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AGENDA ITEM 61 

Measures aimed at the implementation and promotion 
of peaceful and nelghbourly relations among States 
(A/3847 and Add.l, A/SPC/L.24, A/SPC/L.27) (con
tinued) --

1. Mr. HARRISON (United States of America) joined 
with those delegations which had sent their condolences 
to the Bulgarian Government on the death of Mr. Da
mianov, President of the Presidium of the National 
Assembly of the Peoples Republic of Bulgaria. 

SPECIAL POLITICAL COMMITTEE 117th 
MEETING 

Tuesday, 2 December 1958, 
at 3.15 p.m. 

NEW YORK 

to the effect that the time for the overthrow of the rule 
of the monopolies was approaching in various coun
tries, and that the Communists in those countries must 
be prepared to use "non-peaceful means" to attain 
their ends. If "peaceful" then meant "non-peaceful", 
and if "coexistence" meant a temporary state of affairs 
followed by the overthrow and burial ofthe "capitalist" 
systems, then words had really lost their meaning. 

4. He could not but wonder what induced the Soviet 
leaders to represent the leaders of the United States 
as the sworn enemies of the people, as capitalists who 
kept the mass of the workers in poverty and sought to 
enslave foreign peoples. They said that the United 
States was capitalist and that capitalism could not 
exist without war; but in the same breath they main
tained that war would destroy capitalism. The United 
States was thus, according to them, doomed in any 
case. That gloomy picture was the very contrary of the 
truth. The economic system of the United States bore 
no resemblance to the old-style cut-throat capitalism 
of a century ago. In the United States there were gov
ernment regulations to prohibit monopolies and to 
stimulate competitive enterprise. A social welfare and 
social security system was in force. The rate of invest
ment was high. Production was constantly increasing. 
Output was rising in all branches of the economy and, 
with it, the standard of living of the people. In order to 
prosper, such a system had no need of war. On the 
contrary, what it needed was peace. But the United 
States did not for an instant dream of imposing its 
economic and social system on other countries. It 
could not do so, moreover, even if it tried, for although 
tyranny could be imposed on people, freedom could not. 

2. The question before the Committee bore upon the 
main purpose of the United Nations, the maintenance 
of peace among nations. The United States endeavoured 
to maintain good neighbourly relations with all coun
tries. It had never attacked any country. Three times 
in the present turbulent century United States soldiers 
had shed their blood abroad to stop aggression. Each 
time, the United States had brought itsforceshome as 
soon as the situation permitted, without acquiring any 
territorial gains or any special privileges for itself. 
Despite the heavy demands of its military defence, 
the United States had shared its material wealth and 
its technical resources with other countries, not in 5. The peaceful coexistence offered by the Soviet 

Union had nothing to do with peaceful relations and 
order to enslave them but to help them free themselves good-neighbourliness. The right of States to national 
from the devastations of war and the bondage of pover-
ty. The United States had opened its doors to millions existence and the principle of good-neighbourly rela-

tions between States had oncebeentakenforgranted in 
of settlers and refugees. It had welcomed representa- international life. In fact, it had been only with the rise 
tives of all cultures and all ways of life. It had done of modern totalitarian dictatorships, dreaming of world 
its part in founding and maintaining that great force dominion, that doubt had been cast on the rights of 
for peace, the United Nations. Disagreements between States to exist. The Soviet Union appeared to expect 
free countries were inevitable, but transcending inter- mankind to be grateful because it was ready to accept 
national differences there was a common faith in 
humanity, in human dignity, in the need to conquer "peaceful coexistence", to tolerate-temporarily-the 

existence of national States until Communism was 
poverty, hunger, disease and ignorance, in the bene- ready to engulf them. In fact it appeared that peaceful 
fits of international co-operation, and in peace. coexistence, as understood by the Soviet Union, was 
3. The United States delegation was glad that the simply another form of cold war. But the United States 
General Assembly had decided to change the title of did not want a cold war any more than it wanted a hot 
the item proposed by Czechoslovakia. Peaceful co- war. It believed thateachnationhadthe right to choose 
existence, the term used in the original item, was not a social and economic system suited to the needs and 
synonymous with peace in communist terminology. wishes of its people, without attempting to impose that 
Many Soviet leaders had stated, and Lenin himself system on other nations. ltbelievedinapeaceful com-
had declared as far back as 1920, that peaceful co- munity of sovereign nations open to all and united by 
existence was a temporary condition which must inevi- bonds of good-neighbourliness. In order to build such a 
tably end in the victory of communism over capitalism. community Governments must observe certain rules of 
Further, on 21 November 1957, a meeting of Commu- conduct, which the General Assembly had stated inits 
nist Parties held at Moscow had published a statement resolution 290 (IV) entitled "Essentials of peace". They 

