
about airplanes of unknown nationality which 
dropped ammunition in the Koritza area. In 
another case a witness was told by an American 
colonel that his evidence was hearsay, and 
immediately swung around and said he had 
seen everything. On page 116 of this report, 
there was evidence from a witness, called a 
surrendered bandit, who was a youth of fifteen 
years of age and whose testimony Mr. Vyshinsky 
quoted as an example of childishness. Then 
there was the French military observer who 
testified that he could identify the direction of 
bullets from tho whistle they made. There was 
also the military observer at J enovisky who 
based his report on questions asked of two 
partisans and two refugees supplied by the 
Greek General Staff. It was stated that the 
degree of planning and control and organization 
of the partisans was evidence that they received 
help from foreign military experts but even the 
military observer had to concede that there 
was no direct evidence. However, the observers 
presented the evidence and cleverly implied 
that the partisans had received help although 
there was no direct evidence to that effect. 

At the last session of the Assembly the First 
Committee had evaded the question of whether 
the evidence was of a trustworthy nature by 
merely noting the conclusions of the Security 
Council's Commission of Investigation. This 
year the material which had been amassed in 
order to present a case against Albania, Bulgaria 
and Yugoslavia was still less trustworthy. Even 
the Special Committee at times questioned 
the material, as when it commented that a witness 
had added too much obvious zeal to his testimony 
to be quite trustworthy. In his opinion, the 
First Committee could have no confidence 
in a considerable fraction of the material in the 
report which was based upon assumptions, distor­
tions, circumstantial evidence, etc. Nor could 
it accept the conclusions in the four-Power 
resolution submitted at the previous meeting 
(A/C.l/352). One could only wonder how the 
four Powers could dare to base it on such distorted 
material and whether it had been assumed that 
no one would analyze it. 

Mr. Vyshinsky asked to be allowed to continue 
his statement at the next meeting. 

The meeting rose at 1.04 p.m. 

HUNDRED AND SEVENTY-SIXTH 
MEETING 

Held at the Palais de Chaillot, Paris, 
on Thursday, 28 October 1948, at 3 p. m. 
Chairman: Mr. P.-H. SPAAK (Belgium). 

41. Continuation of the discussion on 
the threats to the political inde­
pendence and territorial integrity 
of Greece 

REPORTS OF THE UNITED NATIONS SPECIAL 
CoMMITTEE ON THE BALKANS (A/574, A/644 
AND A/692) 
At the request of the Chairman, Mr. PROTITCH 

(Secretary of the Committee) read a letter sent 

des avions de nationalite inconnue avaient para­
chute des munitions dans la region de Koritza. 
Dans un autre cas, un temoin auquel un colonel 
americain declare que les preuves qu'il donne sont 
de simple oui:-dire se retourne pour affirmer qu'il 
a tout vu par lui-meme. La page 171 de ce rapport 
contient les declarations d'un temoin, defini 
comme etant un bandit capture, age de quinze ans. 
M. Vychinsky cite ce temoignage comme un 
exemple de puerilite. On trouve dans le rapport 
les declarations de l'observateur militaire fran<;ais, 
qui affirme pouvoir preciser Ia direction des balles 
d'apres leur siffiement. L'observateur militaire 
envoye a Jenovisky a fonde son rapport sur des 
questions posees a deux partisans et a deux 
refugies qui lui ont ete envoyes par l'Etat-major 
general grec. D'apres ce rapport, Ia maniere dont 
les partisans sont entraines, disciplines et organises 
prouve qu'ils beneficient de l'aide d'experts 
militaires etrangers, mais l'observateur militaire 
a dil lui-meme reconnaltre qu'il n'existait aucune 
preuve directe. Cependant les observateurs out 
presente ces renseignements comme des preuves 
et ils ont laisse habilement entendre que les 
partisans ont beneficie d'une aide bien qu'il 
n'existat, sur ce point, aucune preuve directe. 

Lors de la derniere session, la Premiere 
Commission a elude la question de savoir si les 
temoignages presentaient un caractere irrecusable, 
en prenant simplement note des conclusions de Ia 
Commission d'enquete du Conseil de securite. 
Cette annee, les elements reunis en vue de porter 
une accusation contre I' Albanie, la Bulgarie et la 
Yougoslavie, presentent un caractere encore mains 
irrecusable. D'apres M. Vychinsky, la Premiere 
Commission ne peut se fier a une partie conside­
rable des elements presentes dans le rapport et 
fondes sur des hypotheses, des deformations de la 
realite, des temoignages indirects, etc. Elle ne 
peut non plus accepter les conclusions de Ia reso­
lution des quatre Puissances presentee lors de la 
seance precedente (AJC.l /352). On peut se 
demander comment les quatre Puissances osent 
fonder leur resolution sur une telle deformation 
des faits. Aurait-on pense que personne ne ferait 
jamais !'analyse du rapport ? 

M. Vychinsky demande d'etre autorise a 
poursuivre sa declaration lors de la prochaine 
seance. 

La seance est levee a 13 h. 40. 

CENT-SOIXANTE-SEIZIEME 
SEANCE 

Tenue au Palais de Chaillot, Paris, 
le jeudi 28 octobre 1948, a 15 heures. 
President: M. P.-H. SPAAK (Belgique). 

41. Suite de la discussion sur les 
menaces a l'independance politique 
et a l'integrite territoriale de la 
Grece 

RAPPORTS DE LA CoMMISSION SPECIALE DES 
NATIONS UNIES POUR LES BALKANS (A/574, 
Af644 ET A/692). 
A la demande du President, M. PRoTITCH 

(Secretaire de la Commission) donne lecture d'une 
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by the representative of the United States to 
the Chairman of the First Committee setting 
forth documentary evidence concerning certain 
incidents to which he had alluded in his speech 
of 2G October 1948. 

The CHAIRMAN asked the Committee whether 
it wished the letter and its annex to be published 
and distributed as documents, as requested 
by Mr. Dulles. 

The Chairman announced that, as no observations 
had been made, the letter would be published and 
distributed (11 JC.l j355). 

Mr. VvsHYNSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics), continuing his statement, referred 
to :r-,Ir. McNeil's accusation against Bulgaria 
and Albania to the effect that they objected 
to resuming diplomatic relations with Greece. 
He drew the Committee's attention to the 
circumstances ·which hindered the resumption of 
diplomatic relations and which by no means were 
the fault of Albania and Bulgaria since Greece was 
attempting to ~e'ze part of their national territory. 
\Vas it not the Greek Government which, on 
21 August 1948, had insisted on the cession of 
North Epirus as a prerequisite for the resumption 
of diplomatic relations with Albania ? The 
aggressive designs of the Greek Government 
were nothing new. In 1946, at the Peace 
Conference, the Greek delegation had laid claim 
to seizing North Epirus from Albania and the 
valley north of the Rhodope chain from Bulgaria. 
The military experts who had considered the 
question at the Peace Conference had reported to 
the Political Committee, which had rejected 
the claim by 8 votes to 2. One of the two votes 
in favour had been that of Greece, and several 
delegations, including that of the United Kingdom, 
had abstained. Had not Mr. Tsaldaris made a 
speech at Salonika, at the same period, in June 
1946, revealing his Government's plans to annex 
Northern Epirus ? 

Mr. McNeil and Mr. Dulles were obviously 
endeavouring to show they knew nothing of the 
Greek Government's plan for expansion, which 
constituted a threat to peace and security and 
an attempt to sabotage the General Assembly's 
recommendations of 21 October 1947 (resolution 
109 (II). In the opinion of the USSR delegation, 
responsibility for the disorders in the Balkans 
rested on the Greek Government, which did not 
conceal its expansionist aims, and on the Govern­
ments which lent it their aid or adopted an 
attitude on the matter which at best could only 
he described as passive. 

lettre adressee par le representant des Etats-Unis 
au President de la Premiere Commission, con­
tenant des documents a propos de certains 
incidents auxquels il avait fait allusion dans son 
discours du 26 octobre 1948. 

Le President demande ala Commission si cette 
lettre et son annexe doivent etre publiees et 
distrihuees comme documents, conformement ala 
demande de M. Dulles. 

