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Mr. Chalrman,

| should |ike to apologize for taking the time of the
Committee to speak twice on this item, but a number of points have
been raised since my earlier statement concerning the resolution
of which my Delegation has the honour to be a co-sponsor, and |
should |ike to comment very briefly on these points.

May | begin by expressing the pleasure of the co-sponsors
of Draft Resolution L,507 at the response which it has received In
this Committee. |If | have understood correctly the statements which

ave been made; the majority have expressed their concurrence with
‘ﬁl and not one delegation has criticized it substantivety. Moreover,
It has been our feeling th~t the level of debate in this Committee,
both with respect to our resolution and the others which have been
tabled, has been conducted on a very high plane and that, if | may
refer for @ moment to the hope expressed in my opening statement,
we have findeed been able tc "avoid contentious palitical issues as
much as possible, while not ianoring political realities” and have
approached this topic "“as |awyers seeking workable solutions to
problems.” Such criticisms as have been made of Resolution L.507
tve, the co-spoﬁsors feel, been offered in a constructive spirit,
d It is In this same spirit that | should |like to attempt to clarify
certain polnts which have been ro'-ed concerning it.
| have in mind principally the comment made by several

speakers that Resolution L.507 is “too narrow”.
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The implication seems to be thst it is essentially e
procedural resolution, proposing only two items for
study, and thet something more should be expected of
the Sixth Committee on this item. It is the view of
the co-sponsors of Dreft Resolution L,507, however, that
it is much more than a2 procedural resolution, and I
should l1like, if I mey, to explain why,

Many delegations have spoken with apoproval of
the preambuler peragrephs of the resolution, and I
do not consider it necessery to recapitulate the thinking
behind the principles and purposes embodied in the pre-
amble, I should, however, like to draw perticuler
attention to operative peragraph 1 of the draft resolution,
This peregreph mekes & clear affirmation that "The rule
of law is essential for the achievement of the purposes
of the United Nations, particulerly the development of
friendly relations and co-operation among states besed
on respect for the principles set forth in the Charter
of Iqual Rights and of the sovereign equality of all
member states”, Such an affirmation es the first and
most important operative paragreph in the resolution can
hardly be termed "too narrow”, It is, I would suggest,
of itself of sufficient important almost to iustify the
passage of the resolution, Such an affirmation by the
General Assembly is not me ely timely end appropriate, it
is, inthe view of the co-sponsors, of paramount importance,
Drawing attention, as it does, to the need for the nations
of the world to turn to the rule of law a2s the path of
peace, it represents something which we, a® lawyers re-
presenting our respective governments in this legal eom-

mittee, might well take home with some price,
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Certainly this long overdue affirmation is one which none of us
can in conscience oppose. Rather, |t should merit cur full
support, since it could conceivably represent the beginning of
a new approach to international affdairs., It is, | wou}d suggest,
our duty as lawyers to ~ttempt to provide the initial Impetus for
such a development. |f | may advert to the statement of the
distinguished representative of Turkey, |law was not given its
proper pre-eminent place in the thinking behind the Charter of the
United Nations, and it is incumbent upon the Legal Committee of
the United Nations to attempt to rectify this situation. As one
distinguisned representative said, “Power without |aw is madness’,
Many delegations including those of Austria, Algeria, Chile, Great
Britain, Greece, lran, lreland, lMali, Sweden and the United States
have spoken in support of the concept of the rule of |aw amongst
nations. Let us emphasize this concept in any resolution which

we pass.

Turning to the second operative paragraph of Resolution

L.507, this paragraph makes a clear~cut affirmation th~t, ”"The
Charter is the fundamental statement of principles of international
law governing friendly relations »nd co-operation among states,
notably the obligation to respect the territorial integrity and
political independence of states and of the obligation to settle
disputes by peaceful means”. Can this affirmation be described as

narrow? This is not a minor point to be made en passant, or found

buried in preambles which may or may not be consistent with such a

conc+pt, Not one delegation has disagreed with the premlse that the

Charter is the fundamental statement of principles of Jnternational
|law governing friendly relations and co-operation ~mong states.

On the contrary, nearly every delegation has stressed tis point

in their statements on this item,
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and the many statements making the very point strescsed in

. operative paragraph 2 attest to its importance and its

validity, This cardinal point is one which, in the view
of the co-sponsors of L.507, should be affirmed cleerly
by the General Assembly.

The sug-estion that a resolufion containing affirmations
as important as those contained in operative paragraohs 1 and
2 of Mraft Resolution L.507 is too narrow is not, with due
respect, acceptable to the co-sponsors of L,507,

I should 1like to turn now to operative paragraphs 3,
b, 5 and 6 (?) of the resolution, These paragraphs might
fairly be termed as essentially procedural. Even here,
however, the co-snonsors of Resolution L,507 do not consider
that the concrete action being proposed can fairly be described
as "too narrow", Firstly, as has been made clear by the
co-soonsors, the two fopits proposed for study are not
intended as the only two to be so studied., The way is clearly
left open for discussion and study of further topics,
and indecd further topics are welcomed., Moreover, we should
not lose sight of the fact thet the topics proposed as the
first to be studied have been selected with some considerable
care with a view to their importance to the newer nations
of the world and their relevance to the item on the agenda,
Each of the topics proposed is in itself a very broad one,
and each lends itself to a serious and comprehensive study

by this Committee., Taken together, these two

see 5
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principles micht indeed be described, as some have suggested,
as the two most important principles underlying friendly
relations and co~oper~tion among states in accordance with the
Charter., |t is not, of course, necessary to go so far in
deciding th=t they are worthy of serious study by the United
Nations on a priority basis.

