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AGENDA ITEM 33

\OMPREEENSIVE REVIEW CF THE WHOLE QUESTION OF PEACE-KEEPING OPERATIONS IN ALL
REPORT OF THE SPECIAL POLITICAL COMMITTEE (1/6603) (continued)

QEIR ASPECTS:

The PRLDIDENT As decided by the Assembly this morning, we shall now

Consider the report (A.660%)

of the Special Political Committee on agenda item 33,

thCerning the ccmprehensive review of the whole gquestion of peace-keeping

é?ations in all their aspects,

Mr. Gofii Demarchi (Argentlna) Rapporteur of the Special Political

99@&2&2§?~ presented the report of that Committee (A/C6OB) and then spoke

Mr. GONI DeMARCHI (Argentina), Rapporteur of the Special Political

ommittee {interpretation from Spanish): At this stage in our debates, it
3

: unnecessary for me to go into great detail cn the report dealing with

compr i revi of' i
omprehensive review Of the whole question of peace-keeping operations

in all their aspects: report of the Special Political Committee; report of

,he>5pe01al Committee on Deace-Keeplng Cperations.

‘ However, L should like to say that this is one of the mest
, dm ortant of the items that the General Assembly referred to the Special
In the ccurse of the discussien, a number

A/660§

5ix ;
draft resolutions and a number Of amendments were formally submitted.

lltlcal Committee for discussion.

'f Suggest ons. a O 88,418 were E(ie as t)e = I he epnolx
.
= ) Ylflv_/ seen r _3 ]

DéS“ite . .
B the fact that the points of view and positions were divergent, the numeer

o jdr
’ aft resolutions attests to the importance that delegations attach

Vthls i
crucial question. However, not all the documents I have menticned

Vre VO
‘ ted upon in the Special Political Ccmmittee. &8s a final result of the

Aera v
b tions, the Special Political Cemmittee adopted three draft resolutions

which a d ) +
L are containe 3 ey Y T 5
in in peyagraph 2 of the report of that Crmmittee.
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(Mr. Gofii Demarchi, Argenti

However, it was not insisted upon that the first of those draft resolutions should
be put to the vote.
It remains for me only to submit the draft resolutions on behalf of the

Special Political Committee, and to recommend their adoption by the General Assemb

The PRESIDENT: The Special Political Committee recommends three draft

resolutions in paragraph 24 of its report (4/6603). The Lssembly has now receive
the following additional proposals under this item: a draft resolution submitted
by several Members which is being distributed as document A/L.SlS; and two
amendments to draft resolution B reconmended by the Special Committee, one
proposed by the delegation of Cyprus in document A/L.512 and the other proposed b
the delegation of Jamaica in document 5/L.513.

I call on the representative of Algeria to introduce the draft resolution

submitted by his delegation and several others.

Mr. BCUATTCURA (Algeria) (interpretation from French): Recent experien

has shown that it was not fruitless to appeal to wisdom and the spirit of
conciliation which have prevailed in this fssembly, and that has been done in a
quasi-traditional manner. The grave crisis that shook the nineteenth session
of the General Assembly could not have been overcome had it unot been for that
spirit of conciliation.

I, Special Committee on Peace-Keeping Cperations was established at that time
Without glossing over the difficulties encountered by that Committee, we must
nevertheless note that its work has, to a large extent, allowed us to clarify

the situation. Indeed, it had the merit of being a meeting ground for the

different points of view during these two past years; it has become an indispensabl

tool in seeking a solution that requires both patience and ingenuity. On that

solution will depend, to a great extent, the future of our Organization, which

compels us to admit that only in a forum in which both the great Powers and the
different political families of the United Nations express themselves can a

common denominator be found between the apparently divergent positions.

- DR/eh &/PV.1499
L T~10
(Mr. Bouattoura, Llgeria)

- Our debates in the Special Political Committee are the best illustration of
that fact.
While we had the right to expect that the discussions would contribute to
bringing the different roints of view togethgr, the way in which they developed 1

unfortunately demonstrated to us that this was not necessarily so; on the contrary
J

" the debate brought to light serious differences of opinion.

The General Assembly is now called upon to take a decision on the texts that

resulted from that atmosphere. Their adoption will obviously crystallize positions

whose direct consequence will be a return to the situation that existed in the last

few yearse. Thus, all the prodigious efforts made during the last two years will be |
almost destroyed. We are convinced that the General Lssembly, whose major concern

is the strengthening of that irreplaceable instrument of international peace and

co-operation, particularly at the present moment in world history, will prevent

" any hasty action.

It was in the light of all those considerations that a group of countries
2

»on behalf of which T have the honour to speak, felt that we should submit a draft

resolution for consideration by the General Assembly. In doing this, our only

concern 1s to avoid any hasty act which, in our opinion, would be prejudicial

to a real solution of the complex problem of peace~keeping operations.
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(Mr . Bouattoura, Algeria)

rtain views expressed 1n the Special Political:

Therefore, We pelieve that ce
nd that, to do SO, more tine 1s

Cormittee warrant & more careful examination 2a

ins a reasonable proposal which would allow:

Our draft regolution conta
ferring the report of the Speciai

required.

us to clarify the situation. 1T provides for re

political Committee on the comprehensive review of the whole guestion of

all their aspects to th
+ later than 30 April 1967 .

the Special Committee on

peace—keeping operations in e fifth special session of Th

General Assembly, which is to be held no

our draft resolution requests

Furthermore,
Peace-Keeping Operations to continue during this period to examine the
whole guestion of peace—keeping operations and to report to the General Assembly

at its fifth special gsession. That Committe
f the compleX problem of peace—keeping operations

effort to arrive at a solution O
ecial session of the General Assembly

onvening of the £ifth sp

ge us to redouble our eff

between now and the ¢
orts to find & solutiony

This brief respite should encoura

which should soon pe forthcoming.

nhis is a draft regolution which deals
pecial Political Committee, my

Since © with the procedure which shoul
£ to the report of the S

pe followed with respec
of the draft resolution that I haves

delegation, along with the other SponsoYs
just submitted, hopes that it will be given priority in the voting.

e must necessarily exert every possible

A/PV.1499
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m}: h B e
The PRESIDENT: The draft resolution in documert A/L.515 has just b
DD AAs CVRT een

throduCed on tehalf of the sponsors by the representative of Al i
o ive lgeria. A£s I

..( 1 d ’)ej, cre ‘] ere L 1rC als ‘ W SeTA 1N E envuvs l)o re [l S56e y
n b . <AL LSO @] AN (_/f\ AIMETL 5 O
f‘ me 24 (R 2 e ARSer b

h >

¢cntaired in documents A/L.512 and A/L.513

MY . £ 2 - ) p

of non-aligned natlons £
g at our meeting on Saturday evening when it proposed th
= - Se e

adgournment of the debate on this item and the postponement of the vote th
i ' on the

. ;:_’.:a‘f.l_ r,‘s - i P .
iy - regoluticons appearing 1n the report of the Specn.al Political Committee
- s s ) - .

~ Our urr (o] ¢ G - . 3
S P p se was to see whe t,her, even at that late Stage it mlght be pOSS ible o
egach agreeme a aral 1 W ¢ he sur | rt O | O ba
bare wmaJority but of the ov ervhelmin jori \ ekl 1 7 | [ F‘[[‘k |
. N g La O i t / ()'l t.} c Iv' g V‘G ’ i
) | Y A wers o s Ass Y
Since h = 13 i t n nas ‘]I).O‘z t
then there have been O.lSCllSSlOl’lS, bu it appears that our aim Y
been d(lhiL«VCd- Agreement on < raft regolutior |9 securing an lU'[)I" esslve
L a d. a . ‘O i O (‘a
. - h bt able Of 5 A i ¢ i i
ma.j Orlty has not been obtained. . |
The delegatio (@] amai & on- oned ations P
g iron f J Mdlca, on behalf Of the :‘I'Oup o1 non alién n i
akes note of t& I W ) £ ee " O’d ed e
: 1 fact that a ne draft resolution has JUS b n intr uc th
. pose O- ‘A hich 1 -t (- m »
ifth o‘pecial sessi I3 | clme 11 A 64 ll_ 136(
b ssion of the General .Ssembly y O be held some © i 1 i
The delega bion of amaica i i i 1 e e e y f e/ |
ote on this dx 't res 1tior e re e herefore ke nt ( (:()—]I
4 afb O O o l‘/\ a Ob i g . d, t " I e bl O a- < i O a
the pOSSibili G that the Asse wi vote T ¥ resc (@)1 ad ( |
\)/ h : A I’n’b . O - O 1 ( .a“—t’ S ) \ i S B a . i
y . n in the

Ilepol L Of. the e i i t,. O e e S t; O t;}la y

'\Illl \/Ote @] t = 4 i e 2 O amaica
= ¢ 38t ¢

vould 1i
Sub_pai;Zia;z ijpzzeoan améndment to draft resolution B, namely to delete
duplication and Overlape%atlve.paragraph 5. This amendment would remove the
resolubion B and draf pping wh%ch appear in the present texts of draft

raft resolution C. The purpose of our amendment is not to

regi Ste " ar y i i W i - Y =
L P 4 e

;duplication whi ist
hich now exists. With the deletion of sub-paragraph (c) the wa
s vay

O be clas f .t]. . . : 1] j f\t ] t' B

and draft
esolution C to do so wit .
: hout violati -1ng
in the Assembly. ing proper voting or other procedures
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i 1i t
The PRESIDENT: Before calling on the next speaker, I should like to

ap e a - p l .
p -

r

B = [ C Yy p -~ PRV R ER - ‘ - :I_l
3, S ayY tl(, .Y l e U.l( S Of (S Y

3 - . ) f ain

irg i i ssions.
as far as possible from engagirgin procedural discu

The ite
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Mr, TARABANOV (Bulgaria) (interpretation from French):

tdvgb’into lengthy discussions of procedure since I feel it would
plaée at this time to do so

I do not wish

be out of
» in view of the fact that the situation i

5 perfectly
c1éar on the present subject.

I would, however, like to explain the position of

mjfaelegation on the matter now under the General,Assembly's discussion.
o On behalf of the delegation of the People's Re
Tbriefly to explain why, if it is put to the vote

‘the draft resolution submitted in document A/SPC

public of Bulgaria, I wish
s our delegation will vote against
/L.130/Rev.k and appearing in the

report of the Special Political Committee as recommendation B,

United Nations.

To this end, my country has given and will co

ntinue to give itg
support to every effort

and to any measure that is aimed at enabling the United
€ role assigned to it by the Charter,
ganizatien may become a more effective instrument for peace,

Nations truly to play th

so that #his
Or, This i1s a position
of principle deriving from the commitments we undertcok &s a Member Organization.

It is also for the fundamental reason that we have always

vigorously opposed é
and continue to oppose certain Powers,

first among them the United States of i

America, which seek to convert the United Nations into an instrument for their ﬁ

imperialist and colonialist policies

» the tragic consequences of which, rarticularly f
» Africa and Iatin America, are constantly evident and result in the worst
. sufferings for the peoples of those countries.

Those same Powers, using all means at their disposal,

aSpirations of peoples to genuine freedom and national inde
take ope Position while at

Position oOpPo

Oppose the hagitimate
pendence and «fficially
the same time acting in contrary fashion, from a

sing the defence of the interests of thoge peoples,
they say they s
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(b. Tarabanov. Bulgaria)

(1x. Tarabanov. Bulgaris

itate to empl jts original meaning, but even, in the light of certain developments within the
Grganization,
only & few days ago, it will be remembered, in an important body of the

force —— officially, of course; on the other hand, they do not hes
vy case, whenever they intervene it is for nas begun to take on a ccmpletely opposite significance

the most brutal means. But in an
ialist interests to the detriment of the

the purpose of defending their own imper
d Nations we were all witnesses to & vote on another resolution which
- b

Unite

accordin
1 yefer to the resolution presented by Creat Britain and adopted by the Security

the question of the situation in Southern Rhodesia, the aim of which

ter life.

ions of peoples to freedom and & bet
he country whose policy is

aspirat
1 T,
g to certain Western Powers, could also be described as "talanced";

There is no need to comment on the fact that t
he present difficulties of our Organization —-— T refer to the

ca —- behind the camouflage of a hypoc

at the root of T
ritical concern Council on

United States of Ameri
he existence of the colonial régime in that country. And having

~ver the effectiveness of the United Nations in the field of peace—keeping, is was to prolong t
t is carrying on & barbarous wWar against a peoplé seen what happened there, can anyone still use the term "eell-balanced" to

the same country whose Governmen

whose only aspiration 1s for self-determination.
United Nations is 2bove al

To increase the effectiveness of the
jal oppression, to Tight resolutely

describe a draft resolution like the one now presented here?

] +o oppose If a draft resolution for the perpetuation of the apartheid régime and

the colonial régime in Southern Thodesia can be presented as a well-balanced

the policy of imperialistaggression and colon
oy respect fcr the Furpcaes and Principles of the Crarter and their implementat draft, why not, then, describe as yell-balanced" the draft resolution
s that are seeking to undermine the foundations of the submitted by Canada and certain other countries, a draft which is going to

Those delegation
undermine all the work of the United Nations? One wonders why not.

R T R RRRIR R o

1 the delegation of the United States and those Others

Charter -- and above al
According to the Charter, 1t is the Security Council alone that may deal

ready to give

other, have indicated that they are
with operations for the maintenance of peace. That is one of the basic principles

which, for one reason or an
their support to the Canadian
grave responsiblity they are takin

The idea that the effectiveness O

realize the

text —-- should bring themselves to
of the Charter and one of the best of the principles in that document. But the

g upon themselves.
£ the United Netions can

tion must be rejected, for the trag

be strengthened Security Council has never imposed an intolerable burden on the small countries
L e °

edieg

a ] o s s .
has never taken a single decision detrimental to the interests of the various

by infringing the Charter of the Crganiza
e and the Congo have dissipated all illusions in that regard. peoples, particularly those struggling for their freedom and those of the newl

' y
eal with the report submitted

of Kore
independent countries of Africa, Asia and [atin america.

The General

Assembly is riowW called upon to d
If in the past unjust decisionshave been taken, they were taken, and the

solution dealing with the

jcal Committee, and with a draft re

perations in all their aspects.

by the Special Polit
sub : .
sequent operations were carried out, in violation of the Charter and following

This draft resolution ik

so-called peace-keeping O
deci
cisions of the General Assembly; that is to say, they were taken in the name

lem we are

nts the futureé

t offering any solution to the prob

has one main feature: withou
of a - < s
so-called majority, but always, as the .mbassador of France correctly

of the Charter it nevertheless pol

. indi .
evitably to & icated the other day, in the interest of & single country or group of countries.

discussing within the framework
matter along a rath leading in

work of the United Nations in this

new crisis for the Organization.
The draft resolution was submitted to th
are not, however, 1inv

e Special Political Committee by
certain small countries that olved in a policy that would

ection and disintegration of the Uni
s represent 2 time-bomb

1ead to the destru ted Nations. But the

araft resolution as 2 whole and its component At

on of the United Nations.

Certain speakers, in defending this draft, have tried to repre

placed at the very foundati
gsent it as

nyell-balanced". That term, nyell-talanced”, not only has by this time lost
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(Mr. Tarabanov, Bulgar

In expressing its opposition to the Canadian draft resolution, the delegati
of the People's Republic of Bulgaria must denounce any attempt at placing
responsibilities on the CGeneral Assembly which are within the exclusive purview
of the S=curity Council. ‘

Tn he course of the debate, the Bulgarian.delegation has made known its
point of view on the question of the authorization, control, conduct and finanec
of future peace=keeping operations. That position is based on the clear-cut
division of competence as between the Security Council and the General Assembly
and we base ourselves primarily on Article 11, paragraph 2 of the Charter, whic
provides that:

"Any such question" -— that is, one which touches on international peace

and security -~ 'on which action is necessary shall be referred to the

Security Council by the General Assembly either before or after discussion

A1l decisions which might be in contradiction with provisions of the Chart{
as is the case of the Canadian draft, would be illegal. The People's Republic 6
Bulgaria, like other countries have which already stated their positions, could;
never recognize such a decision, which would be contrary to the stipulations o
the Charter. |

On the other hand, the delegation of the People's Republic of Bulgaria is
ready to support any draft resolution which would be in keeping with the Chart
and of such nature as to increase the effectiveness of our Organization in the :
maintenance of peace, pursuant to the principles of the Charter. This applies t
the draft resolution submitted by Jamaica, which appears in the report of the
Special Political Committee under recommendation C.

It would be in the interest of our Organization to adopt a formula which
would permit us, 1in an atmosphere of calm and quiet, to seek a solution capablé

of strengthening the effectiveness of the United Nations in maintaining peace

while still respecting the terms of the Charter.

The Bulgarian delegation invites those delegations which truly think theyv
arrive at a better solution by violating the Charter to weigh carefully the '
consequences of such a stand. The Bulgarian delegation, like many others, expr
the hope that the United Nations will be able to overcome the difficulties pres
besetting 1it.

at A,FV.1499
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(Mr. Tarabanov, Bulgaria)

& There is no doubt that, to a large extent, the future of our Organization
will depend on the declsion we shall adopt. That is why we believe that the
aft resolution (4/L.515) just submitted by a certain number of countries,
1eluding Afghanistan, which would refer the report of the Special Political
mmittee on the comprehensive review of the whole question of peace-keeping
erations in all their aspects to the fifth special session of the General

As embly, to be held not later than 30 April 1967, is one which deserves our
! pport. We consider that that would be a wise decision on the part of the
Asgembly since it would allow all delegations to specify their positions and
ane again weigh all the responsibilities that they would have to shoulder by
voting on draft resolutions that were not sufficiently prepared and which ran
counter to the Charter of the United Nations.

