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of China in the United Notions (continued)

1. Mr. COULIBALY (Mali) (translated from French): .
The question of the restoration of the lawful rights of
the People's Republic of China in the United Nations
a question which we are considering today for the
fourteenth time-is one of concern to the world com
munity. It is for this reason that, ever since its ad
mission to the United Nations, the Government of the
Republic of Mali has constantly stressed the need for
rectifying without further delay the injustice to the
Chinese people whose true representatives are kept
out of our proceedings.

2. My country's people and Government are firmly
convinced that participation by the Government of
the People's Republic of China in the consideration of
the problems before us would unquestionably increase
the prestige of our Organization and the force of our
decisions. It is now clear to one and all that questions
such as the complete banning of nuclear tests, general
and complete disarmament or peace in Asia can no
longer be durably solved withoutthe People's Republic
of China.

3. Similarly, we would be deluding ourselves if we
thought that the maintenance ofinternationalpeace and
security, which is the fundamental objective of the
United Nations, can be ensured in a lasting manner
without a nation which by itself accounts for one quar
ter of the world's population. This has been conceded,
since States which have always opposed the admission
of the People's Republic of China to the United Nations
have been compelled to associate the Peking Govern
ment in the discussion of highly important international
problems-c-as, for instance, at the Geneva Conferences
on Indo-China 1/ in 1954 and on Laos 2/ in 1961.

4. Moreover, it is impossible to underestimate the
important contribution made by the Peking Government
to the solution of the two problems to which I have
just referred. On the occasion of those two conferences,

11 Conference on the Problem of Restoring Peace In lndo-Chtna,
16 June-21 July 1954.
Y Conference on the Settlement of the Laotian Question. 16 May 1961
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the leaders of the People's Republic of China displayed
great diplomatic qualities. It is therefore unfortunate
that such persons, who in addition, speak on behalf of
700 million people, should be systematically kept out at
a time when mankind is seeking lasting solutions to
problems as important as those on the agenda of the
current session.

5. Speaking of the question of the People's Republic
of China from this rostrum in the general debate at
the seventeenth session, the Minister for Foreign
Affairs of the Republic of Mali stated:

"The Government of Mali is convinced that the ab
sence of the People's Republic of China from the
United Nations is a flagrant injustice and indeed a
paradox. This country meets all the conditions re
quired for membership of the United Nations, and the
refusal to restore its seat to it seriously detracts
from the principle of the universality of the United
Nations." [1l39th meeting, para. 49.]

6. I have listened with much patience and tolerance
to the arguments adduced by those opposing the re
storation of the lawful rights of the People's Republic
of China in the United Nations. I regret to say that we
have heard nothing that would shake our conviction.

7. Some delegations have spoken of China's com
munist r egtme-e of the latter's aggressive nature, of its
origin and of its revolutionary character. I must con
fess that such arguments are not convincing and that,
in addition, they disregard the realities of the situation
and the relevant provisions of the Charter.

8. We know that the United Nations was born of the
will and common efforts of States with different social
and political systems. Itwas precisely in order to bring
closer together these States, mostly differing in their
nature and their views as to the manner in which
society should be organized, that the United Nations
was created. It was precisely so that all nations could
meet and settle their disputes by negotiation and in
mutual understanding that our Organization was
brought into being, on the morrow of the Second World
War, to replace the League of Nations which had been
unable to survive certain contradictions. The preamble
of the Charter is very explicit as to the ends and the
universality of the Organization.

9. To ourwayofthinking, a country's domestic regime
. is a matter within the exclusive sovereignty of the

/ people of that country and cannot constitute an impedi
,I ment to the country's admission to the United Nations.
; The only valid and objective criteria for the admission
'\.. of a State must be the representative character of its

Government and whether or not it adheres to the funda
. mental ideals and principles of the Charter. Nobody
\can assert that these conditions are not met by the

Government of the People's Republic of China.

10. My Government, which maintains friendly diplo
matic, economic and cultural relations with the
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People's Republic of China, cannot but disapprove of
the political manceuvz-ing designed to deprive the
Chinese people of its lawful rights.

11. In the name of the universality of the Charter, we
are subjected here to the presence of Governments
such as that of South Africa, which practises the poli
cies of apartheid, violates all the principles of the
United Nations and refuses to implement the resolu
tions not only of the General Assembly but even of the
Security Council. We also share this hall with the
representatives of the Government of Portugal, which
does not recognize the right to independence of the
peoples of Angola, Mozambique and so-called Portu
guese Guinea. Why are certain delegations unwilling to
see this same principle of universality work to the
advantage of the world's largest nation, whose Govern
ment has, moreover, successfully undertaken a vast
and praiseworthy task in promotion of the people's
well-being?

12. While it is true that in international law recogni
tion of a State is an act which each Government
performs at its own discretion in the exercise of its
sovereign powers, we think that the admission of a
State to membership in the United Nations must be
governed exclusively by the Charter and the interests
of the international community. In the light of this
principle, the political manoeuvres designed to keep
the People's Republic of China out of the Organization
constitute a violation of the spirit and the letter of the
Charter. The People's Republic of China must be re
instated, without further delay, in its rights as a found
ing Member of the United Nations.

13. We are aware that manceuvring is also going on to
promote the "two Chinas" theory. Tothatend, attempts
are being made to reduce the question to a sentimental
level. It is being asked in certain quarters what is to be
done with the representatives of Formosa. That is a
sentimental problem, the solution of which must be left
to the Chinese people alone. Mydelegation is of opinion
that the question must be considered solely from the
standpoint of procedure in the light of the Charter and
of the General Assembly's rules of procedure. In this
connexion it should be borne in mind that both the
Formosa Government and the Peking Government re
ject the "two Chinas" theory. Both assert that there
is only one China and only one Chinese people. Hence
what has to be decided by the United Nations is which
of the tw o Governments represents the Chinese people.
The answer to this question cannot be in doubt.

14. My delegation has' no hostile feelings towards the
representatives of Formosa; it considers Formosa to
be an integral part of a China with which my country
has the most friendly relations. It is therefore having
regard to the provisions of the Charter, to the appli
cable stipulations of public international law and to the
correct assessment of the interests of the international
community that my delegation favours the restoration
to the Peking Government of its rights as a founding
Member of the United Nations.

15. In saying so, my delegation is convinced that only
the Government of the People's Republic of China can
enter into commitments binding upon the Chinese
people. It is the representatives of this Government
who must occupy China's seat in the United Nations
and in all international bodies. My delegation will ac
cordingly vote in favour of the draft resolution to that
effect submitted by Albania and Cambodia [A/L.427
and Add.1].

16. Mr. DIALLO Telli (Guinea) (translated from
French): Once again the General Assembly is called
upon to take a decision on the question of the repre
sentation of China, which has been a regular feature
of the agendas of all General Assembly sessions during
the last fourteen years.

17. In the past this question, which should have been
considered from the standpoint of justice, realism and
effectiveness, has unfortunately served as ~ major
topic of the cold war which was poisoning the inter
national climate and greatly distorting the meaning and
the scope of the Organization's peaceful endeavours to
create a climate favourable to international co-opera
tion by ridding mankind of the prospects of war.

18. Given the new climate which is a feature of
today's international situation and has greatly affected
the discussions at the current session, it was reason
able to expect that the problems in respect of which
hard views were helel by the proponents of the "cold
war" would be considered in the new context, with the
objectivity and realism needed for their peaceful and
just solution. Unfortunately, the first statements in
the general debate on the question of China's repre
sentation have shattered this legitimate hope.

19. In his statement in the general debate, my coun
try's Minister for Foreign Affairs said from this
rostrum on 30 September [1220th meeting] that it is
because it is conscious of the permanent failure of
intentions and fictions to make history that Guinea
has always called for the restoration to the Govern
ment of the People's Republic of China of its lawful
prerogatives in the United Nations and all its spe
calized agencies.

20. In our view, it would be doing justice to the
Chinese people, to the continent of Asia and, above
'all, to the international community if we brought into
our discussions, our commitments and our decision
making the world's largest State, without whose co
operation many international problems cannot be
satisfactorily solved.

21. If, for lack of realism on the part of the great
Powers and of a clear and objective appreciation of
the requirements of peace by the small States, our
discussions resulted in the Peking Government still
being kept out of the United Nations, the current session
of the General Assembly would have lost yet another'
substantial opportunity of discharging its lofty mission
in the service of the international community. Such a
situation would naturally lead to the raising of many
serious questions as to the nature, meaning and scope
of the relaxation of tension that has been noted and
warmly welcomed in all quarters, both in this hall and
elsewhere.

22. It has already been stated, and with good reason,
that if this relaxation were to be confined to the rela
tions between the great Powers It would be neither real
nor effective. It is already clear that Africa, for its
part, has not been touched by the easing of tension,
stalked as it is by South African racialists and by
colonialists of every type. Failure to find a fair solu
tion for the problem of China's representation would
be tantamount to keeping Asia outside the field of the
"detente", thereby limiting the latter to the most
highly-developed countries and so providing tangible
evidence of the division of the world, with no longer
ideology but solely development as the criterion. It is
hardly necessary to dwell on the importance and gravity
of the possible consequences of such a situation.
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23. It is all these problems that we must consider in
deciding with regard to China's representation in the
United Nations. Despite all past explanations certain
statements have shown that on this question there
still persists an unfortunate confusion, to which it
seems essential to revert in order to show the only
true problem confronting our Organization in this
field.

24. Those who point to such-and-such a provision of
the Charter which, they assert, the Peking Government
does not fulfil should be reminded that Chinese repre
sentation in the United Nations Involves, not admitting
a new Member, but purely and simply restoring its
lawful seat, usurped by others, to the effective Govern
ment which for the past fourteen years has exercised
normal and uninterrupted control over the whole terri
tory of continental China. It is an undeniable fact that
China is a founding Member of the United Nations and,
as such, an original signatory of the United Nations
Charter.

25. Thus the only question which can arise is that of
ascertaining which Governmentwilllawfully represent
China.

26. In this respect, whereas in 1949 a revolutionary
Government expelled from power the country's former
leaders who are now confined to an island under foreign
protection, this new Government has been prevented
from exercising its normal prerogatives within the
United Nations, although no one denies that it ef
fectively controls the entire country, with the exception
of a few off-shore islands which only the circumstance
of their foreign occupation prevents it from recover
ing. Yet it is also a fact that a number of revolutionary
Governments, or Governments which are merely the
consequence of a military or other type of coup d' etat,
have occupied their seats in the United Nations in the
natural course of events and without the slightest
difficulty. There are dozens of representatives here
whose countries are in that position.

27. Why, then, should the People's Republic of China
be thus discriminated against, when many South
American, Afr-ican and Asian Governments, although
having come to power in similar circumstances, are
represented in this Assembly and in some cases even
dare to oppose the application to the Government of
the People's Republic of China, of the rule by which
they themselves have benefited? Apart from its unjust
and vexatious implications for the people of China,
this discrimination represents for our Organization
a mutilation so substantial that we should put an end
to it without delay.

28. Everyone agrees that the participation of the
great Chinese people is essential for the solution of
many major international problems. It is in full
awareness of this fact that the United States of
America, the United Kingdom and France have closely
associated the Peking Government in the settlement
of all the great crises which have shaken the Asian
continent in the course of the last few years. Both at
the 1954 Geneva Conference on the settlement of the
lndo-Chinese fiasco and at the Geneva Conference of
1961-1962 on the peaceful solution of the major crisis
in Laos, the Peking Government was represented with
undisputed authority and played a leading part in the
search for appropriate solutions.

29. This display of realism by the great Powers
should encourage them to assooiate China closely
with all discussions and decisions on general and

complete disarmament, failing which course no lasting
solution can be achieved. There is only one way in
whioh that can be done-namely, by restoring to the
People' s Republ!c of China its seat in the United
Nations, under the auspices of which all negotiations
on disarmament are conducted.