| hope my foregoing comments have to some extent
dispelled the notion that Resclution L.507 is “a narrow one”,
There is, however, another matter which has been raised by some
delegation on which there may be some misunderstanding, n~mely
the nature of the topic of the obligation to settle disputes by
peaceful means. |t has been suggested, and richtly, thot some
of the co~sponsors see in this topic the possibility of broadening
the acceptance of the International Court of Justice. This is, of
course, cne aspect of the general cuestion of the peaceful settle-
ment of disputes which could hardly be ruled out from any se-lous
discussion of the general topic. | should like, if | may;
however, to ruote again from the statement | made on the opentng
day of our debate on this item, in order to emphasize a point |
then made:

71 should point out at this stage, however, that it is
not the intention of the co~sponsors that the studies and
discussion of the peaceful settlement of disputes be confined to
the machinery et the International Court ef Justice. On the
contrary, it is our hope that we will be able to exp~nd upon and
further develep the prcgadures outlined in Article 33 of the
Charter of negotiation, inwuiry, mediation, conciliation, arbi-

tration, judicial settlement, resort
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to regional agencies or arrangements, or other peaceful

means of the choice of member states of the United Nations,

It is our further hone and intention that the discussions

of this question, which in our view has considerable substantive
content, will not be confined to its vprocedural aspects."

It is clear from the statements made on this item
that while many delegations share the views of my Government
that the International Court should be permitted to play an
increasingly important role in the peaceful settlement of
disvutes, other delegations prefer to stress other means of
peaceful settlement of disputes., This would seem to be fully
in accord with Article 33 of the Charter, which explicitly
provides that the means of neaceful =zettlement are open to
the choice of the member states of the United Nations, It
could hardly be otherwise, when, as has been pointed out
by many distinguished delegates, the United Nations is founded
upon the principle of sovereign equality of nations. Some
member states may prefer negotiation, some may prefer inquiry
followed by negotiation, some may prefer mediation, some

conciliation, others arbitration, still others judicial

settlement, and others resort to regional agencies or arrangements,

What is proposed by the co-sponsors of L.507, is that an
examination be made of the whole complex of procedures open

to member states to settle their disputes peacefully, with

a view to enhancine and further develovning these procedures,

and, perhaps, of developing new ones, such as the fact-finding
function often carried out by the United Vations, and as nroposed
by the distinguished representative of the Vetherlands,

I wish to make it quite clear, however, so that there
should be no doubt in anyone's mind on this issue, where the
preference of my Government lies, I am not now speaking in my
capacity as co-sponsor of Resolution L,507, and it may be that

other co-sponsors and other supporters or potential supporters
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of L.507, may have different views. A keief analysis of the |ist
of these countries which have asocepted the Court’s Jurisdiction,
and those which have not, suffices to show the diversity of views
on this cuestion. Speckina, however, as the representative of my
Government rather than in my capacity as co-sponsor of Resolution
L.507, | should Iike to make clear that my Government attaches very
great Importance to the need to further develop and expand the
process of judicial settlement of disputes between nations.

There is one further matter on which there may have been
a certain amount of confusion, namely, the general cuestion of a
compromise resolution. It will be recalled that in my opening
statement | said, speaking on behalf of the co-sponsors of draft
resolution L.507, that “we have not considered that our approach is
the only one which can be followed on this topic. Our hope is
indeed that the co-sponsors of resnlutions embodying other
approaches will be able to agree with us that ours is not anta-
gonistic to theirs, nor'theirs incompatible with ours”., | should
|ike to make clear that this remains the view of my Delegation
and of the co~sponsors of L.507.

At a later point in my statement, however, | said also,
| do not propose to comment in detail on other resolutionS..a.sa
before their sponsors have had an opportunity to present them. |
should say frankly, however, that it is our view that the more
fruitful approach, in the light of the history of past attempts to
produce general statements of principles coverning relations between
countries, would be for the Sixth Committee to commence upon an
empirically-based study of specific areas of the |aw in need of
development and codiflcation. It is, of course, for this reason
that we have embodied the latter approach |n draft resolution L.507".

In the light of the more than three weeks debate on this
item, we remain of that view, Indeed, the trend of debate has
confirmed us in this view. Nevertheless, the co-sponsors of draft
resolution L.507 recognize the weight and validity of the many

expressions of views suggesting that efforts be made fer sume
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form of compromise to be reached., | should; perhaps, make clear
that the co-sponsors of L.507 do not consider that draft reso-
lution L.509 represents such a compromise, althouch it was
introduced as such, and has been referred to by several dele-
gations In that fashion, Like resolution L.505, it embodies the
declaration approach rather than the study of specifics #s proposed
In L.507.

The essential point in issue, as we see it, appears to
be the ~uestion of whether a resolution embodies the general
rather than the specific approach would re-affirm relevant Charter
principles or would attempt to do something rather more than or
different fromlthat. The members of this Committee are, | think,
entitled to knew that the co-sponsors of resolution L.507 have
been in touch with the co-sponsors of resolution L.509 and have
offered certain suggestions. It may be that during the debate
on the resolution, some progress can be made towards a compromise,

Certainly, the co~sponsors cf draft resolution L.507 remain open
to suggestions of possible bases of cexeral agreement on this
cuestion. We see no objection, for instance, to two resolutions
belng passed by this Commjttee, should this prove necessary.

| trust that the forecoing explanations will clear up
certain misconceptions which may have ~risen concerning the nature
and extent of the proposals embodied in resolution L.507, and the
intent of its co-sponsors., May | conclude by saying that it is
our earnest hope that resolution L.507 will receive the support
of all delegations, whatever else may be decided on outside the

terms of reference of that resolution.
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