided by indicating that the internstiocnal lines in guestion
were oneg which were agreed or which had besn estabtlished by an international
agreement or a decision of the Security Council or in accordance with such an
agreement or decision and by wording the reference in such a way that the claims
or positions of interested parties were safeguarded. It was also said that the
risk of perpetuating any illegal situaticns might be avoided if the formulation

of the principle included a statement concerning the non-recognition of situations
brought about by the illegal threat or use of force. Finally, some representatives
referred to the need to bear in mind the particular features of the various actual

cases in formulating any statemernt an "internaticnal lines of demarcation®.
g

(4) Acts of reprisal

29. The statement of agreement on the duty of States to refrain from acts of
reprisal involving the use of force was supported by the representatives who
referred to the guestion, who considersd it consistent with the relevant provisions
of the Charter. Certain representatives said that reprisals were an act of
vengeance contrary to the Charter, as the Security Council itself had recognized

in one of its resoluticns, and that accordingly they cculd not be eguated with
self-defence. Others said that it would have been preferable if the statement

hed been more clearly worded, in order to remove any dcubts about the prohibiticn
of reprisals not involving the use of armed force. In this comnexion, others

expressed the view that the word "Torce" in the statement should be interpreted
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to mean "armed" or "physical" force and that an act of non-armed reprisal could be
a legitimate means of redress against an illegal act by another State. It was
also said that dbuses would be avoided if non-armed reprisals were recognized as

a legal institution and if the conditions governing them were strictly regulated.
Finally, others added that the statement cn acts of reprisal had to be consldered
in relaticn to those on the duty to refrain from vieclating existing frontiers,

orgenizing or encouraging armed bhands and instigating civil strife and terrorist

acts.

(5) Organization of armed bands

(6) 1Instigation of civil strife and terrorist acts

30. Several representatives expressed satisfaction at the statement of agreement
concerning the prohibition of organizaticn of armed bands and the agreement in
principle concerning the prohibition of instigation of civil strife and terrorist
scts. Others, howsver, had reservations in that they felt that due account had
not been taken of the relationship between those questions and the exercise by

the peoples of dependent territories of their right to self-determination. They
felt that a distinction must be made between the types of activities covered by
those questions asnd assistance to colonial peoples in their legitimate struggle
against the repression to which they were being subjected. One of them added that
he could not agree to provisions concerning such activitiees unless recognition

was given to the cclonial peoples! right of self-defence against the use of force
by the powers which were denying them the right of self-determination. It was also
said that the victims of subversive and terrorist activities should be permitted
to take measures of individual or collective self-defence., It was, however,
emphasized that, whatever the reascns, there should not be any departure from the
text of Article 51 of the Charter, which spoke of "armed attack". Finally, it was
cbserved that the currently accepted view was that third States should not
interfere in civil strife, at least by military means, even if the legitimate
Government requested them to do so.

31. With regard to the inclusion of the provisions relating to the two guestions
in the prineciple of the prohibition of the use of force and in the prianciple of
non-intervention, those representatives who supported the provisions were for the
most part in favour of including them in both principles, although some felt that
the best procedure would have been to include them only in the principle of

non-intervention.

/v
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(7) Military occupation and non-recognition of situations brought about by

the illegal threat or use of force
32. A number of representatives expressed regret that there had been no agreement
concerning the inclusion of a provision affirming that the territory of a State
could not be subjected to military occupation or other measures of force for any
reascn whatsoever and proclaiming non-recognition of situations brought about by
the illegal threat or use of force. Some stated that = provisicnh of that nature
would be a barrier to territorial ambitions and would accordingly protect the
invioclability of the territory and the territorial integrity of States. C(ertain
representatives felt that the formula proposed as 2 basis for discussion was
useful and could serve as a point of departure in reaching asgreement on the
question under consideration. Others, however, regarded the formula as
excessively rigid, while still others rejected it on the ground that it was
lnsufficiently comprehensive and specific. It was also suggested that, in order
to facilitate agreement, the wording finally adopted could make an exception in
the case of situations resulting from decisions taken at the end of the Second
World War. _
33. GSome representatives were of the opinion that, since it was already provided
in the Charter that the use of force in internationsl relations was unlawful,
what was now needed was a formulation of the legal consequences and corollaries
of that fact. They held that non-recognition was the penalty that was imposed,
since the unlawful use of force could not confer rights. Accordingly,
the statement of the principle should clearly affirm the non-recognition of the
situstions in question. It was pointed out that the princicle of non-recognition
had been lormulated for the first time at the Washington Inter-American Conference
of 1089 and had been embcdied in the Charter of the Organization of American
States. @Some representatives, on the other hand, felt that while the non-
recognition ol situations brought about by the illegal use of force was morally
desirable, it was difficult from a strictly legal point df view to deny the
existence of certain specific gituations which had their origin in the unlawful
use of force. One of those representatives added that he would, however, have
no difficulty in sgreeing to the basic principle that any enlargement of the
territory of a State through the use of force was completely inadmissible under
the Charter.

