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1. The PRESIDENT: As decided by the Assembly this
morning, we shall now consider agenda item 33, con
cerning the comprehensive review of the whole que stion
of peace-keeping operations in all their aspects.

2. Mr. GONI DEMARCHI (Argentina), Rapporteur of
the Special Political Committee (translated from
Spanish): At this stage, there is no need for me to go
into great detail on the Special Political Committee's
report [A/6603] on item 33, "Comprehensive review
of the whole question of peace-keeping operations in
all their aspects: report of the Special Committee on
Peace-keeping Operations". I should however like to
say that this is one of the most important items re
ferred to the Special Political Committee for
discussion.

3. Du.ring the discussion, many suggestions and pro
posals were made, as the report [A/6603] shows. Six
draft resolutions and a number of amendments were
formally submitted. Despite the divergence of views
and positions, the number of draft resolutions is
evidence of the great interest taken by delegations in
this crucial question. Not all the documents I men
tioned were put to the vote in the Committee.

4. As the outcome of its deliberations, the Special
Political Committee adopted draft resolutions A, B
and C in paragraph 25 of the Committee's report. It
remains for me to present the draft resolutions on
behalf ot the Special Political Committee, and to
recommend their adoption by the General Assembly.

5. The PRESIDENT: The SpecialPoliticalCommittee
recommends three draft resolutions [A/6603, para. 25].
The Assembly has nowreceived the following additional
proposals under this item: a draft resolution submitted
by several Members [A/L.515], and two amendments
~o draft resolution B recommended by the Special
Committee, one proposed by the delegation of Cyprus
[A/L.512] and the other proposed by the delegation of
.Jamaica [A/L.513].

6. I call on the representative of Algeria to introduce
the draft resolution submitted by his delegation and
several others.

7. Mr. BOUATTOURA (Algeria) (translated from
French): Recent experience has shown that it was not
a vain effort to appeal to the wisdom and spirit of
conciliation which have prevailed in this Assembly
in a fashion that has become almost traditional. Only
by appealing to that spirit of conciliation was it
possible to surmount the serious crisis that shook the
nineteenth session.

8. A special committee to study the whole question' of
peace-keeping operations was set up at that time
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[resolution 2006 (XIX)]. While not wishing to gloss
over the difficulties encountered by that Committee.
we feel bound to note that its work has. to a large
extent. made it possible to clarify the situation. It
had in fact. the merit of having been a meeting-ground
for the different points of view during these past two
years; it has become an indispensable tool in the
search for a solution that requires both patience and
ingenuity. On that solution will largely depend the
future of our Or ganizatton, and this compels us to
acknowledge tbat only in a forum in which both the
great Power-s and the different political families of
the United Nations express themselves can a common
denominator be found between positions that are
apparently divergent.

9. Our debates in the Special Political Committee
are the best illustration of that fact.

10. While we were entitled to expect that the discus
stons would help to bring the points of view closer
together, t.heir developments, unfortunately, demon
strated that it was not necessarily so; on the contrary,
they merely brought to light serious differences of
opinion.

11. The General Assembly is now called upon to take
a decision on texts that emerged from that situation.
Their adoption will certainly lead to a crystallization
of positions, the direct consequence of which will be a
return to the situation which existed during recent
years. Thus, all the sustained efforts made in the
last two years will be virtually destroyed. We are
convinced that the General Assembly, whose major
concern is the strengthening of that irreplaceable
instrument of international peace and co-operation,
more particularly, at the present moment in world
history, will forestall any hasty action.

12. It was in the light of all those considerations
that a number of countries. on whose behalf I have
the honour to speak, felt that a draft resolution should
be submitted for the Assembly's consideration [A/
L.515]. In doing this, our only concern is to avoid
hasty action of any kind which, in our opinion, could
only be prejudicial to a real solution of the complex
problem of peace-keeping operations.

13. In this connexion, we believe that certain views
expressed in the Special Political Committee deserve
a more thorough examination and therefore require
more time. The draft resolution contains a proposal
that was thought reasonable and akely to enable us
to take stock of the situation. Itprovides for referrinc
the Special Political Committee's report on the com
prehensive review of the whole question of peace
keeping operations in all their aspects [A/6603] to the
fifth special session of the General Assembly, which
is to be held not later than 30 April 1967.