137 A/SPC/SR.ll7 



138 General Assembly - Thirteenth Session - Special Political Committee 

were: (1) to obey the Charter of the United Nations; 
(2) to refrain from threatening or using force contrary 
to the Charter; (3) to do nothing to impair or subvert 
the independence of any State; (4) to carry out inter
national agreements; (5) to co-operate with all United 
Nations bodies; (6) to encourage respect for human 
rights; (7) to promote efforts towards a higher stan
dard of living for all peoples; (8) to remove the barriers 
to the free exchange of information and ideas. All those 
principles were of vital significance at the present day, 
but the last principle appeared to have been somewhat 
lost sight of in recent debates, and it ought perhaps to 
be recalled to the Committee's attention. 

6. The fact was that the Soviet people were prevented, 
by a complex system of censorship which constituted 
a real barrier to the exchange of information and ideas, 
from communicating freely with the outside world. He 
then examined that system in detail: it included the 
jamming of foreign radio broadcasts, although that had 
been condemned by the General Assembly in its reso
lution 424 (V); the prohibition of foreign books, publica
tions and films; the prior censorship of works by 
Soviet writers and newspaper articles; the confiscation 
of any publication considered subversive; and the cen
sorship of foreign news correspondents' dispatches. 

7. It was interesting to note that between 1948 and 
1958 the number of Soviet radio transmitters used for 
jamming foreign broadcasts had risen from twelve to 
2, 500. The Soviet Union went so far as to jam the 
United Nations Russian language broadcasts including 
the statements made at the United Nations by Soviet 
representatives. Those transmitters represented a 
capital investment of some $250 million and anannual 
operating cost of about $100 million-or five or six 
times more than the cost of all the broadcasting of the 
Voice of America in all languages-and solely in order 
to produce noisy interference. What, then, prompted 
the Soviet Government to take such measures? With 
regard to the jamming of broadcasts Mr. Menshikov, 
Soviet Ambassador to the United States, had said on 
19 November 1958 that some Voice of America broad
casts were jammed because the Soviet people did not 
like to hear insulting things. But those broadcasts 
contained nothing which could offend the Soviet people, 
and the Government of the United States was strongly 
opposed to radio propaganda of a violent and offensive 
character or of a kind likely to foment civil strife. 

8. With regard to the prohibition of foreign news
papers and the censorship of news despatches, Mr. 
Khrushchev had stated during an interview he had given 
in 1957 that the people of theSovietUnion could not be 
indifferent to the slanderous reports given of their 
activities. He had not explained, however, why Soviet 
censorship went so far as to prevent foreign press 
correspondents from sending their newspapers ex
tracts from articles and works published in the Soviet 
Union itself. The explanation could perhaps be found 
in a statement by the Director of the Tass Agency that 
journalists should realize that not all facts or events 
ought necessarily to be reported in the Press. 

9. As to the consequences of that state of affairs for 
the peace of the world, a comparison of the United 
States and the Soviet Union was revealing. In the first 
place, foreign radio broadcasts were not jammed in 
the United States, or in most other countries. Secondly, 
all kinds of foreign newspapers and periodicals, in-

- eluding the publications of the Soviet Union, could be 

bought freely anywhere in the United States. Except 
for the magazine "Amerika", there were no publica
tions from any foreign country on sale anywhere in 
the Soviet Union. It was even impossible to buy official 
United Nations publications at the United Nations In
formation Centre in Moscow. Thirdly, a reporter in 
the United States could cable unfriendly and even false 
reports without censorship. 