Juu.
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(8) Armed force or repressive measures against colonial peoples, the position

of territories under colonial rule, and the Charter obligations with respect

to dependent territories
3k, Some representatives expressed regret that there had been no agreement
concerning the inclusion of a provision relating to the duty of States to refrain
from the use of force against dependent peoples. It was pointed out, in that
connexion, that the use of force to perpetuate colonial situations was 2 violation
of General Assenmbly resolution 1514 (XV). The thesis that the territory of colonies
formed part of the metropolitatn territory of the ccolonial Power was also rejected.
Some representatives conbended that the principle cculd not be invoked in the case
of territories or frontiers which were the result of cclonial rule or of politiecal
agreements concluded between colenial Powers. One representative was of the
opinion that there was nothing to prevent third States from offering their good
offices with a view to facilitating the exercise of the right of self-determination
by dependent peoples. It was added that an agreement on those guestions would
facilitate the formulation of the principle of self-determination. Other
representatives stated that coleonial situations did not properly belong within
the debate on a principle which related to the prohibition of the use of force in

international relations, but rather concerned Chapters XI to XIII of the Charter.

(9) EBconomic, political and other forms of pressure

%5. Several representatives stated that the duty to refrain from the threat or
use of "force" implied a duty to refrain from economic, political and other forms
of pressure against the political independence or territcrial integrity of a State,
and urged that the Special Committee should continue making efforts to reach
agreement on a broad definition of the term "force”. BSome referred in this
connexion to the draft declaration adopted by the Comuittee of the Whele of the
“United Nations Conference on the Law of Treaties" at the first session of the
Conference in Vienna in 1968.

36. Other representatives argued that it was impossible to accept proposals that
the term "force" in Article 2, paragraph L, of thé Charter, should he given a
broad sense. They condemned the use of coercive measures, whether political or
economic, in order to impose one State's will on another, but congidered that in
Article 2, paragraph 4, the term "force" meant solely "armed” force. Some said

that it might perhaps be better to try to sclve the difficulties involved in the
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question by considering it in relation to the principle of non-interventiocn instead
of the principle of the prohibition of the use of force. Others considered that
efforts might be made to thwart economic, political and other forms of pressure by
adopting special rules of an appropriate kind. Finally, scme representatives,
without taking a Tinal positicn on the matter, stated that in considering the
question, the necessity of continuing to interpret Article 51 of the Charter

regtrictively should nevertheless be borne in mind.

(10) Agreement for general and complete disarmament under effective international
control

37. The representatives who mentioned this point supported the agreement to include

the concept of general and complete disarmewment under effective international

control as a corollary of the principle prohibiting the threat or use of force.

The desirability of formulating this corollary con the basis of article VI of the

Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons was stressed by some

representatives,

(1L) M=king the United Nations security system more effective

38. gSome representatives expressed satisfaction with the statement of agreement
concerning this question, considering that its inclusion in the Fformulation of the
principle prohibiting the use of force would help teo strengthen application of

the prineciple. They stressed the need for all States to comply in gocd faith with
the obligations they had undertaken with respect to the maintenance of international
peace and security and to endeavour to make the Tnited Nations security system

more effective.

