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AGENDA. ITEM 59 

THE QUESTION OF ALGERIA (A/3617 and Add.l) ( continu~) 

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): The Committee has now 

received the, dratt resolution submitted by a number of delegations in 

document A/C.l/1.194, and therefore vTe can now proceed to examine this draft 

resolution. 

Mr. SASTROAMIDJ~J~ (Indonesia): On behalf of the seventeen sponsors, 

including Indonesia, I have the honour to submit to this Committee the draft 

resolution on the Algerian. question tabled early this afternoon,after the general 

debate closed this morning. In presenting this draft resolution we have been 

guided by the general feeling in the general debate that a peaceful solution'of 

the tragic si tuat.ion in Algeria can be found through negotiations between the 

parties concerned. 

The meaning of this draft resolution is clear from its wording and the 

opinions which the sponsoring Member States expressed during the general debate 

and on other occasions. The draft resolution before us has been discussed at 

length among delegations from the Asian and African countries after many 

contacts and consultations with some other delegations. The draft before us is 

the result of the general consensus of opinion of the delegations from Asia and 

Africa whose countries and peoples have been most concerned with the Algerian 

question for a long time and who have, been able to see the Algerian situation in 

the light of their recent experiences. 

It is the considered ~pinion of the sponsors of the draft resolution that, 

after the prolonged and exhaustive deliberations of the Committee, this draft 

resolution is the minimum amount of action that can be expected from the Assembly 

unlier the present circumstances in dealing with this international question before 

us. When this draft resolution is examined in an objective manner, the members 

of this Committee, I believe.,. will not fail to see that the ideas underlying it 

are in accordance with the Charter and also in response to the mission that the 

United Nations is expected by the peoples of ~he world to fulfil for· the sake of 

liberty, peace and international co-operation. We therefore sincerely hope that 

this draft resolution will be approved by this Committee. 
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Mr. SCHURMAJ~ (Nethe~lands): When. the .matter of Algeria was discussed 

at previous sessions, my delegation consistently took the view that, upless a 

draft resolution were proposed which was acceptablr to the Fr.ench Government, it 

was not within the competence of the General Assembly to make aQy recomme.ndations . ' ,. 

concerning the manner in which France should deal ~ith this problem, which under 

the terms of our Charter clearlJr ;falls within the domestic jurisdiction of that 

country. He still hold that view. Since. the representatives of Belgium,; Cuba,.· 

Peru and Israel have lucidly and eloquently upheld this sam~ thesis in the recent 

debate, it is ~ot necessary for me to repeat the arguments which they have so 

ably developed. 

The Netherlands delegation has always been firmly convinced that France, 

tr-J.e to its great tradition, would be able to find the means of reaching a 

settlement that would do justice to the many divergent aspirations.of the 

inhabitants of Algeria as a whole. The expose of the French position,which the 

Minister of Foreign Affairs gave .us as an introduction to the discussions,proved 

that the Government of France has made considerable progress in overcoming the 

difficulties created by outside interference as well as in clarifying and 

elaborating the methods whi.ch will ensure that the settlement that will eventually 

be reached shal;L be based on the free and demol:!ratic expression of the will of 

Algerian people. 
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This being the case, fn:y delegation will maintain its determination of giving 

its vote only to a.draft resolution which will not impede the French Government in 

the performance of its task, a draft resolution which is acceptable to that 

Government and which, for that reason, is compatible with the principle~ laid down 

in p~ragraph 4 and 7 of Article 2 of the Charter of the United Nations. 

I regret to say that the joint draft resolution contained in document 

A/C.l/1.194 does not me~t with these requirements, and my delegation will therefore 

have to vote against it. 

U THANT (Burma),: A~ one of the eo-sponsors of the draft resolution 

contained in document A/C.l/1.194, let me make this brief statement. It will be 

recalled that in the course of my intervention onthe question of Hungary in the 

'Plenary meeting of the General Assembly on 12 September 1957, I made the following 

observations: 

ttin our view, the Algerian question belongs to the same. category and is at 

least as important and urgent as the·Hungarian question. In Algeria blood 

is being shed every day. Hhy then was no thought given to calling, a special 

session to consider the grave situation in Algeria?" (A/PV.674, p. 1413) 

The general debate on the question of Alger~a has confirmed the need for an 

immediate and peaceful settlement of this issue. My delegation, along with a 

number of other delegations, has submitted this draft resolution with the sincere 

desire of arriving, at a peaceful solution of the problem, the gravity of which 

no one can doubt. 

This draft resolution is but a logical sequence of the previous resplution 

adopted on 15 February 1957 by the General Assembly, by 77 votes to none. That 

resolution, in its operative part, expressed the hope that, in the spirit of 

co-operation, a peaceful, democratic and just solution will be found through 

appropr~ate means, in conformity with the principles of the Charter of the United 

Nations. 

In the period since the. adoption of that resolution, the situation in Algeria 

has continued to deteriorate. The Afro~sian group, which in the meantime has kept 

in touch with the developmentsinAlgeria, sent a note to the Secretary-General on 

15 April 1957, in which it stated its belief that every possible effort must be 
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made to ensure ''that the instructions of th~ General Assembly resolution earlier 

this year were fulf~lled ~nd .not frustrated'' • On 17 July 19571 t~enty-one 
. t . ~ .-

Afro-Asian countpies, formally requested t)lat the question of Alc;eria be made an 

item of the agenda of the twelfth seBsion. ~Subsequently, the Union of Burma 

formally associated itself with this request. 

The draft resolution now before this Collllilittee is a simple~ ·straightforward 

and constructive attempt.to resolv~ the deadlock and create conditions for a 

peaceful set.tlement of ·the problem. No one will deny that the hope entertained in 

the previous resolution has not been realized, and I am sure no mi.e will question 

the assertion that the principle of self-determination should be applicable to 

the Algerian people. It is also an undeniable fact that, the situation in Algeria 

continues to cause much suffering and loss of human life. The only operative 

paragraph is one which calls for negotiations for the purpose of arriving at a 

solution in acpordance with the principles and purposes of the Charter of the 

United Nat.io::ts. 

This Cot1'1littee is aware that France is opposed to the idea of negotiations, 

and, in t'!Ji3 co:nr,exion, let me take this opportunity of making a few observations 

on the dif'fr;:·e:y~e between the post-war British approach to colonialism and the 

French appros.c'h. Britein understood the upsurge of natior.al cor.sciousness in 

As:i.Pn colonies as a tide vrhich no imperialist Canut could stem, and she played 

the role of' a ivilling miP,wife in the birth of new Asian nations: India, Pakistan, 

Bu:~ma, Ceylon and llalaya. 

Because of this foresight and magnanimity, the traditional bitterness betvreen 

Britain and her colonies is no more, and novr the relations betvreen Brit~in and the 

ne>rly-emerged countries from British colonial bondage are very friendly. Only the 

other day Britain and Burma celebrated with pomp and ceremony the tenth anniv~rsary 

of the signing of the Nu-Attlee Agreement which launched Burma 1 s independence. 

It therefore puzzled me vrl1en the representative of the United Kingdom told this 

Committee on 30 November that his Government sympathized with the French stand on 

the question of Algeria, Does this signify a vrithdrawal from the high ideals set 

by the British Labour Government and so nobly taken up by the Conservative 

Government, as evidenced by the grant of independence to the Republic of Malaya? 
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Or is the present British stand merely meant to window-dress her solidarity with 

a useful ally, in the face of the intensification of the cold war? Surely my 

delegation fnilo to undcrotnnd the motivation behind the present British stand, 

whicll is so alien to her glorious record of understanding and liberalism in 

Asia. 

The French approach to colonialism in Asia isdifferent from the British 

approach. The French colonial r~cord in Indochina, for instance, had not been, 

to say the least, an inspiring one. Immediately after the Japanese surrender 

the people of Viet-Minh took matters into their o-vm hands, proclaiming the 

Democratic Republic of Viet-Namh under the presidency of Dr. Ho Chi Minh .. 

France then embarked on a long and costly war, which was ruinously to drain the 

French economy during the coming years. Nor were her military operations crowned 

wi+'IJ. ru·:::cess. Ai'-l:.er six years of fighting, no victory had been achieved. 

Tb.:c: .. y ',-,':L .. t'.::'e-10 . .:_,'rench soldiers, apart from the casualties among the colopial 

truo-;?3, LJ·\ Js.st their lives, and still the popular forces were unsubdued. 
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It 'was ihdeed·' r~marktible 'that whlle Fta~c~ was s:f?ending $1,300 million •. ; 

a year·onthe fndo-Chinese camp-aign, f~r less efficiently equip:p~d resi~tan~~, 
was so peirsi'stently mairitained.. · what 1 th~n, was the. ~esu~t of.this unreai . 

policy in Indo-Chihti? As everybody knows, Indo-cb.ina· ~~s '·d.ivid.~d in-t?o two. . · 
'' -~ .. . ' . : ' . . . ,. . . : ,.. ... . "' ·, . . . ) '} . . . .. :. ;, ., ' { ' }. 

sectio-ns;' one hruf completely 'hostile to Franc·e and the other half la.~ing in 
. '·' . 

warmth towards· France. 'I am afraid that France, det;lpite '1 ts long an~ prou( 

tradi tiori~ of iden:\ocrat:tc. ideal~ and of ciil ture'. has again shut its 'eyes to the 
'· .. '. ;' ; ' . '.·. ·: .. " t: ... • 

realities in Algeria as it did in Indo-China. Approximately 900 1 000 men~ 

comprising army units, navel units, auxiliary police and civilian armed militia 

are now operating ::tn~ AlgB~ia~· The nUmber of these 'French ··~rm~d f~rces 'ts a.bout 

one. :tenth. or• the tot:al :population of,.Algeria 
1 

and when one rememb.ers. that only . 

50 ,ooo men iti uni'for~ ~ere ·stationed :in Algeria three years·. ago t~e fantastic 

ex:pansion of·lfrench armed. force.s·to the present colossal size is a~ u~mi.stake.ble 
' . ' 

testiinony to tne mounting gravity of the situation. It will certainly be against 
··,, 

the interest of France to keep u:p this policy· and, ther·efC~r~, a viay ~hould be 

found to get'out' of this impasse. 'The situation iri this unhappy country is dally 

deteriorating and is assuming very serious dimensions. 

The draft resolution before· this. Committ~e: is but a.n honest attempt to help 

France redi·seove·r itself, 'to liv~ u:p to its ideals, to avoid the repetition of 

mistakes· committed. in French Indo ... China, to help the agonized Algerian people to 

live'once mor'e in·peace a.ud.freedoni and, last but riot least, to establish friendly 

relations between France snd art independent Algeria, without malice, without 

hatred and without bitterness on 'either side. 

My delegation'is perfectly aware that the issue bei'ore.this Committee is 

not a straightforward one. ·It is complicated by the fact that there are more than 

one million·Fr~nch iDen and women in Alg~ria, and ob\riously they cannot be 

abandoned by the mother country, particula:i'ly since they have been there for 

almost four generations. Nor is it practically possible for the mother country 

to uproot theM French settiers, or 11 colons11
, and :find ~mployment for them 

elsewhere. The-problem, therefore, is one not merely of granting independence 

to the peoples of Algeria but of re·solving a situation whereby over one million 

white settle'rs or "colons" and nine million Arab Moslems can coexist in confidence 1 

in security and in peaee, 
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My delegation, therefore, has much pleasure in eo-sponsoring this draft 

resolution which alone, in the present circumstances, c~n bring about a peaceful 

settlement of the question, taking into account the legitimate rights of the 

French settlers to whom Algeria is as much a homeland as it is to the indigenous 

population, Its adoption would certainly help to create the .necessary atmosphere 

for such conditions. I should like to appeal to the conscienqe of this 

Committee and ask it to give serious thought to the implications of this draft 

resolution, and to support it fully. 