It is for those reasons that we shall vote in favour of this draft resolution

The PRESIDENT:

' With the consent of the representative of Guinea, who is
néext on my list, I shall call on the representative of Cyprus to intrcduce the

amendment presented by his delegation.
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My, ROSSIDES (Cyprus): On Saturday, listening to the debate on this

question of peace—keeping operations, I was very much impressed by what the
representatives of the Soviet Union and France had said.
ations if what has become known

They put forward the -

view that a crisis might result in the United N

adian draft resolution —- that is draft resclution B now recommended b&

tee (A/660%) -- were to be adopted by the General Assembly

were called flagrant violations of the Charter and

as the Can
the Special Commit

Hecause it contained what

amendments to the Charter through a draft resolution which was in fact illegal

as it was put forward. That was the view put forward by both the representativé

and the representative of the Soviet Union.

those staterents we found that the really objectionable part of
ral Assemb

of France
Looking at
question was paragraph I, under which the Gene

the draft resolution in
:ted Nations information:

concerning the kinds of military or

be in a position to provide, if they so decided, in response to a request

pate in a duly authorized United Nations peace

resentative of France has said that operative paragraph

partici _keeping operation'.

I see that the rep

of the draft resolution goes beyond the competence of the General Assembly when

it invites —— and I emphasize the word "invites"
Also, the representative of the Soviet

te to the United Nation

—— Member States to make kAcwny

to the United Nations "..., and so on.
Union says that a provision that States should communica
they might be

the types of personnel and equipment, as well as services which
in a position to provide in response to a request to participate is contrary to-

Charter, and that that is quite clearly a prerogative of the Securilty Council.
I have not found any other gpecifi
Hence, as the draft
Special Political Committee,
uty to bring to the notice of this

t compatible

¢ mention in either statement with regard
resolution in question was adopte

to this draft resolution.
and probably would b€

by a sizeable majority in the

adopted here, T therefore thought it my d

Assembly that there could be an amendment to it which would make 1

with the Charter in the view of everyone.

Therefore, 1 propose the amendments contained in document A/L.512, which
provide as follows: that the invitation to the Member States, instead of being
issued by the General Assembly, which is objected to by the Soviet Union, Franc

should be issued by the Security Council in accordancé

and other Member States,

A/PV.1499
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(Mr. Rossides. Cyprus)

the statements I have referred to. To this end, the amendments propose

«Paragraph 4 should be deleted from the draft resolution and its provisions
4 in a different way under the recommendation to the Security Council. So

a@;Operative paragraph 5 would become operative paragraph 4 and would read as

ows:
"Recommends to the Security Council::
"(a) That it authorize a study of the means of improving preparations
~ preparations ...", and so on;
"(p) That 1t /that is, the Security Council/ invite Member States"
"to communicate" —- and I would say here, instead of "to the United Nations",
“nmio the Security Council" -- "information concerning the kinds of military or

civil forces or services which they might be in a position to provide, if
’
they so decided, in response to a request to participate in a duly authorized
United Nations peace-keeping operation...".
;;would stop at that point and delete the words "of a non-enforcement nature”
| s
replacing them by the words "py the Security Council'.
I hope this amendm j i
: . 29 . ent takes away all the objectionable parts from the draft
gélutlon in question. I have looked through the draft resolution to see
eﬁher other parts of it violate the Charter, and I found that when it speaks
the General Assembly having
I . .
-"the right to discuss any question relating to the maintenance of
vlnternational peace and security and the right to make recommendations on
any such question",
this i i
,_1s in accordance with the Charter, the only necessary addition being '"in
&Cuprdance with the relevant provisions of the Charter". I make that
amend -
! ‘ment vertally because under the provisicns of the Charter this right
*th |
= e General Assembly to make recommendations is subject to Article 12, which
vid . . . .
es that if the Security Council is exercising its own functions in respect
the di i i
: dispute in question, the General Assembly should not exercise those
unctions,
Th
- erefore I suggest that sub-paragraph (b) of the third paragraph of the
am le =4 *
v should say at the end: "... in accordance with the relevant provisions
£ the Charter".

e s o U T
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H/jam
(Mr. Rossides, Cyprus)

(Mr. Rossides, Cyprus)

The following paragraph provides this: therefore, it is within the provision I think that in this way the draft resoclution would become quite Aiff £
ifferent and

uestion of having adopted a resolution which violates the Charter

of the Charter. It states that:
would never

" .if the 3ecurity Council is unable to adopt decisions, the General That i1s my interest in coming here -- to prevent the possibilit
St , sibility of a

)

Agsembly, which bears its share of responsibility in the malntenance of golution violating the Charter or suspected of violating the Charter b
LU g gt warter be

| ing adopted
' Ceneral Assembly.

international peace and security, may consider the matter in accordance

with the Charter...” (4/6603, page 16)

This means subject to the provisions of Article 12 of the Charter.

The PRESIDENT: TFor the information of those representatives who were

Therefore, to summarize, I think that, if these amendments were made the rere when I made an appeal for briefer statements at this sta I shoul
g¢<, should like

draft resolution -- whatever the feelings towards it -- at least, would not offend epeat my appeal. The reason for 1t is so obvious to everyone of I
" us here

against the Charter in any way, either in its preamble or in its operative I hope I shall not have to take the time of the Assembly again b
1 i again by reminding

paragraphs. ;eﬁresentatives.
Whether it is good otherwise or not is another matter, but the essential

issue has been that it violates the Charter, and it is our interest, as Members Mr., T.0. Tosumu JOHNSON (Liberia): Vhen my delegati 4
! gatlon agreed to the

journment of the vote on a draft resolution of which

of the United Nations, to see to it that no resolution is adopted which viclates.
WE are co-sponsors, we

the Charter. I think the most effective way to prevent it from violating the 50 because we thought we should give another chance +o the C
: gt e Committee of
Charter would be to amend the relevant paragraephs. There are other views about th

way to deal with this matter, and we fully respect them, but I think the first

step would be to alter the resolution so that there is no guestion of its hiCh is now before this Assembly for ratification I shall 1
* . sha explain my vote

violating the Charter. is draft resolution at a later Stage in this intervention, and I shall
now
Tf a resolution is to be sent to the Special Committee, it would certainly ’

be more constructive if a better resolution were sent, one that did not vielate

the Charter, than if a resolution were to go to the Special Committee which viola ng on this issue, 1s so confusing to me that I really do not know where T
| A < Wi am,
ked myself whether I was in the United Nations or at a political

shere back home,

the Charter or which was suspected of in any way violating the Charter.
meeting

Therefore, my amendments remain as submitted with the difference that instead

1 4 1 3 - t mecurl 1 n C
U, . ﬂ Iv : ons we sa f‘ commun (:a't_,e O the o T f r -~

thl
’ s Assembly is concerned. In short, it puts the cart before the horse
nief concern at this stage

Council®, and we strike out the words "of a non-enforcement nature”, so as

. . . . . 1 . Tt ca 1 . . )
not to have it binding in any way, and acd there United Nations peace-xeeping 1s peace-keeping financing, on which the draft

operation duly authorized by the Security Council” ution is absolutely silent. How can we marshal cuns, armament N
, s » ments, ships,

These are the amendments I would propose to paragraph 4 and the one amendmen and troops without a budget. TIts only contribution, as I t,
’ see 1 is to

ranch
1se in perpetuity 117 Member States which are not permanent member

to the third preambular paragraph which would add the words "in accordance
oe
Curlty Council -- especially the African States,

s of
with the relevant provisions of the Charter" at the end of (b). ,
which have no permanent seat

~oecurity Counecil.

PR R34 i i o o
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Mr. T.0. Do Johnson, Iib:
(e S e L~ldb;7 (Mr. Johnson, Liberia)
The Africans have no bargaining power in the Zecurity Council. Any questig . iﬁ supporting draft resolution B in this report, we are

affecting African interests can be thrown out of the Security Council because { %idus that it does not give us exactly what we desire under draft

African States cannot veto any question that comes before it. This Jamalcan

a resolution for the permanent members of the Security Coun

resolution is Just ~-Three another chance. In essence, it 1s a balanced draft resolution

to enable the power of the entire Crgenization to be kept in the hands of fiv

does not interfere in any way, shape or form with the Security Council.

States Members, and this is the bone of contention. sithin the competence and jurisdiction of the General Assembly to adopt

This draft resolution does not stipulate any deadline for reporting coneclu
to the General Assembly. I weuld go further and say that if it is voted into 1L
it would inhibit progressive action in any other direction for a long time, in ¥

of the fact that States would have to ratify the decision which it provides for

brding. Draft resolution B adheres strictly and incontrovertibly to the

in its mention of Article 43 of the Charter to which operative paragraph 1 refers ter . provisions regarding the functions and powers of the General Assembly.

The draft resolution is in grave error in that it makes no recommendation
the disposition of the Committee of Thirty-Three., If a Committee h&s been
appointed before, one cannot just throw it out, and I think that any resolution

which is introduced must make some mention of that Committee.
I shall quote for the Assembly the relevant paragraphs of the Charter

The third preambular paragraph of this draft resolution is contentious.

Tt creates a problem where none exists in the Charter. If it 1s adopted, 1t ¥ deal with the functions and powers of the General Assembly. I shall

the time to read them so that this may be clear.to everyone. Article 10

sndermine the stapility, the harmony, the dignity and the prestige of our

Organization more than any aetion now before this Assembly, and thus widen the h "Charter states:

seeming disparity between the two important organs of the United Nations. "The General Assembly may discuss any gquestions or any watters within

" the scope of the present Charter or relating to the powers and functions

This draft resolution, with all deference to its sponsors and supporters,
cof any organ provided for in the present Charter, and, except as provided in

Article 12," --

seeks also to minimize the status of the General Assembly and it thereby seeks %

subordinate 117 Members of the United Nations to the whims and caprices of the
" what does Article 12 say? It says that when the Security Council is seized

ive Members of the wWitenagemot. This is contrary to what the founding fathers
T g g
an issue, when it is already discussing such an issue, the General Asgsembly cannot

értake to discuss it. That is the only time when we the Assembly is prohibited

of the United Nations contemplated and intended. In the circumstances, I dimplox

the Members of this Assembly to vote against this draft resolution.

dealing with any question. I continue “o quote from Article 10:

11
ray wake recommendations to the Members of the United Nations or to the

0 make recommendations to the Members, and not only to the Securily Council as

Qf us are inclined to believe --

.
or to both on any such questions or matters.”
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(Mr. Johnson, Liber

Article 11, paragraph L states:
"The powers of the General Assembly set forth in this Article shall no

limit the general scope of Article 10."
Therefore, the General Assembly has the right to discuss any gquesbtion that

core before it , and not only simple questicns. On peace. and security

Article 11 states:

"]. The General Assembly may consider the general principles of
co-operation in the maintenance of international peace and securitysees

We go further and come to the question

Lrticle 1l expressly states:

The General Assembly ray do that.
of financing, which is the crux of this debate.
"Subject to the provisions of Article 12, the General Assembly

pay recommend reasures for the peaceful adjustment of any situation, regardf
of origin, which it deems likely to impair the general welfare or friendly

relations among nations, including situations resulting from a violation of

the provisions of the present Charter setting forth the Purposes and Princip]

of the United Nations."
The Charter is very clear about financing, which has been talked about so

much. Article 17 states:

"1, The General Assembly shall consider and approve the budget of

the Organization.
"2. The expenses of the Organization shall be borne by the Members a
apportioned by the General Assembly' --
rot "by the Security Council," but "by the General Assembly" --
"%, The General Assembly shall consider and approve any financilal
and budgetary arrangements with speclalized agencies referred to 1n
Article 57 and shall examine the administrative budgets of such specialize

agencies with a view to making recommendations to the agencies concerned."”

' performed his last act in the United Nations.

b A/PV.1499
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(Mr. Johnson, Liberia)

I have laboured the point because we are told that we are not supposed to do

jything in the General Assembly. We must go like the sheep of Panurge to the

scirity Council before we can do anything. But the Charter is quite clear on

With regard to any question, even the Security Council is supposed to

Security Coun01l.

neral Assembly to the 8 The issue is quite clear.

I shall not labour this point further, but permit me to say that when a

pecial Political Committee will recall that for the adoption of this draft
resolution our late colleague, the most revered Ambassador Belaunde of Peru

J
For its adoption he made his last

nd most soul-stirring speech. He voted for it and went homre and died.

Nothing will be more pleasing to me -- and to him in his valley of
ver-lasting peace -- than the knowledge that his last sacrificial speech and his
eath have not been in vain. If for no other reason than to give him peace and
atisfaction my delegation will vote for draft resolution B. T implore you to
 honour him by casting an affirmative vote., ITf adopted by the General Assembly
ithis draft resolution may come to be known and referred to with due deference ;s
the ' 'Belaunde resolution" ; in recognition of his unwearying concern for humanity *
&M.the pProbity and morality which were the hallmarks of his unforgettable personal

Hd political life. It should be supported by all who knew him to allay the
| lépleasure of all who see the role of the Security Council as inconsistent
with the democratic powers of our Organization and thereby to strengthen

feasurably the Charter and the principles for which it stands.
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The PRESIDENT: Refore calling on the next speaker, I would remind

representatives that the Assembly has before it the recommendations of the
Special Political Committee and one new draft resolution and two amendments
presented to the plenary meeting- As far as the recommendations of the Spect
Political Committee are concerned, we are at the stage of explanations of '
vote. Of course representatives may make any observations they wish on the
other proposals, but when they speak about the recommendations of the Committe

I hope they will keep in mind that, in accordance with the decision of the

Assembly, statements should te limited to explanations of vote.

Mr, IGNATIEFF (Canada): After the statement by the representative o

Liberia especially, I have no difficulty whatsoever, Mr. President, in followin
your injunction that at this stage there is no need to follow the trail leadin
to red herrings invoked by those who wish to postpone a decision on the draft
resolutions contained in the report of the Special Political Committee. My
remarks will be restricted to the new draft resolution introduced in document
A, T..515.

A decision to give priority to this new draft resolution, in my judgemenﬁ
would represent a substantive action by this Assembly. If such a decision is
taken and if subsequently draft resolution A/L.515 is adopted, then draft
resolutions B and C in the Special Political Committee's report will not come
to a vote at this session. That means that the twenty-first session of the \
General Assembly will end without any substantive step forward in the field .
of peace-keeping. Since we believe, with our co-sponsors, that that would be
regrettable, not only as regards the interests of enhancing the utility and
ability of the United Nations in the field of peace-keeping  but also
as regards the repute of the General Assembly, we shall oppose the move
for pricrity for draft resclution A/L.SlS.

Moreover, we believe that the motion for priority put forward by the spon
of this draft resolution is not in accordance with rule 93 of the rules of
procedure of the General Assembly, which states:

"If two or more proposals relate to the same question, the General

Assembly shall, unless it decides otherwise, vote on the proposals in the

crder in which they have been submitted.”

A/PV.14g9
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(Mr. Tgnatieff, Canada.)

roposals contained in draft resélutions B and C, which remain to be voted
vﬁere introduced some time ago and were reintroduced by the Rapporteur of the
‘,él Political Committee today before the introduction of the procedural
. h contained in document A/L.515, which I believe is really a substantive
pative draft resolution. Therefore I urge that we vote against the latter
proceed to the vote on the report of the Cocmmittee as we should have done

time ago.

Mr. TINCCO (Costa Rica) (interpretation from Spanish): The delegation
Costa Rica is a co-sponsor, with the delegations of Ireland and other
ountries, of the draflt resolution adopted by the Special Political Committee,
bﬁp?,in agreement with the delegation of Ireland and other co-sponsors, we have
askéd that that draft be not voted on at the present session of the Aséembly.

i view of the fact that proposal B submitted by Canada and other countries
,nﬁains the same general principles as those of the proposal of Ireland and
ven other countries, my delegation will vote in favour of draft resolution B
ccmmended by the Special Political Committee and we shall oppose priority
ng granted to the draft resolution submitted to the Assembly today.

The delegation of Costa Rica believes that basically we are arguing here
aboﬁt the powers of the General Assembly and its ccmpetence to deal with

estions relating to the maintenance of peace. In this regard the General

Assembly has already adopted resolutions in previous years reaffirming the functions

’Hich the Assembly was called on to exercise under the Charter, particularly
ticle 1, and today we cannot retrogress without damaging the prestige of our
faﬁization. We believe that the General Assembly, as its primary umission,

t8-called upon to ensure compliance with the United Nations Charter, which in
»Pfeamble affirms that the main object of the Organization is the maintenance
international peace and security.

For those reasons the delegation of Costa Rica will vote in the manner I
Ve indicateqd.

ey ——
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Mr. NQUZA (Democratic Republic of the Congo) (interpretation from
French): Turing my intervention in the Special Political Committee I clearly:

indicated the reasons which led my delegation fo vote in favour of the SO-Call
Trish text and also of the text submitted by the Canadian and other delegatioﬁ
The Irish text having been withdrawn by its authors, we have before us only ‘
the text submitted by the Canadian delegation.

I do not wish to dwell on the reasons justifying our basic position on
this matter. Both in the Committee and in the General Assembly, my delegation
has always upheld the principle of consultation and it has been in favour of
alloving time for delegations to ponder. In the Committee two weeks were allog
Tor consultations, and we know the results. In the General Assembly we agreed
on Saturday that more time should be given to delegations for reflection.

The result of the consultations has been the submission of the short draft
resolution contained in document A/L.515. My delegation has never been consul
directly or indirectly on the preparation of that draft resolution. According
we are most surprised to be confronted with a text said to be from the
non-aligned countries. My delegation has serious doubts about the need to
refer this question again to the Special Committee of thirty-three nations,
which in the past has done its best but has presented us, it must be admitted,
with a record of failure.

