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1 The PRESIDENT I recognize the representative of
Colombia who wishes to make a statement on the  voting,
2 M, VASQUEZ (Colombia) (translated from Span-
ish): On behalf of my delegation and expressing what I
believe to be the wish of some.other delegations, 1 would
request a vote by division on two paragraph‘s of the
draft resolution rigw before us, which is contained in
‘document'A7/5276, The votes by division on these] para=
graphs w0uld be as follows. B

3. In paragraph 4 I should likex a vote on the words
"the following". and on sub=paragraphs:(a)%o(e). Thus,
if those. parts are not adopted the paragraph would
read~ o

Reguests Member States to take measures,
Separately or collectively in conformity ‘with the
Charter..of the United, Nations, to bring about the
abandonment of those policies. L,

Daragraph g

4, The PRESIDENT The éffect of the proposal made
is that in noperative paragraphw 4, whlch ‘reads:

measures" E RS

o

_-: "4. Reguests Member States to take thefollowmg'

a separete vote be taken on the words "the following".
If these words remain, the paragraph will remain as
it isj but if a separate vote is taken and these words
are -x¥gmoved, then the first part of that paragraph
wou1d>mad as follows: . N

) "9.- ﬁaguests Member . States to take measures,
separately\ or coliectively, in conformity with the
Charter ‘of tie United Nations, to bring about the
. abandonment j’of those policies"

then follow ub-paragraphs (a) through (e).

5, If there is no objection to the propo-al made; a
separate vote will be taken on those two words,

6. Mr, DIOP (Senegal) (translatedfrom French) With
all due respect to the distinguished representative who
has just left the rostrum, I wishtostate that my dele=
gation is opposed to a vote by division. ‘

7. Mr. SANTUAH (Ghana): I wish to register my déle~ -
gation's support for the objection raised against divie

sion en the voting on our draft resolution.

8. The PRESIDENT: I.would like to. know from the
representative of Mauritania whether he opposes the

~proposa‘ orsupports it, Only two delegations may speak -
+in opposition, Two already have-

either in support or
spoken in oppositiom no -more may gpeakin oppos1tion.

9.. Mr, , HASSAN (Mauritama) (translated from
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French): I w1sh to speak asone who opposes the motion T

for diwsxon e
10 The PRESIDENT The representative is out of or=

der. Inoweali onthe representatives who w1$h to speak

in support of the proposal

11, - Mr. ASTROM (Sweden) 1 would like to reglster the.

support of my delegation for the proposal just made by
the representative-ci Colombia, We have before us s

.draft resolution which contains many different things.

We are asked to, condemn, in strong’ language, the evil

practices. of racial discrimination. With only a few. . .
exceptions, all- delegations will ‘want to record their:

concurrence on.this _yerdict. They - will. then join in

voicing what is, in effect.a strong world opinion, It is":
important that delegations who feel that way shouldbe -
allowed, when voting, to express their opinions clearly,

The draft.resolution wants us to setupa .special ﬂ)m— -

mittee. to.follow..developments-in South: Africa.:,

Iavour of this: idea.

12.. Finally, there are provisions in the draft resolu Al
tion wl;tch call for drastic measures that can only. be.

described 48 sanctions or enforce el

'part of ‘Member States or of the Sex ;

any. - .
delegations, among them the Swedish delegatlon, arein

Sympathy with this-idea, although we would like-the
terms of reference to bebothbroader andmore speci-
fie. We:also would like to'be able to cast our. vote din
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rights to cast their votes accordingly, but there are
otner delegations who just as sincerely doubt the wis=
dom, the efficacy and the legal foundation of such
action, They also wanttobe able to exprers their views:

in voting. As my delegation now supports the motion .

of a separate vote, we do sonotonly because an oppo=
site procedure would be against the normal practiceof
the General Assembly, but. also because -we think it
would be wrong to deprive a considerable part of the
body of opinion in this Assembly of its right to vote in
accordance with its diversified views,

13. Such action on the part of the Assembly would, in
our, view, ‘not be in accordance with the laws of courte=
sy, fairness and mutual respect whichthe Assembly is
bound to observe on all occasions. it would also, we
feel, be against the highest ideals of democracy which
we all share. Democracy is, of course, ruledby major=
ity but it also has respect for the minority, When the
‘General Assembly raises its voice in this matter, of
all matters, it should be careful to modulate it so as to
recall, as far as possible, the real temper of the As=
sembly(\Only by doing so willthat voice speak with the

- authority andsincerity proper to the grave and pressing
issue of human rights and racial equality

14, These are the reasons why the Swedish delegation
hopes that the proposal made by the delegation of
Colombia will be carried. I would like onbehalf of the
Swedish delegation to add the proposal that the two
operative paragraphs dealing with setting upthe special
committee be voted on separately.

.15, The PRESIDENT Only one more speaker may
speak in support of the proposal of Colombia.

16, Mr VASQUEZ (Colombia) (translatedfrom Span-
-ish): T am speaking, not on the substance of the propo-
sal, but simply on a point of order, with a view to
clearing up an error in interpretation which, as some
English-Spe dng delegations have told me, has arisen
in connexion with the votes by divisionthat I requested.

17, What I am asking is that for paragraph 4 there
should be votes by division, one on the words "the
following” and thé other on sub-paragraphs (a) to (e).
. These. would be separate votes, as I explained, and
there would also be a vote by divisionon paragraph 8.

18. T think that thlS makes my proposal clear.

.19, Mr; PLIMPTON (United States of America): The
/United States suppoits the motion by the representative
of Colombia for a separate vote onthe words of opera=
tive paragraph 4: mentioned by -him and on operative
.paragraph 8 of the draft resolution before us contained
in- the report of the Special Pohtical Committee
‘[A/5276] R , :
‘20 We believe that these paragraphs are particularly
! "nnportant because their sponsors ask us:'to breaknew
'ground in General Assembly resolutions, namely to ifn=
pose far-reaching sanctions on South Africaandtoask
the Security -Council to'impose’ such sanctions and to
- congider the expulsiOn of South Africa fromthe United
, Nations. L s

21 It 1s clear from the debates in the Special Political

_Committee and in, the General Assembly today that al-
‘ ~though there, is almost complete unanimity asto the end
. 1o be. achieved by the draft resolution, there are ‘gub=-

"these tWo paragraphs embody 'wise ‘measnres which
actually would help to achieve that. end :

fferenceg ‘among. delegations on whether '

ey,

22, The Charter of our Organization properly calls for
approval of important resolutions by a two-thirds
majority, And past practice in the General Assembly

*- makes it clear that important paragraphs of draft regg-

lutions should receive equally strong gupport before
they are accepted by this Assembly, We donot belieye

that the Assembly should now depart fromthe fair and

healthy United Nations trudition of letting delegations

not only be heard on.separate poinis, but also be abje’

to vote on separate points. It is particularly important
in this case that delegations be allowed to vote their
views since they were not parmitted to do so in the

-Special Political Committee,

23. We therefore earnsstly hope that all delegations
will support the motion of the representative of Co=

lombia on the.very important matter before us. If,

in accordance with the. motion of the representative
of Colombia, the words in operative paragraph 4,
specified by him, are-not adopted, and if operative
paragraph 8 is not adopted, the United States will
vote for the 'draft resolution. I repeat' my hope thht
the General Assembiy will permit the paragraph
vote which has been moved and that the result will
be a draft resolution that all of us can support.

24, The PRESIDENT: That closes the debate on the
proposal of the representative of Colombia,

25, There are several proposals. For the sake of
priority, before I proceed to take a vote on the propo-
sal of the representative of Colombia; as added to by

- the representative of Sweden, I shall specify how the

vote will be taken and what each vote will be supposed
to decide, I shall first put to the vote whether a sepa=
rate vote should be taken on the words "the following®

in the opening part of operative paragraph 4 of the’

resolution; I shall then put to the vote whethera
Separate vote be taken on sub-paragraph (a) of opera=
tive paragraph 4; I shall then puttothe wote whether a
separate vote be taken on sub~paragraph (b) of' opera=
tive paragraph 4; I shall then put to vote whether a
separate vote be taken on operative paragraph 5, as
proposed by the representative of Sweden; I shallthen
put to the vote whether a separate vote be taken on

operative paragraph 6, as proposedby the representas

tive of Sweden; I shall then put to the vote whethera
separate vote be taken on operative paragraph 8, as

proposed by the representative of Colombia; Itrust that-

this is clear,
26, I'call on the representative of the UnitedStates on

-a point of order,

27, Mr.. PLIMPTON (United States of America) Iam
informed that there was a mistranslation into English
and that the motion was to vote separateiy on sub-
paragraphs (a)to (e) inclusive of operative: paragraph,

If ‘I am incorrect, 1 stand corrected; but my under-

standing is that’ that was the motion in Spanish, -
28 The PRESIDENT In the interpretatlonlcertainly

graphs (a) and (b)" But in order toclear up the point,
I ‘will call upon the representatxve of Colombia to'ex=

plain what was his proposal with respect.to the sub-

paragraphs of operative, paragraph 4. I do this before
we proceed to the vote,

29, Mr. VASQUEZ (Colombia) (translatedfrom Span-

ish) -I am sorry to take up the Asgsembiy's time by:

coming to the rostrum so often, but I want o explain

_ that my proposal is for votes'by division on ‘the ‘words

"the following" and on sub-paragraphs @, (), (Q). (d)

Ir

Lo
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and (e) of paragraph 4; that is, for a separate voce on
the-words "the following" and, in addition, on sub-para-
graphs (a), (d), (¢); (d), and (¢) of paragrapli4.