{12) Legal use of force

39. Representatives who referred to this question were agreed that nothing in the
provisions of the principle prohibiting the use of force would affect the provisions
of the Charter concerning the lawful use of force. Scme took the view that a

Tlexible approach showld be adopted in formulating the statement relating to this

/ons
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questicn. Others argued that the lawful uses of force should be clearly spelt cut,
because they were exceptions tc the principle. With regard to the right of
individual or collective self-defence provided for in Article 51 of the Charter,
some s2id that the right existed solely in the event of "armed attack" and that
the defensive reaction should be immediate and proportionate to the unlawful act
giving rise to it. DPointing out that the Charter centralized the use of force in
the United Nations, other representatives euphasized that regional organizations
could not lawfully use force without the express authorization of the Security
Qouncil, in accordance with Article 53 of the Charter., _

40. Several representatives maintained that the use of Torce by the peoples of
dependent territories in self-der=nce against colonial domination and in exercise
of their right of self-determinaticn cgnstituted a lawful uge of force under the
Cherter aand that that should be indicated in the formulation of the principle. It
was stated in that connexion that colonialism was a permanent act of aggression and
that oppressed peoples therefore had an inalienable right of self-defence against
that Torm of aggression. Referring to the illegality of colonialism and the
obligation of all States to help colonial peoples in their struggle to exercise
their right of self-determination, some representatives asserted that naticnal
liberation movements were lawful and were in conformity with General Assembly
resolution 1514 (XV). Finally, it was added that the perpetuation of specific
colonial situations was not only unlswful and immoral but ecould also lead to
breaches of the peace such as the Charter sought to avoid.

41. In the opinion of other representatives, it would be undesirable to sanction,
as an excepbion to the principle, the right to use force in colonial matters,.
because that might result in serious threats to international peace and security.
They pointed cut that Article 2, paragraph Y, of the Charter prohivited the use

of force in "international relatiocns"™ and that the right of rebellion was not
provided for in Article 51 of the Charter. In their view, questions relating to
dependent territories were covered by Chapters XI to XIII of the Charter and not
by Article 2, paragraph 4, or Chapter VII.
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(b) The principle of equal rights and self-determination of peoples

h2. Several representatives expressed regret that at its 1965 session the Special
Committee had made no progress towards the formulation of the principle of egual
rights and self-determination of peoples, having adopted a report of its Drafting
Coumittee stating that, owing to the lack of time, it had not been able to carry
out a study in depth of the proposals concerning the principle. In the opinion

of some representatives, it was discouraging to see that after three sessions of
the Special Committee the attempts to formulate the principle had not met with

the same degree of success as the attempts to formulate other principles. In the
view of certain representatives, much more work had to be done before anything

like a comparable stage would be reached and a gatisfactory text would emerge. It
was sald that that situation was perhaps due to the fact that a common basis had
yet to be Tound for the consideration of the principle, as well as to the consensus
procedure followed by the Specizl Committee. Other representatives considered that
it might result from the difficulties inherent in one of the areas of international
relations in which law and politics were more closely interrelated. However, some
other representatives were of the opinion that the successive drafts submitted to
the Special Committee in the course of years indicated that a rapprochement had
taken place, which augured well for the future.

43 . A number of representatives emphasized the need that the Special Committee
would continue its efforts with a view to the formulation of the principle. In
this connexion, some representatives made an appeal to those who had sco far
demonstrated a hesitant attitude to reconsider their position, so that a formulation
could be arrived at, which reflected the experience and the present-day needs of
the world. Various representatives expressed support for the recommendation of

the Drafting Committee, adopted by the Special Committee, that due priority should
continue to be givern to consideraticn of the proposals concerning the principle.
Y4, A number of representatives referred to the historical, philosophical and
political origins of the prineiple. It was recalled that it had been the
cornerstone of the Declaration of Independence of the United States of America in
1789, of the French Revolution of 1789 and the Socialist Revolution of

October 1917, in Russia. It was also stated that it had played = fundamental role

/...
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in the constitution of the ILatin American States and that now formed the basis of
the activities of various national liberation movements in Asia and Africa.
Reference was also made to the important contribution of the Spanish jurists and
theologians of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries.

Lks. geveral representatives recalled that the principle was embodied 1in the
Charter, explicitly in Articles 1, psragraphs 2 and 55, and implicitly in

Chapters XTI, XIT end XIII, and that it had been reaffirmed in resolutions of the
General Assembly, in perticular resolution 151h (XV) containing the "Declaration
on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peqples”, and in the
International Covenants on Human Rights. In the opinion of certain representatives,
the veference to the principle in Articles 1 and 55 of the Charter was only
indirect. It was also said that the principle had been applied in international
1ife as proved by the recent process of decclonization, which had enabled a large
number of countries to achieve independence and sovereignty and to become Meaobers
of the United Nations; this constituted one of the greatest accomplishments of the
world Organization. Some representatives declared that the principle continued to
be of the greatest value to the peoples still under colonial domination.