30. In this respect, one cannot fail to notewith satis
faction and relief President Kennedys statement,
publrshed in The New York Times on 16 October 1963,
to the effect that "in a year ortwo it will no longer be
possible to negotiate a disarmament treatywithoutthe
participation of Communist China". Such a statement
should be seriously pondered, tothe end that there may
be no unnecessary delay in taking a decision which
seems inescapable and whose adoption as soon as
possible would be in the best interests of the inter
national community.

31. Account should also be taken of the fact that the
People's Republic of China maintains normal diplo
matic relations with over fifty States-including the
Republic of Guinea-and sustained economic relations
with about 100 States, most of which are Member-s of
our Organization. Bearing in mind China's enormous
market of 700 million persons and its vast potenti
alities for trade, how can one seriously expect the
forthcoming World Conference on Trade and Develop
ment Y to prove successful Without theeffectiveparti
cipation of the People's Republlo of China?

32. These are vital questions which the strong feeling
artificially created in regard to the question of China's
representation should not conceal from all States,
especially the under-developed countries, for which
the forthcoming World Conference on Trade and
Development represents one of the last hopes for a
genuine correction of their present state of under
development.

33. Lastly, all delegations should take into account
the fact-in our eyes, of capital importance-that all
the Asian neighbours of the People's Republic of
China always have been and still are in favour of
restoring to that great State its prerogatives within
the United Nations, so as to enable its representatives
to share in our efforts, commitments, decisions and
responsibilities in the search for common solutions
to our common future.

34. Those who to justify their attitude still invoke the
bellicose nature of the Peking Government should be
reminded that, at the 1961 Geneva Conference on Laos,
the Vice-Premier and Minister for Foreign Affairs
of the Peking Government stated, among other things,
that:

"The Government of the People'S Republic of
China is resolutely in favour of the peaceful co
existence of States with different social systems,
and we are untiringly striving to reduce inter
national tension and to safeguard world peace. We
were the first to proclaim the principles of peaceful
coexistence, and we respect them scrupulously."

35. Why should the sceptics not give the Peking
Government a chance to provide practical evidence
in all international forums, and especially in the
United Nations, of its true position and its individual
attitude with regard to the problems of international
peace and security, which we are responsible for
establishing, maintaining and strengthening? It is all

11 The United Nations Conference On Trade and Development is
scheduled to open at Geneva On 23 March 1964.
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too easy for those who are doing their utmost to keep
the representatives of this Government out of our
Organization to stress the bitterness created in those
representatives by the flagrant and intolerable in
justice of which they are the victims.

36. The Peking Government has successfully made a
point-and no one can deny it-of concluding treaties
of friendship and co-operation not only with most of
its neighbours on the Asian continent, but also with
many other States in the rest oftheworld-States with
which that Government co-operates in the technical,
economic and cultur-al fields.

37. On close inspection, the arguments adduced by
the opponents of the just Chinese claim will be found
to relate either to their personal disputes with the
Government of the People's Republic of China or to
the nature of the political and social system which
that Government has established in its sovereign
capacity. There cannot be the slightest doubt regarding
the danger of such an attitude, for if such considera
tions were to prevail many States Members of our
Organization would have to be asked to leave it im
mediately, The mere fact of posing this question and
reflecting on the present membership of the United
Nations demonstrates the dangerous, not to say fatal,
implications for our Organization of concepts so
fantastic and so contrary to the spirit and the letter
of the United Nations Charter.

38. There is nothing to be gained by self-deception.
A grave injustice has been done to the Chinese people
and to the United Nations. We must attempt to repair
it as soon as possible, While there is still time. The
eighteenth session of the General Assembly may well
offer us the last chance, and we should not fail to seize
it. In any event, it is in full awareness and with a full
sense of responsibility that the Guinean delegation,
faithful to its stand on the principle involved and con
cerned with the higher interests of our Organization
and of all peoples of the world, will as in the past
support any sincere attempt to restore to the Govern
ment of the People's Republic of China its prerogatives,
which have been usurped, in the United Nations and all
the specialized agencies.

39. In the light of all these considerations, the delega
tion of Guinea will vote in favour of the draft resolu
tion [A/L.427 and Add.I ] submitted for our approval by
the delegations of Albania and Cambodia.

40. Mr. TARAZI (Syria) (translated from French):
The question of China's representation in the United
Nations has been discussed continually by the General
Assembly ever since the Government of the People's
Republic of China took power. The matter should,
however, have been presented more simply. A change
of r~gime in a country has never affected that coun
try's rights and prerogatives under the Charter; yet
every year the General Assembly considers this
aspect of the matter afresh, without ever arriving at
the only possible solution.

41. The arguments put forward in favour of excluding
the People's Republic of China are far from con
clusive. Nevertheless a majority of Members of the
United Nations, disregarding established legal princi
ples and bowing to political considerations which in
the more or less immediate future, may well assume
only transitory importance so far as history is con
concerned, persists in excluding from our Organization
this Government which exercises authority over 650
million human beings.

42. In short, much has been said, but nothing has been
settled. Many accusations have been levelled against
the Government of the People's Republic of China; but
it is not worth refuting or even discussing them, for it
would be quite wrong to condemn someone to whom one
does not trouble to give a hearing or to whom one
denies the opportunity of expressing his views.

43, My delegation will not enter upon the substance of
the problem but will simply make the following obser
vations: first, China is a founding Member of the
United Nations; secondly, China has a permanent seat
on the Security Council; thirdly, the Government of
the People's Republic of China has been recognized by
a large number of States with which it maintains normal
diplomatic relations; and fourthly, it is impossible to
believe that the authorities which exercise power in
the island of Taiwan could claim to represent the
Chinese people and to speak on its behalf.

44. In this connexion, having lived at Peking for two
consecutive years I personally find it strange to see
the General Assembly losing itself in superannuated
and outworn conjectures. The Government of the
People's Republic of China is a reality which has
made its impression on the whole world, and particu
larly on the Western Press. The cause of peace, to
which we devote all our efforts, can in no way be
served by trying to ignore that Republic.

45. It is coming to hear people constantly asking
whether the Peking Government has the atom bomb,

.and, if not, when it will possess it. It is thus already
presumed that the People's Republic of China is in
process of becoming a nuclear Power; yet at the same
time that Republic is denied the right to occupy
China's seat among us. Such reasoning seems to me
devoid of all logic; furthermore, it displays a lack of
the most elementary common sense.

46. In addition, we may be said to be facing an
anachronistic situation. On the one hand, the People's
Republic of China is excluded from our deliberations.
On the other, it has been invited to participate in two
Geneva Conferences, of which one, in 1954,.Y resulted
in the conclusion of agreements deciding the fate of
the countries of former French Indo-China, and the
other, in 1962, made possible the conclusion of the
agreement on the neutrality and integrity of Laoa.s/
The Government of the People's Republic of China
signed both the diplomatic instruments in question; yet
how could it have done so ifithad not been recognized,
in both cases, as exercising the prerogatives of sove
reignty over China?

47. In adopting the attitudewithwhichwe are familiar,
the General Assembly purposes to emit a value-judge
ment on the nature of a certain Government and on the
social and political system for which that Government
has opted; but on the basis of the general principles
which must guide our conduct and which are founded
on well-established criteria, it can be stated that no
organ of the United Nations possesses that right. Al
though it is true that science pronounces with regard
to facts while their rightful value is assessed by
ethics, our actions cannot be based on ethics, if only
because agreement as the basis of ethics is far from
unanimous. There is no doubt that, under the terms of
the Charter, the activities of States may be subject to

if Agreement on the Cessation of Hosrrlines in Indo-Chtna, signed on
20 July 1954.
Jj Declaration on the neutrality of Laos and Protocol. signed on 23

July 1962.
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supervision by appropriate organs of the United
Nations, but such supervision can in no way extend to
the internal machinery of States. In any event, such
supervision cannot be applied to a State's form of
government or to its legal, economic and social struc
ture. It can be applied only in connexion with the
obligations imposed by the Charter.

48. On the basis of these considerations, it must be
concluded that, so long as it has not been invited to
occupy the place of China, there can be no grounds for
maintaining that the Government of the People's
Republic of China has violated its obligations under
the Charter.

49. Thus, in accordance with its established position,
the Syrian Arab Repuhlio, which maintains friendly
relations with the People's Republic of China in many
spheres, would like to see it occupying China's rightful
place. For these reasons, my delegation will vote in
favour of the draft resolution submitted by Albania and
Cambodia [A/L.427 and Add.l].

50. Mr. AUGUSTE (Haiti) (translated from French):
In a departure from the customs of previous years,
consideration of the item entitled "Restoration of the
lawful rights of the People's Republic of China in the
United Nations" has been proposed, at this eighteenth
session, by the representative of Albania [A/5498]
As this item has been discussed so often, there Can be
no question of burdening our debate with repetitions
which would tire even the most generous listener.

51. In 1961, from this same rostrum [1076th meet
ing], we dealt with this question on a purely legal
plane: we preferred that plane to the ever-changing
field of politics, where ideas are so often changed to
suit the caprice of the seasons, if not of man. Since
then, although the political scenehas certainly become
calmer and the atmosphere has become lighter and
clearer, nothing new has happened, so far as the sub
stance of the question now before us is concerned, to
bring about any change or reversal of our opinion.
Time has passed, it is true, but the problem has re
tained its familiar aspect.

52. What is this problem? It is the fourteen-year-old
problem raised by the revolt of the Chinese Commu
nists, which caused the constitutional Government of
China to retreat to Formosa. These great revolutions
and forcible partitions are not new in the history of
the world. They even constitute the origin of the
formation of many States, as the map of the world
shows. Thus, as a result of this great upheaval,
China, the world's greatest reservoir of humanity,
is split into two parts and administered by two
Governments.

53. First, China is administered by the Government
of the old Nationalist Chinese State, now established
in Formosa. Although this State has suffered reverses
and lost a considerable part of its territory, it has
never ceased to be a State under international public
law, since it has continued to possess the primary and
basic elements of every political society, the highest
form of which is the State.

54. As we all know, the State is a body politic, a
permanent and independent association of men who own
a certain territory under a common authority and are
so organized as to ensure for each and everyone of
them the exercise of his freedom and the enjoyment of
his rights. The fact that such a body politic has the
character of apolitical association means that, accord
ing to the name given to such an association, inter-

national public law recognizes several different kinds
of State. As it is a political association, and hence a
body corporate having duties and rights, its creation
and extinction can take place only subject to certain
oonditions. Its extinction as a body corporate cantake
place only for certain reasons; but these reasons
have never been adduced as proof that the Nationalist
Chinese State has been eliminated, has disappeared
or, if you Wish, is dead. For example, no one has
ever told us-and still less has it been proved-that
the Nationalist Chinese State has been incorporated
in, annexed to or voluntarily combined with another
state. Yet only when one of these grounds, specifically
enumerated in international public law, exists can the
extinction or, if I may so call it, the death of a State
take place.

55. Of all the arguments which have been putforward,
none has yet presented us with a serious legal fact,
taken from the specific list to which I have just re
ferred, proving that the Nationalist Chinese State does
not exist. It may well be that a new Chinese commu
nist state has emerged from the great Chinese Revolu
tion-if indeed the circumstances surrounding its birth
are such as to facilitate the recognition of a State-but
it is none the less true that, in stopping short of
Formosa for fourteen years, the Chinese Revolution
has been the first to accept, in principle, the perpetua
tion of the Nationalist Chinese State.

56. Consequently, when Communist China demands
the place of Nationalist China in the United Nations,
it seems to be trying to oblige this Organization to
complete, so to speak, its revolution and come to its
aid for the purpose of assisting the triumph of might
over right and shaking the principles on which the en
tire moral authority of the United Nations is based.

57. Moreover, the existence of a state does not de
pend on the extent of its territory, the number of its
inhabitants or its military might. Such a theory would
lead us to the recognition of the supremacy of force;
it would be dangerous and harmful to the small nations,
and that is why international public law has not left
the question in the air but has listed the factors
which can lead to the extinction of States. This view
which is the only realistic one, is shared by the
majority of the Governments which continue to main
tain, as in the past, diplomatic relations with the
Nationalist Chinese state of Formosa, which is a
founding Member of the United Nations and a perma
nent member of the Security Council.

