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CONCLUSION COF A TTORLD TREATY ON THE NON.-USE OF
FORCE TN INTERMATTONAL RELATTONS

Letter dated 2 June 1977 from the Permanent Representative

of Huqﬂarr r to the Unitad Natwoqs _addressed to _the
Secretary-General

Uith reference to General Assembly resolution 31/9 of 8 November 1976, T have
the nonour o transmit herewith the text of a letter addressed to you by the
tinister for Foreign Affaivs of the Hunparisn Peonle’s Republic regarding the
puestion of the conclusion of a world treaty on the non-use of force in international
relaticons.

T should be grateful if vou would circulate that letter as an official document

of the General Asgembly under item 37 of the vreliminary list.

(8igned) Imre HOLLAI
Permanent Representative of Hungary
to the United Nations
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Letter dated 13 may 19?( from the Minister for rore1ﬁn

Affalrs of Hunvdrv to tpe uecreturymGeneral

The Government of the Hungsrian Peopleis Republic attaches great siznificance
oy sters likely to strengtheﬁ international peace and security, normalize
wwer-State relstions and increase confidence amons peoples and Governments in
Turtherance of the practical implementation of the principle of peaceflful
coexistence.

The vproposal put forward by the Govermment of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics at the thirty~first session of the General Assembly for the conclusicn of
a world treaty on the non-use of force in internaticnal relaticns represents a new
and important step in this dirvection. Conclusion of a world treaty prohibiting the
use of force in internaticnual relstions would create favourable condéitions for a
furirer reduction of the threat of global or local war, for the strengthening of
international détente end the consclidation of world pesce, while promoting
co-~operation among States and the realizstion of general and comvlete disarmazient.

The principls of the non-use of force. which is contained in the United Nations
Charter in gererally recognized terms. has in recent years been reaffirmed and
Jeveloped further by ssveral internaticnal documents and thus become a universally
accepted prineiple of internaticnal law. It recesives great emphasis in the
Leclaration on Principles of International Law concerning Friendly Relations and
Co-oneration among States in accordance with the Charter of the United MNations
(resolution 2625 {Xv‘)_ adopted by the General Agsembly at its twenty-fifth
Led51onk and in Assembly resclutions 2035 {XHVIT) of 29 November 1972 and
331h {XUT¥) of 1L December 19Th the latter on the definition of agpression, The
States sipnatory to the Final Act of the Conference on Security and Co-operationm in
Rurope have expressed theilr conviction of the need to make renunciation of the use
or threat of force an effective law of internationsal life. TImplerentation and
increased effectiveness of the principle of the non-use of force have been greatly
enhanced by the conclusion in recent years of bilateral and multilateral
international agrzements seeking to strengthen lasting peace and international
security and to curb the armaments race.

In pursuence of the relevant provigiong of the United Nations Charter, the
Soviet Graft Treaty invites all States of the world strictly to abide by the
vrinciple of the non-use of force or the threat of force in their mutual relations
and it links such undertaking with the principles of internaticnal law governing the
peaceful settlement of dizputes and disarmament.

Censequent obgervance of the princinle of the non-use of force should be
regarded as an important instrument for wipine out the possibility of wars and armed
conflicts. The local wars since the Second World War and the danger of new
irternational conflicts reguire continued efforts to curbk the arms race and to
deepen détente and make it irreversible.
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As the vrincinle of the non--use of force nrevails conly in the international
relations of States, 1t raises no obstacle to national liberation movements.
Concluzion of & world treaty would therefore prejudice in no way the right of
eoionial neoples and veonies in devendent status to the struzgsle for self-
determination. Slﬂilaflf 1t would not »nreclude recourse to individual or
collective self .defen nor would it affect the other rights and obligations of
States under the Un 1ted Nat701q Charter snd treaties and agreenents concluded by
then earlier (article IIT).

Certain greskers in the debate of the thirty. first session of the General
Assembly tried to advance legal arguments against the draft Tresty. In considering
the legal aspects of the guestion one should proceed prinarily from the fact that
conclusion of & world tresty would be of peliticel significance in the first place;
therefore an sbstract legal approach to the treaty and its isclation from the
general internstional context may lead to false conclusions.

The opponents of the draft Treaty arcue that the draft does not but relterate,
winile failing to increzss . the cbhlirations under the Charter and therefore they see
no reason for concluding a treaty On the other hand. they claim that the draft
eribodies only part of the Charter's »rovisions, taking them out of their context,
and thus derogates the remainin~ provisions of the Charter.

SJuch arpurente disreserd the practice of 31 years carried on by the United
Mations, under Article 13 of the Charter. in the field of the progressive
develonment and codification of international law. The principles embodied in the
Charter have served as a basis for the conclusion of numercous internatiocnal treatles
and sgreements in several filelds, such as disarmesment, human rights and in particular
the maintenance of international peace and security. The General Assembly
resolutions and international tresties relstiang to certain provisions of the
Charter have not vitiated the lemal force of the Charter at all but, guite tae
contrary, have played an outstandine role - politieal, moral and lezal alike - in
increasing the effectiveness of the nrovisions of the Charter and in transiating
thenr into reality and have, cn the whole, served to enhance the role of the
United Waticne.

The necessity snd timeliness of concluding a world treaty are underscored
especially by article T, varasraph 1. and article IV of the draft. vhich provide
that the Contractias Parties “shall ... refrain from the use of armed forces
involving any tvnes of weapons, including nuclear or other types of weapons of mass
destruction. on land, on the sea, in the zir or in outer space, and shall not
threaten such use” and that they “shall make all vossible efforts to implement
effective measures for lessening military confrontation and for disarmament which
would constitute steps towards the achievement of the ultimate goal -~ general and
complete disarmanent under sirict and effective internstional control”

The use it war of nuclear aznd other types of weapons of mass destruction poses
danzers not only for the belligerent parties but also for all States and peoples.
Inecreasing the efficiency of the principle of the non-use of force is therefere
clogely linked with the zolution of the most pressine issue of our age, that of
halting the arms race and achieving disarmanent.
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Az rezords universal observance of the provigicons of a world treaty, so
delegations have ccntended thet the draft contzins no vrovision to ueest violaticns
of the cbligations under the treaty. Such a function. however  can be well
performed by the Security Council of the Uaited Vations . which is

nowers to take appropriate actioneg arainst States violating int

ot

In view of the foregoing. a world tresty cannot be regerded either as an
amendment to the United Nationg Charter or, as is claimed by some critics of the
draft, a mere duplication of the velevant provisions of the Charter. Codificaztion
of the vprinciple of the non-use of force - a princinle that has always been
recognized as jus cogens ~ in a comprehensive multilateral treaty could also by
legal ueans promote a nore effective anplication of this nrirceivle., the curbing of

the arms race and the realization of generszl and complete disarmament.

The Govermment of the [lngarizn Pecple’s Revublic, guided by these political
and legal considerations, is in suwmport of the draft Treaty nresented by the
Government of the Union of Soviet Bocialist Republice and holds that its signing
and ratification by a considerable nurber of States would serve to maks
renunciation of the use or threat of force = more clearly defined lesal oblization
of States.

) Frigves PUJA
Hinister for Foreign Affairs