46, vVaricus representatives stressed that the prineiple could not be regarded
merely as a moral or political postulate hut as a natural and inalienable right
which constituted one of the foundations of the United Natlons and an astablished
rule of international law. Some representatives considered that it was at the
basis of the maintenance of international peace and security and the development
of friendly relations and co-operation among States.

7. A number of representatives were of the view that the principle should be
formulated in its widest sense. They reaffirmed the right of peoples to freely
choose, without any form of foreign interference, their own political, soclal and
economic system. Reference was alsc made to the exercise of sovereignty in
external affairs and the right of any State to dispose freely of its natural wealth
and resources. 1In the opinion of some representatives, the two elements which
constituted the principle were closely linked: the meaning and scope of the right
to self-determination should be defined in the light of the principle of equal

rights; that meant that ipnternational relations should be based on the idea of

/...
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co-operation and not of subordination. Stress was alsc laid on the close
relationship between the principle of self-determinaticn and the principles of
sovereligh equality and non~intervention.

L8, It was said that since the struggle waged by oppressed peoples for their
national liberation, in legitimate exercise of the right of self-determination,
had the backing of the Charter, the problem was of universal interest and their
aims were endorsed by the international comnunity, even if they were pursued by
revolutionary means. Other representatives, however, considered that the so-called
right of rebellion had of necessity to be extra-legal.

k9. In the cpinion of various representatives, the formulation of +the principle
should be based on the proposals submitted sc far and those which might be
submitted in the future. In this connexion, some representatives expressed general
support for certain of the proposals before the Special Committee. Reference was
also made to the relevant resolutions of the General Assembly and in particular to
resolution 151k (XV), whose second preambular and second operative paragraphs
contained, in the view of one representative, the most appropriate statement of
law of the principle. OCther representatives emphasized in this regard article L
of the International Covenants of Humen Rights. In the opinion of some
representatives, the formulation would be inccomplete unless it included an
affirmative statement of the existence of an inherent right of pecples to equal
rights and self-determination, a clear imposition of a general duty on all States
to respect that right, and a statement of particulsr duties of States to facilitate
its attainment and perform or refrain from performing specific acts which in any
way might hinder its exercise. Tt was also emphasized that the right of self.
determinaticn was not cnly in individual but also a collective right.

50. A number of representatives referred to the difference of views concerning
the applicability of the principle; while some considered that it should be
applied to all peoples, others maintained that it could only apply to peoples
under cclonlal rule. 1In the opinion of scme representatives, however, the
principle applied egually to peoples occupying an independent State and to peoples
cccupying a geographical area which, but for foreign domination, could have

formed an independent and sovereigh State. Nevertheless, certain representatives

/...
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deemed it necessary to specify that the principle applied to peoples in territories
under military occupation. While recognizing that application of the principle was
most important in the field of celonialisa, eniversal applicability was supported
by certain representatives ob the grounds that it was not in the field of
colonialism alone that the lack of cbservance of the principle threatened peace

and security and friendly relations and that the Charter used the word "people”

in a broad sense. It was also said that paragraph 6 of General Assembly resolution
151k (XV) reassured those who feared that the universal application of the
principle would encourage secessionist movements in sovereign, independent States.
51. The opinion was expressed that, without questioning the sovereignty of States,
the applicability of the principle should be recognized to peoples which were
denied the enjoyment of equal rights by being excluded from participation in the
life of their owan States. One representative considered that the terms "eolonial"
and "dependent" needed to he legally defined. In his view, a possible definition
might be that people was dependent when its territory was occupiled by another

State in contravention of international agreements or the respliutions of the
Security Council and when its right to deternine its own future status was
expressly recognized either in General Assewbly resolation 151k (XV) or in the
resolutions of the Security Council. Other representatives affirmed that the term
"peoples' implied their relationship to a territory, even though they might have
been unjustly expelled from it and replaced by an artificial population. It was -
also said that in the case of entities which did not meet the requirements for
becoming subjects of international law it would be doubtful whether the concept of
self-determination ccmprised a right to constitute themselves as sovereign and
indepsndent States.