58. I think that each one of us should carefully con
sider I and assess from the legal standpoint, the special
status conferred by the United Nations Charter on the
five permanent members of this important political
organ. The greatest privilege conferred on them is not
merely that of the all-powerful veto. There is another
much greater and more important privilege, giving to
them a character similar in some respects to that of
statutory member, the status of which is granted, in
certain political, literary and commercial associa
tions, to the members of the governing body intuitu
personae. A statutory member, as we all know, is one
whose status is clearly and irrevocably laid down in
the articles of the association to which he belongs.
Such a member is designated in those articles and he
dies and disappears with his association, just as he
was born with it. For this reason, it is a matter of
principle that a statutory member should be perma
nent. His mandate can be terminated only by death,
the dissolution of the association in question or an
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amendment to the article or articles specifically
appointing him. He cannot even designate another per
son to take his place, since he holds his position~
personae.

59. When we examine that part of the Charter under
which five of the eleven members of the Security
Council are granted the status ofpermanent members,
we find a striking analogy with what we have just said
about the privileges enj oyed by the statutory members
of an association. On the basis of this analogy, the
status of the "Big Fivell , as they are called, is em
bodied in the actual text of the Charter under the
ter-ms of which this important political body was set
up. Born with the Charter, the permanent members
will disappear with it or be subjected to any changes
that may be made in it. Apart from these two options,
the principles make no provision for others ofa general
nature. Specifically, for a permanent member of the
Security Council to cease to be a member, the State
which that member's Government represents in the
United Nations must, from a legal standpoint, cease to
exist, When the controversy is considered in the light
of these principles, it is impossible not to ask exactly
what rights it is a question of restoring.

60. Apart from these considerations, Nationalist
China, which so scrupulously respects its duties as a
member of the international community and is so dili
gent in serving the cause of peace and fulff Iling its
obligations to the United Nations, is an example which
other nations should strive to imitate. From the poli
tical standpoint, the United Nations Charter, despite
its universal character, requires that a State must
fulfil certain preliminary conditions-the first being
that it must have a clear love of peace-before it can
take its place in the United Nations. Unfortunately,
this is not part of Communist China's creed; and while
we in this Assembly have learnt as much from certain
well-qualified speakers addressing us from this
rostrum, others, we are sorry to say, have only too
often had to learn it "the hard way".

61. There can therefore be no question of our giving
our support to draft resolution A/L.427 and Add.I.

62. Mr. NYANGOMA (Burundi) (translated from
French): Ever since it was first called upon to take up
a position on the question of the admission of the
People's' Republic of China to the United Nations,
Burundi has given a clear and precise answer. During
the general debate of the present session [1221st
meeting], my country reaffirmed its position. un
equivocal ly. Last year, at the General Assembly's
seventeenth session, my delegation voted for the ad
mission of the People's Republic of China to the
Organization. On this occasion again, it will vote in
favour of the draft resolution [A/L.427 and Add.L]
for the restoration of the lawful rights of the People's
Republic.

63. Our reasons for this are not sentimental or based
on extraneous considerations. They flow directly from
our analysis of the facts and are completely in keeping
with the basic principles of our foreign policy. The
People's Republic of China is entitled to be repre
sented in all the organs ofthe United Nations. It is even
entitled to exercise the privileges of a great Power in
the Organization. But by an irony of fate, the island
that the Chinese call Taiwan and that the Portuguese
christened Formosa, which has a government of
Chinese exiles and a total population of 12 million,
is speaking in the place of a quarter of the world's
population, a Government which has stood the test of

being ostracized, an immense country which presents
a unique and highly original example in the sphere of
development.

64. Burundi would not have the presumption to set it
self up as the defender of the People's Republic of
China. Given, however, the extent to which the restora
tion of any country's lawful rights contributes to the
cause of peace and consequently is in line with the
essential objective of the United Nations, it can be
taken for granted that Burundi, in the name of con
sistency, has no choice but to support the admission
of the People's Republic of China to this forum.

65. On the other aspect of the question-the removal
of the representatives of Nationalist China from an
United Nations organs-Burundi is not one of those
States which seek to take sides in regard to the con
sequences of a civil war. On the contrary, we believe
that once the People's Republic is admitted the prob
lem will revert to what it should never have ceased
to be-namely, a purely Chinese problem to be settled
among the Chinese themselves; moreover, the desire
of the People's Republic of China for conciliation is
beyond doubt.

66. In his speech of 28 June 1956 in the National
Assembly, Prime Minister Chou En-Iai said the
following:

"Now, on behalf of the Government, I formally
state that we wish to negotiate with the Taiwan
authorities on the measures and concrete conditions
for the peaceful liberation of Taiwan, and we hope
that the Taiwan authorities will send their repre
sentatives to Peking or to any other place they
consider appropriate, at any time which suits them,
in order to begin such negotiations with us."

This quotation is from Information Bulletin No. 67 of
the Embassy of the People's Republrc of China at
Berne.

67. Burundi thinks that as long as some peoples inti
midate others in order to prevent them from making
their own considered and reasoned choice, and as long
as the greater part of mankind has not enough to live
on, there will be no lasting peace. My country firmly
believes, too, that every people has something to offer
to other peoples, if only its gratitude or its heart.
There is accordingly all the more reason to believe
that a great people like the Chinesepeoplewould bring
to the Organization the important benefits of its ex
periences and of some of its successes. Feeling less
unjust and less guilty-becoming in fact more human
with men brought closer together and being enabled to
understand and perhaps to love each other-the world
would easily win acceptance for the principle of the in
evitability of peace and progress.

68. It has been said that the partial nuclear test ban
treaty Y constitutes a first step along the path to peace.
Many here believe that the world is today called upon
to take a second step along the same path, by allowing
a founding Member of our Organization to take its place
beside the other Members. Burundi fully shares this
view. What is more, we are convinced that time is on
the side of the People's Republic of China and that it
would therefore be wrong to swim against the stream.

69. In short, Burundi, for reasons of political realism
and of honesty, believes that it is a matter of urgency

jj Treaty banning nuclear weapon tests in the atmosphere, in outer
space and under water, signed at Moscow on 5 August 1963.
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for the lawful rights of the People's Republic of China
in the United Nations to be restored; and we for our
part shall vote in favour of the draft resolution sub
mitted by the People's Republic of Albania and by
Cambodia [A/L.427 and Add.L],

70. Mr. DEBAYLE (Nicaragua) (translated from
Spanish): Since this is the first time I am speaking
from the rostrum at this session, I should like, Mr.
President, to congratulate you warmly upon your high
office. I take a personal pride in the honour done to
you as a Latin American.

71. As in the past, the delegation of Nicaragua is
against "the restoration of the lawful rights of the
People's Republic of China in the United Nations" -and
emphatically so because, as a small nation lacking a
powerful military establishment, Nicaragua is a
jealous guardian of the permanence of the principles
contained in the United Nations Charter, on which its
securtty, freedom and territorial integrity are founded.

72. It would be an impairment of those principles to
admit the People's Republic of China at the present
time. The People's Republic of China has repeatedly
indicated that it does not intend and is not inclined
to fulfil the requirements of Article 4 of the Charter.

73. As evidence, I would draw attention to its constant
search for opportunities to foster temporary or perma
nent conflicts thus disrupting the domestic order or the
international harmony of its neighbours j to its repeated
statements against peace and against everything con
tributing to peace; to its forcible subjugation ofTibet;
and to its hostile incursion into Indian territory-that
Himalayan conflict which has worsened the inter
national situation in no transient way, and whose
consequences appear to extend beyond the area in
volved and may result in even greater international
complications.

74. As further evidence, there is the aggression
against Viet-Nam and the recent aggression against
another neighbouring country-and lastly the war in
Korea, which may be interpreted as tacit defiance of
the United Nations.

75. Any nation Which resorts to violence and subver
sion as methods of ideological struggle, which pro
claims force orwar as a means of settling international
disputes or imposing its political orientation, cannot
and will never be in harmony with the basic principles
of the United Nations Charter.

76. The argument of universality has been advanced
as conclusive. But while it is true that we all want
universality-which is a goal of the United Nations
that universality should be one based on the principles
of the Charter, and not one based on the fact that
hundreds of millions of human beings are being
brutally driven by their leaders along the ill-chosen
paths of violence.

77. Nor are we concerned here, in any way, with
eliminating the Ohinese people. In China there is a
revolution which is not yet over. The Chinese people
is divided: on the one hand, there is a huge mass op
pressed and enslaved by its dictators; on the other,
millions who love freedom and peace and are waiting
for the right moment to liberate their brothers.

78. The Chinese people is represented here by the
Government of the Republic of China, which faithfully
observes the principles of the Charter as one of the
founding Members of the United Nations and which my

Government recognizes as the lawful representative of
China. Consequently, my delegation will vote against
the draft resolution [A/L.427 and Add.1 J submitted by
Albania and .Cambodia.

79. The considerations motivating us are, not selfish
or irrational discrimination, but loyalty to and defence
of the principles of the Charter which, in our eyes,
symbolize harmony, universal peace and our own
survival.

80. Mr. BITSIOS (Greece) (translated from French);
The question of the representation of China in the
United Nations has in one form or another been raised
every year since 1949. To begin with, until 1955, it
was raised in the form of points of order or was
brought up in the Credentials Committee. After that,
there were requests for the inclusion of the item on the
Assembly's agenda-requests by India for five years,
by New Zealand in 1961, and by the Soviet Union in
1961 and 1962.

81. The arguments presented on both sides during the
debates serve as an indication of the extremely com
plex nature of this question. On the one hand, it was
argued that the exclusion of the representatives of the
regime which controls mainland China was a violation
of the basic purposes of the Charter-namely, the
maintenance of international peace and security and the
development of friendly relations among all States on
the basis of the principle of equal rights and self
determination of peoples. The Organization's capacity
to achieve the aims envisaged in the Charter was ac
cordingly, it was claimed, being seriously impaired,
On the other hand, it was asserted that the regime in
question had committed aggression in Korea, had re
sorted to threats or to violent measures against the
Republic of China on Taiwan, had organized subversive
activities in southern Asia, SUbjugated Tibet and in
vaded India.

82. These debates resulted in two General Assembly
resolutions; one adopted in 1950 and the other in 1961,
The first of these, resolution 396 (V) of 14 December
1950, touched on the substance of the question of
China's representation in a general way. Proceeding
by analogy, in the absence of appropriate provisions
in the Charter and in the rules of procedure, this reso
lution recommended that such questions should be con
sidered "in the light of the Purposes and Principles
of the Charter and the circumstances of each case."
The second, resolution 1668 (XVI) of 15 December
1961, told us that any proposal to change the repre
sentation of China was an important question within
the meaning of Article 18 of the Charter, and that a
decision on the matter could therefore be made only
by a two-thirds majority of the Members present and
voting.

83. In the debates which took place in previous years,
the Greek delegation, accepting the view expressed in
1950 in the Ad Hoc Political Committee that the ques
tion was and would continue to be an essentially
political one-and not a legal one, as suggested at that
time by the representative of CubaZl-preferred not to
express its views except by means of its vote, not
wishing to prolong the debate on a question to whose
solution it could not contribute dtr-er-tly--a question
Which, though of universal importance in a system of
interdependent States, involved first and foremost the
permanent members of the Security Council.

lJ See Offtcial Records of the General Assembly, Fifch Session. Ad
Hoc Political Committee, 18th meeting.
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84, This year, however, developments in the problem
suggest to us certain thoughts which we should like
to submit to the General Assembly.

85. It seems to us significant that, one by one, the
countries which in the past took the initiative in pro
posing the inclusion of this item on the agenda have
given up doing so. India has meanwhile been the victim
of Chinese aggression. The Soviet Union, in its desire
for a policy of peaceful coexistence, has collided with
the bellicose theories of Peking,

86. And now, this year, for want of a neighbour of
China, it is one of Greece's neighbours which has made
itself Peking's spokesman. This brings the problem
nearer to our own area and requires us to examine it
more closely.