10. What were the real results of that policy of 
systematic obstruction to the exchange of information 
and ideas? The immediate result was that the Soviet 
people was the most ill-informed on international 
affairs of all the peoples of the world. Completely 
ignorant about the United States, the Soviet people 
was living in constant fear of an armed attack by that 
country. Moreover, foreign press correspondents were 
free, once they had left the Soviet Union, to write all 
that they had been forbidden to write under Soviet 
censorship and their reports were widely published 
in the free world. When the Soviet leaders concealed 
so much from the outside world, the peoples of the 
free world were bound to wonder what the Soviet Union 
was trying to hide. They also wondered why the Soviet 
leaders were telling the people of the Soviet Union that 
living conditions in other countries were bad, that in 
the United States some imaginary group of imperialists 
was preparing a war against the Soviet Union and that 
they should rejoice when anything went wrong in the 
United States and the other free countries. 

11. The United States Government sincerely wanted 
the people of the Soviet Union to be happy and pros
perous and enjoy a higher standard of living. To that 
end they should be better informed, their leaders should 
trust them better and the barriers dividing them from 
the outside world should be removed. As President 
Eisenhower and Mr. Adlai Stevenson had said, the 
world could not live in peace unless it consisted of a 
community of open societies. The United States ideal 
had always been a peaceful and open world, where 
good-neighbourly relations prevailed. 

12. If the Soviet Union agreed to stop jamming foreign 
broadcasts, to allow foreign newspapers and publica
tions to be sold freely, to let foreign news correspon
dents do their work without censorship and to autho
rize free and general circulation of United Nations 
documents, the whole world would have taken a great 
stride towards peace. 

13. His delegation supported the nine-Power draft 
resolution (A/SPC/L.27), which contained nothing it 
could not accept, and hoped that the draft would be 
unanimously adopted. The United States, for its part, 
was ready to take all measures necessary in order 
that the resolution might be carried out. 

14. Mr. SOBOLEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Repub
lics) offered his delegation's condolences to the 
Bulgarian delegation on the occasion of the death of 
Mr. Damianov, President of the Presidium of the 
National Assembly of Bulgaria. 

15. He pointed out that the most important aspect of 
international tension was the division of the world into 
two opposing groups of Powers controlling unprece
dented means of destruction. In those circumstances 
the peoples must ask what measures should be taken 
to reduce the prevailing tension and remove the threat 
of a new world war. International relations could devel
op in only two directions: either towards a world war 
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of extermination or towards the peaceful coexistence 
of States, which opened up unlimited opportunities to 
mankind. The second way was obviously that most fully 
in keeping with the interests of mankind as a whole. 
Never before had the peoples had such opportunities 
for the maintenance of peace. Thanks to the rapid 
growth of the forces of peace, there was now a vast 
peace zone which included all the countries of the 
socialist camp and many other States. It was now 
impossible to ignore the existence, alongside the 
capitalist economic system, of the new socialist eco
nomic system. So long as the capitalist States did not 
establish normal good-neighbourly relations with the 
socialist States, it was difficult to talk of maintaining 
peace. A peaceful foreign policy was inherent in the 
very nature of socialist society and the socialist coun
tries based their foreign relations on recognition of, 
and respect for, the sovereignty of States, equality of 
rights, mutual advantage and peaceful co-operation. 
Ever since it had come into being, the Soviet Union 
had always been absolutely and firmly in favour of 
peaceful coexistence between all States, whatever their 
social system or their ideology. In a spirit and by 
methods typical of the cold war, the United States 
representative had sought to impugn the peaceful na
ture of the objectives of Soviet foreign policy. It was 
regrettable that the United States representative had 
chosen the question under discussion as an occasion to 
resuscitate worn-out propaganda slogans which for a 
long time had not been heard in the United Nations. He 
would not follow the United States representative's 
example or allow himself to be diverted from the path 
of constructive co-operation between all States. The 
United States representative could admire the advan
tages of the capitalist system in the United States as 
much as he wished. The Soviet delegation would not 
enter into any argument on that point. The Soviet 
Union asked one thing only: thatthe people of the Soviet 
Union and the peoples of the other socialist countries 
should not be prevented from building socialism and 
from enjoying all the advantages of the socialist 
system. It was impossible to destroy that system by 
force of arms or by subversive broadcasts. The Soviet 
Union had effective counter measures at its disposal to 
deal with any aggressive measure: the atom bomb in 
answer to the atom bomb, and jamming stations in 
answer to radio broadcasts. The two systems, capi
talist and socialist, would have to coexist on the same 
planet. The socialist countries realized that an uneasy 
peace was better than conflict and were in consequence 
pursuing a policy of peaceful coexistence. Thatdidnot 
mean that there would be no ideological differences or 
or ideological disputes between the two systems. 
16. He reserved the right to reply later to the United 
States representative's statement, which contained 
many distortions of fact and even slander directed at 
the Soviet Union. 
17. He would in particular draw the United States 
representative's attention to General Assembly reso
lution 1236 (XII), recommending non-intervention by 
States in each other's internal affairs. The United 
States representative had not abided by that resolution 
and had used the question under discussion as an 
opportunity to suggest that the Soviet Union should adopt 
certain measures, which constituted intervention in the 
internal affairs of another State. 
18. The record showed that the Soviet Union had 
spared no effort to ensure that Assembly resolution 

