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President: Mr.Charles MALIK (Lebanon).

Decision concerning the procedure of the meeting

Pursuant to rule 68 of the rules of procedure, it
was_decided not to discuss the reports of the Special
Politicai Committee.

AGENDA ITEMS 21, 22, 23 AND 12

Question of amending the United Nations Charter, in
accordance with the procedure laid down in Article
108 of the Charter, to increase the number of non-
permanent members of the Security Council and the
number of votes required for decisions of the Coun-
cil

Question of amending the United Nations Charter, in
accordance with the procedure laid down in Article
108 of the Charter, to increase the membership of
the Economic and Social Council

Question of amending the Statute of the International
Court of Justice, in accordance with the procedure
laid down in Article 108 of the Charter of the United
Nations and Article 69 of the Statute of the Court,
with respect to an increase in the number of judges
of the interrational Court of Justice

Report of the Economic and Social Council (chopter 1,
section VI)

REPORT OF THE SPECIAL POLITICAL COMMITTEE
(A/4022)

Mr. Sylvain (Haiti), Rapporteur of the Special Politi-
cal Committee, presented the report of that Committee.

1. The PRESIDENT: As nc member of the Assembly
wishes to explain his vote now, we shall vote on the
two draft resolutions submitted by the Special Political
Committee in its report [A/4022].

A/DPV,783
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Draft resolution I was adopted by 65 votes to none,
witl>9 abstentions.

2. The PRESIDENT: We shall now vote ondraft reso-
lution HO. A roll-call rote has been requested,

A vote was taken by roll call.

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

In_favour: Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, Iran, Ireland,
Israel, Italy, Japan, Jordan, Laos, Luxembourg,
Mexico, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway,
Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Philippines, Portugal,
Spain, Sweden Thailand, Tunisia, Turkey, Union of
South Africa, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America, Uruguay,
Venezuela, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium,
Brazil, Canada, Chile, China, Colombia, Costa Rica,
Cuba, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El
Salvador, Ethiopia, Federation of Malaya, Finland,
France, Greece, Guatemala.

" Against: Hungary, Poland, Romania, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Kepublic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
Albania, Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Re-
public, Czechoslovakia,

Abstaining: India, Indonesia, Iraq, Lebanon, Liberia,
Libya, Morocco, Saudi Arabia, Sudan, United Arab
Republic, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Afghanistan, Burma,
‘Cambodia, Ceylon, Ghana.

Draft resolution II was adopted by 52 votesto Q, with

17 abstentions.

3. Mr, SOBOLEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)
(translated from Russian): The Soviet delegationdeems
it necessary to explain its vote on the two draft reso-
lutions which have just been voted upon.

4, The Soviet ¢'~legation abstained in the vote ondraft
resolution I wl.ch provided that consideration of the
question of increasing the membership of the principal
organs of the United Nations should be postponed until
the fourteenth session of the General Assembly. The
position we have taken does not mean, howgver, that
we do not share the view of the majority of the States
Members: of the United Nations that consideration of
these questions at the present session of the General
Assembly is bothuntimely and inexpedient, Webelieve,
on the contrary, that consideration, in the prevailing

atmosphere, of questions implying a revision of the

Charter cannot produce practical results because the
conditions under which an agreement could be reached
do not now: exist.

5. The Soviet delegation abstained on this drait reso-
- lution because, in addition to the proposal to postpone
consideration until the next session, thedraft contains
provisions which may easily be misconstrued as mean-
ing that the General Assembly endorsed an increase

in the membership of the principal United Nations

organs regardless of whether conditions will obtain
without which there can be no question of amending
the Charter . v R .

“The Sov1et delegation voted agamst drait resolu—
tion II on the ‘question of increasing the membership

of ‘thé Economic and Social Counc11 The draft is an

undisguised attempt to prejudge’ ‘the- question of an in~
crease in the membership of the Economic and Social

Council at the fourtee:ith session of the General As-

—

sembly and thus paves the way to further damaging of
the United Nations Charter.

7. In order to leave no doubt whatsoever concerning
the reasons which prompted us to vote as we did,
allow me briefly to explain the considerations upon
which the Soviet delegation's position was based,

8. In considering a proposal toincrease the member-
ship of the principal organs of the United Nations, it
must be borne in mind that the question involvesg
revision of the basic provisions of the Charter, govern-
ing the membership of the principal organsand, in the
case of the Security Council, of Article 27 which
governs the procedure to be followed by the Councit
in deciding matters within its competence. -

9. The settlement of problems relating to increases
in the membership of the principal United Nations
organs therefore entails consequences of greatpoliti-
cal significance.

10. Accordingly, the Soviet delegation feels that be-
fore undertaking to ro¢vise the Charter we must de-
termine whether the Charter as now worded continues
to meet t{he purposes for which the United Nations
was established. We are firmly convinced that the
Charter in its present form fully meets the purposes
of strengthening and maintaining international peace
and security, and of developing fruitful political, eco-
nomic and other forms of international co-operation,

11, We mairtain our view that, if the activities of the -
United Nations are to achieve practical results, what
is needed is not a revision of the Charter but a sin-
cere effort on the part of every Member State to co-
operate in reducing international tensions and streng-
thening mutual confidence, It is essential that every
Member State should by its actions unswervingly pro-.
mote the implementation of the purposes anc principles
of the United Nations. Only thus can the United Na-
tions become a genuine instrument of peace and exert
a favourable influence on international relations. Un-
less this obtains, that is to say, unless there is strict
adherence to the Charter, no revision will ensurethat
sovereign rights are not infringed or that the interes:s
of a Member State are not pre]udiced

12. Events of the past few years have provedthat the
United Nations is prevented from doing effective work -
and successfully performing its functions for reasons

other than any inadequacy of the Charter. In point of

fact, the provisions of the Charter are being grossly

violated

13. In this connexion, we must in the first place
draw attention to the flagrant violation of the Charter
with respect to one of the permanent members of the
Security Council--the People's Republic of China, For
the past eight years this great Power has not been
represented in the United Nations, its seat havingbeen
occupied by indlviduals who represent no one but them- :
selves. N

14, The Soviet delegation considers it 1nadm1ssible
that the question of amending the Charter s,..ould be
considered without the participation of the People's
Republic of China, the more so since any amendment
to the Charter would come into ‘force only upon rati-
fication by all the permanent members of the Securiiy.,
Council, of which the People's Republic of China is

-one,
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15. - Hence, it would be pointless to consider the ques-
tion of increasing the membership of principal United
Natlons organs without the participation of the People's

Republic of China, This applies equally tothe Security
Council and to the Economic and Social Council be-
cause the latter, which congiders important interna-
tional- cconomic and social guestions, cannot function
effectively without the participation of China, whose
people constitute one-fourth of the world's population.

16. The Soviet delegation believes that before con-

sidering the question of amending the Charter this
great injustice must be corrected and the legitimate
rights of the People's Republic of Ching in the United
Nations must be restored. That is why we are firmly
opposed to any congideration, in the present circum-
stances, of questions relating to the amendment of
the Charter.

17. The PRESIDENT: I call on the representative of
China, who wishes to speak on a point o. crder. .

18. Mr. HU (China): Thke Soviet representative has
again utilized this opportunity to make some slanderous
remarks about my delegation, In his statement he
"raised two points concerning us. First, he questioned
the status of our delegations. On this point I should
like to remind the Assembly that my delegation's
right to represent the people and Government of the
Republic of China has beei upheld by this General
Asseémbly in'previous sessions as in this one, Itisa
matter already settled. The resolution adopted by the
General Assembly should be binding ipon all the Mem-
bers, including the Soviet bloc.

19. He also tried to link up the so~called question of
China's representation with matters relating toamend-
ments to the Charter. These are two different things.
His remarks are entirely irrelevant. The Soviet Union
is doing this simply in order to becloud the issuve. My
delegation deplores it.

20. The PRESIDENT: I call'on the representative of
the Netherlands, who wishes to speak in explanation of
his vote.

21, Mr. SCHURMANN  (Netherlands): The reasons

which have prompted my delegation to vote in favour:

of draft resolution II are exactly the opposite of those
mentioned by the representative of the Soviet Unionfor
voting as he did. We hold, in the first place, that the
Economic and Social Counc11 was fully within its rights
and perfectly - entitled to make the recommendation
that it. made to the General Assembly. In the second
place, we are of the opinion—and we think that the
wording of the resolution makes it perfectly clear—
that no amendment of the Charter is contemplated at
the present moment. That being so, the questionof the
representatioi of China is completely irrelevant to

this question at the present moment. That is ‘why we

voted in favour of the draft resolutlon.

AGENDA ITEM 61

Measures aimed at the implementatlon and promotion
- of peaceful and neighbourly relations among States

REPORT OF THE SPECIAL POLITICAL COMMITTEE
: i (A/ 4044) . .

Mr,
cal Committee , presented the report of that Commiittee,

lvain (Haiti), Rapporteur of the $pecial Pol u-{

22, Mr, KURKA (Czechoslovakia) (translated from
Russian): The Czechoslovak delegation welcomes the
resolution submitted by the Special Political Committee
for the approval of the General Assembly under the
item entitled "Measures aimed at the implementation
and promotion of peaceful and neighbourly relations
among-States",

23. In requesting the inclusion of this item in the
agenda, the Czechoslovak Government took the view
that to ease international tension and toensurepeace-
ful co-existence among peoples was one of the most
urgent tasks facing the United Natiops., It is a fact
that not only have the chief causes of international
tension not been removed, but, on the contrary, there
have recently been further acts of hostility and a
serious threat to international peace and security.

24, The policy of "postition of strength"™ and "brink-
manship"is  still being applied under our eyes, The
distrust between States, which is one of the main
obstacles in the way of international settlement, has
still not been overcome, if we remove this distrust
and improve the international atmosphere, we will
thereby promote not only the development of political,
economic and cultural ties, but also the adoption of
mutual obligations cn the basis of an agreement, which
would strengthen peace and international security.

25. Putting into practice the principles of the peace~
ful coexistence of States with different social systems
will help to bring peoples nearer together, to ease
international tension little by little, and to develop
peaceful co-operation among States.

26. The Czechoslovak delegation submitied a draft
resolution on this item in which it recommended the

- adoption of effective measures for implementing the

principles of peaceful coexistence. A new nine-Power
draft resolution was prepared after talks withdelega-
tions from various geographical areas; this draft was
later adopted unanimously by the Special Political
Committee, Although the resolution adopted does not
contain all the points which the Czechoslovak delega-
tion would want the United Nations to deal with in
connexion with the development of principles of peace-
ful coexistence, it is nevertheless a good basis for the
preparation and implementation of a number of further
measures aimed at str engtheningpeace anc developing
frzendly co-operation between peoples.

27. By approving this draft resolution, the General .
Assembly will go a long way towards accomplishing its -
aims of ‘ensuring peace and security and developmg
friendly co-operation among peoples.