87. What is the new development this year? It is the
fact that, today, reservations concerning the admission
of the People's Republic of China to the United Nations
arise not only from the tensions which it has created
in its geographical region but from factors which go
far beyond that. What is involved is the adoption of a
stand which is of concern to all States-because the
peace and security of all of us are at stake when the
People's Republic of China, in opposition to the policy
of "d~tente1! and of peaceful coexistence, upholds
theories which do not seem to rule out a thermo
nuclear holocaust. At a time 'when, following the
Moscow Treaty, a ray of hope has pierced the
shadows of the cold war and has enabled our As
sembly to embark on its work in an atmosphere of
optimism, the only discordant note has come from
the very r~gime which we have been asked to admit.
In their statement of 31 July 1963, the rulers of the
Peoplets Republic of China declared their firm op
position to the Moscow Treaty, which, in their View,
was prejudicial to the interests of all peoples and
to the cause of peace. This statement is seen in all
its alarming gravity when it is read, as it should be,
in the light of other statements by the Peking Govern
ment, accusing on the One hand a main architect of the
Moscow Treaty of adopting a "bourgeois" pacifist
attitude, and advancing on the other the doctrine.
that the future of mankind can be built on the ruins
of a nuclear war,

88. The explanatory memorandum submitted to us
[A/5498] gives thr ee reasons for granting the People's
Republio of China representation in the United Nations:
first, mainland China has a population equal to one
quarter of the worId total: secondly, the People's
Republic of China is a thoroughly democratic State
which has won impressive victories in the peaceful
construction of its country: and thirdly, the People's
Republic of China pursues a consistent policy of
international peace and co-operation.

89. Of the three reasons given in the memorandum,
only the first is not open to challenge. With respect to
the others, nothing in the behaviour of the communist
r~gime in China over the past thirteen years shows a
sincere desire to conform with the purposes andprin
ciples of the Charter, as they emerge from its
preamble.

90. Admittedly, some think that participation in the
work of our Organization by a Government which
preaches the inevitability of war and rejects the con..
cept of peaceful coexistence might result in some
moder-ation of its attitude of hostility to all mankind.
We find it difficult to share this view. The tensions
within the international communist movement are

evidence of the difficulties created by the Peking
reglme in its co-operation with other parties. What
assurances do we possess that similar difficulties
would not arise in our Organization, difficulties Which
would impede the continuing efforts of the United
Nations to promote international peace and co
operation?

91, May I in conclusion point out that, for the reasons
I have just given, we still cannot honestly see any
equitable solution to the political problem raised by
the question of the representation of all the people of
China. In present circumstances, it remains for us
only to express the hope that the great people of China,
whose ancient and brilliant civilization has influenced
all of the Far East and whose characteristic Wisdom
is reflected in the dignity and respect for the princi
ples of the Charter shown by the Chinese delegation
here, will soon join with other nations in their efforts
to build a better world based, not on a nuclear holo
caust, but on peace and freedom.

92. Mr. AZNAR (Spain) (translated from Spanish):
Once again, very briefly, we must state our categorical
belief that no State or group of States should interfere
in matters reserved by law I and specifically by the
United Nations Charter, for the sovereign jurisdiction
of any country. I say this on behalf of my delegation
in order to make it clear that the internal political
orientation of China and the organization and structure
of that great nation are matters for the Chinese people
alone to decide. They, and none but they, have to
choose the means which they consider best for the
promotion of their welfare and the protection of their
national dignity.

93. Consequently, we do not oppose the admission of
Peking China to the United Nations on the grounds that
it has a communist r~gime. That is Elmatter, I repeat,
in Which responsibilities and aims are within the
domestic jurisdiction of the Chinese people. And we
hope that some day all the Chinese will be able to de
cide their future freely and genuinely. But when the
activities of a Government or a State go beyond the
domestic affairs of a country and their full impact is
felt outside that country, so that they affect inter
national coexistence, we cannot remain indifferent or
silent.

94. As has been clearly shown by some of the previous
speakers, there continues to be a whole series of
serious reasons which, in our opinion, militate against
the admission of Communlst China to the United
Nations. I will go further and say that new situations
and fresh moves, stemming from the aggressive
spirit of that regime which thus far has shown itself
to be implacably war-oriented, have been added to
the abundance of previous acts indicating incom
patibility between the People's Republic of China
and the United Nations Charter.

95. It is not simply that the Chinese regtme haa been
condemned here as an aggressor State; it is not merely
that it carried its offensive policy so far as to provoke
a war with the United Nations itself; it is not only that
it has never given the slightest sign of willingness to
correct or express regret for that aggravating and
extremely dangerous behaviour; it is also that it is
patently oontlnuing to fan the flames of warin various
areas of South-East Asia. And if there was any doubt
of its aggr-esstve spirit and of 1ts offensive designs
against other nations, such doubt was dispelled when
we watched its armed attack on the frontiers of India,
where Chinese communism with its warlike designs
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did not hesitate to create extremely serious threats to
India and to the peace and security of the entire world.

96. But there is yet another factor which emphasizes
and increases this danger: according to the most re
liable reports, including some which are particularly
authoritative and emanate from the communist coun
tries themselves, the Government of Peking is pro
foundly convinced that war between the communist
world and the so-called capitalist world is inevitable;
that not only is there to be no rejection of the use of
arms, as the sole means of ensuring the triumph of
Marxism throughout the world, but that arms, hand
to-hand combat, battles-in short, war-must neces
sarily constitute the instrument for the final victory
of communtem.

97. Consequently, and so long as this doctrine and
this' practice of war are not drastically revised by
Peking through a sincere, explicit, irrevocable re
nunciation of war and a clear adherence to the prin
ciples of peace, it would be a gross contradiction to
allow into the United Nations a regime which appears
to base its future on violent armed struggle. Its
motto-as' the representative of Costa Rica, Mr.
Tattenbach, said here in his eloquent statement
[1242nd meeting]-is intemperate conduct, aggressive
ness and violation of international norms.

98. For these reasons, and these alone, the Spanish
delegation cannot alter its previous position on this
issue.

99. Mr. ASIROGLU (Turkey)(translated from French):
The attitude of the Turkish delegation towards China's
representation in the United Nations is well known to
this Assembly. The only Chinese delegation which the
Turkish Government recognizes in this Organization
is that of the Republic of China, which has been repre
sented here since the Charter was signed at the United
Nations Conference. ~

100. The Government of the Republic of China has
always respected the rights and principles laid down
in the United Nations Charter and has loyally fulfilled
its obligations under that instrument. Ever since the
signing of the Charter, the delegation of the Republic
of China has occupied its seat, both in the United
Nations and in the specialized agencies, with compe
tence, dignity and wisdom and has contributed in a
dedicated spirit to the success of their work. The
Republic of China is one of the founding Members of
the United Nations; it is also a permanent member of
the Security Counctl,

101. These were the considerations which in the past
led the delegation of Turkey to oppose the expulsion
of the Republtc of China from the United Nations. Its
attitude to this problem has not changed, and it will
vote against any proposal to replace the delegation of
Nationalist China by that of the People's Republic of
China.

102. The Turkish delegation will also oppose the ad
mission of the People's Republic of China to the United
Nations because that Government continues to dis
regard the fundamental principles of the United Nations
Charter. The draft resolution before the Assembly
[A!L.427 and Add.L], whioh aims at restoring "the
lawful rights of the People's Republic of China in the
United Nations", appears to us somewhat paradoxical
in view of the attitude of that Government, Which at-

!Y United Nations Conference on International Organization, heldfrom
25 April to 26 June 1945.

taches no importance whatsoever to the rights and
Obligations set forth in our Organization's Charter.

103. In the context of the Charter, "lawn. means all
the norms governing relations between Members of
the United Nations. If a lawful right is to be invoked,
it must have the attributes recognized by law, in
other words by the Charter. But the People's Republtc
of China, which has done nothing but violate the rights
and obligations laid down in the Charter to govern rela
tions between Member States, is not qualified to be a
Member of this Organization and therefore cannot de
mand the restoration of its rights.

104. In the same context, we do not feel that the prin
ciple of unlversaltty, which has been invoked by many
speakers as an argument for the admission of the
People's Republic of China, is convincing either. The
Charter constitutes a well-balanced legal system; it is
the outcome of efforts to establish a balance between
the fundamental aspects of the principal problems with
which the United Nations has to deal. It is an inter
national instrument all of whose parts are interde
pendent and it would be imprudent to remove from their
context certain principles the abuse of which the
authors of the Charter tried to prevent through the
operation of a single legal and political system.

105. The delegation of Turkey believes that it would
be wrong to support the draft resolution before us
purely on the basis of the principle of universality
There are other important principles in the Charter
such as those of justice and law, of equality and of
respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms
which must equally be taken into account. In signing
the Charter, Member States recognized a certain
balance between the principles and rights enshrined
in that instrument and agreed to accept certain
obligations.

106; The Turkish delegation considers that the
People's Republic of China does not at present possess
the qualities required by the Charter for membership
of the United Nations. It will therefore vote against the
draft resolution before the Assembly [A!L,427 and
Add.l].

107. Mr. SHTYLLA (Albania) (translated from
French): The debate now drawing to a close on the
question of the restoration of the lawful rights of the
People's Republic of China in the United Nations has
shown once again, very clearly, the importance of the
problem which we are discussing and the urgentneed,
in the interest of strengthening the Organization and
in that of peace and international co-operation, for
there to be no further delay in arriving at a solution
in line with the Charter.

108. The prime conclusion emerging from the debate
is that the attitude hitherto adopted by the General
Assembly is unjustifiable-that the United Nations,
under the influence of the United States of America,
has violated the letter and the spirit of the Charter
and for fourteen years has trampled underfoot the
lawful rights of one of the greatest Powers in the
world, a founding Member of the United Nations and a.
permanent member of the Security Council , a country
with a population equal to one fourth of the world total;
thus damaging the prestige and authority of our
Organization and its ability to solve the great problems
of our era,

109. The general consensus of opinion is that Member
States, including those which in one way or another
adopt a non-positive attitude, recognize that the sltua-
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tion hitherto imposed on our Organization is abnormal;
that the overwhelming majority of Member States
consider it necessary and urgent to put an end to this
situation; and that the principal obstacle in this con
nexton is the Government of the United States. That
Government, guided by its imperialist policy based
primarily on force and in this particular case by its
deep hostility to the People's Republic of China, is
trying to prevent the restoration of the lawful rights
of the People's Republic of China in the United
Nations as long as it possibly can.

110. It feels that the present situation, however
shameful to our Organization, is best suited to its
plans and to its strategy of world hegemony Which,
inter alia, envisages the United Nations as an appro
priate tool for such purposes. The substantial measure
in which Member States have participated in the de
bate on the question of restoring China's lawful rights
in the United Nations reflects not only the crucial im
portance to the Organization's future of the settling of
this question, but also the deep concern aroused in
most Member States by the false and untenable situa
tion into which the United States has forced the
United Nations.

111. The conclusions that emerge from this very
important debate include the following points Which,
in our view, should be emphasized:

(l) The rights of the People's Republic of China in
the United Nations are indisputable, and they should
be restored .Immedtately by removing the Chiang
Kai-shek faction and inviting the representatives of
the People's Republic of China to occupy China's
place in all United Nations organs. China is one and
indivisible-it is the People's Republic of China, and
the only Government of China is the Government of
the People's Republic of China, The attempts made by
the United States to impose the ridiculous "two Chinas"
theory and to perpetuate the occupation of Taiwan have
been discredited and are doomed to failure.