Mr. de la COLINA {Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): I should 

like to deal very briefly with tbe seventeen-Power draft. resolution {A/C.l/1.194) 

which has just been submitted. Before doing so, however 1 I wish to state that,. 

as was the case at the last session of the General Assembly, my delegatio.nts 

silence during this year's general debate on Algeria was due only to our desire 

not to prolong und~y the consideration of an item which concerns delegations 

other than our own. Furthermore, the Mexican posit~on on. this problem h~;~.s been 

stated quite fully during previous sessions. 

Algeria is still beset by conflict. France 1s relations with the nearby 

countries of North Africa become strained and are broken off at times, as·is true 

also of its relations with other countries whose inhabitants have close ties of 

culture, race or religion with the majority of the Algerian people. Fundamental 

human rights are still being violated because of an exceptional state of violence 

which, unfortunately, tends to become not only chronic but usual. 

I believe that aJ,l of u.s here are concerned with this problem, and we are 

saddened, as are France and Algeria, to.note that the hope that we had voiced 

when the Assembly adopted resolution 1012 (XI) is daily being dissipated. .. In 

view of this painful and regrettable situation, it is only natural that our concern 

should grow. 

As everyone knows, my delegation ~id not hesitate to upho:d the competence 

of the General Assembly to consider matters of this natu~e. However, we have 

always believed firmly that those of us who interpret the Assembly 1s competence 

thus widely are, more than anyone else, convinced that it is our duty objectively 

to study the political reality serenely and as moderately as" possible, to consider 
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controversieiVand. to stint no effort to draft 'ree6iutinss Which1 on the one hand, 

will be equitable ·and in ae~ol'danoe ·~th the provisions of' the Charter', and~· . 

on the other hand' ··will be ::Viable and . conciliatory 1 so that they Will not only 
not exacerbate dif'ferencea but endeavour to nii tigate 'them~ 

. . . 

In e~laining its 

vote on tb.isverysamei question 'atthe·eieventh session,'mydelegation'~aid that 

in this case: 

"our mission: is 'not exelusively that of il:nposing an unacceptable' sofution 

· upon one 'or ·other ·of the parties. Nor is it to· dscla11.e that this party 

is right and that that party is not. What we should do is to to try to 

establish'conditions which might facilitate the negotiations between the 

two parties and open the door to a political formula which·coUld b'e 

accepted by both. And a.t the saine time any. solution· should: tfike into . 

account the tl'ansitory interests of the two parties; and it should 

certainly be based on justice. 11 (A/C.l/PV.845:, :page 48-50}' '· 

The foregoing reasons and our profound and historical adherence to the 

principle ·of s'elf-deteriiiination of peoples --·without which we could not justify 

the emergence of our own countrY as an· int·ernational entity -- lead us to ·view 

this draft resolution sympathetically. Generally speaking, we consider'it to be 

moderate and constructive.·· But what does France say? Fra.ncets Minister for 

Foreign Affairs has already told us his view, and in the light of so negative a 

stand it is necess·ary for us to say that although we do not agree with ... him we do 

understand the reasons for his taking such a stand.· 



BC/an A/C.l/PV .g24 
16 

(Mr. de la Colina, Mexico) 

We feel, however 1 .that we sho;uld then try to find some new text which, like 

the res~lution adopted at the Assembly's last session, can be adopted unanimously. 

Perhaps we should reiterate the resolution adopted on 15 February of this year 

and add some words which will reflect the Committee 1 s anxiety and stress t.he 

urgency; of finding the ·kind of solution described in that previous resolution 

that is, a peaceful, democratic and just solution. The new text should also 

take into account factors which had not as yet come to light in February -- namely, 

the adoption of the loi-cadr.e,, which has been described to us here, and the offer 

of good offices by His Majesty the King of Morocco and the President of Tunisia, 

whose representatives here have once again given proof of their political maturity 

and far-sightedness. 

In accordance with the.above considerations, my delegation's vote ~ill depend 

on the way in which the Assembly adapts itself to the new circumstances. I trust 

that a single text will be found which all of us· can support without any 

reservations and which will enable a step forward to be taken on the rocky path 

leading to the lasting tranquillity and peace of. the countries of North Africa, 

on the one hand, and France, on the other. ·We believe .that France's assistance 

is indispensable to the future welfare of that promising region. We therefore 

hope that friendship among these countries will once again reign. 

Mr. WALKER (Australia): Australia did not participate in the general 

debate on the present item because, in our opinion, the situation in Algeria 

falls essentially within the domestic jurisdiction of France and, as such, lies 

outside the General Assembly's scope of action under the terms of Article 2, 

paragraph 7 of the Charter. Our position on this matter, therefore, is the same 

as it was last session and on other previou~ occasions when this item was discussed. 

vle may be -- and indeed we are -- deeply concerned over the conflict and 

bloodshed that have taken place in Algeria. But that concern does not, in our 

view, entitle the United Nations to intervene in a matter that is the responsibility 

of the Government of France. There is no doubt in our mind that Algeria is 

constitutionally part of France. The fact that some other countries have 

encouraged and assisted the Algerian rebels may call at some stage for attention 

by the United Nations, but it does not remove the question of the government of 
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Algeria from France' e domestic jurisdiction. And, wh.ile the problem of Algerian 

refugees in.neighbouring countries also arouses international concern, that,, too, 

does not remov(: the Algerian situation from France 1s jurisdiction and 

responsibility, 

Our stand on Article 2, paragraph 7 is not a mere pretext for opposing 

action by the United Nat.ions on matters entrusted to it by its Members under the 

Charter.. Article 2, paragraph 7 is as much a part of the Charter as any other 

Article. Its purpose is quite simple: to protect States against inteJ;"vention by 

other people in their domestic affairs. Such a provision is a nec~ssary 

safeguard. . ·It was considered necessary by those who drafted the Charter 1 and it 

has been agreed to by all who have accepted the Charter. Th9se who choose to 

disregard this provision or to interpret it so loosely as to deprive it of its 

meaning are embarking· on a dangerous course that could imperil the future 

influence and authority of this Organization, which in the last resort relies on 

the willing co~operation of its Members. Consequently, we believe that France 

would have be.en within its rights .under the Charter if it had again opposed the 

discussion of this matter in the General-Assembly, 

France, however 1 while maintaining its position on the principle of Article 2 1 

paragraph 7, has chosen to meet with the Committee, explain France's policy in 

Algeria and seek O\.lr uncle~ standing of it, The Foreign li.linister of France, 

Mr. Pinea1,1; ·and lv'Ir. Giscard d'Estaing haye presented their Government ts position 

with great clarity and·authority. Others have discussed the Algerian problem in 
. I 

considerable detail in this Committee. 

Now the Committee has .before it a draft resolution propos~d by Afghanistan 

and a number of other countries and introduce~ at the beginning of this afternoon 1 s 

meeting by the representative of Indonesia. I find it necessary to intervene at 

this point because, while we consider. that the General Assembly i~ not competent 

under the Charter to deal with this matter, the content of any resolution that 

may be adopted is of some consequence to us -- not only as regards the po$sible 

precedent in relation to other questions, but also as regards the substance of any 

United Nations action in this particular case. I wish, however, to make it clear 

that in commenting and voting on the draft resolution I do not retract our 

objection to the Assembly's competence to intervene in the Algerian situation. 
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· · T):le: draft resolution has been offered to us as the outcome of the general 

debate • Now., it· is true that the debate has reflected the deep human concern 

that we all feel over the continued strife in Algeria. and the widespread · 

suffering which that strife has brought in its train. This deep concern has been 

apparent in the speeches of many representatives, including, of course, those of 

Tunisia. and Morocco, whose offers of good offices have earned the respect and 

commendation of all of us, despite the real difficulties which the French 

Government sees in accepting those offers at present. 

I must say, however, that in some of the speeches, particularly those of 

certain communist representatives, the expressions of concern over human suffering 

have been drowned out, as it were, by denunciations of colonial rule, condemnations 

of French policies in Algeria, and encouragements to the Algerian rebels to 

continue their resistance to the French authorities. That is one of the dangers 

inherent in a discussion of this kind: some delegations are prepared to use the 

United Nations as a sounding-board for propaganda designed not merely to gain 

international sympathy for the rebels -· which certainly constitutes interference 

in France's domestic affairs --but also to encourage the continued use of 

violence by the rebels. 

internationally. 

This is no service to the cause of peace in Algeria or 

In general, however, the debate this session has been me.rked by a greater 

restraint and moderation than last session. But, even when that is said, I 

doubt whether such debates really. lay a good foundation for the negotiations which 

the draft resolution. now proposes. The essence of negotiation is a measure of 

mutual accommodation. And, although both parties to a negotiation will often 

start by adopting an extreme position, pome degree of flexibility is essential if 

the negotiation is to make any progress. But here in this Committee the position 

adopted by the Algerian rebels has been taken up, elaborated and defended by 

certain speakers in a way that tends, I fear, to crystallize ·-I might even say 
I 

petrify -- the position of the rebels, so that, if and when the rebels enter into 

any negotiations, they will have difficulty in resiling from positions that once 

were theirs alone but now are also proclaimed as unalterable by a large part of 

the Arab world.. 
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The very attempt to justify the Algerian case in this Committee may itself 

renG.er it increasingly difficult to underta.l~e the negotiations that are advocated 

as necessary. In our view, it would not be within the competence of the General 

Assembly to impose upon the French Government, against its authority, the 

oblieation to negotiate with the those Algerians who are in open revolt. In 

any case, the French GovernMent has ta.l~en the position, understandably, that 

while it is willing to negotiate, the first prerequisite to negotiations on the 

future government of Algeria must be a cease-fire and a renunciation of violence, 

while the second prerequisite is the holding of elections to determine who are 

the authorized representatives of the Algerian people, representatives authorized 

by the voice of the people and not by their readiness to resort to violence. 

This is surely a reasonable posUion. It may well be that some discussion 

will be required to bring about a cease-fire and, indeed, to facilitate and 

arrangetheholding of elections, but these are essential preliminaries to the 

ncgo~iations that will be necessary, in due course, to bring about a peaceful 

allc , 1 LSt constitutional development in Algeria. 

'ihe French Foreign JYlinister has indicated very clearly the iW.y in "~<Thich 

Franee proposes to proceed towards a solution of that problem, and we would not 

consic2.er it proper for the Committee to spell this out in a resolution. In our 

vicvr .. the United Nations is not competent to vmr:~ out the stages of a settlement 

in .A1.tf':<'ia. But it would be equally improper, in our view, as well as unrealistic , 

to is;:;·~,e r;. si:nple call to negotiations in the terms of the draft resolution before 

us. It ts no doubt the hope of many delegations, as it is ours, that ways and 

mean-; \t.!..ll be found to facilitate discussions and to arrive at agreements such 

as vrould brine; pecce in Algeria and ma~~e LJossible the peaceful development of the 

nevl constitutional arrangements that t:1e situation of Algeria and the aspirations 

of the Algerian people make necessary. 

But may I be permitted to add that this is a time that calls for a spirit of 

patience, here in the United Nations as well as in Algeria. If anything has been 

made clear by the debate of the last. session and again this time it is the complexit~ 

of the Algerio.n problem. There are otherparts of the world undergoing radical 

constitutional developments and subject to internal tensions and external, even 

self-interested,pressures. Happy indeed are they whose problems at such a ti."Ue 

can be resolved without violence or fratricidal strife, where there is neither 
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terrorism nor repression. Even under such favourable conditions, it tru~es time 

and much effort to work out acceptable solutions to those problems. Solutions 

that have succeeded in other countries cannot be blindly adopted. In every 

country's situation there are unique features, and the unique features of 

Algeria must by now be known to all of us. 