30, Mr. JANTUAH (Ghana): I regret to interrupt the:

proceedings at this stage, but there seems tobe a dis-
orepancy between rule 130 and the interpretation of
the procedure which you, Mr, President, are now pro-
posing, Our objection is that there shouldbe no division
or that there should be no separate voting on any part
of the draft resolution. Rule 130 clearly says: "A
representative may move that parts of a proposal or of
an nmendment shall be voted on separately. " Our objec-
tiof, is that no parts of our proposal should be voted on
se,.arately. Qur understanding, subject of course to
your > wise direction, Mr, President, is that the propo=
sals before the Assembly are: first that the draft
resolution should be voted on separately and, as against
“"that, we maintain that the draft resolution should not
- be vote on separately. I think that this must be the
question at issue before the Assembly.

31, The PRESIDENT: The proposals before the As=
sembly are with regard to separate votes on several
parts. But should it be the wish of the Assembly, and
so long as that is clearly understood and there is no
confugion about it, that all the proposals that have
been made with regard to a separate vote should be
put, at one time, to the vote of the Assembly,I am
prepared to do that. I personally have no objection
to it, but I do not want it felt that there was any mis=
understanding as to what tke Assembly was proceed=-
ing to vote on, Therefore, I shall first repeat the
proposal and then explain what is being putto the vote.

32, ‘The proposal is that in the openingpart of opera=-
tive paragraph 4 of the draft resolution the words "the
following™ should be separately voted on and that sub=-
‘paragraphs (a), (M), (c), (d) and (e) of that paragraph
also be voted on separately; further, that operative
paragraph 5 be separately voted on; further, that opera-
tive paragraph 6 be separately voted on and, finally,
that operative paragraph 8 be separately voted on. I
will. proceed to put this proposal to the Assembly. A

Sudan, Syria, Tanganyika, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia,

-
Abstaining: Federation of Malaya, Israel, Jamaica,
Laos, Lebanon.

The proposals were rejected by 5'2 votes to 49, with
§ abstentions. ~

" 83, The PRESIDENT: The Assembly will now vote on

the draft resolution recommended by the Special Politi=
cal Committee, which appears in the report [A/5276]
A roll-call vote has been requested,

A vole was taken by roll-call,

Ceylon, Izaving been drawn by lot by the President
was called dpon to vofe first.

In favour: Ceylon, Chad;’ China, Congo (Brazzaville),
Congo (Leopoldville), Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Dahomey, Ethiopia, Federation of Malaya, Ghana,
Guinea, Haiti, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq,
Israel, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Jordan, Laos, Lebanon,.
Liberia,” Libva, Madagascar, Mali, Mauritania,
Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Nepal, Niger, Nigeria,
Pakistan, Philippines, Poland, Romania, Rwanda,
Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Somalia, Sudan,
Syria, . Tanganyika, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,

: Tunism, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Repub=
lic, Upper Volta, Yemen, ‘Yugoslavia, Afghamstan,
Albania, Algeria, Bulgaria, Burma, « Burundi,
Byelorussian Sovxet Socialist Republic, Cambodia,
Camefoon,

Against; France; Greece, Ireland Japan, Luxem-
bourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Portugal, South
Africa, Spain, Turkey, United ngdom of Great‘\?uitain
and Northern Ireland, United> States of Am\;rica,
Australia, Belgium, Canada,

Abstaining: Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Denmark
Dominican Republic, El Salvador, Finland, Guatemala,
Honduras, Iceland; Italy, Nicararfua, Norway, Pankiaa,
Peru, Sweden, Thkailand, Uruguay, Venezuela,
Argentina, Austria, Bolivia, Brazil. o

roll~call vote has been requested.. S -~ The draft resolution was adopted by 67 votes to 16,
A vote was taken by roll-call. . -\ with 23 abstentions.}/ -

Uganda, baving been drawn by Iot by the President, 34, The PRESIDENT: In operative paragraph 5 ofthe «_ %
resolution just adopted’the General Asserbly has de- -

: was caIIed upon to vate first,
- cided to -establish a Special Committee, consisting of

In favour: United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America, Uruguay,
Venezuela, Argentina, Australia, Austria,. Belgium,
: Bolivia, Brazil, Burma, Cambodia, Canada, Ceylon,

‘Chile, China,, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cyprus Denmark,
‘Dominican Republic, El Salvador, ‘Finland, France,

Greece, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Jceland, Iran,
. Ireland,. Italy, Japan, .Luxembourg, Mexico, Nepal,

Netherlands New  Zealand, . Nicaragua, '

Panama, Peru Phihppines, Portugal South Africa,‘
-Spam, SWeden, Thailand, Turkey. ‘

" Against' Uganda Ukraiman Soviet Socialist Repubisc, ‘

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics United Arab Repup-

e, Upper Volta, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Afghanistan,,

Albania, Algeria, Bulgaria,. Burundi, Byelorussisn
Soviet Socialist - Republic, Cameroon, Chad, Congo
:(Brazzavil.e), Congo (Leopoldville), Cuba, Czechosio=

. 'vakia, ‘Dahomey,. Ethiopia, Ghana, Guinea, Hungary, . -
India, Indonesia, Iraq, Ivory Coast, Jordan, Liberia, .

Mauritania, Mop‘atén,
Niger, :Nigeria\ Pakistan, Poland, Romania,

f.Libya, Mada ascar, Mali,
. Morocdé:. S, Nigeri

l'Rwanda',,x Saudi Arabia, Sen gal, Sierra Leone, § omalia, .

[

‘Norway, " ‘36, Mr,-LICHTVELD' (N¢
“delegation "deeply” regr

forced to vote on a ‘resolution-whichnot only condemns h

i _/ The representatives of the Central}African Republic (see ll67th

‘representatives of Member States.to be nominated by

the President of the General Assembly. Pursuarnt to-
thig décision, I shall give careful consideration to the

‘proposition of the Special Committee and shall, in due
-course, ‘put my suggestions before the Assembly. ’

~ 135 I recognize the representatlves who wish to ex—

plainthelrvote. I L o8

the theor(z ‘and practice of apartheid in South Africa,

. but which also ir;iposes sanctions ‘on that country and :
opens the possibility of its’ evpulsion from the family ~

of the United Nations. My delegation had to do s0 be=~ .

‘cause there was no possibility for us to vote separately

on ‘the various most important operative paragraphs. : s

mesting, paras. 68-70) and of, Gsbon. who were absent at the time ot
voting, subsequently indicated to thie Secretsriat that, had they been pre- ‘
sent, they would have voted in favour. e o ! i

“o
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37. My -delegation has deolaxed, during the generai
debate on this issue inthe Special Political Committes, .-
that, although recognizing that many countries are
guilty of some form of disorimination, we can hardly.
find aformula severe enough to express our abhorrence
of the systematic infringements of human rights
_suffered by the non=white population of South Africa as

“a resultof the deliberate polioy of that country. We also

fitmly believe in the necessity of changing the hearts
and minds of the South African Government, But this
is a difficult task requiring patience, andone which can
be fulfilled only'if South Africa remains- in our midst
-and has not itself been plated in a position of-national
apartheid among the nations of the world, We also do
not believe in the efficacy of punishment metadout to a
country as a whole, and we thinkthat collective meag=
ures in this respect—that is, sanotions made compul=
sory for all Members of the United Nations~not only
will prove to be harmful to precisely that majority of

the South African people which we are morally bound -

to dofend and assist in their struggle for{raedom, but
can be implemented only if they are put into praotioe'
voluntarily ard according to the possibilities and the™
individual viewpoints of the protesting countries, as
hae; already been done for moras thana year by Surinam,
one of the three autono'nous parts of the Kingdom of
the Netherlands,

38. It was for theSe reasons that my delegation. ale
though wishing to associate itself with the almost
unanimous condemnation. of apartheid, could not pro=
nounce itself in favour of the resolution on which we
have just voted. We are against two of its main para-
‘graphs, namely operative paragraph’ 4, concerning
sanctions; and op=rative paragraph 8, containins the

- poasibility of the {-kpulsion of South Africa asa Mem=

ber of this Organization, Had we been allowed a sepa=
rete vote, paragraph by paragraph, the Netherlands
delegation would have voted in fav:)ur of both operative
paragraphs 1 and 2,

39. Nevertheless, we want to go on record as one of

the very many countries that are continuously con=

cerned with the fate of the non-white populations of
South Africa. We once more solemnly confirm-that
we. shall coztinue to do whatever is possible to
influence the South African Government to mend its
ways before i is too late. P

40, - Mr, WEN (China): 1 woulc“,
by way of explanation of our vo!
adopted, . :

41, My delegation voted _
motion.to vote by paragraphs. b

like to say a few words
'nnthe resolution just

it such a motion been

" carried, we would have anstained on operative para-

.graphs 4 and 8 because my del “ntion has reservations
‘regarding them. But since the motion for voting by
paragraphs was, not carried, my delegation has’ voted
for the resolution as a whole, because my delegation
disapproves of  any policy of wicidl. discrimination.
" This has been made abundantly clear in the staternent

- { made by my délegationon 8 October 1962in the Special

o)

[

Political Committee [327th meeting].