28. In order to give effect to the principles of peace-.
ful coexistence, States must, whatever the circum=-
stances, settle their disputes exclusively by peaceful
means, through negotiations and agreements, This is
the substance of the draft resolution which wasadopted
by the Special Political -Committee: and - which the
General Assembly must endorse today. The draftpro-
vides for specific measures recomiiended to Member |
States by the General Asgembly. The Assembly would
call upon Member States to take. effective steps to-

' wards the implementation of princ1ples ‘of peaceful

and neighbourly relations, These steps may, of course,
vary depending upon conditions in different parts of
the world, In the view of the Czéchoslovak’ delegation,
these steps may, for instance, include the conclusion,
of multﬂateral or bilateral non-aggression pacts, the

)
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1ssuance of joint declarations by States reaffirmingthe
principles and purposes of a policy of peace, the
development of mutual relations, etc.

29, It shouid be noted that under the terms of this
draft resolution States may, in implementing theprin-
ciples of peaceful co-exlstenco, explore every possi-
bility of setfling their disputes by .peaceful means,
adopt_practical measures of every kind, and conclude
agreements designed to strengthen co-operntion and
mutual understanding in the {ields of economics, cul«
ture, science, technology and transportation.

30. The Czechoslovak delegiition expresses the hope
that the General Assembly will adopt thedrait resolu~
tion unanimously and will thereby contribute to peace
and to the development of peaceful co~operationamong
peoples, This was the rezson why the Czechoslovak
Government, in line with the peaceful principles of
its foreign policy, requested that this item should be
discussed at the thirteenth session of the General
Assembly,

31, Mr., SON SANN (Cambodia.) (transluted from
French): The Cambodian delegation would like to ex-
plain its vote on the draft resolution submitted to the
Special Political Committee by the nine Powers con~
cerning measures aimed at the implementation and
promotion of peaceful and neighbourly relationsamong
States,

32. My delegation voted in the Committee for this
draft resolution because it considers that it is both
necessary and urgent to find solutions to the problems
and differences which divide ths-States and which in~
terfere with friendly and neighbourly relations among
them,

33. The Royal Government of Cambodia has, on
several occasions, proclaimed its desire to maintain
friendly and neighbourly relations with all States ir-
respective of their ideological or political systems.
It has not only respected the purposes and principles
of the United Nations Charter but it has already given
effect to-them.

34. During the past three years, as a resultof good-
will visits undertaken by his Royal Highness Prince
Norodom Sihanouk of Cambodia to the countries of
Eastern Europe, Yugoslavia, India, Burma, Ceylon,
the People's Republic of China and Japan, agreements
have been signed between those countries and Cum-
bodia, proclaiming and rea.ffirm‘lngz our policy of strict
neutrality and our common d2gire to maintain peaceful
and neighbourly relations bascd on the principles of
the United Nations.

35. With our Western f{iiends, in particular the
nited States of America, France zndthe United King-
dom, our relations have always been satisfactory.
Cambodia takes pleasure in expressing tothe\(iovern-
ments and. peoples” of those ccuntries its profsund
gratitude for their understanding and acceptance of its
~ policy of strict ncutrality. .

38, However, despite this consistent policy of strict
neutrality and peace, Cambedia has had some difficul-
* ties with certain neighbouring States. The Royal Gov-
ernment, as was stated by Prince Norodom Sihanouk
ina letter of 8 October 1958t0all the States Members
of the United Nations, did not wish to burden further,
-unlesd it became absolutely necessary, the agenda of
the General Assembly by requesting the inclusion of

7

thie question concerning our disputes withthese neigh-
bouring Stutes,

37, Cambodia solemuly proclaims anew lts constant
desire to maintain the best and most friendly rela-
tions with its neighbours, provided that they respect
its independence, its institutions, its traditions, its
sovereignty, its neutrality anditsterritorial integrity,

38, In voting for the nine-Power draft resolution, the
Cambodian delegation hopes that it will not remain a
dead letter and that it will be honoured and acted on,

39, The PRESIDENT: The Assembly will now voteon
the draft resolution submitted by the Special Political
Committee in its report [A/4044].

The draft resolution was adopted by 77 votusto none,
with one abstention,

AGENDA ITEM 62

Treatment of people of Indian origin in the Unlon of
South Africa:

(a) Report of the Government of India;

(b) Report of the Government of Pakistan

REPORT OF THE SPECIAL POLITICAL COMMITTEE
A/4051)

Mr. Sylvain (Haiti), Rapporteur of the Special Politi-
cal Committee, presented the report of that Commit-
tee and then spoke as follows:

40, Mr, SYLVAIN (Haiti), Rapporteur of the Special
Political Committee, (translated from French): This
question, which has, with one exception, been brought
before the General Assembly each year since 1946,
was included in the agenda of the thirteenth session
at the request of the Governments of India and Pakistan,
The Uhion of South Africa has abstained from partici-
pating in the consideration of the question,

41, The Committee has decided to recommend to the
General Assembly a draft resolution to befoundat the
end of its report, It may be worth mentioning that,
this year as last year, there were no votes against
the draft resolution inthe Special Political Committee,

42, Mr, Krishna MENON (India): I request a vote by
roll call."

43. Mr. HUSAIN (Pakistan): This question has been
with us for nearly twelve years and I would therefore
like to go to the core of the problem immediately.

44, In South Africa, if you are white, you are offered
supremacy; if you are black or brown you are offered
enforced servitude without reservation anda complete
denial of the rudiments of common liberty. M+ E. H,
Louw, Minister of the Government of the cnion of
South Africa, has frankly declared:

"It is quite out of the questiontogive the franchise
to the non-European on an equal basis. They are in
a majority of almost five toone and would eventually
rule the country, And that would be the end of Euro-
pean and Christian civilization in South Africa. We
must rétain the control of affairs,"” ‘

45 ‘'The Union of South Africa considered this ques-
tion as one of domestic jurisdiction and objected to

its being considered in the United Nations, Their ob-

jection was repeatedly over-ruled and it hasbeen held -

TR
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"unt this problem has outgrown the term "domestic"
and become a full-blooded international problem, Con~
ditions imposed upon people of Indo~-Pakistan origin
and in fact upon all non~whites by the Government of
the Union of South Africa repudiate and negatea num-
ber of articles in the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights, The following axre some of the more important
instances:

46, First, it denies that men are boxn free, equal in

dignity and rights, and that all should act in the spirit

of brotherhood.

47, Secondly, it denies the principle that no one shall
be subjected to cruel, inhumarn or degrading treatment,

48, Thirdly, it denles that all are equal before law
and ¢ itled to its protection,

49. 'The Universal Declaration of HumanRights, which
was approved overwhelmingly by the United Nations
General Assembly, has been rightly hailed as an im-
portant milestone along the road that leads tc world-
wide recognition of the inherent dignity of man.

50, I would like to point out here that the question
of apartheid is a separate one and should not be con-
fused with the question of the treatment of the people
of Indlan origin in South Africa. The laiter case, the
question of the treatment of people of Indian origin,
hinges mainly on an international agreement and in-
volves certain contractual obligations between the Gov-
ernment of the Union of South Africa on the one hand
and the Governments of India and Pakistan on the
other, In addition, it also involves, of course, the
violation of the basic principles of the United Nations
Charter and of the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights. When the indentured labour wiis sont to South
Africa, the Government of that countzy had agreedthat
after the expiry of the indenture such of the Indians
as would like to settle down in South Africa would be
provided with certain rights and facilities and those
who would like to return to their homeland would alsc
be given necessary facilities for doing so. Our case
is that these terms have been violated. Similarly, the
Government of the Union of South Africa has not ful-
filled the conditions embodied in the Cape Town Agree-
ment of 1927 and its revision of 1932. These agree-
ments are, of course, old, but a systematic course
of persecution does not become hospitality by long
usage; nor do pin-pricks turn into kisses; or sword
thrusts into affectionaie embraces; injustice into jus-
tice; wrong into right. This is, however, not to say
that we have no sympathy for the victims of the policy
of apartheid, We have already made our attitude clear
on that question in our statement in the Special Poli-
tical Committee on 20 October 1958 [92nd meeting].
There is perhaps no discriminatijon practisedin exer-
cising discrimination against all the so-called non-
whites. There is an equitable distribution of misery
amongst all. I had to intervene here because there
was some confusion towards the end of the discussion
in the Committee,

51. The South African Government will be far wiser
and much more realistic if it faces the facts, The
problem itself will stand a betier chance of solution,
with more justice and no recriminations than would
be the case if. the South African Government con-
tinued to cling to the coat-tails of events.

52. I commend this draft resolution to the General_

Assembly,

w

53, Mr, SON SANN (Cambodia) (translated from
French): The Cambodian delegation will vote for the
draft resolution submitted to the Special Political
Committee by the four Powers as it is drafted in
moderate and conciliatory terms and does not prejudge
either the substance of the problem or the outcome
of future discussions between the Governments con-
cerned, if, as we hope, the Government of the Union
of South Afrlca agrees to enter into negotiations with
those Governments,

54. The way in which people of Indian origin in the
Union 0. South Africa are treated is not unique, nor
is it peculiar to the Union of South Africa.

55. Last year, at the twelfth session of the General
Assembly [723rd meeting], my delegation had the
honour of informing Members of the Assembly of the
treatment meted out to 500,000 Cambedians in the
territory of a country which was formerly an integral
part of Cambodia,

56. In defiance of the purposes and principles of the
United Nations Charter and of the Universal Declara~
tion of Human Rights, this minority of Cambodian
stock is being subjected to apolicy of forcible assimi~
lation. These people have been forced to change not
only their nationality but even the name of Camibodians
which they inherited from their forebears and obliged
to take both the nationality and the name of their con-
querors. Recently, moreover, even the names of the
Cambodian temples have had to be changed and there
have been arbitrary arrests.

57. The way in which Cambodians in the country
alluded to are now being treated is revolting and is
one of the principal reasons for our differences with
that country. Cambodia hopesthat, ina spirit of under-
standing and conciliation, these measures will soonbe
rescinded.

58. The Cambodian delegation, in voting for-thedraft
resolution, therefore expresses the hope that the afore-
mentioned Cambodians too, will be treated in a way
which accords with the principles of the United Nations
Charter and of the Universal Declaratlon of Human
Rights.

59. The PRESIDENT' I now put to the vote the draft
resolution submitted by the Special Political Commit-
tee in its report [A/4051].

A vote was taken by roll-call,

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

"In favour: Mexico, Morocco, Nepal New Zealand,
Norway, Pakistan, Panama Paraguay, Peru, Ph_1hp-.
pines, Poland, Romania, Saudi Arabia, Sudan, Sweden,
Thailand, Tunisia, Turkey; Ukrainian Soviet Socialist’
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Arab Republic, United States of America, Uruguay,
Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Afghanistan, Albania,
Argentina, Austria, Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cambodia,
Canada, Ceylon; Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cuba,"
Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecua-
dor, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Federation of Malaya;
Ghana,.Greece, Guatemala, -Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, .
Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland; Israel,
Italy, Japan, Jordan, Laos, Lebanon, Liberia, Libya.