It is not surprising if there are sometimes sharp differences of opinion 

inside France on the particular policies that should be followed or if the 

loi-cadre had its critics in France as well as its defenders. Algeria's ordeal 

is France's ordeal, and the best course of action is not always readily 

discernible, even to thos~ most deeply involved, and those outside critics who 

would do things differently or more quickly must bear in mind that in the last 

resort only France and Algeria can work out solutions that are accounted 

acceptable and that take account of all the aspirations and interests involved, 

The French Government asks for our understanding, and it merits also our 

forbearance ru1d respect in these challenging moments. 

A draft resolution has been introduced this afternoon, and I do not know 

whether it is intended to press for a vote this afternoon or whether, in view of 

the fact tha~ it has been said that some efforts are being made towards the 

production of other ideas or that moves are being made towards accommodation, 

it would not be considered more appropriate, in accordance with our rules of 

procedure to defer any final decision on the matter a little longer. To us, 

there \T:Jl:ld seem to be some advantage in that, and in the event of a vote being 

tru:en now on the draft resolution in its present form, the Australian delegation 

would vote against it. 

Mr. EENA-SOLOHZANA (Nicaragua) (interpretation from Spanish): If this 

draft resolution is to be put to the vote, I would request that we be given a 

reasonable time to consult with our respective Goverrunents before we cast our 

vote. 

The CHAIHHAN (interpretation from French): In reply to the question 

asked by the representative of Nicaragua, I would draw the attention of th~ 

Co1mnittee to rule 121 of our rules of procedure. According to this rule, as e 
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gener~ z:u!e 1 !lO Pt:pJ;>o~als shalL be . discussed. or put., tq ~he. vote ~t any .meeting 

of theCo~ittee ~~~s~ COJ?ie$,h~y~ be~n. circulateq..to.t:~.:L.l 4elegationa not; later 

than the da~ preceding th~. :tneeting:e Howeyer 1 ac<;:or~~g , to the: Sat/le ruleJ: the · 

Chairman: may ~e1,t!Illit the discussion ~d consideration·of.amendments: .. or of. motions, 

even though they have not been circulated. or haye only been circulated on·the· . ' ' ~ ' -

same day. Although .I have the right to put this que$tion before the Oommitteel 
1,, ._', •.·• . ' ! •• • 

I do not have .. the rig:b,t to put. it to the vote before tomorrow 1 Ul).less there is··.· . ,' .· ( ,. . . . ' . 

a proposal to do so. To sum up 1 we can examine this jQint draft resolution· today 1 

but the vote upon it, unless a decision to the contrary is taken by the Committee, 

which is master of its own procedure, will be postponed until tomorrow. 

Mr. de MARCHENA (Dominican Republic) (interpretation from Spanish): 

With regard to this question, my delegation hopes that the Chairman will understand 

and appreciate the position of many delegations 1not only with regard to this 

draft resolution, but also with regard to the possibility -- I would almost say 

the probability -- of another draft resolution being submitted. This leads me 

to state that, from the experience I have had in this Committee, unless the 

political situation were to be forced, which would not be possible, we would 

expect to vote on the draft resolution tomorrow afternoon. My delegation would 

appreciate it if the Chairman would give the Committee all possible flexibility 

and latitude, because most delegations are not eager to have this voted upon 

tomorrow afternoon. If necessary, we could vote on Saturday morning or, better 

still, on Monday. This, after all, is a very delicate situation. It is subject 

to many different fluctuations, and, besides having to consult our Governments, 

as the representative of Nicaragua has mentioned, we have to consult one another 

as well. After a11 1 this joint draft resolution is important, and my delegation 

has inscribed its name on the list of speakers who wish to speak on it, but we 

are not able or ready to do so until all the other probable draft resolutions 

have been circulated. 

Mr. UIYIA~·lA BERNAL (Colombia) (interpretation from Spanish): I should like 

briefly to comment on the question now before the Committee. I agree with and 

entirely support the request made by the representative of Australia and also the 
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requests ma4g by the representatives of Nicaragua and the Dominican Republic. I 

noticed, too, that you also nodd.ed your head, Mr. Chairman, which pleased me very 

much. In this question of Algeria, we cannot act in accordance with the 

conviction that the debate is being held solely and exclusively in this Committee. 

In other words, if we in the Committee are going to adopt a resolution by a 

majority, we must remember that majorities are transitory, but by such a 

majority we are going to hope to solve a problem which so deeply affects our 

Governments and our people. 



HA/gd Aj C...l/!V • 92~. 
~6 

(Mr. Umaiia Bernal, Colombia) 

.On .the question of Algeria, there is not simply a debate in this C:ommittee; 

there are .many parallel debates taking place. I would say. that there is a . 

simultaneous debate taking place in the passages and corridors of this build:Lng1 

ther.e ts. a debate in the Foreign Ministries, there is a debate in the newspapers 

and there. is a debate being held by public opinion. 

·Therefore, we·ought to delay not only in order to have consultations·with 

Governments but in order· to see w)lether the situation will matur.e 1 wUl ·jell, 

and then decide on something here• But we should not take a hasty decision 

imposed by a transitory majority. That, I think, would violate the principles 

of the Charter and would not redound to the benefit of the United Nations. After 

all, our Organization is a body set up for conciliation of views. 

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): I think I can give the 

representatives of the Dominican Republic and Colombia assurance that I did not 

intend to put the seventeen-Power draft resolution to the vo.te today. Regarding 

the possibility of postpon1ng the· voting on this draft .resolution for some·-time1 

I feel it my duty. to draw attention to the fact··· that we still have two other items 

on our. a.gen.da and that we should ·take all practical· measures to speed up the tempo 

of our work. 

- I think I have clar.ified that ·point, and. I should now like to ask the 

representative of the.Domintcan.Republic whether he"wishes to make a formal 

proposal to the effect that we adj"ourn the·aebate·on--this question for a certain 

period of. time. : 

Mr. de MARCHENA (Dominican Republic) (.interpretation from Spanish): No1 

we have no formal proposal of that sort to make. We knew perfectly well that we 

could not vote on the draft today because, according to the procedure, it is very 

easy to block a vote today. But even that procedure, and even the logical 

reasoning so brilliantly put before us by the representat.ive of Colombia, mean 

that it is impossible to consider Toting tomorrow morning. I am sur.e·the 

Chairman does not want to press for a vote tomorrow morning, because I am almost 

sure that he would find himself in difficulties -· and I suggest that he would meet 

with the same difficulties in the afternoon. I think the Chairman should give us 



HA/gd A/C, 1/f!V. 924, 
27 ' 

(Mr·. de Me.rchena, Dominican Republic. 

latitude and leave: it to the Im;jority of the ·Committee to decide;, After all, 

this is a v.ery _;lm:portant draft resolution. Moreover, as the: Chairman is well 

awl;l.re,. negotiations are. taking place for :the purpose· of submitt·ing another draft 

to thf) Committee, ·Delegations· must be. given a :chanGe to submit that additional· 

draft. This is a delicate question for the :United Nations andfor the world 

itself as well as for our Foreign. Ministries. It is therefore·. hardly feasible 

to think of a vote tomorrow. That is what we .-wanted to·be·-sure of. If a 

proposal were made tomorrow, then we would make a. :forma.l];'lroposal that no vote be 

taken tomorro~ on this draft resolution or any other'draft resolution which·may 

be forthcoming. 

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): I am compelled once again 

to ask the -representative of the Dominice.n.Republic·wheth~r he submit"tted a formal 

motion to adjourn the: debate :Oli .this question.·until •tomorrow a.fternoon1 . or until 

Saturday, or until whatever. day he may choose. We must act .in accordance with 

our rules of procedure•. .Under the. rules of procedure,. I believe, I might 

consider that I cannot :put this :draft resolution to a vote .today. As to the 

question of the meeting at which·the draft .resdlution could be put to a vote, 

there are. two possibilities: we might vote on it tomorrow morning or tomorrow 

afternoon. If a proposal·.is made to call, the next meeting of the. First Committee 

tomorrow afternoon;. I ,will -1;113-ve·j~o consult· the ·Corpnittee3 on. that proposal. 

After all, the Cornmi ttee 4·s· master of 1 ts 'own proced1,U'e • · If no such proposal is .. 

made, then, bearing in mind the rather heavy agenda of the Committee, I will b.e 

compelled to adjourn this meeting and to convene the Committee tomorrow morning 

unless 1. I repeat,; there is. a; formal proposal not to hold a meeting tomorrow 

morning. . "., · . 

In view of the state of our agenda, in view of· the necessity of considering 

the question of Cyprus a.s well as the· question of the :peaceful coexistence of 

States, I .. am duty bound to •ask those delegat.ions vrhich want an ·adjournment of 

the debate :to assume responsibilitytherefor and to makea formal :proposal to 

that effect. 
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Mr •. ZEINEDDINE (Syria): I think we can, follow: the normal procedure 

and co:ntin1J.e the discussion of the draft resolution without submitting it to a 

vote today. I do not tl;link,·however1 ·the.t it is necessary to prejudge the issue 

~Y wanting to .postpone e. voteunt:il tomorrowe.fternoon, with the :possibility of 

e.nother resolution beingpreqented. There is nothing, ·of course, to :prevent any· 

delegation from presenting a resolution before the voting starts. As long as· the • 

voting ha,s not yet taken place, delegations l;lave·every right to :present' 

resolutions -- today or tomorrow morning. 

I realize that this question of Algeria, which is of general world concern, 

is being debated in Foreign Ministries and in the l?ress and perha:pa in mar.y other 

quarters. But what we are primarily interested in here is that, the general 

dehe.te having been closed, it is time to proceed to discuss thoroughly any 

resolution that is :presented e.nd to vote on it according to the rules of 

proc~dure, so that we may then go on to deal with the two other importe.nt items 

on the agenda of this session -- e. s~ssion which is about to e·nd. 

I am of the opinion that the discussion can proceed but the voting can be 

delayed until tomorrow -- wit)lout tomorrow morning! s meeting having to be 

postponed until the afternoon. 

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): Bearing in mind the 

explanations I gave e. few minutes ago, I believe that the best procedure would 

be the following: We would continue the discussion of the draft 

resolution as long as we have speakers. Thereupon) in accordance with our 

regular procedure, we would adjourn the me~ting and hold another meeting 

tomorrow morning. I am not suggesting that the vote would necessarily be taken 

at the meeting tomorrow morning. It may appear that the discussion of the draft 

resolution will continue throughout the morning meeting. Perhaps, in the 

meantime, another draft resolution will be submitted. Perhaps the negotiations 

which have taken place up to now, and which will continue, I hope, between tee 

parties most directly concerned, will yield happy results, and we might find a 

compromise draft resolution before us which will prove acceptable to everyone. 
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In this connexion1 I entirely share the views of the representative of Syria. 

It is better not to prejudge what we will do tomorrow morning, 

Thus, tomorrow morn1ng1 we will continue the discussion of the draft 

resolution now befor~ us and perhaps of other draft resolutions which may turn up, 

and then we will see- I certainly wil~ seek the opinion of the Committee before 

putting the draft.resolution to a vote. 

I hope that my explanation will prove satisfactory to the representative of 

the Dominican Republic. 
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Mr. de MARCilENA (Dominican Republic) (interp~_eta~"l.on t,'rom Spanish),: 

I would app:reciate it very much', Mr •. Chairman, if, in ~opclusion 1 you were to 

say that you agreed with me because I agree with. you. 

