
lead the Sixth Cammittee ta being at Cross-purposes with the work of theInternational Law Commission; finally, with ail due respect, others areperhaps false problems, which appear ta stem from semantic distinctions.
...In stressing in Working Paper A/C.6/L.531 that coexistence Îsflot the subject before this Committee, this Delegatian, for its part, haswanted ta restate its conviction that friendly relations among states iS amuch broader theme. One must be extremeîy careful ta avoid distorting thelanguage cf the Charter where it refers ta friendly relations among nationis,The Charter is based on the fundamental principle cf the sovereign equalityaf ail its members and seeks ta harmonize difference while accepting the o

diversity and camplexity cf relations between states, whether neighbeurilgofar apart. This appreach is clearîy incompatible with a uniîateraîîy-heldconcept cf a world divided into twa rival secie-economic systems. Such a vecannet be superimposed upen the Charter without doing violence ta it s fundaffe'lprinciples. Indeed, the promotion cf any special viewpeint net gene-rally held ~member states is by definitien inapprepriate as a target for International 0o-eperation Year.

In this connectins we neted the frank statement made in~ the Generale
Assembly recentîy by His Excellency the President of Yugoslavja, whe viewledtf
codification cf the princîples of co-existence as an essentîally politicalrather than a legal exercîse.

The debate thus far has indicated that many shades cf opinion exist
on bath substance and pracedure. It rests wîth this Commîttee te reconcile
these cnflictin.g views and ta bridge these differences. A geod start in thidirection was made two years ago when agreement was reached on the gefleral
ta be studied, i.e, frlendîy relations and Co-operation ameng states in acCOrwith the Charter. A further impor tant step was taken last year, when grieý
was reached on the general procedure te be feîîewed, i.e. te begin studying thfour princîples cf non-use cf force, peaceful settlement cf disputes, severe 9ýequaîîty of states, and non-intervention.

Within this framework, this Delegation feels that it may advaflce Or'
support, at this or anather session, wlthaut, it hopes, being branded as
ubstructionist, such proposais as were outlined, e.g. by the Delegation Of tý1
Netherîands, toward a draft resalution, and by the Mexican and other Latinl
American deîegations, taward draft conventions, with reference te the secod
sub-item cf aur agenda, the peaceful settlement ef disputes.

... Let us hope that the Cemmittee will see its way clear ta Pro ceediAl
immedîately with the task before it, namely the detailed Consideration cf thSub-items, witheut taking up much more time on pracedure. In formulatit1g el
wish, we cannot, of course, close aur eyes te the intrinsic diffîculties of 'e
Proc-edure and treatment which are invoîved awing te the importance and ~gef the subject matter.

The task of this Cammittee is difficul enough in cases where the
Committee deals with draft instruments er recommendations carefuîîy develOPed t
the International Law Commission after much study and discussion and relatinq
sPecific and well-defined areas of the law. It becomes a much more diffiCult
endeavour when the subj ect matter of the study censists in the very princiPle5governing the fundamental rights and duties of states.

Fortunàtely, however, the task cf the Committee is simplifîed bYth n
existence cf the Charter cf the United Nations, itself the fundamental st3tooee
of Princîples cf international law, Drovidîng both a guide and an anchor for 1pa
Commîttee's studies. For this reason, we think that this study can be bein itseîf and might achieve some beneficial resuits.

While the Committee as a whole, as severai delegations have aireadlh
started deing, embarks upan the detaiîed consideration of the substance of e3vtopic, a steering committee or an ad ho ru might, for the remainder Of
session, help iren out precedural 'difficulties. Whatever ether accessory
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