(2) Both legally and procedurally, the question of the
restoration of the lawful rights of the People's Republic
of China is purely a matter of representation and cre
dentials, and it must be decided by a simple majority.
Many delegations have maintained-and they have ad
vanced incontrovertible supporting arguments-that
the question of the restoration of the lawful rights of
the People1 s Republic of China in the United Nations
has nothing to do with that country' s r~gime, which is
exclusively the concern of the Chinese people. It has
nothing to do with politics, or With relations between
the People's Republic of China and other countries, or
with that country's standpointwith regard to ideological
problems, the Moscow Treaty for a partial ban on
nuclear weapon tests, or other international agree
ments to which the People's Republtc of China is not a
party. All these questions are exclusively the concern
of the people and GovernmentofthatRepublic, and have
nothing to do with that country's participation in the
United Nations-particularly when, as in the present
case, the question is not one of admitting the People! s
Republic of China as a Member, but simply one of
acknowledging and restoring its lawful rights in our
Organization.

(3) The restoration of the lawful rights of the
People's Republic of China in the United Nations is
an urgent and vital question, for the Organization
itself and for international co-operation. The exclusion
of that Republic constitutes a radical defect in the
United Nations, since Without the participation of the

People's Republic of China it is neither universal nor
capable of making an effective contribution to the set
tlement of the major international problems; and one
must either have a highly developed sense of humour
or be impervious to ridicule to claim, as the United
States representative did from this rostrum, that "the
people of China are already properly and legitimately
represented in the United Nations" by the puppet in
Taiwan.

(4) The debate has exposed the unjust and deplorable
nature of the obstructionist attitude adopted by the
United States in this matter-an attitude which derives
from its aggressive policy towards the People's
Republic of China. The United States representative
has not succeeded in convincing Member States of the
rightness of his position, because that position is
manifestly contrary to the most elementary logic and
to the practice hitherto followed by the United Nations
in other similar cases; and he apparently fails to
appreciate the extent to which such apositionis repu
diated by world opinion, by all peace-loving States,
and by the peoples of the world. The United States
bears a heavy responsibility for all the damage done
in this matter to the United Nations and to the cause
which it should serve.

112. The enemies of the People's Republtc of China,
lacking any sound arguments wherewith to support
their opposition to the restoration of the lawful rights
of that Republic in the United Nations, have sought a
way. out which does them little credit. They have
turned aside from a discussion of the real problem
before us and have shifted to other ground. Once
again, they have called the regime of the People's
Republic of China in question by pouring upon the
great Chinese people and its Government streams of
gross slander and baseless accusations which are
neither new nor original, but which faithfully reflect
the hostile policies of United States imperialism and
all its adherents towards the People's Republic of
China.

113. We have heard pseudo-theoretical arguments
about the supposed communist dispute, highly imagina
tive statements to the effect that the civil war is still
going on in China, new legal theories to prevent the
People's Republic of China from occupying its lawful
place in the United Nations on alleged moral grounds.
and ill-defined grounds at that-and so forth.

114. In truth, all these arguments disclose the in
defensible and untenable position to which those op
posing the restoration of the lawful rights of the
People's Republic of China in the United Nations are
reduced: and all these attacks have been launched in
the absence of the persons concerned, in the absence
of the representatives of that Republic, a fact which
obliges us-e-and we deem it an honour-to refute these
slanders and to defend, in this Assembly, the peaceful
policies of the People's Republic of China-in other
words, to defend truth and the interests of peace, of
international co-operation, and of the United Nations
itself.

115. Some of the representatives who have spoken
have resorted to all kinds of untruths. They have
claimed that the People's Republic of China is by
its own admission aggressive in nature, that it ex
ports revolution and preaches violence and the in
evitability of war.

116. In his statement of 16 October 1963 [1243rd
meeting], the United States representative accused
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the People's Republic of China of being "the world's
most war-like rllgime" J the advocate-these are his
own words-of resort to war as a means of solving
international disputes. All these accusations are com
plete fabrications; they are ridiculous and barefaced
slanders.
117. The People's Republic of China is an eminently
peace-loving country-a fact which derives from the
very nature of its socialist system, from the character
of its people, and from the lofty goals it has set itself
in building a life of happiness and prosperity for that
people, which throughout history has suffered so much
owing, first and foremost, to foreign domination. The
foreign policy pursued by its Government is one of
peace, as is recognized and greatly appreciated by all
peoples of the world. It has always advocated peaceful
coexistence between countries with different social
systems, and is the sponsor of the five principles of
peaceful coexistence.

118. The People's Republic of China, as I had occasion
to mention in my statement on 16 October 1963
[1242nd meeting], has concluded treaties offriendship
and non-aggression with Yemen, Burma, Nepal,
Afghanistan, Guinea, Cambodia, Indonesia and Ghana:
it has proposed the conclusion of a non-aggression
pact between all the countries in Asia and in the
Pacific area, including the United States. China has
always advocated the settlement of international dis
putes by peaceful negotiation, without recourse to
force. It made a great contribution to the armistice
in Korea and to the conclusion of the Geneva agree
ments on lndo-Chlna in 1954 and on Laos in 1962.

119. In order to prop up his. false accusation, the
United States representative accused China of pursuing
an aggressive policy in connexion with Taiwan; at the
meeting of 16 October 1963, the United States repre
sentative said:

"For many years the United States has sought
without success to persuade the Chinese Communists
to abandon the use of force as a method of pursuing
their policies in the Taiwan Straits." [1243rd meet
ing, para. 67.]

120. This inversion of positions denotes arrogance,
and shows how false and indefenstble is the stand of
the United States on the question we are now consider
ing. It also discloses a lack of respect for the facts
and for the delegations here present; for everyone
knows that Taiwan is an integral and inalienable part
of China. Neither distortions of the truth nor foreign
occupation will alter the fact that Taiwan is Chinese
territory, or prevent the Chinese people and their
Government from liberating it and uniting it with the
rest of the national territory.

121. Has the People's Republic of China occupied por
tions of United States territory, or is the position the
reverse? It is of course the United States armed forces
which have established a military occupation of Taiwan,
which are holding that island and other Chinese islands
by force, and which have repeatedly stated their inten
tion of forcibly preventing the Chinese people from
liberating them. In fact, it is the United States which
should abandon the use of force against Taiwan. Yet it
refuses to do so.

122. To accuse China of aggression because it de
mands the liberation of its territory of Taiwan is to
flout every principle of law and to preach force and
lawlessness as rules of conduct. China has used no
force against the United States in the Taiwan area;

hence the question of its abandoning the use of force
against the United States in that area does not arise.

123. Despite the fact that the United States has occu
pied the Chinese territory of Taiwan by force, the
Chinese Government has always displayed great
restraint; it has proposed that China and the United
States should sit down at the same table to negotiate
a settlement of the current disputes between the two
countries and a relaxation and elimination of tension
in the Taiwan area. With that end in view, the Chinese
Government has patiently carried on talks with the
United States, at the ambassadorial level, for more
than eight years. The Chinese leaders have repeatedly
pointed out that the liberation of Taiwa.n and its unifi
cation with the homeland are sacred rights of the
Chinese people; and that liberating Taiwan, whether
by war or by peaceful means, is a matter for the
Chinese people, in which no foreign country has the
right to intervene. To deny China that right is to
deprive it of its sovereignty and to interfere in its
domestic affairs.

124. The unwarranted presumption of the United
States in demanding that the People's Republic of
China should renounce the use of force to liberate
Taiwan is a flagrant manifestation of its policy of
brutal intervention in China's domestic affairs for
the purpose of denying the Chinese people their right
to liberate Taiwan; it is also proof that the United
States wishes to perpetuate the occupation of Taiwan.
To accept this presumption, and not to demand reso
lutely the withdrawal of United States troops from
Taiwan, would be tantamount to giving the United
States a special licence to intervene in China's
domestic affairs and to perpetuate Lts occupation of
Taiwan. The Chinese people, like any independent and
peace-loving people, will never give it such a licence.

125. It should be pointed out that the United States,
while continuing to occupy the Chinese territory of
Taiwan, persists in military acts of provocation
and threats of war against the People's Republtc of
China, using Taiwan as its base; it persists in giving
help and encouragement to the Chiang Kai-shekclique
in its attempts, under United States protection, to
make armed incursions against the Chinese mainland
in preparation for a full-scale military attack.

126. The United States must desist from these very
dangerous activities. It must stop playing with fire
and withdraw all its armed forces from Taiwan and
the Taiwan Straits. That is the only possible and
fair solution.

127. In the case of India, as in every other case, the
Chinese Government has always advocated a peaceful
settlement through negotiations, in accordance with
the five principles of peaceful coexistence; it has
shown the greatest magnanimity, and has made con
siderable efforts to that end.

128. As for the slanderous allegation that the People's
Republic of China is exporting revolution, it is a fact
that at the present time the peoples of several coun
tries are engaged in a revolutionary struggle against
imperialism and internal reaction; they wish to bring
about a revolution and win their independence and
freedom. But that is a domestic matter concerning
each particular country, and nobody can prevent a
people from so acting.

129. The United States, which has become the titular
champion and leader of international reaction, and its
partners, unable to crush these popular liberation
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movements or to understand the march of history,
affect to see in every revolutionary movement "afor
eign hand at work"-yesterday "the hand of Moscow".
and today "the hand of Peking" .

130. All this is false. The Chinese Government has
never believed that revolution can be exported. In its
inter-State relations. it pursues a policy of non
interference in the domestic affairs of other coun
tries, and on that score no criticism can be levelled
against it.

131. Contrariwise. it is precisely the United States
which flagrantly exports counter-revolution all over
the world and promotes subversion in many countries.
Shortly after coming to power, the present Government
of that country launched a military invasion against
Cuba; and its leaders have declared, more than once
and quite openly, that the United States cannot tolerate
the revolutionary Government of Cuba.

132, If these questions are to be discussed, it will be
found that the record of the Western Powers, and par
ticularly of the United states, is none too glorious.
China has no soldiers or military bases on foreign
soil. Since the proclamation of the People's Republic
of China, that country has made every possible effort
to strengthen peace in the world and prevent a world
war. Those who accuse the People's Republic of China
of being aggressive and expansionist-in other words,
the United States-are the very Ones who have spread
a network of aggression all over the world, maintain
hundreds of thousands of soldiers in foreign territory,
and have established military pacts and hundreds of
aggressive military bases around the socialist coun
tries. They pursue an openly hostile and aggressive
policy towards the socialist and other peaceful coun
tries; they are waging a war of extermination in South
Viet-Nam; they constitute the main support of the
oolontaltsts , and in every way oppose the national
liberation struggle of oppressed and dependent peoples.

133. The truth is that the most warlike regtrne in the
world is precisely the imperialist r~gime of the
United States; it oonstitutes a real danger, a threat
to the security of peoples. This truth cannot be con
cealed beneath slanders and lies uttered in regard to
the People's Republic of China. If the representative
of the United States has persisted in making slanderous
allegations against China, it is simply because the
Chinese Government, faithful to its policy of peace,
has denounced and continues to denounce the aggres
sive, warlike policy of the United States and is fighting
resolutely and unremittingly against such a policy.

134. As for nuclear war, of which there has here been
much talk mixed with unfounded accusations against
the People's Republic of China, the position of the
Government of that Republic has always been clear
and open; it would be idle to slander China and distort
its point of view on this question. The Chinese Govern
ment has always declared that the nuclear weapon has
such unprecedented destructive power that mankind
would be cast into an abyss of unspeakable suffering
if a nuclear war broke out. Accordingly, the Chinese
Government has always favoured a total ban onnuclear
weapons, and condemned nuclear warfare. In its
declaration of 31 July 1963-a copy of which was cir
culated by the Secretary-General to all Member States
on 25 September 1963-advocating a complete, total
and resolute ban on anddestructionofnuclearweapons
and proposing a conference of all Heads of Govern
ment, the Government of the People's Republic of China
made a complete statement of China's position on this

question. Furthermore, it proposed four concrete
measures likely to achieve the complete banning and
destruction of nuclear weapons.