52. Some representatives considered that there was a large measure of agreement

as regards the prohibition of actions aimed at the partial or total disruption

of the national unity or territorial integrity of States.

53. In the view of some representatives, colonialism, which had been deplored

vy all freedom-loving nations, ard which was without basis in international law,
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remained the most serious violation of the princciple of equal rights and self-
determination, as exemplified by a number of cases in Africa. In their view the
liguidation of colonialisn was an obligation of States under the Charter. All
States should therefore render assistance toc the United Nations in carrying out
1ts responsibilities to put an end to colonialism, to set up the necessary
machinery for ‘the structural change where none existed and to return all povers
to subject peoples. It was also considered that the territories of colonial or
other Non~Self-Governing Territories could not constitute an integral part of the
territory of the States exercising colonial rule over them or of the administering
States. The view was further expressed that armed action or repressive measures
against colonial peoples should be prohibited.

5L. A number of representatives considered that the right of dependent peoples
to struggle, by whatever means they chose, for their freedom and independence
from the colonial yoke, was a legitimate exercise of the right of’ self-defence
and could not be interpreted as violating the provisions of the Charter. In their
opinion, those peoples might receive assistance from other States, in virtue of
that right. Obher representatives however were unable to accept the sc-called
right of self-defence against colonial deomination. In the view of certain
representatives, the use of force in self-defence against colonial domination
should be considered in the context of Chapter XTI and not of Article 2,

paragraph 4, of the Charter. OQther representatives considered that the sxercise
of such right invited the intervention of big Powers in the internal affairs of

smaller States, thus endangering peace and security.

2. The principle set forth in overative paragraph 5 of General Agsembly
resolution 2527 (XXIT): The duly not to intervehe in matters within the
domestic jurisdiction of any Stafe, in accordance withn the Charter

25« BSeveral representatives expressed regret that, owing to the lack of time at
its 1968 session, the Special Committee had been unsble to comply with the terms
of reference given to it by the General Assembly in paragraph 5 of resolution

2327 (XXII), namely to consider prorogals ccmpatible with Gererszl Assembly resolution
2131 (¥X) of 21 December 1965 containing the "Declaration on the inadmissibility

[ous
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of Intervention in the Domestic AfTairs of States and the Protection of their
Tndependence and Sovereignty', with the aim of widening the area of agreement
already expreszed in that resclution.

56. In the view of several representatives, resolution 2131 (XX) was the expression
of & universal juridicel cornviction and a valid end complete formulation of
internaticnal law con the principle concerning the duty not to intervene. They
underlined that rescluticn 2131 {XX) erbcdied a prianciple which had been recognized
in many international insirurments for cover a century and that it had been adopted
withcut opposition. They also recalled that at its 1966 session, the Special
Committee had itself decided to "abide by General Assembly resolution 2131 (XX)".
Other representatives considered resolution 2131 (xX) as a significant political
gtatement rather than a declaration of the legal principle invelved. They recalled
that resolution 2131 (XX) was not the only resclution relevant to the work of the
Special Committee; many others, including resolutions 151k (XV) and 2160 (XXI) had
2 similar relevance Tor the Special Committee's work. It was also significant

that resolution 2131 (XX) had been adopted by the General Assembly at the same
session in which the Assembly, by resolution 2103 (XX), had decided to include the
principle concerning the duty not to intervene among the seven rrinciples to bhe
formuleted by the Special Committee.

57. In the opinion of some representatives, to argue that resolution 2131 (XX)

was a mere political statement and therefore had no legal validlty was fallacious
since it implied that the terms "political’ and "legal" were mutually exclusive,

an assertion which could only be interpreted as an attempt to meke law the handmaid
of politics. Even though the text of the resolution wight be improved, as was

also the case with any other legal instrument, including the Charter, it had to

be admitbted that documents resulting from regotiation and compromise were bound

to show drafting imperfections. TFurthermore, the difficulties of interpretation

to which resclution 2131 (XX) might give rise could not be regarded as unique

or greater than those confronting daily the national or international organs

entrasted with the application of juridical norms.
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58. Some representatives expressed the hope that merbers of the Special Committee
would meke sericus efforts to reconcile the conflicting views existing on General
Assembly resolution 2131 (XX) in order to reach a satisfactory statement or the
privceiple concerning the duty not to intervene. This was thought possible by
some representatives in view of the large measure of agreement evidenced in
regolution 2151 (XX) and because this rescluticn contained most of the necessary
elements to be included in & Tormulation of the principle.

