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AGENDA OF THEWCOMMiTTﬁEt LETTERS DATED 18 AND 22 SEPTEMBER 1953 FROM THE
PRESIDLNT OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY TO THE CHAIRMAN OF THE FIRST COMMITTEE

(a/c.1/742 and A/C. 1/743) (continued)

Mr. TSIANG (China): Since so much has already been said in support
of the proposal of the representative of Colombia, I wish only tn indicate that
my delegation finds it well cnnceived and helpful, My delegation will support
the proposal in 1ts entirety, including the allocation of fourth place to the
Burmese complalnt against my" Government . - P

Mr. ALI (Pékiétén): My déiegatidn%suppbffslthé ﬁrbposal of the
representative of Egypt to discuss the question of Morocco not earlier than
ten days hence. I need not explain the reasons because they have already been
very ably explained by the representative of Egypt. I would add, however, that
the head of my delegation, who is now'awéy; is expected back within the' néxt - -
ten days, and therefore we would not like to see this item discussed earlier.

A number of delegations feel that the immediate discussion of the Korean
item might be harmful to the cause of peace and might sreate difficulties in
the way‘of the peaceful solution of the Korean _ » On the other hand,
there are some delegations which consider the immediate discussion of this
item more desirable. :

My delegation would ot like to see the pitch queered at this stage.
However, if it became necessary, when all attempts at the diplomatic level
had failed, we would take up the discussion of this item. My delegation,
therefore, supports the suggestion ‘to defer discussion of Korea ;until a later.
date since it is hoped that the moment would then be more qpportune for debating
this very difficult question. ' L
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already been uncderteken by vay of dinlouat c notes,and we hope in the future more
dlrectly, vitn a view to organ"z1ng thio conference. -'mhe r"encn delenation
therefore entirely abrees with the po81tion already ‘set forth by a number of
representatives in favour of pOSt“ODlDC the Korean auestion to the end of our
agenda. i Mv delegation states 1ts aureemenu, homever, Jith the urderﬂtandinb
already expressed by the representatives of Austral and New Zealand, amonb
others. In other words, we feel that it tou 1d be desirable that, if any new hu
developments or the international S1tuation should Werant it this question '
should have the opportunity-of being reconsidered at any moment in the weéeks
to come in the General Assembly or in the Committee without any procedural
obetacles being raised against it and without necessitating a two-thirds vote.
We agree with the interpretation which the Chairman cave this morning and we hope
that this understanding will be at 1east tacitly accepted by the whole of this
Committee. ‘
I should 1ike to answer briefly one or two ouestions raised’ oy Mre Vyshinsky
this morninb concerninb the position of France at the next political conference
as regards the possible broadening of the co mp031tion of that conference. " The
representative of the Soviet Union said tﬂc_.,t the British, I’rench and American
representatives will arrive at tne political oonferencc bound by a previous
resolution of the General Assembly‘which they could not violate without, in so
doing, repudiating themselves and the Assembly T mu..at say that I do not
entirely sgree with him. Ae far as the French delegation sees it, ‘the
resoluuion of 25 Augusu dld not eaopt ) decision as reﬂerds “the composition of
the conference 23 a whole. It merelv determined the membership of the
representatlon of the United Vatlons at tnat conference. Tt left the other side
free to determine its representetion. Neither negatively nor positively did 1t
pronounce itselfl as reaeras the participation in’ that conference of any other
Powers with the exception of the Soviet Union. It is therefore inaccurate to say
that the represeatatives of the Unlted Nations, those rowerse which contributed to
the arwed-effort and which therefore will have the,right to be represented at the
cenferennce, do not retain full freedom, despite the resolution of 28 August, to

call for an expansion of the conference by way of admnitting new members to it.
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The resolution of 26 August i;'hot an cbstacle to that,

In the second plece, Mr., Vyshinsky displayed some curiosity which I
regard as entirely legltimate, in which he limited himself to asking in very
discreet terms vhat would be the nature of the instructions to be given to
the various delegations on this point. I am sorry to be unable to give him
satisfaction as far as the French Government is concerned.; 1 do not know
what the instructions to ny delegation w1ll be, I do not thlnk that they have
been drafted. I can only refer him to the words pronounced 1n the plenary *
Assembly by N‘. Maurlce Schumann, Secretary of State and heed of my delegation,
who indicated the spirit that will govern the French Government and its ” o
representatives at the political conference in dealing with this question. .

I shall read the words of Mr. Schumann._ He wae speaking about the Korean
problem and its examination, and he seld'
"Useful adv1ce in this connexion might heve been ofiered by certain

Asxan Powera, especially by India. If it is not possxble, unfortunately,,

to include from the beginning that country among those to be represented

at. the pollticel conference on horea, my Government will do everything '
in 1ts power to ensure that, in the near future, India may be 1nvited |

'by the conference to join with it in the study of problems with which

it is directly concerned, problems which extend beyond that of Korea

and which concern all questions connected with the re- establishment

of peace in the Far East. ‘ (A/PV hh§, page 2u) o .

This means that the French Government and the French delegetlon at the

polltlcel conference will tackle the problem of the expansion of the membershlp
of the conference in a spirit which should fully meet and ellay the legitimate
concern voiced by the representative of the Soviet Union at this mornlng s '

meeting.
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lir, MENON (India): in the proboséls made this morning and in the
debate that has followed, we are called upon to consider a variety of subjects.
First of all, we are called upon to decide at what time the actual proceedings
of this Committee, by way of consideration of items, should begin because one
of the vroposals ig that we should not take ip any work for a week or ten days,
as the case may be., Next, there is the question of priority on the iteme
of Morocco and Tunisia. Thirdly, there is ‘the eoggestion‘ of the United States
that Surme’ should have a place on the agenda aomewhat lower down, 1f not Very
much lower down. It requlres clariflcatlon. Then there is the questlon of
the pla01ng of the other 1tems apart from Korea. Flnally, ‘there is the questioo
of horea itself. - C ' o o |

We are most enx1ous not to 1ntervene in this debate by way of ergulng

the merits of the Korean question. The pos1tion of wmy delegation in regard to'-
the time and dlscu531on of this item was indicated in the obgervations I made'
in the course of the general debate two days agoe That 0051t10n stlll remains.
We thlnk it would be deplorable 1f the Committee dld not function for ‘a long
time -- deplorable for two reasons. First of all 1t is deploreble from the
point of view of public pollcy, secondly, we have tnrs year a 31tuatron thanks
to the Secretary-General‘s proposal the amendment of procedures, that the
Assembly will come to an"end on & spec1fic date. We have not set a target date
but a flnal date. We thexofore have to work our‘agenda within that gerlod,
and if we are g01ng to lose a conolderable amount of tlme it may well happen
that some 1tems on the agenda will go over to the next Assembly unless we amend
the roles of procedure. It is therefore very 1mportant that we conserve our
time. For those two reasons the 1dea of hev1ng a fallow perlod does not appeal
to my’deiegatioﬁ;' At the same tlme, we eppreclate that if Tunisia and Morocco
are to ‘have prlorlty, it is not onlj courteous but polltically necessary that
those who are v1tally rnterested in the preeentatlon of the problem must have

the time they have asked for.
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With regard to Burma, we fully and without reservation support the position
of the representative of Burma., We share his misgivings about the prospect
of anything satisfactory happening in the near future unless the Assembly takes
further stepe, but we. are elvays hoping that sometiing good will happen. In
any event, the ldea ofifeiegating Burme to a very much lower place in the
agenda would mean the continuance of the.depredations of the Kuomintang invaders
of that country over a longer period w1thout let or hindrance.

One finally comes to the questlon of Korea. There is no concesling the
fact that those who are strongest in thelr opinion that thls item should not
be considered too quickly have the idea that we should not discuss Korea.
With great respect I should like to ask the Committee, "What have we been doing
all morning?" Each time we say we should not dJBCUBS Korea we are discussing
not only norea on the limited aspect that 13 presented to us ‘but the whole of
the issue. That is the nature of thls problem and it is not, if I may say soO
with great respect, part of political wisdom or political realism to believe
thet Just Because we won't talk about it this great problem, this difficult
problem will solve itself. At the‘seme time, we are inclined to believe that
the correspondence that is now going on might be allowed to develop for a
short period. The People's Republic of China»and the Governpent of North Korea
have addressed.cohmunications to the Becretary-General. We have requested the
Secretary-General at the last sitting of the previous session to communicate
the resolutions and the proeeedings of that debate to the *wo Governments
concerned, It has‘been done . and a reply has comes I sayAwithout reserﬁetion
that it is an Assembly document which should be discussed, And it will be '
discussed. I do not see how the Secretary-General can be asked to report on
a partlcular matter and e ignore it. Equally; it is not onl} discourteous,
it 1s most iwproper and unwise not to answer the People's Republic of China and
the North Korean Government on the communication they have made to the ‘

Secretary-General., I have reason to believe ~- and I say this deliberately -~
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that-the' lack of & reply ‘on ‘this matter, eveu’by way of a preliminary one,

)

is creating ‘difficulties in negotiation.

" At this stage, I should like to remind ‘the Commlttee oi the observatlon

R
BN

made by the representative of the Sov1e+ Union in dealing w1th the general

theory of the place of dlplomatlc talk and pubiic dlscussion.

say so, very w1sely said thet private dlscu551on and public discu551on should
be co-ordinated for the attainment of the de51reble end. I subacribe to that,

He, 1f I may

and for that reason we would be in favour of not mOV1n5 any postponement of

the Korean 1tem being considered a little later, in order that the

Secretary-General's communication to Governments maj be completed, that he

may’ have time to. reply and ao on,'_

1

-

e
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The Committee ought to take into account, when being 1mpatient aboux nov
recelving a reply from the. ‘other sida, that the General Aasambly's seventh
session ended on 28 August. ,The communication of the Uhited Ngt;ons Command
wa8 delivered to the Government of the fbopdefevﬂépublio of China on
S.Septdmber; that took about eight'daysg The communication from the
Chinese Government was received on 15 Septemher, ten days later. It can
be Beon, therefore, that a commmnication from one side to ‘the other and
tack take®# about eighteen days.