42." Mr. ENCKELL (anland) The delegation of

- Finland has onseveral'occasions stated herghow utteru-

1y incompatible the polivies of apartheid are with our
o opinions, our traditions, our.beliefs and our role. The
‘oppressive meazures that the- Government of Squth
Africa has again taken recently have aroused in us a
deep feeling of mdignation through their. denial of basic
conr-epts>that we/honour. Ishall not, however, elaborate

~ 3

" much to its regret, could not support

IO

- 47, Finally, I must add that my deiegation cannot

».go doing we exnxessed the deep-seated convictions and._

. Fecall, a multiracial society anda remarkable example .
“of harmony and understanding of men cf all races. s

“pirpose. My delegation has GOnsistently advocatedthe :
" universality of the United’ Nations. ‘we intend to abide

kind that we could not impiement or fol low in Finland

,48. Mr. Sh..OS (Brazil) I would like ‘to »%wlain the

490 The policy of apartheid is the crudeet negation of
* the fundamental principles upon which’ ‘the Brazilian’ ,
) nation ‘was" builta ’l‘he Brazilian delegation, however,

further on our genoral attitude towards apartheid and ‘
shall restriot myseif to explaining wi\v my delegation,
the resolution

{ust adopted,

43, The resolution ocovers a wide range of different -~
conceptions and suggestions in regard to which thers
was known to enis a. numbey of divergent opinlons, We
find it therefore most unfortunate that we have been
deprived c¢f the opportunity to vote separately on itg
various parts. I feel compelled to declare that my
delegation cannot considex the practice whichhag been
resorted to as being in keeping with the standards we
would like to see applied tothe woxkof this Assembly,

44, The. delegation of Finland supports the alm of this
resolution in 80 far as it tends tolead to the abandon= |
ment of the polioy of apartheid. We wholly share, in
this respect. the sentiments by which its authcrs'were
inspired, We are ail the more sorry not to find it
possible to give them our support, but we cannot consl=
der that the practical means recommended inthe reso-
lution are such as to help towards the.attainment of a
successful solution to this problem. We have strong
doubts about the advisability and eventhe legitimaoyof
the contents of operative paragraph 4, The actions
gugyested in that paragraph amount to sanctions, even -
if they are called measures, and as stuch do not fall
within the competence of the General Assembl;. We.
cannot share the views to the contrary whioh have
been expressed here on this point, Can,

45, We have already explained, on previous ocoaeions,
our attitude towards measures of such a nature, The
United Nations, in our view, whatever the difficulties, .

has to settle its problems together, through combined

efforts, and to strive for constructive solutions, These
solutions can hardly be attained through means which,
if appiied, would, as in this case, very likely contribute |
to exacerbating the situation, We wantto helpthe popu~ !
lation of South Africa to achieve dignity, equality and |
harmony;. we wént to avoid anything whick’ might add

to their difficulties.

46, The delegation of Finland believes, in co-opera-
tion, not isolation. We fail to see in what sense the
exclusion of a Member State would possibly advance':
the cause of this Organization, or serve any useful

by that principle. o '

associate itself with recommendations requesting
Msmber States to take steps and auoot practices of a-

within the framework of our legal system, \\

vote of my{*ielegation on the resolution which has Aust -
been approved. The abstention of the Brazilian delega= *
tion dees not mean any »2sitation in strongly condemn-
ing the poliéy of apartheid on thé part of the' Govexn=
maent of the Republic of South Africa, For many years
the Brazilian delegation has been taking a'very cledr
and firm standir'tondemning the policy of apartheid. n

i

ideals of the inv ‘azilian nation, which is; I am proud: to
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ould not vote in favour of this resolution because,
y our view, the application of sanctions, the imple=~
sentation of which=by all Member States is extremely
iffioult and would weaken the United Nations, would

inder our fight against racial discrimination in

outh Africa. a

0, Mr. VASQUEZ (Colombia) (translatedfrom Span=
sh): I have asked for the floor in order to - explain my
slegation's vote.

1. The delegation of Colombia wishes to make quite
ledr that, throughout this debate, {¢ has never ques-
(onsd the prinoiplc that it was necessary.io condemn
0 Republic of South Africa's policy of apartheid., How-
yer, my- delegation derlores the rigid application of

' majority principle inthe Special Political Commit~:
6 and in the General Assen:bly, which prevented us

rom voting as we wished on‘the draft resclution sub-
itted by the African-Asian countries, namely by
bstaining on paragraph 4 in regard tc the sanctions
sted therein, about which we have very definite re~
ervations, S ;

2, It is not proper thatan elementary rightto dissent
hould be eliminated from United Nations practice,
articularly in connexion with a long resolution which
ivolves difficult points regarding the censtitutional in=-
srpretation of the United Nations Charter, Faced with
he alternative of accepting views which we do not
hare or of abstaining, we were ohliged to choose the
Pcond course, - o .

3 Despite our utter rejection of the policy of apart=
old-and;despite our unshakabie faithin democracy, we
ould not vote for paragraph 4, for two réasons: first
ecause this paragraph places on sxy Governmentthat
ccepts it the obligation to apply messeres which, undsy
12 Constitution of Colombia, lie within the competence
f Congress; and secondly, because the same paragraph
pecifically provides for measures mentionedin Arti=

le 41 of the' Charter, which are within the exclusive,

irisdiction of the Security Council,

4, We diffei from’ the major ty on-a juridicgg.l point
egarding collective action under. the United Nations
harter, For us, if there is a threat to peace and
ecurity, action should be taken, not through individual
1easures wheih are left to the judgement of each State,
ut' in accordance with a _planof co-operation drawn up
y the Security Council to meet a serious situation.

5. -In’, this marner, Colombis . reasserts its demo-
ratic position, whichis entirely at variance with racial
Iscrimination, and reaffirms its respectforthe rules
f the United Mations Charter. We do not:believe that
¢.are entitled to violate the Charter orto develop or
evise it through our proposals; even in orc‘er to con=
emn g violation of human rights. International-action
wust, in our View, ‘be confined within the framework of
e law whlch governs it. . . :

6, 'Mr., TAYLHARDAT (Venezuela) (translated from
panish): The Venezuelan position regarding the prob—
sm-of the application of the policy of apartheid by the
outh African Governmen? was clearly explainédin the

tatement made by my delegation inthe general debate '

i that ite'n in the Special Political Ccmmittee.

7 Venezuela rejects and condemns ‘this pohcy be= ‘
ause it is contrary to human rights and is a vmlation.

fthis Orgamzation's Charter. = .5 .
8, Venezuela ‘s position on: the substance of the"ques-

lon has never varied and my delegation will contmue e

~ Covernment of S

to co-operate fully with a viewto bringing Souith Africa
to change its behaviour and abandon its policy of racial
discrimination. . :

59, My (elegation understands the deep concernof the
African countries regarding the policy of apartheid, and
ghares their desiretoputarendto this policy once and
for all, It feels, however, that any decisions by the
Assembly on this problem must not only be effective,
which is a sine quanon for all its resolutions, but must

so and af all times be in line with the provisions of
the Charter. .

60, My delegation was obliged to abstain in the vote on
the present resolution, because it considered that para=

graphs 4 and 8 conflicted with the expre. M provisions

of the United Nations Charter, -
61. With regard to paragraph 4, my- oelegation feels

" that the General Assembly is not competent to impose

sanctions:’ on a Member State. Competence in this.
matter lies with the Security Council alone. As for.
paragrah 8, it is my delegation's view that the
procedure laia down in the Charter for the expul-
sion of 8 Member State is precisely the contrary of
what is envisaged in the resolution. Under the Charter,
the Security Council is the organ competent to make
a recommendation for the expulsion of @ Member
State.

62.. These reservations, Whlch are exclusively legal
in éharacter, prompted the delegation of Venezuela to
abstain on the vote on the resoiution which has just
“been adopted.