14. Furthermore. our draft resolution requests the
Special Committee on Peace-keeping Operations to
continue, in the interval, the examination of the whole
question of peace-keeping operations, and to report
to the General Assembly at its fifth special session.
That Committee must necessarily exert every possible
effort to discover the basis for a solution of the com
plex problem of peace-keeping operations between
now and the convening qf the fifth special session of
the General Assembly. This brief resplte should

encourage us to redouble our efforts to fir d a solution
which should soon be forthcoming.

15. As this is a draft resolution concerning the pro
cedure to be followed regarding the report of the
Special Political Committee, my delegation, and the
other sponsors of the draft resolution which I have
just introduced, would like to secure priority for the
vote on this draft.

16. Mr. RICHARDSON (Jamaica): The delegation of
J'amaica spoke for the group of non-aligned nations
at our meeting on Saturday evening [1497th meeting]
when it proposed the adjournment of .the debate
on this item and the postponement of the vote on
the draft resolutions appearing in the report of
the Special Political Committee [A/6603. para. 25]. Our
purpose was to see whether, even at that late stage.
it might be possible to reach agreement upon a draft
resolution which could command the support not of a
bare majority but of the overwhelming majority of
the Members of this Assembly.

17. Since then there have been discussions. but it
appears that our aim has not been achieved. Agreement
on a draft resolution capable of securing an impressive
majority has not been obtained.

18. The delegation of Jamaica, on behalf of the group
of non-aligned nations, takes note of the fact that a
new draft resolution has just been introduced [A/
L.515] the purpose of which is to refer the report of
the Special Political Committee to the fifth special
session of the General Assembly. to be held some time
in April 1967. The delegation of Jamaica is not in a
position to anticipate the results of the vote on this
draft resolution. We are obliged, therefore. to take
into account the possibility that the Assembly will
vote on draft resolutions Band C in the report of
the Special Political Committee. On the assumption
that the Assembly will vote on these draft resolutions
this afternoon. the delegation of Jamaica would like
to propose an amendment to ~.L·aft resolution B. namely
to delete SUb-paragraph (g) of operative paragraph 5.
This amendment would remove the -duplication and
overlapping which appear in the present texts of draft
resolutions Band C. The purpose of our amendment
is not to register any disagreement with that sub
paragraph, but merely to remove the duplication
which now exists. With the deletion of sub-paragraph
(Q) • the way would be clear for those delegations
wishing to support both draft resolution B and draft
resolution C to do so without violating proper voting
or other procedures in the Assembly.

19. The PRESIDENT: Before calling on the next
speaker, I should like to appeal to all members to
make their interventions as brief as possible. The item
under discussion has been thoroughly discussed in the
Special Political Committee. The new proposals before
the Assembly are. I believe, quite clear to delegations.
There is always the possibility of procedural questions
arising. and my appeal relates particularly to pro
cedural discussions. The rules of procedure will be
applied if such questions do arise, but I appeal to
members to refrain as far as possible from engaging
in procedural discussions.

2!'). Mr. TARABANOV (Bulgaria) (translated from
Frenehn I do not wish to enter a lengthy procedural
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discussion, as I feel it would be out of place at this
time to do so, seeing that the situation is clear. I
would, however, like to explain the position of my
delegation on the question under discussion in the
General Assembly.

21. On behalf of the delegation of the People's Re
public of Bulgaria, I would like briefly to explain why,
if the draft resolution submitted in document A/SPC/
L.130/Rev.4, which appears now in the report of the
Special Political Committee as resolution B [A/6603,
para. 25], is put to the vote, my delegation will vote
against it.

22. The Government of the People's Republic of
Bulgaria has always contended that the maintenance
of international peace and security is the essential
task of the United Nations. To this end, my country
has given, and will continue to give, its support to
any effort and any measure aimed at enabling the
United Nations truly to play the role assigned to it
under the Charter, so that it may become a more
effective instrument for peace. That is a position of
principle, deriving from the commitment which we
assumed as a Member of this Organization.

23. It is also for the fundamental reason that we have
always strenuously opposed, and will continue to
oppose, certain Powers, first among them the United
states of America, which are trying to convert the
United Natlone into an instrument for their imperialist
and colonialist policies, the tragic consequences of
which, parttculazly in Asia, Africa and Latin America,
are constantly hPing felt and are causing the peoples
the most dreadful sufferings.

24. The effectiveness of our Organization is not
weakened by constitutional defects, as some would have
us believe; it is weakened, above all, by the policy of
imperialist aggression and colonial oppression which
certain powers continue to practise through their acts
of interference in the domestic affairs of countries.