Abstaining: ‘Netherlands, Portugal, Spain, United
Kingdom - of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
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Australia, Belgium, China, Finland, France, Luxem=
bourg,

The draft resolution was adopted by 69 votes to
none, with 10 abstentions,

60, Mr. Krishna MENON (India): My delegation did
not want to participate in the explanation of votes
before the vote was taken in view of the virtually
unanimous agreement on the draft resolution, My Gov-
ernment desires to state not so much our position
as our feeilngs and reactions on this matter. They
are of a very mixed character. First of all, my dele-
gation and Government feel extremely grateful to the
majority of the¢ members of the Assembly for the
support they have giveninthis problem over the years,
those who today made up this aggregate of sixty-nine
votes. But that feeling is very much tempered by the
fact that there is one vote that is necessary in order
for us to fulfil the purposes of the Charter or to work
with it, andthatis the vote of the Union of South Africa.
No delegation regrets more than we do the absence
of that delegation from these discussions. It is not
because we think that if they had come to this meeting
they would have voted for the draft resoluticn, but
because I know that we will not get a solution to this
problem in the hearts and minds of those who are
responsible for the Government of the Union; and while

that change would come largely from within, we believe

that the effect of public opinion throughout the world,
as expressed by the votes in this Assembly, will be
a great contributing factor.

61. Next, it comes to our mind that, since this item
comes up here year after year, like ahardy perennial,
inevitably a kind of feeling of fatigue is likely to rise
in us, and what is more, we may not give it the degree
of attention that is required in view of the vast suffer-
ing which is imposed upon half a millionpeople within
the Union of South Africa who are affected by this
resolution, I want to beg of my colleagues on this
Committee ‘that they regard this vote that they have

- cast as something of a moral message to the people
who, without any outside assistance, without force of
arms, without violence, but against laws that inhibit
every aspect of liberty and that are contrary to the
purposes of the Charter, are putting up—men and
women—a heroic resistance in the tradition of the
great founder of this resistance movement.

62. . We also want to express not so much our regret
as our sadness at the fact that there were ten absten-
tions on this resolution, this issue upon which no one
can be neutral. Our country has been accused of neu-
trality orn many issues, but we have never been found
neutral when the issue of human rights or human
liberty were involved, We fully recognize the reasons
for the abstentions; usuaily there arenineteen absten-
tions, but this year it has come down to ten. We hope
the time will come when it is realized that the altera~
tion " in the number: of these abstentions—and in the
positive vote—will have the effect that I spoke of in
the beginning, the effect of bringing about a change in

the hearts and minds of the South African Government -

of the Union of South Africa—I will not say the people,
because against such iniquity, against such a state of
affairs, the resistance comes as much from the white
population of South-Africa—in so far as it extends to

certain sections—as from the majority who suffer

under it.

63, Wae further regret that some of these abstentiong
come from countries which not only have diplomatic
and friendly relations with us but whichare very close
to us; and therefore we cannot speak inanger—we never
would—but only in sorrow. This resolution is not
merely a vote; it is a message to the people of South
Africa who cannot come here under Trusteeship Agree-
ments as petitioners, who cannot come here aspeople
from Non-Self-Governing Territories, who have no
voice but the voice of this Assembly. If year after
year we adopt only 2 weak resolution andthereby give
the impression to the world that we have salved our
consciences, it will do more harm than good., Butl
am sure that is not the case. Large numbers of dele-
gations have spoken and voted on this. Now we come
to the fuact that the delegation of India has voted for
this resolution, The text has only asked for negotia-
tions, which are enjoined upon us together with the
Government of Pakistan and the Government of the
Union of South Africa. I have been asked by my Gov-
ernment to say that, irrespective of all the develop-
ments that have taken place, irrespective of treaty
violations, irrespective of ihe violation of human rights
and of affronts to our own nationality and our dignity,
we would, in the spirit of this resolution and net
introducing any extraneous matter, genuinely seekne-
gotiations with South Africa., It has been said in one
place that when some of these zbstainers abstain, it
is because they want to keep their hands free for
further purposes of the Charter.

64. As we did last year, we pledge the word of our
Government that we intend, as soonasafew weeks have
passed, allewing the Union of South Africa sufficient
time to receive this resolution, to approach the Gov-
ernment of the Union of South Africa again--although
we have no diplomatic relations with it—in order to
enter into negotiations, without making any commit-
ments in regard to the juridical position and at the
same time making it quite clear that we do not propose
to throw the United lNations overboard in this matter,
It is for these reasons that I have taken the time of
the Committee, after the voting hus taken place, to
explain the position of my Government.

Decislon concerning the procedure of the meeting
Pursuant to rule 68 of the rulesof procedure, it was

decided not to discuss the report of the Second Com=
mittee.

AGENDA ITEM 30
Question of assistance to Libya

REPORT OF THE SECOND COMMITTEE (A/4033)

Mr. Flere gYugosloviaE, Rapporteur of the Second

Committee, presented the report of that Committee
and then spoke as follows:

65, Mr, FLERE.(Yugoslavia), Rapporteur of the Se-

cond Committee, (translated from French): I should

‘'say at once that the debate on this item in tlie Second

Committee was: based on the various decisions taken:
by the General:Assembly:on this subject. By these

decisions, and in particular by those of 1953 and 1957,
the General Assembly invited the Member States and'
the international organizations. to provide financial:
assistance to the United Kingdom of Libya,
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66. This year again, the draft resolution recom-
mended by the SecondCommltteeinits report [A/4033]
jnvites Member States to finance Libya's fundamental
and urgent programmes of economic and social devel-
opment. The draft resolution further recommends
that in establishing their programmes the United Na-
tions and the specialized agencies should give due
consideration to the specific development needs of
Libya,

67. I should add that this draft resolution was adopted ‘

by the Second Commiitee following a debate which was
marked by complete unanimity of views. Every dele-
gation which took part in the debate expressed its
appreciation of the efforts of the Government and
people of Libya to speed up the country's economic
and social development. Moreover, every speaker
stressed the need to continue and intensify economic
assistance for Libya.

68. The PRESIDENT: Since no one wishes to explain

his vote, the Assembly will now vote on the draft.

resolution contained in the report of the Second Com~
mittee [A/4033]. .

The draft resolution was adopted vnanimously.

69. Mr, JAZAIRI (Libva) {translated.from French):
I thank the President for allowing me this opportunity
to express my delegation's thanks and deep gratitude
to the United Nations General Assembly, which, know-
ing our difficulties and the efforts our people have
made, has given us constant support and encourage=
ment, I can assure you that in saying this I am voicing
the unanimous feelings of the Libyanpeople as regards
the United Nations and the members of the General
Assembly here present who have voted infavour of the
resolution on assistance to Libya. We believe that this
support and the sacrifices of the Libyan people will
enable us to overcome our present difficulties and
achieve a level of living worthy of Libya and of the
confidence placed in it by the United Nations.

AGENDA ITEM 27
Unlted Nations Korean Reconstructica Agency;

(a) Repoit of the Agent General of the Agency;
(b) Progress report of the Administrator for Residual
Affairs of the Agency

REPORT OF TEE SECOND COMMITTEE (A/4046)

Mr, Flere (Yugoslavia), Rapporteur of the Second
Committee, presented the report of that Committee.

70, The PRESIDENT: I shall now put to the vote the
draft resolution submitted by the Second Committee in

its report [A/4046].
71. Mr, ARKADEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Repub-

lics) (translated from Russian): I should like to request
two separate votes, one on the first paragraph, sub-

paragraph (b) of the second paragraph and the third
baragraph of the preamble, and the other on para-
graphs 3, 4 and 5 of the operative part.

The first paragraph sub-paragraph (b) of the second |

Daragraph, and the third paragraph of the preamble
were adopted bx 52 votes to none, with 20 abstentions.

Paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 were ad(mjed by 53 votes 1o

hone, with 24 abstentions.
- The draft resolution.as a whole was adopted by 55

votes t¢.8, with 16 abstentions.

%
ﬁ' ui,

AGENDA ITEM 29

Programmes of technical assistance:
(b) Contirmation of the allocation of funds under the
Expanded Programme of Technlcal Assistance

REPORT OF THE SECOND COMMITTEE (A/4041)

72. Mr. FLERE (Yugoslavia): In addition to the earlier
decisions concerning the United Nations Expanded
Programme of Technical Assistance, the General
Assembly has today to adopt also the decision on the
allocation of funds for the Expanded Programme opera=
tions in 1959. I am glad to say that the total amount
envisaged for the operations of the Expanded Pro-
gramme in 1959 is nearly 33 milliondollars, an amount
slightly higher than the amount of operations in 1958,
I should add that the final estimates of the Expanded
Programme in 1959 were preparsdafter longand care=
ful planning, in which the receiving governments
themselves prepared their respective countries pro-
grammes. For this reason, both the Technical As-
sistance Committee and the Second Committee were in
a position to adopt unanimously the draft resolution
which now appears in document A/4041,

73. The PRESIDENT; At the suggestion of the Chair-
man of the Second Committee, the Committee decided,
without voting, to recommend the adoption of the draft
resolution which is before you. Unless there are any
comments or objections, I shall declare this draft
resolution submitted by the Second Committee in its
report [A/4041], unanimously adopted.

It was so decided,

Decision concerning the procedure of the meeting

Puisuant to rule 68 of the rules of procedure, it was
decided not to discuss the reports of the Sixth Com~
mittee.

AGENDA ITEM 58
Question of Initiating a study of the juridical régime
of historic waters, including historic bays
REPORT OF THE SIXTHCOMMITTEE (A/4039)

Mr. Agolli (Albania), Rapporteur of the Sixth Com=
mittee, presented the report of that Committee.

74, The PRESIDENT: We will now vote on the draft
resolution submitted by the Sixth Committee in its

report [A/4039].

The draft resolution was adopted unanimously, ‘

75. Mr. SRESHTHAPUTRA (Thailand): I wishtostate
that the delegation of Thailand has not taken part in
the vote, and I would like to place this on record,

76. The PRESIDENT: This statement will be noted in
the record

AGENDA ITEM 59

Guestlon of convéning a second United Natlons con-"
ference.on the law of the sed

REPORTS OF THE SIXTH COMMITTEE (A/4034)
AND OF THE FIFTH COMMITTEE (A/4055)

77. The PRESIDENT: The General Assembly hasbe-
fore it a draft resolution submitted by. the Sixth Com~. ¢
mittee in its report [A/4034]. Two amendments haves
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been submitted to the draft regolution, one by Afgha-
nistan [A/L.254], and the other by seven Powers
- [A/L.258]. Tn connexion with this question of convening
a second Unlted Nations conference on the Law of the
Sea, I should draw the attention of the Assembly to
the report of the Fiith Committee [A/4055), submitted
in accordance with the provisions of rule 184 of the
rules of procedure, regarding the financial implica-
tions of the draft resolution submitted by the Sixth
Committee, It is important that in the voting, the
Assembly should take intoaccountandkeep inmind the
report of the Fifth Committee on the financial impli-
cations of the draft resolution.