The conditions which prevailed then and which explain the state of affair
do not seem to have changed, in the view of my delegation, and consequently
we are more convinced than ever after listening to the debate that is taking
vrlace at this late hour.

Moreover, a session is being convened in April 1967 to discuss the questi
of Bouth West Africa. We run the risk of facing then the same situation as
that confronting us today, and the same arguments might then be used to refer

the question to the following session.

‘the majority does not seem coavincing to my delegaticn;

ids A/PV.1499
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(Mr. Nguza, Democratic Republic of the Congo)

Finally, the argument that we showid avoid resolutions opposed by
“ndeed
qe are rather shocked by such an argument. If we

do;nOt wish the majority to impose its will, I think that the Agsembly will

How, then, could we vote?

"éiinclined to believe with me that it would be even more inadmissible for a
minority, whatever 1t might be, to impose its will on a majority.

My delegation has always been in favour of the principle of negotiation,
but we believe that sufficient time has been allocated to delegations for thet
purpose. Therefore, we shall not be in a position to support the new draft
resolution postponing the exsmination of this question; nor we can we support
the motion for priority to be given to this draft resolution. Our fundamental
position remains the same; we shall vote in favour of the Canadian draft
resolution.

The PRESIDENT: BRefore the Assembly proceeds to vote on the various

proposals, I should like to state that the normal order would be to vote on

draft resolution A, then on draft resolution B, and ﬂfinally on draft

resolution C. Concerning draft resolution B, of course, the amendments

should be voted upon first. A formal request has been made by the representative

.Of Ireland that draft resolution A should not be put to a vote. If there is

no objection to that proposal, I shall take it that it is accepted by the

. fssembly.

It was so decided.

The PRESIDENT: Now I should like to consult the General Assembly on

th 1 . .
& duestion of the priority which has been asked for draft resolution A/L.515

she draft resslutions recommended Ly the Special Political Committee. I have

iade an - 47 4 ) .
an appeal to the Asgembly, and would repeat that appeal. The question is
Ty ¢ . S s \ - . .
CLy clear. Priority has been asked and priority has been opposed. I think
it w »

7oul, e hoat G~ A o 4 i
d be best to proce=d without any procedural discuszion, 2 a vote on

A o
© Question of priority.

e

e
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(The President)

A roll-call vote has been requested on the question of priority, but
I would suggest that, as the Assembly has agreed in previocus cases, it shoulqd
agree now to a recorded vote. The recorded vote will be explained by the

Under-Secretary.

Mr. NARASIMHAN (Under-Secretary for General Assembly Affairs):

If the General Assembly agrees, we can have a recorded vote instead of a
roll-call vote, with no disadvantage as far as the recording of the vote of ea%
delegation is concerned. It will be recalled that, under rule 89 of the ruleé%’
procedure, it is mandatory to callin the usual way the names of
delegations, which answer «nd at the same time press the appropriate buttoas
on their desks. The alternative procedure of a recorded vote can result in
a considerable saving of time without any disadvantage. When the Fresident
asks those in favour, those opposed and those abstaining to signify,
delegations will press the appropriate buttons. The result of the voting
will appear immediately on the boards and the automatic printer will then
produce the tally sheet. After the President has announced the result of the.
vote, copies of the tally sheet can be made avilable to all delegations. '
Further, in accordance with rule 89, the votes of all delegations will appear
in the verbatim and other official records in the English alphawetical order o
the names of Member States.

I should add that I shall wailt for the votes of all dclegations to be
recorded, ard shall check »an this particular pcinut, before the voting mechanis

is Locked.

The PRESIDENT: If there is no objection, the Assembly will proceed

to vote by recorded vote on the motion for priority.

i
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In favour:

A recorded vote was taken.

Afghanistan, Algeria, Botswana, Bulgaria, Burundi,
Beylorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Central African
Republic, Chad, Congo (Brazzaville), Cuba, Czechoslovakia,
Dahomey, Denmark, Finland, France, Gabon, Guinea,
Hungary, India, Indonesia, Jordan, Kuwait, Lebancn,
Libya, Madagascar, Mali, Mauritania, Mongolia, Niger,
Poland, Rcmania, Rwanda, Senegal, Sierra Leone,
Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sudan, Syria, Togo,

Trinidad and Tobago, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Republic,
United Republic of Tanzania, Upper Volta, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zambia

Argentina, fAustralia, Belgium, Canada, Ceylon, Chile,
China, Colcmbia, Congo (Democratic Republic of),

Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, 1 Salvador, Ghana,
Greece, Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, Iran, Ireland,

Israel, Italy, Japan, Liberia, Luxembourg, Malaysia,
Maldive Islands, Malta, Nepal, New Zealand, Nicaragua,
Nigeria, Horway, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Fhilippines,
Thailand, Turkey, United Kingdcm of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America, Uruguay,
Austria, Bolivia, Brazil, Burma, Cambodia, Camercon,

Cyprus, Ethiopia, Guatemala, Irag, Ivory Coast, Jamaica,

Kenya, Laos, Lesotho, Malawi, Mexico, Morocco, Netherlands,

Pakistan, Portugal, Saudi Arabia, South Africa, Sweden,

Tunisia, Uganda, Venezuela

- The motion for priority was adopted by 49 votes to Ll, with 27 abstentions.

XoxcXexskdxoke
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Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Bolivia, B C
The PRESIDENT: In accordance wit.a that decision of the General T ’ ’ ) U, EASEO0n,
— Ceylon, Cyprus, Dahome Ethiopi I Coast
hssembly, we shall proceed to vote on draft resolution A/L.515. Before | YIORs SYRERS, 7 pia, Ivory Coast,
: Jamaica, Kenya, Laos, Lebano L i iby
proceeding to this vote, however, the General Assembly may wish to have a ’ v » Lebanon, Lesotho, Libys, Malta,
Morocco, Netherlands, Ni i i ic
statement on the financial implications. < ’ > Mgeris, Tarsguay, Ssudl frebis,
_ Sweden, Tunisia, U d
I 2m advised that if the special session can accommcdate this additional ’ ) e
The draft resolution was adopted by 56 votes to 36, with 25 abstentions.

item without any extension of the duration originally envisaged, namely,

three weeks, then no additional cost will be involved. For each week of

extension of the session beyond three weeks, an additional expenditure of

$30,000 per week will be entailed.

I now put o the vote draft resolution A/1.515.

A recorded vote was_taken.

In favour:  Afghanistan, Algeria, Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria,

Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, : :

Cambodia, Central African Republic, Chad, Congo

(Brazzaville), Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Finland, ;
France, Gabon, Guatemala, Guinea, Hungary, India,
Indonesia, Irag, Jordan, Kuwait, Madagascar, Mali,
Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Niger, Pakistan,

¥ . Panama, Poland, Portugal, Rcmania, Rwanda, Senegal,

Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, South Africa, Spain,

Sudan, Syria, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey,
L Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet i
Socialist Republics, United Arab Republic, United Repubk i | Bt
of Tanzania, Upper Volta, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia ' ' i1
Argentina, Belgium, Canada, Chile, China, Colombia,

Congo (Democratic Republic of), Costa Rica, Dominican

Against:

Republic, E1 Salvador, Ghana, Greece, Haiti, Honduras,

Iceland, Iran, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Liberia,

S D

Luxembourg, Msiswi, Malaysia, Maldive Islands, Nepal,
New Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway, Peru, FPhilippines,
Thailand, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northernj

Ireland, United States of fmerica, Uruguay, Venezuela
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T (Mr. Richardson, Jamaica)
The PRESIDENT: We shall now proceed to vote on draft resolution C. 4 {{hen the proposal made by the delegation of Algeria was put to the vote, we
Draft resolution C was adopted by 19 votes to 7, with 91 abstentions. tood it to be a proposal that the whole report would be referred to the
lfsession. The Jameica delegation did not agree with it; we did not vote
The PRESIDENT: I call on the representative of India on a point of ‘ ~we abstained. But we do understand the effect of the affirmative vote on
order. ' b5 gérian request for priority to be that the whole report will go to the special
. of the Assembly. Therefore, we did not expect that there would have been a
Mr. MISHRA (India): I am sorry to take the floor at this stage, but ; on draft resolution C at this stage.
evidently the purport of. our draft resolution, which was presented by the : ' This is Jamaica's understanding, and it seems to us that we would be going
representative of Llgeria here, was not very clear. If the Assembly has adopte further in a direction which is undesirable if we voted not merely on draft
as it has now done, the draft rescolution contained in document A/L.BlS, then t'. ’ lution C but on draft resolution B. Jamaica would prefer to accept the
entire report of the Special Political Committee is to be referred to the specia i sloh of the Assembly, however, whatever our view of the decision might be,
session. We cannot vote on one resclution, and withdraw another regclution, an éé Aot record the vote that has been taken on draft resolution C.
vote on a third resolution. Therefore, I would beg of you, Mr. President, to I'do not know what the procedure is in this regard. If the vote has been
consider whether it was necessary to vote on draft resolution C as was done a en;,and it has to be recorded, that is the position. But Jamaica did not expect
little earlier. : th v;te to be taken once we had adopted the priority draft resolution and agréed

yéfer the whole report of the Special Political Committee to another session of

The PRESIDENT: I call on the representative of Carada on a point of} {5sembly .
order.
The PRESIDENT: If there is no other speaker -- and I hope there is none --

’ Mr. IGNATIEFF (Canada): While agreeing with the point made by the 'Elarify the situation. As far as I remember -- and, unfortunately, the

representative of India, since a vote has been taken on one of the draft | rbgtim record is not reedy yet, although [ have asked for it —- the reference in TR
, , resolutions in the report of the Special Political Committee, I would request he flgerian delegation's statement in introducing its draft resolution was only :
i ~; a vote on draft resolution B toat least equalize the situation. ,fegard to draft resolution B. |
% B ‘As the Assembly knows, that may be a point of clarification for the benerit 'f ?
? . The PRESIDENT: T call on the representative of Jamaica on a point o 1 e ﬁnderstanding of the representative of India who said that the purpose was }
E order. lear. It was because of that that I did not put draft resolution B to a vote } E
} ¥ the adoption of the Algerian draft resolution, and did not put to She vote i
E Mr. RICHARDSCN (Jamaica): Tae Jamaica delegation wishes to speak % f the amendments to it. After that, I declared that we could then proceed to i :
; the point of order that has been raised by the representative of India. Jamaica te OQ draft resolution Ce At that time any Member could have raised the question i :
% " position in this matter is well known, but, unfortunately, Jamaica cannot lend ¥as. raised after the vote had been taker. The mere fact that nineteen |
§ vibj its support to a procedure that is likely to go counter to what ve regard as - gations voted in favour, and seven opposed it, while ninety-one abstained, f{ ,

good order. that there was no objection, on the part of any of the Members present and it i

g, to Putting it to a vote. Therefore, 1t is a decision of the LAssembly,

Dby the Assembly. : il
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(The President) A o1

I am in the hands of the Assembly. If I hear no objection, and since I

Mr. ACHKAR (Guinea) (interpretation from French): Wher the draft

. . s r President . .
have declared it adopted as a decision of the Assembly, I shall, as ’ egolution contained in doctment A/1..515, of which my delegation is a co-sponsor was

adhere to that declaration. But if there is any other suggestion, I shall be ; ptroduced, there may have been an error in interpretation. But the draft itzelf

happy to consider it 1f it would meet with the counsent of the Members of the i clear. That draft decides to refer the report of the Special Political

Assembly. ' | ommittee to the special session.
I call on the representative of Guinea. That report must be taken as a whole, including all the draft resolutions
contained in it.
Naturally, my delegation accepts your explanation, Mr. President, but it

dfaws the conclusion that the Assembly as a whole made an error by accepting a

yote on the draft resolution submitted by Jamaica, which my delegation supported.

g The situvation is simple: I believe that the General Assembly should have

the courage to recognize that it made an error, and it should decide that a vote

did not take place on the Jamaican proposal. In short, the Agsembly should state

{hét the vote just carried out was not a normal one, and it should act as though
ét vote had not taken place and the whole of the report of the Ccmmittee

should be transmitted to the Committee of Thirty-Three. T make this as a formal

oticn,

The PRE@EQEQE: The suggestion made by the representative of Guinea

mes under rule 33 of the rules of procedure. That rule reads as follows: ‘ﬁ Wi
! , "When a proposal has been adopted or rejected it may not be reconsidered i
-at the same session unless the General Assembly, by a two-thirds majority of e
the Mewmbers present and voting, so decides. Permission to speak on a motion
| to reconsider shall be accorded only to two speakers opposing the motion,

I
after which it shall pe immediately put to the vote." |
Is there any representative who wishes to speak against the motion? There is

‘Er and I ncw put the motion of the delegatior. of CGuinea to the vote.
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A recorded vote was taken.

Mr. CUEVAS CANCINO (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish):

] . o . . . . The General

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Australia Austria, Belgium, Boliy T .

ottt & > & ’ ’ ? &LHm, Assembly has approved the draft resolution contained in document 4/L.515, which
515,

Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma Burundi, Byelorussiar e . .
o) ’ P g ’ 5 s LY 13 was introduced by the delegation of Algeria; my delegation supported that

Soviet Socialist Republic, Cambodia, Cameroon, Canada, resolution. Therefore, the Special Committee on Peace-keeping Operations i
- : 5 1is

Central African Republic, Ceylon, Chad, Chile, Colombia

equested to continue reviewing the whole question of peace-keeping operations and

Congo (Brazzaville), Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Dahomey, o report to the General Assembly at its fifth special
. ulel ! ecial session.

Denmark, Dominican Republic, 1 Salvador, Ethiopia,

My delegation considers that the work of the Special Committee on Peace-keeping

Finland, France, Gabon Guatemala, Guinea, Haiti, Hondu . oot . )
’ » 5 5 s > Operations, of which my delegation is a member, must be guided alcng the following

Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, Israel, Italy ipes:

Ivory Coast, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Laos, Lebanon First, to examine in detail each of the resolubions approved by the §
’ ' y the BSpecial

Tibya, Luxembourg, Malawi, Maldive Islands, Mali, Political Committee as a very important contribution to help in th lut
: ' ' help in e solution of

Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Horocco, Nepal, Netherlan ohe of the most urgent problems confronting the O s
: : rganization.

New Zealand, WNicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Pakist

Second, to continue, in conformity with resolution 2053 A (XX), the complete

Panama, Paraguay, Peru Poland, Romania, Rwanda, Senegal s derats .
P g > > > > > g consideration and comprehensive review of the whole question of peace-keeping

Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, South Africa, Spain,

operations in all their aspects, and in particular to study: (1) the apportionment

Sudan, Sweden, Syria, Thailand, Togo, Turkey, Uganda, among the Members of the Organization of the expenses of peace-l 1
< peace-keeping operations,

e s v . . o o
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Unlon of Soviet giving due attention to the special responsibilities of the permanent b
. : 1 ent members of

- Socialist Republics, United Arab Republic, United Kingdgl fhe Security Council, to the relatively limited capacity to pay of &l £
' : he countries

of Creat Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic @ those economies are in the process of development, to contribute to def
: 5 ontribute to defraying

Tanzania, United States of fmerica, Upper Volta, Urugu@

fhe < i
_ expenses of such operations, to the need to give special attention to the

Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavis, Zambis. i situation of any Member State or any Member States which are victims of aggressi 1
: sion

Against: Nene. E . . .
g ’dnd to those countries which in any other way participate in the actions of the il

Lbstainineg: China, Congo (Democratic Republic) Costa Rica, Cuba United Nats . ] ]
Abstall > > > > Nations in peace-keeping operations:; (2) to pay special attention to the %

i G'JEJI]B Greece Jar alca; O O, b a \/adagaSCdI 1nstd‘llacl() Services ar ersonne h(h (:]:] he e beZ‘ atce W COY I b (&
h . ey ) ; b2 -

Malaysia, Maelta, Philippines, Saudi Arabia, Tunisia.

vo;untarily in a peace-keeping operation.
The motion was adopted by 97 votes to none, with 15 sbstentions.

I a .
n the same way, the Special Committee also has to study a possible

The FRESIDENT: It is my understanding that as a regult of the adopt Yperations, on

recommendati i ?
= ndation to the Security Council on the ways tc improve the peace-keeping |
the basis of the investigation of the possibilities of signing

of this motion the vote which was previously taken shall not sppesr in the rec

as a resolution adcpted by the Ceneral Assembly. ncil, when the latter requests it, armed forces, assistance and faciliti
> =] - les,

T call on the representative of Meyico in explanation of his vote.
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AGENDA ITEMS 30, 39 AND 91

TNTERNATIONAL CO-OPERATION IN THE PEACEFUL USES OF OUTER SPACE; CONCLUSION OFVA
TNTERNATTONAL TREATY ON PRINCIPLES GOVERNING THE ACTIVITIES OF STATES IN THE

EXPLORATION AND USE OF OUTER SPACE, THE MCON AND OTHER CELESTIAT. BODIES; TREATY
GOVERNING THE EXPLORATION AND USE OF OUTER SPACE, INCLUDING THE MOON AND OTHER:

CELESTIAL BODIES: (continued)

(a) REPORT OF THE FIRST COMMITTEE (A/6621);
(b) REPORT OF THE FIFTH COMMITTEE (a/6627)

Mr. GOLDBERG (United States of America): It is indeed fitting that th

treaty on outer space should come before the General Assemtly as She twenty-fi
session draws to a close, for this extraordinary document provices at the same
momentous finale to the work of this session and a note of progress, co-operatd
and hope from which future sessions may derive inspiration and 1light.

On this historic occasion the United States would like to join the other
nations that have acknowledged a special debt to the Committee on the Peaceful
Uses of Outer Space, to the space and non-space Powers alike, without whose
contributionsthis treaty would never have been possible. T should of course
like to extend our thanks and appreciation to Mr. Waldheim and Mr. Lachs
for their leadership in this great effort.