25. Those same Powers do all they can to oppose
the legitimate aspirations ofpeoples to genuine national
freedom and independence and assume officially one
particular position, while, in practice, they act in a
contrary fashion, which is opposed to the defence of
the peoples' interests. Sometimes they are in favour
of the peaceful settlement of problems and against
the use of force-officially, of course; sometimes,
thPy have no hesitation in employing the most brutal
methods. But, in every case where they intervene, it
is in order to defend their imperialist interests to
the detriment of the peoples' aspirations for freedom
and a better life.

26. There is no need to comment on the fact that the
country whose policy is at-the root of our Organiza
tion's present difficulties-I refer to the United States
of America-and that behind the camouflage of a hypo
critical concern for the effectiveness of the United
Nations in the sphere of peace-keeping, is the same
country whose Government is waging a barbarous war
against a people whose only demand is to have the
right of self-determination.

27. To strengthen the effectiveness of the United
Nations is, first and foremost, to oppose the policy
of imperialist aggression and colonial oppression, to

fight resolutely for respect for, and implementation
of, the purposes and principles of the Charter.

28. The delegations which are trying to undermine the
foundations of the Charter (headed by the United States
delegation) and also those which, for one reason or
another, have shown themselves prepared to give their
support to the Canadian text [A/6603, para. 6] should
realize the heavy responsibility they are assuming.

29. The idea that the effectiveness of the United
Nations could be strengthened by infringing its Charter
must be rejected, for the tragedies of Korea and the
Congo have dispc-Iled all illusions on that point.

30. The General Assembly now has before it the
report submitted by the Special Political Committee
and a draft resolution dealing with so-called peace
keeping operations in all their aspects. This draft
resolution has one main feature: without offering any
solution to the problem under discussion within the
framework of the Charter, it directs the future work
of the United Natlona on this subject onto a path
that is inevitably leading to a new crisis for the
Organization.

31. The draft resolution was submitted to the Special
Political Committee by certain small countries which
are not, however, involved in a policy which could lead
to the destruction and disintegration of the United
Nations. Yet this draft as a whole, and its various
parts, represent a time-bomb laid at the veryfounda
tion of the United Nations structure.

32. Some speakers, in defendtng this draft resolution,
have tried to represent it as well-balanced. That term
"well-balanced" has not only, by this time, lost its
original meaning but, in the light of certain develop
ments within the Organization, is beginning to assume
a completely opposite connotation.

33. Only a fewdaye ago, it will be remembered, in
an important body of the United Nations we were
witnesses of a vote on another draft resolution which,
according to certain western Powers, was described
as "balanced"; I refer to the draft resolution submitted
by the United Kingdom and adopted by the Security
Council [resolution 232 (1966)] on the question of the
situation in Southern Rhodesia, the purpose of which
was to prolong the colonial r~gime in that country.
After that, they go so far as to describe as well
balanced a draft resolution such as the one which has
been presented here.

34. If a draft resolution on the perpetuation of the
apartheid r~gime and the colonial r~gime in Southern
Rhodesia can be described as balanced, why not then
use the description "balanced" for the draft resolution
submitted by Canada and a number of other countries,
a draft which wUI undermine the work of the United
Nations. One may well ask.

35. According to the Charter, it is always the Security
Council which deals with peace-keeping operations.
That is a basic principle of the Charter and one of
the best principles embodied in it. The Security
Council has never imposed an Intolerable financial
burden on the small countries; it has never taken
any decision that would have been detrimental to the
interests of the peoples, particularly, those fighting
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for their freedom, and those of the newly independent
countries of Africa, Asia and Latin America.

36. If, i.n the past, wrong decisions have been
taken, they were dectstons taken, and operations
carried out, in violation of the Charter and as
a result of a decision of the General Assembly;
that is to say, in the name of the so-called majority,
but always, as the representative of France quite
rightly pointed out the other day [1497th meeting], in
the interest of a single country or group of countries.

37. In expresstng its objections to the Canadian draft
resolution, the delegation of the People's Republic of
Bulgaria denounces any attempt to give to the General
Assembly responsibilities which are of the exclusive
province of the Security Council.

38. During the discussions in the Special Political
Committee, the Bulgarian delegation stated its views
[526th meeting] regarding the authorization, control,
conduct and financing of future peace-keeping opera
tions. Those views are based on t:_~ :..:~ear-cut division
of power-s between the Security Council and the
General Assembly, and, primarily, on Article 11 (2)
of the Charter, which provides:

"Any such question"-that is, one which relates to
the maintenance of peace-"on which action is neces
sary shall be referred to the SecurityConncil by the
General Assembly either before or after discussion. "

39. Any decision which might contravene the pro
visions of the Charter, as is the case with the Oanadian
draft resolution, would be illegal. The People's Re
public of Bulgaria, like other countries, incidentally,
which have already stated their views, could never
recognize such a decision, which would be contrary
to the provisions of the Charter.