Le President declare qu'en l'absenced'observations 
cette lettre sera publiee et distribuee (A JC.l/355 ). 

M. VYCHINSKY (Union des Republiques 
socialistes sovietiques), poursuivant son inter­
vention, fait allusion a !'accusation portee par 
M. McNeil contre la Bulgarie et l'Albanie, selon 
laquelle ces pays s'opposeraient au retablissement 
des relations diplomatiques avec la Grece. II 
attire !'attention de la Commission sur les circons­
tances qui ont empeche la reprise des relations 
diplomatiques et dont I' Albanie et la Bulgarie 
n'etaient nullement responsables, puisque la 
Grece essayait de saisir une partie de leur terri­
toire national. N'est-ce pas le Gouvernement 
grec qui, le 21 a out 1948, posait comme condition 
prealable a Ia reprise des relations diplomatiques 
avec l'Albanie la cession de l'Epire septen­
trional ? Les intentions agressives du Gouver­
nement grec ne sont d'ailleurs pas un phenomene 
nouveau. En 1946, a la Conference de la paix, 
la delegation grecque pretendait arracher l'Epire 
septentrional a l' Albanie et la vallee situee au 
nord des monts Rhodopes a Ia Bulgarie. Les 
experts militaires qui se sont occupes de la 
question ala Conference de la paix ont fait rapport 
a la Commission politique, qui a rejete cette 
demande par 8 voix contre 2, dont la voix de la 
Grece, et plusieurs abstentions parmi lesquelles 
celle du Royaume-Uni. A la meme epoque, en 
juin 1946, M. Tsaldaris n'avait-il pas prononce a 
Salonique un discours dans lequel il devoilait les 
plans d'annexion de l'Epire septentrional par son 
Gouvernement ? 

Il est evident que MM. McNeil et Dulles 
veulent ignorer les plans d'expansion du Gouver­
nement grec, qui constituent une menace a la 
paix et a la securite et un sabotage des recomman­
dations de I' Assemblee generale du 21 octobre 1947 
[resolution 109 (II)]. La delegation de l'URSS 
tient pour responsables des desordres dans les 
Balkans le Gouvernement grec, qui ne cache 
pas ses visees expansionnistes, et les Gouver­
nements qui lui apportent leur aide ou qui 
prennent dans la question une attitude pour le 
moins passive. 

M. Vychinsky constate que M. Dulles explique 
la situation troublee en Grece en fonction des 
evenements mondiaux. La delegation de l'URSS 
avait aussi montre, des 1947, la liaison etroite 
qui existait entre la situation en Grece et la 
conjoncture internationale. Mais les interpre­
tations que les Etats-Unis et l'URSS donnent 
aux troubles grecs varient du tout au tout. 

He noted that Mr. Dulles explained the 
disturbed situation in Greece as arising from 
world events. The USSR delegation had also 
shown, as early as 1947, the close connexion 
between the state of affairs in Greece and the 
international situation. The interpretation of 
the disturbances in Greece given by the United 
States and the USSR were, however, entirely 
different. 

According to the United States representative, 
they were caused by the determination of the 
Communists to destroy the lawful Greek Govern-

Pour le representant des Etats-Unis, les troubles 
de la Grece resultent de la volonte des commu­

/ nistes d'abattre le Gouvernement legal grec au 
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ment with the help of foreign Governments 
and their desire to establish Soviet domination 
throughout the world. In adopting that attitude, 
Mr. Dulles was attempting to gain credence for a 
baseless fable in order to conceal American 
.capitalism's attempts at domination. He was 
repeating an old threadbare story for, had it 
not been alleged as early as 1945, that the Greek 
liberation movement had been carried on by a 
handful of extremists with the help of foreign 
.communists ? The only difference was that, 
at present, foreign Governments were also 
accused. That .calumny had, however, been 
refuted when the Security Council had considered 
the Greek question in London in 1946. At 
that time, it had been proved that the Democratic 
Movement was a movement for national liberation. 
Mr. Spaak had also explained, in 1947, before 
the First Committee, that the clifficulties in 
Greece were the result of dissension among 
groups within the country ? 

However, Mr. Dulles refused to recognize the 
real nature of the struggle and preferred to 
frighten gullible people by speaking of Com­
munist activities throughout the world. It 
was not surprising that he should have resorted 
to that old fable because, whenever a movement 
for progress and national liberation arose against 
the obsolete ruling classes, the latter always 
conjured up the spectre of a threat by foreign 
Communists who, it was alleged, were attempting 
to kindle a world revolution. But only those 
who did not understand that the upheavals 
brought about by popular movements alway.s 
led to the victory of the people, talked of the 
influence of foreign instigators who were fomenting 
revolution. 

Mr. J. V. Stalin in his remarkable book On 
Dialectical and Historical Materialism had written: 
"' Having developed on the basis of new tasks 
resulting from the development of the material 
life {)f society, the new social ideas and theories 
advance, become popular among the vast masses, 
mobilize them, organize them against the dying 
forces of society, thus facilitating the overthrow 
of the dying forces of society which are hindering 
the development of material life of society ... 
New social ideas develop on the ba.sis of a conflict 
between the new productive forces and the old 
relations of production, on the basis of the new 
economic wants of society, these ideas organize 
.and mobilize the masses, the masses unite into 
.a new political army, create a new revolutionary 
power and make use of this power w abolish 
by force the old forms in the fi eld of relations 
of production and · establish new forms. This 
is the law of social evolution ". 

That was what had happened in the seventeenth 
century in England with Cromwell, and in the 
eighteenth century with the creation {)f the 
United States {)f America and the great French 
revolution. The same was happening at the 
present time in Greece. 

The tragedy of Greece could not be considered 
as an isolated case. It was part of an .inter­
national complex which governed present-day 
elations among States. The situation in Greece 

moyen de !'aide de Gouvernements etrangers, et 
de leur desir d'etablir une domination sovietique 
sur le monde. En prenant cette position, M. Dulles 
tente d'accrediter une fable sans fondement 
pour mieux cacher les essais de domination du 
capitalismeamericain; il repete une vieillerengaine 
car, des 1945, ne pretendait-on pas deja que le 
mouvement de liberation grec etait forme par une 
poignee d'extremistes aides par des communistes 
etrangers ? La seule difference est qu'actuellement 
on accuse en outre des Gouvernements etrangers. 
Cependant, cette calomnie fut refutee lors de 
I' examen de la question grecque par le Conseil 
de securite, a Londres, en 1946, ou il fut etabli 
que le mouvement democratique etait un mouw:­
ment de liberation nationale. Et en 1947, a la 
Premiere Commission, M. Spaak n'expliqua-t-il 
pas egalement les difficultes de la Grece comme 
le resultat de dissensions entre groupes internes ? 

Mais M. Dulles ne veut pas reconnaltre le 
caractere de cette lutte et prefere effrayer les 
cn\dules en parlant de la lutte que menent les 
communistes dans le monde. n n'est pas etonnant 
qu'il ait recours a cette vieille fable car, chaque 
fois qu'un mouvcment de progres et de liberation 
nationale contre des classes dirigeantes vieillies 
se fait jour, celles-ci ont toujours recours au 
spectre de la menace des communistes etrangers 
qui allumeraient, selon eux, le flambeau de la 
revolution mondiale. Mais .seuls ceux qui ne 
comprennent pas que les bouleversements declen­
ches par des mouvements populaires amenent 
toujours la victoire du peuple, parlent de l'influence 
d'instigateurs etrangers poussant a la revolution. 

M. J. V. Staline, dans son livre remarquable 
intitule Materialisme dialectique et historique, a 
ecrit: « Apres s'etre developpees par suite des 
taches nouvelles resultant du developpement de Ia 
vie materielle de la societe, les nouvelles idees et les 
nouvelles theories sociales progressent, penetrent 
peu a peu la masse du peuple, la mobilisent et 
l'organisent contre les forces mourantes de la 
societe, facilitant ainsi !'abolition de ces forces 
qui empechent le developpement de la vie mate­
rielle de la societe ... Les nouvelles idees sociales 
na.issent du conflit entre les nouvelles forces 
productrices et les vieilles relations existant dans 
le domaine de la production, et des nouveaux 
besoins economiques de Ja societe. Ces idees 
organisent et mobilisent les masses, les masses 
s'unissent pour constituer une nouvelle armee 
politique, creent nne nouvelle puissance revolu­
tionnaire et utilisent cette puissance pour .abolir 
par la force les vieilles formules existant dans le 
domaine des relations de production, et pour 
etablir une formule nouvelle. Telle est la loi de 
I' evolution sociale )). 