This is, in every sense of the word, a United Nations treaty, in which allf

Member nations can justly take great pride.
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(Mr. Goldbers, United States)

has been negotiated under the guspices of the Organization and is the fruit
its labours. The Treaty furthers the aims of the Charter by greatly
CdUCing the danger of international conflict and by prcmoting the prospects
international co-operation for the ccmmon interest in the newest realm of
uman activity.
-~ This Treaty is an important step tcwards peace. It takes place in an
jstoric progression: the Antarctic Treaty of 1959, the limited Test Ban Treaty
1963, and now this Treaty.
; We hope and trust that this series of peace-building agreements will continue
pg'grow. Nothing would make the United States happier than if a treaty against
the proliferation of nuclear weapons should soon be added as the fourth compact on
this historic list. Thus, step by step we shall advance the rule of law into
further areas of the relations between States.
| It is with great satisfaction that the United States will vote for draft
Tgsolution II, which commends the Treaty on Cuter Space and expresses the

vépe for the widest possible adherence to this Treaty, a hope we share in full
measure and full confidence.

Mr, FEDORENKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation frem
sian): The Soviet delegation will vote in favour of the draft resolution of
‘e First Committee approving a Treaty governing the exploration and use of outer
SPace, including the mcon and other celestial bodies. This Treaty, which was
yqued on in the Committee. on the Peaceful Uses of Cuter Space and in the. Legal

Sub~C i i i
Ub-Lommittee, is the fruit of the ccllective efforts of many delegations. It

represe - i
Tepresents the substantial effort made by the Soviet Union over many years
3

beéginni : .
-ginning with the launching of the first space satellite in cur country. In

ndertaki 1
aking efforts designed to solve the serious problems confronting humanity

by the e i
e xploration of outer space and in following its consistent efforts to solve

tﬁf Juridical problems posed by outer space, the Soviet Union submitted, as an
ESQZEZ:ZiZ:e:fof the agenda of the twenty-first session of the General Assembly,
= . 1 concluding a treaty on principles governing the activities of

tes in the field of the exploration and use of outer space, including the moon

nd othe i i
T celestial bodies, and submitted a draft treaty under this item.
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(Mr. Fedorenko. USSR)

We note that the broad approach to the definition of the various juridical

norms of outer space activities, which was the basis of the Soviet draft ‘treat:

was approved by a wide margin of agreement in the Committee. We attach great

importance to the fact that there was & wide margin of agreement on the

important Soviet proposal which prohibits the launching into orbit around the

earth of any objects carrying nuclear weapons or any other kinds of weapons

One of the most important provisions is the prohibition ¢

2

of mass destruction.
the use of celestial bodies for warlike purposes.

We should note, however, that despite the important significance of the
agreement on the treaty governing the exploration and use of outer space, we

cannot forget for one moment the fact that the extremely important problem of
of nuclear disarmaments remain unresolve

disarmament and, in the first place,
The Treaty governing the exploration and use of outer space, with all its
importance, cannot, of course, be regarded as a substitute for agreements on
the vital questions of disarmament and on removing the threat of nuclear war.
These most important problems must be resolved immediately.

In referring to this Treaty, we should like to emphasize that we regard i
as a victory of the peace-loving nations against those that would like to use
outer space for military purposes. The Soviet delegation expresses the hope tha
the CGeneral Assembly will unanimously adopt the first world Treaty on the
exploration and use of outer space.

The Soviet delegation will also vote in favour of draft resolution I, whict
calls for the holding of a United Nations Conference on the exploration and
peaceful uses of outer space in Vienna in September 1967. The Soviet Union hasi
for many years favoured the holding of such an international conference, whichﬁ
would draw the balance sheet of the results of the exploration of outer space,
and plan prospectives of future work, including possibilities of the use of
outer space for peaceful purposes. We express the hope that this draft

resolution will also be supported by the General Assembly.

Mr. VINCI (itely): We believe that the year 1966 has been a very gog
year in the field of space research. While United States and Soviet astronau
were establishing new space records and making enormous contributions to humans
knowledge, we at the United Nations have been trying to keep up with the fas

moving front-line spacemen by accelerating the pace of our second line space

activities.
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(Mr._Vinci, Italy)

The results have been rewarding. A decision has been reached to organize

space activities for the benefit of mankind. The Committee on the Peaceful

= of Outer Space has elaborated new proposals and ways to irncrease international

eration in outer space activities. And, the most important achievement of

the Legal Sub-Committee has produced the text of a Treaty on Outer Space

h has been unanimously accepted by the First Committee

;Almost five centuries ago, shortly after Columbus' first voyage across

Atlantic, two of the main Powers of thosetimes dealt with +the division of

eir spheres of influence in a Treaty that was officially concluded in Tordesillas
igh, Only two years had elapsed since the discovery of the New World That
eaty comes naturally to mind when one considers the Treaty on Cuter Space now

e this world Assembly. For the first time in the history of mankind all

untries, and in the first instance the two world Powers of the day, are not
N . . 3 ’
rching for new territorial conquests or for the expansion of their sovereign
ts. . .
s.. On the contrary, they aim only at scientific and technological conquests

ﬁe new conti :
e tinents of outer space, which become not the provinces of single

rs, but the province of mankind as a whole. For the first time in the wake

m"first space explorations, national, religious and ideological concepts
put aside, and in their place the ideas of peace and of the unity of all men
egardless of their religion, creed or colour, are solemnly affirmed. ’
Fi?ally, this Treaty has one exploitation only as its aim, that of givin
gnklnd all the possible benefits that can derive from the opening of a nei
nse frontier.
¥ di:;ttizzilZijzons, my de%egation will vote in favour of draft resolution I
n IT contained in the report of the First Committee (A/6621).

ur -
€€ the unanimous approval of those draft resolutions.

‘The Unit i ; !
igl ed Nations, in paying a tribute to those who have made this achievement
e, i i
éd, n the first place the two major space Powers, can be proud at having
red and i
Sponsored the established of this milestone, which marks the translation

internati i
S ional law of new ideas adjusted to the reality of a rapidly shrinking

where al ; ;
7 1 countries are neighbours and have to live together as good friends
rothers,
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(Mr, Vinci. Ttaly)

However imperfect this Treaty may be, it raises our hopes that %ts'main
provisions, especially those outlawing war in outer space and establlshln% th
;irst example of control in the field of disarmament, will have far-reaching
effects on‘earth and will, first of all, speed up the conclusion of a treaty

on the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons.
Finally, we are pleased that this twenty-first session of the General Assép
Ed

i ident,on this happy and
is coming to a close under your leadership, Mr. Presid 5

bright note.

Solleagues £y

fanely
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Mr. BEYIOUX (France) (interpretation from French): The French
d legation—’;;;;;;—gga the honour of speaking twice in the First Committee on
. items relating to outer space, I wish today to make only a few remarks
ich I believe are called for in the light of our interesting discussions on
Friday and Saturday of last week,
Concerning what we may call the Vienna Space Conference of 1967, the French
gelegation is gratified that resolution A /C.1/1.353 was adopted unanimously by

-

Uﬁé First Committee. We earnestly hope that the plenary assembly will do +he
§aﬁe and that the pertinent Secretariat services will as soon as possible take up
the complex task cf preparing for that Conference, to which my country wishes the
%%eatest success.,

With regard to the draft treaty annexed to resolution A/C.l/L‘596
my delegation listened with great attention to the thirty-o0dd speakers who
gpoke on this subject the day before yesterday. Since we are a COo-sponsor of the
draft resolution in question, we were naturally very happy to see it adopted Dby
‘acclamation., We were, however, among those who, following our colleague
f&n~Manfred Lachs, pointed out that this treaty is only the first chapter of the

law of outer space, on which a great deal still remains to be ‘done,

Yithout going back to the uncertainties or the deficiencies in the treaty

itself -- many did so, and quite pertinently, last saturday, particularly the

€presentative of India -- T would emphasize, with all the necessary clarity,

the importance which my Government attaches to having this text completed and,

on certain essential points, clarified by further negotiation.

25 1s common kncwledge  that it was at the request of my delegation that,

in drafe resolution A/C.17L.396 auprovision'which in our view is essential was

'h¢T0duced, in which the Committee on outer space is requested

"To begin ... the study of questions relative to the definition of outer

Space and the utilization of outer space and celestial bodies", (4/6621, p.11)

The last words refer to a certain number of problems that we have not wished

O Snumerate, However, we are happy at the addition broposed in due time by our

om Chile, Mexico and the United fyeb Republic, which, at the end orf

“0-Paragraph (p) of operative paragraph 4, specifies certain of these problems,

108e involving the Varioys COnsequences of space communications,

R anAn LR Ay

B N R
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(Mr. Seydoux, France)

Vir. MALECEL: (United Republic of Tanzania): ‘lthough there is virtual’

‘ommittee on outer space will next yea epor g + : i i
The Committee s vear report to us on the work done imity on the question before us, my delegation nevertheless wants to bring in

. ' o ‘nes S e P assis . g Liabilit : . . -
along these lines and, of course, on the problems of assistance and 1bility e of discord. Two days ago the main Political Committee of this Assembly

Far from regretting thet deley, we believe that the Committee, relieved of the oved a resolution concerning a treaty governing the cxploration and use

. J— 5 w3 Y wil : acc S . . .
necessity of having to work with undue haste, will be able to take Into account iter space, including the moon and other celestial bodies. It was neserted

- ade i ace science and technique and consider the legal implicati ; . . .
advances made in sp ! g P ons he statements of many representatives, and controverted by none, that this

of such progress as it occurs. _islution concerned a matter of great importance and that its adoption by this

Tt is in the light of ell this that my delegation will vote in favour of gbly would be a historic event. It will therefore not be considered

5 S : A/C. /L. 39 as the a i i ) 3 i ) ; . , . .
draft resolution A/C.1/L.396 as well as those dealing with other space dquestions {iappropriate by enyone if T teke this opportunity to express the reasons why my

aggation kas certain reservations with regard to some of the provisions and with

h TENT: T epresentativ W d e at v . R . .
The PRESITDENT: The representatives who had asked to make statements been adopted in connexion with this matter.

- T Al 4= ~ P TR .
have now been heard. We now proceed to hear the speakers who wish to explain No Government has a greater

desire than my own to halt the manufacture, use
their votes before the voting. nd movement of nuclear weapons, nor do we yield to anyone in our hope that the
rogress of exploration in outer space will be peaceful and co-operative and will
émﬂt in manifold benefits for all mankind., Cur doubts and reservations, however,
rise from certain moral, legal and political considerations surrounding certain
rdcedures in the substantive aspects of the draft treaty contained in document
/6621, annexed to draft resolution IT.

: My delegation shares what appears to be the predominant view, namely the need
for an appropriate treaty governing the exploration and the use of outer space,

including the moon and other celestial bodies. Every effort and achievement

owards this end is commendable, and my delegation accordingly expresses its

ppreciaticn of the devotion of all whose contributions have culminated in the
‘formulation of the draft treaty now before us. This draft treaty has great
implications and is of far-reaching consequences, It therefore naturally

:ﬁﬂlOWS that before any State can in any way commit itself to the contents
thereof, it must be accorded zmple time and opportunity to scrutinize the
provisions of the treaty until it is convinced that, taking all pertinent factors

into consideraticn, that 3tate can approve, accede to or ccmmend the treaty.
; 2 i 1 3]

|
{
|
I
|
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{Mr. Malecela, Tanzania )

Tt will be recalled thet the drafting of this treaty was completed only vef
recently, in fact after this session of the General ZLssembly had already started
It is probable that the completed draft of the treaty has not yet been seen by |
many of the Foreign Offices of the delegations represented here, let alone being

approved by their Governments. Tifferent States of course have different

constitutional procedures for approving international agreements or for express
that approval. £As for my delegation, however, we find it difficult to commend g

treaty, as we are asked to do in operative paragraph 1 of the draft resolution

which my Government has not had the opportunity to approve.

A/PV.1L99
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(Mr. Malecela, Tanzania )

Several representatives have expressed a reservation regarding article I of
ﬁk draft treaty; other representatives have expressed a reservation and exposed
e possible different interpretation and the loop-hole regarding the other
;%ticles of the draft treaty. I shall not repeat or elabcrate upon those
reservations. It appears to my delegation that they are serious enough to
sarrant caution regarding the use of a word like "commend", which indicates
pproval after adequate study, rather than a non-commital ﬁhrase such as

"takes note", which my delegation wculd have considered more

propriate in the circumstances. OSurely, little would have been lost and much

‘might have been gained in any ambigulty of language and certainty regarding

;the extent of obligations assumed if the co-sponsors of this draft resolution

had deferred asking the General Assembly to commend the draft treaty on

principles governing the activities of States in the exploration and use of

_outer spuce, including the moon and the other celestial bodies,at least until

the Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Cuter Space had made greater progress in
the study of the question relative to the definition of outer space and the
utilization of outer space and the celestial bodies. As it is, however, the
émmtion of the present resclution by this Lssembly wmay well have been an
intended effect of a hollow victory, particularly with respect to the disarmament
provision of article L,because of the difficulty of ascertaining the extent
Oﬁ the limits regarding the prescribed behaviour.
~ There is a hint of a global legislative authority in certain articles
the draft treaty, notably articles 1, 2 and 12, That legislative authority,
“hether or not implicit in Articles 2, 10 and 11 of the United Nations Charter,
c8n only be morally based on the principle of universality of membership of
this Organization. As is well known, that principle has been sadly abused in
this Assembly, the latest instance occurring Just o few days ago at
this very session. Certain delegations apparently believe that it is possible
mjépply that principle arbitrarily when it serves their purposes. It would
pparently serve certain purposes 1T the principle of universality were observed
ﬁl Tegard to signature of the draft treaty, according to paragraph 1L of the

re e ) .
S8y, where it "ealls on all States™.

S Ao s s S
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{Mr. Malecela, Tanzania)

Fowever, how much stronger would have been the moral basis for assuming

resolution so that our motives and objectives will not be misunderstood. Tha:
our actions are not motivated by elther apathy or eccentricity is, I think,
manifest from ocur affirmative votes on the two other resolubions concerning ou
space contained in document A/€6ZL.

At the same time, however, while respecting the noble purpose and the
patient sincerity of the co-sponsors of the draft resolution concerning the ar
treaty, the sincerely held principles of my own delegation make it difficult fo;
us to approve the draft for the reasons which I have indicated.

It cannot be denied that even at first glance the treaty has some excellen
provisions. Fgually true, here and there one finds some inconsistencies,
unexplained loop-holes, and missing links which strengthen the need for more
scrutiny than had hitherto been granted to most delegations.

In the final analysis my delegation has decided upon the vote it will cast
upon this draft resclution by reference to its role as a non-aligned State. Th
role, in the humble opinion of my delegation, is to do all it can to mitigate
the harsh effect and acute tension of the cold war. If the parties and the
alignment in the cold war have changed or are changing, that does not recessarili
make the task of the non-aligned 3States less urgent or imperative. On the
contrary, it impels us towards the perspective which transcends the confines
of United Naticns participation and authorization.

The irony of the situation may permit us to celebrate here a triumph
achieved on the ashes of principles and policies which would moré effectively
enable us to reach ocur goal of international peace, co-operation and progress.
It would not be the wish of my delegation that this day of apparent triumph shol
be alloyed.

Taking into account what happened in the First Committee, my delegation h?
no intention of coming in the way of the Assembly. +e hcpe however, that the
reservations which we have expressed will be reflected in the record of the

proceedings of this meeting. :

The emphas

[re—
P

;oo
val. 19 pb
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My, HAMED (Ceylon): My delegation wishes to make a brief explanation
£ its vote on the draft resolution regarding the treaty before us because

the importance the decision which we are about to take will have on

ernational peace and security.
We on our part are gratified and appreciative that the two major space ﬁ@;

wers should have overcome their differences, thus indicating their awareness i

£ the general expectation that a comprehensive, legal and political framework it
ust pe worked out to regulate the activities in outer space.
Ve are satisfied with the positive tenor of the text of ‘the treaty.

is ie most appropriately on the peaceful character which must be a

2

fundamental element in any activity in outer space. s

However, my delegation has a reservation as to the use of certain words

e

“in the treaty which may not greatly contribute to the general objective of the

£reaty. Here we note with satisfaction that the treaty, when it comes into

force, will prohibit nuclear weapons and weapons of mass .destruction in ocuter

. . . - n o . .
space, Put from the omissicn OF the word "moon" in article %, paragraph 1, we

te with dicappointment that they are not so prohibited on the moon.
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(Mr. Hameed, Ceylon)

Sinmilarly, the second paragraph of article IV prohibits military manoeuvres i
and all other kinds of military activities on celestial bodies., Here, agailn,
we note with dlsappointment that military activities are not prohibited in
outer space and on the moon. My delegation phrased this query on a previous
occasion and requested the co-sponsors of the draft resolution to explain the
apparently lmprecise use of these words in article IV alone. Having received
no clarification, my delegation wishes to record its reservations on article IV
and our hore that by implication it will not give a license for military
activities in outer space and on the moon. In that case, the lofty objective
of the treaty would be negated.

With that general understanding, which we would like clearly to put on
record, my delegation suprorts this treaty with a deep conviction that it is a
contribution to the pursuit of international peace and security, and any
lmplication contrary to the lofty objective is aot condoned by our positive

vote.

The PRESIDENT: The General Assembly will now vote, seriatim, on

the three draft resolutions recommended by the First Committee in paragraph 19
of its report (A/6621).