We should take these delays into accounte There 18 also the fact that
the representative of the United States made a statement in the General
Committee which my delegation regarded, and so statedbin the general ddbafe,,as
indicating a degree of flexibility to meet the two points of view. The
objective which ve have before us and which we all desire - 1t was 8o
steted by the remresentative of the United State and by all the other
representatives of StateS that took part in the Koresn campaign, and
it was 80 stated by the representative of the Soviet Union and others who
spoke this morning =~ 18 to get a conference started on Kores and to get
8 peace in Korea.

If that & 8o, we should not permit any diplomatic or other epproaches
that are being made tq be in anyvay preJjudiced by what {s being said here
out of turn. At the same time, they should net be prejudiced by the fact
that there is an appearance of the whole matter being ignored,

. For these reasons, my delegation will definitely opycse any suggestion
to place the Korean item at the end of the agenda. 1If, by the turn ¢f
events, it should so take place, that would be a different matter.

l I say very deliberately and with some knowledge of the fects that a
proclaﬁgtion by the First Committee, @& proclamstion by the United Nations,
that it propcpes to put the Korean item at thevend of the sgenda, would be an
set calculated to prejudice a settlement. It is ealculated to create thevﬂf
impression upon the Chinese that the United Natiqn9 1s tgking & vievw of
the situatiqn which is net one that leads to reeenciliatiam,

My delegation is the first to recognize thet semetimas time has te
~ apse, and we are prepared for that time to elspse, fn the otherhand,

" the General Assemtly, in ite wisdom, wants,té-debaxe;the Kareanfissue‘
tomorrow, we shall offer no opposition. | |
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In ennclusion, therefore, our position in relation to this matter is
that we think it would be practical and wise to allow the Korean item
to come up a little later, but that there should be nothing done which
eonfines it to the boitom of the sgenda.

We are uot happv about the Austrelian amendment., This amendment states
that 1f there 1s. a wajority decision, then the question can come back here.
I tbink it is better tn decide the matter by a majority decision rather than
by & two-thirds majority decision. . That provision ie wise. But'l am
gfraid that in the temper of the Committee, as it 7= 2t "times, and in the
comparative lack of kaopwledge of what might be happening ell around and
. not publlcly expressed, -it may not alweys be possible to obtain-even thet’
,’mqgorityq; It may be that after the debate cne might not be able to obtein
,ahﬁajqritj. The Ausiralian amendment, while it is an Amprovement’ over
tﬁe neeessity.of obteining a two-thirds majority, does not satlsfy the whole
'sﬁgae\huu, . We feel, therefore, that the best solution would be for us
to decxae tc take one or two items, and to progress piecemeal. There 1s no
need‘fqr us to plan the whole of the agenda.: There is a provisional plan,
”vand we are meking changes in 1t.. Why there should be a complete serles
of alterations is beyond me. .- ; ~ i S ..
; There 1is one final point that I should like to mske. ‘- If the item is to
be relegated to the end of the agenda, the Committee should have in mind some
ides 01 the calendar dates., The Neutral Repatriation Committee will finish
'1tl work on 23 December, that is when the 90 days:will be over. The General
Asgembly will conelude this session on 8 December., I think it is a little
optlmistlc to assume that if the item.comes up.somewhere near the end,
on 3, Q 5 or 6 December, or whatever the date, there would be enough time-
between those two dates, to deal with any difficulties that may arise.
, On the other hand, it is quite likely that we may have satisfactory:.
results and that the Secretary-General mey be able to report that a political
conference 1s belng convened. If that should be.so, we should not be tied
by the fect that the item hes been placed at the Yottom of the agends.
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We .are not by any menner of means prepared to subscribe to two vieys that
are continually cropping up. One is that we can avoid tae debate on the
Korean question.- ' We believe that the Secretary-General's repoxt is entitled
to be debated. We owe it to the Secretary~General and we owe it to ourselves
to debate:it. - Secondly, we are not prepared -- and I répeat this -- at
any time to accept the view that the fifteeh Powers that coﬁstitute;the
United Nations Command Superéede the General Assénply or that they can
by thenselves asgume the powers of negotiation ‘

. Reference is continually being made «- ONn the last occasion it was. made
by the representative of France == that in some way and at some stage. India
should be permitted to enter the conference. That ie not the issue. 1Indila's
‘position has been very eclearly stated. India has not been and 1s not canvassing
for this poéition;-“Let‘thefe be no illu81on on this -- no one is conferring
-any privileges on India. ‘If we shall be of service and Af we shall be desired
by both sldes, it will be our obllgation to Chlna, to ouzselves and to the
~world“to enter into the conversations.

. For these reasons, we shall vote agalnst any suggestlon that places
the:Korean item at the bottom of ‘the agenda. Ve shall support, for reasons
of practicability, any move that would permit the Korean item to come at
- 8 reasonably early‘period and to be declded in accordance with the development
of events. ’ o

Meanwhile, we hope that the Secretary-&eneral will be able to make some
.communication which w1ll make these matters a litt;e eqs;e;ﬁx

Mr. MUNOZ (Argentlna)(interpretatlon from Spanish)a It appears
that & majority of the Committee is in favour oi txv proposal maede by the
representative of Colombia in connexion with the order of agenda items.
Speaking generally, my delenation would not be opposed to the acceptance of
guch an order. : R

We agree with the statement of‘tﬁe representdtive of Egypt that ten days
should be allowed to elapse;beforé éoﬁéidering the questions in which that
delegation is most interested, namely the questions of Morocco and Tunisie.
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' We. also-agree with:the statement: made by the representative of Burma

‘that item & should met be postponed too-longs.:: .
With regerd to the position of :itlie' Korean question, I -gather that -the

- majority feeling of the Committee is that this item should not be the first
i1tem of the 'agenda, ": At the:ssme time, the mejority:. would like to. give.
every -opportunity to the -Crmmittee to:have the matter debated whenever it
desired to do so. Perhaps we might find scme type of formula to facilitate
.the ‘early conslderation of the Knrean question;.w'Unfortunately; my delegation
~ feels that such a.formula cannot 'be .found. in the interpretations. attached to
~= rule 122 'of the rules of procedure. . :.That rule may not be the most perfect
one and it may not be-the one we want, but nevertheless it exists. My '
delegation believes that if we want to change tha® rule we must change it
- in accordanee, withk the rules of procedure, in'which éaseé we would have to
t refer:to rule 126« In any event, it would be the General Assembly that would
.. decide to change the rule aad not this Committee, sinee these are the rules
of procedure of the General Assembly. , »
.. ' This does not mean-that the First Committee has no way of solving the
problems - I believe that we may discuss the Korean question, evoiding a -

ot restrictive elause inthe rules of procedure. ¢ There are many ways of doing

thisy and my delegation would prefer to see & procedure. adopted that would
 be iﬁ*keeping‘with-the rules of procedure. -‘The representative of Pekistan,
i for exomplé, has suggested that the Committee decide. un.some of its mgenda

I dteméys ;- 'The 'Committee hiay decide oh the firet three egenda itetis omly and
hold the rest in abeyance. That would be a quite legal and correct

method of solving the problem. * Andther way would be for the Committee not

. .:to .decide at. this moment the-'place: to be given in’the agenda to. the Korean

question. Rule 98 gives the Committee this right. ~This rule states that
‘the main committees will edopt théir.own priorities. It is not obligatory
to'do sos’ “In other words, we do not have to decide, for the moment, on the
plage to-be given this-items That Wwould be one vay of avoiding the two-thirds
" majordity Yequired. © It would &lso: fasilitate our:ciscussion of the Korean
- question vhen we deelde: to consider ity - - -
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My dslcgation vishes t0.emrhaslzoidts: opinion that thc ‘rulss of procedure
mst be respected. There ‘would be no reason for having them if they were not
ragpected. Sometur.ss, it s politically- necessary to oVerlook them or to get
round them, but that mast be.done 1in. &' legal way. ' We camnot modis Ty ths Tulos
of nroc. ﬂduro unlosﬂ we go through the regular:channels. We cannot decide now,
a ErlCI‘.L s to Irodify the :ules morely because thers might be a’ subsequent neeo to
aoso..'A . L EEE o
' ln conclusion, I would suggest that the Committes should agree to dsfer a

';docision @ tne place which the Korean, quastion ghould haV‘G 1 the agenda. Tho

itsm will. rozrain on the agcnda ~=.nelthor at the 'baginning nor at the ond -~ and
the Conmitteo will discuss 1t when events:.cell for'such a° diacussion.

Mr. I.ODG.u (Unitcd States of. America) I should liks y first, to repeat

‘for the benefit of the representative of India something whieh T said earlior,

that is, that tha item on Burma 1s not at the end of our agenda: it 18 in fourth
place.’ c ‘ , ST I
In his second statsmsnt today, the Soviet Union rwrsssntativa challsnged my
earlier sssartion that the Chinese Commnists. had chandisd thelr opinlon on the
composition of the political conference. On 25 August last, “the Soviet Union
repmsentatiVe, refsrring to the Communist visws on the composition of ths ‘
ccmfsrence, said that he had been unable.- to. find statements on the su'b,ject by
General Nam I, At that time, I found the statoments for him and resd them out.
In visw af what. ths Soviet Unign representative said this’ ..ommg, I thmk I had
better do that again. - ) '

B According to the oi‘ficial transcript of the srmistice proceedings: dated
19 Fsbruary 1952 Genoml Nam Il ~- who, it will be remembered, was the negotiator

for the Commmist sidc -= pgald: v e R
"The draft of the principlos submitted by our side on the fifth item of

. the agenda is vary cloar in itself ‘There can be: no misunderstanding

| vhatever. ‘ B'y 'the Gowammsnts of the -countries concorned on both sides' in

,_ owr draft is naturally meant the Governments of the countriss- concer'ned on the
pert of the Korean Psopls 8 Army and the Chinese Peopls's ' Volunteers, and ‘the
Governments of the countries concermed on the side of the Unified Commsnd."
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On 10 February, Qenural Nam I1 said:

"Vext your PrOPoaal emnloys the term.'UN' But, as evarybody knows,
rnot all Mecmbers of the UN haVe sent troops to Kbrea to take pert 1n the war.

On the contrary, a considerable number oi nations are opposed: to sending

“troops to Kbrea, and a considerable number of nations havs not sent any

£1COoD8 . Therefore, it is not appropriate to nominate the UN'as a whole.

On the other hand the wording 'GOVernmenta of the countries concerned of

‘the UN' in our proposal conforms precisely to ths obteining clrcumstances.