Ainsi en fut-il au dix-septieme siec1e en Angle­
terre avec Cromwell, et au dix-huitieme siecle 
avec la creation des Etats-Unis d'Amerique et 
la grande revolution fran<;aise. Ainsi ·CD est-il 
aujourd'hui en Grece. 

Le drame de la Grece ne peut etre etudie comme 
un cas isole. Elle fait partie d'un complexe 
international ·qui determine les relations actuelles 
entre £tats. La situation .grecque est due a 
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was the result of the interference of the United 
States and others in the internal affairs of Greece 
in conformity with the policy of world domination 
they had pursued since the end of the war, a 
policy which consisted above all in relying on 
the reactionary groups in various countries ; 
and it was also the first result of the struggle in 
Greece itself between the new forces of social 
progress and the out-of-date reactionary forces. 

The popular and national character of the 
Greek resistance movement was illustrated by 
the frightful number of its casualties. Tens of 
thousands of patriots had been deported to 
islands in the Aegean Sea or shot. 

There was an increasing amount of evidence 
to prove Anglo-American interference in Greece. 
Mr. McNeil had recently said that his Goverment 
had strategic interests in Greece. It was inter­
esting to compare that admission with Mr. 
Bevin 's statement in 1946 that the United 
Kingdom kept troops in Greece only to maintain 
what was called law and order. To have strategic 
interests in Greece meant to maintain an army 
there which interfered directly in the internal 
affairs of the country. However, was it the 
purpose of the United Nations to protect the 
strategic interests of certain countries or to 
promote peace and co-operation among States ? 
The Greek people would be able to restore order 
in the country only after the evacuation of 
British troops and United States civil servants ; 
it was not for those who interfered in Greek 
internal affairs for strategic reasons to accuse 
other States. On the contrary, it was they 
themselves who should be condemned. 

Events in Greece did not arise from the activity 
of a small band of extremists, but represented 
the struggle of the immense majority of the 
people against a Government which remained 
in power only through terror, repression and 
murder. Mr. Porter, former head of the United 
States Economic Mission to Greece, had openly 
stated, the previous year, that the Greek Govern­
ment wished to use foreign aid to maintain a 
clique of bankers and merchants in power. 
That clique, hated by the Greek people, was 
ready to sell its country to the highest bidder. 

He then quoted a number of statements from 
the Greek press proving that the United States, 
was interfering in the internal affairs of Greece 
He emphasized that it was not the United States 
Government, but the Greek people themselves, 
who should be masters of their destiny. 

On 1 May 1948, the newspaper Virna had 
published a statement by Greek deputies to the 
effect that if the Greek Parliament did not 
ratify the February 1948 agreement concerning 
" American aid " within ten days, the United 
States would abandon Greece. Speaking of 
United States interference in Greece, a deputy 
stated on 2 June 1948 in the Greek Parliament 
that those who provided the funds were no 
doubt entitled to know how they were spent, 
but not to force the resignation of Greek Ministers. 
The right-wing newspaper Ethnikos Kiriks wrote 
that if the United States demanded the resig-

!'ingerence des Etats-Unis, entre autres, dans les 
affaires interieures de la Grece, conformement a 
la politique de domination mondiale qu'ils ont 
poursuivie depuis la fin de la guerre, politique 
consistant avant tout a s'appuyer sur les groupes 
reactionnaires de differents pays. Cette situation 
est due, en premier lieu, a la lutte entre les forces 
nouvelles de progres social en Grece meme contre 
les forces reactionnaires surannees. 

Le caractere populaire et national du mou­
vement de resistance grec est demontre par 
le chiffre t errible de ses martyrs. Des dizaines de 
milliers de patriotes ont ete deportes dans les 
iles de la mer Egee ou fusilles. 

Des faits de plus en plus nombreux prouvent 
l'ingerence anglo-americaine en Grece. M. McNeil 
n'a-t-il pas declare recemment que son Gouver­
nement avait des interets strategiques en Grece? 
II est interessant de rapprocher cet aveu des 
declarations fait es par M. Bevin, en 1946, selon 
lesquelles la Grande-Bretagne n'avait d'autre 
interet de maintenir des forces en Grece que 
celui d'assurer le maintien d'un pretendu ordre 
dans ce pays. A voir des interets strategiques 
en Grece, cela veut dire maintenir une armee qui 
intervient directement dans les affaires interieures 
de la Grece. Mais !'Organisation des Nations Unies 
existe-t-elle pour proteger les interets strate­
giques de certains pays ou pour faire regner Ia 
paix et Ia cooperation entre Etats ? Ce n'est 
qu'apres !'evacuation des troupes britanniques 
et des fonctionnaires des Etats-Unis que le peuple 
grec pourra retablir l'ordre interieur et ce n'est 
pas a ceux qui interviennent dans Ies affaires 
interieures de Ja Grece pour des raisons strate­
giques d'accuser d'autres Etats. Au contraire, 
ce sont eux qui devraient etre juges. 

Les evenements en Grece ne sont pas le fait 
d'une petite bande d'extremistes mais repre­
sentent Ia lutte du peuple dans son immense 
majorite contre le Gouvernement qui se maintient 
au pouvoir par la terreur, la repression et les 
assassinats. M. Porter, ex-chef de Ia mission 
economique des Etats-Unis en Grece, n'a-t-il pas 
declare, l'annee derniere, que le Gouvernement 
grec tient a profiter de l'aide etrangere pour 
maintenir au pouvoir une clique de banquiers 
et de commer~ants ? Cette clique, hai'e par le 
peuple grec, est prete a vend.re son pays au 
plus offrant. 

L'orateur passe alors en revue une serie de 
declarations reproduites dans la presse grecque, 
prouvant !'ingerence des Etats-Unis dans les 
affaires interieures de la Grece. II souligne, en 
J>assant, que ce n'est pas Ie Gouvernement des 
:Etats-Unis qui devrait etre maitre du sort du 
peuple grec mais le peuple grec lui-meme. 

Le journal Virna du 1er mai 1948 a publie une 
declaration de deputes grecs faisant apparaftre 
que, si !'accord de fevrier 1948 concernant 
(( l'aide americaine )) n'etait pas ratifie dans les 
dix jours par le Parlement grec, les Etats-Unis 
abandonneraient la Grece. Un depute, parlant 
de !'ingerence americaine en Grece, declara: 
le 2 juin 1948, au Parlement grec que ceux qm 
donnent de !'argent ont sans doute le droit de 
savoir comment il est depense, mais n'ont certes 
pas le droit de faire d~mission~er de~ ~inis~res 
grecs. Le journal de dr01te. Ethnzkos Km.ks .estune 
que, si les Etats-Unis exigent la demiSsiOn de 
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nation of 15,000 Greek civil servants, nothing 
would prevent it from demanding that of the 
354 Deputies of the Greek Parliament as well. 
Mr. Porter had said in July 1948 that the dissen­
sions among the Greek people had been increased 
by President Truman's policy. The latter had 
noted in February 1948 that Greek production 
was lower than that of the previous year and 
admitted that the situation was grave. How 
could those statements be reconciled with Mr. 
Dulles' recent assertions in the Committee that 
Greece was heading towards reconstruction and 
stability ? The United States paper United 
States News and World: Report noted that United 
States expenditure in Greece on armaments and 
munitions amounted to 800 million dollars 
which represented 8,600 dollars for every Greek 
partisan, or more than double the yearly amount 
necessary for the upkeep of a United States 
soldier. In those circumstances, the assertion 
of the United Kingdom and United States 
representatives that the situation in Greece 
merely amounted to the insurrection of a band 
of extremists to overthrow the existing regime 
appeared ridiculous. 