Mr. Agolli (Albania), Rapporteur of the Sixth Com-
mittee, preserted the report of that Committee,

78. Mr. TABIBI (Afghanistan): My country's main ob-
jective, when we took part in the discussion on the
law of the sea, both at previous sessicns of the Gen-
eral Assembly and at the United Nations Conference
on the Law of the Sea, held at Geneva, was based on
the desire to contribute, as a land-locked country, to
the development of the law of the sea and to offer
our services in bringing together various parties con-
cerned for the purpose of reaching a satisfactory solu-
tion on these vital questions of the breadthof the terri-
torial sea and fishery rights. We still hold this view
and will do our best to serve the interests of inter-
national law and friendship among nations.

79. In this spirit, Iproposed an amendment [A/L.254],
which requests the Secretary-General to establish a
machinery of good offices with a view to facilitating
an agreement on the questions referred to the Con-
ference.

80. When I submitted this amendment for the con-
sideration of the General Assembly, I heard, for-
tunately, that an agreement had been reached between
various parties concerned, and that an amendment
had been submitted by the representatives of Chile,
Ecuador, El Salvador, India, Iraq, Mexico and Vene-

zuela [A/L.25b].

81. In order to facilitate our work and in orter that
the General Assembly may unanimously adopt the drait
resolution to convene the second conference, I do not
insist on having the amendment of Afghanistan voted
upon. Although I am not insisting on a vote, I do hope
that the spirit of our proposal will be kept alive,
because w¢ believe that besides the diplomatic con-.act
which will be taking place between various countries,
the role which will be playedby the Secretary-General
in this case toward bringing the various parties to-
gether is still an important one.

82.  The PRESIDENT: I take it then that the represent-
ative of Afghanistan has withdrawn his amendment,
Therefore, there is only one amendment before the
Assembly,

83. Mr. THORS (Iceland): As we all know, the United
Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea which was
held at Geneva did not succeed in reaching an agree=

ment regarding the exient of the territorial seaor the

fishery limits, Much of the valuable progress made
at Geneva will lack foundation until an agreement has
been found on these most important questions. - °

84. The Icelandic delegation took the attitude, from

the ¢ommencement of this session of the General
Asgembly in the middle of September; that the As-

sembly could and should find an international solution
to these matters and that the Sixth Committee wag
ful.y capable and well qualified to handle the question
with a view to finding a just golution. This our Foreign
Minister firmly and clearly stated on 25 September
1958 during the general debate [759th meeting].

85. When it later became evident that a solutionhere
and now was not feasible for most delegations and had
little support, we considered that the most desirable
and most promising procedure would be to refer the
matter to the next session of the General Assembly,
This procedure was proposed to the Sixth Committee
by Chile, Ecuador, El1 Salvador, Jndia, Iraq, Mexico

.and Venezuela, We therefore voted in favour of the

proposal, When we decided to move along this line, we
did so on the fundamental assumption that the Generai
Assembly would examine this matter on a priority
basis at its next session, that the substance of the
question would be considered during that sessionby the
Sixth Committee and that every effort would be made
to reach an agreement there and then.

88, The Sixth Comiittee rejected this suggestion, but
only by one vote. There were 37 votesin favour of the
proposal and 38 against, The Sixth Committee sub-
sequently adopted a draft resolution to hold a special
conference for the purpose of considering further the
questions of the breadth of iiie territorial sea and
fishery limits. We, therefore, now seem to be faced
with a second conference, as it stands at the moment,
to be held in July or August at Geneva,

87. The position of the Icelandic delegation has been
clear and consistent during the debate on this matter,
We considered and still consider that the Sixth Com-
mittee of the General Assembly is more likely to lead
us to a reasonable and just solution of this matter
than a special conference, and that the Sixth Commit-
tee could, in particular, be expected to be more
appropriately composed and more inclined to protect
the rights of coastal States, and especially the vitsi
interests of the smaller States.

88. Despite these apprehensions we did not want to
oppose the convening of a conference, even despite
the fact that the approach which we preferred was not
found acceptable to a very small majority of the Sixth
Committee. We therefore abstained on the vote for a
new conference. We did not want to reject this attempt
to seek a solution, as. we believe in the fairness and
good faith of most of the Powers that advocated this

-course.

89. We now note that a new amendment has just been
placed before the Committee whereby the Conference
would still be postponed until March or April 1960.
The sponsors are Chile, Ecuador, El Salvador, India,
Irag, Mexico and Venezuela. We are fully confident. ~
that the amendment is presented in good faith, and we"
are told ‘that it meets with the approval of most of
the countries which believe a conference ‘can best
promote a universal agreement. ; e

90. Having abstained in the Sixth Committee on the
principal question of calling a conference, we shall
leave it to the supporters of a conference to decide’
what time is most appropriate for its convening. There=
fore, .we must abstain in the vote on the amendment.
We have no other recourse. = . . .

91, Allow me now to. explain further and brieﬂy‘
_Iceland's expectations from the second conference and:
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our view on the circumstances under which the con-
ference is being planned. The prevailing situation in
this sphere is from our standpoint most relevant and
may even affect our decision to attend ornot to attend
the conference,

92, As has now become fairly wldelyknown, Iceland's
economy, more than that of any other nation in the
world, is dependent on fisheries. We have practically
no other resources than the fisheries. Ninety-seven
per cent of our exports are derived from that source,
and from the value of the exports of our fisheries
products we have to pay other countries for most of
the necessities of life, which we must import from
abroad. The fishing grounds off Iceland are our most
vital resources, From there we gain our daily bread,
from there come the means to provide the necessities
for the 1life of our people on a fair standard, and from
there are the sources to provide for our national life
as an independent, respectable and cultured nation,
The fishery grounds are to us even more important
than the coffee trees are for Brazil, El Salvador and
Colombia, the sugar fields for Cuba, shecp and cattle
for Uruguay and Argentina, automobile production for
Detroit or oil for Texas. We must, therefore, diligently
and sensibly protect and preserve these riches, as the
future of our nation is at stake.

93. It had become evident that there was animminent
danger of the fish stocks being depleted and destroyed.
Since the beginning of the twentieth century a whole
pack of foreign trawlers, mostly British, had been
very scrupulously scraping the bottom of our fishery
grounds, so close to our coast that complete ruin was
in sight. Therefore, we could not sit idly by. Since
1949, ten years ago, we have bent every effort in all
appropriate international bodies, including the United
Nations, to have constructive rules established for
sensible limitations of the utilization of fishery
grounds, But ilc United Nations has moved slowly in
that respect. After the United Kingdom had challenged
the Norwegian baselines and after the International
Court of Justice had approved the Norwegian stand-
point, in 1951, when the British lost their case, we
followed suit with the Norwegiang in 1952, This did
not meet with the immediate approval of all nations,
but .only one, the United Xingdom—with whom we had
enjoyed most friendly relations allthrough our history
and with whom we stood sincerely during the war—felt
it appropriate to take counter-measurestotry toforce
its wili on cur people. The ruling circles of Hull and
Grimsbhy then put a ban on the landing of Icelandic
fish anywhere in the United Kingdom. The intention
must have been, I am sorry to say, to endeavour to
starve us into submission. Little did they know our
independant and persevering people. But many things
go otherwise than calculated in this world. The British
ban turned out to be to our benefit, as we found and
developed new markets inother countries whichproved
friendly to us, and the Britisk had togive up their ban
and their frustrated efforts after four years.

94, When the Geneva Conference did not succeed in .

deciding the breadth of the territorial sea and the
fishery limit, we again felt compelled to extend our
fishery zone. We had declared long ago that our in-
tention was to extend the fishery zcne up to twelve
miles, We again made that known in Geneva, but we
waited until 1 September to make this decision effec-

tive, in order to explain our urgent need to take such
measures, and had prolonged talks with many cther:

nations to that effect. But no agreement seemed pos-
aible,

95, A few nations have protested against our action,
We were told that the twelve-mile limit did not have
support in international law. To that we replied that
there i no existing international law regarding the
breadth of the territorial sea or coastal jurisdiction,

96, It is now commonly recognized that the three-
mile rule is a dead letter in the archives of interna-
tional law. There are already, according to expert
opinion, about thirty nations which have fixed their
territorial limits from three to twelve miles, The
International Law Commission stated, in its report
[A/3169, par. 38], that “international law does not
permit an extension of the territorial seabeyond twelve
miles".

97. At the Genava Conference there had become evi=-
dent a steadily increasing trend towards establishing
the twelve-mile fishery zone, I want to emphasize
here that Iceland was only @xtending its fishery zone,
not to territorial limits, which is another question
and a2 more far-reaching ons. In Geneva, thirty-six
nations had voted for a proposal by Canada to the
effect that each country should have exclusive fishing
rights within a zone of twelve miles., And forty-five
nations voted for a United States proposal for a six-
mile territorial sea limit and a further six miles of
exclusive fishing zone. Although there were unaccept-
able limitations of the exclusive rights of the coastal
State in the United States proposal, nevertheless it
was the principle of a twelve-mile fishery zone that
was suggested by the United States. The forty-five
delegations that voted for the twelve-mile principle
represented an enormous majority of the human race.
These facts should clearly show that the twelve-miie
limit of the fishery zone was not an unreasonable
idea invented in Iceland. On the grounds that I have
outlined, we maintain that this delimitation is not
contrary to international law, as itis widely supported
and practiced by many nations.

98, Then we are told: "You canrot do this unilater-
ally". Why not? About thirty nations have up to the
present moment done this unilaterally. How could we
alone be supposed to wait for universal approva.? As
I said before, a few nations protested against ‘our
measures. All of them made their protests ina diplo~
matic and courteous manner befitting international
intercourse between nations which respect each other's.
sovereignty. None of these nations deemed it necessary
or appropriate to resort to other measures, with one
exception—only one—the United Kingdom again, which
succumbed to behaviour contrary to the Charter,

99, One cof the fundamental principles of the Charter
is stated in Article 2, paragraph 4, which states inter
alia: "All members shall refrain intheir international
relations from the threat or use of force against the
territorial integrity or political independence of any
State”. The British warships of the Royal Navy are
alming their guns at our small patrol boats in our
waters off the coast of Iceland in flagrant violation
of the Chartér of the United Nations and in complete
contradiction of the principles and purposes of the
Charter, which we hear so often solemnly citedin our
debates, , s,

100. X the British warships are around the coast of

Iceland to maintain international law and order on the
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high seas, as they say, why did they not send the
Royal Navy into the twelve-mile limits of the coasts
of the Soviet Union, or, for that matter, into the terri-
torial waters of any other of the over thirty nations
which uphold from three to twelve-mile limits? Is it
¢ because the present British Government has two stan~
dards of international conduct, one for the big Powers
or any Power that the British lion fears, and another
for the smallest nations, from which it expects no
resistance?