We' see no reascn for ‘adopting the simpls term 'UN'." _

In other words, in both statements General Nem Il, speaking for the Communist
8lde, made it perfectly clear that that eide envisaged end supported the idea of
& conference whicn:would-consist of the former Belligerents on both sides, Now
" the Chinese Comnunists urge that the nolitical conference should be constitutad
in 8 way which 1s totally at variance with the official Communist position, as
" declared by General Nam.Il. Thet ie whet I meant vhn I sald that there had
" been a complete hange of attitude. “There has besn such a change, and no reason
A for it has been given to the worlc. , : ‘“ .

Ve are reluctant to think that some sort of intemational filibuster is in
prog“ess, an effort to delay and delay and delay so thet, after a while, the
thcfrvvhly fallacious argument can be made that the Armistice Agreement has xun
ont, Ws do not want to think that but current tactics certainly leed one to
‘have tast irprossion. _Nevertheleas,>We hope for_peace, end we shall continue

Ldg

to do overything to achieve it.

Mrr FPANCO y FRANCO (Dominican Republic) (interpretation from Spanish):
I shall be efcruiotv oriei. . .

Th= dslszz vlen of +he Dominican Republic has decided that the proposal made
by the Coliomvisnu rcnieeentative is a good proposel. We believe that the order
of priowity SUrgoatsd I tn; correut one. ”he proposal takes into account the
Various e<iriie oF ha cnisilens before us. Wz telieve it was submitted in
conforalty wih the Dri l; oy which we should all be.guided; nemely, thet we
should complete OUTr 'WCI 5 aa suocebsiullj ano expeditiously as possible gnd  should
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turn cur backe on delay, procrastination and efforts further to complicate
ratters which arc already complicated enough.

As regards the place to be given the Korean: question in our agenda, we
'believe that 1f we wish té' do any useful work on the subject, 1t would not be
correct to discuss it until we knew sxactly what was happening with respect to
tho political conforénce. My delogation therefore thinks that the consideration
of'the Korean qneetion should be postponsd and that that question should appear in
our agenda as item 7. We also think that the item should be discussed gooner,

'1f that is neceseary.

. Mr. BELAUNDE (Peru) (interpretation frow [ .nnish): To a certain extent,
' my delegetion elprossed its position on the metter now before the Committee when
that matter was discussed in the Generel Asserbly. We seld then that we believed

'llt was imposaible to discuss the Koreen quegtion before tho political conference
“had been orgenized and ‘convénad. = I beliave thet that positicon is etill applicable.
Furthermore, it i a 1osition which the majority of members of thie Committee have

‘ taken. Two bodies cannet be exercliing thelr Jurisdliction on the seme subJect at
the seme time. If we decide to discuss the Koreen question now and to include in
that discnssion the matter of the compositlion of the political oonforence, thers
will be.’two'bodies exercising jurisdiction over the same question, sinoe tha

United Sfatee repreeentative, supported by the United Kingdon representative, has

' ut forward the ?ery felicitous suggestion -that the political confarence 1tself
should decide the ‘question of 1ts composition.

I, however, should like to view the mstter from a higher level. leaving
aside the question of the incompatabllity of the two bodies exercising
Jurisdiction, I view the matter from the political standﬁoinf. Negotiations
concerning the conVeniné'ofithe political conference are to take place. They
will be based on rather wide interpretaticns. During those negotiations, there
will be practical differences, not meyely theoreticel differences as to
Juriediction. N ) ,

What are we to decide? Are we to attempt to solve the questlion of the
composition of the‘political conference by meens of long debete hers, or ehall we
leevo it to be"solved through the normal processas of negotlation? I think the

cholce is clear.
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‘e We ‘muet choose aection,. negotiatian, cohsultation, reésdjustment from the
point of, view of the two si1des; we must bring the two sides together in
' gegopietion and not waste our time in a sterile discusslon that would result
in only one thing =- a wider gap between the two points of “viéw. For these
commonsense and logical reasons, I feel that it would be prudent for the
.\TFirst Conmittee not to discuss the question -of Korea, The repreeentafive
of. Colombia has proposed that the questich ‘should be placed at the end of
phe agenda, and I do not think that it would .be falr or just to interpret
thls proposal as meening that we are relegating it to the realm of forgotten
things, that the Committee 1s:washing its hands of the subject. '
As I stated in the General Assembly, the Jjurisdiction of the Committee
on the Kbrean question is such that vhenever a difficulty arises which may
. meke 1t imperative for the Comlttes to take cognizance of the matter, 1t ‘cen
do so, I do not think that there shquld be any rigidity concerning the
order of iltems on the agenda, The agenda should be flexible, and if 1t is
decided now . that the questlon of Korea should not be discussed for the moment
it would not mean that the question was to be shelved, I believe that,
following the rules of. procedure and teking preceient into account, some way
will be found for the. Committee to take up the question of Korea when 1t
-considers. 1t necessary and appropriate as well as timely. - It could be left
to the discretion of the Chairman,, -Since he 1s 1n contact with all delegations
and awvare of any events which take place, no doubt he would know when'the
subject should be discussed in the Committee. It 1s the opinion of my
delegationathet 1% would be advisable for the Committee to leave 1t to ‘the
Chairman.to declde on this.point, which he will do in accordance with the rules
of procedure. ‘ . i . , B :
It 1s the desire of all that the political conference should: take place
and should be successful In 1its consultations, negotiations and exchanges of
views . There 18 a peychological factor involved., I belleve that 1t was the
representative of New Zealand who referred to 1t, and I think it should be
borne in mind., A discusaion. here.would be not only incompatibie’ wtth the -
Jurisdiction that dae been g:nnted to tho~politica1 oonference as to {ts
composition nor would 1t. be politically -incompetible with the negotietlons -
that are to take place; but psychologically it might create an obstacle
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which would hamper the very beginning of the conference becauee, naturally,
the o sides, referred to in article 60 of the AW1ietice Agreement that are
going to discuee the composition would be ewaiting the result of a debate which
‘would be taking place here at the same time.~“ However, -if the General -
Aeeemhly does not weeh ite hends of the Kbreen question,‘ii it does not say
1t 18 not competent to discuﬂe the matter, but allows the politicel conference
to decide, then that psychological factor will not exist and the political
conference will begin ite work It will heve to face the world and explain
that 1t has. decided, on ite oW reeponeibilit$ not to meet, In other words,
the Gensral Aseembly would have said to the conference. it is you who have
declde on the composition of your own conference..~ It you do not'begin your
work, 1t is you who are not cerrying on. We have‘not stoppedit., If you do
. ot begin your diecuesions, ‘then the reeponeibility 1s yours, Reeponeibility
zfor the failure of the conference will be youre. It will be you who have
placed obstacles in fhe way of the conference. |
e This 1s the reeacn why Ido! ot wish to 8o’ into the rulee of procedure;
I do not wish to be lfgali tic about the matter. I euggeet thet, once we
have eet up a. certain order of priority «- end let me remind the Conmittee
that euch priorities have never been ripid, we- have alwaye been permitted to
menge the, order of the iteme since we have never coneidered that' the various
- iteme were. cemented into the agenia -- it must “not 1n considered as: inflexible.
‘ On the contrery, delegatione have elways reeerved the right to propose, e
change in the ordor of items on the agenda, and thet is logical._ We, cannot
see what 18- going to happen; we do not know what the United Netions is going
to have to face. We can edopt en agenda, ‘but we can only give provieional
priority to the items, Perhape something may happen tomorrow that will call
for a change in the order. It would be wireasonable and imprudent to
set up & priority to whiCh we ‘should. heve to adhere in epite of everything.
' Other points have been ment1oned which should also be borne in mind,
'If & dielegation says. that 1t .18 not ready to diecuse a certain matter, I think
it 1e only .courteous to»meke ag generous an allowance as poesible." Ifa
delegetion etetee that en Yten ssubmitted by it thuld not pe relegated to,the

e -

end. of the egenda, hie etatement ehould be teken into eccount ~And the‘
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.. rejpresentative ‘of the United Stateo, &8 asual, hae seen the Jusuice of the

o request that a certain item should not be postponed inderrnitelj. In thils

connexion I think that the Chairmao, basing his action on precedents already
-established’ in the Ccmmittee, can hear the different vievs and suggest to the
. Committee that- #t should ‘try to find a common denominator of opipions. The
question does not'have ‘to be item 1, 2, or 3; 1% could be 6. But, bearing in
mind that, 1n view of circumstances,which may arise, ‘the Chairman has the right
to- suggest to the Ccumittée a change 1n the order of 1tems on the agenda, the
matter could be left to his discreticrs
" May I refer to this worning's meeting of the Ad Hoc Hoe Political Committeo?
Tranquillity prevailed in that committee, posaibly because the matter under
d'iscussion was of less 1mportance than the one Lefore ue here.. It.was,
however, necedsary to declde ot the priority of trc ems on the ag enda, and
it was left to the Chalrman to’ decide, or at least to exercise hls right to
propose to thé Commitiee a chanbe in the order of 1tems on the agenda. My
delegation belleves that that wae a good solution, end T propose that the
same procedure should be followed here. I hope that we shall find &’ comfion
dencminator based on courtesy and wnderstanding of our various points of views
. If we do £ind a commen denominator in this particular matter, ‘then perhaps

we may find one in more Impertant situations.
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Mr. VYSHINSKY ' (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation
. from Russian)s - I think it is essential for me .to address the Committee again

in order to clarify a number: of points, which were raised this afternoon. First

- . I should like to comment.on the statement made by the representative of France.

Mr., Hoppenct: stated that.resoluticn 711  (VII) adopted by the General Assermbly on
- 20  August did not constitute a decision as Lo the.composition of the political
‘conference and that that rescolution, therefere, was not binding on the.
representatives of the sixteen States who would attend the political conference
on Korea. However, I think that thid view is erronecus. Mr. Hoppenot seems
to have lost sight of & number of circumstances which, had he taken them into
~account, would have prevented him from reaching this conclusion. SRR
. . Now, what did the resolution of 28 August represent? That resolution
speaks-of the representatives of one side being the representatives of the
.countries that contributed armed forces in the war in Korea. What is the
‘idengdity of thils side mentioned in the resgolution? The resolution~stat¢s:
" "“The side contributing armed forces under the Unified Command in

‘Korea shall have as participants in the conference those among the. ..