Mr. Dulles had stated that the foreign policy 
of the United States has been to try to solve 
international problems by pacific means, but 
that one single nation, namely the USSR, had 
opposed those efforts. Was it not then surprising 
that, unlike the United States, the USSR was 
withdrawing its troops from Korea, that it had 
no troops in foreign territory, that it was building 
no air or naval bases on foreign soil and that 
it was not trying to encircle other States with 
a network of military bases ? In those circum­
stances, what was the State which constituted 
a threat to peace ? Was it the United States 
or the USSR? 

The four-Power draft resolution (AJC.1/352) 
was unacceptable, for it would tend to strengthen 
United States domination oveJ the world and to 
settle the Greek question by foreign inter­
vention imposed by force. It would be a 
disgrace for the United Nations if that 
resolution were adopted. 

That was the situation in Greece. The entire 
life of Greece was under the control of the United 
States Mission. It actually approved the national 
budget, determined the number of Government 
employees, urged the Government to introduce 
taxes, even established the prices for streetcar 
fares. Greece of today did not belong to itself ; 
it should belong to the Greek people. It was now 
converted into a colony of the United States ; 
it should be re-established as an independent, 
sovereign State. Representatives of the United 
States at the present time openly governed the 
external and internal policy of Greece ; Greece 
should be governed by representatives of the 
Greek people. Such was the situation and such 
were the means of remedying it ; in the light 
of these considerations the First Committee 
should draw up its proposals and measures 
for the adoption by the General Assembly. 

The USSR delegation would submit a resolution 
recommending that the Greek Government should 
refrain from racial discrimination against the 

15.000 fonctionnaires grecs, rien ne les empechera 
d'exiger en meme temps celle des 354 deputes du 
Parlement grec. M. Porter declara, en juillet 1948, 
que les divergences qui regnent au sein du peuple 
grec ont ete accentuees par la politique du Pre­
sident Truman. Ce dernier a constate, en 
fevrier 1948, que la production grecque etait 
inferieure a celle de l'annee precedente et a 
reconnu que la situation etait critique. Comment 
concilier ces declarations avec les affirmations 
proferees recemment ici meme par M. Dulles, 
d'apres lesquelles la Grece est entree dans la voie 
de la reconstruction et de la stabilite ? Le journal 
americain United States News and World Report 
constate que les depenses en armements et 
munitions des Etats-Unis en Grece s'elevent 
a 800 millions de dollars, ce qui correspond 
a 8.600 dollars par partisan grec, soit a plus du 
double du montant necessaire a l'entretien 
annuel d'un soldat des Etats-Unis. Dans ces 
conditions, les explications donnees par les 
representants du Royaume-Uni et des Etats-Unis, 
selon lesquelles !'affaire grecque se reduit a une 
insurrection d'une bande d'extremistes pour 
renverser l'ordre etabli, apparaissent sous un 
jour ridicule. 

M. Dulles a declare que la politique etrangere 
des Etats-Unis consistait a tenter de resoudre 
pacifiquement les problemes internationaux, mais 
qu'une seule nation, c'est-a-dire l'URSS, s'opposait 
a ces efforts. Mais n'est-il pas etonnant que, 
contrairement aux Etats-Unis, l'URSS evacue 
ses troupes de Coree, que l'URSS n'ait aucune 
troupe stationnee en territoire etranger, que 
l'URSS ne construise aucune base aerienne ou 
navale en territoire etranger, que l'URSS n'essaie 
pas d'encercler d'autres :Etats par un reseau de 
bases militaires ? Dans ces conditions, quel Etat 
constitue une menace a la paix ? Sont-ce les 
Etats-Unis ou l'URSS ? 

Le projet de resolution des quatre Puissances 
(A/C.l/352) est inacceptable car il tendrait a ren­
forcer la domination des Etats-Unis sur le monde 
et a regler la question grecque par une intervention 
etrangere imposee par la force. S'il etait adopte, 
ce serait une honte pour !'Organisation des 
Nations Unies. 

La situation en Grece est la suivante. Toute 
la vie de la Grece est sous le controle de la mission 
americaine. Cette mission approuve en fait le 
budget national, determine le nombre des fonction­
naires du Gouvernement, fait adopter par le 
Gouvernement de nouveaux impots et decide 
meme du tarif des tramways. Aujourd'hui la 
Grece ne s'appartient plus et elle devrait appar­
tenir au peuple grec. Elle est maintenant devenue 
une colonie des Etats-Unis et il faut qu'elle 
redevienne un Etat independant et souverain. 

A l'heure actuelle, des representants des Etats­
Unis determinent ouvertement ce que doit etre 
Ia politique exterieure et interieure de la Grece ; 
il faut que la Grece soit gouvernee par des repre­
sentants du peuple grec. Telle est la situation 
et voila ce qu'il faut faire pour y remedier ; c'est 
en s'inspirant de ces idees que la Premiere Commis­
sion doit presenter les propositions et etablir 
Ies mesures a adopter par I' Assemblee generale. 

La delegation de l'URSS presentera une propo­
sition recommandant, d'une part, au Gouver­
nement grec de ne pas pratiquer de discrimination 
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Macedonians and the Albanians residing in its 
territory, and asking Greece, Albania, Bulgaria 
and Yugoslavia to sign new conventions or to 
renew existing conventions for the settlement of 
frontier incidents, and also to create favourable 
conditions for the settlement of the refugee 
problem. The resolution would also recommend 
to the General Assembly the establishment of 
normal diplomatic relations, the withdrawal 
of foreign forces stationed in Greece and the 
termination of the activities of the present 
United Nations Committee on the Balkans. He 
expressed the hope that the resolution would 
be supported by all impartial States which 
wished to restore peace and security in the 
Balkans. 

Mr. MuNIZ (Brazil) reminded the Committee 
that his Government had sent a delegation to 
the Special Committee on the Balkans as evidence 
of its solidarity with one of its members whose 
political independance and territorial integrity 
were being threatened. By participating in the 
two United Nations commissions on the Balkans, 
Brazil had spared no effort to ensure that Greece 
would recover, and march forward along the 
path of reconstruction. 

The Charter of the United Nations stated quite 
clearly the principles of the political independence 
and territorial integrity of States, the right 
of nations to existence, and non-interference in 
the internal affairs of other States. 

Referring to the charges brought by the 
Yugoslav representative against Greece which 
were based on extracts from the Greek Press, he 
pointed out that the Yugoslav representative 
had thus indirectly shown that democratic 
institutions were still alive in Greece, which 
was not perhaps the case in some other countries. 

The internal difficulties of Greece were the 
result of a rebellion encouraged from abroad. 
The Communists, however, had not attained 
their object, for the world refused to submit 
to the use of force. The Security Council and 
the General Assembly had adopted a procedure 
for conciliation in setting up the two commissions 
of enquiry to establish the facts and to make 
conciliation possible. In carrying out that task 
those two bodies, which might serve as an example, 
had encountered the stubborn obstruction of 
Albania, Bulgaria and Yugoslavia. Nevertheless, 
their failure had been only partial, for the cause 
of freedom had been defended and they had 
helped to reduce the number of fronti er violations. 
To abandon today the road taken during the 
past year would be to yield to those who 
had refused to respect the decisions of the 
General Assembly. The Brazilian delegation 
would accordingly support the joint draft reso­
lution submitted by China, France, the United 
Kingdom and the United States. 

Mr. PIPINELIS (Greece) stated that certain 
:.;peakers had not kept within the limits of the 
agenda and had, in long digressions, quoted 
extensively from the Greek Press of Athens 
and the provinces. For the report of the Special 
Committee those speakers had wished to substitute 
their own conception of the truth on the Greek 

• raciale a I' egard des Macedoniens et des Albanais 
residant sur son territoire et, d'autre part, a Ia 
Grece, a l'Albanie, Ia Bulgarie et la Yougoslavie, 
de signer de nouvelles conventions ou de renou­
veler les anciennes pour le reglement des incidents 
de frontiere, et de creer des conditions favorables 
a la solution du probleme des refugies. Cette 
resolution recommandera en meme temps a 
l'Assemblee generale l'etablissement de relations 
diplomatiques normales, !'evacuation des forces 
etrangeres stationnees en Grece et la fin des 
activites de la presente Commission des Nations 
Unies dans les Balkans. M. Vychinsky exprime 
l'espoir que cette resolution sera appuyee par 
tous les :Etats impartiaux qui desirent retablir 
Ia paix et la securite dans les Balkans. 