101, It is true, we have noarmstoprotect ourselves.
We cannét force Her Majesty's Navy away from our
waters, inside which, yes, even inside the undisputed
three-mile limit, their warships are aiming their guns
at our Coast Guard who are exercising their legal
authority to uphold police action against cu.prits caught
in the act.

102. In connéxion with this double standard, let me
remind the Assembly of what the Secretary of State
of the United States, Mr, Dulles, warnedall concerned
in his speech in the general debate on 18 September
1958:
"In consequence, there is no uniformity in the ac-
ceptance and application of our Charter and our pro=
cesses. There are two different standards of conduct.

. "The United States believes that this double stan-
dard is incompatible with the basic purposes of our
. Organization and that it poses a chailenge which we

shall have to meet." [749th meeting_paras, 78
and 79.]

103. It hasbeen suggested that this dispute be referred
to the International Court, but Mr, President, isit not
a most extraordinary procedure of jurisprudence to
aim your gun at a fellow and then invite him at gun-
point to take the matter to court?

104, This British adventure has become tragicomic,
The British trawlers are under orders to fish inside
our limits: first the order was for three days, now
they get away with two days, fishorno fish, and mostly
it is very little fish. Its comical aspect is enjoyed
all over the world. But from our point of view, it is
tragic. They are threatening our fishermen and Coast
Guard, But, moreover, we feel sorry for the British.
We are not pleased to see cur former friends being
led into erronecus action by shortsighted and seMish
advisers and therefore being ridiculed by their op-
ponents, Farthermore, this warfare, if one can use
such a serious word for such an ill-advised action, is
useless and: ‘senseléss, Little do the British know the
Icelanders if they think we will surrender to their
guns. Never. We in Iceland hope that public opinion
in the United Kingdom will show-its' disapproval of
this ignominious sabre-rattling against a small nation
which is labouring hard to gain its living. The British
people most certainly would not like this adventure to
go. down in history under the epitaph: Never did so
many. attack so few. The Royal Navy has a record of
many glorious and valiant actions; let it not besmirch
its.own renown by extending the duration of this in-

glorious and threatening penetration intc the terri-

~toria1 waters of a defenceless and friendly nation. o
105. - Wenow hope- that long before the second ¢on-

férénce 16 convened, the warships will have been re-

moved from our domestic waters. Then when c¢alm

has come to our region, we will place our hopes in the-
success of the second conference. In’ the Sixth Com-‘_,

mittee, well over forty delegations direcily expressed
their sympathy for my country and their understand.
ing of our problems and our actions, Forthis we most
sincerely thank them, We arxe deeply grateful tothem,

106, - It 18 evident that most of the nations of the world
are desirous of reaching a just and reasonable solu.
tion of these matters and they are anxious to establish
international rules on the few points remaining at
issue after the Geneva Conference. We hope that it
will not be long before the Conference is used by all
Governments of goodwill to prepare the ground for
such a solution. In our small and modest way we shall
be happy to follow them in that direction,

107. Finally, as regards the menacing actions around
our country, we Icelanders have no weapon to defend
ourselves but our voice of protest. We accuse the
British of threat of force and use offorce, and accuse
them before the conscience of the world.

108, We know that the public opinion of the world is
on our side. We are also confident that right will pre-
vail over might.

109. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translatedfrom
Spanish): I should like to begin my statement by ex-
pressing the thanks of my delegation to the Secre-
tariat for the good news conveyed to me today by the
Secretary of the Sixth Committee that, at an early
date, an unfortunate omission in the series of official
documents of the Geneva Conference would be recti-
fied; that is to say, that a printed supplement would
be issued containing the synoptic table preparedbythe
Secretariat at Geneva at the request of the Mexican
delegation and in compliance with a decision of the
First Committee of the Conference.

110. Likewise I should like to express my pleasure
and that of the other Spanish-speaking delegations
at a further item of news which has also reached us
from the Secretariat to the effect that, either late
this month or early next month, we shall be receiving
the Spanish version of the volumes containing the
official records of the Conference. The absence of
these texts during the Sixth Committee's debates was
a considerable handicap for us.

111, Thirdly and lastly, I wish toconvey the gratitude
of the seven ‘sponsors of the amendment to the dis-
tinguished representative of Afghanistan for having
facilitated the task of the Assembly by withdrawing
the amendment which, with the best intentions, he had
introduced befcre we came to an agreement,

112, I shall now sayafewwords onbehalf of my dele~
gation and of the other sponsors of the amendment,
Mo have been so good as toaskme to speak for them.
Uil 26 November 1958, when I spoke in the Sixth
Committee [589th meeting], during the general debate
on this item, I stressed the fact that, in our view, a
draft resolution with good prospects of being unani-.
mously adopted by the Assembly could alone provide
a solid basis for future ‘attempts to achieve a similar
general agreement on the substance of the two vital
questions left:undecided at the Geneva Conference,’
sthat is to' say, the breadth of the territorial sea and
fishery linits, -

113 When, last Friday, I explained my delegation‘s
vote in the Sixth Committee [597th meeting], I reverted
-to. that aspect of the. question and, after referring. to.
the discouraging results-of the votes takenonthe pre-,
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vious day, 1 again emphasized the need for us all to
try before the plenary meeting to arrive at a text,
which would meet the different views expressed inthe
Committee,

114, What I have just said would in itself be enough
to explain our satisfaction at the resultof the informal
talks which have heen taking place during the last
three days between the sponsors of the original draft
resolution and those of the amandments toit, My dele=

gation had the privilege of taking an active partin

those negotiations as it had already done in the draft-
ing of the amendments,

115. The results of these efforts to reach an agree-
ment are embodiad in the newamendment whichis now
before the Assembly. It is co-sponsored by the same
seven States which sponsored the original amendment
and it provides a compromige solution which, we ven=
ture to hope, will receive the unanimous approval of
the Assembly. It is the outcome of negotiations and
represents considerable mutual concessions, which
were made by the different parties with a view to
achieving general agreement, and which all those who
took part in the debate in the Sixth Committee will be
able to appreciate at their true value. As the amend-
ment is a short one and its wording is clear enough,
my comuments on it will be brief,

116, We used the phrase "at the earliest convenient
date in March 1960", instead of saying simply "in
March or April 1960", because as yet no definite date
has been set for the eleventh Inter-American Con-
ference which will begin at Quito, Ecuador, in late
January or in February 1960, It would create consider-
able difficulties for the representatives of the Latin
American Republics if the Conference on the Law of
the Sea were to be held at the same time as the Inter-
American Conference, which meets only once every
five years and is the supreme body of the Organiza-
tion of American States, and it is for that reason that
the phrase which I have mentioned has been used in
the amendment. It merely means therefore that the
Secretary-General should bear the Conference inmind
when deciding, in consultation with all member states,
upon the date for convening the Conference onthe Law
of the Sea in March or April 1960,

i17. A few moments ago I said we hoped that the
amendment would be unanimously adopted. If that hope
is realized, it should of course merely stimulate us
to persevere in conscientiously carrying out the pre-
paratory work which—as is stated inthe last paragraph
of the preamble of the draft resolution which itself
was taken from the amendments which we submitted in
the Committee—is essential to ensure reasonable prob-
abilities of success of the coming international con-
ference of plenipotentiaries on the law of the sea. We
feel that suchpreparatory work, which is indispensable
and unavoidable, should consist chiefly of preliminary

consultations and negotiations on a bilateral or regional.

basis, The ground would thus be prepared for the adop-
tion in due course of a general formulation of the law
Which would be in harmony with the international prac-
tice of our times and which would satisfy the claims,
aspirations and legitimate interests of coastal States.

118, Moreover, we are -convinced that, for the pre-
paratory work and the conference itself to achievethe
Positive results which we so much desire, itis neces-
sary, first, that all the States participating in the

- Conference should prove by their actions that, like us,

N

they are motivated by a sincere desire to find an
equitable and universally acceptable solution for the
two difficult questions still outstanding; and secondly,
that they should always bear in mind the fact that the
United Nations, under whose auspices the Conference
will be held, is based on what chapter I of the San
Francisco Charter calls "the principle of the sove-
reign equality of all its Members".

119. Mr, PHLEGER (United States of America): Since
the voting on the present matter which took place in
the Sixth Committee, the United States has given
earnest consideration to the question of how thepros-
pects for a successful second conference onthelaw of
the sea could be maximized. We have engaged in con-
sultations with a number of delegations, including
sponsors of the amendments which were defeated by a
narrow margin in the Committee, The United States
delegation was approached by the delegationof Mexico
earlier this week., The sponsors of the Commiitee
amendments have now proposed that the date of the
second conference be changed, from July or August
1959 to the earliest convenient date in Marchor April
1960, This change is embodied in the amendment
[A/L.253] which is now before the Assembly. The
United States delegation is prepared to accept this
change. We do so because we believe that the con-
ference at a later date will command the support of a
very large majority of the Members of this Assembly,
We believe that such support will enhance the pros-
pects of success at the conference, :

120. It is our understanding from the consultations we
have held that States throughout the world, including
many which opposed the holding of a conference in 1859,
will work for the successful outcome of a conference
in 1960. With such an attitude on the part of the pios-
pective participants, the conference should be able to
reach agreement on the issues left unresolved by the
first Geneva Conference. We look forward to fruitful
co-operation at the second conference, andto anatmos~
phere of accommgadation and conciliation during the
period of the very necezsary preparations which must
precede the conference. It is implicit that during this
period Governments will not take actions which would
prejudice the success of the conference,

121. The amendment sets the timing of the second
conference at the earliest convenient date in March
or April 1960, We understand this wording is chosen
to avoid any conflict with the eleventh Inter-American
Conferernice which is to convene late in January 1960.
On this basis, the second conference on the law of the
sea could meet by early March, We believe it is ap=
propriate to leave the precise date to be fixed by the
Secretary-General on the basis of consultations with
Governments. .

122, The United States recognizes that setting a date
for the conference subsequent to the summer of 1959
creates special problems for some countriesincertain
regions. In regard to the important problems of those
communities which are primarily dependent uponfish- .
eries near their coasts, it is the view of the United
States that efforts to deal with them must not be de-
layed until the convening of the second conference on
the law of the sea. Indeed, we thinkthat efforts should
be made without delay to secure a satisfactory solu-
tion of any such problems, This purpose will guide
the policy and actions of the United States Government,
The United States would welcome discussions between
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the parties concerned to find acceptable solutions and
is prepared to lend its active assistance to this end,

123, Mr, NIELSEN (Norway): The failure of the Ge-
neva Conference last spring to workouta compromise
golution in regard to the breadth of theterritorial sea
was a matter of deep regret to the Norwegian Gov-
ernment, The subsequent and consequential develop-
ments in the North Atlantic area, to which Norway
belongs, has turned our regret into acute anxisty. It
has therefore been one of our major concerns at this
session of the General Assembly to do our utmost in
order to secure the earliest possible convocation of a
second United Nations conference cn the law of the
sea.