29. 1In the opinion of several representatives, the Special Committee's task as
regards the principle concerning the duty not to intervene should be the
consideration of proposals compatible with resolution 21351 {(XX), with a view to
widening the ares of agreement expressed in that resoluticn. Froposals such as
those submitted to the Special Committee in 1967 were deemed unacceptable in

that they had tended to restrict or ignore that agreement. Any new terms of
reference to be given to the Specizl Committee should not debract from the
relevant decisions taken by the Special Committee at its 1966 session and by the
General Asseubly at its twenty-second session., Tn the view of cne representative,
the re-examination by the Specilal Committee of the content or form of resolution
2131 (¥XX), or the consideration of any proposals on the prineciple, did not seem
to be the wethod best suited for a narrvowing of the existing divergences of
opinion.

£0. Several representatives stressed the importance of the principle concerning
the duty not to intervene as the cornerstone of respect for the sovereignty and
independence of States, particularly in view of the long and painful experience
of cases of intervention in all forms, not only in the States which some of them
represented but alsc in the conbinent of which those States formed part. It was
considered that the principle was a major foundatiorn for the development of
friendly relations and cc-operation among States, as well as an esgential element
Tor peaceful coexistence, Tt was further recognized that the principle was closely
related to the maintensnce and strengthening of international pesce and security
and was one of the foundaticns of contemporary international lsw.

6l. The view was also expressed that the principle had been proclaimed by the
Charter of the United Nations. rtlele 2, paragraph 1, embedying the fundamental
principle of sovereign equality of States, implied the respect for the personality

of the State and its political independence, which were inecompatible with



interverticn; intervention was Likewise contrary to the puarpose enunciated In
Article 1, paragragh 2; the priaciple was alsc a consequence of the prohibition
of the threat or uss of force set forth in Article 2, parsgraph 4, since those
wera the more characteristic and serious Torms of intervention; Tinally, the
prohibition of Article 2, paragraph 7T, applied = fortiori to States since the
Charter cculd not permit States to do what it prevented the Organization from doing.
47. dome representatives corsidered that the principle was an Insepsrable part
of the system of principles of internaticnal law concerning friendly relations and
co-cperation among States. In the view of certain representatives, the principle
did not proaibit assistance to colenizsl peoples struggling Tor thelr independence
in exercige of their right of self-determination. It was said thal intervention
in the internal affairs of =z State afTected the principle of equal rights and
liwdeternination of peoples. It was also steted that questions which had given
rise to deubts in the work urdertalken on the prineiple of the non-use of force
might be clarified in the conlext of the pricciple concerning the duty not to
intervene.
65. Several repregentatives emphasized the contribution of Latin fmerica to the
development. ard strengthening of the principle since the early nineteenth century,
as o defence of their independence and soverelgnty against the policies of the

foly Alliance =nd the sbuses resulting from doctrines which arbitrerily

[

distinguished between "legal" ard "illegal®™ acts of interventlon. It was
recalled thab the principle, which reflected the profound Latin American
copvicticors, had been orcclaimed, in the 1933 Montevideo Convention on the

Rights and Duties of States, the Additiocnzl Protocol relative to non-intervention
edopted by the Inter-American Conference for the maintenance of FPeace, 19%&, the
Declarstion of Americazn Princinles, 1938, the Charter of the Organization of
American States signed at Bogotd in 1948 and at the Third Special Inter-American
Conference held at Buenos Aires in L967. It was also said that as a result of
such long process, Lhe consolidatlon of the principle of non-intervention had

J

made cossible fruitful co-operation among the States with different interests.
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C. UObservations concerning future work
and methods of work

1. Convening and terms of reference of the Special Committee in 1969

64, It was agreed that consideration of the principles should be contirued with a
view to their formulation and that the best méans by which the General Assenbly
could complete its work on the item as soon as possible was once again to invite
the Special Committee, as reconstituted by General Assembly resolution 213 A (XX)
of 20 December 1665, to continue its work in 1969. The general agreement in that
regard was embodied in operative paragraph 3 of the draft resolution introduced in
the Sixth Committee (A/C.6/L.T40 and Add.l) (see paragraph 6 above).