M. MuNIZ (Bresil) rappelle que son Gouver­
nement a envoye une delegation a la Commission 
speciale pour les Balkans dans un desir de salida­
rite pour un des Membres de !'Organisation des 
Nations Unies, menace dans son independance 
politique et son integrite territoriale. Le Bresil, 
en participant aux deux commissions successives 
des Nations Unies dans les Balkans, n'a epargne 
aucun effort pour que la Grece puisse se relever 
dans la voie de la reconstruction. 

La Charte des Nations Unies etablit tres 
clairement le principe de l'independance poli­
tique et de l'integrite territoriale des Etats, du 
droit des peuples a !'existence et de Ia non­
ingerence dans la vie interieure des autres Etats. 

Faisant allusion au requisitoire du representant 
de Ia Yougoslavie contre Ja Grece, base sur des 
extraits de la presse grecque, l' orateur fait 
remarquer que le representant de la Yougoslavie 
a ainsi etabli indirectement que les institutions 
democratiques fonctionnent toujours en Grece. 
ce qui n'est peut-etre pas le cas dans d'autres 
Etats. 

Les difficultes interieures de la Grece resultent 
de !'insurrection encouragee de l'etranger. 
Cependant, les communistes n'ont pas atteint 
leur but car le monde refuse de s'incliner devant 
le recours a Ia force. Le Conseil de securite et 
l'Assemblee generale ont adopte une procedure 
de conciliation en creant deux commissions 
d'enquete chargees d'etablir les faits et d'off~ir 
une possibilite de conciliation. Ces deux Comnus­
sions, qui peuvent servir d'exemple, se sont 
heurtees cependant dans leur mission a !'obstruc­
tion obstinee de l'Albanie, de la Bulgarie et de la 
Yougoslavie. Toutefois, leur echec n'est que 
partie!, car la cause de la liberte a ete defendue 
et elles ont contribue a diminuer les violations 
de frontiere. Abandonner aujourd'hui la voie 
suivie l'annee derniere serait s'incliner devant 
ceux qui se refusent a tenir compte des. decisi?~s 
de l'Assernblee generale. C'est pourquo1 la d~le­
gation du Bresil appuiera Ie projet de resolutwn 
presente en commun par la Chine, la France, 
le Royaume-Uni et les Etats-Unis. 

M. PIPINELIS (Grece) constate que certains 
orateurs n'ont pas respecte les limites .assig?ees 
par 1' ordre du jour, et dans de longues d1gress~ons 
ont abondamment cite la presse grecque d'At~e~es 
et de la province. Au rapport de la C~mmission 
speciale, ces orateurs ont voulu substlt~er leur 
propre verite sur la question grecque, mais quelle 
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qu~stion. What could be a clearer proof of 
gmlt than Yugoslavia's contempt of the Charter 
in refusing to abide by the conclusions reached 
by an international enquiry, and the formal 
statements made in December 1946, in the case 
of Albania and Bulgaria ? 

'V ould it be beneath the dignity of the northern 
neighbours of Greece to submit to an international 
enquiry ? Since 1907, however, when Tsarist 
Russia had agreed that an enquiry might be 
made into the Dogger Bank incident, great 
Powers and proud countries, jealous for their 
independence, had not considered such a procedure 
incompatible with their national sovereignty. 
In fact, in the case of Albania, Bulgaria and 
Yugoslavia, those countries knew that an im­
partial body could not but throw light into their 
culpable actions. Undoubtedly the majority 
idea had been subjected to severe criticism. 
But though a majority did not necessarily 
provide a criterion of truth, neither was truth 
always on the side of the minority. In any case 
it "\vas more likely to be found with the majority. 
The verdict of the international conscience 
should therefore be accepted. 

Mr. Vyshinsky had denied that the Special 
Committee had the right to make certain 
enquiries. The fact was, ho.wever, that the 
resolution of 21 October 1947, while inviting 
Albania, Bulgaria and Yugoslavia to do nothing 
to aid the guerrillas fighting in Greece, also 
asked the Special Committee to observe how 
far the parties complied with the recommend­
ations made to: them. How could a watch 
be kept on a frontier 800 miles long unless 
observers were sent to the spot ? That was the 
reason for the Special Committee's decision of 
26 November 1947 (A/AC.16/SR. 4) to set up 
groups of observers and the objection of one 
of the members of the Committee could of course 
in no way impair its legal validity. 

The minority, it was true, gave a different 
interpretation to the Greek problem which, it 
was alleged, was due to bad internal adminis­
tration and Anglo-American intervention. That 
was the account given by the Yugoslav represen­
tative, who had drawn a very black picture of 
the Greek Government's administration. Unfor­
tunately Mr. Behler had gone no further back 
than the date when the United Kingdom and the 
United States first gave aid to Greece. Before 
those events, during the war, the Greek Com­
munist Party had organized itself on a military 
basis with the aim of setting up a Soviet republic 
in Greece. With that object in view it had 
concluded an agreement with the Bulgarian 
Communist Party. Three soviet Socialist repub­
lics were to be created in the Balkans ; the 
Soviet Socialist Republic of Greece, that of 
l\llacedonia and that of Serbia. 

The Greek Communist party had gone even 
further : it had had dealings with the occupying 
Power. In a military agreement signed on 1 Sep­
tember 1944 between the representatives of the 
German High Command and the Greek Com­
munists, ELAS undertook not to hamper the 
retreat of the German troops. In return the 

preuve plus claire de culpabilite que ce refus de 
s'en tenir aux conclusions d'une enquete interna­
tionale, au mepris de la Charte, en ce qui concerne 
la Yougoslavie, et de declarations formelles faites 
en decembre 1946, dans le cas de l'Albanie et 
de la Bulgarie ? 

Serait-il indigne des voisins du nord de la 
Grece de se soumettre a une enquete interna­
tionale? Mais depuis 1907, date a laquelle la 
Russie des tsars a admis qu'une enquete eut lieu 
sur l'affaire du Dogger Bank, de gran des Puissances 
et des pays pleins de fierte et jaloux de leur 
independance n'ont pas considere que cette 
procedure flit incompatible avec leur souve­
rainete nationa1e. En realite, dans le cas de 1' AI­
banie, de la Bulgarie et de la Yougoslavie, ces 
pays savaient qu'il etait impossible qu'un orga­
nisme impartial ne fit pas la lumiere sur leurs 
agissements coupables. Sans doute, le concept 
de majorite a-t-il ete soumis a une critique severe. 
Mais si la majorite n'est pas necessairement le 
critere du vrai, la verite n'est pas non plus !'apa­
nage de la minorite. II y a, en tout cas, plus de 
chance que la verite se trouve du cote de la 
majorite. Mieux vaut done se soumettre au verdict 
de la conscience internationale. 

M. Vychinsky a denie a la Commission Speciale 
le droit de proceder a certaines enquetes. Mais 
le fait est que la resolution du 21 octobre 1947, 
en meme temps qu'elle invitait l'Albanie, la 
Bulgarie et la Yougoslavie a ne rien faire qui 
put aider les francs-tireurs combattant en Grece, 
chargeait la Commission speciale d'observer dans 
queUe mesure les parties se conformeraient aux 
recommandations qui leur etaient faites. Or, 
comment surveiller une frontiere de 800 milles 
sans depecher des observateurs ? Ainsi s'explique 
la decision de la Commission speciale du 
26 novembre 1947 (A/AC.16JSR.4) relative a 
la creation de groupes d'observation, decision 
a laquelle !'opposition d'un seul des membres 
de la Commission ne pouvait naturellement 
rien enlever de sa valeur juridique. 