Draft resolution I is entitled "International Conference on the Exploration’
Peaceful Uses of Outer Space”. The report of the Fifth Committee (A/6627)
contains the financial implications which would result from the adoption of this
draft resolution. In the absence of any request for a vote, may I consider
draft resolution I as unanimously adopted by the General Assembly?

Draft resolution I weas adopted unarimwously.

The PRESICENT: Draft resoluticn II is entitled "Treaty Goveming the

Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon and Other Celestial Bodié

The First Committee adopted this draft resolution unanimously. May I take it
that the General Assembly also adopts it unanimously?

Draft resoclution II was adopted unanimously.
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The PRESILENT: Draft resolution III, entitled "Report of the Committee

on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space"”, was also adopted unanimously by the
pirst Committee. May I take it that the General Assembly likewise adopts it
: unanin:ously?

Draft resolution IIL was adopted unanmously.

The PRESIDENT: I now give the floor to the Secretary-General of the

United Nations, who wishes to make & statement.

The SECRETARY-GENERAL: I have asked for the privilege of addressing the

General Assembly today, because of the importance of this occasion and because

of the significance the decisions you have Just wade will have for mankind as =z

whole and for fhe purposes and principles of the Charter of the United Nations.
On this occasion, I should like to congratulate the Lgsembly on the success

of its work relating to the peaceful uses of ouber space. I trust that it is no

less fruitful than that of the scientists and engineers who have continued to
make extraordinary advances in the exploration of space 1tself.

- L am sure that I speak for all Members and all Peoples in expressing deep
satisfaction at the progress that has been wade towards an international treaty
to govern the activities of States in srace., L know too that people everywhere
share my hope that the agreement will come into force without delay.

While I am gratified by the progress nade so far, I note with regret that
thezgoor is not yet barred against military activities in spacéix The crux of the
difficulty is that space actlvity is already part of the arms r;ée, a fact which

we have to reckon with until huranity reaches the stage of an agreemént on full

and complete disarrarent. Space disarmament is but one segment of the broader,

‘Over-shadoving problem of world peace and disarmament with which the world has

?restled for so long with a growing awareness of the need but without sustained
Success, Eventually nations must surely realize that their genuine interests lie
i . A .

'n Peaceful rather than in military activities and that their activities in stace

Should thyus be reace-oriented.,
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No less gratifying is the decision of the General Assembly which endorsed ffherefore I should like to ask that the Secretariat transmit to th
: & sransmil o) e
the unanimous recommendation of the Committee on Peaceful Uses of Outer Space ous delegations the verbatim records of the discussion in the First Committ ,
. e i ee ;
i calling for an international conference to examine the practical benefits to : rnis item., I regret having had to bring this matter up at this plenary T
be derived from space research and exploration on the basis of technical and Fieting, but, as Members are aware, the First Committee has ended and T had ?F.,
scientific achievements and the extent to which "non-space countries”, especial < ther Tecourse. A A
ey PR

the developing countries, may enjoy these benefits as well ac take part in , v I |
international co-operation in space activities. The reconmendation so adopted 13 , %iil 5
commendable as a major step toward bridging the ever-widening gap between the ‘
space Powers and the non-space Powers, rarticularly the developing countries, ; e
Tt is my sincere hope that the conference will only be a first step and no ;;j(
only willexplain the practical benefits of space exploration, but will result ' i H
ultirately in joint practical ventures that will actually bring the benefits of | -
space exploration to all nations, thus helping to alleviate some of the economiv . ﬁ ’
and social problems that beset mankind. | o L )
To this end, I assure you that the Secretariat will not spare any effort, fon
whatever be the implications of space exploration, it is in the application of

practical benefits that the developing countries have their interest in space, '

and it is my strong conviction that the United Nations channels should acceler i %

the communication of such benefits to the developing countries. - ' f‘/lg;

i It is my fervent hope that through the work you have just completed the iaty i

: i .

. 1% i B
g

United Nations will be able to ensure that the exploration and use of outer spack

shall be a growing point of co-operation rather than a new area of conflict and

mistrust. ‘ ‘ ‘!

Miss BROOKS (Liberia): I had the opportunity in the First Committee

to make a detailed statement on behalf of my delegation in respect of the : niE

e
5

treaty governing the exploration and use of outer space, including the moon andf , ‘ ‘

other celestisl bodies, Therefore, I do not feel it necessary to make a further

* statement on this subject at this plenary meeting. I am, however, concerned th

o,

the harmonious discussion with respect to this treaty which took place on » ' 1
X i i#
17 December in the First Committee has not been circulated in the verbatim ; . ; |

records to the members of the First Committee and of the General Lssembly. We
§

believe that the discussion of this treaty itself constituted history, '
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The PRESTDENT: T am quite sure that the Secretariat will ddo its

best to accormodate the representative of Liberia in connexion with the

suggestion she has made.
AGINDA ITEMS 51 and 93

THE KORTAN SUISTION: WITEDRAWAL OF ALL UNITZD STATZS AND OTHER FORZIGH FORC
OCCUPYING SOUTH KORFA UNDZR THZ FIAG OF THT UNITED NATICNS AND DISSOLUTION OF
UNTTSZD NATTONS COMMTSSTON FOR THE UNIFICATION AND REHABILITATION OF KOREA: RE
OF THE FIRST COMMTTTIE (A/6618) (continued) :

The PRESIDENT: The General Assembly also has before it document

£/L.514 containing emendments submitted by several Members. I call on the

representative of Cuba to introduce his asmendments.

Mp. ATARCON @€ QUESLDA (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish): My

delegation made very clear in the course of the debate in the First Ccmmittee

position in principle regarding the so-called Korean question. In the First

Committee we expressed our opinion that the discussions that for year after ye

have taken place in this Organization are illegal in nature and furthermore

sassume viciously tendentious and useless forms reflected in the yearly repetit

of a procedure which prohibits the participation in those debates of the part;
directly concerned.

Consiatent with that position of my delegation we co-sponsored the inclu

of item 9% in our agenda and & draft resolution which we sutmitted on that
item and which was discussed in the First Committee. That draft resolution

called for the immediate withdrawal of 21l United States and other foreign 10

deployed in South Korea at present, the dissolution of the so-called United

Nations Commission for the Unification and Rehabilitation of Korea and the

conclusion once and for all of the discussion of these matters in ocur Organli

“dellberatlons are over,

lwen discussed in sterile debates for twenty years

'I ha/e the honour to count that of Cuba
2

a5 all representatives will note
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L-, . N > . po, LI ) .
| iveryone 1s aware of the result obtained in the First Committee on
: e our
oposal, which would have led to a true solution of the so called K
) ~-ca orean

qgestion- irstead, the General Assembly has today again to deal with d
wi a draft

Jith results whose effect is known to all delegations. s

ried in the First Committee to find a practical d
. and ¢

My delegation still

oncrete solution to this

iye) 1. c 7 a.¢

not‘pos51ble In the same spirit of trying at this session, before ou
, b r

to fi i
ind some effective way out of a problem which has

tendelegations, among which

have submitted a series of amendments

E ) I ft resodu O r“ )4 . [«
(] I S 4 (S Q. O alr y

; were drafted in a spirit of generosity and

COm i [~ ~
e[e S10 (){ [; e O S ,Na we ave re e e(] a7 ] (fl Wwe s J (&3

u wi
;pported by a wide number of the Members of the General Assembly

The ad
option of the text broposed by us would allow us to emerge fr
om

£ the mas
s of statistics in which it has been placed for tventy years. W
Je

believe
that although this draft resolution would not fully satisfy
us,

ertheless it w
would be the first constructive assistance towards a soluti
icn

of the so-called Korean question.

én of our work
<, I shall not go into detail concerning the modifications that

we have Proposed
g 18 to some of the paragraphs of the draft resclution submitted

:lle Gerlefal ASSE k) y k)y e O tee., 1 (]e eg t, ons ave bef() S5

Ve uhderst
o0d the meaning of the amendments and will act accordingl
37

The PRESIDENT i
=€ ThBolDENT:  Before cal ling on the next speaker I wculd make this

7 N Vle?
w of the very heavy agenda before us, it will be very much

Clateq
’ 1f statements are as brief as possible.
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Mr. FEDORENKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation'

from Russian): On the initiative of the Soviet Union and of several other

socialist countries, the Ceneral Assembly has inscribed on its agenda an

important and urgent question entitled "7ithdrawal of all United States and

other foreign forces occupying South Korea under the flag of the United Natioﬁ

and dissolution of the United Nations Commission for the Unification and
Rehabilitation of Korea' .

During the discussion which took place in the First Committee we again

drew attention to the fact that one of the main casuses of the continuing divis

of the Korean nation 1s to be found in the foreign interference in the interns

affairs of the Korean people. The Soviet Union and other countries which requeé

an examination of that question thought that a discussion on that item would

make it possible to rectify the injustice committed against the Korean people

when all the foreign forces would be withdrawn from South Korea, when UNCURK

would be dissolved and when the so-called Korean gquestion would be withdrawn

from the agenda of the United Naticns.

Tt is to be regretted that because of the discriminatory attitude -- an

attitude contrary to the Charter -- of the United States and certain of its

allies, The Committee 4id not wish, in the course of this session also, to

invite the representatives of the Korean People's Democratic Republic to

participate in the examination of the Korean question. This 1s an absolutely

intolerable and abnormal situation. The Government of the Korean People's

Democratic Republic was thus deprived of the possibility of expressing its

position on a problem which after all affects the vitally important interest of

the whole Korean people.
Tt is in connexion with the present positio
gainst the unjust and inconsistent

n in the General Assembly the

a large number of atates have spoken a

policy of the United States. It is understood that the absence of the

ives of the Korean People's Democratic Republic obviously has had

representat
n of the Korean question at thi

ative influence on the consideratio
The United States and its allies have &

a most neg
session of the General Agssembly. gail

succeeded. in having the First Committee adopt a decision which contradicts

the provisions of the Charter and which is against the aspirations of the

Korean people. That decision was dictated by the imperialist policy of the U
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designed To change South Korea inta an aggressive base of the United

*in the Far kast, which is being used against the national liberation

e Pentagon to occupy South Korea. It is well known that mere than

years have elapsed since the end of World War Jf and more than thirteen

ory of the Korean Democratic People's Republic
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South Korea ig still occupied by United States troops. The so-called 3

United Mations forces in South Korea are in fact United States cccupation
forces.

The restoration of the unity of the temporarily divided territory of Kores
and the creation of a united and independent and democratic Korea are
legitimate aspirations of the entire Korean people, which, like any other
people, has the inalienable right to determine its own destiny in accordance
with the free self-determination of peoples, which is enshrined in the Charter
of the United Nationg and has been solemnly reaffirmed by many decisions of
the United Nations. That of course is an internal affair >f the Korean people;
which must debermine for itself its cwn destiny and freedcm, without any
intervention from ocutside. Following the General Assembly, we once again
declare that the Soviet Union has great sympathy and respect for all the
“eroic Korean people and that it resolutely supports the peaceful proposals
of the Democratic People's Republic of Kores which has never spoken against
the Charter and has not jeopardized the authority of the United Nations. The
Democratic People's Republic of Korea has shown that it stands for a positivef
solution of the Korean problem in accordance with the aspirations of the
heroic people of Korea.

Tet us first of all recall that the Government of the Democratic People's
Republic of Korea upholds the view that the unification of the people ghould
be undertaken by means of a unified Government which would represent all the
strata of the population through elections by all the Korean people, North and;
South, without any interventicn in the affairs of the country, after the
withdrawal of all the foreign forces from South Korea. Secondly, as we
a1l kncw, the Government of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea has
suggested the setting up of a ccmmittee that would be purely econcmic in
character and would be composed of representatives of business circles, in
order to promote trade between North and Scuth, if the authorities of South

Korea could not accept the confederation of North and South. Thirdly, the

feople
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government of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea has proposed the
concluding of a non-aggression agreement so that the forces of South and
sorth Korea should be reduced to 100,CC0 on each side or less, after the
yithdrawal of all United States forces from Korea. Fourthly, the Goverpment
of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea, as we all know, has taken a
position in favour of the carrying out of a jolnt operation by all political
parties and civilizan organizations in North and South Korea through the convening
of a conference of North and South Korea or in any other form for the purpose of
discugsing the unification of the country officially. The Government of the
Democratic People's Republic of Korea has also declared that it is prepared
to carry out negotiations with any representatives of South Korea who really
want the pationol unification of the country, irrespective of their political
viewg or creeds Or any property census. IThe Government of the Democratic
People's Republic of Korea also believes that other decisions could be taken
along those lines.
A1l this shows good will and « will to solve the question by peaceful
means. That cannot be doubted. However, the United States representatives
have tried to pass over in silence those peaceful proposals and to distort
the facts. It would scem that the Seoul régime rejects all proposals because
they are not in accordance with the designs of the overseas Power which wants
to use Scuth Korea as a base for fighting against national liberation movements.
The Soviet delegation feels it must repeat that it is the duty of all the
States Members of the United Wations to contribute to the earliest realization
of the aspirations of the Korean people and to contribute to the preservation
of peace and security in the Far Zast and in Asia. As we have indicated, for
that it is necessary to withdraw as soon as possible all the United States
and other foreign forces, with all their arms and equipment, which under the
flag of the United Naticns occupy South Korea and immediately to dissolve
the Uniteg lations Ccmmission for the Unification and Rehabilitation of Korea.
1'urmerfwl"e, we should pubt an end to the consideration of the so-called Korean

qu i : .
luestion in the United Nations. That would meet the interests of the Korean

> 2nd that was reflected in the draft resolution which wag submitted

“PETTTYF
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by the Soviet Union and several other countries for the conslderation of !
the First Committee. In the present conditions we believe that the General M
Assembly should as a minimum adopt that proposal which is being submitted as
an amendment by the delegation of Cuba to the draft resolution

reccmmended by the First Committee. This is a positive and realistic

proposal and it is also a just one.

We should take into consideration the obvious fact that the Korean
questicn has been discussed in the United Nations for twenty years and that
there has been no progress towards a solution. It is clear that we must
immediately find a new way for solving the problem. Such a new path, as we
have already indicated, may be found in negotiations between the Goverrments
concerned, with the participation of representatives of North and South Korea
appointed in equal numbers. It the same time, we should also take a decision
for the withdrawal of the so-called Korea question from the agenda of the
General f[issembly and not discuss that guestion any more. We appeal to the

Members of the United Nations to support that proposal.

Mr. CSATORDAY (Hungary): The delegation of the Hungarian People‘s‘;

Republic wishes to take this opportunity to express its unequivocal opposithon
+to the draft recommendation on the so-called Korean question contained in the
report of the First Committee (4/6618). This recommendation is null and void
of any legal substance. It contradicts the United Nations Charter, which
expressly forbids intervening in matters within the dcmestic jurisdiction of

any State, according to Article 2, paragraph 7. Unfortunately, the United :

S

Nations has been irherfering in the domestic affairs of the Democratic People!

Republic of Korea for more than sixteen years, flouting the dignity and the
rights of a foreign State.

This recommendation is null and void from a political polnt of view as
well. It perpetuates the foreign military occupation of South Korea by the
United States, using force against the territorial integrity end political
independence of Korea and violating the provisicns of the Charter and the
Declaration on the inadmissibility of intervention in the dcmestic affairs of

States and the protection of their independence and sovereiguaty.

s e £/PV. 1499
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Tt is worth mentioning that official United States spokesmen have never

:hidden their true intentions regarding Korea. Most recently, in the

January 1067 issue of Foreign Affairs, McGeorge Bundy, foreign political

adviser to twd United States Presgidents and builder of United States foreign

policy, analysing the foreign policy of the United States, mentioned the Korean

 question as one with which the United States had painful experiences. He

mentioned only United States interests on the ofther side of the Pacific ocean.

He failed to mention any United Nations involvement in the Korean affair. This

-

is the way in which the United States considers the fate and life of other
countries.

The reccmmendatiosn contained in the report is null and void from a
procedural point of view also, since it has been adopted without the participation
of one of the parties directly concerned -- without an invitation being given
to the Democratic People's Republic of Korea. It is significant that several
non-aligned countries abstalned from voting on the draft resolution on this
question in the First Committee because the other party could not be heard,
that being in vioclation of the elementary norms of legality and objectivity
of any international or national forum. It is also worth recalling that, even

before a decision was taken on the question of the invitation, the other side.

vthe representatives of the South Korean authorities, had already ample opportunities

to observe our proceedings. We sghould put an end to this shameful and illegal

discriminaticn.
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in entirely new atart should be made. It is all the more needed since

new attempts are being made to use the United Nations flag in another Asian
country as well.

Fulfilling its shameful role, the South Korean governing clique has willingy
sent tens of thousands of South Korean soldiers to South Viet-Nam to fight under &
the direct command of the United Gtates against the national liberation movement
of the Viet-Namese people. 1In this role of Asian mercenaries used by the
United States against the Viet-Namese people, the South Korean troops made use
of the United Nations flag, a fact which is widely known after the

self-revealing article of the fmerican newspaper Stars and Stripes of 17 October

last. Lfter being caught in flagrante, the South Korean authorities have been

compelled to apologize; but their excuses canrot alter condemration of this acth,

which is contrary to the Charter and the prestige of the United Nations and
endangers the fubture role of the United Nations in Asia and the Far bast.

In view of these considerations, my delegation is opposed to the recommendati
contained in document A/6618. We firmly believe that the course chosen by the
draft resolution leads nowhere except to new crises and failures of the Uunited
Nations.

Ve appeal to all Member States to consider their positicns very carefully
and to help to get rid of this major stumbling block in the way of a better and meo
effective United Nations. z

There are new means of solving this problem. The proposals of the Democrat
People's Republic of Kerea as contained in the memorandum of its Government
(4/6570) provides us with a realistic and honest approach. The only feasible
way that the United Nations can contribute to the solution of this
problem 1is: by encouraging the parties directly interested to negotiate; by
helping to withdraw all foreign troops from South Korea; and by
stopping interference in the domestic affairs of South Korea by dissolving the

so~called United Nations Commission for the Unification and Rehabilitation of

Korea..