ThecrrA.±ru.wi'(interp~et~tion from Fren~h): Tl:l_at b~ing, the case, I., 

think everybody agrees with everybody else, and I think that I can interpret 

the last interv~ntion of the representative of the Dominican Rel!ublic as proving 
~ ; \ 

that he agrees with me •. Therefore, I should li~e to ask again whether there is 

any other representative who wishes to participate in the debate on the .draft 

resolution. 

Appare~tly no one wishes to speak on the draft resol~tion at the moment • 
... ' 

Mr. CALERO RODRIGUE~ (Brazil): Nay I propose formally that we should 

meet tomorrow at 3 p.m. and that the morning meeting should be cancelled. 

Mr. ZEINEDDINE (S-;rria): Just a moment 1?£0 we. found ours.elyes .. tn full 

a{~r·~ement -- the ~hatrman, the rep~esentative of t.he D.ominican.:Republic, and 
. . 

myself. In our view, the proposal of the representative of Brazil prejudges. 

the issue. He are opposed to that formal proposal. vle believe that our 

business here n~cessitate.s full use ~f our time and that no use~<:-1 purpose would 

be served by postponing the discuss ion any further.. It must be remembered. that;· 
' , .. ! . . •" ? • 

at the very' beginning, discussion of the Algerian question was po~tppned for 

one day, and then. there were other brief postponements, so that it is. time to 
• ~.I.' •• 

consider any draft resolutions th.at might be submitted. In vievr of the. agreement 
. . . . ~ ' ~ ' 

reached a moment a,go, I hope t~1at t~e representative of ~azil vrill join in that 

agreement without pushing his proposal to a vote, so that ve can meet tomorrovr 

morning and continue our discussion. ·.· 

The CHAI&~ (interpretation from French): In vievr,of the statement 

just made by the representative of Syria, may I ask the representative, of Brazil 

whether he wishes to press his formal proposal? 

Mr. CALERO RODRIGUEZ (Brazil): If there are sufficient speakers to 

warrant the holding of a meeting tomorrow morning I think that we should ffieet; 

but otherwise, I think it would be better to allow freedom for the negotiations 
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which we know are going on. I think it is only sensible not to come here just 

to listen to one or two s-peakers for half an hour, It would be more profitable 

if delegations devoted that time to consultation and negotiations in order to 

try to arrive at what we are really seeking, namely, a text on which we can all 

agree, Therefore, I would rather maintain my motion unless there is a sufficient 

number .of speakers to warrant a morning meeting. 

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): Before calling on the 

representative of Panama I wish to make one point quite clear. vfuat has been 

proposed is the adjournment of the debate until tomorrow afternoon. In this 

connexion I shall read rule 117 of our rules of procedure: 
11During the discussion of any matter, a representative may move the 

adjournment of the debate on the item under discussion. In addition to 

the proposer of the motion, two representatives may Speak in favour of, 

and two against, the motion, after which the motion shall be immediately 

put to the vote ••• n 

I have heard the representative of Brazil, who is the proposer of the motion; 

I have also heard the representative of Syria. I now call on the representative 

of Panama. 

Mr. TI.,LUECA (Panama) (interpretation from S!Ja:.:is::): I shall endeavour 

to s-peak very slowly so that the interpretation may be perfectly clear, as it 

has been up to now, 

If I have correctly understood the words of the representative of Brazil, 

he does not insist on his proposal if there are sufficient speakers for the 

morning meeting. · If there is no objection on the part of the representative of 

Brazil -- and I do not see any negative reaction from him -- then I should like 

it to be clearly understood that that being the case, there is no really formal 

motion for adjot~nment of the discussion. I would beg you, Mr. Chairman, and the 

members of the Committee, in order to maintain the spirit of cordiality that has 

been manifest this afternoon in the Committee, to allovr ib to l:re left 

to the discretion of the Chairman to convene a meeting of the Committee 

tomorrow morning if he receives requests from delegations to be allowed to speak, 

In that case, there ,.,ould be no reason for any objection on the part of the 

representative of Syria to the effect that we might be.suiltyof prejudging 
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the fate of one of the draft 'resolutions. I think that it is the ;privilege of 

any delegation to do so, and I should like to make this suggestion to you, 

Mr. Chairman -- so that the . cordial spirit that has b~en observed in the Corrl!lli ttee, 

particularly a few n1oments ago, may 'be maintained -- tho.t we leo.ve it. to your 

Ciiscrc·tioa to call the next meeting of the Committee when you. deem it necessary. 

The CIIA.IRM.L\N (interpretation from French): l am grateful to the 

representative of Panama for his willingness to grant me discretionary powers. 

It is a mark of confidence for which I thank the representative of Panama. I 

have been told, however, that another draft resolution has been submitted, to the 

Committee. I believe that this draft resolution -- of the tenor of which I 

am still unaware -- might give rise to a discussion and, without being able to 

predict the exact number of speakers who might wish to speal" tomorrow morning, 

I am confident that there -vrould be a sufficiently large number to be able to 

continue our work without interruption. In these circumstances, and if the 

represcnt~tive of Brazil does not press his proposal to a vote, I would suggest 

adjourning the present meeting, assuming that no one wishes to speak this 

afternoon, and meeting tomorrow morning to discuss both the draft resolution 

which has been placed before the Committee and the one which will be distributed 

in a few minutes. 

Hay I add that it might be desirable for us to meet here in the United Nations 

even if '\re wish the negotiations which are being ·conducted outside the Committee 

to yield poGi ti ve results. If we lack speakers 1 representatives will still have 

an opportunity to continue their discussions informally for the purpose of 

findinc; some compromise. 

·In view of all these considerations, and assuming that the re1'reoenta:ti ve 

of Brazil 1vill not press h"ls motion to a vote, I tal;;:e it that I may call a 

meeting of the Committee ~or tomorrow morning and, if necessary, also for 

tomorrow afternoon. 
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Mr. SLINI (Tunisia)(interpretation from French): If the representative 

of Brazil insists that his proposal be voted on, I should lil~e to state quite 

clearly that my delegation would oppose any postponement of tomorrow morning's 

meetine;. If the :representative of, Brazil does not press his proposal and if, 

in accordance with the suggestion .just made by the representative of Panama, 

we all trust the Chairman to act at his discretion, my delegation will be glad 

to support this manner of procedure. 

However, I should li.ke to add that the adJournment of today's meeting with 

a v:i.ew to resuming our discussions to;iJOrrow morning could not be motivated by 

the necessity of continuing the negotiations which are at present proceeding 

because I should like to eropb.a~ize that these conversations have already been 

going on for the last three days without, unfortunately, arriving at an 

arrangement. Should we therefore close the door on any possible arrangement or 

compromise? This is certainly not the view of all those who want an emicable 

and neGotiated solution to this unfortunate dispute. My delegation believes 

that tomorrow morning's meeting and the next meetings should be devoted to the 

discussion of the draft resolutions which will be before this Committee. 

My delegation is opposed to any adjournment of the meeting on the grounds that 

there are converse.tions or negotiations in process. 

ThE'~i\IRMAN (interpretation from French): I should now like to ask 

the representative of Brazil if he insists that we put to the vote his motion 

for adjournment. 

Mr. _ _EALERO RODR~ (Brazil): No, Mr. Chairman, I shall not insist. 

It is only 4.20 p.m. now and we have no more speakers on the draft resolution. 

Perhaps there will be speakers tomorrow -- and I trust you are right in this 

and if we have another draft resolution presented to us we will have more 

speakers. But I think that it is a pity that we must adjourn at 4.20 p.m., more 

than an hour and a half before our usual time of adjournment and when a draft 

resolution is before us. The delccations which are interested in this 

draft resolution could perhaps speak today instead of tomorrow morning. 
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The CI!AIP~ (interpretation from French): If I understand the 

J.~epresentative of Brazil correctly, be does not insist that his proposal be put 

to the vote. That being the case, we will continue the consideration of the 

draft resolution before the Comm.i ttee. We have already disposed of the question 

af the adciournment of the debate. 

Hr. KIIOUH! (Lebanon)(interpretation from French): I merely wish to 

say that things are getting more and more complicated since the last 

intervention of the repi'esentative of Brazil. 

The CI1AIRl/fAN (interpretation from French): Before adjourning the 

meetin~, I should like to make an announcement. A draft resolution will be 

distributed in a few minutes to the delegations here. This draft resolution 

has been submitted by the delegations of Argentina, Brazil, Cuba, Dominican 

::;epublic, Italy and Peru and is contained in document A/C.l/L.l95· 

If r.J one else wishes to speak on the draft resolution,! will be forced 

to adjot:.r:!.l the meeting. 

He. ZEINEDDllTE (Syria): I have a question. Is this new draft 

resolution gains to be distributed right away? 

'J:'h~IRMAN (interpretation from French): Yes. 

Mr. /.EINEDDINE (Syria): If that is the case, then we could proceed 

with our d.iscu&sion. 

The CI'!AIRII.I\N (interpretation from French): May I point out that this 

draft resolution was submitted in Spanish, and I do not think that the 

Secretariat can distribute this draft resolution in English and French before 

at least a quarter of an hour has elapsed. In that case, the best solution vrould 

perhaps be to adjourn the meeting and reconvene tomorrow morning. 
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Mr. Krishna MEN~ (India): Mr. Chairman, last night you put great 

precsure on the Indian delegation to speak in order to wind up the genera.l 

debate. This was not a law that was generally applicable but was only applicable 

to the Indian delegation. But be that. as it may, if a draft resolution has been 

distributed and is within your esoteric knowledge, there is no reason why it 

shoulc'c not be before the Committee in the next quarter of an hour if the 

Secretariat really uants it to be done. I therefore suggest that we adjourn 

for half an hour and meet here at five o'clock. This idea of meeting in the 

early hours of the morning is not preferable to meeting afterwards. If you are 

going to have long adjournments, my delegation proposes that we should move on to 

the next item. 

There is a resolution of the General Committee asking for the General Assembly 

to be wound up on a certain date. It is not a target date, it is a fixed date. 

It will require a t-vro-thirds majority to alter it. Some of us come from 

cou;1tries farther a-r.·my than Iran and,we are anxious to get back to our countries. 

The::.:'efo:r-e, I move that -vre adjourn tmtil five o'clock in order to enable the very 

efficie~t Secretariat to distribute a reasonably correct translation in English. 

Mr. ZEINEDDINE {Syria): When I asked to speal~, it was just to say what 

Mr. Menon proposed a moment ago. I nmr second what he has said, especially in 

view of the fact that if we have this draft resolution before us this afternoon 

we would be within the rules of procedure in being able to discuss it today and 

to d:i.scuss it tomorrow, and possibly to vote on it tomorrow. There would be a 

great saving of time if we do this. Therefore, my delegation insists upon a 

short suspension of the meeting, for a quarter of an hour, until the draft 

resolution is distributed. vle are also ready to accept the draft resolution 

as it is in Spanish until the time requj.red to translate it. 

The CF.Ainiv1\N (interpretation from French): May I call the attention 

of the Com.mj_ttee to rule 119 of the rules of procedure. In accordance with this 

rule, 11 during the discussion of any matter, a representative may move the suspension 

or the adjourrunent of the meetin1,_,;. 11 In accordance with rule 120, prio:rity shall 

be given to motions for suspension of the meeting. Rule 119 also provides that 

"such motions shall not be debated, but shall be i:nmediately put to the vote. 11 

Therefore, if there are no obJections ••• 
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): I think there is a 

misundersta;nding here betiv-een the representative of India and myself regarding 

terminology. According to the rules of procedure, when in the course of a 

discussion of any matter we suspend the meeting for a fe'v minut.es, for a half an 

hour or for an hour, it is a suspension and n,et an adjournment. You ad.iourn the 

meeting when you adjourn the meeting outright. What the repreoentative has 

suggested is the suspension of the meeting unt:i.l five o'clock. That is a motion 

for suspension and I have, no choice but to consult the Committee on the 

suspension of the meeting. If there is no objection to the motion of the 

representative of India for su.spensio;o of the meeting until five o 1clocl) I shall 

take i"b that the Committee acceptn it. 