63. Mr, LANNUNG: (Denmark) It was with great re=:
gret that tke delegation of Denmark had to abstain on.

the resolution. We would ‘have voted with satisfacticn

and absolutely unreservedly for the paragraphs of the.
résolution which, in éven stronger and more vigorous’
terms than last year, condemn the policies of apartheid
-of the Government of South Africa anddeplore its total

a

disregard of its Charter obligations and its aggravation ., ~
‘of racial issues. But, with regard to operative para-. '

graphs 4°and 8, we found that the appriach proposed
was not reahstlc and effective and would fail to lead to:
the result we aim at,

64. In th Specxal Pohtlca.l Committee Ioutlmedwhat

1 thought should be the contents ‘of a strong, but sober

of a special-committee consxstmgofafewhighiy qus.h— -
fied individualg, which could inquire from Member
States what measures they had taken, and would consi=
der to be practical and effective, to dissuade the
suth Africa from pursuing its regres=
sive policiessThe committee should report its fmdmgs
to the General Assembly or tothe Security Council, or

- hoth, as approprlate. In our opinion, such: anapproach

would. be more effective than that set out in operatlve

~ paragraph 4 of the resolution, which my delegation ¢

could not- support as;it stood e
65.

Q &)

:The’ debate ‘in ‘the: Spec1al Pohtica.l °Committee

made it ev1dent that the proposed sanctions would only . .

- .and rcahstic, resolution. Isuggested the: establishment

be meaningful if the Member States most dlrectxy con=: -,

cerned were prepared to take such measures, To 5dopt

" a policy doomed to failure car Only léssénthe influence
of, and even: harm,cthr,a Umted Nations. ‘As, we see it,
“in the sameVWay, the expulsion of-South Africa from the :
“United: Nationswouldbe ;¢ completely negative approach .
- ~-gince ‘it would not advance our objective, On'the con-ﬂ,[ i
" trary, it'would make; its’ achievement moredifficulf,In
the United Natiqns,,,’che Governmert.of South Africa is,

vSubject to world cpinion which eXerts a pressure that
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I hope, will'eventually prove effective, They very Mem=
bership of South Africa andher clear violationof Axti=
cles® 56° and 56 of thé Charter is the basis whioch, in

" particular, makes herpolicy alegitimate concern of all
of us, Therefore, a polioy of expulsion would defeat its
own ends, We of the delegation of Denmark do not be=
lieve in expulsion as aninstrument of international co~
operation. Therefore, if we had been allowed to express
our attitude accerding to well-established parliamen=
tary procedure; we would have voted against operative
paragraphs 4 and 8.

66, I would have found it desirable if our colleagues
from Africa and Asia had discussed the resoiution with
their friends outside their group who share their
anxiety with regard to the situation in South Africa, In
the Committee the other day I made an urgent appeal
for broad consultations to be undertaken with a view

- to- reaching agreement on a text of the relevant para=-
graphs which could have gained wider support, includ=-
ing the support of the Member States most directly
concerned. The delegation of Denmark deeply regrets
that that appeal was in vain,

67. Mr. GOMEZ-ROBLEDO (Mexico) (translated
froin Spanish): Before explaining its .vete, the delega=
tion of Mexico wishes to voice its keen regret that
once again a metion rejecting a vote by division has
been pushed through by mere force of numbers, a mo=
ticn which is in every way anti-democratic and con~
trary to the.spirit of rule 130 of the General Assem=
bly's rules of procedute,

68. If this rule is- interpreted honestly. it is obvious
that it is intended to prevent captious and arbitrary
votes by division on a proposal, or a sentence, which
in itself forms a whole, but never to prevent votes by

division on parts which obviously stand by themselves,

In the draft resolution that we have just adopted, the
condemnation of a policy and the sancticns recom=
mended are justas different as, for instance, in a court
case, the indictment for an offence and the sentence
(which may 6r may not be carried out) imposed for it=
or the one and the other may be based on different COn=
siderations, '

- 69. Our only reason=-but a powerful and decisive one—
for voting in favour of the resolution, despite what I
 have just said, is that the paragraphs providing for
" sanctions constitute, legally speaking, the adjective
‘ part of the rezolution, while the substantive part, <hy
tfore, is the condemnation of the policy of racial dis=
orim‘:nation followed ‘with such lamentable contumacy,
by the Government of t/he Republic of South Africa.

70, Since my’ Government has at all times strongly»

censured this execrable policy, regardless oithe coun= ‘

try in which it appeared; since it has never practised
such.a policy at any time inits history; and since, un=
like the sponsors of the draft resolution; we always ‘act
In a spirit of compromise, as' the representative of
Trinidad and Tobago expressed it intheplenary meet-

ing this morhing, we felt obligedtoreatfirm our tradi= .
tional and unshakable. position by voting for the draft -

resolution. R i

.. Having fulfilled this duty. however, I feel it is
equally my duty to reserve theposition andfreedom of
my Government with regard tothoseparts of the reso=-

lution on which, had they been the'subject of a°Vote by
division, we should have voted. ina different way. The " -
first of . these is operative paragraph 4, particularly

" sub-paragraphs (b)-‘and: (d), "which., ‘contain recom=
‘ nimdations that before we could give effect to them.

we should have to consider in ths light of Mexioan
legislation, The second is paragraphs to which we ara.
oppasad, not for the reasons given by other delegations
but because we know only too well that in other oases,
affecting other States whichmight heliableto expuleion
under cill\rticle 6 ofthe Charter, that sanction will not ba
applied,

72, Our attitude is very far from being a mere im. '
mediate reaction to the situation with whichwe are now
faced. In fact, eversince the San Francisco Canference
-or rather ever since we first know what the Dumbar-
ton Oaks proposals were-=Mexico has been opposedto
the inclusion, in the Charter, of the Article on expul-
gion: we feel it to be inequitable, as it will never be
applied to the permanent members of the Security
Council, however often they may violate the Principles
of the Charter, In saying this, I wish, by no means to
offend any of them, but merely to draw attention to
their legal status under the Charter. Lastly, we feel
that this provision—and this was our second reason for
permanently opposing it after the Sar Francisco Con=
ference~-unnecessarily weakens the ideal of univer=
sality which should inspire the Organization's present
and future composition.

73, Mr, HAUGLAND (Norway): Ishouldlike to explain
Norway's vote on the resolution just adopted by the
General Assembly. The Norwegian delegation would
have voted .against the comprehensive sanctions pro=
posed in operative pazagraph 4 of the. resolution, We
understand the feelings of those nations which have
prompted strong demands, both inside and outside the
United Nations, that the Organization should call with=
out further delay for coercive measures against the
Government of South Africa, Bu’, the discussions inthe
Special Political Committee ciearly showed that the
recommended sanctions would not be effective.

74, A policy of sanctions would have meaning only if
South Africa's principal trading partners were willing
to carry. it .out, and be effective only if all Member
States were wiiling 0. participate insuch apolicy..Un= .
der the present circumstances this policy would, inouxr -
view, be doomed to failure and accordingly have ad-

verse’consequences for the future ofthe United Nations, -

75. The Norwegian delegation would have voted
ageinst operative paragraph 8 of the resolutionraising’
the question of expulsionunder- "Article 6 of the Charter, ™
We believe in South Africa's continued membershipin
the United Nations and in particular its obligations -
under the Charter, which make the racial conflict a
matter of concern to us all, bothpolitically and juridi=
cally, and that only by having South’ Africa in the/Qr-
ganization can we hope to bring about a change in‘itsr'?

racial policies through the machinery of the Un'ite\\\ p

Nations,

76. The Norwegian delegation today abstained on the
resolution as a whole. When aeimilar resolution, 1663
(XVI), was voted upon during the sixteenth session of
the General Assembly [1067th meeting], we .voted
against t, This change in votes reflects the deep con=
cern 'of the Norwegian people and the Norwegian
Government in regard to the new and further measures .
instituted by the Government of South Africa in order to
force through dpartheid, . .

77, Mr., MENDOZA (Guatemala) (translated from-'
Spanish): Guatemala's attitide with regardto thepolicy

~of apartheid and racial discrimination of the Republic

of South Africa is well known andperfectly clear, This

position_has ‘riever varied :over the years, and at. the .

Assembly's present. session &: clear statement of it is'»; :




11€6th meeting ~-6 November 1962

4

6839

to be found inthe records ofthe Special Political Come«
mittee.

78. The delegation of Guatemala was almostone hun=
dred per .cent in favour of the resolution which the
‘General Assembly this afternocon adopted Ly an over-
whelming majority, Our views coincided with those of
the sponsors onnearly all thepoints of their resolution,
partioularly so far as condemnation of the polioy of
apartheld and racial discrimination was concerned,
The Guatemalan delegation agrees that this systematic
polioy and this constant defiance of the General Assem=
bly 's resolutions in so impoxrtant a matter as the pro-
tection of human rights justify the Organization inde=
creeing sanctions against South Africa. My delegation
would even agree that the Government of South Africa
deserves expulsion from the Organization for its
- policy, because, as we have rcpeatediy stated, despite
the principie of universality and althoughall nountries
in the world should belong to the United Nations, we
gincerely believe that the country in question, whoss
policy is incompatible with the basic principles of the
United Nations, has no right to belongtothe Organiza=-
tion,

79. But—and this is why we are in fundamental dis-
agreement with the resolution which has just been
adopted, and why 'we abstained=-we believe that, under
the Charter, the General Assembly is not competent to
decree sanctions, Senctions and the expulsion of a
Member State are buth matters which lie exclusively
within the competenca of the Security Council, For that
yeason, and because paragraph 4 of the resoiution
approved this afternoon gives far too great an impres«=
sion that the Assembly is decreeing sanctions, my
delegation abstained,

80. For the rest, I should like to say that my delega-
tion deeply deplores the fact that the besttraditions of
the United Nations are falling into decay.lrefer {o the

traditions of democracy and freedom for each and every

~ delegation.