La minorite donne, il est vrai, une autre inter­
pretation du probleme grec, qui serait ne d'une 
mauvaise administration interieure et de !'inter­
vention anglo-americaine : c'est la version presen­
tee par le representant de la Yougoslavie, qui a 
esquisse un tableau tres sombre de I' administration 
du Gouvernement grec. Par malheur, M. Behler 
n'est pas remonte plus loin que la date a laquelle 
les Britanniques et les Americains ont apporte leur 
aide a la Grece. Or, anterieurement a ces 
evenements, Ie parti communiste grec s'etait, au 
cours des hostilites, organise militairement, dans 
le but d'instituer une republique sovietique 
grecque. A ces fins, il conclut un accord avec le 
parti communiste bulgare. Trois republiques 
socialistes sovietiques devaient etre creees dans 
les Balkans ; RSS de Grece, RSS de Macedoine 
et RSS de Serbie. 

Le parti communiste grec a meme ete plus 
loin : il a traite avec l'occupant. Par l'accord 
militaire passe le 1 er septembre 1944 entre les 
representants du haut commandement allemand 
et des communistes grecs, l'ELAS s'est engage a 
ne pas entraver la retraite des troupes allema~de;. 
En retour, la ville de Salonique devait etre hvree 
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town of Salonika was to be handed over to the 
ELAS reserve troops and the EAM. 

In December 1944 the Communists had laun­
ched their final attack on the Greek State. 
It was then that the drama of intervention by 
Greece's northern neighbours had begun. Greek 
Communists who had taken refuge in those 
countries were given succour and support there, 
and afterwards returned to Greece to pursue 
their nefarious activities. It was undeniable 
that Greece, like many other countries, had her 
internal difficulties caused by the social tension 
which was the legacy of the war and its attendant 
complications and devastation. But foreign inter­
ference was at the root of the Greek problem. 

The conclusions of the Special Committee 
were now before the First Committee. Mr. Vysh­
insky had tried to ridicule that international 
investigation ; but the Special Committee had 
not only heard hundreds of witnesses ; it had 
engaged in direct observation and, among other 
investigations, it had conducted radio direction­
finder tests of broadcasts transmitted from Albania 
Bulgarian and Yugoslav sources on 1 and 23 
April 1948. Following those investigations, it 
had adopted a resolution on 25 May 1948 (A/AC. 
16/265) which had in the first place established 
that the radio station of the Greek partisans was 
in fact located on Yugoslav territory, not far from 
Belgrade ; secondly, characterized the radio 
bulletins transmitted by that station as an encour­
agement to the Greek partisans and an incitement 
of the population to rebellion ; thirdly, stated 
that those facts should be considered in the light 
of the resolution of 21 October 1947, which called 
upon Albania, Bulgaria and Yugoslavia to do 
nothing which could furnish aid and assistance 
to Greek snipers. 

Deliveries of arms were another essential aspect 
of the aid given to the rebels from abroad. 
According to the Varkiza agreement, 41,800 rifles 
had been handed over by the Greek Communists. 
It was interesting to recall that figure in con­
nexion with the 63,300 rifles seized by the Greek 
Government army in a few months of fighting 
against the rebels. In view of the fact that 
Greece had no large industries, still less a war 
industry, there could be no doubt of the origin 
of the weapons in possession of the snipers. 

Yugoslavia and the USSR had stressed the 
dispersed character of the centres of insurrection 
in the attempt to deduce from that fact that the 
rebellion was a spontaneous movement excluding 
any possibility of foreign interference. However, 
it was unfortunately only too easy for Greece's 
neighbours to sow trouble in a mountainous 
country, where communications left much to be 
desired. Additional factors were the length of 
the Greek coastline and other possibilities result­
ing from modern methods of warfare. Finally, 
to disprove whatever validity was left in the 
theory that the Greek problem was of domestic 
origin, it was enough to make the following 
observation : why did the countries bordering 
on Greece not announce that they had taken the 
necessary measures to ensure that bands of ter-

aux troupes de reserve de l'ELAS et a l'EAM. 

En decembre 1944, les communistes Jan<_;aient 
leur assaut final contre J'Etat grec. Alors commen­
<;ait le drame de !'intervention des voisins du nord 
de la Grece : refugies dans ces pays, les commu­
nistes grecs y trouvaient reconfort et appui, puis 
revenaient en Grece poursuivre leurs activites 
nefastes. Il est indeniable que la Grece, comme 
tant d'autres pays, a ses difficultes interieures, 
nees de la tension sociale qu'a amenee la guerre, 
avec son cortege de miseres et de ruines, mais 
c' est !'ingerence etrangere qui est le namd du 
probleme grec. 

La premiere Commission est maintenant saisie 
des conclusions de la Commission speciale, 
M. Vychinsky a tente de tourner en derision 
cette enquete internationale. Mais la Commission 
speciale ne s'est pas contentee d'entendre des 
centaines de temoins, elle a procede a des observa­
tions directes ; entre autres facteurs sur lesquels 
Ia lumiere a ete faite, les emissions radiopho­
niques, d'origine albanaise, bulgare et yougoslave, 
ont ete l'objet d'un reperage radio-goniometrique 
les 1 er et 23 avril 1948. A 1a suite de ces obser­
vations, la Commission speciale adoptait, le 25 mai 
1948, une resolution (A/AC.16j265) selon laquelle, 
en premier lieu, il etait etabli que le poste radio­
phonique des partisans grecs etait, en realite, 
etabli en territoire yougoslave, non loin de 
Belgrade ; en deuxieme lieu, que les bulletins 
radiophoniques de ce poste etaient caracterises 
comme constituant un encouragement aux 
partisans grecs et un appel au soulevement de la 
population ; en troisieme lieu, la Commission 
Speciale declarait que CeS faits devaient etre 
consideres a la lumiere de Ia resolution du 
21 octobre 1947, selon laquelle les pays voisins 
de la Grece devaient s'abstenir d'aider en aucune 
maniere les francs-tireurs grecs. 

Un autre aspect essentiel de l'aide apportee 
aux rebelles par l'etranger reside dans les envois 
d'armes. Selon !'accord de Varkiza, 41.800 fusils 
furent livres par les communistes grecs. II est 
interessant de rapprocher ce chiffre du nombre de 
63.300 fusils dont l'armee hellenique s'est emparee 
en quelques mois de lutte contre Ies rebelles. 
Comme Ia Grece ne dispose pas d'une industrie 
importante ni encore bien moins d'une industrie 
de guerre, aucun doute ne peut subsister sur Ia 
provenance des armes dont disposent les francs­
tireurs. 

La Yougoslavie et l'URSS ont beaucoup 
insiste sur la dispersion geographique des foyers 
d'insurrection. Elles ont cru pouvoir en conclure 
qu'il s'agissait la d'une action spontanee excluant 
toute immixtion etrangere. Mais il n'est malheu­
reusement que trop aise pour les voisins de Ia 
Grece de semer le trouble dans un pays monta­
gneux, ou les communications laissent a ctesirer. 
A cela s'ajoutent la longueur des cotes et les 
possibilites nouvelles qui resultent des moyens 
de guerre modernes. Au surplus, pour disposer 
de ce qui reste de serieux a la these de l' origine 
interne du probleme grec, il suffit de presenter 
l' observation suivante : pourquoi les pays voisins 
de la Grece n'annoncent-ils pas qu'ils ont pris 
les mesures necessaires pour que les bandes de 
terroristes ne traversent pas impunement leurs 
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r~rists would not cross their frontiers with impu­
mty, and that they were prepared to permit 
international observers to satisfy themselves that 
those measures were effectively implemented ? 
If that was done, it would soon be seen whether 
the Greek problem would exist much longer. 

As regards the alleged selfish designs of the 
United Kingdom and the United States and their 
intentions to crush the Greek people, it might 
be useful to recall that the troops of those two 
States had come to Greece on the request and with 
the consent of various Greek Governments, one 
of which had included ministers of the extreme 
Left, such as Mr. Porphyrogenis. The favour­
able response made to that request by Greece 
had been an example of international solidarity, 
as the representative of El Salvador had pointed 
out. 