I call on the representative of Argentina on a point of order. 

Mro DRJ\GO (Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish): At this moment 

a draft resolution coy, sponsored by my country, Brazil, Cuba, Dominican Hepublic, 

Spain, Italy and Peru is bei:r.g copied and translated.. I shall take the liberty 

of reading the text to the Committee. 

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): I regret having to interrupt 

the representative of Pxgentina, but we have before us a motion to suspend the 

meeting which was submitted by the representative of India. I will invite the 

Committee to pronounce itself on this motion, so that the Secretariat may b~ 

able to translate and circulate the draft resolution to all the de,legations. This 

certainly will meet with the desire of the delegation of Argentina. 

The Committee will now vote on the motion pponsored by the delegation of 

India to suspend the meeting until five o'clock. 

T·he motion 'vas adoptc(l bx_ 60 votes to none, with 5 abstentions. 



!!J.e meeting was suspended at 4.32 p.m. and resumed at 5.10 p•m• 

The CHAIPNAN (interpretation from French): Tlle ·Committee will continue 
with the examination of tl1e draft resolutions before it. I wish to announce that 

we have: jnat received a draft resolution submitted by the delegatipns of 

Argentina, Brazil, Cuba, Dominican Republic, Italy, Peru and Spain, which is 

contained in document A/C.l/L.l95· 

Mr~l~Q (Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish): On behalf of my 

delegation and of the celegatj_ons of Brazil, Cuba, Dominican Republic, Italy, 

Peru an!). Spain, I have tlce hono:1;r: to. sub1nit to you the ;following draft resolution: 

Hr. Dra.g;o read doctgnep_t A/.!). l/.I,. 122. 
I trust that the Committee will unon:f.mously adopt the draft resolution that I 

have just read out. According to the views of the eo-sponsors, it interprets the 

desire expressed ip the Committee that a friendly solution be found to the 

question of Algeria. 
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,!1r. ~FEl~UF.RI£A. (Spain)( interpretation from Spanish): As the 

representative of Argentina has ppinted out, this dra+t resolution is being . . . ~ 

submitted with the idea or the hope -- perhaps a little ambitious b·J.t nevertheless 

sin~Rrn -- that a unantmous vote will be achieved. vlhen the time comes for a 

vote, we trust that it will be unanimously supported. Our conf:tc\ence is based 

on the fact that, essentially speaking -- and I would say in all its vrording -­

this draft resolution is a reiteration of the resolution that the General Assembly 

unanimously adopted last year, with the additional aclvantage that it stresses 

certain satisfactory steps that have been taken follow·ing the unanimous adoption 

of that resolution. If we had a unanimous vote last year, vThy should we not have 

a unanimous vote this year? The truth of the n1atter is that that vote on this 

painful question of Algeria certainly got positive results. Of course, it has 

not solved the problem, but it has certainly been a progressive year as far as 

that is concerned. Tvro condderable steps have been put forward, and these steps 

are includad in our draft resolution. 

\{hen I suggested this peaceful and amicable draft resolution to some 

friendly delegations without stressing the fact that I was going to put it forward 

as a draft resolution, I mentioned those steps forward in a vague way, and we 

merely wanted it to say, 11Ta..~es note of the steps taken 11
• Now, however, we are 

stressing these two progressive steps forward. The first has been the intervention 

of two Heads of State, His Maj~sty the King of Morocco and the President of Tunisia. 

TLe second has been the loi-cadr~ adopted by the French parliament. I know that 

those who are studying this problem -- I shall not say from the extremist position, 

because it is not good to refer to them as extremists, as their positions are 

as respect;:cble as any others -- from a different point of view from ours 

criticize both these steps and try to hamper this move. They say that this is 

limited mediation, an1 so on. After the statement that was made by th9 r~:pres:e-ntat:tv'll 

of France this morning, we realize that the French delegation wants a cease-fire 

agreed to first of all. 

I am not going to discuss or critici,ze the ~:P.~ which has been presented, 

but we are taking a completely different point of vievr. lie are taking an 

independent point of view. We are only considering the good rarts of tbaec t1-ro 

steps. They have both been encouraging and both tend towards peace. Besides these 
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two results, we do not negiect the comt~eteuce of' the United Nation·s:; since· 

we interpret the Charter taking full account of Article 2, :paragraph 7, and 

we make good use of the second vital :part of the suggestion made in last year's 

resolution, that is, to negotiate the matter, to bring it vitally to the 

United Nations. 

Yesterday, in an excellent statement, the representative of Tunisia told 

us that the loi~cadr~ had been :prepared because something in the nature of a 

draft law had to be :presented to thisAssembly. What greater tribute can any 

country :pay the Uaited Nations, even in the limited field in which the 

United Nations is obliged to act 1 tl1an that a great Po·t~e:r: 1'lhich France truly is; 

prepares a law merely to put b.::::!:ore us its legJ.slative processes?· Is this 

not a proof of the eff'ic:i.enc;y of the United Ne.tions, rather than juridical 

agreements that are incomprehensible and definitely unacceptable? Is it not 

better to be sehed here of :pr3.ctical results such as this loi-cadre, a complete 

legislation? Obviously this can lead to a higher solution, and it is towards 

that solution that we tend in our draft resolution. 

We in this Committee are divided into groups. I do not know what the size 

of each group is, but some are in favour of the strict interpretation of the 

Charter whilst others do not interpret it so strictly. Some are in favour of 

one type of violent action on the :part of the United Nations; others are in favour 

of greater prudence in the Assembly. But it would be most lamentable that, 

because we are divided on such a. procedural matter 1 we would be .unable to reap 

the advan·tages of what has occurred so far. Since we deem these advantages to 

~e considerable, and since I personally have been most encouraged by the acute 

analysis made by the representative of Mexico this afternoon when he was 

stressing the advantages of this type of resolution, we offer a proposal for a 

peaceful solutj.on; we do not oppose any other draft resolution that may be 

submitted. This is merely repeating the appeal that was made in the resolution 

last year 1 an appeal :for eo-operation, unity and a unanimous vote. 
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Perhaps those who are in favour of an extreme position may not feel this way. 

They might prefer that a radical stand shoul~ be taken, thus satisfying.the views 

of those who are fighting in Algeria -- a stand that will satisfy the impassioned 

as well as the tortured souls who are demanding immediate results. 

think that would be the right thing to do. 

I do not 

In the period which has elapsed between the previous session and the present 

session, much has been accomplished, and I think that this should be recognized. 

We should do this in good faith without trying to oppose the views of anyone; 

we should base ourselves on the question of principle. 

Despite the fact that we did. not agree with the contents and interpretation 

of other pToposals which have been submitted, we intended to limit ourselves to 

an abstention so as to show the objectivity of our purpose and our true desire to 

arrive at agreement. ~ve are not discussing the substance of the question now; 

we did that in the general debate. We are socn about to vote. Let us therefore 

translate this desire for agreement and harmony into positive facts. 

If we voted a draft resolution which ~as considered too extreme, there might 

be no solution at all. That "'vould be extremely unfortunate. It would be 

regrettable and painful indeed if the United Nations were to prevent anyone from 

coming to an agreement on this question. We must make every effort to open the 

door for a settlement for a people who have been painfully living through the 

past few years. 

Mr. LP.RAKI (J.vlorocco) (interpretation from French): I should like to 

express my gratitude first for the welcome which has bee:::1 extended to the offer 

of good offices extended by the King of Morocco and the President of the Republic 

of Tunisia. However, I should like to call the attention of the authors of the 

second draft resolution (A/C.l/L?l95) to a flagrant contradiction in the third 

paragraph of its preamble, whj.ch reads: 11 Takes note of the attempts to settle the 

problem both through the good offices of Heads of State and French legislative 

measures, ••• u His Majesty the King of J:vlorocco and the President of the Republic 

of Tunisia, in extending their offer of good offices, had in mind good offices 

designed to assist in negotiations. I shall read out in this connexion the 

communique of Rabat: 
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" •• • in ~rder that n~getiationa IJhould b@ initiated which would l~e.d t(') an 

equitable solution and which would atJitUl'e the sovereignty of the Algerian 

.P.eople in conformity with the principles of the United Nationp as well as 

safeeuard the legitimate interests of France and her citizens.« 

The authors of the draft resolution, however, by connecting the good officea 

of Morocco and Tanisia and the French legislative measures, as a possible mean~ 

of achieving a solution of the Algerian problem, completely distort the situation. 

We have repeatedly explained -- and many delegations have done this -- why 

the loi-cadre cannot serve as a solution for the A~gerian problem, This is a 

unilateral law which has been imposed by one party. Mediation presupposes, as I 

have already stated, the existence of two parties. However, the draft resolution, 

by placing :the emphasis on the French legislative measures, makes mediation 

purposeless. That is why my delegation will be compelled to vote against the 

draft resolution presented by some Latin American countries, along with Italy 

and Spain. 

Mr. ZEINEDDIL'!! (Syria): The draft resolution which has just been 

presented has been under discussion by many delegations from various parts of th~ 

world. It has now found concrete form in the text which has been submitted. 

It is not, however, in our view, something new. This being the case and having 

considered the suggestions made in this draft, the Syrian delegation must 

certainly oppose it. In the prevailing circumstances, this. draft would not be 

useful in arriving at a settlement of the Algerian ~ueation. 

We greatly appreciate the spirit and effort which motivated the sponsors of 

this draft resolution in placing it before the Committee. However, in full 

knowledge of the situation in Algeria, in the light of the experience of many 

countries which have passed through similar conditions, and, even more, in th~ 

light of the statement made by the French delegation, it appears to us that this 

draft resolution clearly follows the thinking expressed mainly by the French 

delegation and some other delegations. Of course it is the right of any delegation 

to think in any manner which it sees fit. It is also the right, and it may be a 

service to the United Nations, of any delegation to try to present solutions to 

problems. This draft resolution, however, as it now stands --and even if 
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its language if; cha.riged bu-t· its; general vfew retained' .. _.: lnstea.d of fa.oilite.ting 

a. solution of the Alge:dan problem, might be harmful. That is our o)inion. 

Therefore, we should like to call'the attention of the Committee tothe fact 

that this draft· resolution would not only not receive· unanimous ·su:pport; but would 

meet· the objection of those who were convinced that it would net hel]? us along 

the' path 'of peace and liberty. Opinions may differ on this matter' but this 

is definitely· the opinion that 1ve hold~ 

The;re were some who felt that the seventeen-Power draft resolution 

(A/C .l/L.l9+) could be replaced by another draft, 1 along the lines of the second 

draft r~esolution which has been·' submitted, and receive some form of unanimous 

supl?ort·. That point of view 1 unfortunately 1 does not conform to the realities 

of the position of the sponsors cf the seventeen-Power draft resolution. 

We hasten to.express this point of view in order to be helpful sothat the 

Committee may know the·various points of view at the very beginninG of the 

discussion. I should like 1 in addition, to support the statement just made by the 

representative of Morocco. 
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Hr. BEIAUNDE (Peril)· (interpn!t~ti'on from Spanish) i: Attar the ·'b'rie'f' 

but very substantive statement of the reptesentative of Argentina and.the 
.·•, 

explicit and more detailed observations of the representative of Spain on the 

purposes and scope of the seven-Power draft resolution (A/C.l/L.l95) I should 

really find it unnecessary to speak. However, I do want to stress the motives 

which inspired us to submit this draft resolution. 