Member States contributing ermed forces pursuant to the call of the

‘United Natlons which degire to be.represented, together with the Republic

of Korea," ’ : , '

The question therefore srises: what is the identity of this side? Can
it be suggested that this side is sixteen of the sixty Members of the United
Ilations, or is the flag of the United Nations being used, as a resolution
the Security Council suggested, for the Organization in Korea?  After all, the
United Nations does not consist of sixteen States which have banded together.
o, the Unlted RNations, legally and accurately speaking, is one side. It 1is
the side, presumably, which allowed the American Command to act on behalf of
and under the flag of the United Nations.

Now an attempt is made to find another interpretation. It now appears that
it is no longer claimed that the United Nations Or aanization is a side. Now
some representatives have changed thelr minds, ‘liey say that one side conéists

only of those countries which contributed armed forces., In other words, the
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remaining forty-four nations which did not combribute armed forees are no
longer included in the term “the side", which, of couvse, ralses. a number of
delicate and embarrassing political auestions.with regard to those States
Mﬁmbgrs of the United Nations which were sgeinstUnited Nations participation
in the war. However, that is not the issue before us, although of course it
coﬁld.be considered in due course. . That question is not directly relevant now.
| When the resolution of 26 August refers to "the -side" does that mean
the United Nations or, only the sixteen countrles which were empowered to act by
the United Nations?  Mr. Hoppenot sppavently failed to pay attention to this
lssue.  When the resolution refers to a "side™ it refers to the United Natioms.
Whét is the United Nations?  What does it represent? It is the highest organ.
T ask‘that queétion_pf Mr. Bellaunde, who is the authority on such guestions.
Is it not the General Assembly? Can one regard as representative of the
Unifed'NatiOps-a separate group of Members of that Organization? Let us look
| at ihe reéolﬁtions which have so far been adopted on the Korean question. There
is, for instanéé; resolution 375 (V) on the problem of the independence of
Korea. That resolution contains the words "Having in mind that United '
armed fbrces", it does not say "of a group of lembers of the United Nations, but
» 1t statés4that‘"Unitgvaations arned frrces are at present operating in Korea
ih accordance with the recommendations -of the Security Council of 27 June 1950,
subsequeﬁt,to its resolution of 25 June 1950, that Members of the United Nations
Nétions eoe" | The»fe;olutionvgoes.on to recommend that under the guidanﬁe‘of
.the Uﬁited Nations various steps should be undertaken.
I poula quote many such documents, but that would be unnecessary because
T am sﬁfe that the representatives in this Committee remember them. I had to
mentiop this point, however, in order to dispel the erroneous views voiced by
.some_reprééentatives whose ability, capaclty for logre, end political acumen I
would‘be the last to phallenge. - These capacities and abilities,’notwithstanding
they,bavgJallowed themselves to be Induced into a dangerous and unfortunate
error under which they would seem to claim that the resolution of 28 August
does not bind those vuo voted for that resclution. Of course, we voted
against that resolution, It does unot bind us, but it does bind all those who
voted in favour of it.
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If I hed voted in favour o. resolution A, it would have been binding on me,
because the resolution does not spcak of the sixteen States, 1t speaks of the
States Members of the United Nétions; it speaks of the Unlted Nations. In
one paragraph, of coﬁrse, it singles out those liember States which contributed
armed forces, and this has led to the suggestion that those States alone ere
empowered to represent the United Tlations. - In that respect, then, Mr. Menon
was right when he said that ﬁhey asgume for themselves the role of standing over
and above the United Nations.  “herefore, when Mr. Hoppenot claims that those
who speak on behalf of the sirieen States arc not bound by resolution 711 (VII)
of 20 August, his arguuent is ecroneous. It (0es not square with the terms
of that resolution, a resosution adopteﬂ'by'thé General Assembly of the United
Nations which ehvisagés'the United Nations, as such, as one of the sides.

It may be argued, howéver,’that after all only sixteen of the Member States
of the United Nations partiéipated in the war in Korea. One can partiéipate with
a battalion or a division or an army, but that nevertheless does not mean that
all‘qﬁestions relating to the activities of such armed forces are only of interest
to those armed forces themselves; At least, they are of interest to the States
which have that allegiance. That would be the first explanation of their
meaning; o "

It has also been said that the other side can add whomever it wishes. It
hag beenvsaid that the other side can appoint the Chinese and the Koreans and,
in addition, és many ﬁeutrals as they wish. Therefore, it is not Just a matter
of ccasidering the belligerents as alone empowered to be reprééénted at the
conferencé. That brings us back to paragraph 50 of the Armistice Agreement.

I would beg Mr. Lodge; Mr. Lloyd, or Mr. Hoppenot to meet my request just once.
Where, in paragraph 60, is there one word, even one comuma, which would confirm
the statement that that parégraph contemplates the participetion in that
L conference only of those States which contributed troops and whose armed forces
actuaslly took part in the war. <©o ahead, and find at least one line, one word,
to that effect., Permit we to read that paragraph once more, because perhaps
some representatives have not paid due attention to the circumstance, which is
an important one. ‘You can follow it. 1 know English, perhaps, better than you
knnw Russian, The paragraph read.: '
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"In order to iasure the peacefuifsettlemenf of the Kovean question,’
the military Comusanders of both sides hereby recommend to the governments
of ‘the countries concernéd on both sides that, within three months after

bthe Armistice Agreement is signed and vecomes effective, a politlcal
conference of a "higher level of both sides be held by repreSenLatlves
app01nted ;espectively to settle through negotiation the questions of
the withdrawal of all foreign forces from Korea, the peacelul settlement
of the Korean quéétion,.etc. (a/oL31, paLe 25)

Where does 1t say in that parasraph that only such representatives can
be sent as have contributed trocps?  Co ahlread, Mr. Lodge, show it to me, at
least in English. Pefhaps I shall be able to find my way amohg those words.
Mr. Lodge has just handed me a paper'whiéh contains a reproduction of the
statement made by General Nam I1, a statement made on 19 February 1952, bf all
things. All right, General Nam Il did make that staterent, but what possible

" pelevance does that have for this General Assembly?
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Did Cemereld, Nem I1 speak on our be.ialf? Or did he specit on your benhall?

.He made the statement on his own benali. At best he made a statement on

- behalf of the Korean People's Democratic Republic and its allies, the
gallant Chinese People's volunteers., What relevence does thet have to the
questioh before us? Genersl Nam Il said, up to that time, that they
should be appointed by both sides. Of eourse paragraph 60 of the Armistice
Agreenent says that they should be nowminated by "both sides". Does that
mean that such nominations can only be extended to nations whlch contributed
troops?  Particularly where we speok df the side of the United Nations, does
tﬁat only cover such lembers of the United Nations as actually contributed
troops?' No. Because the neme znd flag of the United Hations mey be used
by 16 States in Korea, but those 16 States are not the United Nations.k The
Unlted Natlono is eomposed of 60 States, as long as they have not been
strlpped of their right to vote, I suppose.

Therefore, there is no ccntradiciion between paragraph 60 of the Armistice
Agreement on the one hand and the possibility of thiere being represented
at the conference not only Stutes who have contributed troops but also other
States. It speaks of reprecentatives appointed by both sides, and one of
the sides is the United lations and not Jjust the 16 belligerents. Of course
Hr. Lodge calls them "communists”. Of course they are communists}
in faect they are good communists. To say nowever, as lir. Lodge does, that
they distort paragreph 60 of the Armistice Agreement or went back on it,
is erroneous. Mre Lodge ig ill-advised when he caye that, They are
acting directly in accord with the letter amd gpirit of that paragrapl.

As to the position of the Chinese Government, I should like to draw
attention to @ sectlon of the cablegrem of the binister of foreign Affairs
of the Central People's Government of the Chinese People's Republic to
lir. Dag Hammarskjold dated 15 September 19535, which strikes me as being a bit
more up to date and a bit more authoritative, closer to us in point of time,
What does paragraph 2 of the cablegram sayt? It says the following:

"It must be pointed out that, in rejecting the proposal
of the Soviet Union hased cn the form of round table conference

and adopting the fifteen nation proposel which is based on the form

é
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of negotiations held by the two belligerent sides and would
“confine the membership of the political conference to the nations

‘'on the two belligerent sides, the General Assembly at its 430th

plenary meeting made an injurious distortion of paragraph 60 of

the Korean Armistice Agreement., It is utterly impossible to

derive from paragraph 60 of the Korean Aruistice Agreement the

implication that membersiip of the politicel conference is to

be limited to those natlions who participated in the Korean war.

. with their arwed forces and that no other nations concerned uay

teke part in this conference.” (A/2:69, paragraph 2)

o such interpretation cen be drawn from paragreph 60, This is an
authoritative statement end a well-ndviced statement of the leader of: the
foreign policies of the Chinese People's Republic, the kinister of Foreign
Affairs, Mre Chou Fn-lai, who saye thaf paragraph 60 of the Armistice
Agreement does not lend itself to %ials conclusion of yours, lMr. Lodge, and
of your supporters and helpers in this matter. Your interpretation is a
distortion of paragraph 60. - Your assertions are so many departures from
paragraph 60 and if one could count on any impertiality in the consideration
of this question on the part of wy antagonists, I suppose they would have to
concede that the idea that ~uly those countries which contributed troops
could participate is an entirely erroneous interpretation which is not
derivable from the terms of paragraph 60 oi the Armistice Agreement, which
is in fact contradictory to paragraph 60.

We are told: Well then, let the Koreen-Chinese side nominate any
neutrals it way wish. That again is an error. Of course this wes rather
facetious. - All of us like to Jjoke once in a while, but this 1s serious,

this metter of the rowd table, I think it was the dHerald Tribune or The

New York Times which had some sort of a cartoon showing both sides hovering

or crouching around a round table while at the same time trying to saw off
its legs. But of course there are amateur carpenters all over, in the
United States, in the United Kingdom, as well as in any other country, and
witticisms are of course not relevante These wits are serving their chiefs.
Of course I would not say that they do their work under the pressure of thelr

salaries, although this may exert a certain influence.
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But we here are not joksters or puusicrs end 1t is not our task to
preen ourselves on our wittieisms., This point of substance is essential,
one which 1s overlooked by iir. Belesundetoday  when he epparently attaches
no significance at all eas to the 81de OB which india, Indonesia, Burma, Pakista
or any other country should participate. Why is it that Mr. Lodge so
ineistently demands thet his point of view. should be adopted according to which
if the Korean-Chinese side wishes to eppoint e neutral State, let 1t appoint
those neutral States as representatives of their side, of the Korean-Chinese
side. lle knows that neither Burua, nor indie, nor Pekistan, nor Indonesia,
would be willing to figure in the conference as belligerents or as
representat]lves or advocetes of one of the belllgerents. They want to
figure there as representatives of countries not interested in a sclution of
the question which would derive from end flow from a war. They went to
be there as spokesmen and harbingers of peace. - That 1s why we speak of
a round table confeirence.