65. During the general debate, various views were expressed concerning the Special
Committee's terms of reference for its 1969 session, including the priority to be
given to the consideration of each principle, with a view to completing the
Committee's work at an early date in the light of the objectlve of General Assembly
resolution 1815 {XVII) of 18 December 1962, i.e. the preparaticn of a draft
declaration on the seven principles of international law concerning friendly
relations and co-operation among States. The general agreement reached on that point
was embodied in cperative parsgraph L of draft resolutiocn A/C.6/L.TH0 and Add.l and
in the statement made by the Chairman of the Sixth Committee (See paragraph Tl

velow) before the draft resolution was adopted.

2. The Special Committee's method of work and the organization of its
future work

66. Certain representaltives stated that while the Special Committee sheould try Lo
arrive at a consensus, that procedure must not have the effect of causing its work
to be chstructed by intransigent minorities. The effort to reach a consensus,
although desirable, should not become a dogma which would enable certain minorities
to paralyse the Special Committee's work or bring about the adoption of excessively
vague formulations which d4id not meet the requirements of the existing situation or
which served to perpetuate the status guo. In such cases, the vete was the only
democratic method of arriving at scluticns which were satisfactory to the
international community as z whole. When a given proposal was supported by a large

majority, it would he intolerable for a minority to prevent a decision from being

o
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taken. Tn such cases, the course which should be adopted was that provided for in
the rules of procedure of the General Assembly, i.e. the taking of a vote.

" 67. Other representatives emphasized that it was desirable Tor the Special
Committee to continue to work on the basiz of consensus, which was the best
guarantee that the Committee would be successful in carrying out its task. Tt

was essential that the work of the Special Committee should reflect the general
practice of States and that, once completed, it should win the approval of a large
majority in the General Assembly. Although the representatives in question
acknowledged that the consensus method could give rise to abuses or lead to the
adoption of excessively vague or broad formulations, they felt that it was the only
appropriete method of carrying out the Committee's task. The formulation of legal
normg and their incorporation into a General Assembly declaration reguired a broad
base of agreement, since majority votes in the Assembly did not, in and of
themselves, create legal norms nor did they facilitate the rapid establishment of
such norms.

68. Some representatives felt that at ils next session the Special Committee
should concentrate ite efforts and initiate discussions as soon as possible on

the questions which had not yet been settled. @eneral debate on questions
cencerning which a certain measure of apgreement had already been reached should be
aveided, Some representatives felt that the time had come to consolidate the
results of the Committee's work and undertake a general review of the progress that
had been maede on each principle. 1In that connexicn, scme sxpressed the view that
the texts embodying the agreements which had been reached should be submitted to the
General Assembly in a comprehensive rather than & fragmentary form. Finally, other
representatives, after drawing attention to the interrelationship among all the
princivles, cautioned the Special Committee regarding the disadvantages of the

method of considering each principle separately.

3. Preparatory consultations

69, A number of representatives thought it advisable to hold preparatory
consultations among the States concerned before the Special Committee!s 1069
segsion and were in favour of including in the draft resoluticn to bz recommended

to the General Assembly a provision similar to that contained in operative

/...
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paragraph 6 of resolution 2327 (XXII). Such consultations had proved useful and
valuable during the period between the Special Committee's 1967 and 1688 meetings.
In the course of the consultations, it was observed by some representatives, it
might even be possible to prepare working peapers on controversial guestions or
draft texts accompanied by commentaries. Operative paragraph 5 of the draft

resolution enbodied the views expressed on this matter.

. Completion of work on the item and observance of the twenty-fifth anniversary
ci the United Nations

TO. A number of representatives expressed the hope that if all delegations
continued to adopt a constructive attitude, the Committee would be able to complete
its work on the item within a reasonable pericd of time; they further stated that
the adoption in 1970 of a declaration embodying the codification and pregressive
development of the prineciples of internaticnal law concerning friendly relations
and co-operation among States would be an important contribution to the observance

of the fwenty-fifth anniversary of the United Nations.