We sincerely believe that the Assembly has tremendous moral authority, and 

we are convinced that in our exercise of that moral authority we should as 

far as possible avoid all cor;.troversial points regarding what the Assembly 

can legi time>.tely and pruder;.t J..y do. Specific provisions that have to do with 

extremely complex and thorny juridical problems, such as those of the meaning 

and implementation of the principle of self-determination as an individual 

right applicable to specific collectivities of people; the point, dealing w~th 

negotiations 1 vhi.ch presupposes the nomination of a negotiator and, therefore, 

the recognition of personality in a conflict, a point which is difficult to. 

decide upon although it is legislatedby a specific provision of international 

law codified by the International Institute of Law in its 1920 edition -- all this 

would give rise to endless and'confusing debates. ·Not only would different points 

of view be expressed, but they obviously would be contradictory. 

And, as the representative of Mexico said so eloquently this morning, we 
. . 

are not being called upcn to solve juridical points on the basis of lecalistic 

criteria 1 or tc assume a funCtion that is incumbent only upon States _;. and 

only States, in the case of belligerency, can take such a stand in full knowledge 

of the facts. 

We have to place ourselves in a general position of proving our good will 

in order to see whether, on·that basis, we can achieve a unanim?us resolution. 

That is why, although we studied the draft resolution contained in 

document A/C.l/L.l94 with great sympathy1 and vTish to pay tribute to the 

work of the seventeen Powers which eo-sponsored it, we cannot entirely go 

along with it because it includes points which are bones of contention -­

certain "unknmms" that might make it difficult if not impossible for us to 

accept it. That type of "unk.nownu does not exist in the seve~-Pm·1er draft 

resolution which, as the Committee has been told, is based upon the same desires. 
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The first of these desires i~ to s:tate, ~hat we beliE1ve in the moral competence 

of the Assembly to deal with matters bearing on human rights~· 

We declare in our draft resolution that we. have heard the statements made 

by various delegations -- and we have, We declare that we have discussed the 

question of Algeria -- and we have, with the most eloquent co-operation and 

collaboration of the representative of France. Then we take up the seventeen­

Power draft resolution because we, too, have regard for the. fact tha~ the 

situation in Algeria is still causing much suffering and loss of human life. 

The seventeen-Power dra.ft resolution also contains that •• It says, ":Noting that 

the situation in Algeria contin~es to cause much suffering and loss of human 

life11
• Thus, on that point our draft resolutions are practically identical. 

I shall skip the new part of our draft resolution and revert to it later. 

But what do "1-Te say in our last paragraph? We expre::;s again 

"the hope that, in a spirit of co-operation, a peaceful, democratic 

and just solution will be found, through appropriate means, in conformity 

with the principles of the Charter of the United Nations1
'. 

There may be \iiscrepancies regarding certain sectors of the interpretation, but 

we all recognize that in any kind of conflict the Charter must prevail. This, 

too, coincides with the. seventeen-Power draft resolution. 
,. 

This identity is a reaffirmation of something that was said last year ~- and 
• • f 1 

not only said but included in a resolution that was unanimously adopted, 

Therefore, we can say that many of the elements in our draft resolution which . 

"1-Te consider to be important coincide with those of the seventeen-Power text. 

As for the others, they are already covered by the authority of the General 

Assembly "lfhich unanimously adopted the previous resolution. 

Now what is the new part of our draft resolution, and what prompted us 

to include its third paragraph? He included that paragraph bece.use we felt that 

the Assembly must not overlook something that is of great importance, namely, 

the offer of good office~ made by Morocco and Tunisia. I must say, as has been 

said by some of my colleagues already, that ve cannot adopf:, a resolution which 

ignores something that has taken place. That vrould be not only most discourteous 

but also a most cavalier fashion of a.ealing with an offer made by two heads 

of State. Therefore, we have alluded to that offer of good offices -- without 
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qualifying it or pointing out what its aims are. We have done that in order 

to pay tribute to the good will and the desire for co-operation shovm by 

Powers which I shall describe .not only as friends but, in the deepest meaning 

of the word, as sister~nations. 

In our draft resolution we "take noteu of certain facts -- not in the 

paragr<.l.:phs of the preamble but in the operative part. And there is a difference. 

There is a great difference, in fact, between using the gerund -- saying 

"taking noteu and then going on to the important points --and saying "takes.note". 

This is the operative part of the draft resolution, and the third paragraph is 

an important one. In it we pay tribute to this offer of good offices. He do not 

say 11 taking note"; we say tb.s.t the General Assembly 11 takes note" of the offer 

of good offices. 
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Having taken note of the noble attempt by the Tunisian. and Moroccan Heads 

of State_, we ··cannot fail to take note of the French attempt. Each of us reay 

have a different opinion about these. French legis;J..ative measures; each of us may 

judge those measures as he deems fit. But, as Mr. de Lequerica of Spain has 

said, the fact is th8t these attempts have been· nla.de by France{ these 

legislative measures have been reported to "'"he General Assembly~ It does not 

matter whet;b.er we regard the legislation as right or wrong, affective or 

:tneff~ctive. The facts T.vill answer that question. The spirit of the 1.£!-cadre. 

more than t;b.e letter -- will tel:L us whether or not it is a good piece of 

legislation. The good will -vrith which the loi.;.cadre is applied will tell us 

whether or not it is a good measure. But the fact is, I repeat, that the French 

Parliament adopted the loi-cadre and that the Government of France has reported 

on the loi-cadre to this Assembly, demonstrating a desire to inform the Assembly 

that France is concerned over this problem and wishes to solve it. We may be 

told that the loi-cadre is not a good solution or a satisfactory solution. As I 

have said, each one of us is free to make the judgement of the loi-cadre which 

he deems it fit to make. The fact still is that the French nation has demonstrated 

its desire to find a solution to this problem and, in reporting on the measures 

it has taken, the Government of France has paid a tribute to the United Nations. 

Hence, speaking quite frankly, I can see no objection to paragraph 1 of the 

operative part of the seven-Power draft resolution. It would be discourteous to 

Morocco and Tunisia if this draft resolution did not mention the offer of good 

offices. By mentioning that .offer, furthermore, we recognize the good -vrill that 

motivated these t"lvo countries. Their attitude, too, is a tribute to the United 

Nations, and we must respond by taking note of the offer in our resolution. 

With all the respect and affection that I have for the representative of 

Morocco, I must say that I cannot agree that there is any contradiction between 

taking note of the offer of good offices and taking note of the French 

legislative measures. There is. no such contradiction. We have laid no greater 

stress on one than on the other. Indeed, if we are to bring up the question of 

emphasis, it can be contended that we have stressed the good offices, since 

usually one mentions first what one considers most important -- and the good 

offices of the Heads of State are mentioned first in this paragraph. 
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It was on the basis of the above-mentioned considerations that we drew up 

the present draft resolution. Have we acted correctly or incorrectly? Well, 

I prefer to think in an objective way and in a generous way. I prefer to think 

that we have acted correctly. 

The question of Algeria is close to all of us.. There is no human suffering 

that does not find its reflection in this Assembly, If we do not find a 

remedy for human suffering anywhere, and if we do not find a remedy quickly, 

that suffering increases and touches the hearts and souls of all of us. 

I therefore make an appeal to all representatives here to think quietly 

and calmly about the reasons for submitting this draft resolution.. The world 

situation is extre-::rely grare. Ti1ere are so m8.ny threats weighing on the shoulders 

of humanity. The elements of total destruction seem to be looming overhead; 

in fact, as the Americans say, they seem to be just around the corner. We all 

have ever with us this fear that an imprudent word, an unnecessary move, may 

produce the chain reaction that will cause the catastrophe. At this very 

moment, there is in all o.f us a kind of terror which demands prudence 1 peace, 

understanding and harmony. 

The effectiveness of the United Nations does not lie in stressing little 

details, technicalities, specific words, and so forth. The effectiveness of the 

United Nations lies in its moral authority -- that invisible, intangible moral 

authority that must underlie each one of our resolutions. 

Surely, the road to ne1v hope must lie in adopting unanimously at this session 

a resolution paying a tribute to Morocco and Tunisia and encouraging France to 

apply its legislative measures more generously, with more understanding and with 

more latitude. Let us not throw away the possibilities for the future. If we 

do our duty here, we shall be assisted by Providence in the fulfilment of our 

task. In all humility, we think that in presenting this draft resolution we 

are doing our duty, and we~place the draft resolution before the Assembly, 

asking it, in turn, to do its duty. 
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Mr. DRAGO (Argentina)(interpretation from Spanish): The 

representative of Morocco said that the third paragraph -- that is, paragraph 1 

of the operative part -- of our draft resolution contained a contradiction in 

terms. I would submit that that paragraph is drafteQ. very clearly and does not 

contain any contradiction. What does the paragraph say1 It says: 

"Takes note of the attempts which have been reported to the 

General Assembly to settle the problem both through the good offices 

of Heads of State and French legislative measures". 

In other words, this paragraph merely takes note of two new elements which 

have come into the picture since the Assembly adopted its resolution on this 

question at the last sess~on. 

The General Assembly cannot pass judgement on French legislative measures. 

The General Assembly is not a super-state. It cannot revise legislation adopted 

by its l:Jlembers. The General Assembly can·only1 in this respect, take note of 

these legisls,tive measures as faits accomplis. 

The third paragraph of our draft resolution merely reflects the efforts 

made by France, among others, to solve the Algerian question peacefully. In 

the same paragraph and in the same sense, the General Assembly is asked to take 

note of another attempt: the offer of good offices made by t>vO Heads of State. 

And, as the representative of Peru has just said, in taking note of this offer 

of good offices, the Assembly would be paying a tribute to those two Heads of 

State, whose .good intentions are honoured and appreciated by all of us. 

Therefore, I cannot see in this paragraph -- nor does there exist in it -­

the. contradiction wb,ich the representative of Morocco thinks he sees. If his 

only reason for voting against the seven-Power draft resolution would be this 

so-called contradiction in the third paragraph, I can only come to the conclusion 

that it is he who must change his vote. 
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from Russian): Two draft resolutions have been submitted to the Committee. One 

of the draft resolutions is s'}?onsored by a group of Arab and Asian countries, 

and the other by a group of Latin American countries and by some Western European 

countries. We have just heard a very eloquent defence of the latest draft 

resolution sponsored by Argentina, Brazil, Cuba, the Dominican Republic, Italy, 

Peru and S'}?ain. This high-sounding introductiQil was particul:arly eloquent as 

it fell from the lips of Mr. Belaunde, but I fear that his eloquence was 

designed to sustain a vll.'ong and that it followed an erroneous course. 

As we compare the two dl.'aft resolutions end try to ascertain the difference 

between them, we come to the conclusion that in the draft resolution sponsored 

by Afghanistan, Burma and other Asian and Arab countries there is a recognition 

of the principle of self-determination as applicable to the Algerian people, 

But do we find an analogous point in the draft resolution sponsored by the 

Latin American and Western European countries? We do not. This point is absent, 

and this is not accidental, for therein lies the radical difference between the 

two draft resolutions, 

\Jhy has this paragraph been omitted? I '}?Ut this question to the authors 

of the seven-Power draft resolution. Hhy do they feel that the principle of 

self-determination of peoples, which is enshrined in the United Nations Charter, 

is not applicable to the Algerian people? lle have not heard any clear statement 

about this. I am afraid that what it really boils down to is that the sponsors 

of the eeven-Power draft resolution are championing a wrong cause. Instead of 

supporting the implementation of the principles of the Charter, they defend the 

old, obsolete cause of colonialism, 

Mr. Belaunde has often made eloquent speeches in defence of the various 

principles of the Charter. Today, however, his voice was silent on that score, 

On the contrary, he spoke in defence of an omission of a fundamental principle 

of the Charter. He has squandered his eloquence in this cause, and we would be 

more 13lad to hear him defend the principles of the Charter and, more particularly, 

the application of the principle of the right of self-determination to the 

Algerian people. 
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The fundamental difference between the draft resolution contained in 

document A/C.l/L.l95 and the draft resolution cori·t£t~$~ in document A/C.l/L.l9l+ 

is the omission in the former of the prin~tple o:f' th~ d.ght of self­

determination as applicable to the Algerian peopl~~ ·.· L~t~us' record~ therefore, 

that Argentina, Brazil, Cuba,· the Dominican Republlc,;· Italy; 'Peru and Spain 

consider that the principle of self-determination is not a:ppiicable to the 

Algerian people. 