81. There has always been a\majority group in the
General Assembly, There has'always been a group
which are not equally acceptableto ali delegations. But
there had always:beentolerance and a democratic give~
and=take in the United Nations, Today we arefaced with
a form of totalitarian intransigence which merits our
peremptory rejection, . .

82, :Mr, MOLLINEDO (Boiivi‘a),(tranlat_ed from Span-
ish): When it spoke in the general debate in the Special
Political Committee, the delegation of Bolivia defined
its views and condemned the shameful policy of anart-
heid practised by South Africa.

83. We have our reservations regardingparagraphs 4

“and 8 of the draft resolution approved by the Commit«
tee, which was referred to the General Assembly for
consideration and. adoption.

w~

84 We are concerneu at the way in\\hich this resolu-

‘tion was adopted, without the request for.a vote by .
" division _being granted, dnd at the fact that a. majority

imposed, its view and,réefusedto accept even the small-
est amendment or modification. -

85@ For this reason, and as a protest against such E
jdictatorial aqtion, we were very regretfully obligedto :
_abstain, since ‘this imposition of the majority view.

§ A

prevented us ‘from stating our *reservations, We, consi=

der this to be anattackon the. democratic prinoiples of

‘,theCharter. e ST e

m
X,

86, The PRESIDENT: I call on the x¢ piesentative of
South Afrioa in exeroise of his right of reply, -

87. Mr. LOUW (South Afrion): Thavenot comehere to
explain our votej we have nothing'to explain, We kmow
that we are aoti\\g in the interebts of the Baniu and
the other non-white populations of our country.; During
the years I have come to this Assembly aince 1948,
my experience has been that delegations that come to
this rostrum to explain generally have a motive for the

explanation and the motive is not always-anhonest one, =

88, I have cometothe rostrumto clearup what seéms
to have been anohvious misunderstanding this morning
on the part of the representative of the United States.
After I had spoken he came to the rostrum and seemed
to be moved with'a certain amount of indignation. He
said that he had come to reject-=Ithinkthose were his
words~the comparison between South Africa and the
United States which he alleged that.I had made in the,
course of my statement, I am quitepreparedto accept
that the representative of the United States rziad not
quite correctly heard what I had said=-he probably did
not pay special attent*on at that moment-but I have
come to the rostrum tiz deny that Imade any compari=
son whatsoever hetween the racial policies, the racial
position of my country and that of the United States, I
did not raise the question, I could say very much on

that subject if I wished to, but I purposely did not do

so, What I did refer to, and I have the copy of my
speech as I used it this morning, was the fact that the
basis of the South Airican policy, having regardto the
fact that we are three and a quarter million whites as
against a very large majority of non-ihites, was as
follows: .

"Put brioﬂy, it is the natural and elemental human

urge to survive, an urge that is common to every-

nation represented in this Assembly, That is some-
" thing which should be understood and appreciated by

the white populationofthe North American countries,

whose early history is similar to thatofthe European

population of South Africa.
- para,. Sm]

89. I then went on to say: R S

"The position of South Afrioa!s permanent white.
populationi—{in that respect) is in no way different’
from that of the descendants of the original immi=-
_ grants that established their homes in North America,

and. developed the ‘United States and Canada to what .

they are today." [Ibid.. para. 37.]

‘ —in loth, oases an originai ‘settlement of Dutch settlers

over 309 years 8go; in Americaonly afew years before
they settled.in South Africa;. end those th&t followed

‘[1164th meeting, ,

theni in the three centuries afterwards built up and -
developed the countries into what they are today, in .
South Africa and hcre in this'country. I said further: -
"South Africans of Dutch; Frenchand also of British

. -descent", are South Africans and they "cannot refurn:

to live in their respective countries.of origin", I am.

. of Dutch descent on”my i‘ather's side and of French=
‘ Huguenot descent on my:mother's side, But Holland |

and’ France are to. me foreign countries, I could'not
possibly, think ;of going to live there nor-could my

children; we are South Africans. I thenwenton, to, say, .
to, make that comparison; "... any more than shall I say, "
' the Roosevelts can return to Holland; "-Dutch descent o

b

- "the Eisenhowers to Germany fsthe Eisenhowers are

they ‘are . Americans

~ of German descent—"the Duponts to France", Today
- This - is .their home, here in.
. America. I continued "'""he African representatives L
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speak of us as ‘settlers'" Weare oontinually referred
to as settlers even though wehaye beenthere for three
centuries, I continued: "Will they be consistent and
speak of the old-estaklished American families as
'settlers'"?

90, That was the only comparison I made to show the
similarity in the early settlement of ocur respective
countries, very close to eachother by a few years, One
after the other, both here and in my own country, the
people have become permanent settlers, as far as we
are concerned, where a white population is undoubtedly
in the minority, there is a natural urge to survive, It
would have been exactly the same if in this country,
with its population of approximately 180 million people,
there were the proportion between Negro and white
which there is in South Africa; in my hypothesis there
would have been about 30 or 40 million whites and about
140 million Negroes, and in that case those whites
would have had the same urgeto survive, That was the
comparison I was making, In order to get the record
straight it was necessary, in view of the misunder=
standing—unquestionably a -misunderstanding on the
part of the United States representative this morning=
for me to come to the rostrum to clear up that misun=-
derstanding.

AGENDA ITEM 77

The urgent need for suspension of nuclear and thermo-
~ nuclear tests :

o REPORT OF ThE FIRST COMMITTEE (A/527 9)

91, The PRESIDENT In connexion with the financial
implications. of the draft resolutions recommended by
the First Committee, the Fifth Committee has observed
.as fcllows: -

92, -The Fifth Committee decided to inform the Gen-
eral Assembly: (a) that the adoption of draft resolution
A recommended by the First Committee would give
rise to an additional expenditure in 1962 estimated at
not more: than $213,0600 or $145,000, dependihg on
whether the Conference of the Eighteen—Nation Com=
mitee- oi Disarmament and the Sub~Committee on the
Discontinuance of Nuclear Weapon Tests meet in

Geneva_concurrently or otherwise; and (b) that the .

Secretary-General proposes to report again on this
matter later in the present session, at which time it
will be possible to submit a precise estimate of the
total supplementary credits required for inclusxon in
the 1962 budget estimates- for the purposes under
reference,

Piirsuant to rule 68 of the raIes of procedare, it was

decided not to discuss the. reportof the First C‘ommit— =

tee. ,

- Mr.. Csatorday (Hungazy), Rapporteur of tIze First

Commilttee, presented the report of that Committee
(A/5’279) Legnl

93, Mr. GEBRE-EGZY (Ethiopia) T shall be very
brief, In draft resolution A of the report [A/ 5279], the.

first paragraph of thé preamble, the word "unchecked"
appears. I explained in thé Committee yesterday that
this word was used unintentionally and I asked for its
removal. There ‘was objectlon yesterday, but this
mormng I'consulted with a number of delegations -and

HOw. there is complete agreement that they do not wxsh '
. Guatemala, Guinea,

to retain this word in the’ draft resolution. R
94. ‘ My objection to the use of thls word is that it

implies if nuclear weapon tests are checked they could '

—

continue. The actual intention of the authors of . the
draft resolution was to say "Deeply concernedwiththe
nontinuation of nuclear weapon tests",

95, With this explanation, I hope that the General As-
sembly will agree to remove the word "unchecked®,

96, The PRESIDENT: Unless I hear any objection to
the proposal made by the representative of Ethiopia,l
shall take it that the Assembly agrees to it.

It was so decided,

97. 'The PRESIDENT: As there are no requests to
speak in explanation of vote before the voting, the As~
sembly will proceed to the vote, The recommendations
of the First Committee appear in paragraph 16 of the
report [A/5279], which contains draft resolution A and
draft resolution B, I propose first to put draft resolu-
tion A to the vote.,

" 98, Mr. USACHEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Rep_ub-.

lics) (translated from Russian): The Soviet délegation
requests a separate vote by roll-call onthe tenth pre- .
ambular varagraph of draft resolution A in the First
Committér 5 report [A/5279], beginning with the
words:

"Considering that the joint memorandum of 16 April
1962, ubmitted to the Eighteen-Nation Commit—
tee vedl

and S0 on as in the text

99. The Soviet delégation also requests a separate
roll=call vote on each operative paragraph of draft
resolution A,

100. The PRESIDENT In the absence ofobjection the
Assembly will proceed according to the proposal ofthe
Sov1et representative, S

The proposal was adopted.