IV. VOTING AND STATEMENT BY THE CEATIRMAN CF THE SIXTH COMMITTIER

Tl. At the 1099th meeting, on 17 December 1968, the Committes adopted by
acclamation the fifty-two-Power draft resolution (A/C.6/T.740 and Add.1) (see
paragraph 73 below). Before the adoption of the draft resclution, the Chairman
of the Sixth Committee made the following statement:

"If the Sixth Committee approves this resclution, it is with the
understanding that there iz consensus in this Committee on the following:

"First, the Special Committee should devote itself %o completing the
work on the formulationg of the two principles of non-use of force and
gelf-determination.

"Secondly, if any time is left, it should address itself to other
work relating to other principles.

"Thirdly, the above understanding is wholly without prejudice to the
positiong of any delegations thst have been taken with regard to zny
particular principle concerning friendly relations."
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72. At the same meeting the representatives of Israel, France, Italy and the Union

of Soviet Socialist Republics gave explanations of their votes.

RECCMMENDATION OF TiF SIXTH COMMITTEE

7%. The Sixth Committee recommends to the General Assembly the adoption of the
following draft resoluticn: ‘
Considera.ion of principles of international law concerning friendly

relations and co-operation among States in accordance with the
Charter of the Unifed Nations

The General Assembly,

Recalling its resolutions 1815 (XVII) of 18 December 1562, 1966 (XVIII) of
16 December 1963, 210% (XX) of 20 December 1965, 2181 (XXI) of 12 December 1966
and 2327 (¥XII) of 18 December 1967, which affirm the importance of the

progressive development and codification of the principles of international law
concerning friendly relaticns and co-operation among States,

Recalling further that among the fundamental purpases of the United Nations

are the maintenance of internmational peace and security and the development of
friendly relaticons and co=-operation among States,

Considering that the faithful cbservance of the principles of international
law concerning friendly relations ard co-operation among States in accordance with
the Charter of the United Nations is of paramount importance for the maintenance
of international peace and security and improvement of the international situation,

Considering further that the progressive development and codification of the

principles of international law concerning friendly relaticns and co-operation among
States, so as to secure their more effective application, would promote the
realization of the purposes of the United Nations,

Bearing in mind General Assembly resolution 2131 (XX) of 21 Decerber 1965,

Being convinced of the significance of continuing the effort fto achieve

general agreement in the process of elaboration of the seven principles of
international lzw set forth in General Assembly resolution 1815 (XVII), but
without prejudice tc the applicability of the rules of procedure of the Assembly,
with a view to the adeption of a declaration which would constitute a landmark

in the progressivé development and codification of those principles,
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Having ccnsidered the report of the Special Committee on Principles of

International Law Concerning Friendly Relaticns and Co-opesration emong Sitates,
which met at New York from 2 to 30 September 1968,

1. Takes note of the report of the Special Committee on Principles of
Internationsl Law concerning Friendly Relations and Co-cperation among States;

2. Expresses its appreciation to that Committee for the valuable work it

hag performed;

3. Decides to ask the Special Committee, as reconstituted by General Assembly
resolution 2105 (XX), to meet in 1669 in New York, Geneva or any ovher sulitable
place for which the Secretary-General receives an invitation, in order to continue
and complete its work;

. Reguests the Special Committee, in the light of the debate which took

place in the Sixth Ccmmitiee during the preceding and the present sessions of the
General Assembly arnd in the 196L, 2966, 1C¢AT7 and 1968 sessinas of the Special
Committees, to endeavour to resolve, in the light of General Assembly resolution
2327 (¥XII), all relevant questions relsting to the formulation of the seven
principles, in crder to complete, as far as posgible, its work, and to submit to
the General Assembly at 1ts twenty-Tourth session a comprehengive report;

5. (alls upon the members of the Hpecial Committes to devole their utmost
efforts to ensuring the success of the Specizl Committee's session, in particuler
by undertaking, in the period preceding the session, such consultations and other
preparatory measures as they may gee necessary;

6. Requests the Secretary-General to co-operate with the Specisl Committee
in its task and to provide all the services, documentation and obther fzeilities
necesgsary for ifs work;

T. Decides to include in the provisional sgernda of its tweniy-fourth session
an item entitled "Consideration of the report on principles of internstional law
concerning friendly relaticns and co-operation arong States in zccordance with the

Charter of the United Wations".