The second difference between the tivO draft resolutions is that the draft 
. . 

resolution sponsored by the seventeen Powers contains a paragraph calling for 

negotiations for the ptirpose of arriving a solution in accordauce with the 

principles and pur;;oscs of the United !Jations Charter. 1'/hat wrong can be seen 

in that? Vlhat can be unacceptable in such a paragraph?' Is 'it at variance with 

the principles of the Charter? It is not. It goes without saying that any 

peaceful 'solution of any dispute or of any situation can be found only through 

negotiations. How else could it be found? If there are no negotiations, then 

there is force. 

The authors of the seven..;Povier draft resolution do not include negotiations 

as one of the possible methods for the solution of the Algerian question. 

Since they do not include negotiations 1 they must be opposed to negotiations as 

a means of settling the Algerian question. Therefore, they are in favour of 

settling the AJc;:el~ian CJ.Uestion by means of force, and this seems to follow 

quite cle~ly from one of the points of the draft resolution, which states that 

French legislative measures will form one of the means of solving this problem. 

In other words, the Algerian people are to be hand.ed over to the French colonial 

armed forces. · 

Thus, tte pr~.:::1c:::ple of negotiations is not ~ccepted by the ti1.l.ttors of 

the draft rec;:>l'.'..'G~·xl, One niay ask·why. Mr. Belaunde told us that it was 

diffit:!Ult to irhe.g;.r:e a::1othcr party to the· possible negotiations, but I would 

say that that is rs't.her a peculiar argument when war is -oeing waged, when guns 

and cannons 'are b~:; ::.ng fired. It :Ls easy· in such a case to ascertain who are 

the two partiec. 0J.1 the one hand, there is the French authority, on the other 

hand, the Algerian pe.~ple. '.r:ms, in the case of war, the two parties are 

clearly represented, but when it comes to the question of negotiations, 
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Mr. Bela.unde declares that it is rather difficult to find out who would be the 

second party. This is not so, the party to the negotiations would be the people 

of Algeria who have ariaen in arms against France. The second party to the 

negotiations is very e~ily f~und1 indeed, it would be very difficult not to 

find them. The fact that the principle of negotiation~ is omitt~d in the 

seven-Power draft resolution means that the sponsors reject the principle of 

negotiations for a solution of the Algerian question. 

I presume that the First Committee will draw the correct conclusions from 

this comparison of the two draft resolutions. The adoption of the draft 

resolution sponsored by Argentina, Brazil, Cuba, the Dominican Republic, Italy, 

Peru and Spain would be a betrayal of the Algerian people. Its adoption would 

be tantamount to handing them over to the French armed forces, and this handing 

over would be carried out with the cor~ivance of the General Assembly, a course 

of action on which the General Assembly cannot and must not embark. The only way 

for the General Assembly is to reject the seven-Power draft resolution. 

Mr. BELAUNDE (Peru) (interpretation from Spanish): I did not believe 

that I would see myself forced to reply to the statement directly made against me 

by the Soviet representative, but I must answer him and tell that I have not used 

an eloquence,of which I am not master, but I have used an honest and sincere 

emotion in my defence of the draft resolution. When it is a question of bringing 

together differing points of view, of trying to find a common demominator, and 

of trying to find common ground acceptable to all parties, it is obvious that 

we must try to avoid those terms upon which different interpretations can be 

placed. We must mention the general principles that we know commit us all. 
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I have defended and shall alvrays defend the Charter. vJithout being 

vainglorious, I can say that within the limited possibilities of my po\-rers, 

in the ten years that I have been in the United Nations, I have endeavoured 

closely and profoundly to study the Charter and defend its applica'tion. In 

point of fact -- and the representative ·of the Soviet Union must be aware of 

this -- the resolution submitted to the General Assembly last year was lucky 

enough to gather the unanimity of the Assembly because we included the words 
11 in confcrmity with the principles of the Charter of the United Nations". All 

the principles. He singled out none. All the principles, as applied by the 

United Nations. All the principles, as studied j.n the different analyses made 

of the Charter. All the principles, as they fall vrithin the purview of the 

United Nations -- especially in the resolutions of the General Assembly. 

But if we are to draft a resolution that is to offend no one, if we are 

to draft a resolution that will awaken doubts and reservations on the part of 

no one, then we could not include the principle of self-determination 

despite the fact that we firmly adhere to that principle -- because there are 

different interpretations of it. 

Nr. Sobolev, I appreciate and admire your intellio;ence and your courtesy. 

But do not force me to make a lengthy statement on vrhat self-determination 

means. 

Self-determination is useful for the integration of a State. Can it serve 

to disintecrate a constituted State? Oh, no -- too much of a problem for 

international lavr for us to do here. Is self-determination to be applied in 

the Nevnonian way to all individuals, or is it to be applied to the ideological 

collectivity set up by history, to those human groups consolidated by Q;eography 

and by tradition? No -- too big a problem for us to solve here. 

Does Mr. Sobolev want us, here and now, to t,ive up our positions as 

representatives -- in my case, as representative of Peru -- to turn back and 

become the old and tired teacher of international culture, and that I subject 

this Assembly, already over-tired from too much meditation and from listening 

to too many speeches, and now start to develop the tremendous item of the 

contradictory problems and principles of Suarez and Rousseau, the contradiction 

of the plebiscites and the tremendous number of interpretations given the 

plebiscites when applied to different populations and humanity? 
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I cannot abuse the tolerance, or even the patience,of this Assembly. No, we 

would be going into too dangerous a field. vle know that there is a principle 

of self-determination. We lmow that in that principle of self-determination 

there are certain scales, certain stages, certain steps, that begin by the small 

entities, that ccDglomerate gradually and then become greater and greater and 

then become the crown of self-determination. 

But am I to draw a historical recital here? Mr. Sobolev, plee,se -- I 

cannot change the. channel of the United Nations. It has a certain path along 

which it has to go. I am not going to turn it into an agitated academy on 

public law. 

If this term is used in a different wa.y by different persons, how, then, 

are we to use it in a l'esolution, in a resolution that we vmnt to see adopted 

unanimously? We want everyone to be in favour of it, because there is a moment 

when neither the left nor the right can stand here. There can be no geoc;ra,phical 

difference -- no dissidence. \·le are human beinss here. We have a human 

attitude. We have a deaire,a hunger, for justice; we have an avidity for 

concord, for understanding. Because of that hunger, that avidity, that thirst, 

we must leave aside those terms that can give rise to different and difficult 

interpretations. 

Do we exclude negotiations? No, we do not exclude them. Vle do not mention 

them, because to mention them at this moment would give l'ise to another 

controversy. 

Immediately we are goinG to be asked: Hho is the valid, acceptable, 

accredited negotiator? Negotiation implies the recognition of a personality. 

Recognition of a personality presupposes the recognition of belligerency. 

The recognition of belligerency requires three preconditions in accordance with 

international law, which has been legislated, which has been codified, by the 

Institute of International Law -- and then we go into a long and very serious 

discussion, once again, of public law. 

No, •re do not exclude them. Simply because we do not mention self­

determination, are we excluding it? Not at all, not at all. Self-determination, 

in due course will rise. Negotiations, in due course, will occur. But let us 
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not put in these two words which, at this moment, can give rise to contradictory 

interpretations.· That was the spirit which prompted us not to put these in. 

Our silence, our omission, is not exclusion. 

These are expressions of a dogmatic point of view, a narrow-minded attitUde, 

What we want to dois to bring people together. Hhat we want to do:is to link 

people. What -vre want is a unanimous vote on the part of the Assembly. 

I know full \vell, Mr. Sobolev, that you feel as I do -;.;. that you want peace, 

as I want peace. You, l\1r. Sobolev, know -- as I do - .. that peace is not an 

ideal. It is a vital heed, an urgent requirement, that can no longer be 

postponed. A solution of hope is required novr on the question of Algeria. 

That can be the principle upon which peace for humantty can be built. 

The CHAIR~~N (interpretation from French): Before calling on the· 

next speaker, I should like to point out that it is worthwhile to remember from 

time to time that we are discussing the draft resolutions 'vrhich are before the 

Committee. I would therefore urge my colleagues, \dth all due respect·, to 

confine themselves to the draft resolutions and not to dwell at too cree.t lene;th 

on the other very important aspects of the question which -- although I grant 

that they are important -- have already been discussed at length during the 

general debate. In other words, the discussion of the draft resolutions should 

not lead to a repetition of the general debate. 

Hr. de LEQUERICA (Spain)( interpretation from Spanish): I have an 

extremely brief observation to make. The representative of the Soviet Union has 

just said that to vote in favour of the seven-POiver draft resolution which my 

delegation has had the honour to eo-sponsor would be tantamount to voting to incite 

the French troops to continue killing people in Algeria. The draft resolution 

that we have submitted is identical, in its operative part; vrith that adopted 

last year by the General Assembly. Among those voting for that resolution last 

year, I believe, was the Soviet Union. I should merely like to ask: Did the 

Soviet Union vote that way, knowing something that we did not know, or was it 

voting to incite and encourage the French troops to kill the nationalists of 

Algeria? We were not voting for that. 
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Mr. SOBOLEV (Unimn of Soviet Socialist Republics) {interpretation from 

Russian): I only wish to give one brief word of explanation. The Soviet 

d~legation did vote in fayour of the resolution which was adopted unanimously 

by the Assembly last year. This is quite correct. But I should like to recall 

that in that resolution there was no paragrapll similAr to that corrtained in the present 

text of the seven-Power draft resolution (A/C.l/L.l95)? which "Takes note of the 

attempts to settle the problem both through the good offices of Heads of State 

and French legislative measurestt, 

The method of med.iation, of recourse to the good offices .of Heads of Stat~, 

is one which I welcome. It is a normal method for negotiation, Unfortu.nately, 

the method of negotiating is absent from the draft resolution altogether. Therefore, 

I assume that this clause is merely a smokescreen. .Since there are no 

negotiations contemplated, there can be no mediation. The reference to the. possible 

mediation through the good offices of Heads of State is merely a camouflage. 

Then we find the nucleus of the propos~l: the attempts to settle the 

problem through French legislative measures. What does this mean.? It means a 

continuation of the situation which at present .obtains in Algeria. This phrase 

was absent from the resolution of last year, ~tr. de Lequerica. On the contrary, 

we voted in favour of the expression of hope by the General Assembly that a 

peaceful, democratic and just solution would be. found in conformity/with the 

principles of the Charter of the United Nations. 

I take it that it is no secret that we are facing at this session of the 

Assembly the same situation which prevailed before last year's resolut~on was 

adopted. We again express the hope that a just solution will be found. The 

difference between us, hrnJevPr '· is that we believe that this just solution can be 

found thro~gh negotiations. You do not believe this, and therein lies our 

difference. 