Mr. Lodge wishes to shift the conference to a mllitary ground, He wants
a military atmospheres <the belligerents. We want to exclude z militery
stmosphere, military clrcuvustances. We wvant to exclude the possibllity
of having both sldes still comsidering themselves as being mewbers of hostile
camps who will come there to glare at each other and omly thinking of doing
the other side something wrong or even engaging in some foul play,

This circumstances must be borne in mind, Mr. Belounie.. India,
Indonesia and the Soviet Union, es neutrals, went to be regarded as such.

- They. are Members of the Urited Nations at the same time and they are unwilling
to countenance a situation whare the rights end the name. of the United Netions
would be moncgollzed by a group of Powers, They do mot wish to countenance
e sltuation wiere the United Naticons will becouwe 'a tool and instrument
of the foreign pollcy of a State ox group of States or Powers. The
United Natlons must stsnd by itself. 1t must not be anybody else's tool or
ingtracent, Counvuries such as Indla, Indonesia, Burma and Pakistan will
thereiore 10t tolecate their being included in the conference as advocates
or defencers of vhs other side, though they way and wlll feel +aemsclves,

I am confldent,; ae representetives and spokesmen for the good cause, which is
not on the siije of ‘he sixteen, mind you. This 1s another circumstance vhich
should be borne 1n mind,
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Now in whet situatidn will the representatives of the United States, the
United Kingdoﬁ,'and France's Mr.4Hop§enot, who spoke Quité a while ago, be, if
faced with an intact Genersl Asseéubly resolution, a resolution which would not
have been changed, agended or improved? IT faced with that Fesolution, they
would face the situation of whether or not they should admit any other
participants. Of course, their positiom would be highly embarrassing because,
after all, they are your représentatives. The resolution of 28 August, which
will be their frame of reference, says “thcee among the Member States ‘
contributing armed forces will represent the United Nations side". We say "
"United Nations side" as just that) any State Member of the United Nations.

I would.éay’fhat the Upited Nations céuld be'reﬁresented by any and all Members
of the United Nationms, and not Jjust those which contributed troops. There is
our difference in principle. This is a difference which is substantial. We are,
thérefore, not convinced by certein arguments which I ‘might describe as not bein
very serious. Arguments to the effect that the Chinese and the Korean side has
violated paragraph 60. These people so0 violate paragraph 60 when they say that
the representatinn of the United Nations shuli only be among the belli_.erent
‘States. But, on the other hand, they now try to shift the blamé, saying that
the Chinese-Korean side is the viclator. At the same time, they say: "We are
not opposed to peoples beinz represented prcvi&ﬁithe‘conference‘so'decides”

" The resolution of 28 August, which is a c¢lcar text,'limits and excludes
the participation of other States. You cannot just expungejthat"fromvthe record.
"I apologize for my candour, which I suppose is néver‘an‘cbstacle,'except perhaps
in diplomatic hegotiatioms. You will pazdon me for saying candidly that you
yourselves are fully alive to the erronenusness of this approach. That is why
you now-cling to the Australian amenduent. You have also welcomed the proposal
to postpone the discussion for ten days, leaving the Korean question in
abeyance, I welcome Mr. Belaunde's candou: in saying that we shnuld not 'have
the impression that Korea has been rele sted comewhere in the background ==
pigeonholed., This is why this is beiny done, not to create -the unfortunate
‘position that Korea is not béing relegated in the backzround while 1t is being

relegated in ‘the background. -

’
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To prevent us from considering the llorean question, it is sald thak
discussion: is harmful. - There has been discussion, end discussion without an
end. = Apparently there has been no harm done. Why did the Chairman not make
some ruling to stop these harmful proceedin:s, since,proceediﬁgs ﬁere are‘said
to be harmful? After all, one should oppose evil., All of a sudden they discover
that these discussione are harmful.. If you vish to leave thls question in
abeyance, lir. Belaundex, then you will create exactly the same imfressicn you
wish to avoid, the impression, and the correct impression, that you are trying
to chase this question somewhere into the backjround -- pigeonhqle it,

You say on it that at any woment, whenever necessary, we can resume the
discussion. At what time? At vhat juncture? Well, you say when circumstances
will require, but how can it be admitted that circumstances should ever |
varrantresort to a harmful kind of procedure? After all, you say‘the discussion
is harmful. It is harmful today. Will it all of a sudden become useful on the
twenty-sixth, twenty-seventh or twenty-ei;hth of October? I suggest that on
28 October it would do as much good as medicine applied to a dead man.

I trust that this will not happen. That the ccnference will foregather.

It is up to us to see to it. It is cur job to see to it here that the conference
should meet on time, but in order to achieve that, measures must be taken and
they must be taken now, measures which will display some sort of regerd for the
views of the other side, since both sides are interested in the settlement of

the Korean question. . ,

It is not sufficient to confine ourselves to :ablegrams. You are afraid
to admit those people here, as though their appearance here would immediately
spell the failure of your plans. If you had admitted them here we should have
been able to reach agreement on all those questions which are the subjects of
controversy here., .We could have solved those questions twenty thousand times
over., You are afraid to admit them here., You are afraid to discussvhere
whether the new Kore n-Chinese proposals are any good. Why are you afraid of
that? Of course, you can discuss them as you wish. You can decide as you vish.
You dn not even want to touch them, You shy away from any discussion, but you
do feel, in your heart of hearts, that if that is not dome you will get into
difficulty.
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On¢ cannot, if one has a peace cvonfergnoe, sijply disresard the polnt of
view of the other side. It is ratiher peor diplomacy aud poor politics.to.
disregard the views of one's.counterpart, qr antapgonist, if you regard him as
an antagonist. That.is why you say: "We arxe ;oing to have a little amendment".
A little amendment to-the effeet that once things et ahead, once you feel the
hot breath down your collars, we will resume consideration of the. question. In
the meantime, you will be pondering the matter for twenty-seven days. .. I submit
you could spend those twenty-seven days more usefully. . We have .here. in this
1iroom, after all, writers, philosophers and many eminent diplomats. This room
 teems with able persons, and it is the first tiwcIhave heard so highly‘; 
qualified an assembly being afraid to consider these questions. They say they
»./cannot consider this question before the madding.crowd. Let us consider this
question in private, in quiet, because once the madding crowd is there, .once
the public 1s there, we should not be able to discuss this in a businesslike
manner. I say we are not opposed to discussing this in a‘group of two, three,
or in an intimate group of four, but this should not be consldered as excluding
action by the United Nations, or participation, discussion and decision by the
United Nations as an organization.

Mr. Belaunde, you say, after all, that the decision should be of such a
nature as to create a good impression, but 1s that not rather a circumlocution
-~ perhaps here the translation -- but you esscntially said "let us entrust thic
matter of shifting the Korean question forward or backward to the Chairman".
Let ué not decide it number one, number five, or number six. Lot us leave it
sawewhere up in the air. I have looked up to sce whether there was a
chandelier where we could hang that gquestion. According to Mr. Belaunde's
guestion I do not find it. It is not here, but you may find it, it is up
there, and it shall be Mr. van Langenhove, the Chairman, you shall decide on
behalf of us, you shall take that responsibility of the sixty sitting here who
are not able or capable to do that. You should tell them as you deem fit. Of
course, I have great confidence in your capacity, bubt I think this should be
based on some sort of ﬁutuality. I trust your reason. You, I think, should
trust ours.

This amendment bespeaks a lack of confidence in the propriety of your own
position. You want to be able to tack and vcer when the winds change, when

circumstances shift, when you find out all of a sudden that what you have donc



ERE AR i Sho s (L e

B R AR R . P St & LS A SN s 2

Js/eig AfC.1/pV.628
k5

was vwrong from the very beginning, I submii that this epproach is ill-advised.
It would be more appropriate to look at the Korean question as it stands. The
Korean question is the most important one. Put it as number one on the agenda.
Let us leave aside witlticisms end demhgogy and needling of each other. Let us
stop that. Let us stop this exchange of telegroms and cablegrams. Perhaps ve
will asree. Perhaps we will not agree. DBut let us try, Let us do our best to
‘clear the way so as to lay lasting and solid foundations for a lofty and
important cause, the cause of peace in Kerea.

I am convinced that all of you want peace in Korea., All the peoples want
it. But we would be hamperihg peace i we displayed this sort of shyness, this
gsort of fear, this attempt to look for byways and back roads, instead of
following the broad main stream, the broad way ‘of OPen humenitarian channels
and objective dec151ons, vhich the world e@pects us to adopt, which all mankind

expects us to adopt because it is our duty.
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 Mr. URQUIA (EL Salvador)(interpretation from Spenish): - This

prelimirary debate in the Pollitlcal Committee, which should be purely procedural
since after‘all‘we are'onlyvdiscgssing_procedural matters as to the Priority to
be given the different itema before the Commitiee, has beccme a2 detate on.the
subatance of a subject: the,cqmpoaition‘ofvthe political conference on Korea.
This need not surprise us too muchs In August, when the question of the
composition of the conference was discuesed, a madority of the Assembly voted .
in favour of resolution "C" which reguested the Secretar;-General to communiczte
the proposals on the Korean question 8u mitted to the resamed neetings of the
eseventh session and recommended by the Assembly, torether vith the record of
the relevant proceedings of the Assembly, to the Central People s.Governmert of
the People '8 Republic of China and to the Government of the Ieorle 8 Democratic
Republie ofTKprea, and to report as appropriate. Now, there were many
delegations, amongst them my own, which opposed that resolution. We made known
our feellings on 28 August when we explained our votes. We sald that vwhen the
other aslde, -the Governmments of Commumist China and Korth Korea, were notif
of the-agreements:arrived at and the debates that tock plucevboth 1& the
Committee and in ﬁhe'General Assembly,_it might open the doocr to a new effort
on the part of those Governments.to reopen a qulic debate through”the medium
of communicetions with,the.Secretary¥Geparal,La debete vhich ve felt cpulﬁ only
be heldvon.the decision of the General Aseembly and ;gfwhich:no Govermment allen
to the United Nations . could take parte | | | |

”he 1nterpretation of‘paragraph 60, of the Armlstice Agreement is really
quite simple because 1t is drawn up 1n clear,. short.worde. With all ‘his
dialectical Juggling and all his great wit, Mr. Vysh*ndky scill could not rake
the reading of that paracraph turn black 1nto white and v h;te into black, to use
his favourite colour schems. Paragraph 60 is drafted inigpqnish, ﬁnglish and
all the other languages. = It states in.part as.follows:. o

"In order to.insure the peaceful settlement of the Korean question,

the military Commanpers of both si es herebv recommend to the "overnments

of.the countrigs concerned.on both sides that, within th¢ee (3) months

aftex'thé.Armigficq Agrecment 1s g;gne@ ahd becomes effective, a political

conference of . a higher leyel of_bqth sides be held by representatives.,,".