40. On the other hand, the delegation of the People's
Republic of Bulgaria is prepared to support any draft
resolution which would be consistent with the Charter
and likely to increase the effectiveness of <... _ Organ
ization in the sphere of maintaining peace, in con
formity with the principles of the Charter. This
applies to the draft resolution submitted by Jamaica,
which appears in the report of the Special Political
Committee in the form of draft resolution C [A/6603,
para. 25].

41. It would be in the interest of our Organization to
adopt a formula which would enable us, in an
atmosphere of serenity, to go on seeking a solution
that would strengthen the effectiveness of the United
Nations in maintaining peace, while respecting the
provisions of the Charter~

42. The Bulgarian delegation invites those delegations
which sincerely believe it possible to achieve a better
solution by disregarding the Charter, to reflect on the
serious consequences of such an attitude. Like many
other delegations, the Bulgarian delegation trusts that
the United Nations will be able to overcome the
difficulties it is now experiencing.

43. There can be no doubt that the future of our Organ
ization depends to a large extent on the decision we
shall adopt. That is why we think that the draft
re solution just submitted by ,it number of countries,
with Afghanistan at their head, [A/L.515], which would

refer the Special Political Committee's report on the
comprehensive review of the whole question oipeace•.
keeping operations in all their aspects to the fifth
special session of the General Assembly to be held
not later than 30 April 1967, deserves our support.
We consider that that would be a wise decision on the
part of the Assembly, because it would enable all
delegations to make their position clear and weigh
once more all the responsibilit.ies that a delegation
might have to shoulder by voting on draft resolutions
which are not sufficiently prepared and which run
counter to the United Nations Charter. Those are the
reasons why WB are going to support this draft
resolution.

44. The PRESIDENT: With the consent of the repre
sentative of Guinea, who is next on my list, I shall
call on the representative of Cyprus to introduce the
amendment presented by his delegation,

45, Mr. ROSSIDES (Cyprus): On Saturday [1497th
meeting], listening to the debate on this question of
peace-keeping operations, I was very much impressed
by what the representatives of the Soviet Union and
Fraice had said. They put forward the view that a
crisis might result in the United Nations if what has
become known af:l the Canadian draft resolutton-s-that
is draft resolution B now recommended by the Special
Committee [A/6603. para. 25]-were to be adopted by
the General Assembly because it contained what were
called ±1l3.g-rl:.nt violations of the Charter and amend
ments to the Charter through a draft re solution which
was in fact illegal as it was put forward. That was
the view put forward by both the representative of
France and the representative of the Soviet Union.

46. Looking at those statements we found that the
really objectionable part of the draft resolution in
question was paragraph 4, under which the General
Assembly

"Invites Member States te communicate to the
United Nations information concerning the kinds of
military or civil forces or services which they
might be in a position to provide, if they so decided,
in response to a request to participate in a duly
authorized United Nations peace-keeping operation".

47. I see that the representative of France has said
that operative paragraph 4 of the draft resolution goe s
beyond the competence of the General Assembly when
it invites-and I emphasize the word "invites" ...-Member
States to make known to the United Nations and
so on. Also, the representative of the Soviet Union
says that a provision that States should communicate
to the United Nations the types of personnel and
equipment, as well as services which they might be
in a position to provide in response to a request to
participate is contrary to the Charter, and that that
is quite clearly a prerogative of the Security Council.

48. I have not found any other specific mention in
either statement with regard to this draft resolution.
Hence, as the draft resolution in question was adopted
by a sizable majority in the Special Political Com
mittee, and probably would be adopted here, I there
fore thought it my duty to bring to the notice of this
Assembly that there could be an amendment to it
which would make it compatible with the Charter in
the view of everyone.
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53. Therefore, to summarize, I think that, if these
amendments were made, the draft resolution-what
ever the feelings towards it-at least, would not offend
against the Charter in any way, either in its preamble
or in its operative paragraphs.

54. Whether it is good otherwise or not is another
matter, but the essential issue has been that it violates
the Charter. and it is our interest, as Members of
the United Nations, to see to it that no resolution is
adopted which violates the Charter. I think the most
effective way to prevent it from violating the Charter
would be to amend the relevant paragraphs. There are
other views about the way to deal with this matter. and
we fully respect them, but I think the first step would
be to alter the resolution so that there is no question
of its violating the Charter.