1236 (XII) should not become a dead letter. The Soviet 
Government had proposed convening a summit con
ference with a view to the settlement of the most urgent 
international problems, and it had not been the fault 
of the Soviet Union that that proposal had not been 
carried into effect. The Soviet Union had proposed that 
the European States, and also the United States of 
America, should conclude an agreement on peace and 
co-operation. Together with the other States signa
tories of the Treaty of Warsaw, it had also expressed 
a desire to conclude a non-aggression pact with the 
States members of the North Atlantic Treaty Organi
zation. In the field of disarmament, the Soviet Union 
and the other socialist countries had submitted pro
posals to the United Nations on the prohibition of 
nuclear and hydrogen weapons, the discontinuance of 
tests of such weapons, and the reduction of arms and 
armed forces, armaments and military budgets. The 
socialist countries had unilaterally made a consid
erable cut in their armed forces. The Soviet Union 
considered that the most pressing problem of the day 
was that of agreement between the great Powers on the 
immediate and general cessation of nuclear weapons 
tests. In that spirit, the Soviet Union had taken an 
active part in the work of the conference of atomic 
experts that had met at Geneva from 1 July to 21 August 
1958, the outcome of which had been the adoption of 
unanimous recommendations concerning a system of 
control over the cessation of nuclear weapons tests 
(A/3897)11. The Soviet Union had submitted to the two 
other conferences currently meeting at GenevaV a 
series of specific proposals designed to obtain the 
earliest possible agreement on the universal and 
permanent cessation of nuclear and hydrogen weapons 
tests, and to create the conditions necessary to prevent 
surprise attack. 

19. The Soviet Union and the other socialist countries, 
aware of the importance of the development of eco
nomic and cultural exchanges between States in the 
establishment of normal international relations, were 
doing everything in their power to multiply their eco
nomic and cultural ties with all nations. Theirforeign 
trade had increased from 39,000 million roubles in 
1950 to 100,000 million roubles in 1957. Their trade 
with the under-developed countries had increased 
five-fold between 1953 and 1957. The Soviet Union was 
providing those countries with disinterested assistance 
in the development of their national economies. There 
were many examples of such assistance, inparticular 
the substantial loan the Soviet Union had made to the 
United Arab Republic on favourable terms for the con
struction of the Aswan dam. It was unfortunately the 
policy of certain circles that apparently were not 
anxious to reduce international tension to hinder the 
development of trade between the Soviet Union and the 
capitalist states by every means. Discrimination in 
trade could only further aggravate the international 
situation. 

20. The Soviet Union attached great importance to 
personal contacts between statesmen. In recent years, 
the leaders of the Soviet Union had many visits to other 
countries, and the Soviet Union had been host to a 

l/ Official Records of the General Assembly, Thirteenth 
Session, Annexes, agenda items 64, 70 and 72. 