101, The PRESIDENT: ‘The Assembly il therefore
proceed to vote on the nine preambular paragraphs of -
draft resolution A,

Those paragraphs wer'e adopted by 86 Votes to none,
with 5 abstentions.

102. - The PRESIDENT' I now put to the vote the tenth i
préambpular paragraph A roll-call vote has- been re=
questeds o . )

A vote was taken by roll-call,

Ireland, haw‘ng been drawn by Iot: by the President
was called upon to.vote first; - :

In favour. Israel Ivory Coast Japan, Jorda.n, Laos,
Lebanon, Liberla, L1bya, Madagascar, ‘Mali,
Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morccco, Nepal, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger; Nigeria; Norway, Pakistan,
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines; Poland, Romania,
Senegal,- Somalia, Sudan; Sweden, Syria;, Tangsdnyika,
Trinidad and Tobago, Ukrammn Soviet Socialist Repub=
lic, Union of Soviet. Socialist Republics, United Arab .
Republic, Upper" Volta, Uruguay,” Venezuela, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Afghahistan,’ Albania, Algeria, iargentina,,
Austria,’ Bolivia, ‘Brazil,- - Bulgaria, Burmd, Buirundi;
Byelorussian Soviet- Socialist ‘Republic, ‘Cambodis, .
Cameroon, Cziidda, Ceylon;t {Chad, Chile, “Colombiy,
Costa Rica, Cyprus, Czechoslovahla, Dahomey, Den=
mark Domtinican’ .Republic,’ Ecuador, El ‘Salvadot,
Ethxopi'a',‘ 'Federationof Malaya, Finl* Tid, Gabon,uhana,
aiti Honduras, Hungary, ‘,India s

Indonesia, Iran, Iraq.

[ TR S

Agamst None. T e

N
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\Abstaining: Ireland, Iltaly, Luxembourg, Netherlands,
Portugal, South Africa, Spain, Thailand, Turkey, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and NorthernIreland, Unitad
States of America, Australia, Belgium.China France,
Greece, Iceland.

The tenth preambular paragraph was adopted by 61
yotes fo none, with 17 abstentions,

103, The PRESIDENT:' I shall now put to the vote the
two remaining paragraphs of the preamble,

© The eleventh and twelfth preambular paragraphs
were adopted by 94 votes to none, with 1 abstention,

104, . The PRESIDENT: We now come to the operative
‘paragraphs. On each of these paragraphs a separate
roll-call vote has been requested.

105. The Assembly will first vote on operative para-
graph 1 of draft resolution A,

" A vote was ftaken by roll-call.

Morocoo, having been drawn by lot by the President,
was called upon to vote first.

In favour: Morocco, Nepal New Zealand Nicaragua,
Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Pakistan, Paraguay, Peru,
Philippines, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Somalia, Sudan,
Sweden, Syria, Tanganyika, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad
arid Tobago, Tunisia, United Arab Republic, Upper
Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia,
Afghanistan, Algeria, Argentina, Austria, Bolivia,
Brazil, Burma, Burundi, Cambodia, Cameroon,
Canada, Ceylon, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica,
Cyprus, Dahomey, Denmark Dominican Republic,
Ecuador, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Federationof Malaya,
Finland, Gabon, Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea, Haiti,
Honduras Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland,
Israel, - Ivory: Coast Jamaica, ‘Japan, Jordan, Laos;
Lebanon, Liberia, Libya, Madagascar, Maii,
Mauritania, Mexico.

- Against: None.

- Abstaining: Netherlands, Poland, Portugal, Roran!a;
South Africa, Spain, Turkey, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Repuiijcs, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and NorthernIreland, United
States of America, Albania, Australia, Belgium,
Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, -
China, Czechoslovakia, France, Greece, .Hungary,
Italy, Lu.{embourg, Mongolia.

Paragraph 1 was adopted by 78 vetes tonone, with 24
abs tentx’ons.

106. ' The PRESIDENT A vote will now be taken on
operative paragraph 2, o B
A mte Was taken by roII—caII ae e AT o
~ Senegal, having been drawn by lot by the President
was called upon to vote first,

*In.favodr:’ ‘Sehegal, Somaha, Sudan, Sweden, Syrla,
' Tanganyika Togo, TFinidad. and Tobago, Tunisia,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union ‘of Soviet
Socialist .Republics, United Arab  Republic, Upper
- Volta, - Uruguay, : Venezuela, «Yemen, Yugoslavia,
Afghanistan? - Aibama, Algeria, Argentma, -Austria,
. Bolivia,  Brazil, Bulgaria; ~:Burma, ‘Burundi,
Byelorussian Soviet .Socialist Republic, . Cambod1a,
Cameroon, Canada, Ceylon, Chad, Chile, Colombia, .
Costa Rica, . Cyprus, Czeohoslovakia, ‘Dahomey,
e Demnark, Dominican Republic Ecuador, El Salvador,
Ethiopia rederatxonof Malaya, Finland, Gabon, Ghana,

Costa Rica

‘ FNetherlands, New Zealand

Guatemala, Guinga, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland,
India, Indonesis, Iran, Jraq, Ireland, Israel, Ivory
Coast, Jamaica, dJapan, Jordan, Laos, Lebanon,
Liberia, Libya, Madagascar, Maii, Mauritania,
Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Nepal,- Nicaragua, Niger,
Nigeria, Pakistan, Paraguay, Peru, Poland, Romania,
Saudi Arabia, .

Against: South Africa, Spain, Turkey, United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
America, Australia, Belglum, Greece, Italy,
Portugal,

Abstaining: Thailand China, France, Luxembourg,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Philippines.

Paragraph 2 was adopted by 84 votes to 10, with 8
abstentions.

107. The PRESIDENT:Iput to the vote operative para-
graph 3, S

A vote was taken by roll~call,

Canada, having been drawn by lot by the President
was called upen to- vc'te first,”

« In favour: Canada, (.. eylon, Chad Chile, Colombia,
Costa Rica, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Dahomey,

i)

Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador,  ;

Ethiopia, Federationof Malaya, Finland, Gabon;Ghana,
Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Haiti, Honduras Hungary,
Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Izeland, Israel,;
italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan,: Jordan, T.a0s,
Lebanon, Liberia, Libya, Luxembourg, Madagﬁscar,
Mali, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Motrocco, Nepal,

Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria,
Norway, Pakistan, Paraguay, Perd, Philippines,

Poland, Portugal Romania,- Saudi Arabia, Senegsal, .

Somalia, South Africa, Spain, Sudan, Sweden, Syria,”
Tanganyika) Thailand Togo. Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Ukramian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union .of Soviet Socialist - Republics, United Arab
Republic, United Kingdom of Great Britain %nd
Northern Ireland, United States of America, Upper
Volta, Uruguay, Venezuéla,’ Yemen, Yugosla\ua,
Afghanistan; Albania, Algeria, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria Burma,

Canada, having been drawn by .Iot by thefbresident_

- was called upon to vote ﬂrst

In favour Canada, Ceylon, .Chad Chile, Colombia,
Cyprus, Czechoslovakla,
Denmazk, Domimcan “Republic, Ecuador; El Salvador,

Burundi, ' Byelorussian Soviet Sociahst Republic,

Cambodla, Cameroon, Q%‘ ) S
Against None. s ) 0
Abstaining: China, France, =~ " '°~ " , ,
Daragraph 3 wag adopted by 100 votes tonone, with 2‘ s

abstentions,

- 108,  The PRESIDENT Iputto the vote operativepara—v

graph 4. B

A vote was taken by roII-oaII R =

‘Dahomey, .

Ethiopia, - ‘Federation of Malaya, ‘Finland, Gabon,Ghana,f

Iceland, India, Indonesia Ira,n,"Iraq, Ireland Israel

> Peru, - Philippines,

Norway, - Paraguay, .

Poland

Dakistan; -

e

-Greece, Guate'nala, ‘Guinea, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, o

~Italy, Ivory . Coast, Jamaica, Japan, JOrdan, Laoe, ‘
-Liébanon, Liberia; Libya, Luxembourg, Madagascar, '
:Malli, Mauritania,ﬂMemco 0 Mongoha,nMorOcco Nepa}, i
maragua, Niger Nigeria,f-'. ‘

Po"tugal Romania,a«Saudi Arab1a,°Senegal, o
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Somalia, South Africa, Spain,-Sudan, Sweden, Syris,
Tanganyika, Thallarid, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Turisia, Turkey, Ukrainian Soviet Soclaiist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab
Republic, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern . Ireland, United States of America, Upper
Volta, Uruguay,” Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia,
Afghaniatan, Albania, Algeria, Argentina, Australia,
Austria,, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Cambodia, Cameroon, .

. Against: None.
Abstaining: France.

Paragraph 4 was adopted by 101 votes to none, with I
abstention.