135. How then can anyone say that the Government of
the People's Republic of China is preaching nuclear
warfare? Is it not a monstrous slander and a crude
provocation to assert, as the United States representa
tive did in this Assembly on 16 October 1963, that the
Chinese Communists "accept nuclear war because the
death of half of the human race would improve the
prospects for Chinese communism in the remaining
half of the world"? [1243rd meeting, para. 62.}
136. From the fundamental policy followed by the
People's Republic of China, from all its declarations
and from all the official documents of the Chinese
Communist Party and the Government of the People's
Republic of China, the latter's belief that nuclear war
can be averted by the efforts of the world's peoples
clearly emerges. If the imperialists in disregard of
everything persisted in unleashing a nuclear war, the
result would merely be the annihilation of the im
perialists responsible for such a war, and not the
destruction of mankind, because the course of history
shows that man will destroy the nuclear weapon rather
than be destroyed by it. It is the height of effrontery
to distort the views of an eminently peaceful country
like the People's Republic of China and to claim that
it wishes to establish its domination on the ruins of
mankind caused by a nuclear war.

137. Let us turn now to the question of the Moscow
Treaty for a partial nuclear test ban. The reason
why China is opposed to this treaty concluded between
the United States, the United Kingdom and the Soviet
Union for a partial nuclear test ban is, first and
foremost, that this is the sovereign prerogative of
the Chinese people and Government; in the second
place, this treaty is not in linewith the true aspirations
of the peoples of the world, which demand not a partial
ban on nuclear tests but the complete destruction of
nuclear weapons and an absolute ban on testing. By
creating the false impression that some progress has
been made in the direction of disarmament, the Moscow
Treaty seeks to thwart this justified and urgent demand
of mankind and to lead people astray. This treaty com
pletely dissociates the question of a cessation of
nuclear testing from the principal and by far the most
important task of completely banning nuclear weapons
and achieving general and complete disarmament. It
legalizes the employment, stockpiling and continued
manufacture of these weapons by the United States
and provides a cover for United States war prepara
tions. This treaty permits and even legalizes under
ground testing which, as our delegation pointed out on
27 September 1963 during the general debate [1218th
meeting], is particularly helpful to the continued
development of nuclear weapons by the United States.
The Moscow Treaty ties the hands of peaceful coun
tries which might he victims of imperialist aggression,
by preventing them from providing for their own
defence against imperialist blackmail and nuclear
threats. It does not, however, prevent the United States
from disseminating its nuclear weapons among its
allies and in those countries which are under its con
trol. It ensures for the United States and its allies the
achievement and development of nuclear supremacy.
It has strengthened the position of the nuclear Powers
in the matter of nuclear blackmail. It has increased
rather than diminished the danger of nuclear war and
of a world war unleashed by imperialism. That is Why
the Chinese Government, like any other Government
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and people which can see through the deceptive features
of this treaty, is perfectly within its rights in oppos
ing it.

138. If the Government of the United States were not
seeking to mislead the peoples of the world as to the
real aims which it is pursuing by means of the Moscow
Treaty, why should it not accept the proposal of the
Government of the People's Republic of China that a
conference of Heads of Government of all countries
in the world be convened to discuss the four concrete
measures suggested by China with a view to reaching
agreement on the banning and destruction of nuclear
weapons? This proposal genuinely interprets the desire
of the world's peoples to prevent nuclear war. It is
really paradoxical to hear the representative of the
United States-one of the leading nuclear Powers,
which is feverishly engaged in an unbridled race to
produce these weapons of mass destruction and re
fuses to accept their prohibition-accusing the People's
Republic of China, which is exerting every effort to
reach agreement on the banning and destruction of
these weapons, of wishing to base its foreign policy
on nuclear war.

139. Instead of accepting China's reasonable proposal
for the prohibition and liquidation of nuclear weapons,
the United States Government attacks the People's
Republic of China on this question-the reason being
that the United states Government favours neither a
real and complete ban on nuclear weapons and their
testing, nor general and complete disarmament, but
on the contrary favours the arms race and the estab
lishment of its hegemony throughout the world by
every possible means, including war. That is the true
aim of its consistent policy of aggression, Including
its demagogic campaign in favour of the Moscow
Treaty.
140. Although the matter was clarified long ago, cer
tain representatives have not failed on this occasion
to accuse the People's Republic of China of aggression
in the Korean war. I do not think it necessary to enter
into the details of this question. But it is an established
fact that the war in Korea was started by the United
States. That has been confirmed by numerous historical
documents. There is no need to go through those docu
ments all over again. It is sufficient to recall the
fol lowing facts, in order to know whowas the aggressor.
and who was not.

141. When United States troops invaded NorthKorea
the Democratic People's Republic of Korea-there
were no foreign troops in that country. Only when
United states troops arrived, four months after the
opening of hostilities, on the banks of the Yalu River
that is, on the frontier between Korea and China-and
declared that they would cross the river to invade
China, did the Chinese people's Volunteers enter the
war of resistance to United States aggression, of aid
to "Korea and of defence of their homes and their
country. How can anyone say that the United States
which started the war, continued it for four years,
destroyed numerous Korean towns and massacred
a large number of Koreans-is not the aggressor but
that the aggressors are the Chinese people's Volun
teers who at a second stage were dragged into a war
of self-defence?
142. After the end of the Korean war, the Government

"of the People's Republic of China proposed more than
once the withdrawal of all foreign troops from Korea.

"In 1958, on its own initiative and unilaterally, it with
. drew all the Chinese people's Volunteers from that

country, whereas the United States still has its troops
stationed there.

143. How, in these circumstances, can the United
States deny thatIt itself is the aggressor? The resolu
tion which the United Nations adopted in 1951 [498 (V)J
under the dictation of the United States, and which
calumniously described China as an aggressor, is an
illegal resolution. To resort once more to this already
discredited tactic can only arouse justified indignation
in all the peoples oftheworld. The Chinese Government
has always observed the 1953 Kore anArmistice Agree
ment, and has advocated a peaceful settlement of the
Korean question. It is the United States which has
violated the provisions of this Agreement and which
even today is fomenting disturbances in Korea. Accord
ing to official statements by the Government of the
Democratic People's Republic of Korea, during the
ten years following the armistice the violations of
the convention by the United States, which have been
the subject of Korean protests, have risen to 7,075,
that is to say, about two a day. The United States,
contrary to the Armistice Agreement, has strengthened
its aggressive forces in South Korea, into which it has
illegally introduced all kinds of atomic rockets, arms
ancI military aircraft. It frequently carries out military
manoeuvres in the country.

144. What is the United States still doing in Korea? Is
it not obvious that the stationing of United States troops
in South Korea is tantamount to a military occupation
pure and simple, whose purpose is to convert that part
of Korea into a colony and a permanent base of aggres
sion for American imperialism, all these activities
and unavowable designs being cloaked under the name
of the United Nations? The facts show that this is so,
and that there is an urgent need-first in the interests
of South Korea's people, who have a full right to inde
pendence, self-determination and national unity, and
also in the interests of peace and security in the Far
East-to demand the withdrawal from South Korea of
the United States forces of aggression.

145. Another gratuitous and entirely false accusation
which has been made against the People's Republic of
China in this debate concerns Viet-Nam. The United
states representative has said:

"Despite their protestations of peaceful intent, the
Chinese Communists have refused to co-operate and,
through their proxies in North Viet-Nam, have sought
to defeat the purpose of the international agreement
to which they have become a signatory, thereby keep
ing this unhappy neighbour country in a constant state
of turmoil." [1243rd meeting, para. 73.]

146. This is a statement whose cynicism defies both
facts and common sense. Must we remind the United
States representative that at the 1954 Geneva Confer
ence on Indo-China the People's Republic of China
played a constructive role admitted by all, and that it
was precisely the Government of the United States
which refused to subscribe to the Final Declaration of
the Conference? Must we remind him that it is pre
cisely his Government which in South Viet-Nam has
violated and continues every day and hour to violate
in the most barbarous manner, the Geneva Agreements
of 1954-and not the Government of the People's
Republic of China, which has spared no effort to en
sure that those Agreements are observed and fully
applied? It is common knowledge that there has been
no interference by the People's RepUblic of China in
Viet-Nam, and that North Viet-Nam-the Democratic
Republic of Viet-Nam-is a free and sovereign country
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which is building its life along peaceful lines, scrupu
lously observes the Geneva Agreements and asks for
the country's peaceful unification.

147. Furthermore, a bitter war is at present being
waged in SouthViet-Nam. One of the belligerent parties
is the United States, with the troops of the Ngo Dinh
Diem clique which it supports; the other party is the
people's armed forces of South Viet-Nam, which are
fighting in self-defence and for their independence and
right to self-determination. There is no question here
of a so-called forcible take-over of South Viet-Nam
by North Viet-Nam, still less of any so-called support
given by China to North Viet-Nam for the latter's
seizure of South Viet-Nam. The fact is that the United
States is waging a dirty kind of "specialwar" in South
Viet-Nam, to which it has sent more than 25,000
soldiers who have joined in the battle. The United
States Secretary of State, Mr. Rusk, recently told
his country's Congress, as The New York Times re
ported on 7 October 1963, that the United States could
not abandon South Viet-Nam and "let that place go to
the Communists"

148. Can the United States representatives explain
to the General Assembly by what right, or under what
international agreement, the United States is justified
in massacring the people of South Viet-Nam? The
United States military commander in Saigon directs
all the operations of the American-Diemist troops.
American aircraft every day make dozens of sorties
to bomb the peaceful villages of South Viet-Nam.
American-Diemist aircraft, particularly the aircraft
of the United States, have covered South Viet-Nam
with quantities of poisonous chemical substances that
have destroyed rice and other grain crops over tens
of thousands of hectares, have caused the death of
tens of thousands of head of cattle and have poisoned
more than 20,000 civilians, a large number of whom
have subsequently died. According to information
supplied by the United States news agency United
Press alone, approximately 4,000 men of the United
States forces in South Viet-Nam are constantly engaged
in military operations. Thus what the United States
should do is end its military intervention in South
Viet-Nam and the massacres it is perpetrating there,
rather than indulge in baseless calumnies and accusa
tions against others.

149. Some speakers who have taken the floor to oppose
the restoration to the People's Republic ofChina of its
lawful rights in the United Nations have made a point
of repeating the completely baseless accusations that
that Republic last year committed aggression against
India. The delegation of the People's Republic of
Albania considers it its duty briefly to state the facts
about the question ofthe Sino-Indian frontier and to re
fute the baseless allegations made from this rostrum.

150. The question of the Sino-Indian frontier is a
legacy of history. The Government of the People's
Republic of China has always maintained that this
question should be justly and equitably settled through
negotia.tions between the two countries-in the same
harmonious manner in which it has settled the ques
tion of its borders with other neighbouring States,
such as Burma, Nepal, Mongolia, Pakistan and more
recently Afghanistan, in accordance with the principle
of consultations Conducted on a footing of equality.
Unfortunately, instead of adopting this way of settling
the problem peacefully, India attempted unilaterally
to impose upon China its own viewofthe border ques
tion, and even did not hesitate to resort to force in

order to make good its territorial claims-thus itself
provoking the large-scale armed conflict which took
place on the Sino-Indian border in October 1962.

151. The Chinese Government has always displayed
the utmost patience and self-restraint. Before the
outbreak of hostilities-between August and October
1962-the Chinese Government three times proposed
the opening of negotiations in order for the frontier
question to be discussed. All those proposals were re
jected by the Indian Government, which demanded that
China should accept its territorial claims as a condition
for the negotiations-in other words, that China should
withdraw from vast areas of Chinese territory. Such a
stand naturally closed the door to negotiations on the
question of the borders.

152. Finally, as is known, on 20 October 1962 the
Indian troops launched a large-scale general attack.
It was only after suffering heavy losses under the
furious and repeated assaults of those troops that the
Chinese frontier guards, at the limit of their endurance
and having no other choice, considered themselves
obliged to fight back in self-defence. However-and thls :
indisputably proves the peaceful attitude of the Govern
ment of the people's Republic of China, and its desire
to settle the question of the Sino-Indian border by
peaceful means-once the aggression had been re
pelled, the Chinese Government, instead of exploiting
the military advantage it had gained, took on its own
initiative certain important peaceful measures.