V Conference on the Discontinuance of Nuclear Weapons 
Tests; Conference of experts for the study of possible meas
ures which might be helpful in preventing surprise attack 
and for the preparation of a report thereon to Governments. 
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considerable number of foreign leaders. The Soviet 
Union favoured a general expansion of international 
scientific co-operation and had actively participated in 
the International Geophysical Year, in exploring the 
Antarctic, etc. The International Conferences on the 
Peaceful Uses of Atomic Energy held at Geneva had 
demonstrated the unlimited possibilities of scientific 
co-operation. That form of co-operation helped to fur
ther the advancement of science and also progress in 
mutual understanding and friendship among peoples. 
21. The Brussels World's Fair of 1958 had also con
tributed to closer relations between peoples. The Soviet 
pavilion had been visited by over 30 million people, who 
had thus been able to gain some idea of the life and 
achievements of the Soviet people. In recent years, 
hundreds of thousands of persons from all parts of 
the world had visited the Soviet Union, and many Soviet 
citizens had gone to other countries. Almost ninety 
international agreements on cultural and scientific 
exchange had been concluded between the Soviet Union 
and other countries. The agreement with the United 
States on cultural co-operation deserved special men
tion. All those things contributed to the normal~zation 
of relations between countries whose economic and 
political systems differed. He referred to the 1959-
1965 seven-year plan for economic development in the 
Soviet Union and in that connexion quoted the Chairman 
of the Council of Ministers of the USSR, Mr. Khrush
chev, who had said that the Soviet Union intended to 
engage in peaceful competition with capitalism in the 
economic field, a contest that would be decided, not by 
atomic and hydrogen weapons, but by economic devel
opment. 
22. The principles of peaceful coexistence upheld by 
the Soviet Union had been adopted by many States in 
Europe, Asia and Africa as the basis of their foreign 
policy. Nevertheless, the international situation con
tinued to be tense and the efforts of all peoples inte
rested in the maintenance of peace must be aimed at 
ensuring that the United Nations played a decisive role 
in thwarting the attempts of some States to impose 
their will, by threat or force, upon other States whose 
internal system of Government or foreign policy was 
not to their liking. It was no secret that the cause of 
peace would largely depend on the future course of 
relations between the Soviet Union and the United 
States. The Soviet Union had proposed to the United 
States that the two countries should conclude a treaty 
of friendship that would provide a firm basis for co
operation over a long period of time and had presented 
specific proposals for the development of economic 
co-operation between the two countries. It was regret
table that neither proposal had as yet been acted upon, 
but the Soviet Union continued to hope that they would 
be given careful attention. 

23. The fact that the draft resolution under considera
tion (A/SPC/L.27) had been sponsored by nine States 
with differing social and economic systems was in it
self a most encouraging sign. The draft resolution 
demonstrated that compromise solutions were possible 
when the parties concerned showed goodwill. In his 
delegation's opinion, the original draft resolution sub
mitted by Czechoslovakia (A/SPC/L.24) had been more 
in keeping with the objectives of the United Nations 
because the recommendations for the further develop
ment of co-operation among States had been more 
clearly formulated. The Soviet delegation nevertheless 
regarded the nine-Power draft resolutionasgenerally 

acceptable because it stated the principal objectives 
to be attained in the field of peaceful coexistence. His 
delegation would vote for the nine-Power draft. 

24. Baron DE GAIFFIER D'HESTROY (Belgium) 
wished first of all to join in the condolences expressed 
to the Bulgarian delegation on the occasion of the death 
of the President of the Presidium of the National 
Assembly of Bulgaria. 

25. Turning to the matter under discussion, he said 
that the central problem was how mutual relations 
among States should be developed. While the United 
Nations Charter was undoubtedly the fundamental 
declaration of the principles of international conduct, 
a useful purpose was served by reaffirming the prin
ciples that must be observed in order to maintain and 
promote conditions likely to encourage mutual aid and 
a climate of confidence among States. It would seem 
that the smaller countries had a more lmmediate 
interest in the observance of peaceful and neighbourly 
principles in their relations with other States. It would 
seem also to be the duty of the smaller countries to 
use their influence to strengthen the conviction that 
friendly relations with all States, irrespective of their 
importance, geographical situation, social structure or 
ideology, were indispensable at all times, particularly 
the present Belgium's diplomatic history bore witness 
to its constant respect for all other States and its 
determination to honour treaties or commitments. But 
that attitude could not be unilateral; reciprocity was 
essential. What counted, in the final analysis, was that 
all should be equally faithful to the principles by which 
the conduct of all States must be guided. It was now 
the responsibility of the United Nations to ensure that 
history did not repeat itself, to watch vigilantly over 
the independence and territorial integrity of the 
smaller States and to solve contemporary problems 
in manners consistent with the ideals, principles and 
objectives of the Charter. 

26. The nine-Power draft resolution was an encourag
ing sign. His delegation attached particular importance 
to paragraphs 4 and 5 which emphasized the essential 
condition of peace, that States should take effective 
steps, by acts rather than words, to establish friendly 
mutual relations. Belgium had consistently followed an 
open door policy both at home and in its overseas 
territories and would welcome any progress that might 
be made towards the removal of the barriers which 
were hindering the exchange of goods and ideas. The 
Belgian delegation would vote in favour of the nine
Power draft resolution. 