\Vhat was the exact nature of the aid given 
by the United States ? Since the liberation of 
Greece, United States assistance had amounted 
to 836 million dollars, while Greece's public 
debt, since the foundation of the kingdom until 
:\fay 1940, amounted to only 390 million dollars. 
Of those 836 million dollars, 146 million dollars 
represented the military support granted under 
the Truman Plan ; 350 millions represented 
UNRRA aid, 40 millions represented similar 
aid given after UNRRA had ceased to exist ; 
lastly, 300 million dollars had gone to assistance 
given for reconstruction purposes up to 30 June 
1948, including 1,800 kilometres of highways, 
docks, ports, railways, tunnels, reconstruction 
of the Corinth Canal and the reclaiming of 
hundreds of thousands of hectares of land. 
Moreover, the military aid itself, amounting to 
146 million dollars was no way illegitimate, 
unless it was held that international bandits 
should be allowed to operate with impunity. 
The fury of the attack launched by a certain 
delegation might be nothing but the expression 
of ill-concealed envy. 

\Vhat had the Americans asked for in exchange 
for their extensive aid to Greece ? If the 
agreements reached were scrutinized closely, 
it would be seen that they had claimed nothing 
unusual ; moreover, those agreements were limited 
both in time and in the scope of their provisions. 
Greece had been asked to put her finances in 
order, not to employ for other purposes the aid 
given for the country's reconstruction, and to 
grant free enjoyment of their rights to the 
industrial firms of all countries of the world : 
in short, to respect the principle of economic 
liberty, an ideal from which all countries might 
well draw inspiration. Certain injurious remarks 
had been made, but a country like Greece did 
not part with her independence ; her history, 
both ancient and modern, made short work of 
such allegations. In speaking of democracy, 
it should not be forgotten that the elections 
in Greece had taken place openly and that all 
the parties wishing to present their candidates 
had been able to do so. Moreover, foreign 
observers had supervised the campaign and the 
actual elections. In the Chamber of Deputies, 
the leaders of all parties were free to attack 

frontieres et que, en outre, ils sont prets a accepter 
que les observatet~rs internationaux s'assurent 
de la mise a execution de ces dispositions ? On 
verra bien alors si le probleme grec durera encore 
longtemps. 

En ce qui concerne les pretendus desseins 
egoYstes du Royaume-Uni et des Etats-Unis et 
leur volonte d'ecraser le peuple grec, il n'est 
peut-etre pas ~nutile de rappeler que les troupes 
de ces deux Etats sont venues en Grece sur la 
demande et avec le consentement repete de 
differents Gouvernements grecs, dont l'un 
comprenait des ministres d'extreme gauche tels 
que M. Porphyrogenis. L'accueil favorable qui a 
ete reserve a cette requete de la Grece a constitue 
un excmple de solidarite internationale, comme 
l'a fait ressortir le representant du Salvador. 

Mais quelle est la nature exacte de l'aide 
apportee par les Etats-Unis ? Cenx-ci, depuis la 
liberation de la Grece, ont accorde a la Grece 
une aide qui represente 836 millions de dollars, 
alors que la dette publique de la Grece, depuis la 
fondation du royaume jusqu'en mai 1940, ne 
representait que 390 millions de dollars. Sur ces 
836 millions, 146 millions represent ent l'appui 
militaire accorde en application du plan Truman, 
350 millions de dollars representent I' aide apportee 
par l'UNRRA, 40 millions de dollars l'aide de 
meme nature accordee lorsque l'UNRRA eut 
cesse d'exister ; enfin le concours apporte, dans 
le domaine de la reconstruction, jusqu'au 
30 juin 1948, se chiffre par 300 millions de dollars 
qui ont servi a la construction de 1.800 kilo­
metres de routes, de quais, de ports, de chemins 
de fer, de tunnels, aux travaux du canal de 
Corinthe, a la bonification de centaines de milliers 
d'hectares. Au surplus, l'aide militaire elle-meme 
(146 millions de dollars) n'a aucun caractere 
illicite, a moins que I' on n'admette que ]es brigands 
internationaux devraient etre autorises a operer 
impunement. D'ailleurs, l'aigreur des attaques 
declenchees par une certaine delegation ne 
represente peut-etre que !'expression d'une 
jalousie mal dissimuJee. 

Qu' ont done demande les Americains en echange 
de I'aide considerable apportee a la Grece ? Rien 
d'insolite si I' on considere de plus pres les accords 
intervenus, qui sont d'ailleurs limites dans le 
temps comme dans leurs dispositions. II a ete 
demande a la Grece qu'elle mit ses finances en 
ordre, qu'elle n'utilisat pas a d'autres fins !'aide 
accordee pour la reconstruction du pays, qu'elle 
accordat la libre jouissance de leurs droits aux 
firmes industrielles de tons les pays du monde, 
en bref qu'elle respectat cette liberte economique 
qui est l'ideal dont taus les pays pourraient 
utilement s'inspirer. Certaines allusions blessantes 
ant ete faites, mais un pays comme la Grece 
n'aliene pas son independance; son histoire, 
ancienne et recente, fait justice de ces allegations. 
Et si l'on parle de democratic, il ne faudrait pas 
oublier qu'en Grece des elections ont eu lieu en 
plein jour et que taus les partis qui I'ont voulu 
ant pu presenter leurs candidats. De plus, des 
observateurs etrangers ant controle la campagne 
et les operations e!ectorales. A la Chambres des 
deputes, les chefs de taus les partis peuvent 
impunement attaquer le Gouvernement,. que. la 
presse harcele sans qu'aucune sanction s01t pnse. 
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the Government, and the press criticized it with 
impunity. As to the freedom of association, 
international experts had declared that it was 
effectively ensured. 

It was true, that, by an irony of fate, Greece 
was at present being criticized by Governments, 
of whom the least that could be said was that 
their conception of democracy was somewhat 
unusual. 

Some people considered the terrible drama by 
which Greece was torn only from the point 
of view of the severe repression being imposed. 
They should not forget the 50,000 civilians 
assassinated by terrorist bands between the time 
of the liberation and 31 August 1948. In 
comparison the number of death sentences had 
been 2,600, of which only 1,500 had been carried 
out. 

Mr. Pipinelis stated that he had wished to 
mention those facts in reply to those who had 
deliberately gone beyond the scope of the problem 
on the agenda of the First Committee. The 
task of the Committee consisted in finding an 
answer to a definite question ; namely, what action 
should be taken on the flouting of a decision of 
the General Assembly by the neighbour States 
of Greece. 

The League of Nations had already had to 
deal with a particularly dangerous form of 
aggression : in article 6 of the draft convention 
of 1933 on the definition of aggressors, the 
fourth category concerned States which provided 
support to armed bands formed on their territory 
which invaded the territory of another State 
or refus2d to take all the necessary measures 
to deprive those bands of all assistance or pro­
tection. On 24 July 1933, Yugoslavia, Roumania, 
Czechoslovakia and the USSR had signed a 
non-aggression pact embodying the provisions 
of the Geneva draft on the definition of aggressors. 
Moreover, the Commission of the League of 
Nations, presided over by a jurist - the late 
Mr. Politis - had taken account of the fact 
that bands of irregular troops already existed 
at that time on Yugoslav and Bulgarian territory. 

At present, new strategic conditions had 
widened the scope of the problem ; aggression 
took less and less the form of direct attack, 
but more and more that of disguised subversive 
action. Therefore, the attitude which the First 
Committee would adopt towards the dealings 
of the neighbour States of Greece would be of 
historic importance. 

In concluding his speech, Mr. Pipinelis wished 
to refer to certain allegations made by the 
representative of Yugoslavia that the Greek 
problem could be solved democratically under 
the auspices of the so-called General Markos. 
The idea had a novel flavour considering that, on 
17 May 1948, a decision of the Communist 
party of Greece had called on all members of 
the party to take up arms and resort to sabotage 
and assassination. What was the motive behind 
such a change of keart ? Beyond any doubt 
it was the rebels' inability to triumph by violence 
over the forces of order. What reply would 
Greece give to such proposals, which represented 
an attempt to achieve by cunning what had 

9uant ~ la liberte d'association, des experts 
mternahonaux ont affirme qu'elle etait efiecti­
vement garantie. 