(A/2431, pege 25)
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Sinece I heve the Spe.nish text in front of me, I invi,te all m.v S*enish-speakirk,
i colleagues to. reaa this eoe.ln. It eevrs m e h*gher leVCl of both s,.de.a e
Thie means that it 1s a bilateral conference.» If it (loes not nean thie then I
do not ouite know wmt it meane or I do not know ho‘w one WO 11a |y bilete al ‘
conference. . If we, turn to the Englieh texu of paregraoh oO, e i‘ln" that it "
states: L |
(r*ontinued in English) , S : .
1...e. political conference of a h;gher level of both eldos be hold 'by
repreeentetives aopointed respect*vc],y to se le tn.rou(_,a nebotiation the N
}'cxlue.etions...,._ e e
(continued izr Spe_}____) o o
In other worde, it will be a rol;l,tical co.,llerence of a hipher leve],., . 'Ihe wordi'
reepectively means, that one sic.e vill desibnete its repreeentatives and the v

o A

other 8l de will des.kgnete 1ts . represente.tives. 'Iherefore, ag far as I am L
concerned, both the English and the Spenish texte agree. ‘ The 1dea ie quite o
clear that thie is to be .a bilateml conference. T . . .
Thet is why time efter time, in the general debate in the Generel Aseembly,
during thie Session, oy delegation has maintained the view that the Governmente "
of Communist Chine. end North I’orea have completeLy ohanged tneir pointe of view.‘
because, ag Wwe all k::.ow, it was they who proposed the edoptlon of pamgraph 60
of- the Armist* ce Agreement at Pa.nmun,jom,. .Lneref orey 1t wae thev who sugaeeted.. ’_
the edoption of the ldea of the two sides. - Since t‘mt ,Ls the caqe, then the
United Natione,: together,.with- Sputh Korea == wh* ch ie cne side == are the onlv
ones eupowered to designate. thcrr represente.*iw as rep“esent nq the eide of
the United Matlons end South Kores, I also freely adwlt thet 1t is fot |
Gommunist Chire and North I\.orea to deeibmte their repreeonuetivee to the

political conlerenoe.} C e o R
Popolution "o" of 28 August lef‘t the door vide opon to coxmtcr propoee.le

which, incldentally, we conslder to be entirely out of orde ”’hese counter
propecsals submitted by Corrwandst Governments Speak of thr poesuble pa.rticipetion
of five countrlse whi.:h thcae Gommunist oovernments feel are neutro.l Governments.
At the koad of these ueutral Governments, they place the Soviet Union.,e I think
that. we do not heve 10 ecccmplish a greet feat of memoxy. to recall that in
resolution "B", the General Assembly recommended that the Union of Soviet
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Socielist,Repmblics participate in the Korean political conference provided the

" cther side desires-it. - This last. sentence has. been publ‘cly interpreted to mean
that the Soviet Union will participate on the Communist tide since it ¢ould not
participate on any other side as there are only two sides to the conference. )

Now, with regard to the other countries ~-. India, Indonesia, Burma and .

Pakistan == they are neutral frcm the. point- of view cf the Communist Governments.
However, if we are to interpret the word "neutral” correctly --,and I nust say
that Mr. Vyshingky at ‘certein mcments in his»discussion seemed, strengely
enough, to agree with us on this point == can we admit in this case of Kores

thnt in the United Nations there are belligerant and neu re.l States? Is this
ccmpatib1e° If these Governments or countries are all Membererof ‘the 'Urifted
Nations and the Security Council first of all and later the General Assenibly
have taken decilsions and made recommendations by virtue of which a certein
number of countrdes, on the appeal of the United Nations, have sent troops to
carry out action of collective securlty on behalf of the United Nations under the
nified Command ~~how are thege facts competible with the idea that certaln States,
Meuwbers of the United Nations, consider themselves neutral? = If they are Members
of the Unlted Nations and the Unlted Nations took part in that collective action,
how tan they, a part of the vhole, be neutre.l? " Yet they still insist that the
sixteen countries that sent troops to Korea are belligerents and that those
which did not send troops are neutral. Were that to be the case then the very
meaning of the ‘word neutral would make it impossible for them to participate in
the conference becesuse, gccording. to paragraph 60, it is a conference between

4 -

belligerents. . . : .
Techinically speaking, then, there would oe no need and no- right to include

neutrals among:the membera of. that, conference. HOWever, f we décept the 1dea

that there 1s such a thing as neutral States, these States do not have to be

o s

turned to by the United Nations to represent it. I sey that ‘the United Nations

could not nomirate some of thege. btates to participate. ’
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May I remind the Commlttee, however that the United Nations has no need
to cail upon the so- called neutral St ates to represent it since, after all,
the. conference w1ll be dlscu551ng the collectlve actlon in which this
Organlzatxon as a whole took part. DBut let us go further into this thesis
concernlng neutral States. In the recent dehate in the General Assembly we
maLntalned that if these neutral btates were to- take part in the conference
they would not do so as members of one side or. as partles because the sides
comprise the Unlted Natlons as a whole and South Koreav on the one hand, and
liorth Korea and Communist China on the other hend. .I.do not deny that these
neutral States could participate\or that they might offer contributions in
the way ofvpossible suggestions and solutions. But , they would not be taking
part as parties to.the conference. Let us be consistent in our ideas, our
concepts and our words. .They could take part as mediatorse, perhaps.:.The
representatives of India, Indonesia, Pakistan and other countnies could
participate as individuals placing their politicad tact, :their diplomacy and -
their experience at the disposal of both parties to:the conference in such a
way as to guide them towards the. best road to success. That iB why we regard
. aB acceptable the idea so often -voiced here: to .the effect that it is not the
General Assembly which has to designate these mediators or -neutral States,
That must be left to the political conference itself to decide.
) The decision could very easily.be reached before the conference opened
officially by way of diplomatic consultations, or, alternatively, it could
be reached by the conference itgelf after it had begun jts work. But the fadét
that they are to act as neutrals or mediators leads us to feel that it is not
indispensable that they should be designated before the ccaference begins since,
after all, they are not to -be called upon to take part in-a meeting as parties
to a digpute which is to be discussed-by that meeting. :

To return to the point under discussion, which is the guestion of priority,
my delegation cannot accept the idea:that we ghould, here and now, place the
Korean item at the very end of our agenda with the idea in mind that in due
course we might, by simple majority, decide to place it elsewhere on the list.
As the representative of Argentina stated earlier, although therz may be
precedents for such a procedure it would be in open violation of rule 122 of the
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rules of‘procedure. Even 1f there were political or other zeasons for leav1ng
open. the possibility of dealing Wlth the Forean question earlier or later than
originally planned we might {gve to work out some other way and not take
the line of least re51stance/which, unfortunatel 7 the rules of procedure
are usually sacrificed Rule /@ of the rules of procedure, whioh deals w1th
priorities, says ¢ ‘
"Each Main Committee, taking into account the’ target date for the'
c1051ng of the session fixed by the ¢ cneral Assembly...;hall adopt 1t
. own priorities and meet as may be necessary to complete the consideration
~of the items referred to 1t. ’ ' Cee T
But this is not obligatory. It does not compel a committee to dec1de, at its
very first meeting, the priority to be accorded to &ll the items before 14
I agree with those who have sugges»ed tnat we might every easily decide upon"’
the priority of one or two items, just to keep the Committee busy, and leave
the decision on the other items until later. I repeat that rule 98 does not
oblige the Committee to decide an order of priority for all six or seven items.
The Committee can very well say, "We shall first of all discuss item x, or
items x and y, and so far as the other items are concerned they will be decided
upon in due course according to the circumstances which may obtain at the time".
In this way we should not be violating eny rule of procedure and should be
taking account of the possibility of changed circumstances, Again, we should
not be precluding the possibility of changing a priority or of establishing a
new one. If we were to establish a rigid order of priority it would be much
more difficult to change it.
My delegation supports the ideas expressed by the representative of Egypt
and the rzi.esentztive of France. In counexign with the proposal of the

reprz:oninlive of Taypt that we should poatpon& for s while the discussion of
the Tugizicon aad inroccan questions we feel that there is no reason to denmy suct
a postuane ey il the dzlegations concerned are awaiting further information
or if thoy *ave nrivote reasons for requesting a delay. As far as concerns the

Burmess regoess that the itewm concerning Burma should not be placed at the

v

very end of the agenda, I think that that too is quite understandable.
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Summing up the ideas put forward by the representative.of Argentina, I
suggest that we ghould take a decision with regard to one or two items. I do
not know whether the Burmese delegation would agree, but we might take first
the item which now apbéars in fourth place on the agenda, namely, "Complaint
by the Union of Burma regarding aggression against it by the Government of the
Republic of China: report of the Government of the Union of Burma®. If that
were agreed the dlscu551on of that item would provide the delay necessary to
satisfy the representatlve of Egypt, and we could then take up the Tunisian
and Morocean questions or any other item. Then, should circumstances
réquire .- circumstances such, for example, as a radical change in the situation
in Korea, or certain developments in the progress of the political conference
making furche" Gisews oton of ihe problem necessary here -- we should always
be in a position to take the Korean question as item 3 or 4 of our agenda.
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. .Mre KYROU (Greece)t I .am very. goyry to. interveng in this debate
for a seoond time, and I .promise to be very ltriefs .1 ehoudd siwply like: .-« -
to rqfer, to a point. put fonward by the representative .of Ipdias He warned
s tha.t, 1f we put the Korean item in. toa lw a. position on the. egenda, -
ve would mrove ourselves . disreepaotful %o the Cent.ral Peoplets Government
of the; Peoplats Republic of . China and to the. Governmen,‘a of +the. Feoplets
Democratic Republio of . Karea .and, thus would not help: them to: contribute to /.-
the se,tting up. of the political conference before:28 Octobere ... -y inr-ovv