153. On 22 November 1962, the Chinese frontier
guards ceased fire unilaterally all along the border;
later they gradually withdrew, in all the border sectors,
to a position twenty kilometres inside Chinese terri
tory, calculated from the line of effective control
existing on 7 November 1959. The Chinese Government
evacuated the disputed areas, in accordance with the
provistons of the cease-fire,without having set up con
trol posts-even though those areas were incontestably
in Chinese territory. The Chinese Government repatri
ated all Indian prisoners of war and returned to India
the arms and military equipment it had captured during
the fighting.

154. The Government of the People's Republic of
China has officially stated that there can in fact be no
renewal of tension along the Sino-Indian border so long
as Indian troops refrain from making incursions into
China.

155. The allegations which we have heard made
against the People's Republic of China in regard to the
question of the Sino-Indian border are utterly devoid of
truth and serve only to provide fuel for a concerted
anti-Chinese campaign ofwhich many echoes have been
heard in this hall during the present session. We hope
that the two countries will between them settle the
question of the Sino-Indian border by the peaceful
means of negotiation, and that the relations between
these two great States will be based on peace and
friendship.

156. The clear and undeniable facts wMch we have
just stated amply and conclusively prove the total
absence of any foundation for all the accusations,
levelled here and so often repeated by the delegations
of the United States and certain other countries, against
the People's Republic of China. The explanation for all
these fabrications lles in the hatred of the United
States Government for socialist China. They are part
of its policy of hostility to the Chinese people and
their socialist ~gime. The mancsuvrea, the subter-
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fuges and all the other artificial obstacles so far
employed by the United States to prevent the People's
Republic of China from taking its place in the United
Nations bear Witness to the obstinacy of the United
states Government in seeking to exclude from our de
liberations a large warId Power whose growing import
ance and positive role in international affairs are
beyond question. Clearly, the United States still con
siders that the presence of this great sootalist country
in our Organization would be incompatible with its OWn
design to use the United Nations as a convenient tool
in the furthering of its imperialist policy and would be
out of line with its idea of continuing the military occu
pation of the Chinese island of Taiwan.

157. It is perfectly clear that the Government of the
United states is fundamentally opposed to the idea of
seeing representatives of the People's Republic of
China, within the forum of the United Nations, en
deavouring. together with the representatives of other
countries which love peace and freedom, to make their
valuable contribution to the realization of the lofty
principles of the Charter and to the settlement of the
major problems of our time, such as the total eradica
tion of colonialism, general and oomplete disarma
ment, and other questions relating to international
peace and co-operation, That this is the concept of the
United States Government is confirmed by the recent
deolarations made here or to the Press by the repre
sentatives of the United states in answer to the state
ments made by our delegation during the general
debate and on the question of the rights of China in the
United Nations. It is also confirmed by comments made
in the United States Press in recent days. But if, as
its representative said here on 16 October 1963. the
United States is really concerned with respect for
the purposes and principles of the Charter. the prin
oiples of peace and co-operation among nations, and
the principles of settling international problems by
peaceful means and of not interfering in the internal'
affairs of States. andwiththeuniversalityofthe United
Nations and its transformation into a centre of harmo
nizing the actions of nations in the attainment of the
ends of the Organization-if this is really the concern
of that country, it should not try by every available
means to prevent the restoration to the People's
Republic of China of its rights in the United Nations.
Not only. indeed, would the presence here of this
great country be in line with the fundamental provi
sions of the Charter; it has become an absolute
necessity.

158. In the circumstances, we can only believe that
the United States is not guided in its attitude by the
principles of the Charter and the interests of our
Organization. As we have already noted. that COWl

try's aims are quite the reverse, and are inspired
by its policy of cold war and positions of strength.
That is why it sought years ago, and has been seek
ing ever since, to deprive the United Nations of the
co-operation of the most populous country in the
world; and it is precisely that policy which is a
serious threat to our Organization and toworldpeace.

159. The slanders levelled here against the People's
Bepubhc of China are not only completely unfounded,
as our delegation and many others have shown beyond
a doubt; they are not even relevant to the question
before this Assembly-the question of restoring the
lawful rights of the Government of the People IS

Republto of China in the United Nations. What is at
issue here is not the admission of a new Member.
for China is a founding Member of the United Nations.

The question before the Assembly is who should
represent China.

160. It has been repeatedly demonstrated by a number
of delegations during preceding sesaions and at this
present session that the Government of the People's
Republic of China, and it alone, exercises power in
China and leads the Chinese people. and that its repre
sentatives. and they alone, are competent to represent
China in the United Nations. As we said earlier, the
question is simply One of credentials. It is purely a
question of procedure. We think that Member States
which attach importance to the observance and im
plementation of the lofty purposes and principles of
the Charter cannot allow themselves to be influenced
by all the manc:euvrings engaged in by the United
states against the People's Republic of China.

161. It should be noted that not only an increasing
number of Member states but world opinion itself
demand that an end should be put to the short-sighted
United States policy directed against the People's
Republic of China. Even in the United States. prominent
figures such as former President Truman, who cer
tainly cannot be accused of sympathizing with socialist
China, or The New York Times, echoing a growing body
of opinion, suggest that the United States Government
should revise its policy towards the People's Republic
of China, that it should renounce its obstructionist
position in the United Nations and that it should estab
lish normal diplomatic and trade relations with the
people's Bepubltc of China.

162. The United Nations should no longer accept the
continuation of this abnormal state of affairs. Respect
for the Charter and the consolidation of our Organiaa
tion demand that this situation be ended. The partici
pation of the People's Republic of China in our
deliberations becomes ever more necessary and
urgent. Inviting it to take its place among us-a place
to which it is fully entitled-would not only be an im
portant step in conformity with the principles of
international law and of the Charter. and would not only
meet the wishes of all peaceful countries and of all
peace-loving and freedom-loving peoples; it would, at
this stage of international affairs, be the bestcontribu
tion to the settlement of the great problems of our
times.

163. In the history of the United Nations, one of the
main failings. one of the most regrettable failings. is
the situation created in this important institution by
the fact that the seat of one of the founding states,
one of the great world Powers, is occupied not by the,
legitimate representatives of that country but by the
puppet of United States imperialism, sheltering onthe
island of Taiwan.
164. The delegation of the people's Republic of
Albania hopes that the General Assembly will on this
occasion prove capable of taking the action required
under the Charter to put an end to this situation once
and for 'all. thus performing a wise and valuable act.
It is in this spirit that it appeals to all delegations to
support the draft resolution SUbmitted by the delega
tions of Cambodia and Albania [A/L.427 and Add.L],
which indicates the only real solution to this question
according with the Charter-the immediate removal
from the Organization of the Chiang Kaf-shek agents
who are illegally occupying China's place, and an in
vitation to the People's Republic of China to send
representatives to take their rightful place in the
United Nations and all its organs. The adoption of
this draft resolution by the General Assembly would
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represent a tremendous advance towards the con
solidation of world peace and security. It would have a
very great and beneficial effect On the whole of the
present world situation.

165. Mr. LID (China): As the debate is drawing to a
close. I wish to avail myself of this opportunity to
make a few brief observations.

166. First of all. let me thank those delegations who
have with force and lucidity come out to oppose the
seating of the Chinese Communists in the United
Nations. Basing themselves both on the principles of
the Charter and on the realities of Chinese Com
munism, they have set forth arguments that are irre
futable. I am confident thatthe majority of the Assem
bly will reject the Albanian draft resolution [A/L.427
and Add.L] in a decisive manner.

167. At this late stage of the proceedings I do not
propose to delay the Assembly for further examination
of the issues involved in the question. In my statement
the other day I have already anticipated some of the
fallacious arguments that have been advanced in the
course of the debate. Nor would I pay back in kind the
slanderous remarks made by the communist delega
tions with regard to my Government. The facts speak
for themselves.
168. One thing, however. I do want to make clear. The
communist delegations have made the charge, repeated
a while ago by the self-appointed mouth-piece of the
Chinese Communists, that Taiwan is under the military
occupation of the United states. This is a libel of the
most scurrilous kind. The Government of the Republic
of China. like all independent governments. is free to
enter into alliances with any country it sees fit. We
have, as is well known, signed a treaty of mutual de
fence with the United States. This is in exercise of
our sovereign prerogative that cannot be questioned.
The military arrangements we haveundertakenjointly
with the United States are vital to the defence of free
dom and security in the entire region of East Asia.

169. Allow me now to say a few words about the draft
resolution before us. This draft resolution, in content
as well as in purpose. is identical with the draft reso
lutions which were introduced by the Soviet Union and
decisively rejected by the General Assembly at the last
two sessions. The two operative paragraphs seek the
expulsion of the Republic of China and the seating of
the Chinese Communists. These paragraphs are in
separable in that they have but one single purpose. I am
in agreement with those representatives who speak of .
only one seat for China in the United Nations. As for
the Chinese people. there is only one China, and that is
the Republic of China. It is no wild claim when I say
that only the Government of the Republic of China can
truly represent China in the United Nations. for it is to
this Government that all free Chinese owe their alle
giance and to which the silent millions on the mainland
look for their deliverance. Only the Government that
is capable of expressing the genuine wishes and
aspirations of the Chinese people can speak in their
name and in their interest, and bring to bear their
peace-loving tradition as an important influence in
the councils of nations. Without this Government's
being represented in the United Nations, the authentic
voice of the Chinese people. their agonies and their
hopes. cannot even be heard in this hall. I can well
understand why the communist countries are anxious
and persistent in attempting to unseat my delegation.
170. Let me address a word of appeal to all non
communist delegations in this Assembly. TheChinese

people is facing tragic times, fateful times. The deci
sion which we are about to take will have far-reaching
consequences for the Chinese people and for the cause
of human freedom. Permit me to reiterate whatI said
in the general debate a few weeks ago:

"All we ask of the United Nations is to refrain from
acts that would aggravate the sufferings of the
Chinese people, that would snuff out their hope for
freedom and condemn them to perpetual enslavement.
Above all, we ask the United Nations and all the free
nations to refrain from giving aid and comfort to the
enslavers of the Chinese people." [1227th meeting,
para. 76.]

We trust that you will not fail us.

171. Mr. KANE (Senegal) (translated from French):
The question of the representation of China in the
United Nations constitutes for us one of the important
items on the agenda, one which has been with the
Assembly for nearly ten years.

172. My delegation has had occasion in the past to
indicate its position, first by voting in favour of the
inclusion of the item in the agendas of previous
Assembly sessions so that very ample discussion
might be held, and then by setting forth here, in pub
lie, its position on the substance ofthe question. I wish
to state at once that Senegalfavours the representation
of the People'S Republic of China in the United Nations.
For this reason, so long as the debate on this question
goes on in this forum, we shall try, in taking part, to
demonstrate common sense ,moderation andperspica
city, as we customarily have done in assuming posi
tions on international problems, particularly when they
fall within the sphere of the cold war-for it must be
clearly recognized that the problem we are now dis
cussing lies like many others, I regret to say, at the
very heart of the cold war.

173. Those who defend the position that the repre
sentatives of the Republic of China are the only legiti
mate representatives of all the Chinese people are
gravely in error. I must confess that the arguments
they advance could easily convince anyone who is not
accustomed to this debate; I for one would single out
merely the argument that China, as one of the founding
Members of our Organization, has scrupulously com
plied with its Charter obligations and continues to do
so, and that it would be neither just nor fitting to ex
clude it from our community.