109 The PRESIDENT: I shallnow put operative para-
graph 5 to the vote,

A vote was taken by roll-call,

Greece, having been drawn by lot l‘y the President,
was called upon to vote first,

~ In favour: Greece, = Guatemala, Guinea, Haiti,
Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran,
Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica,
Jordan, Laos, Lebanon, Liberia, Libya, Luxemhourg,
Madagascar, Mali, -Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia,

Morocco, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Pakistan,
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal,

Romania, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Somalia, SouthAfrica,
Spain, Sudan, Sweden, Syria, Tanganyika, Thailand,
" Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
'Républics, United Arab Republic, .United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
America, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen,
Xugosnvia, Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria,
Burms, Burundi, Byelorussian SovietSocialist Repub-
lic, Cambodia, Cameroon, Canada, Ceylon, Chad,
Chile, -China, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cyprus,
.Czechoelovakia, Dahomey, Denmark, -‘Dominican
B,epublio, Ecuador, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Federation

of’ Malaja, Finland, Gabon, Ghana, .

Against' None.
Abstainiug France,

Paragtapb S was adopted by 101 votes to none, Witb
=1 abstention.

110 “The PRESIDENT: The- Assembly will now voto
on operative-paragraph 6, K

A vGte was taken by toII-caII .

Costa Rica, . having been drawn by lot by the Presz-
dent. was called upon to vote first, »

In favour. Costa Rica, Cyprus, Dahomey, Denmark,

- ‘Dominican Republic. Eocuador, Ethiopia, Federation of
Malaya, Finland, Gabon, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala,

Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, ~India, . Indonesia, Iran,

‘Ireland Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, .Jamaica, Japan,

'Jordan,, Laos,: Lebanon, Liberia, Libya, Luxembourg,

- Mexico,, Netherlands, New. Zealand  Nicaragua,
Nigeria, I\-‘::a‘j, , Pakistan, Paraguay, Peru,
Philippines, Portugal, South Africa, Spain, Sweden,
'Syria 2/ Thailand Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, United

; ‘ "2/ The’ representative of Syria subsequently indicatedto the Secretariat
) ,that he wished t9 be Tecorded as: abstaining. ;

et

Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
States of Amerioa, Uruguay, Venezuela, Argentina
Australia, - Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil, Burma,
Canada, Ceylon, Chile, China, Colombia,

Against: Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland,
Romania, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of
Soviet Soclalist Republics, * Albania, Bulgaria,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,

Abstaining: France, Guines, Iraq, Madagasocar, Mali,
Mauritania, Morocco, Nepal, Niger, Saudi Arabia
Senegal, Somalis, Sudan, Tanganyika, Togo, Tunisia,
United Arab Republic, Upper Volia, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Afghanistan, Algeria, Burundi, Cambodia
‘Cameroon, Chad,

Paragraph 6 was adopted by 66 votes to 10, with 26
abstentions.

111, The PRESIDENT: We shallnow vote 0n operative
paragraph 7,

A vote was taken by roll~call,

Afghanistan, having been drawn by lot by the Presi-
dent, was calied upon to vote first,

In favour:  Afghanistan,  Albania, = Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil , Bulgaria,
Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Cameroon, Canada, Ceylon, Chad, Chile,
China, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cyprus, Czeohoslovakia,
Dahomey, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,
El Salvador, Ethiopia, Federation of Malaya, Finland,
Gabon, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras,
Hungary, Iceland, India Indonesia, Iran Iraq,Ireland
Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast Jamaica, Japan, Jordan,
Laos, Lebanon, leeria, Libya, Luxembourg,
Madagascar, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger,
Nigeria, Norway, Pakistan, Paraguay, Peruy,
Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Somalia, South Africa, Spain, Sudan, Sweden,
Syria, Tanganylka, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad.and
Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Ukrainian Soviet Soocialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Avab Repuklic, United Kingdom of Great Britain and -
Northern Ireland, United States of America, Upper
Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen, Yugosiavia.

Againsi; Nene,

Abstaining Algeria, Cambodia, France, Guinea,
Mali,

The paragraph was adopted by 97 votes tonone, witb d
5 abstentions, - .

112, The PRESIDENT: I shall new put thewhole draft

"*.f"esolution A, unamended, to the vote: .

The resolution was adopted by 75 votes tonone, withv
21 abstentions.

113, The PRESIDENT: The Assembly will now pro- -
ceed to vote on draft resolution B contained in the
report [A/ 5279]. \ .

A vote ‘was taken by roII-caII
Turkey, having ‘been drawn by Iot by tbe President, :

' was ‘called upon; to vote st

“In favour: Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain_
and Northern Ireland United States of Amerioa,.

- Urvguay, Venezuela, Argentina, Australia, Austria, B

Belgium, Bolivia, .Brazil, Canada,  Chile, Ching,
Colombid, Costa Rica, Denmark DominicanRepublic. I
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Eouador, El Salvador, Federation of Malaya, Greece,
Guatemale, Haiti, Honduras, Iqeland, India, Iran,
- Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Liberia,
Luxembourg, Mexico, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Nioaragua, -Norway, Pakistan, Paraguay, Peru,
Philippines, Poxrtugal, South Africa, Spain, Sweden,
Thailand, Trinidad and Tobago,

Against: Ukrainian SovietSocialist Republic, Union of
Soviet Socialist | Republics, Albania, Bulgaria,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Czechoslo=
vakia, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland, Romsnia,

Abstaining: United Arab Republic, Upper Volta,
Yemen, Yugoslavia, Afghanistan, Algeria, Burms,
Burundi, Cambodia, Cameroon, Ceylon, Chad, Cyprus,
Dahomey, Ethiopia, Finland, France, Gabon, Ghana,
Guinea, Indonesia, Iraq, Ivory Coast, Laos, Lebanon,
Libya, Madagascar, Mauritania, Morocco, Nepsl,
Niger, Nigeria, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Somalia, Sudan,
Syria, Tanganyika, Togo, Tunisia,

Mali did not participate in thé voting,

Resolution B was adopted by 51 votes to 10, with 40
abstentions.,

114, The PRESIDENT:I ncw call upon the representa—
tives whowish to explain their vote,

115, Mr., MOROZOV (Union of SovietSocialist Repub-
lics) (translated from Russian): The.Soviet delegation
considers it necessary to explain the motives which
inspired it in the vote just held onthe draft resolutions
¢oncerning the cessation of nuclear weapons tests.Itis
well known that the Soviet Union is a convinced advocate
of the speediest possible cessation of all nuclear
weapons tests without exception, whether in the atmos-
phere, under water, in outer space or underground,

116, It is quite clear from the discussioninthe First
Committee that the cessation of all types of nuclear
weapons tests is nowthe generaldemand of all peoples.
During the vote, the Soviet delegation approached the
draft resolutions from the standpoint of how well they
answered. this demand of the peoples for the earliest
possible ending of all nuclear tests.-

117. There were two draft resolutions before us; one
was submitted by thirty-seven delegations, the other
by the United States ‘and the United Kingdom. The
thirty-seven-Power draft, as its sponsors explained
exhaustively in the First Committee, was basedonthe
need for the cessation of ailnuclear tests, in whatever
-enivironment and by whomsoever made, It provided that
‘in two months' t{ime-at the latest, from1 January 1963
onwards, test  explosions of nuclear and- thermo=
nuclear weapons ‘'should cease for ever on our earth.

118, iaking into' account the actual position in the
negotiations for the cessation of nuclear tests, the
thirty-seven-Power draft resolution referred to the
now - generally: récognized basis for the evolving of an
international agreement to prohibit testg—the memo-~
randum of the eight non-aligned States.y/  The.provi-
sions of the thirty-seven-Power draft resolutionwere
correct, and we therefore voted for the relevantparts
‘of that, resolution At the samie time we consider it
necesgary to observe, as we also did in the First
Committee, that the thirty~seven—Power draft resolu-
‘tion' was not in every réspect donsistent, and the Soviet

delegation in the First Committee pointed outthé weak~

nesses and‘ inadequacies of individual provis:lons of

CI : S BT RO e

‘PJanuary i9oi-December 1962. document DC/203; annéx’I; section’ J.

‘ ’»' / See Official Records of! the Disarmament Commission. Supplement k

that drafl. We accordingly showed what we thought
of the various provisions of this reeolution, when it
voted upon paragraph by paragraph.

119. We could not agree, in perticular, with the .

inclusion in the thirty-seven-Power draftof its opera=
tive paragraph 6, Which contained a provision opening
up the possibility of deviating from, of undermining the
positive and constructive ideas contained in it, Thatis
why the Soviet delegation was obliged to abstainin the
vote on the thirty-seven-Power draft resolution as a
whole,

o

120. As for the United Kingdom-United States draft

resolution, it contained yet another restatement of the
well-known position of the Western Powers onnuclear
tests—a position which, aswe all know and as the spon-
sors of this draft themselves realize, cannot sexrve ds a
basis for agreement. Under the terms:of this draft,
it would still be possible to continue underground tests
of nuclear weapons. itdoes not envisage a speoific date
for the cessation of tests, but puts forward, as a basis
for further negotiations, what are essentially, despite
certain alterations; the Western Powers' proposals
regarding the so-called control and inspection system,
which are unacceptable to the Soviet Union and are not
justified by necessity.