27. Mr. LALL (India) expressed his delegation's sin
cere condolences to the Bulgarian delegation on the 
occasion of the death of the President of the Presidium 
of the National Assembly of Bulgaria. 

28. In the Indian delegation's opinion, the General 
Assembly owed a debt of gratitudetotheCzechoslovak 
delegation for its initiative in proposing that measures 
should be taken to promote peaceful coexistence among 
States. 

29. At the twelfth session, the Indian delegation had 
taken the initiative in submitting, together with the 
delegations of Sweden and Yugoslavia, a draft resolu
tion which had been adopted without dissent as reso
lution 1236 (XII). At the current session, his delegation 
was one of the sponsors of the nine-Power draft 
resolution (A/SPC/L.27). It would have preferred a 
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draft resolution that was more complete, but for 37. The right of self-determination of peoples was 
various reasons a broader measure of agreement had very important to his delegation because it reflected a 
been impossible. That did not mean that there would facet of the historical experience of the Philippines. 
be any lessening of its efforts for the future in the Having been under colonial rule for four centuries 
matter of improving relations between States. before gaining statehood, the Philippines knew what it 
30. In 1954, India and the People's Republic of China meant to be free. Once free, it had fought and would 
had decided to establish peaceful and neighbourly rela- continue to fight so that all peoples would enjoy equal 
tions between their two countries. The agreement with rights and self-determination. In the United Nations 
China enunciated five principles which made the idea the Philippine delegation had always defended those 
of coexistence clearly apparent. Those fiveprinciples principles. Similarly, at the Conference of the South 
-mutual respect and benefit, non-aggression, mutual East Asia Treaty Organization held in September 1954 
respect for national sovereignty, equality and terri- at Manila, the Philippines had insisted on the adoption 
torial integrity, and non-intervention in the internal of a Pacific Charter pledging the signatory Powers 
affairs of States-had been written into resolution to the principle of self-determination of peoples. 
1236 (XII). 

31. India had for several years been concluding agree
ments and signing joint declarations with other coun
tries, regardless of their political, economic and social 
systems. Those agreements and declarations were 
consistent with the principles set forth in the nine
Power draft resolution and in resolution 1236 (XII). 
India had recently had the honour of a visit from the 
Prime Minister of Canada and later from the Prime 
Minister of Norway. Those visits were certainly con
sistent with the idea of peaceful and friendly relations. 
India was in that way endeavouring to promote the 
spirit of the Charter and to give a specific illustration 
of the five principles enunciated in the agreement it had 
concluded with the People's Republic of China. 

32. His delegation hoped that the draft resolution 
would contribute to a real spirit of co-operation in 
world affairs. If States could really take to heart the 
ideas expressed in the draft resolution and in the reso
lution already adopted, progress would be made to
wards improving relations between them and in creat
ing a basis on which difficult problems such as those 
of disarmament and those relating to colonial matters 
could be considered in a spirit of give and take and of 
friendship. 
33. His delegation sincerely hoped that the draft reso
lution would be adopted unanimously and would be 
confirmed by the General Assembly in plenary meeting. 

. 34. Mr. VILLAREAL (Philippines) offered his dele
gation's sincere condolences to the Bulgarian delega
tion on the death of Mr. Damianov, President of the 
Presidium of the Bulgarian National Assembly. 

35. The renunciation of war as an instrument of 
national policy was written into the Constitution of 
his country. That constitutional provision had its roots 
in the history of the Philippines, which had never waged 
war upon anyone. Theonlywarswhichithad fought had 
been in self-defence. It had always maintained the 
friendliest relations with its neighbours. It did not 
covet any foreign territory and did not seek to enter 
into any alliance. 
36. The Philippines believed in a system of world 
law as the basis of a well-ordered society. Its Consti
tution incorporated the generally accepted principles 
of international law as part of the country's municipal 
law. At the San Francisco Conference in 1945, the 
Philippine delegation had submitted a proposal to 
authorize the General Assembly to enact rules of inter
national law which would become binding on all Mem
ber States after approval by the Security Council.~ 

.a/ United Nations Conference on International Organization, 
Doc. 2, G/14(k). 

38. The Philippines had done so in the conviction that 
adherence to that principle, which was consecrated in 
the Charter, could create a climate favourable to the 
growth of international goodwill and understanding. 