Mr. de MARCHENA (Dominican Republic) (interpretation from Spanish): My 

delegation, which eo-sponsored the draft resolution before the Committee, would 

like to reserve its right to speak tomo~row in order to express then the reason 

why we decided to eo-sponsor this draft. But I should like to anticipate some of 

the principle aspects of the debate, especially taking into account some of the 

arguments adduced, in particular tho.se of the representative of the Soviet Union, 

for whom I have the greatest respect. 
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I shall stress these arguments now so that other delegations which more or 

less share the views so brilliantly expressed by the representatives of Argentina 

and Peru can be given a chance to ponder not only the arguments raised agai~st . 

this draft resolution, but the precise accusation~, as well as the veiled 

accusations. which have been levelled against it and the motives of its 

eo-sponsors. 

We are told that we are distorting the situation .in Algeria.. We are told that 

the eo-sponsors think exactly as the French delegation. We have been told that 

our words and our terms are not conduciv~ to an easy solution to the problem, but 

rather to the worseni~g of the situationo It he.s been prophesied that there will 

be no chance of a ur.:::.:-dmous -rote on the draft ;t·es·.)lu·;.;:::)n. Furthermore, we are 

accused of supporting the cause of colonialism. We are accused of not deferring 

to the principle of. self-determination because the latter is not included in our 

draft in any aspect. He are accused further of being partisans of the use of 

force in Algeria, with the trp.gic results which the representative of the Soviet 

Union so brilliantly outlined. We are accused of camouflaging the princip~e of 

negotiation and of being traitors to the United Nations and its principles. 

Hith all the fervor which habitually supports the sincerity of our statements, 

I can say that the delegation of the Dominican Republic is completely and 

categorically against the ideas that have been put forward regarding our draft 

resolution, and we hope that the Chairman will allow us tomorrow to rebut each and 

every one of those arguments adduced against it. 

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): I take note of the last 

statement of the representative of the Dominican Republic, and I avail myself of 

this opportunity to note also that he. seems to agree with me as to the advisability 

of holding a meeting tomorrow morning. I believe that there will be a sufficient 

number of speakers on our list toJilorrow morning before a vote is taken, which 

will probably be in the afternoon. 
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Mr. E~~EZAM (Iran) (interpretation from French): I realize that after 

this ~lood of eloquence, my sober statement may strike but a poor note, but I 

should like to s~y a few words regarding the draft resolution of what ~ might call 

the Latin Powers. 

If I make a suggestion now it is in order to give them time to reflect upon 

it. I speak, of course, first of all, to the authors of the draft resolution. 

First, I shoMld like to pay tribute to the intentions which impelled ~hem to 

submit this draft. I am sure that what they seek is a unanimous agreement. I 

wonder, then, whether it will not be wiser on their part either to withdraw their 

draft resolution or not to pre~s it to a vot~ but to keep it in reserve for the 

plenary session if ne~d ari80s. I shall explain why I make this suggestion. 

We often have in mind matters which we do pot venture to bring up openly 

before the Committee, but I shall speak frankly. If the authors press their 

draft resolution to a vote in the present situation. they will compel those who 

have sponsored another draft to vote against theirs. On the other hand, if a 

vote were taken on the first draft, and if the draft of the seven Powers were 

submitted to the plenary session rather than to the First Committee, it might 

perhaps command a wider measMre of support, provided it is somewhat amended, and 

might even cow~and unanimity. 

I have taken the liberty of making this suggestion. I do not expect a rep.ly 

at once, but I should like to give the authors time to reflect upon my proposal. 

~~. ST. LOT (Haiti) (interpretation from French): What I was about 

to say is on the lines of the suggestion ma~e by the representative of Iran. 

We have two draft resolutions before us. Discussion of the substance of 

these texts has been deferred until tomorrow, but the delegation of Haiti, which 

would have liked to proceed hand in hand with its Latin American brothers, wishes 

to call the attention of the sponsors of their draft resolution to a contradiction 

which has been stressed already by the representativ~ of Morocco and which, 

apparently, did not come to the minds of the authors. 

The. draft resolution as it stands does not make for any progress in this 

question. It merely reaffirms the antagonism and opposition which we are facing and 

which are tantamount to an actual deadlock since, when the draft resolution speaks 

of taking note of the attempts to settle the problem both through the good offices 
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of Heads of State and French legislative. measures, it 1S only reaffirming the 

contradiction which we he,ve to cope. with .. There have been offers. of good· 

offices, ·but they have not been accepted by the French Government, There have . 

. been French legislative measures, but they are not accepted by the other party. 

Therefore, these seven Powers are stressing an antagonism by this clause and, 

should this draft resolution be adopted, the question, I think, would not have 

progressed at all. Hhat we seem to lose sight of is the scope and significance 

of the statements made here in this Committee. 

The delegation of Haiti believes that there might be an inceptive agr·eement 

here; for France-- and we must pay tribute to this position of France-- did·n.ot 

question the right of self-cl.etermination as some of its friends attempted to do. 
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He have heard the strangest views about this principle of self-determination. 

Some people want to present it as an innovation of the San Francisco Charter; 

actually it is a principle which Hilson formulated in 1917 which was embodied 

in the Versailles Treaty and later in the San Francisco Charter. This principle 

of self-determination in the minds of those who formulated it -vras a condemnation 

of the policy of the fifteenth, sixteenth, seventeenth, eighteenth and nineteenth 

centuries based on brutal annexation. Experience has shOim that it is this 

policy of annexation -- which reached its clima..x in the Berlin Congress of 

1872 -- that led to the brutal seizure of Bcsnia and Herzogovina frcm ~.rhich the 

Sarajevo tragedy spl'Ung 1rhich was the cause of the Har of 1914. Experience had 

shown to stat;esmen that this policy of annexation '\vhich was a premium on the 

use of brutal force should be replaced by a concept more in harmony with the 

principles of justice. 

Thus the principle of self-detennination was formulated in the Versailles 

Treaty, first in 1917, when Hilson proclaimed his fourteen points; in other words, 

the people should be consulted and not only in order to determine their internal 

organization, a point to which my colleague from Argentina would like to limit 

the right to self-determination; however, if the right of self-determination 

only ~pplies to the internal organization, it would duplicate a principle of 

public la>v that we all know: national sovereignty is based on the universality 

of the citizens. This principle confirms the right of a country to choose its 

own form of government but not self-determination. Self-detennination, as 

proclaimed in the Verseilles Treaty, and as repeated in the San Francisco Charter, 

aimed at condemning the brutal annexation practised by all Powers from the beginning 

of the fifteenth century through which colonialism was established, and to 

recognize the right of human communities to decide their own destinies. 

You know that this principle in being implemented vrent so far when the 

United States delegation advocated that Alsace-Lorraine should hold a plebiscite 

before returning to France. It was only at the last moment that France was able 

to ·return the status of Alsace-Lorrc.ine to its former position. This principle 

was also employed in determining the fate of the Saar. 

\·Ie have heard many attempts at giving juridical interpretations. We have even 

heard discussions of philosophybut what we did not hear was a study of the 

historical background of this principle of self-determination in the general flow 

of history. This would have shown how important an initiative it was, how great 
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e. departure it was in international moral law. This international moral law is 

changed not only by such great physical events as the discovery of America, and the 

tw·o world, wars which broke out in the world through the con13tant change of 

religions. But this system of international morals changes~ Let us recall, for 

instance, the difficulties of the Japanese delegation when ~t tried to include. 

in the preamble to the Versailles Treaty a mere reference to equality of races. 

You see now in every international treaty recently signed a recognition of that 

principle of equality of all. human races. This is a new conquest of universal 

morals, of universal history. 

vijlat we charge this d:':"aft resolution with is not making the question advance 

at all. The draft :-esolu<:i.on of the sev!3n Pov:ers merely reaffirms the position 

which the Assembly took in February last. By proclaiming the principle of self­

determination, on the other hand, the General Assembly would officially proclaim 

its collective will to call a halt to the bloody war waging in Algeria between 

two peoples which have many lin$s connecting them, people who are still killing 

each other in a stupid conflict. Furthermore, the French delegation accepts the 

principle of self-determination, and it says that it should apply in a democratic 

manner. In other words,the Algerian people should be consulted with all the 

guarantees for necessary independence, without the pressure of any terroristic 

threat. The Algerians, for their part, ask for the elimipation of any threat 

ivhich might be inherent in the presence of the French army. 

Since the two schools of thought are so close to each other, I do not know 

whether I miscopstrue the views of the representative of France, the Minister for 

Foreign Affairs. I ~istened to his statement in French, and I believe I am right 

in my interpretation. But it seemed to me that he said that France merely asks, 

for a full and unconditional application of the principle of self-determination. 

If France accepts this view and if the Algerians and those who represent them 

merely ask for the application of this same principle, why then should the First 

Committee not establish a committee of good offices? Hhy should we reject the 

tender of good offices of His Majesty, the King of Morocco and His Excellency, 

the President of Tunisia? He have been told that they might not be neutral 

enough, but we might find within our Organization cpuntries which would offer the 

necessary guarantees of impartiality and neutrality. This committee of good offices 

of the United Nations would then attempt to find the necessary moral and physical 
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prerequisites for a free expression of the will of the Algerian people. They will 

take a stand either in favour of maintaining the present status of Algeria or in 

favour of full and total independence or in favour of self"government within the 

framework of the French Un~on. Thus, we would have complied with the most sacred 

foundations et our Charter. We would have respected the right of self­

determination, We wo~ld have also shown respect for the desires of the French 

people and Government. iTe would have respected the will and desires of the 

Algerian people also since we would have told the Algerian people that the source 

of the authority of our Organization lies i~ the Charter and that we could not do 

anything which would be at variance with it. 

Here is the idea which I put forward so that larger and more powerful 

countries than mine may consider it and sleep on it; then they can come back 

tomorrow with a truly concrete solution, a constructive proposal which would take 

the question forward and which would not condemn us to this immobility which is 

about to cast a shadow on the prestige of our Organization by adopting 

resolutions lacking in resolve. These spineless resolutions command, unanimity 

because they satisfy everybody except the imperatives of our Charter. 

Mr. NAJIB-ULLAH (Afghanistan): llith all respect to the views which 

were expressed by my colleagues who supported our draft resolution and who 

supported the seven-Power draft resolution, I take the liberty of clarifying the 

points contained. in oua· draft resolution and to clarify it from our understanding 

of them. :re hav~ noted the discussions of the Algerian problem in this Committee 

and it is a fact. 
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We reca:lled the r.esolution of 15 Febru_ary. 1957, and I do not think ther~ .:i.EI._: ~ 

any harm in.· recalling that resolution. I regretted_ tba,t the hope ex:presse.d in 

that resolution has n_ot yet been realized. He did not qondemn any side in the. 

text;.of our draft resolution, or mention why t_hat hope has not yet been 

realized. 

l·le r~cognized that .the principle of self':"determination is applicable to 

the Algerian :people. This recognition is on the _basis of the Charter and.all 

the 9-emocratic :principles which France a.1so recognizes.... We noted the situation 

inAlgeria which continues to cause suffering and loss of human life. This 

condition has been repeatedly described by the French representatives, as well. 

as by ArEtb ·repr:ese::rh=J.ti ves. 

'rhe only thiQg which we proposed, for the sake of arriving .at a solution, 

is negotiation. We specified, in that case also, that we expect a solution in 

accordance with the principles and :purposes of the United Nations Charter, and 

as we understand it, the Charter is respected as much by France as by the Arab 

States. 

After these clarifications of the seventeen-Power draft resolution, I am 

wondering why the sense of moderation and conciliation in this draft has not 

been fully appreciated by some of ourfellow representatives. As my delegation 

is one of the eo-sponsors of the draft resolution' I would like to explain 

clearly that our aim in joining our othe:r. friends is nothing but conciliation 

and a just settlement of'' the problem between our French a:nd Algerian friends. 

There is nothing extremist in this draft resolution and we expect the resolutio.n 

to be adopted by this Assembly. 

The meeting rose at 6.35 p.m. 