4/PV.1499
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The recommendation represents discrimination against an independent and

sovereign country. It means a crude violation of the Charter of the United

yationse Therefore, the Hungarian delegation whole-heartedly supports the

3mendments to this recommendation submitted by the representative of Cuba.

aw61mlieve that these amendments should be given serious consideration.

The Hungarian delegation is of the opinion that the Korean question should

ve solved by the Korean people themselves, who best understand the situation in

that part of the world and who are acgquainted with their own problems. We are

avare that the United Nations is abused by the United States; hence, the
organization 1s unable to solve this question. We ought surely to respect the
Korean people's right to self-determination. That is why my delegation agrees

with the proposal to remove this item from our agenda because it represents one

of the last remnants of the "cold war" in our Crganization. This is the only
vay to promote a solution of the Korean question and to enhance the authority
of the United Nations.

For these reasons, the Hungarian delegation recommends adoption of the

apendments and the amended draft resolution by all Member States of the Assembly.

Mr. TARABANOV (Bulgaria) (irterpretation from French): The General Assembly

has been called upon to deal with the repcert of the First Committee concerning two

aspects of the Korean question. Tke question submitted by the Soviet Union and other

countries, including my own, concerns the withdrawal of all United States
and other foreign forces occupying South Korea under the flag of the United

Nations, and of the dissolution of the United Nations Commission for the

Unification and Rehabilitsation of Korea. This is one of the questions touched

upon in the Committee's report. The other is the report of the United Natlons

Commission for the Unification and Rehabilitation of Korea.
These two questions, which together form the Korean question, were discussed

Tmstily in the First Committee -- and, it must be emphasized, discussed in the

absence of one of the parties most directly concerned. I would say that it was

discussed in the absence of the only personﬁ duly representing the Korean people,
*

famely, the representative of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea.

—_—
Vr. Khalaf (Iraq), Vice~President, took the Chair.

e e . -
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Despite the efforts made by many delegations to bring the question of
Korea within the context of present day realities and to contribute in some
measure to the unification of Korea, some countries -- in the first place, thex
United States of America -- this year made a successful attempt to have the
First Committee vote on a draft resolution entirely contrary to the purposes --
at least the official purposes -- enunciated in the report presented by the

Committee and in the interventions of the majority of delegations, namely, the

unification of Korea.
The unadmitted but obstinately pursued aim of certaln delegations since the

beginning of the discussion of the Korean question =-- namely, to reach a negativ

result on the question, as in former years -- WasS obvious then, and even more sg

now. /& a matter of fact, from the outset, some Western delegations violently

oprosed our ailms by exerting powerful pressure and were thus able to bar the
participation of representatives of the Pemocratic Pecople's Republic of Korea

from the discussions in the First Committee. Tn such circumstances the General

Lsserbly can hardly expect to receive a realistic proposal on the gquestion of
{orea from the First Committee; nor could we expect the First Committee to

succeed in voting on a draft resolution which would be in keeping with what is

expected of that Committee.
Indeed, the draft resolution submitted by the First Committee and on which:

the General /ssembly is now called upon to vote was conceived in the same

negative terms as all those adopted at previous sessions on the same guestion

and found to provide no solution to the Korean gquestion. In the past -- the

same question having been presented on several occasions -- as the Assembly 1is
aware, no adequate solution has been offered to the Korean gquestion.

Nevertheless, in the draft resolution now before us mention is made of the
fact that Korea continues to be divided and that this division does not

correspond to the wishes of the Korean people. It goes on to say that the

division of Korea constitutes a source of tension which prevents the full

restoration of international peace and security in the area. But it 1s no

less true that the provisions contained in the draft resolution are completely -

opposed to these affirmations and sre not consistent with what such affirmation:

should lead to because, in the first place, they are contrary to the desires an
affirmations expressed in the Committee by the majority of delegations which

wish %o contribute to the unification of Korea.
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The efforts made to arrive at a reasonable and realistic solution in the
st Committee having been thwarted, the delegation of the People's Republic of
uigaria is gratified to pay tribute to the efforts now made by the
e;égation of the Republic of Cuba somehow to improve the inadequate draft
'gdlution contained in the report of the First Committee.
'y the delegation of Cuba (4/L.51k) try to lead the decision of the United

tons along more realistic lines by urging us to recognize that thus far the

ted Nations efforts have been completely unsuccessful all these years, and

erefore the Cuban amendment places the Korean guestion on a more realistic basis.

First of all, it is requested that a conference be called to arrange for

he solution of the Korean gquestion, to which North and South Korea would be

vited, and in so doing & position would be created where a soluticn

might be found. it would be really possible for us to

In these circumstances,

once that has been done, to delete the Korean guestion from the agenda

lecide,
to contribute to the creation of a better atmosphere conducive to

nd thus truly
the solution of the important guestion of peaceful crexistence, and not take up
ie time and the energy of the Assembly in dealing with guestions that only

Q;ve, the cold war between nations and among the Members of the United Nations.

 Furthermore, this will allow the Korean people themselves to decide upon
*i? own future and to exercise their right to self-determination. Surely, this
s the best contribution we can make to a solution of the Korean guestion, and
at is why we believe that the amendment submitted by the delegation of Cuba
ould be supperted by all delegations.
Mr. GAUCI (Malta): Cwing to a misunderstanding, my delegation was not
}é to explain its vote in the First Committee on the guestion of Korea.
Hith your permission, Mr. President, we wish to say very briefly now what we
ald have said in greater detail at the voting stage in Committee.
My delegation supports the draft resolution contained in document A/6613
5ctduse it reaffirms both the peaceful and constructive objectives of the United

'ﬁS in Korea and the fact that the United Nations, under the Charter, is
J.and rightfully empowered to take collective action to maintain peace and

Uy
»Ilt& in accordance with the principles and purposes laid down in the Charter.

The amendment submitted
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However, my delegation wishes to make an observation on the report submitté
by UNCURK. We note that in this report one short paragraph of eight lines is
devoted to the main purpose for which UNCURK was established; namely, the
political gquestion of establishing a unified, democratic and independent count
We recognize the difficulties of the political tasks of UNCURK, but we feel th )
more detailed mention of the efforts made by the Commission to achieve its main
objectives would have been more useful.

The rest of the report -- twenty-nine pages of it -- is almost entirely
devoted to matters of economic and social progress and goes into such details ag
listing the number of dignitaries visiting Korea.

In that connexion, we are particularly glad to note the growth rate of Kore
at 8 per cent -- among the highest in the world -- ard we commend the industry ¢
the people of Korea and the efforts of UNCURK in promoting this remarkable
achievement. We feel that the work of UNCURK in the economic and social field
is deserving of greater commendation than it actually received in Committee; an
given the economic progress achieved in Korea, we wonder whether the stage has
not now been reached when further reference to social and economic matters may
be dispensed with in future reports. This would save considerable time and
expense and would enable UNCURK to concentrate in its future reports on a full
account of the initiatives undertaken by the Commission in attempting to promot
unification and lasting peace.

We hope that these modest observations will be taken into account next ye
when perhaps we may even look forward to UNCURK informing us that its task of

reconstructing and rehabilitating the once shattered economy has been success

completed.

With th se comments, and in the expectation that we shall learn of fresh
approaches and imaginative initiatives on the political problem in the report
which will be submitted for the consideration of the Assembly at the next ses

we shall support the draft resolution contained in document A/6613.

Mr. TOMOROWICZ (Poland): It would be deplorable indeed if the Gener&

Assembly, which at its current session has recorded a number of significant

achievements in political, social and economic fields, failed to make any pro
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satsoever on the Korean question. The item has approved on the agenda >f the
nited Nations for years. But, each time political pressure brought to bear by

ﬁése interested in maintaining the division of the unfortunate country stultified
1 attempts at moving the issue from dead centre.

As we have already pointed out in the First Committee, the road towards

nification is being obstructed by the presence of foreign troops and military
ases in South Korea, as well as by the continued existence of a United Nations
ommission which, instead of promoting unification and helping in the rehabilitation

9f Korea,actually stands in the way of reaching those goals. It has become clear

@otall, even if 1t is not admitted by all, that as long as the Korean people are

not given the possibility to deal directly with problems that only they themselves

are entitled and able to sgttle, as long as there is outside interference,
whatever its name or label, all talk about the reunification of Korea will be
nothing but lip service.

. We believe that 1t is high time to give up methods which have proved totally

effective, if not harmful. It goes without saying that unification cannot be
:nght about overnight, but we must create conditions for talks about unification,
nd’this is our duty. We do not see why, cul bono, representatives of both Koreas
ould be prevented from getting together to discuss vital matters related to

. future of their country. There are, admittedly, different views on how the
ean settlement should be effected. But how can one remove or even reduce

ferences without negotiations between those primarily concerned?
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A special conference of States interested in the Korean question may offe
such an opportunity. In any event, it would be a step out of the present
stalemate, a step in the most proper direction. Not to move forward on this
problem is actually tantamount to moving backwards, to deepening and perpetuat

the division of Korea. Let us then put an end to annual exercises in futilit

That is precisely the meaning of the amendments submitted today by my delegatlé
together with nine other sponsors, as embodied in document A/L.Slh. The Polish
delegation hopes that in its modified form the draft resolution will prove
acceptable to a majority of the Assembly and we warmly recommend 1t to the

approval of the General Assembly.

lr. JIMENEZ (Philippines): I refer to the so-called zmendments
presented in document A;1.514 on the Korean question.

In the view of my delegation, if such amendments were adopted they would
nave the effect of replacing in its entirety the draft resolution recommended
by the First Committee in document A,6618. The co-sponsors of the draft
amendments contained in document A,/L.51L were among the delegations that
tried in vain in the First Committee to push through draft resolution A/C.l/LQi&
which, _inter alfia, would have the Assembly decide that the Korean questionk
should not be discussed "in the United Nations in the future".

That was rejected by the First Committee by the decisive vote of 61 to 21
with 25 abstentions, |

A close examination of document A/L.Slh will reveal that what are coantaine
therein are not amendments, although they have been submitted in the guise
of amendments. They are indeed new proposals. How can they be called amendme
when all the operative paragraphs in the draft resoluticn recommended by the |
First Committee have been deleted, thus leaving the draft resolution boneless
without its original substance?

Under the rules of procedure we could ask for a priority vote on the
recommendations of the First Committee. However, in response to your appeal,

Mr. President, and in the interests of facilitating the work of' the Assembly, W

would refrain at this stage of our deliberations from raising & question of
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cedure. Any manoeuvre to undo what the First Committee has done should be
rted. Failure to do so would lead to & dangerocus trend and would nct be
.ccordance with orderly democratic procedure. Defeat, even if bitter, should
éknowledged.
My delegation hopes that the Assembly in its infinite wisdom will not fall
fo such & scheme but that it will decisively reject all the amendments
ntained in document A/L.Slh and uphold the recommendations of the First Committee

tained in document A, 6618,

Mr. MATSUI (Japan): Uhen the Korean question, items 31 and 93 of our
nda, wa.s under consideration in the First Committee the delegation-of Cuba
pmitted a verbal propcsal similar to those contained in document A;L.51kL,
it proposal was not accepted by the First Committee, as indicated in paragraphs
and 15 of its report (A/6618). Under the circumstances the introduction of
ilar proposals at this late hour can only be interpreted as a last-ditch
ort to nullify everythiug the United Nations has done and what it stands for
regard to the Korean question.
For these reasons and because my delegation believes that the United Nations
has'and continues to have an important role to play to bring about peacefully and
dependent and unified Korea, we strongly oppose an attempt such as the one
ade in the amendments contained in document A/L.Slh,submitted by ten Powers.

pe that those proposals will be decisively rejected.

ir. BUSNIAK (Czechoslovakia) (interpretation from Russian): The General
bly is considering the report of the First Committee on items 51 and 93
ing to the so-called Korean question.
‘MY‘delegation already had the opportunity of outlining its position on this
on during its discussion in the First Committee.
,Ié have two items concerning the Korean problem on the agenda of the present
n of the General Assembly. First of all, there is the item introduced on
§is of the proposal made by the socialist countries concerning the withdrawal
United States and other foreign forces occupying South Korea under the

Of the United Nations and the dicsolution of the United Nations Commission for

E.
|
[
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the Unification and Rehabilitation of Korea, an item which for many years now
has unlawfully been included in the agenda of the United Nations and which is

devoted to the report of the so-called United Nations Commission for the

Unification and Rehabilitation of Korea.

The First Committee discussed two draft resolutions concerning that questis

The draft resolution submitted by fourteen countries, contained in document

A/C.1, L.389 concerning the withdrawal of all United States and other foreign

forces occupying South Korea under the flag of the United Nations and the

dissolution of the United Nations Ccmmission for the Unificaticn and Rehabilit

of Korea was unfortunately rejected due t0 the pressure of some States, in

rarticular, the United States. Thus the General Assembly again doeés not have

any recommendation from the First Committee which would make it possible to

adopt a decision on the Korean gquestion that would best respond to the hopes

My delegation is of the view that the only correct measure we can adopt

“agdopt them.

A/PV.1459
101

(¥r. Busniak. Czechoslovakia)

in this present situation is finally to expunge the so-called Korean question

from the agenda of the United Nations and stop interfering in the affairs of the
Korean people. That is the purpose of the amendments submitted by the delegations
of ten socialist countries in document A/L.51L. My delegation bases itself on

he premice that adoption of this asmendment would put an end to intervention in

'hé affairs of Korea and create conditions for solution of the question of the
vnification of Korea by the Koreans themselves. That is why my delegation, which

s one of the co-sponsors of the amendments, calls upon the General Assembly to

and aspirations of all the Korean people and which would contribute to the

cause of the unification of Korea by the Koreans themselves through peaceful

means. On the contrary, we again witness the fact that once again this year

the General Assembly has before us a draft resolution adopted by the First

Committee which not only cannot contribute to a decision on the Korean questio

but can only impede it. If the General Assembly were to adopt that draft

resolution, it would be just one more unlawful measure against the Korean

people.

The delegation of Czechoslovakia objected very resolutely in the First

it in this plenary meeting again because ve are deeply convinced that the

adoption of such a draft resclution could only do harm to the cause of the

unification of Korea and to the final solution of the Korean question, which

is solely within the Jjurisdiction of the Koreans themselves in both parts of

the country and that any intervention, including the intervention of the Unite

Nations, is illegal and unlawful.

l'abstentions, a last-minute effort by the communist countries to introduce

ondering if all these activities have not been motivated by a simple

Mr. GOLDBERG (United States of America): This Assembly has just
tnessed a new phase of the strenuous effort at this session by the communist
Quntrles and a few others to put an end to the role and responsibilities of the
nited Nations in seeking a just settlement of the Korean problem.

. The subject of Korea was given adequate attention in the First Committee,

- debate in substance lasting nearly three days. Despite this, and despite the

act that the Committee has already rejected by a vote of 65 to 16 with

irst proposal rejected, we are now faced in the plenary with s plethora of
Committee to that draft resolution and voted against it. We will vote against mendments.

These amendments would pervert and entirely alter the sense of the

raft resolution recommended for our adoption by the First Committee by the
hgularly impressive vote I have mentioned.

fIt 1s open to serious question whether the motives behind this new move,

Y. Wore than those behind the previous activities of the communist countries
he Assembly's consideration of the Korean question, are related to any

;ne desire to solve the Korean question and bring to an end the unwanted
unnatural division of Korea. Judging frem the vitriolic attacks made upon
R?Publlc of Korea -- quite unjustified -- not to mention the attacks made

Y Government and the United Nations itself -- also unjustified -- first

he C i
& Lommittee and now before the plenary session of the Asserbly, one cannot
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s of North Korea. Le

ke political points with the communist leader

desire to ma
of these activities by the communist countries.

me recall briefly the nature
in the General Committee and a3gain in plenary, to hav

ion and |

titude stems from the overvhelming recognition by Member States that those

‘ngyould have the United Nations abdicate its role and responsibilities

They sought first,
£ the United Nations Commission for the Unificat
They asked for

Korea are wrong, simply wrong, and that the course they have urged would not

item 31, the report o

- be unworthy of this Organization, but would also offer no promise whatever

removed from the Assembly's agenda.

Rehabilitation of Korea,
a, entitled "Withdrawal of

jon of an additional item on the agend
reeg occupying South Korea under the flag of

the unification of Korea in peace and freedem and for the restoration of

the inscript

all United States and other fo
and dissolution. of the United Nations Commission for the

“hternational peace and security in that area

At this 1 ] ]
is late date we are now witnessing another effort, another diversionary

the United Nations,

Unification and Rehabilitation of Korea".
ness unanimously agreed upon -- an

They also sought in the First iovement, to prevent the Assembly from adopting the draft resolut
¢ solution so

erwhelmingly adopted by the First Committee, and from expressing its clear will

Committee to interrupt the order of busi

ke up one of their ?h,regard to the best means for this Organization to promote a just solut
solution

which they too were parties -- in order to ta

agreement to
question, an invitation to representatives of;

fhe K i
orean problem and to continue exercising its role and responsibilities

proposals relating to the Korean
ea to participate in the Assembly's debate o

at the price of an unnecessary waste of time

n the Korean problem. That eff n-Korea. Very simply put, we are again faced with the same 1
= proposal we

Kor
failed, though only
the part of all members of the Firs

When the First Committee then turned its attentio
they submitted a draft resolutib

ncountered in the First Committee, in the guise of amendments to the draft

and effort on

resolution already recommended for cur approval by the First Coummittee
{ L Ol —-= 8

+t Committee.