. I ‘am. gorTy. not.to be-able. .to agree with- the.remesentative of -Indlap.i«
.~Q.uite m, the contrary, what ve .really owe to these-two:Governmenisly in.my- i .’
humble opinion, 1s.t0.ve completely sincere with thems I, think:thatouwn,
element.ar;r duty 1q to.give them a8 clear a ploture of the situation se.-poaslble
and not tq contri‘bute 0 the orestion of. confusion.in; ithedr minds upon-the.
iBSue. ST ST : N SRR TS NS Ft

Whe.t ds. this iBBua that :Ls bafore ue? Tha Saoretary-General, cqnfornd.ng
religiouSIy to our requast in resclution 111 © of, 28 August, has. commmicated
to these two Governmente the mroposals. adopted at the.third part; of. the: qbventh
session, that 18 to say, he has transmitted to these two Governments the;: ' - - -
substantive reSolutions 711 A and .71} Be . If We-now reppen ¢isgussion .on::
the question of.participetian in the conference, we shall help tojcreate:~ ...
in the xr{in:lg,. of the two Governments ip question the ides:that the General-l "'~
Assembly was »x}o,tl 8incere in adopiing theee two resolutions -and that, 1t -has
not yet,md.e.,,up..,itﬂ..min&hw I AR ' : . R

T, S Yo
A ;¥ . “

Prince Wan WAITHAIA,KQN (’.I.‘haila,nd) On the . q,uestion Qf ; subatance,

n\y delega.t.ion is In agreement w:.th the proposal of the remresentative of .

Colombia @,nd .@}99,-:“?-'9?1 that 911 the remresentative of Egypt, that-18:.to say, .-
that the queé*éioné of 'I‘unisia. and Morééco should become items 1.and 2.on oM .. .-
agenda. but. should not be discusaed berore .ten days- have, gasaeda .&he Burmesu
1tem would then rema.in 28 item, 1+ apd. the KQrean question would come lasgt, . - .-
on the understangJ.ng tha.t et any appropriata mament the Commiites might, by & .
simple ma.,jority, move P the Korea.n 1tem. e e b el
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I should nov like to sey a few wards en the question of the rulee of
procedure. " The rule to be a.pplied, of cowse, 18 rule 98, vhich States:.
fEach Msin Committee,taking inte account the terget date for the
closing of the session fixed by, the General Assembly on the recommendation
of , the Geners.l Committee, Bha.ll adopt 1ts own priorities... .. :

! Bhall not necessarily meke a.point of the plurel.word "priorities ’
but the spirit of the provisicn in rule 98 appears to me to be cleer that
the Priority order Iaid down by the Committee is.rslatiVe and not absolute.

I prefer “to uée the word "relative" and not the word ! “provisional” which was.
used by the representetive of Peru.A He mede a distincticn between "mrovisional”
and "fins.l" d.ecisions. I think e better distinction would be that the
bdecisions thet the Committee ey, mske at any., time as regerds its priorities,

ar the order cf the questions to be consldered, are relative. Relative to
vhat? Well, in the first place, relative to the target dates I would also
say that it is possible the.t this Committee may have .new or ad.ditional items:
that is still pOSSible, I 8aye If such an additional 1tem 18 sent to our
Committee, ehould ve not review and, if necessany, revise our order of
mwiorities?

In other words, what I maintain is that the spirit of . rule 98 is
that the Committee may revise the order of miority that it has formerly
datermined. This is in accordance with the practice of many cormittees,
and I think it i‘lows from the provisions of rule 98 itseli‘. X moefer such
sn intermretation to that which involves suspending or leaving in abeyance
certain items, such as the Korean item, for Instances I would find it
nore difficult to. Support the ldea of leaving an item in abeyence or suspension,
because the 1tem has not yet come. undsr discussion and it would therefore
create a difficulty in my mind if the mrinciple of leaving in abeyance or
suspension vere to be adoptede S -

I think that the, .exphanation given by the Chairman this morning was qulte
correcte the olarification of rule 98 would allow‘this Committee at a later
stage, by‘a'sim.ple‘majority, to move up eny. item =- in the present case, of
course, the Korean iteme That 18 why my delegation will vote for the
mroposal of Colombia in 1ite entirety.



BA/vs A/ GEL/PV 620
53=60

s BELAUNIE (Paru)(interpnetation from Spanish)ss 1 am: ‘compelled
to. intervene ‘tn the dsbete again because of an obsprvation concerning me
" made by Mr. Vyehinsky. e PR e A IR
‘In tho firet placo,'tha Peruvian delegation wishes to avoid,reopenins
va discussion on the substance of .the matter, on which, LTurthermore, ouwr.
attitude haa alveys been very clear. . We have alweys said that the United .
Netions gave a mondate to the ‘Gixteen countries on the militaery. plane, and. ' -
that in that’ way. ve gave tham a mandate to remesent us at the.peace conference,
with full ‘poverse Therefore, any disouseion dealing with belligerents or .
neutraIS, or with the 1nter1retation of the Armietice Agreemant, 18 not
relevant and would in no vay affect our position. I repeat that the
United Nations gave a military mandate and han extended that mandate to
cover the political conferenCe. :

- I wish now to reply to an observation addresaed to me. As a matter of
faét, there 18 mcre than a mandate; there 18 a dalegation of power. Asa
result the sixteen countries of the political oonrerence are our reproeentativee.
They have full powers and, i1f they are confronted with a propoeal from the other
side, they can accept ite In that case, the delegation of the country chosen
would stand not as a remrecentative of the other party or the enenw but, in
the fulfilment of this mandate o this representstion coming from us, that
country would remresent us personallys . So mnch‘for'the substance of the -
matiere , - : o

With regard to the suggestion I mede that we Bhould not give the 1mpression
that ve are ,Bhelvin_g or abendoning the Korean queStion, I-did not sy this
because I wanted us to give a different impmression from that which would be -
gathered from our' discussiongs I Bald 1t because, since we want the question '
of Kbrea to be dchLssed here 1if. the political conference faile, we should not
give any opinion other than thate '

Purthermore, a8 to my suggestion that we make the agenda more flexible:

and decide on priorities mrovisionally, I did not say that the Chairman should

decide or resolve the question.
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I d1d not place on tho Chaimmen the respotisibility of deciding on this metter.
Fer from it. I said that because the Chelrmen wculd be in élos'e"c'ditact with the
political eltuation, because he 1s in contact with the other delegatlons and
becauss he has a duty to listen to the opinions of all the delega*ions he 1s in a
better position to givs us the initiative, to suggest to us that wo charge the
priority. That is what I aaid and that i what I repeat. The Chairman would
merely’ be‘fulfilling the functions thé Chairman always fulfils -~ a}'ld ‘that is
“to suggest pr‘eéeduree to the Conmittee. o |

I want t’o' thank the representative of Thailand for the constructive
contribution that ‘he has Just mde to this discuseio*m. I do not think that we
would be v1olating rule 122 if we Drovisionally adopted an order of pr.:.ov-ity.. _
We changed that oxder,according to t.he Colombian propoeal. We d'o not need a
rajority to decide on that becausa the agenda 1e provisional; 1t always has been
provisional, and I don't CEL why it 1s.going to. become rigld todav.l It is,quite
‘ cor»rtrxau;j;?r to Jurisprudence and to precedents; .1t 18 quite contrery to rule 98 to
give_this egerda a ..F‘igid aspect, ' We'are right when+we -adopt our priority by a-
simple mﬁjority; we can do 'that any tims. we deeire, I.40 ‘not .considsr that -
there 18 eny coenfusian here nor that a mlisteke has bean medsi

I think that this mattsr has been sufficiently dlscussed., We might easily
havo adopted. tho Colombian proposal ,with the resérvation that we accdpt it out of
courtesy and solidarity towards the delegatlons of Egypt and Pekietan, which
suggested to us that thoes matters of Twilsia and Morocco should not bs considered
later and thet Burme should be considered earlier. Wo' can very well discuss the
question of dlsarmament, or the‘qdesfion’ of bacterial warfare or ths complaint of
ths Union of Burma. We could discuss any of those threc right away and leavs the
Korean question for later, on the understandiné" that by a simple majority wo could
decide, because of Information before the Commi ttee or following the initiative or
suggestion of ‘the Chairmen or of eny other member of the Committee, to discuss

a question earlicr. -
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The CHAIRMAN: (intorpretstion from French): I shall now call upon the
ropresentative of Colombia who is the last spesker on our 1ist. T think that
this debate has taken up our entirs dey, end I also think that it has been
sufficlently ample. I do not think that we nsed prolohé thié‘debafenuntil
tomorrow. I sse.the represontative of the Soviet Union hes juét’askéd’to spesk.

Well, 1f the Committee Bgrees, those two spezkers will be the lest in this debate.

Mr. ECHEVERRT-CORTES (Colombia) (interpretation from Spanish): I shall
be extremsly brisf,. I went to thank the reprosentative of Greédé.énd tho other
representatives who. supported the propoesal submitted by me on the order of
priority of  the egemda. I should llke to tell the Cormittes that I am vory
gratified by the optimism shown by the reyresentative of tho Sovist Unién, '

Mr. Vyshinsky, on the holding of the political confsrsnce on 27 October.