124, The Norweglan Government hasbeendstermined
to await the convening of and the resultsfrom a second
international conference in the hope that it would
finally be possible to elaborate generally acceptable
global rules, It is the view of my Government, how~
ever, that the postponement of the conference beyond
1959 would reduce considerably the chances of acom-
promise. As far as Norway is concerned, there is a
steady deterioration of the situation along the fishing
grounds off the Norwegian Coast, which creates in-
creasing fear that it will become impossible for our
coastal population to continue undisturbed and inpeace
the fisheries which constitute their main source of
livlihood, We also have reason to believe that the
Norwegian fishermen will be still more seriously
harmapered and disturbed in their traditional ways of
fishing in the year to come,

125. In these circumstances, it is impossible for the
Norwegian Government to commit itself to abstain
beyond 1959 from taking the necessary measures for
the protection of its coastal population in conformity
with our conception of the existing rules of interna-
tional law.

126. I have just hearda statement by the United States
representative regarding the possibilities of effortsto
try to solve, without any delay and without awaiting
the conference if the General Assembly decides that
that conference will only take place in 1960, the prob-
lems of certain areas suchasthe North Atlantic where
the coastal population is particularly dependent on
fisheries in their coastal waters. We have taken note
of this statement, and I take it that my Government
would be interested in any comnstructive proposals
along the lines indicated by the United States repre-
sentative,

127. The graveness of the situation as it now appears
makes it necessary for us to vote against the amend-
ment which was introduced today with a viewto delay-
ing the convocation of the conference from the summer
of 1959 until 1960. If this amendment is adopted, we
will not be able to vote for the amended draft resolu-
tion without giving a misleading impression of the
Norwegian position in this matter,

128. Mr. MATSUDAIRA (Japan): I wish to make a
short statement on the amendment, My delegation will
vote for this amendment in the hope that its adoption
will increase the chance of success of the conference.
We will do so with the earnest expectation that before
the planned conference no unilateral action will be
taken by Member States which might aggravate the
already existing chaotic situation concerning the
breadth of the territorial seas.

129, We would like to explain the position which we
maintain,

130, First, thethree-mile limit isthe only established
rule in the body of international law, Any extension of
the breadth of the territorial seas can be made only
when it is generally, expressly and specifically recog»
nized and accepted by all delegations.

»181, Secondly, any extension of thebreadthof theter-

ritorial seas could not become valid unless it wag
realized through a convention or anagreement, Neither
a unilateral act nor a municipal law could have any
legal effect under international law. Any such actis
nothing but an attempt at unilateral acquisition of the
common property of mankind, It isundoubtedly against
the law,

132, Tliirdiy, my Government recognizes no exclusive
fishery limits outside the territorial seas.

133, Sir Claude COREA (Ceylon): Mr, President, rec-
ognizing the lateness of the hour and the volume of
work before you, I shall be very brief indeed,

134, When this question was before the Sixth Commit-
tee, I gave rather fully on behalf of my delegation
[693rd meeting] the reasons which nctuated us to sup-
port the proposal that a second conference should be
held in July or August 1959. We were convinced, at
the same time, that consideration of this question by
a conference would be far more productive of success
than a discussion of this important question beforethe
Sixth Committee. I shall not repeat the reasons I ad-
vanced in support of the 1959 confcrence as against
the discussion of this matter at the fourteenth session
of the Assemb.y. I do want to say that in the course
of that statement I made the suggestion that in order
to achieve a degree of unanimity with regard to the
holding of a conference the date of the conference
might be changed from August 1959 to February 1960,

135. I am very happy that goodwill has prevailed
since the decision in the Sixth Committee and that an
agreement has been reached which is embodied in the
amendment before us.'I have no doubt that it will re-
ceive the support of a very large majority in the As-
sembly. I'also have no doubt that once the amendment
is disposed of, if there be any who cannot support it
for special reasons, the amended draft resolution will
command the unanimous acceptance of the Assembly.

136. One important reason which impelled my dele-
gation to suggest a date.in 1960, although we would
have preferred to have this conference in August 1959,
was the fact that unanimity in regard to the question
of holding a conference was an important ingredient
of its possible success. Now that we have agreed on
the question of the conference, it is our hope that this
will prove a good augury for the holding of the con-
ference and that the ingenuity of all who take part in
it and the goodwill, of which this amendment is an
indication, will enable us to overcome the many diifi-.
culties which surround this subject and lead ustoa
unanimous and satisfactory solution of the question of
the limit of the territorial sea and the limit of the
fishing rights of all countries. This is a question
which we believe—and in this I have a great deal of
optimism in spite of the known difficulties—that the
next conference will lead to a successful conclusion. -

137. Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socjalist Re-
publics) (translated from Russian): At this late hour
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the Soviet delegation would like briefly to explain its
vote on the amendment before the Assembly [A/L.253]
and on the draft resolution recommended by the Sixth
Committee in its report [A/4034).

138. The Soviet delegation will vote in favour of the
amendment to the draft resolution recommended by the
Sixth Committee, As the Mexican representative has
already pointed out in a detailed and brilliant state-
ment, the purpose of these amendments istoarrive at

a decision acceptable to the majority of the Member -

States on a very important question—-the convening of
an international diplomatic conference.

139. As we all know, the Committee'sdecisionto con~
vene a conference in 1959 was adopted by an insigni-
ficant majority, a negligible balance of votes, and al-
most half the Member States spoke against it.Delega~
tions of many Asian, African, Latin American and
European countries said that they were not opposed
in principle to a second conference on the law of the
sea, but they quite rightly considered and they still
consider that to convene the conference hastily and
prematurely might result in its failure. Furthermore,
atterapts to impose the views of a small group of
States regarding the width of the territorial sea and
fishing limits on all other States and to substitute
dictatorial methods for patient efforts toreachagree-
ment cannot yield good results, Suchtactics have noth-
ing in common with true international co-operation.

140. In the debate in the Sixth Committee this year,
as at the 1958 Geneva Conference, the majority of
delegations decisively rejected the attempts of the
United States, the United Kingdom and other major
maritime Powers to represent the three-mile limitas
some sort of international standard; that is a charac-
teristic factor.

141. The myth that the three-mile limit is a tenet of
international law has been exploded once and for all.
It may be pertinent at tliis juncture to recall that
another proposal energetically upheld by certain major
maritime Powers at Geneva was not supported either
at Geneva or in the Sixth Committee this year; I am
referring to the proposal to establish a six-mile limit
for territorial waters and thena six-mile fishing zone.

142, As the representative of Iceland stated so well
in the Sixth Committee, this formula, known as the
"six plus six" solution, is unacceptable and really
means "six plus six minus six", in view of the special
privileges insisted uponby the major maritime Powers
which supported it. It was also pointed out that, if the
proposed six-mile fishing zone was not an integral
part of a State's territorial waters, it would not enjoy
the same protection as territorial waters.

143, This proposal completely ignored the security

interests of many countries. The course of the debate

this year has unfortunately left no doubt that certain

major maritime Powers, headed by the United States

and the United Kingdom, have not abandoned their in-

ts:ntion of imposing this point of view on all other
ates. -

144, In pursuing this policy, they are acting solely in
their own political and economic interests, disregard-
Ing the interests of a large number of other countries.
An eloquent declaration of this is the Icelandic repre~
sentative's explanation of votetoday, expressing views
which.the Soviet delegation strongly supports as it

supported them in the Sixth  Committee. We do not
know what the United Kingdom representative. intends
to say or even whether he intends to speax on this
item today, but his delegation's explanation in the
Sixth Committee of its Government's activities in
Icelandic waters was deemed entirely unsatisfactory
by very many Latin American, African, Asian and
European delegations. With a perseverance worthy of
a better cause, the United Kingdom representative
reiterated his contention that United Kingdom warships
were acting on the high seas, on the assumption that
everything off the coast of Iceland outside the three-
mile limit was the high seas, although that position
would not stand up to any criticism from the point of
view of international law.

145, Accordingly we consider it essential once again
to associate ourselves with the strong protests which
the Icelandic delegation has voiced against the flagrant
and continuing violations of the United Nations Charter
represented by the invasion of Icelandic waters by
United Kingdom warships. We assume that one pre-~
requisite for a successful outcome to the forthcoming
conference—which a number of delegations would pre-
fer to see in 1960 rather thanin1959—is the complete
renunciation of attempts to decide by force questions
such as those which arose in the dispute between
Iceland and the United Kingdom as a result of the
unlawful invasion of Icelandic waters by United King-
dom warships.

146. I think that as long as there is pressure or the
brutal use of force against the people of a small
northern country which lives exclusively by its fishing
industry, the ingredients for a patiently negotiated and
generally acceptable solution will be lacking, and yet
they are necessary to the success of the second con-
ference. If these attemptsdo not cease, the atmosphere
will not be such as to allow of serious preparations
for this conference. :

147, In their statements many representatives, both
here and in the Sixth Committee, have convincingly
demonstrated how important it is to 2 number of na~
tions, from the point of view both of the preservation
and exploitation of the living resources of the sea and
of national security that an equitable solution, inkeep-
ing with international practice, should be found to the
question of the breadth of the territorial sea.

148, With these considerations in mind the Soviet
delegation supported in the Sixth Committee the con- -
structive proposals introduced by India, Iraq, Mexico
and other States, which were designed to ensure true
international co-operation as regards the breadth of the
territorial sea and fishing limits. '

149, with all these considerations in mind we ghall
support the amendment introduced by these countries
for consideration by the General Assembly. We con-
sider that the amendment is further evidence of good
faith and of a sincere desire to reach an agreement
on this question andto ensure the adoptionof an agreed
decision concerning the.procedure for further inter-
national consideration of the problems of territorial
waters and fishing limits. ‘

150, . We regard today's statement by the United States
representative as a first step by the United States
towards finding a generally acceptable- solution and
abandoning attempts to impose the three-mile limit
on the majority of States as a generally-recognized .

'
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rule of international law, We believe, indeed we are
convinced, that this first step, which is consistent
with ihe wishes of dozens of Latin American, African,
Asian and European delegations, as expressed in the
Sixth Committee, will be followed by other stepslead-
ing to a solution which canbeunanimously or virtually
unanimously adopted,

151, We urge all delegations to support the seven-
Power amendment to the Sixth Committee's draft reso-
lution, because we consider that the resolution, as
amended, would mark an important step forward to-
wards a generally acceptable agreement in keeping
with the principles of the United Nations Charter.

152, Mr. EVANS (United Kingdom): The representa-
tive of Iceland referred to the dispute betweenIceland
and other countries, including the United Kingdom,
concerning the exercise of fishing rights in the high
seas off the coast of Iceland, and he mentioned the
use of warships by the United Kingdom Government,
This dispute between Iceland and the United Kingdom
is, of course, not on the agenda of this Assembly and
this is not the right forum in which to discuss it. But,
since the representative of Yceland has made certain
charges against my Government, I am bound to reply.