55. If a resolution is to be sent to the Special Com
mittee, it would certainly be more constructive if a
better resolution wei-e sent, one that did not violate
the Charter, than if a resolution were to go to the
Special Committee which violated the Charter or which
was suspected of in any way Violating the Charter.

56. Therefore, my amendments remain as submitted
with the difference that instead of saying "communicate
to the United Nations" we say "communicate to the
Security Council", and we strike out the words "of a
non-enforcement nature". so as not to have it binding
in any way. and add there "United Nations peace
keeping operation duly authorized by the Security
Council".

57. These are the amendments 1 would propose to
paragraph 4 and the one amendment to the third pre
ambular paragraph which would add the words "in
accordance with the relevant provisions of the Charter"
at the end of sub-paragraph (Q).

58. I think that in this way the draft resolution would
become quite different and the question of having
adopted a resolution which violates the Charter would
never arise. That is my interest in coming here-s-to
prevent the possibility of a resolution violating the
Charter or suspected of violating the Charter being
adopted by the General Assembly.

59. Mr. T. O. DOS_~vru-JOHNSON (Liberia): When
my delegat <) '\ agreed to the adjournment of the vote
on a draft resolution of wh'oh we are eo-sponsors,
we did so because we thought we should give another
chance to the Committee of Thirty-three to study the
item, as outlined in the so-called Canadian draft
resolution [A/6603, para. 25, draft resolution B]
which was approved by the Special Political Com
mittee and which is now before this Assembly for
ratification. I shall explain my vote on this draft
resolution at a later stage in this intervention, and
I shall now address myself to the so-called Jamaican
resolution [ibid., draft resolution Cl.

60. I must say that this draft resolution, like every
thing that has been done here touching on this issue.
is so confusing to me that I really do not know where
I am. I asked myself whether I was in the United
Nations or a~~ a political meeting somewhere back home,

61. The Jama!oan draft resolution, in my opinion,
ignores the basic issue with which this Assembly
is concerned. In short. it puts the cart before the
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51. Therefore I suggest that sub-paragraph (2) of the
third paragraph of the preamble should say at the end:
"••• in accordance with the relevant provisions of the
Charter".

52. The following paragraph of the draft resolution
provides this; therefore, it is within the provisions
of the Charter. It states that:

"••• if the Security Council is unable to adopt
decisions, the General Assembly, which bears its
share of responsibility in the 'maintenance of inter
national peace and security, may consider the matter
in accordance with the Charter •••"

This means subj ect to the provisions of Article 12 of
the Chacter,

50. I hope this revised amendment takes away all the
objectionable parts from the draft resolution in ques
tion. I have looked through the draft resolution to see
whether other parts of its violate the Charter, and I
found that when it speaks of the General Assembly
having

"the right to discuss any question relating to the
maintenance of international peace and security and
the right to make recommendations on any such
question",

this in accordance with the Charter. the only necessary
addition being "in accordance with the relevant pro
visions of the Charter". I make that amendment
verbally because, under the provisions of the Charter,
this right of the General Assembly to make recom
mendations is subject to Article 12, which provides
that if the Security Council is exercising its own
functions in respect of the dispute in question, che
General Assembly should not exercise those functions.

49. Therefore, I propose the following amendments
[A/L.512J: that the invitation to the Member States,
instead of being issued by the General Assembly, which
is _objected to by the Soviet Union, France and other
Member states, should be issued by the Security
Council in accordance with the statements I have
referred to. To this end, the amendments propose
that paragraph 4 should be deleted from the draft
resolution and its provisions added in a different way
under the recommendation to the Security Council. so
that operative paragraph 5 would become operative
paragraph 4 and would read as follows:

"Recommends to the Security Council:

"U!J That it authorize a study of the means of im
proving preparations ••• w, and so on;

"® That tt [that is, the Security Counnll] invite
Member states to communicatet'-s-and I would say
here, instead of "to the United Nations", "to the
Security Council"--"information concerning the
kinds of military or civil forces or services which
they might be in a position to provide, if they so
decided, in response tu a request to participate in
a duly authorized United Nations peace-keeping
operation ••• "

I would stop at that po.nt and delete the words "of a
non-enforcement nature", replacing them by the words
"by the Security Council".
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horse. Our chief concern at this stage is peace
keeping financing, on which the draft resolution is
absolutely silent. How can we marshal guns, arma
ments. ships. planes and troops without a budget.
Its only contribution, as I see it, is to dtsenfranchtse
in perpetuity 117 Member States which are not per
manent members of the Security Council-especially
the African states, which have no permanent seat
in the Security Council.