Il est vrai que l'ironie des choses veut que la 
Grece soit aujourd'hui critiquee par certains 
Gouvernements dont le moins qu'on puisse dire 
est que leur conception de la democratic est un 
peu particuliere. 

Dans le drame atroce qui dechire la Grece, on 
n'a voulu voir que la rigueur de la repression, 

1ais que l'on songe aux 50.000 civils assassines 
par les bandes terroristes entre le moment de la 
liberation et le 31 aout 1948. En regard, il y a 
eu 2.600 condamnations a mort, sur lesquelles 
1.500 seulement ont ete executees. 

M. Pipinelis indique qu'il a voulu donner ces 
quelques precisions pour n3pondre a ceux qui sont 
deliberement sortis des Iimites du probleme a 
l'ordre du jour de la Premiere Commission. Mais 
la tache de celle-ci consiste a repondre a une 
question bien precise : quelle suite faut-il donner 
a la conduite des Etats voisins de la Grece qui 
ont ignore une decision de l' Assemblee generale? 

La Societe des Nations avait eu deja a se preoc­
cuper d'une forme particulierement redoutable 
d'agression : dans l'article 6 du projet de con­
vention de 1933, relatif a la definition de 
l'agresseur, la quatrieme categoric visait ceux qui 
ont donne leur appui a des bandes armees qui, 
formees sur leur territoire, ont envahi un autre 
pays, ou bien qui ont refuse de prendre les mesures 
necessaires pour priver ces bandes de toute aide. 
Le 24 juillet 1933, la Yougoslavie, la Roumanie, 
la Tchecoslovaquie et l'URSS signaient un pacte 
de non-agression dans lequel se trouvaient 
incorporees les dispositions du projet genevois 
relatif a la definition de l'agresseur. D'ailleurs, 
la Commission de Ia Societe des Nations, presidee 
par le regrette juriste Politis, avait tenu compte 
du fait que des bandes d'irreguliers existaient 
deja a cette epoque en territoires yougoslave 
et bulgare. 

Aujourd'hui les nouvelles conditions strate­
giques donnent au probleme toute son ampleur: 
l'agression revetira de mains en moins la forme 
d'une attaque directe mais de plus en plus Ia 
forme d'une action subversive dissimulee. Aussi 
!'attitude qu'adoptera la Premiere Commission a 
l'egard des agissements des Etats voisins de la 
Grece est-elle destinee a avoir une importance 
historique. 

M. Pipinelis declare vouloir se referer, en 
terminant, a certaines remarques qui ont ete 
faites par le representant de la Yougoslavie, 
selon lesquelles le probleme grec serait susceptible 
d'une pretendue solution democratique, sous les 
auspices du soi-disant general Markos. I1 y a lit 
un fait nouveau, et qui ne manque pas de saveur, 
si l' on songe que, le 17 mai 1948, une decision 
du parti communiste grec invitait tousles membres 
du parti a prendre les armes et a se livrer au 
sabotage et a l'assassinat. Quelle est done l'origine 
de ce changement d'attitude ? Sans nul doute, 
l'impossibilite dans laquelle se trouvent les 
francs-tireurs de triompher des forces d'ordre 
par la violence. QueUe reponse Ia Grece fera-t-elle 
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proved impossible to achieve by force ? Thanks 
to the assistance of its friends and the powers 
of endurance of its people, Greece hoped to 
overcome its present difficulties ; then only 
would its people - peasants, shepherds, shop­
keepers, of whom Mr. Me Neil had spoken so 
movingly - rediscover the joy of living. 

One thing was certain : Greece which in its 
long history had sometimes been defeated but 
never deceived, would not show cowardice in 
the supreme fight for the great cause of freedom 
and justice. 

The meeting rose at 5.30 p. m. 

HUNDRED AND SEVENTY -SEVENTH 
MEETil'IG 

Held at the Palais de Chaillot, Paris, 
on Friday, 29 October 1948, at 10.30 a.m. 

Chairman : Mr. CosTA nu RELS (Bolivia). 

42. Discussion on procedure 

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the report 
of the Sub-Committee 12 (A/C.1f356). He asked 
whether the Committee wished to take up again 
the question of disarmament, after the usual 
twenty-four hours for study by the represen­
tatiYes, or whether it wished to continue the 
discussion on the Greek question. 

-:\Ir. KA.Tz-SucHY (Poland) recalled the earlier 
decision of the Committee to postpone discussion 
of the Palestine question for a week. That 
week would have expired on the following day 
and he thought it would be proper to resume 
examination of the Palestine question as had 
been agreed. However, he asked for a decision 
of the Committee. 

Mr. BoGoMOLOV (Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics) said that he intended to submit 
a draft resolution on the Greek question at the 
following meeting. 

Mr. RoLIN (Belgium) observed that the Com­
mittee's report on atomic energy control would 
be placed before the plenary session of the 
Assembly during the following week. Since the 
problem of atomic energy control had many 
points in common with the problems referred 
to Sub-Committee 12, it might facilitate the 
work of the General Assembly if they were 
examined on the same day. 

Mr. KATz-SucHY (Poland) said that the Com­
mittee must decide whether to abide by its 
earlier decision to take up the Palestine question 
on the following day. 

Mr. PIPINELIS (Greece) thought that it was 
desirable for the sake of clarity to finish the 
examination of each question before proceeding 
to discuss another. It was unfortunate that two 
questions had already been postponed but he 

a ces propositions destinees a essayer de la ruse 
la oiL la force s'est revelee impuissante ? La Grece 
espere, grace a l'appui de ses amis et a la tenacite 
de son peuple, surmonter ses difficultes actuelles. 
Alors ces humbles, ces paysans, ces bergers, ces 
boutiquiers, que M. McNeil evoquait en termes 
emouvants, retrouveront la joie de vivre. 

Une chose est certaine : la Grece qui, dans son 
histoire, a pu etre battue mais n'a jamais ete 
dupee, ne saurait se montrer !ache a l'heure de 
la lutte supreme pour la grande cause de la 
liberte et de la justice. 

La seance est levee a 17 h. 30. 

CENT-SOIXANTE-DIX-SEPTIEME 
SEANCE 

Tenue au Palais de Chaillol, Paris, 
le vendredi 29 octobre 1948, d 10 h. 30. 

President : M.A. CosTA nu RELS (Bolivie) 

42. Discussion relative a la procedure 

Le PRESIDENT attire !'attention de Ia Commis­
sion sur le rapport de la Sons-Commission 12 
(AfC.l/356). II demande si la Commission desire 
examiner a nouveau la question du desarmement, 
apres le delai usuel de vingt-quatre heures accorde 
aux representants pour I' etude des documents, ou 
si elle entend poursuivre l'examen de la question 
grecque. 

M. KATz-SucHY (Pologne) rappelle que la 
Commission a decide d'ajourner pour une semaine 
l'examen de la question palestinienne. Cette 
semaine se termine demain ; il conviendrait done 
de reprendre l'examen de cette question, confor­
mement a la decision prise. Toutefois, c'est a Ia 
Commission de se prononcer. 

M. BoGoMoLOv (Union des Republiques 
socialistes sovietiques) annonce qu'il deposera un 
projet de resolution sur la question grecque a la 
prochaine seance. 

M. RoLIN (Belgique) signale que le rapport de 
la Commission sur Je controle de l'energie atomique 
sera soumis a l'Assemblee lors d'une seance 
pleniere la semaine prochaine. Puisque la question 
du controle de l'energie atomique a maints rapports 
avec les problemes renvoyes a la Sous-Commission 
12, la tache de l'Assemblee generale serait facilitee 
si ces questions etaient examinees le meme jour. 

M. KATz-SucHY (Pologne) declare que la 
Commission doit se prononcer sur le point de 
savoir si elle examinera demain la question pales­
tinienne, conformement a la decision prise 
anterieurement. 

M. PIPINELIS (Grece) juge preferable, par souci 
de clarte, d'achever l'examen d'une question 
avant de passer a la suivante. II est regrettable 
que l'on ait deja ajourne l'examen de deux 
questions ; il considere. neanmoins, qu'il n'y a pas 
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