153. The action of the Icelandic Government in seek-
ing to reserve certain fishing grounds outside the
territorial waters of Iceland for the exclusive use of
Icelandic vessels is, in the view of my Government
and of other Governments, illegal. Other countries,
including. the United Kingdom, have fished in those
waters for very many years and consider that their
rights to continue to do so are fully supported by
international law.

154, The presence of British naval vesselsinthe high
seas fisheries off the coast of Iceland has, unfortun-
ately, in our view, been made necessary to protect
British trawlers going about their lawful business on
the high seas from illegal interference and arrest.

155. This dispute with Iceland is a matter of regret
to my Government. We understand the motives of the
Icelandic Government and its interests in the fishing
grounds in question. But the interests in these fishing
grounds are not exclusively Icelandic. As T pointed
out in the Sixth Commititee, Iceland has a population
of 165,000 to feed; the United Kingdom has a popula-
tion of 50 million. -

156. We have repeatedly offered, withoutprejudiceto
a general settlement ata second conference onthe Law
of the Sea, to negotiate a settlement with the Govern-
ment of iceland, which would have been most advan-
tageous to the Icelandic fishing industry. Wehavealso
suggested that the legal issues should be referred to
the International Court of Justice. Nevertheless, we
have been accused, both here and in the Sixth Com-
mittee, of acting illegally and in grave violation of
the bharter of the Y/nited Nations. I am bound to say

that I have yet to hear a single one of our critics

urge Iceland to accept our offertogo before the Inter-
national Court.

157. We listen with great respect tothe views of other
nations expressed in this Assembly, but the charges
of illegality levelled against us have a hollow ring
when they are-not backed by readiness to have them
tested before the supreme legal and ]udlclal authority
established by the Charter,

158, It is our hope that disputes such as the unfor-
tunate dispute between the United Kingdom and Ice-
land will be obviated as a result of a general settle
ment of the questions of the breadth of territorial
waters and fishery limitsata second conference on the
Law of the Sea, We remain ready, pending the out-
come of such a conference, to negotiate an acceptable
modus vivendi with Iceland orto gotothe International
Court.

159, It is our view that, with goodwill, a conference
could have been successfully held in the summer of
1959, However, we are conscious that our view on the
date of the conference was not acceptable to ali dele-
gations and that a number believed that the conference
should be postponed to a later date. We did not share
their reasons for wanting the conference postponed,
and we ‘cannot hide our disappointment and regret
that it was not possible to find general agreement on
the convening of a conference in the summer of 1959,

160. We have noted the statementsalready made con-
cerning the understandings on the basis of which the
amendment to change the date of the co.ference from
1959 to 1960 has been made and accepted: first, that
States throughout the world, including many whichhad
opposed the holding of a conference in 1959, would
work for the successful outcome of a conference in
1960; and secondly, that it is implicit that, during the
iatervening period, Governments will not teke action
which would prejudice the success of the conference,

161. On the strength of these declarations, and in
order to secure as wide a measure of agreement as
possible, we feel able to vote in favour of the amend-
ment and of the draft resolution as amended,

162. We pledge ourselves to work for the success
of the conference, and it is our hope and expectation
that, with goodwill, it will succeed in achieving the
general settlement which all; we are sure, desire.
Meanwhile, we hope that it will be possible for us to
reach a modus vivendi with those countries with which,
in the absencz of a general settlement, we have diffi-
culties.

163. Mr. MELCHIOR (Denmark): I should like to ex-
plain the position of my delegation,

164. The Danish delegation hasalways wished that the
question of the breadth of territorial watersand fishery
limits should be dealt with by a conference at the
earliest possible date, Therefore, we favoured the
holding of a 'conference at the beginning of 1959, As
the majority of the Sixth Committee wished the con-
ference to be held in July or August 1959, we agreed
to that, although very reluctantly, because we believed
that the matter was urgent and should be dealt with
as soon as possible; However, we thought that a con-
ference in July or August 1959 could have wide pos-
sibilities for success because all the legal aspects of
the question had been thoroughly debated before. The
question was, therefore, in many ways a simple one.
Now it has been suggested that this conference which
we voted for in the Sixth Committee, to take place in
July or. August 1959, should be convened in March or
April 1960, ~

165. We very much regret the delay in dealing with
this question, which we consider to be an urgent mat-
ter, Therefore, it will be to us a.matter of regret if
the proposed amendment is accepted. We shall not be
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able to vote for it because, as I have said, we believe
that a conference should be held at an earlier date.
If the amendment is adopted, we shall be sorry to
note. that a majority of the States Members of the
United Nations wish to have the conference held at
such a late date., Therefore, we shall abstain in the
vote on the amended draft resolution. However, I
should like to stress that this does not mean-—and I
repeat "does not mean"—that we are not interested in
international co-operation in this guestion.,

166, Sir Kenneth BAILEY (Australia): At this late

hour I do not wish to discuss tiie substance of inter-
national law—either what it is or what it should be—~
concerning the breadth of the territorial sea and fishery
rights. However, I would not wish silence to imply an
acceptance of all the propositions that have been put
forward this afternoon in the course of this debate,
The delegation of Australia will therefore confine it-
self strictly to an explanation of its vote on the amend-
ment now before the General Assembly.

167. The time has gone by when the sponsors of the
draft resolution which was adopted by the Sixth Com-
mitte . could accept without a vote an amendment such
as the one before the Assembly. The delegation of
Australia, which was one of the sponsors of that draft,
will now support and vote for the amendment. Like
the United Kingdom representative, we regret the post-
ponement of the conference, but we welcome the amend-
ment in the senseand inthe terms stated by the repre-
sentative of Mexicc—namely, a negotiated proposal
representing substantial concessions by both sidesofa
Committee which was strongly divided on the very
point now covered by the amendment.,

168. On the assumption that the understandings men~
tioned by the United States representative reflect the
spirit and intention of the seven sponsors of the present
amendment, the delegation of Australia will vote in
favour of that amendment.

169, Mr. CORZO (Guatemala) (translated from Span-

ish): The representative of Mexico, Mr. Garcfa Robles,
introduced ar amendment on behalf of the delegations
of Chile, Ecuador, El Salvador, India, Iraq, Mexicoand
Venezuela to the Sixth Committee's draft resolution
on the question of convening a conference of pleni-
potentiaries to desl with those aspects of the law of
the sea which the Geneva Conference, held this year,
could not settle owing to lack of agreement among
the representatives which took part in it, The amend-
ment shows that the sponsorsapproached the matterin
a conciliatory spirit, and we welcome this attempt
which reflects a desire to see a better-prepared con-
ference open in an atmosphere of greater optimism.

170, On 3 December, when this question was under
consideration in the Sixth Committee, I stated that my
delegation favoured an international convention, That
is still our position, I also said that we would abide
by the will of the majority, because it takes a ma-
JOrity to arrive at an agreement,

171, The adoption of this amendment will ensure a
large majority and will make it more likely that the
conference will open with good prospects of achieving
a complete codification of the law of the sea.

172, 1t isa conciliatory step, and my delegation wishes
to congratulate the co-sponsors and to express the hope
that, in March or April 1960, that spirit of harmony
will’ still prevail which is so necessary if standard

rules are io Me evolved for dealing with this matter,
and so contribute to international welfare under the rule
of law, For this reason, the delegation of Guatemaia
will vote infavour of the amendment and of the amended
resolution with the same convicticn as it voted for the
draft resolution adopted ky the Sixth Committee,

173. Mr. SLIM (Tunisia) (translated from French):
At this late hour I do not proposeto discuss the prob-
lem as 2 wholie, but it is, I think, essential that I
should explain my delegation's position.

174, We believe that a second conference on the law
of the sea is absolutely necessary in order tc reach
an agreement, a compromise, Nevertheless we do not
think it necessary to hold the second' conference so
soon after the first, We believe in fact that a con-
ference held at tco early a date would not make it
possible to reconcile the various views or to achieve
a compromise solution.

175. For that reason we were not in favour of con-
vening a conference in July 1959, iy delegation will
therefore vote in favour of the amendment, which
might lead to-a compromise.

176. At the same time my delegation wishes to state
that the Government of Tunisia reserves all its rights
with regard to any steps it might take in connexion
with the questions of substance which will be examined
at the next United Nations Conference on the law of
the sea.

177. Mr. THORVALDSON (Canada) I shouid like to
explain the Canadian delegation's position on the
amendment and the draft resolution which will soonbe
put to the vote,

178. My delegation proposes to vote against the
amendment calling: for the convening of a conference
in' March or April 1960, because my country has
throughout urged that a new international conference
should be held at the earliest possible date-and, in~
deed, we considered that that date should be as early
as February or March 1959, It is my Government's
view that if a rule of law in regard to the questions
under discussion is not established soon, there is a
grave possibility that disorder and further confusion
may result, which could only be injurious to the in-
terests of the international community of nations.

179, My delegation, however, will vote in favour of
the amended draft resolution—I presume that the -
amendment will be adopted-calling for a conference
in March or /pril 1960, because of our keen desire
that a conféerence should be held and because this
date appears to be the earliest one acceptable to the
Members of the United Nations as a whole.

18G. - Canada, then, appeals to all States to do their

utmost to make the forthcoming conference a success

and to reach agreement on a rule of law on the ques-

tions of the breadth of the territorial sea and fishing

zones acceptable to the international community of
nations as a whole.

181, Mr. SRESHTHAPUTRA (Thaﬂand) Although the.
delegation of Thailand still holds that the second con~

ference on the law of the sea should be convened as

early as practicable, hamely, in July or August of

1959, and that ‘there should be no long delay, in the -
spirit of compromise, the delegation of Thailand will

vote for the amendment sn.bmitted by seven Powers.
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182, Mr, THORS (Iceland): The representative of the
United Kingdom replied briefly to my statoment, The
hour is late, and I promise youtobe brief, The repre=
sentative of the United Kingdom said I had referrad
to the dispute ‘between Iceland and other countries. X
referred only to the dispute with the United Kingdom
and to the use of force to which Britain, alone and
isolated, has seen fit to resort. The representative of
the United Kingdom mentioned that the British had
fished for many years arounsd Iceland, That is com-
pletely right. It is so right thatthatis the very reason
that we now have to defend ourselves and ask them to
leave, because the British had almost depleted our
{ishing stocks, There was hardly anything left. Well,
historic rights have little avail nowadays. We knuow
that the British were once in India, in Burma, in
Ceylon, and many other places all over the globe. They
had to leave. Now we ask them to leave, with all due
respect. Finally, what I want to maintain is that we
have the same right as other countries to take deci~
sicns in this matter. A8 I said before, about thirty
naticns already have extended their territoriai limits
or fishing zones,” some from three to twelve miles,
some even more and some much further. The British
have praved entirely unwilling to understand our viial
interests, and therefore no negotiations have been
possible. The British invited us to surrender,/ and we
refused. I aust say that nowthe British warships hive
fully sealed the twelve-mile limit, Now regarding the
high court, let me only repeat that you do not aim at
the person, and then ask him to take the matter to
ccurt at ganpoint, If the British want legality in inter-
national affairs, let them withdraw the warships from
our waters. We trust they will do that, because the
ordinary Briton is known for his love of fair play.