174. Conversely, those who say that the People's
Republic of China should take the place of the Republic
of China in the United Nations support their arguments
with humanitarian considerations on the one hand and
with political andeconomic considerations on the other.
It is, in fact, unthinkable for us to ask that the United
Nations should really be the council of nations on this
earth when over 500 million human beings cannot make
themselves heard in it through their legitimate
r epresentatives,

175. The other line of argument is that, given the real
and potential power of mainland China on the human and
economic planes, nothing final, engaging the responsi
bility of the world's Governments, can be negotiated
or concluded without its participation. I shall cite only
the most recent example in this connexion-China's
rejection of the Moscow Treaty for the partial banning
of nuclear tests, an action which was prompted, we
feel sure, by the fact that the People's Republic of
China did not take part in the discussions which were
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held here and which laid the basis for the treaty
negotiations.

176. What is more, even those who bitterly oppose
China's seating among us recognize that in the years
to come nothing can be done on the problem of general
and complete disarmament if we refuse to recognize
the obvious and imposing reality presented by the
People's Republic of China.

177. We are convinced-sand though others have said
this before, I should like to stress it again-that peace
cannot be guaranteed without the participation of the
People's Republic of China. It has been stated too,
that if its present rate of growth is maintained in
coming years, mainland China will possess more than
half the world's population. This ,in anycase,is some
thing no one can deny, for it is a matter of facts and
figures. But then, as an eminent Head of state re
cently observed from this rostrum, the most elemen
tary realities and the most obvious facts are also those
which are the most ignored and flouted in our world,
so much so that common sense seems to be the
scarcest commodity on our planet.

178. Nevertheless. the common sense which guides us
in the political sphere, as I said at the beginning,
should prompt us to extend de jure recognition to the
Government of the People's Republic of China. Senegal
did this in 1961, only one year after it had attained
independence. But looking to the future-s-for we must
have the courage to recognize it-what is the meaning
of this act? We did not want to cut ourselves off from
the past and the present-and I have in mind the
Republic of China, with which Senegal,likemanyother
African States, maintains satisfactory relations.

179. Indeed, it is not the small States Members of the
Organization-and we know how numerous they are
which should claim that the problem will be solved
when we replace one of the Chinas by the other. And I
deliberately say "one of the Chinas by the other", be
cause in my delegation's view the existence of a main
land China and of an insular China should not be over
looked-since for nearly fourteen years now theyhave
had political and economic systems which are different,
I dare say conflicting, and particularly since the
Governments of Peking and Taiwan do not exercise
authority, respectively, over the island in the One
case and over the mainland in the other. It follows that
the argument concerning the effective exercise of
power by one of the two Governments-and I do not
think anyone will question the existence of twoGovern
ments, one on the mainland and one on the island-is
without foundation.

180. These are the considerations which led my coun
try to take this stand on what has come to be called
the representation of China in the United Nations. It
is these same considerations that prevent my delega
tion today from supporting the draft resolution
[A/L.427 and Add.L] submitted by Albania and Cam
bodia, which explicitly calls for the replacement of one
of the Chinas by the other in the United Nations and all
its organs.

181. Mr. ROSSIDES (Cyprus): bur attitude on this
question will be determined by an objective approach
in line with our general policy in the United Nations as
expounded in our interventions in the General Assembly
in the general debate and on other occasions. It is a
policy emphatically in support of the United Nations and
in favour of international co-operation andunderstand
ing in the interests of peace under the Charter. Our

attitude will also be consistent with our previous stand
on this question as explained in the Generat Assembly,
I Should therefore like to refer to what my delegation
said at the sixteenth session. We said that the prin
ciple of universality was one of the two essential
elements of the United Nations. The other was the
common desire for peace and the peaceful settlement
of disputes, which was fundamental and should be the
common ground for all Members of the United Nationa,
irrespective of differences on political ideologies or
economic systems or interests. We then said:

", •• having regard to the conflicting views ex
pressed in this Assembly by representatives of the
Soviet Union and the United States regarding the
peaceful purposes or otherwise of the People's
Republic of China, we feel that the latter's Govern
ment would be the one qualified to clear up the
matter decisively by an official statement". [1077th
meeting, para. 179.]

We were inviting an official statement on the part of
the People's Republic of China on this issue.

182. We also said: IIIn an evev-developmg world, the
past record alone of any people or regime would be no
reason for its exclusion from the United Nations, The
present attitude of a State towards the United Nations
and its Charter •• , is what matters. In this respect a
positive and categorical statement by the Government
directly concerned in this issue would be constructive
and helpful." [!bid.. para. 178.]

183. At the seventeenth sesston of the General
Assembly [1l61st meeting] we said that our position
continued to be the same. We were still inviting a
statement by the People's Republic of China.

184. At the sixteenth session, in 1961, we abstained
from voting on the draft resolution. and at the seven
teenth session, we were still waiting for a statement
from the People's Republic of China on this matter
because there was, as I said, lIa diversity of opinion
whether the Government of the People's Republic of
China shares the common purpose for peace". That
was our position during these two years.

185. Since then we have heard a categorical state
ment from the People's Republic of China. This was
revealed in July 1963 in the text of the opening letter
of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union replying
to the Peking challenge on policy. I refer to this as
being very indicative. It says that the Chinese Com
munist authorities declared themselves to be against
the peaceful coexistence of States with different social
systems, and against the possibility of preventing a
world war in the present day,

186, In the face of this reply to the question put by
my delegation at the two previous sessions, it would
be inconsistent with our policy and principles to pre
tend that we did not hear it and did not know about it.
and continued to abstain. Therefore, our position will
have to be consistent with our principles and with our
stated attitude on this question.

187. A second consideration which I must also bring
to the notice of the Assembly is the difference between
the draft resolution on which we abstained at the
seventeenth session [1l62nd meeting] and the draft
resolution this year [A/L.427 and Add.L], andparticu
larly the first paragraph of the preamble.

188. The Soviet Union draft resolution says: "Consi
dering it necessary to restore the lawful rights of the
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People's Republic of China in the United Nations ",.21
and stops at that. It refers only to the principle of
universality. For the sake of Wliversality it asks that
the People's Republic of China be seated here, which
is in a sense proper from that point of view": It does
not enter upon the other point of view of compliance
with the Charter. However, the present draft resolu
tion proposed by Albania goes further and states that
such seating of the People's Republic of China is
"indispensable to the consolidation of the Organization
and to the cause to which it is commmitted under the
United Nations Charter". The cause to which this
Organization is committed is "to save succeeding
generations from the scourge of war"-I am quoting
from the Charter-to establish conditions of peace and
justice and so on.

189. Therefore, if my delegation were to be apathetic
towards that statement and somehow not consider it
inconsistent with the actual facts, we should be acting
direotly contrary to our principles. For that reason,
and for other reasons also, my delegation will vote
against the draft resolution.

190. The PRESIDENT (translated from Spanish): The
representative of Tunisia has the floor on a point of
order.

191, Mr. Taieb SLIM (Tuniaia] (translated from
French): We have concluded the debate on the item
before the Assembly entitled "Restoration of the
lawful rights of the People's Republic of China in the
United Nations".

192. Tunisia's position on this problemis wellknown.
It was presented by our Secretary of State for Foreign
Affairs during the general debate [1213th meeting].
When the As sembly considered this problem last year,
it had before it a draftresolution!..Qidiffering little from
the one on which we are to decide today. At that time
the Tunisian delegation asked for separate votes on the
two operative paragraphs of the draft resolution. The
sponsor of the draft resolution, as well as other dele
gations. opposed our request. Today. once again, we
ask for separate votes-on the two operative para
graphs of the draft resolution [A/L.427 and Add.r]
submitted by Albania and Cambodia.

193. If the sponsors of the draft resolution and other
delegations do not share our view and oppose our re
quest for separate votes, we think it important to
state that the Tunisian delegation would have wished
to declare itself separately on the two operative para
graphs. It would have voted, in that case, against oper
ative paragraph 1 of the draft resolution and in favour
of operative paragraph 2.

194. Mr. CHANDERLI (Algeria) (translated from
French): The Tunisian delegation has just suggested.
through its representative. that we should hold sepa
rate votes on the two operative paragraphs of the draft
resolution [A/L.427 and Add.L] submitted jointly by
Albania and Cambodia. If I understood the Tunisian
representative correctly. he is prepared not to press
his proposal, although-and this we fully understood
he certainly wished to indicate how his delegation
would vote.

195. Inasmuch as his explanation has been given to
us, I would venture. with the President's permission,
to appeal to the Tunisian delegation not to press for

'l! Official Records of the General Assembly. Seventeenth Session,
Annexes. agenda item 92. document A/L.395.

!2J Ibid.

separate votes on the two operative paragraphs. be
cause we have already had a rather lengthy debate on
this item. We would thus be able to speed up the work
of the Assembly and at the same time. possibly. avoid
unnec essary confusion at this stage of the proceedings.
Most delegations have stated their views onthrs prob
lem; we more or less know each other's positions.
Separate voting would only prolong unnecessarily a
debate which has already been lengthy and which has
been repeated many times in recent years.

196. I therefore venture to appeal to the Tunisian
delegation to be good enough-Since it has given us the
explanation it wanted to make-not to press for sepa
rate votes on the operative paragraphs of the draft
resolution.

197. The PRESIDENT (translated from Spanish):
Since the representative of Tuniaia made merely a
suggestion and not a formal motion, and in view of
the request made by the representative of Algeria, I
would ask the Tunisian representative whether he
insists on a separate vote or agrees to the Algerian
representative's suggestion that we should not have a
separate vote but should proceed immediately to a
vote on the draft resolution as a whole.

198. Mr. Tafeb SLIM (Tunisia) (translated from
French) : In response to the appeal made by the
Algerian representative. our friend Mr. Chanderli,
and in order not to delay the Assembly's work, Tunisia
will not press for separate votes.

199. The PRESIDENT (translated from Spanish): We
shall now vote on the draft resolution submitted by
Albania and Cambodia [A/L.427 and Add.I], A roll
call vote has been requested.

A vote was taken by roll-call.

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

In favour: Laos, Mali. Mongolia, Morocco. Nepal,
Norway, Pakistan, Poland Romania, Somalia, SUdan,
Sweden, Syria, Tanganyika, Tunisia, Uganda. Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet SOcialist
Republics, United Arab Republic. United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Afghanistan. Albania, Algeria, Bulgaria.
Burma, Burundi , Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Cambodia, Ceylon, CUba, Czechoalovakia ,
Denmark. Finland, Ghana, Guinea. Hungary. India,
Indonesia, Iraq. .

Against: Japan, Jordan, Liberia, Libya, Luxembourg.
Madagascar, Malaysia, Mexico, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Niger, Panama, Paraguay, Peru. Philip
pines, Rwanda, Senegal, South Africa, Spain, Thailand.
Togo, Turkey, United States of America. Upper Volt a ,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Argentina, Australia. Belgium,
Bolivia. Brazil, Cameroon, Canada, Central African
Republtc, Chad, Chile, China. Colombia. Congo
(Brazzaville), Congo (Leopoldvillej , Costa Rica.
Cyprus. Dahomey. Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El
Salvador, France, Gabon. Greece, Guatemala, Haiti,
Honduras. Iran, Ireland. Italy. Ivory Coast, Jamaica.

Abstaining: KUWait, Lebanon, Mauritania, Nether
lands, Nigeria. Portugal. Saudi Arabia. Sierra Leone,
Trinidad and Tobago. Austria, Iceland. Israel.

The draft resolution was rejected by 57 votes to 41,
.with 12 ab,stentions.*
, "The representative of Ethiopia, who was absent at the time of the .

voting. subsequently indicated to the Secretariat that. had he been
present. he would have voted in favour of the draft resolution.
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200. The PRESIDENT (translated from Spanish): In
view of the late hour, the explanations of vote after
the voting will be heard tomorrow. In this connexion,
I have the following announcement to make: the
President of Yugoslavia has sent me a letter request
ing that the speech he was to make tomorrow at 3 p.m,
should, instead, be delivered at 12 noon. We shall

Litho in U.N.

therefore hold a plenary meeting tomorrow at noon,
instead of at 3 p.m, When the President of Yugoslavia
has completed his address, we shall hear the explana
tions of vote relating to the draft resolution upon which
we have just voted.

The meeting rose at 1.30 p.m.
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