121, The United Kingdom-United States draft con~
tained a- series of reservations, with the aid of which

those opposing the cessation of nuclear tests in all

environments could continue to delay a final and posi-
tive solution of the whole problem.
Kingdom-United States draft, as is wellknown, was not
supported by many Members of the United Nations.
this was chown by both the voteinthe First Committee
and the vote which has just taken place here, It was
clear to many delegations that to adopt a resolution of

The United "

that kind would not contribute towards bringing: about a

cessation of nuclear tests,

122, It was apparently an awareness’ of this danger
which prompted the delegaiions of s number of neutval-
ist States, in the First Committee, to appeal to the
United States andae United Kingdom not to-press for
a vote on their draft resolution} and we must stress
here that these appeals reflect, perhaps more clearly
than the vote itself, the real attitutde of many States

\

!

towards the United Kingdom—United states draft’ reso— .

lution,

123. For thereasons Ihavedesoribed theSovietdeie—
gation voted against. that draft resolution during the
present plenary meeting.,, - Ce

124, In conclusion, T would draw attention to one
fufther - point. The United States and the United
Kingdom, as well as certain other members of the
Western military blocs, not only attempted to convert

ar tests: into an-endorsement of the position of the
Western Powers, but also tried, by means of amend-
ments and sub-amendments, to emasculate the positive

‘the discussion of the question of the'cessation of nucle- ¢

provisions of the resolution submitted by the: thirty-

seven neutralist States. Those delegations, st_pported
by a_small group .of countries allied with them, have
shown by their aotions that, despite their assurances,

‘they do not. really want to take the eight-nation memor

randum as.a ba sis for further: negotiations, They have

g8

no intention of’ suspe*xding all_nuclear ‘weapons tests :

from 1 January 1963, as cailed for’ by almost all

:Members of the United Nations.. It must be observed
‘that. sich an approach on their:side is:not promising
for talks, on' the cessation cf nuolear testing. i

o
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v :
125, Nevertheless, we antloipate that the Govern=-
ments of the Wesatern Powers will carefully analyse
the records of the debate, as wellasthe results of the
votes just held on the individual parts of the thirty~
seven-Power draft resolution and on their own draft
resolution,’and will realize that their present position
runs counter to the demands of the times and to the
interests of the peoples,

126, The events of the very recent past, which have
alarméd the peoples of all countries, call for new and
bold stegs by all statesmen to safeguard international
pease and security, The positions of the two sides on
the question of the cessation of nuclear weapons tests
are close, but, if they are finally tobe brought together,
further efforts by all parties are needed.

127, The Soviet Union, which advocates the cessation
of all nuclear tests from 1 January 1963 onwards, and
negotiations on the basis of the eight-nation memoran-
dum, expeots the Western Powers to adept this position
too. it will then become possible, as the Chairman of
the Council of Ministers of the USSR, Nikita Sergeevich
Khrushchev, indicated in his message of 27 October
1962 to Mr. Kenned)’. President of the United States of
America;

", .10 make a splendid present to the peoples of
the world and give them also the pleasure of knowing
that an agreement on the cessation of nuclear weapens
tests has been concluded,"

128, For its part, theSoviet Unionwiil spa’re no effort
to attain this noble objective as soon as possible,

129, The PRESIDENT: Before I recognize the next
speaker, I wish to mention that on the termination of
the consideration of this item, which we trust will be
in a few moments tims, I will have some information
to give tothe Assembly regardingthe order of business
during the next two or three days which might be of
some slight interest to the delegates.

130, Mr. JACOME (Ecuador) (translated from Span-—
ish): In the debate in the First Committee (on the
thirty-seven-Power draft regolution contained in para~-
graph 16 of document A/5279, the delegation'of Ecuador
expressed the hope. that. the meaning of operative para~
graphs 2, 4 and 5.would Jbe clarified so that it could
vote for the text as a-whole, Fortunately, in connexion
with paragraph 2, the representative of Mexico—the
original sponsor of the idea takenupin the draft reso-
lution—explained that the setting of a dateafter which,
at’the latest, nuclearsweapons tests should cease, had
the immediate object of preventing the continuation of
this kind of competition between Powers, each segking
to be thelast to carry out tests, but that it did not mean
that the . parties to the proposed agreement en the
cessation of nuclear weapons tests could not insist on
clauses for safeguards additional to that implicit in
good. faith, Furthermore, paragraph 3 of resolution A
which we have adopted is aclear andprecise interpre-
tation of paragraph 2, . ‘ B

131, : As for paragraph 6, which eorresponds topara-
graph 5 of the drafi resolution, its real scope was de-
fined by the explanations which the representatives of
Sweden and Brazil gave; during thedebate iathe Com-
mittee, regarding the meaning of the memorandum of
theé eight non-aligned Powers on effective’ control of a
’ ban on nur'lear weapons tests.

132 With this ‘elimination of ambiguities that”might

have left room for different interpretations and hence

. for more disagreement between the Powets to which

the appeals of mankind and the recommendations of the.
Assembly are addressed, my delegation voted with a
olear conscience in favour of the resolution, and it
likewise voted witha oleaxr consolencefor resolutionB,
since it fecls that they are notincompatiblewith each

other,

133, Mr, GODBER (United Kingdom): I only wish to
intervene for one moment in explanation of voteof the
United Kingdom, Indeed, I hadnotintended to intervene
at all, had it not been that the representative of the
Soviet Union chose not only to intexrpret his own vote
but a good many other people's ag well,

134, As far as I am concerned, I would make it quite
clear that the position ¢f the United Kingdom in relation
to the thirty-seven Power drait resolution was made
abundantly olear in the Committee, I do not need to
labour it further, We abstained on the resolution as a
whole beoause of certain lack of clarity in one or two
directions, which is fully understood, I think, by the
sponsors of that resolution, and our position is abun~
dantly olear, But the representative of the Soviet Union
chose to oast doubts upen the motives of the United
Kingdom and the United States inregard to negotiations
on a nuclear test ban treaty. I would only say that if
the representatives of the Soviet Union would expend
as much energy in trying to achieve a treaty on the
cessation of nuclear tests as they do in frying to
wriggle out of their wholly negative position, wewould
get on a great deal faster.

135, I hope when we return to Geneva that they will
indulge in genuine negotiation with us and thenwe will

get the treaty that everybody here wauts,

0rgumzohon of work

136. The PRESIDENT: That concludes the considera-
tion\of this item, It will be noted that the Journal for
tomorrow announces .that there will be two meetings
of the plenary: one in the morning andone in the after-
noon. In the morning the Assembly will take up the

Draft Convention and draft Recommendation on Consent

to Marriage, Minimum Age for Marriage and Registra-
tion of Marriages, This item has been considered by
the Third Committee. Tw6é amendments to the Draft
Convention have been submitted; theyare mentionedin
the Journal, )

-187.. 'l‘omorrow afternoon we should be ready to take

up one of the major items allocated to the plenary: The

_situation with regard to the implementation of the

Declaration on the granting of independence to colonial
countries and peoples, The report of theSpecial Com-
mittee is contained in document A/5238,

138, As representatives are aware, chapter II of that
“report déals with the - question of Southern Rhodesia,
.This is'a separate item onthe agenda of the seventesnth

session. It was. congidered by the Fourth Comnittes
and was acted upon last week by the plenary; so that we
can regard chapter-II as having been dieposed of, at

-least for the time being, .

139. Chapter IX deals with the question of South West‘ |
Africa, This also is a separate item on the agenda of
the seventéenth session and is now baing considered
by the Fourth Committes, which in due course will 1o
doubt report it to the plenary, L

‘140, LsChapter XI deals with the question of Angola. .

Here again, the situation in Angola is a separate item
on the agenda. The reports of the Sub~Committee,
established under -General Assembly resolution 1603
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(XV), and of the Government of Portugal will be sub~-
‘ ;nitted to the General Assembly later,

141, Since these thres chapters of the report of the
Speolal Committee concern matters which have heen
dealt with separately, that is to say, ohapters II, IX
and XI, on Southern Rhodesia, South West Africa and
Angola, it would seem ressonable that the discussion
in plenary and the report of the Spevial Committee
should be centred only on the remaining chapters, I
would, therefore, propose that the general debate on

J

these remaining matters in the report of the Speoial
Committee should bégin tomorrow afternoon, I would
invite representatives to inseribe their names as soon
as possible in the list of speakers. In other words,
there will be one general debate on the whole report
excluding from its soope the items thathave been dealt
with separately, When, of course, we come to resolu-
tions, each resclution will be taken up separately.

The meeting rose at 6,15 p.m,

S SR

Litho in U,N; -
N
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