'6 . . .
1posal in these amendments which would have this Assembly decide that the

n to the Korean question

ore i
orean question shall be removed from the agende and not even discussed in the

the entire Committee,

in the order accepted by
gality of the Security Council's

which would have called into question the le
n authorizing collective action to defeat No
led for the withdrawal of the United Nation

ited Nations —- resumabl
D vy all organs of the United Nations —-~ "in the future'.

rth Korean aggre: 8 a proposal which would thus have the Organization turn 1ts back on th
Y €

actions in 1950 i

re .
cean problem and do nothing to further the very right and very just 8

against the Republic of Korea; cal

ions of the Security Counc bjective to which this Organization has committed itself in K
1 orea: the

now stationed in Korea pursuant to those act
the United Nations Commission for the

forces
dissolved the agent of this Assembly,

blishme
‘ nt, by peaceful means, of a unified, independent and democratic Korea

r a re i :
presentative form of government, and the full restoration of

for bringing about the United Nation

Unification and Rehabilitation of Korea,
namely, the establishment by pe
under a representative form of government;

ternatio i i
nal peace and security in the area. We do not believe this approach

aceful means of a unified

objectives in Korea,

independent and democratic Korea
nad the Assembly decide that the Un

Enar .t > - . a ‘
y han it was throughout the debate in the First Committee

ited Nations would not discus

and finally,
the question of Korea in the future.

As my delegation noted in the First Committee, they urged upon this
problem which, str

roach to a vital and unsolved international

Assembly an app
UKorea —— off limits to the .

of all but the bare essentials,
We were gratified that this approach was again rejected -
ich cannot f

Cur

boils down to

United Nations'.
a -~ by the First Committee,and by majorities wh

properly rejecte
renuously urged this approach upcn us.

to impress even those who have st

5
e

e e !
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We urge therefore that this effort also be resisted. We urge that the
Assembly turn aside this cbviously diversionary movement. We oppose the amen
proposed by the representatives of the ten communist countries and urge all thg
who supported the draft resolution adopted by the First Committee to do the s;m
here tonight. The Assembly, after rejecting these proposals put in at the la.
moment, should in our view then take up and adopt, the draft resolution which K
already been recommended by the First Committee by a vote of sixty-six to ninet
This is the clear will of the majority, a will which should be respected and
recorded in the plenary Assembly, without the waste of time which we are now

encountering, unnecessarily, at this late hour in our deliberations.

Mr. DIACONESCU (Romania) (interpretation from French): In the course

the debates that took place in the First Committee on the Korean question, the:
Romanian delegation went into detall on the true meaning of this question, and:
its views on the ways to solve the question. At that time, we stressed that t]
so-called Korean guestion 1s nothing but the re-establishment of the national
of a divided country and thét, therefore, that problem falls squarely within f
domestic jurisdiction of the Korean people, and must be solved only by the Kor:
people itself, in the exercise of its inalienable and inherent right to
self-determination, without any foreign interference.

The lengthy discussions that have taken place in the United Nations on th
Korean guestion have not only not assisted in the solution of the problem, bu
furthermore have made that solution even more difficult to obtain. They have
confirmed the impossibility of applying to the guestion of the unification off
Korea an answer forged outside the country without the participation of thosé;
directly concerned.

In order to extricate the Korean guestion from the stalemate in which itr
found itself in the last twenty years, Romania joined thirteen other States 1
submitting draft resolution A/C.1/L.389, by which the General Assembly was
requested to ensure the withdrawal of all the troops occupying South Korea und!
the flag of the United Nations, to dissolve the so-called United Nations Commi!
for the Unification and Rehabilitation of Korea, and no longer to consider or

discuss the question of Korea at its sessions.

A A/PV.1499
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The adoption of that draft resolution would have allowed our Organization
place the question of Korea in the right context, to let the Korean people
ely decide for itself, and thus open the road to a solution of the question.
such a measure the United Nations would have beem able to make a valuable
tribution to the settlement ofthis grave national problem besetting the
can people. We very much regret that the Folitical Committee did not succeed
in in adopting a realistic position regarding the propesals made in draft
solution 4/C.1/L.389. Tt preferred to follow the same course which, up to now,
étead of bringing us clcser, has been leading us ever further from the objectives
claim to pursue in this Organization.

The amendments now submitted to the Assembly by the delegations of ten countries,

cluding Romania, in document A/L.Slh, are the expression of the sincere desire not

ulet another cpportunity go by without making at least a minimum contribution to

e solution of the Korean question, The proposal contained in the amendments could
be simpler. All we asked to do is have the General Assembly decide to eliminate
so=called Korean question from its agenda and no longer deal with the problem.
the United Nations were to act thus it would give the Korean people itself a
1t to decide its own affairs according to its own will and in keeping with its

ational aspirations. The adoption of these amendments on the part of the

1 Assembly would be a wise move; it would be an encouragement to the

ations taking place between the two parties in Korea in their attempt to find

€ans fcr a sclution to the protlem of the unificaticn of Korea. Such a decision
d be all the more precious since it would come at a moment conducive to fruitful
Otiations between the Temocratic People's Republic of Korea and South Korea.,

As isknown, in its memorandum of 21 July’last, the Government of the Democratic

Peont et . .
£0ple's Republic of Korea again stated its readiness to negotiate with any Scuth

an;euthority sincerely desirous of achieving the national unity and unification
¢ country, The Temocratic People's Republic of Korea likewise declared itself
vour of the convening of a conference for the peaceful settlement

€ Korean dquestion in which the interested parties would be

Sen;ed,* Such a ccrnference, which would Lave the pafticipation

'President returned to the Chair.
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of representatives of North Korea and South Korea, as well as of countries
neminated in equal number by the North and South Korean Authorities respecitive]
would be called upon to study the means for arriving at a durable peace in Korej
and achieving the peaceful unification of the country.

For all the reasons I have just outlined, I should like to appeal to my

colleagues to support the amendments contained in document A/L.Slh.

Mr. MOUANZA (Congo (Brazzaville)) (interpretation from French): The
General Assembly has just received an American draft resolution that offers no*
solution to the Korean question. In point of fact, this question has been vainly
and uselessly studied for twenty years in the United Nations, and it beccmes mo
and more obvious that the chances of solving it are dwindling.

This very year, the idea of a dialogue, which was voiced by certain countf
believing in the effectiveness of dialogue, was discarded for the simple reason
that certain Powers -- the United States in particular -- have made South Kore%
their private reserve and would not want to encourage contact between the peopg

of the two Koreas -- a contact which would certainly lead all Koreans to evict

those who are exploiting them.

RSH/rjs A/PV.1h99

111
(Mr. Mouanza, Congo (Brazzaville))

As I have said, the United States are the proprietors and the land-owners

in South Korea, and they still keep our Organization under their thumb. This

has happened for a long time, and it will perhaps happen for a long time to come.
Tﬁe United States cannot accept that this question of Korea should be dropped
ffom the agenda of the United Nations. As can be seen, by hook or by crook

the United States tries to ensure that the question of Korea be kept on the

agenda of the United Nations but perhaps tomorrow they may come to their

senses and see the importance of the Cuban amendments. Therefore, it would

e vain and useless to continue to waste breath here discussing this matter.
b

It is for these reasons that my delegation will not support the draft

resolution submitted by the United States and we commend to all Members of
the General Assembly the amendments contained in document A/LuSlM submitted
by the delegation of Cuba, which we believe are more likely to lead to an

immediate solution of the Korean question.

For these reasons, my delegation can in no way countenance Or condone the

manoeuvres of those who wish to keep South Korea in a state of perpetual slavery,

@fState used as a military base in order to subjugate other States and we commend

all Members of the General Assembly to support the amendments submitted oy

he delegation of Cuba.

The PRuSIDENT: The General Assembly will now proceed to vote, and

;niaccordance with the rules of procedure I shall first put to the vote the

mendments contained in document A/L.51k. A recorded vote has been requested
~all the amendments and on the draft resolution as a whole.
I now put to the vote the first amendment, to delete the words after
report" and replace them by the words "contained in document A/6312".

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Algeria, Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Cambodia, Congo (Brazzaville), Cuba, Czechoslovakia,
Guinea, Hungary, Iraq, Meli, Mauritania, Mongolia, Poland,
Romania, Syrian Arab Republic, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United

Arab Republic, Yugoslavia.
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li2 Against: Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Rolivia, Brazil,
Canada, Central African Republic, Chile, China, Colombia,
Against: Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Fotsway Costa Rica, Dahomey, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,
Brazil, Canada, Central African Republic, Chile, China, El Salvador, France, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Haiti,
Colombia, Costa Rica, Dahomey, Dermark, Dominican Republ Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast,
Ecuador, El Salvador, France, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Japan, lesotho, Liberia, ILuxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi,
g Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Ttaly, Ivory Malaysia, Maldive Islands, Malta, Mexico, Netherlands,
Coast, Jamaica, Japan, Laos, Lesotho, Liberia, Luxembourg’ New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Worway, Panama, Paraguay,
Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldive Islands, Malta, Peru, Philippines, Rwanda, South Africa, Spain, Sweden
Mexico, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, United Kingdom
Norway, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, South Afric of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
Spain, Sweden, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Turk America, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela.
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, ; Abstaining: Afghanistan, Botswana, Burma, Burundi, Cameroon, Ceylon,
Urited States of America, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuel Chad, Congo (Dembcratic Republic of), Cyprus, Finland,
Abstaining: Afghanistan, Burma, Burundi, Cameroon, Ceylon, Chad,

Congo (Democratic Republic of), Cyprus, Lthiopia, Finlaﬁ

Gabon, India, Indonesia, Iran, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait,

Lebanon, Libya, Morocco, Nepal, Nigeria, Pakistan, Rwand

Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra:Leone, Singapore, Somalia

Sudan, Tunisia, United Republic of Tanzania, Yemen,
Zambia.

The amendment was rejected by 62 votes to 20, with 34 abstentions.

The PRESIDZNT: The General Assembly will now vote on the second

amendment which seeks to delete the existing second preambular paragraph and
replace it by the following new paragraphs
"Rearing in mind that, although the Korean question has been under
discussion for the past twenty years, no progress has been made towards
its solution.”

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Algeria, Bulgaria, Byeiorussian Soviet Socialist Repub
Cambodia, Congo (Brazzaville), Cuba, Czechoslovakia,
Ethiopia, Guinea, Hungary, Iraq, Jamaica, Mali,
Mauritania, Mongolia, Poland, Romania, Syrian Arab
Republic, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union ©
Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Republic,

Yugoslavia.

Gabon, India, Indonesia, Iran, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait,
Taos, Lebanon, Libya, Morocco, Nepal, Nigeria, Pakistan,
saudi Arabia, Senegal, SierraZLeone, Singapore, Somalia,

sudan, Tunisia, United Republic of Tanzania, Yemen, Zambia

The amendment was rejected by 60 votes to 22, with 34 abstentions.

The PRESIDENT:

ndment , which

The General Assembly will now vote on the third

seeks to delete the existing fourth preambular paragraph and
fpléce it by the following new paragraph:

"Recognizing the necessity of seeking without delay a new and
appropriate method for the solution of the Korean question, in view of the

fact that it is an urgent question which can no longer be left in abeyance.”

i 4 recorded vote was taken.
. Yy tGad, n
Algeria,ﬁﬁyelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cambodia,

In favour:
e ettt

Congo (Brazzaville), Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Guinea, Hungary,
Iraqg, Mali, Mauritania, Mongolia, Nigeria, Poland, Romania,
Syrian Arab Republic, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Republic,

Yugoslavia.
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Against: Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Botswana,
Brazil, Canada, Central African Republic, Chile, China,
Colombia, Costa Rica, Dahomey, lenmark, Dominican Republie
Zeuador, 51 Salvador, France, Ghana, Greece, Cuatemala, :
Heiti, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory
Coast, Japan, lLaos, lesotho, ILuxembourg, Madagascar, Malawis
Malaysia, Maldive Islands, Malta, Mexico, Netherlands, 3
New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Norway, Pansma, Paraguay,
Peru, Philippines, Rwanda, South Africa, Bpain, Sweden,
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, United Kingdom
of CGreat Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
fmerica, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela.

Lbstaining: Afghanistan, Buodgewrie, Furma, Burundi, Cameroon, Ceylon,
Chad, Congo (Dcmocratic Republic of), Cyprus, Lthiopia,
Finland, Gabon, India, Indonesia, Iran, Jamaica, Jordan,
Kenya, Kuwait, Lebanon, Liberia, Libya, Moroccc, Nepal,
Pakistan, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Teone, Singapore,
Somalia, Sudan, Tunisia, United Republic of Tanzania, Yeme
“ambia.

The amendment was rejected by 61 votes to 20, with 55 abstentions.

The PRESIDENT: The General Assembly will now vote on the fourth amendmen

which would delete the words in the fifth preambular paragraph after "Korea' and.

replace them by the following: "py the Korean people themselves, without foreign

intereference of any kind".

A recorded vote was taken.
Algeria, Bulgaria, Burundi, Byelorusgian Soviet Socialist

In favour:
Republic, Cambodia, Congo (Brazzaville), Cuba, Czechoslova

Tthiopia, Guinea, Hungary, Irad, Mali, Mauritania, Mangolidy

Nigeria, Poland, Romania, Syrian Arab Republic, Ukrainian

Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist

Republics, United Arab Republic, Yemen, Yugoslavia.
Against: Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Botswand,
Brazil, Cenada, Central African Republic, Chile, China,
Colowbia, Costa Rica, Dahcmey, Tenmark, Dcminican Republic

Beuador, 21 Salvador, France, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala,

A/PV.1499

o s
R /¥ 115

v Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast,
o Jamaica, Japan, lacs, Lesotho, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi,

Malaysia, Maldive Islands, Malta, Mexico, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Norway, Panama, Paraguay, Peru,
Philippines, Rwanda, South Africa, Spain, Sweden, Thailand,
Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America, Upper

Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela.
ibstaining: Afghanistan, Burma, Cameroon, Ceylon, Chad, Congo (Democratic
Republic of), Cyprus, Finland, Gabon, India, Indonesia, Iran,
Kenya, Kuwait, Lebanon, Liberia, Libya, Morocco, Nepal,
Pakistan, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore,
Somalis, Sudan, Tunisia, United Republic of Tanzania,

Zambia.

The amendment was rejected by 62 votes to 24, with 29 abstentions.

The PRESIDENT: The General Assembly will now vote on the fifth
amendment, which seeks to add the following new preambular paragraph:

"Recognizing that, in the light of the current situation, the appropriate

method for settlement of the Korean question is a meeting of the interested
States, with the participation of the representatives of South and North Korea
end the representatives of such States interested in the Korean question as
shall be named in equal numbers by the authorities of South and North Korea
respectively."

A recorded vote was taken.

Algeria, Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,

In favour:
Cambodia, Congo (Brazzaville), Cuba, Czechoslovakia,

Guinea, Hungary, Iraq, Mali, Mauritania, Mongolia, Poland,
Romania, Syrian Arab Republic, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Boviet Socialist Republics, United Arab

Republic, Yemen, Yugoslavia.

(page 115a-2 follows)
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Abstaining:
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Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Botswan:
Brazil, Canada, Central African Republic, Chile, China,‘
Colombia, Costa Rica, Dahcmey, Ienmark, Tominican Republ:
Beuador, El Salvador, France, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala,
Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory .
Coast, Japan, Ilaocs, Lesotho, ILuxembourg, Madagascar, |
Malawi, Malaysia, Maldive Islands, Malta, Mexico,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, WNorway, ’
Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, South Africa, Spain
Sweden, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Uni
States of America, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela.
Afghanistan, Burma, Burundi, Cameroon, Ceylon, Chad,
Congo (Democratic Republic of), Cyprus, Ethiopia, Finland
Gabon, India, Indonesia, Iran, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwait, Lebanon, Liberia, ILibya, Morocco, Nepal, Nigeria,:
Pakistan, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone,
Singapore, Somalia, Sudan, Tunisia, United Republic of

Tanzania, Zambia.

The amendment was rejected by 60 votes to 21, with 35 abstentions.
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EEE_E§§§£QE§E: Finally, I put to the vote the sixth amendment which
. pbges to delete orerative paragraphs 1-4 and replace them by the following
‘éle paragraphc
"Decides to remove the Korean question from the agenda and not to
giscuss it in the United Nations in the future."
iA recorded vote was taken,
i In favour: hlgeria, Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,

Against:

Abstaining:

Cambodia, Congo (Brazzaville), Cuba, Czechoslovakia, € iinea,
Hungary, Iraqg, Mali, Mauritania, Mongolia, Poland, Rowania,
Syria, Ukrainlan Soviet Soclalist Republic, Union of Soviet
Soclalist Republics, United Arab Republic, Yewen, Yugoslavia
Lrgentina, Australia, fustria, Belgium, Bolivia, Botswana,
Brazil, Canada, Central African Republic, Chile, China,
Colombia,Democratic Republicof the Congo,Costa Rica,lahomey,
Denmark, Tominican Republic, Ecuador, EL Salvador, #Hihlopia,
France, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Iceland,
Iran, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamalca, Jaran,
Laos, Lesotho, Liberia, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi,
Malaysia, Maldive Islands, Malta, Mexico, Netherlands,

New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Norway, Panana, Paraguay,
Peru, Philippines, Rwanda, South Africa, Spain, Sweden,
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Uaited States of
America, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuels

Afghanlstan, Burma, Burundi, Cameroon, Ceylon, Chad, Cyprus,
Finland, Gabon, India, Indonesia, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait,
Lebanon, Libya, Morocco, Neral, Nigeria, Pakistan, Saudi
Arabla, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Sudan,

Tunisia, Uganda, United Republic of Tanzania, Zawbiea

The arendrent was rejected by 66 votes to 21, with %0 abstentions.
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The PRESIDENT:

reconmmended by the First

L recorded vote was
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I shall now put to the vote the draft resolution
Committee in document 4/6618.

taken.