183. Mr. EVANS (United Kingdom): I will be very
brief. The representative of Iceland stated that, as a
result” of fishing by United Kingdom vessels in the
fisheries off the coast of Iceland, there had been a

serious. depletion in the fish stocks available. That

I understand was the sense of what he said. I simply
‘want to pointoiit to the Assembiy that, according to
the figures which are availablé to me, the total fish
catch. by Icéelandic fleets around Iceland increased

from an average catch of 149,000 tons in the years.
1936-1938 “to .392,000 tons in the year 1956. These

figures, I'think, speak for themselves.
184.. The PRESIDENT: The Assembly will now vote on

. the amendment submitted by Chile, Ecuador, El Sal-

frny

vador, India, Iraq, Mexico and Venezuela [A/L.253]
to the draft resolution recommended by the Sixth
Committee in its report |A/40 _j A, roll-callvote has
been requested ,

A vote was taken by roll-call.

" The United States of America, having b»en drawn by
lot by the President, was called upon ¢ vote first. -

In favdur: United States of America, ‘Uruguay,
Venezuela, Yugoslavia, Afghanistan, Albania, Argea-

tina, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Brazil, Bulgaria ’

Burma, Byelorussian Soviet Sccialist Republic Cey-

“lon,. Chile, China, -Colombia, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cze-

choslovakia, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salva-

~dor, Ethiopia Federation of Malaya, France, Ghana,

Greece, Guatemala, Haiti Honduras; Hungary, India,

Indonesia, « Iran;- Iraq, Israel Italy, Japan, Jordan,
Laos, Lebanon, Liberia, Libya, Luxembourg, Mexico, -
. Nepalﬁ Netherlands, Nicaragua, ‘Pakistan, Panama-

Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Ro-
mania, Saudi Arabia, Spain, Thailand, Tunisia, Turkey,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of South
Africa, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Arab Republic, United Kingdom of Grea‘: Britain and
Northern Ireland,

Against: Canada, Denmark, Finland, Ixeland Nor-
way, Sweden,

Abstainingt Cambodia, Jeeland, New Zealand.,

The amendment was adgm;ed by 68 votes to 6, with
8 abstenticns.

185. The PRESIDENT: X now put to the vote the draft
resolution, as amended. A roll-call vote has been re-
quested by the representative of Norway.

A vote. was taken by roli-call.

The Philippines, having been drawn by lot by the
President, was callad upon to vote first, .

In favour: Philippines, Poland, Pertugal, Romania,
Saudi Arabia, Spain, Thailand, Tunisia, Turkey, Ukrain-
jai Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of South Africa,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Re-
public, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America, Uruguay, Venezuela,
Yugoslavia, Afghanistan, Albania, Argentina, Auetra-
lia, Austria, Belgium, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma, Bye-
lorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Canada, Ceylon,
Chile, China, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cuba,Czechoslo-
vakia, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador,
Ethiopia, Federation of Malaya,” France, Ghana,
Greece, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, India,
Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan,
Jordan, Laos, Lebanon, Liberia, Libya, Luxembourg,
Mexico, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua
Pakistan Panama, Paraguay, Peru,

Abstaining: Sweden, Cambodia, Denmark, Finlaid
Iceland, Norway.

The draft regolution, as amended, was adopted by

71 votes to none, with 6 abstentions.

186. Mr., T. HUSAIN (Pakistan): My delegation sup-
ported in the Sixth Committee the eleven~-Power drait
resolution proposing the holding of a second United
Nations conference on the law of the sea in July or
August of 1959. We supported the draft in the ccnvic-
tion that another conference 'is necessary to resolve
the two outstanding questions. Some delégations, how-
ever, ¢pposed this draft resolution and wanted to defer
the question of convening an international conference.
The draft resolution was, however, adopted by the
Sixth Committze in spite of the opposition. The dele-
gation which wanted a postponement of the question
introduced an amendment in the General Assembly
suggesting a second United Nations conference -in
March or April of . 1960, instead of July or August of
1959. The amendment was a compromise between the
opposing groups.

187. - My delegation voted in favour of the ame-:dment
in the hope and belief that all Member States including

the sponsors of the amendment would take a flexible

position with regard to the two outstanding questions.
and make sincere eiforts for the success of the next,

conference.

" 188, er. CACHO ZABALZA (Spain) (translated from\
Spanish): I should like it to be placed on record that:
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the Spanisk ¢ sgation was happy to vote in favour of
the seven-Power amendment.

AGENDA ITEM 47

Scale of assessments for the apportionment of the
expenses of the United Nations: report of the Com-
mittee on Contributions

REPORT OF THE FIFTH COMMITTEE (A/4042)

AGENDA ITEM 48

Unlted Natlons Joint Staff Pension Fund: annual report
of the United Nations Joint Staff Pension Board

REPORT OF THE FIFTH COMMITTEE (A/4043)

AGENDA ITEM 53

Personnel questions (concluded)
(c) Pensionable remuneration of the staff

REPORT OF THE FIFTH COMMITTEE (A/4052)

AGENDA ITEM 12

Repart of the Economic and Soclal Council {Chapter X)
REPORT OF THE FIFTH COMMITTEE (A/4053)

Pursuant to rule 68 of the rules of procedure, it
was decided not to discuss the reports of the Fifth
Committee,

189, The PRESIDENT: I invite the Rapporteur of the
Fifth Committee to present the reports on items 47,
¢8, 53 (c) and 12 in one intervention.

Mr. Quijano (Argentina), Rapporteur of the Fifth
Committee, presented the reports of that Committee

and then spoke as follows:

190, Mr. QUIJANO (Argentina), Rapporteur of the
Fifth Committee, (translated from Spanish): The first
report of the Fifth Committee [A/4042] that Ihave the
honour to present deals with agenda item 47. The
Fifth Committee considered in great detail the report
of the Committee on Contributions proposing the scale
of assessments for the apportionment of the expenses
of the United Nations for the period 1959, 1960 and
1961,

181, During the discussion, general questions relating
to the establishment of these scales and the methods
followed by the Committee on Contributions were
dealt with. Of the matters which came under review
and which are mentioned in the report, the most im-
portant—in view of the fact that the Committee had to
reach a decision on it—was how long the scale was to
remain in force. It was decided to maintain the pro-
posed scale for three years, in accordance with rule
161 of the rules of procedure of the General Assernbly.

192, The report also mentions the reservations made
by several delegations with regard tothe assessments
of their countries.

193. The Fifth Committee is submitting two draft
resolutions to the Assembly. The first recommends
the scale of assessments for Member States' contri-
butions to the budget for the next three-year period
and the rates applicable during the same period to
States which are not Members of the United Nations

but_which participate in certain of its activities. The ..

same’ dra.ft resolution repeats the recommendation

adopted in recentyearstothe e.fectthatthe Secretary-
General should be empowered to accept, as circum=~
stances permit, a portion of the contributions of Mem-~
ber States in currencies other than United States dol-
lars,

194, The second drait resolution contains a request |
to the Committee on Contributions tc consider an
arrangement which would enable representatives of
Member States, on request, to acquaint themselves
with the statistical and other information which is at
the disposal of the Committee on Contributions when
it prepares the scale of assessments. Accordingto the
delegations which supported this draft resolution, its
purpose is {~ facilitate the consideration of the reports
of the Cemuaitiee on Contributions.

195. The second report of the Fifth Committee
[A/4043] deals with agenda item 48, There was only a
very brief debate on this subject and, without objec~
tion, the Fifth Committee decided to recommend
three draft resolutions to the General Assembly.

196, The third report [A/4052] deals with item 53 (c)
of the agenda. Here the Fifth Committee approved a
draft resolution the main purpose of which is to pro-
vide for the undertaking of a comprehensive review
of the system of benefits and their present and future
adequacy, of the methods by which basic pensionable
remuneration could be revised and of the financial
and technical bases of the Joint Staff Pension Fund.
To that end the Fifth Committee requests the Secre-
tary=General, in consultation with the Joint Staif Pen-
sion Board and the Administrative Committee on Co-
ordination, to appoint a committee of experts, the
cogts of which would be borne by all the member
organizations of the Fund, to accomplish such a re-
view. As provisional measures pending the prepara-
tion and approval of the experts' study, the Fifth
Committee recommends that the pensionable remu-
neration of the professional category and higher salary
levels should be increased by 5 per cent with effect
from 1 January 1959. The Committee also authorizes
the Joint Staff ension Board to supplement by 5 per
cent the pensions and life annuities now being paid
and, lastly, it sets out the manner in which this ex-
penditure is to be met.

197, The fourth and last report [A/4053] deals with
agenda item 12 and contains a draft resolution on the
report of the Economic and Social Council.

198. Mr. MATSUDAIRA (Japan): The Japanese dele-~
gation voted in the Fifth Commiitee against draft
resolution A contained in document A/4042, dealing
with the scale of assessments for the apportionment
of the expenses of the United Nations, because it ¢
congiders that the scale of assessments recommended
by the Committee onContributions contains an element
of inequity, which is perhaps due to the lack of com-
parability of the statistics of the Member States.

199. The Japanese Government, after having given
further careful consideration to this problem, has
instructed my delegation to abstain from voting, with
the understanding that the inequity will be remedied,
in so far ‘ds possible, when the scale of assessments
is readjusted in future years, especially in 1960 when
a number .of States are expected to be admitted to
United Nations membership, Then their assessments
will be incorporated into. the whole scale of assess-
ments, '
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200. The decision of my Government was made inthe
spirit of conatructiveness and in order to eliminate
a negative vote on such an important draft resolution
as the present one.

201. The PRESIDENT: The General Assembly will
now vote on the two draft resolutions which appear in
the report of the Fifth Committee relating to agenda
item 47 [A/4042].

Draft resolution A was adopted by 64 votes to none,
with 5 abstentions.

Draft resolution B was adopted by 46 votes to 2,
with 20 abstentions.

202. The PRESIDENT: I now invite the Assembly to
take a decision on draft resolutions A, B and C sub-
mitted by the Fifth Committee in its report'on agenda
item 48 [A/4043]. All three of the draft resolutions
were adopted by the Fifth Committee without objection.

In the absence of any objection, the draft resolu.
tions were adopted,

203. The PRESIDENT: I now invite the Assembly‘to
take a decision on the draft resolution submitted by
the Fifth Commi'tee in its reportonagendaitem 53 (¢)

[A/4052).

The draft resolution was adopted bv 68 votes to
none, with one abstention,

204, The PRESIDENT: I invite the Assembly to take
a decision on the draft resolution submitted by the
Fifth Committee in its report relating to agenda item
12 [A/4053].

In the absence of any objection, the draft resolu«
tion was adopted.

The meeting rose at 6,55 p.m,

Litho.in U.N.

77001-March 1959-2,200
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