39. His delegation supported the nine-Power draft 
resolution, which provided for measures calculated to 
promote peaceful and friendly relations among States. 
It hoped that the draft would receive general, if not 
unanimous, approval. 

40. Mr. ALDUNATE (Chile) observed that the world 
was unfortunately divided into two blocs. Chile was one 
of those countries which believed in justice, freedom 
and democracy. It was on the side ofthe United States 
of America, although that did not imply slavery or 
vassalage. It was not communist. 

41. Chile and the other Latin American countries 
deplored the policy of blocs, which led directly to 
chaos. Latin America sought peace and tranquillity. 
It knew nothing of religious and racial hatred. It had 
great sympathy for all countries which aspired to 
freedom. 

42. His delegation regretted that the capital resources 
used to prepare for war were not devoted to developing 
the economy of those countries which were still insuffi
ciently developed. 

43. The democratic system was being consolidated all 
over South America. Chile had just had a free and 
democratic election. Once more a president of liberal 
views, Mr. Jorge Alessandri, had triumphed. Chile was 
trying to strengthen social peace and freedom within its 
frontiers, but for that it needed international peace. 

44. His delegation w'ould vote for the nine-Power 
draft resolution. It hoped that in its debates the Com
mittee would give a tangible example of goodwill and 
peaceable intentions, as requested in the draft reso
lution. 

45. Mr. ASHA (United Arab Republic) offered his 
sincere condolences to the people, the Government 
and the delegation of Bulgaria on the occasion of the 
death of Mr. Damianov, the President of the Presidium 
of the Bulgarian National Assembly. 

46. His delegation hoped that the nine-Power draft 
resolution would be adopted by the Committee unani
mously. The fact that the list of sponsors brought to
gether countries with differing economic, political and 
cultural structures was a good omen. 

47. The previous year the Assembly had unanimously 
adopted resolution 1236 (XII) which dealt with the same 
question, though under a different title. His delegation 
noted with satisfaction that the preamble of the nine-
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-Power draft resolution recalled resolution 1236 (XII), 
the adoption of which had marked a step forward. But 
the essential thing was not to adopt resolutions. It was 
the conduct of States which decided whether there 
would be peace or war. 

48. The world was still divided into hostile camps. 
None of the adversaries sought to understand the 
other's point of view. However, unanimous adoption of 
the nine-Power draft resolution might bring about a 
change of heart on all sides. 

49. Since 1955 his delegation had taken every oppor
tunity to declare its unreserved attachment to the 
principles proclaimed at the Bandung and Accra 
conferences. Those principles inspired his country's 
foreign policy. The peoples of Asia and Africa were 
tired of the cold war and of nuclear and thermo
nuclear tests. They wanted peace and tranquillity to 
develop their resources and riches, to raise the 
standard of living of their peoples and to contribute, 
themselves, to the welfare of the human race. 

50. His country adhered to the principle of peaceful 
coexistence among States. It considered that the cessa
tion of the cold war would be in the basic interests of 
all peoples and would contribute to the development of 
neighbourly relations and the strengthening of mutual 
confidence. 

Litho. in U.N. 

51. His country had resisted pressure to join one 
group or another. It had refused to sign aggressive 
pacts; it wanted to be friends with all and to benefit 
from the friendship of all in the fields of technology, 
science, economics, culture and social affairs. It was 
ready to place its own experience at the disposal of all 
States that wished to collaborate with it on an equal 
footing. It did not want those who helped it to seek 
domination over it. Such co-operation must be in 
accordance with the letter and spirit of the Charter 
and respect for the independence and sovereignty of 
States. 

52. As Mr. Fawzi, the Foreign Minister of the United 
Arab Republic, had said at the twelfth session in the 
First Committee (937th meeting), peaceful coexistence 
concerned the small countries perhaps even more than 
the great Powers. Much of what threatened world peace 
stemmed from serious difficulties in the relationships 
between the great Powers and the small countries. 

53. His delegation would vote for the nine-Power 
draft resolution because it believed it to be consistent 
with its own conception of peaceful coexistence, be
cause it would promote neighbourly relations between 
States and because it provided for means of increasing 
peaceful collaboration which would help States to live 
according to the letter and the spirit of the Charter. 

The meeting rose at 6.10 p.m. 
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