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There weould be nothing to object to in the above two
steps 1f thcy were nct marrcd by the possibility of the use
of tiic right of vcto by any one of the permanent members.
This right of veto appears to create o fecling of uneasiness
in certaln quarters. The small countries are not unaware
of the necessity or unmindful of the importance of maintalning
the solidarity of the "Big Threc¢" powers, which 1s in the
last resort thoe greatest gucranty of peace.

It is in that spirit that thcy will no doubt sacrifice
thelr lcgal scruples In respect of the application of sanc-
tions to the supericr interests of peace, and wlll be prcpared
in that conncection to bo resigned to--if ncot applaud--the
exorcisc of thg)right of veto by the permanent nembers.

It will be nore difficult for the small countries to
acqulesce in the use of the voto by any one of the permanent
meribers In respect of the determination of the existence of
¢ threat to the peacc, or of any act of aggression.

This 1s a point on which the small countries will fecl
very strongly for recsons connccted with the principles of
intcernational justice and morality.

They would bear with greater fortitude their disappoint-
rnients and tribulaticns resulting from thc non-application of
sanctions 1n consequcnce of the use of the right of veto, 1If
at lcast the Sccurity Council could deternine the existence
of agpgression ond, implicltly, of the aggressor.

Is it not too nmuch to ask a small country, victim of
aggression, to forcgo the moral and legal satisfaction of

knowing what is right and what 1s wrong, and who 1s the wrong-
door and whc 1s the victim?

Let no once think the small countrics' earncest desire
in this connccticen is an unprofitable ond purposcloss clcin,
There is o very groat deoal in it which is of interest alsc
te tho pgreat powers and would ultimately serve the best
Interests of peace. In this connection, less confusion and
groater clarity arc nccessary, and they would have a restrain-
ing ceffect on the potential aggressor.

We venturc to suggest a fow alterncative romedies to these
adrawbacks. The best course to take would be that the permanent
ricribers should, of thelr own accerd, relinqulsh their right
of vete in the dotermination of the oxisteonco of a breach of
noace or of an act of agpression. This would make 1t possible

for the Ccuneil "de dirc le drolt", a fundamental clement of
any cherter of sccurity worthy of that name.
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