Mr. Vyshinsky spoke to us of white regic end black magic.‘ I think that
white magiec and black megic should be applisd in the political conference in order
to reach,agreement, but I do not think that we ever tried to pragtice either of
those two types of megic here. ’ '

It is logic , and elementary logic, that the work of this Coﬂmittee will
not be as fluild as 1t can be and will not run es eééily while the Koreah.queStion
stends ‘as en cbstacle. W cen. howsver, overcore this problem if we put the
Korean question at the ond of the debate; espscially es thefa is no recal reason
for discussing it first. ‘ ‘

When Colombla suggostad the priorities it did suzgest, it hed two ldeas In
mind: one wes to facilitate snd expedite matters in the Comnittes, and'in tum of
the eighth seossion of the General Asesmbly, and- also to halp to hold the '
political conforence within the delay foreseon in the Armistice Agreemanf} We
felt that both these purposes would be fulfilled if we postponad consldsration of

the Korean question.
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Mr. VYSHINSEX (Union of uovlet Socialist R:publics (interpretation
from.Russien) T should 1iks to say Jusi 3 Iew words in answer to ths last
observations of Mr. Belaunde." Mr. Belaunde referred to legal authority as the
basis for his interpretation. \ I haveethe highest respect for his legal
authorities, and of course no exception can be msde in this case.  But I must
say that there is no dscision of the General nssembly which would empower any
State or group of States to fight in Kbrea 88 representing ths Unlted Natlons.
There is no decision to confer authority to reprﬁeent the Unlted Nations, and no
such decision ves adopted with re@ard tc the Korean war. . 1f you have In mind
soms decision which reletes to this question other then thot roeferred to. by
Mr, Belaunde, you can only haVe in mind ths decision of - the Sscurity Council of
27 June 19“0 and the decision of the Securlty Council of 7 July 1950, which
recommended to all Btates Members of the United Nations that they make available
their armed forces or other assistance to oouth Lorea, which vas alleged in thet
resolution to haVe fallen V1ctim to agpreseion. But this cemot be .construed -
oither a8 conferring of full powers on behalf of. tho United Nations becausg -=
and I should like to draw the attention of the Jurliste eround hers to that == this
decision of 27 June was, to begin with an ontirely illegal resolution of - the
Socurity Council ‘and’ we will never recopnize it as legal. Itwas an entlrely
11lloegal decision of tha Security Council because 1t was. edopted Ans the gbsgence of -
two of the permanent nmnmers of the Sacurlty Council, the Soviet Union-and the.
Chineso Paople'’s Republic which undor the Charter, alono is to ropresent. Chine, -
which is = pernanent momber of the Security Council. ..

Therefore there is no such decision on tho part. of the Sacurlty Council cr
the General ASSmely 88 claimed by Mr. Belaundo. One cennot regard ths sixteen
States as actina on behali of or undar the guthority of ths United Neticns, They
arc acting under the flag end In tho name, of the United Nations, but this cannot
bs confused with full powers legitimately conferrcd upon thom. No such powers
wore ever conforred and therefore thoy cennot svall thamsgelves of any such powasrs,
8s. thess powsrs mist be legltirately oxercisad on tho bvasle of documents and

decisions which can confer such powers legltimetely.
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French):  Before we pass to the voto,
I should like to clarify the situation. We heve before ué two principal
broposals., The first ons was movad by the reprosentative of Colowbls.
According to this proposal, the sequence would be es follbws: 1. Morocco;
2. Tunisia; 3. tho}question.of imbartial investigation of charges of bacterial.
warfare; H. complaint by the Union of Burma_against.China; k.. disarmement ;
6. moasures to averf‘the threat 6f é now world wer ahd 7. Koroa, - In connexion
wlth this Colombian propoaal an interpretive motion has been moved by Australia.
In thils conrcxion, somo of ny colleaguas whose views I rﬂspoct pointod out. that
the proposal was inherently incompatible with the zvlns of' procedurs. Since it
1s the duty of the Chair to applv the ruvles of procedure, I am obligsd. to set
forth my viaws on this topic, In uy view, 1f ths Austrslian motion is adopted,
1t would bs in soms way incorporqted in the Colombian rroposal, the result boing
that}within the framswork of tho proposal a suggvstloﬁ wag subsequently mede to
modify the place of the Korean question such & proposal to modify the plece of
the Koroan question would constitute not a proposal to reconsider the Colombilan
proposal,”but'it would be an application of that same proyosal,-the~casé being
provided by the resolution itself; thereforo, mle 122 would be inoperative.
The precedents concorning tho application of rule 122 arc cbntradictory.‘ The
represontative of Thailend has of fored a roint ol view on thig subject which I

think we sghould carefully considor.

-y
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ﬁTﬁéée,&fe-ail reagons which make it impossible for me to rule the
Aﬁsfralian moticn out of order,

In the circumstances, since this interpretive motion 1s a ﬁrevious »
question, I-intenq to put 1t to the vote flrst.

The second maln proposal 1s the. one moved by the representative of the
Soviet Union, That propeosal states that the questions would be discussed in
the fpilpwing orders: (1)  The Korean question, (2} Measures to -avert the
threat of a new world war, (3) The bacterial werfare questicn, (4) The
complaint by the Union of Burma, (5) The Tunesian question, and -

(6) .The questicn of Morocco.. . R e e gt o

I shéll therefore put to the vote first the intgrpretive-fmotion submitted

by the delegation of Australlas, which reeds:. - . ! .
"I£ 1s agreed that the Korean question can be taken at any time
if a simple maJority of the Members of the Committee present and voting:

so desire,"

‘The Australian motion was adopted by 49 votes to 7, with 4 dbstentiohs.

 The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): The Australian motion
will therefore be Incorporated. In the Colombian proposal, ' ‘

The Committee wlll now vote on the Colombian provosal,

The proposal was adopted by 48 votes to 6, wlth & abstentlons.

The CHATRMAN (jnterpretatjcn from Frepch): The Committes will
doubtless agree that 1t wculd be polntless to put the Soviet Union propcesal
to the vote since the Colomblan proposal which has Just been adopted excludes

the Soviet Union proposal,

Mr., ENTEZAM (Iran) (interpretation from French): I should like
to ask a question and at the same time explain my abstention,
I abstained in the vote on the Colomblan proposal becavse I did not know
whether the Chairman had accepted the interpretation given by the representative
of sgypt. Now that the vote has taken place, I should like to ralse the

follewing questiont Did the Chairman accept the Interpretation offered by
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the revresentative of Egypt that the Moroccan queetion would not be considered
until about ten daye had elapsed? Since this was not clear to me, I abstained

in the voto.

The CHATRMAN (interpretation from French): As I stated thie
morning, after the adoption of the Colombian proposal I intenied to comsult
the Committge with regard to the time when the first item would come up for
discussion, Therefore, I propose to put this matter‘to'thé Commlittee,

With a view to expediting this discussion, I suggest that the question
should be considered on Tuesday afternocn of nexvt weak, '

Mr, BADAWI (Fgypt) (interpretation from French): I submitted an
amendment this morning that if these two'queétibnsjwero to be discussed first,
we should be given sbout ten daye grace, The Chairman stated that he would '
take our viewe into account whon deciding on the date for consideration of
these quostions, It was on the basis of that statement by the Chairman that

I withdrew my amendment,

I wvant to thank the representative of Iran for having raised this
question, I intended to walt until the Chalimen decided on the date
for the discussion of the two questlons befors speaking again,

If tho date of Tuesaday of next week 1s get, that does not give the ten
days that I requeeted. The heads of the delegations concerned are not
present, and I should thorefore like at least eight dayd® delay. |

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): -Then let us scheduls
the firet meeting on the Moroccan guestion Wednesdey afternoon of next weak,

Mr, BADAWI (Egypt) (1nterpret&tion from French): What I had in
mind was eight working days® delay, '

' The CHATRMAN (interpretation from French)‘ Perhaps the representative

of Egypt will agres to the compromise,
Tt 18 so decided; the next meeting will take place on Wndnseday aiternocon

of next week,



AL

BC/dk ‘ | A/L 1, PV.uQu

Mre. VYSHINSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(internretation'
from Russian): I believe. that every delegation has the right to explain itf
vote, and I speak now for. that purpose. N ,

It is quite clear. -why we voted against the Colowbian prop05al. I.have"'
given our views on the matter at lengtn and zepeated]y. I should, however,
like to add the following observation to, what has already been said. :

One of the nain conoideiations to be boxne in mind when decidiné on the
gquestion of priority is the urpency of the items to be discussed. I must
therfore express some surprise at the fact that, having attached an alleged
importance to a guestion, the Committee immediately de01des to postpone the "
consideration of that question for eight days. ~ How urgent can a question be
if it is not urgent enough to discuss it immediately? A ’

Thus, the First.Committee is flying in the face of the mo t elementary
requirements of ordinary logice. Its decision only serves to confirm our ) - L
position that it 1s simply. unwilling to. Lonsider & truly important and urgent
question: the Korean question,“ The secret was e'posed by Mr. Bzlaunde, h
who said that the Committee shoald 110t create the wrong impreaeion _ the _
impression that the Korean question was to he pigeon-holed. Iow the Committee
has taken a decision designed to create the 1mpression that the Korean quesrion
is not at the end of the agenda, but that there are more important and urgent h
guestions on the agenda which should be given priority. Nevertheless, haVlng
granted those questilons priority,;the,Committee‘has decided to postpone their

conslderation:

Mrs . MENON. (India) .Since we are now hearing explanations of vote,

I should like to explain that the Indlan delegation 5 abstention from the vote
on the Colombian proposal does not in the slightest degree mean that we are
indifferent to the problem of the position of the Iorean 1tem at the end of
the agenda. Our opposition to placing that'item”at the end of the agenda
remains-end is unqualified. f " "

We voted for the Australian motion, because it represented the lesser of
two evils. Under it, the Committee retains the power to bring up the Korean

questlon at any time. In our opinion, since the Australian motion was adopted
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by a very large wajority, the Colembian proposal should not have been put to

the vote. The Chairman, hcwever, ruled that the two proposale were partsof one
whole. - We did not wish to contest that ruiing, but we malntain our view that
with the adoption of the Australian motion the Colcublan proposal lost its

raison d'€tre. For those reascns, the only course open to us was to abstain

frem the vote on the Colombizn proposal.

Mr. LODGE (United Stetes of America): It 1s precisely because We
‘thirk that the Korean question is so urgent and is a matter of stark reality
that we do not belleve its solution will te edvanced by oratory and propaganda
tactice heres If the Communiets sre sincere in thelr desire to treat the
Korean questlion as an urgent one and to come to constructive grips with 1%,
the way 1s open for them to meet our representatives at any one of the places
which we have mentioned and get on with the businsss of organizing the
political conferences That == and not various political gestures here =- s the

- way to show that the matter is regarded as urgente

Mr. VYSHINSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation
from Russian): Mre. Lodge's last observation was not addressed to the right
partye  The United States should address itself to the party with which 1t must

meet, and not to the Soviet Union.

The meeting roge at 535 psle