In favour;

Against:

Lbstalning:

Lrgentina, Australia, Lustria, Belgium, Bolivia, Botswa

Brazil, Canada, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile;
China, Colombia, Costa Rica, Dahorey, Denmark, Dominiéa
Republic, Ecuador, £l Salvador, France, Gabon, Ghana
Greece, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, Lran, Ire;
Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Laog
Lesotho, Liberia, Luxembourg, MadaBascar, Malawi, Malé.’ér
Maldive Islands, Malta, Mexico, Netherlands, New Zealar
Nicaragua, Niger, Norway, Panana, Paraguay, Peru, Philip
Philippines, Rwanda, South Africa, Spain, Sweden, Thailan
Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, Unlted Kingdom of G
Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of Arerica
Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela I
Albania, flgeria, Bulgaria, Byelorusslan Soviet Soclal
Republic, Cambodia, Congo (Brazzaville), Cuba,

Czechoslovakia, Guinea, Hungary, Mall, Mauritania, Mbﬁg

Poland, Romania, Syria, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Yugoslavig
Afghanistan, Burme, Burundi, Cameroon, Ceylon, Democf
Republic of the Congo, Cyprus, Ethiopla, Finland, Indl
Indonesia, Iraq, Kenya, Kuwalt,Lebanon, Libya, Morocco
Nepal, Nigeria, Pakistan, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierr
Leone, 5ingapore, Somalia, 3udan, Tunisia, Uganda, Uni

Lrab Republic, United Republic of Tanzania, Yemen, Zampid

The draft resolution contained in document 4/6618 was adopted by 67 votes K

19, with %2 abstentions.
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AGENDA ITEM 96

ATUS OF THE IMPLIMENTATION OF TELR DiCLARATION ON THE INADMISSIBILITY OF

The FRESITIENT: T shall now call on representatives who wish to

¥plain thelr votes.

Mr. FEDORENKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from

A éian): On the initiative of the Soviet Union, the General Assembly hes
Somsidered os an urgent and important question an item entitled, "The Status

of the Implementation of the Declaration on the Inadmissibility of Intervention
the Domestic Affairs of 3tates and the Protection of Their Independence and

o

SbVéreignty, a Declaration which was adopted last year. The Soviet Unilon
raised this question because of all the developments of the international
'ﬁuation which continues to become more and more tense preclisely because
the criminal acts of armed intervention and other forms of intervention in
e internal affairs of States and peoples on the part of the imperialist Powers,
1d in the first place on the part of the United States of America.
 The duty of the United Nations and of its Members is precisely to stare
:gffort in order strictly to implement one of the fundamental principles of
kheﬁUnited Nations Charter, principles that were enshrined again in the
Eec}aration adopted last year on the Inadmissibility of Intervention in the
stic Affairs of Gtates.
The debate that took place in the First Committee, by its scope and through
rarticipation of mwany delegations, has shown the importance and the
‘ent character of the question inscribed on our agenda. The majority of the
gatlons that have expressed thelr views openly condemned the continuing
‘ervention in the affairs «f other States by some Western Powers. The debates
confirmed the fact that the most blatant violation in the domestic affailrs
teoples, the most flagrant violstion of the Declaration is reflected by the

S O VO . . s . . X oo . .
rTineressing aggressive intervention of the United Stetes of nuxerlica 1n

~Nam,
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119 : ; 120 |
(Mr. Fedorenko, U3SR) : (Mr. Fedorenko, USSR) f
LAmerican troops have come to the territory of Viet-Nam as invaders, as . ‘ssembly condemms all forms of intervention in the domestic or external affairs

occuplers, as those who want to stifle the freedom and independence of the states, orders an immediate cessation of intervention, and calls upon all ;s

Vietnarese people. The war of the United States against the Vietnamese people tates to carry out faithfully their obligations under the Charter of the TUnited
is the most cynical manifestation of the aggressive policy of American : ‘Nations and the provisions of the Declaration on the Inadmissibility of i
imperialism. It is a mockery of international law and of universally accepted - ;fn’ervention in the Domestic Affairs of States. >§ f
standards of worality and of humanity. £11 those crimes lead to and bring §§

forth grave consequences and, even on this day when the General Assembly 1is
reeting, after the American representative had raised his hand in favour of
the draft resolution which calls upon States strictly to respect and to 4
implerent the Declaration of non-intervention, the Pentagon continues to commit ;
new and heavy crimes in Viet-Nam, grossly violating the Declaration. 3 {
Quite recently, these last few days indeed, Hanol itself was bombed -- the '

capital of a sovereign soclalist State, the Democratic People's Republic of ; i

Viet-Nam. American pirates, on 13 and 14 December, have bombed the residential

districts in Hanoi, destroying houses and killing peaceful citizens. But the :

Just struggle of the Vietnamese people 1s enjoying the support on the part of all

those who hold peace dear to their heart and who want to fight for justice, for : ja
independence and for freedom of peoples. The Government ggﬁthe Soviet Union ‘ﬁ
and indeed the whole Soviet people have resolutely condemned the new act of
Arerican aggression against the Terocratic People's Republic of Viet-Nam. True | : s
to its international duty, the Boviet Union continues to stand by the side of a '3 ‘.
brother socialist State, the Democractic People's Republic of Viet-Nam. We
shall continue to give all possible help to the heroic struggle of the Vietnamese - ol -
people against the criminal aggression cf American imperialism. VWashington must ‘

rut an end to aggression,and to the violation of the Declaration on

non~-intervention. It is up to the Vietnamese people alone to decide questions th

rertain to the future of Viet-Nam,

As a result of the consideration of the question of the implementation of thel

{
|
I
Peclaration on the inadmissibility of intervention, the First Committee has ; 1
also adopted unanimously the draft resolution submitted by the Soviet Union W

with the amendments proposed by a large number of countries from Asia, Africa

and approval of the General Assembly. In that draft resolution the General

;
and Latin Lmxerica, The draft resolution is now submitted for the consideration J! i
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(1. Fedorenko, USSR)

delegation believes that this draft containg some measures that

The Soviet

should be taken at the present juncture in order to strengthen peace and 1n orderp

4o uphold the rights of nations and peoples against those who intervene in their
’ T o

.)

ipternsl affairs. We are grabtified to see that the initiative of the Soviet

mior has been understocd and supported by the Members of the United Nations and ¢
orovisions of the Soviet proposal have been supported by

-

ar. overvhelming majority of delegations.

- ¢ . P U UL T .y - . . . ,_;‘j.,‘lf.ﬁ.
In conclusion, the Soviet delegaticn males an appeal once again for strict

, . e g - .
cempliance with the provisions cf the Declaration or ncn-intervention. In doing
5o we should like to emphasize that the pecples of the world will Judge our

1= [ =] — -

. : b N n ] e ~ A PR, (‘J_,..L,’ - - Jee .
loyzliy to the Declaration nov by words, not Ly statemesuts, but by real deeds

A atog il SN = on Row thev immlemends the provisio
on the part of 3tates. &Suaves 4111 be judged on how they lmplement the provision

of this

5 : Sy Seleeractd Ly s Al
ot the Declmyation in Ject. My delegatinon 20LES that
mpestion by the fwenty-I o ceasion or Tthe General Ac ard the resolutilon
o Ll o) Ll TR e 1

licate from international Life one ci’ i

we waopt

] ; ; o et G e was Cetarvertson G Dl
rension in the world, that is To say, driervention Jii Lhe

CD
b
c
[y
)
=
)
=
=

=% PR Y - h : e . =3
Svates, and parviculsrly armed lnterventlon, WalCh COWALAYS Yepre

whreat Lo peace and to the

1 At aa T Lads L e B atin
especially of the small countries of fsis, Africa 2nd Labtin

lir . TTHCCO (Costa Rica) (interpret T should like

‘osta Rica on

N

to exrlain briefly the vote that will be
A

*Je shall vote in favour of the draft resolution, but not

+his draft resclution.

3 o - | ) smmecarnT g PO 3 ion.
exclusively Tor the reascns adduced by the representative of the Soviet Uni

S
Lol

regolution we are

He has tried to create the impression that with this

“he stbibude regultil from hne siouscscn in Viet-Wawm. The

the repre “ChLaElVCV

Cests Rice aces not share

i Sovied Tmion. ¥e shall volte in sclution hut we shall
1 Doy e UNIO0N. Lo Snall VOoUue Lk

o osr Loescauss shee 1n
RACICRY the areniments
&
ich with The
SRR To 7S
by weens of processres of ind =8 tie organization of

N e A
wr, Tincco, Cogts Rica)

i
Vi

\

guerrillas’ suprort for teryvorist activities, propaganda wnd other metheds which

 venﬁght call psychological warTare, it was intended that the democratic order in

“*ho Latin Amewicen nations be overthrown. The delegation of Costa Rica will vote
Liit

‘ip favour ot the draft rescluticn precisely because it Coes condemn activities

“of that icind.

yr. GULCBERG (United States of smerica): The United States delegation
was pleased TO vote in favour ci the wraft resolution or non-interverticn which
was adeyted by the Flrst Cowmmititse cn 12 December. The craft resolution, =s a
result ol appropriate amendments which were wccepted, introduced Tty ocur Latin
American colleagues, properly calls attention to the dangers to peace which arise

from acts o subversion, terrorism and other indirect forms of intervention. The

bty

draft resolutiorn focuses on “he latter forms of intervention end therefore

carries Lorward the Geneéral Lssembly's view, as expreszed in bhe 1065 Der]

on pon~intervention, that nc State sghall organize, assist, foment, finance, incifte

or tolerate subverslve, fLerrorist or zrmed achivities dirscted towards the vislent

overthrow of the régime

O

T another 3tate or otherwise interfere in civil gitrifs

in another 3tate. Thus 16 pubts the spotlight of world attention, world
consideratior and world condemraticn on such subversive activities as theose of the
Havana Tricontinental Conference and the plans of its permanent crganizations.

The draft resclution adopted by the Cemmittee -- znd it will be adecpted, I

<,

hope, by the General Agsembly -- applies to the authorities in Hanodl and Peliing

b

&s well to United Naticns lMenbers. It also applies o the Soviet Union, whose

e

Ambassador addressed us a few minutes azo. Again we heard a reciltation of
statements abeout the Vico-lansse conflict which have becore very familiar to the
this Assenbly, but zgain T must raise a very essontial question.  That
question is 4 simgle cne: what geoG are words when, as M.
and not

sdorenlke said, decds

2 odert Vhat better deed coulo whore be st the prasent

1.

sCheva Conferencs -- reconvene that (Confex rena, whiieh e acoor® taglg

for ;
# setilement in Viet-Ham?

and vhoge with the zathority -- the co-Chairmen

LTS
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(Mr. Goldberg, United Stateg
LT Slatey

Tris very day a statement was made from the Kremlir calling upon the Unite

tates to observe mswervingly the Geneva Agreements of 1954, and I have quoteg

U2

it. This very day the United States delivered to the Secretary-General a lettep]
relating to this important subject, which we have asked to be distributed as g
Security Council document, in which we reaffirm our cbjective:

"Our objective remains the end of all fighting, of all hostilities and of

all violence in Viet-Nam and an honourable and lasting settlement there,

for which, as we have repeatedly sald, the Geneva Agreements of 1954 and

1662 would be a satisfactory basis.”

I suspect that differences cannot be resolved by debate alone. Differences
can be resolved only by contacts, discussions or negotiations, and a heavy
responsibility rests upen leading llembers of this Organization to initiate those:
discussions, negotiations ard conferences which can lead %o an honourable
settlement. That is the type ol welcome irtervention which the Charter contempla

in the interest of world peace and security.

Mr. ALARCON DE QUESADA (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish): Iy

delegation will vot. in favour of the draft resolution recommended by the First
Committee, in precisely the same way as we voted in the First Committee itself
when this ouestion was discussed. However, I must repeat here the reservations
of my delegation regarding that draft resclution. They are the same reservation
as we expressged a year ago when the General Assembly adopted resolution 2131 (xx
Ye sald then, and we repeat today, that the adoption of documents of this type,
which repeat principles of law which are very dear to many peoples, particularly
the small and weak peoples, 1s not sufficient for guarenteeing the

effective implementation of such principles in the usage of everyday life.

v/ ids 5/ PV. 1499
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(Mr. Alercon de Quesada, Cuba)

While the policies of interference, aggression and exploitation on the

part of the United States still exic¢s, those documents run the risk of

pecoming nothing but dead letters. The facts of today, the events that have

e

htee apgd the

been and «till are toking place, even while fn the First
Cencral s.ssembly we discuss and adopt these principles, need nd rehesrsal in
order to convince everyone of what I am saying. The bombing of Hanoi, the
massacres, the criminal slaughter of the civilian population of the capital of
the Democratic Republic of Viet-Nam -- all these are part of the policy of
subversion, intervention and aggression of the fmerican imperialists, reaching
new noeiglfe, which, a year ago, when we adopted resolution 2131 (XX), would
have scemed 1mpossible and unbeleivable. Yet these facts are known; these
events do take place and will continue to take place even while the United
States representative, even with his beatific smile, tells us that he will
support this draft resolution, and he will press the green button before him a
few muments from now. But we repeat what we said a year ago, that it is not

by mcang of this kind of document that we can effectively guarantee the
independence and sovereignty of States, but by the heroic, dedicated and resulute
Tight belng carried ocut by those heroic peoples in all corners of the world

4nd that struggle will not stop, but will culminate in

It will be thus despite efforts made

agalnst imperialism.
the overthrow of fiwerican imperialism.
here by the imperialists and those who serve them and who stand behind and
help them in their efforts to falsify these principles and turn them into
weapons for exploitatica, interference and aggression. 7

I shell go no further because we have said enough in the First Committee.
Twice in the First Committee, as well as a few days ago, my Government gave a
round znswer o the attitude of many Letin American delegations in a letter
o the secretary-General.

The PRESIDENT: I call on the representative of the Soviet Union

i exered ae .
o THBXercise of the right of reply.

—

—

s

ot

S
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Mr. FEDORENKC (Uniocn of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation

from Russian): We have just heard the statement of the representative of

the United S

ct

ates in connexion with the gquestion under consideration, nemely,
status of the implementetion of the Decleration on the Intdmissibility of
said is merely a

Intervention. %What the United States representative hes

repebiticon of what has been sald many times by him, as well as in edrlier vagpg
DA 9

jn'uudiﬂg cccasitns vwhen dizcussl orn this guastions wore tikinﬁ in the pf
Committee. The representative of the United Stetes told us what should be

done and what should not be done by Shtates. JSnd he addressed his statement

£2 ug, the Soviet delegation. I should like to reply to the represcotative of

the United States.

What should be done to pub =zn end to the barbarocus wcts thet are taking

place before osur very eyest Io ont o0 end T3 the plraticeld

PP . Y L I e s (N - -
DOGTeRTT LToLnsT NILG sdeance and

independent Statey T- pub 2o =0d To

freedom?  To put an end to the violations of our Charter and of the Loclaration

which we are 2gain discussing end which it behooves us Lo fulfil? It should

be done by the United States of surerica in the first place, which has grossly

and blatantly violated the provisions of the Genevs greements, to which
the representative of the United States has referred. It was the United States
which, two days after signing the Gencva lLgreements, bagan to violate Them.

Lmerican soldier, not one odviien.

In Viet~Nam there had not been one

american equipment. fAad what is happening now? admogt half a million

interventionists are flocding that unfortunate znd wretched country. HMurders

are taking place in front of people's eyes. «nd then we ere asked what to do?

The United States represeuntative spoke of resn-orn=ilhilityv., and in his
A Eh N v

words could be heard reproaches levelled &t others. But who,

United States, bears full responsibility for this intervention,

for the murder of peosple? By what right is this mcckery taking place?

Who provided grounds Tor it? Who is giving its bencdlction to this cgzgression,
to this bloodshed? The Viet-Homese people, and they aline, have the right

to decide their own future. Mo one -r~ voc- civen the riyt s interfere :
and to torture thet laad. It i: Tio Uslo.d Zhrtos T shnould vyt o el B
its barbarism, to the bombings. It should get cut of South Vieb-Nam and leave

~Nzmese people zlone. et them zlone to debermine Thelr Zwn Jdestiny

like other people.

A

e T
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The ssembly will now vote on the draft resolution
(1./6598).

adopted by 11k votes to none, with 2 abstenbions.

The PRESIDENT:

contained in paragraph 10 of the First Committee's report

The dreft resolution was
/.GENDA ITEM 26

NON-PROLIFZRATION OF NUCLT/R WE.FONS: RLDPORT OF THE CONFLRENCE OF THL EIGHTTLN-

NATION COMMITTEE ON DISARMAMENT (continued)

RESIDENT: 1In paragraph 2 of regolubion 21535 B (XXI) of

The F
P

wvanher 1966, the Gene

raol fssembly requested

17 3
.the President of the General /ssembly immediately to set up
Preparatory Committee, widely representative of the non-nuclear-weapon

Stotes, to make appropriate orrangements f£or convening the Conference

and to consider the guestion of associotion of nucleor Btates with the
the General Assembly at

work of the Conference and report thereon to

its twenty-second sessic
In 7rhot connexion the records of the

e

representatilve of roldistoin o8 to the

Assembly o stobement mode by ©

understanding and interpretation of the word "immediately" I have engaged

L

and T e ahie to designate the

IR
il

e o0

of the Committee 2s goon as possible and inform the Members

of the sssembly.

members

I wish to thank representatives for their co-operation and .patience.

[eh]
—
.

v

¥

The meeting rose et 7.20 p.m.