62. The Africans have no bargaining power in the
Security Counctl, ... Any question affecting African
interests can be thrown out of the Seourity Council
because the Afrioan States cannot veto any question
that comes before it. This Jamaioan draft resolution
is just a resolution for the permanent members of
the Security Council to enable the power of the entire
Organization to be kept in the hands of five States
Members, and this is the bone of contention,

63. This draft resolution does not stipulate any dead
line for reporting conclustons to the General Assembly.
I would go further and say that if it is voted into law
it would inhibit progressive action in any other direc
tion for a long time, in view of the fact that states
would have to ratify the decision which it provides
for in its mention of Article 43 of the Charter to
which operative paragraph 1 refers.

64. The draft resolution is in grave error in that it
makes no recommendation for the disposition of the
Committee of Thirty-three. If a Committee has been
appointed before, one cannot just throw it out, and I
think that any resolution which is introduced must
make some mention of that Committee.

65. The third preambular paragraph of this draft
resolution is contentious. It creates a problem where
none exists in the Charter. If it is adopted, it will
undermine the stabllity0 the harmony, the dignity and
the prestige of our Organization more than any action
now before this Assembly, and thus widen the seeming
disparity between the two important organs of the
United Nations.

66. This draft resolution, with all deference to its
sponsors and supporters, seeks also to minimize the
status of the General Assembly and it thereby seeks
to subordinate 117 Members of the United Nations to
the whims and caprices of the five Members of the
wttenagemot, This is contrary to what the founding
fathers of the United Nations contemplated and
intended. In the circumstances. I implore the Members
of this Assembly to vote against this draft resolution.

67. In supporting draft resolution B. we are conscious
that it does not give us exactly what we desire under
draft resolution A; hut we are prepared to go along
and give the Committee of Thirty-three another
chance. In essence, it ts a balanced draft resolution
which does not interfere in any way, shape or form
with the Security Council. It is within the competence
and jurisdiction of the General Assembly to adopt
this draft resolution. The Charter is quite clear on
this score. The greatest contribution that the framers
of our Charter made was to couch the Charter in
such simple language that even an elementary school
boy can understand its wording. Draft resolution B
adheres strictly and incontrovertibly to the Charter
provisions regarding the functions and powers of the

Gener ....1 Assembly. Article 10 is clear beyond all
shadow of a doubt on the validity of this draft
resolution.

68. I should like to quote the relevant part of the
Charter on this score; but as tl)ere seems to exist so
much confuslon as a result of fragmentary citations
of the Charter perhaps it would be better for me to
read sections in full. I shall quote for the Assembly
the relevant paragraphs of the Charter that deal with
the functions and powers of the General Assembly. I
shall take the time to read them so that this may be
clear to everyone. Article 10 of the Charter states:

"the General Assembly may discuss any questions
or any matters within the scope of the present
Charter or relating to the powers and functions of
any organ provided for in the present Charter. and.
except as provided in Article 12,"

and what does Article 12 say? It says that when the
Security Council is seized of an issue, when it is al
ready discussing such an Issue, the General Assembly
cannot undertake to discuss it. That is the only time
when the Assembly is prohibited from dealtng with
any question. I continue to quote from Article 10:

"may make recommendations to the Members of the
United Nations or to the Security Council"

we can make recommendations to the Members, and
not only to the Security Council as some of us are
inclined to believe

"or to both on any such questions or matters".

69. Article 11. paragraph 4 of the Charter states:

ltT.i.le powers of the General Assembly set forth
in this Article shall not limit the general scope of
Article 10."

Therefore, the General Assembly has the right to
discuss any question that may come before it. and not
only simple questions. Onpeace and security Article 11
states:

"1. The General Assembly may consider the
general principles of co-operation in the maintenance
of international peace and security •••"

The General Assembly may do that. We go further and
come to the question of financing. which is the crux of
this debate. Article 14 expressly states:

"SUbject to the provtstons of Article 12, the General
Assembly may recommend measures for the peaceful
adjustment of any situation, regardless of origin.
which it deems likely to impair the general welfare
or friendly relations among nations. including situa
tions resulting from a violation of the provisions of
the present Charter setting forth the Purposes and
Principles of the United Nations."

70. The Charter is very clear about financing, which
has been talked about so much. Article 17 states:

"1. The General Assembly shall consider and
approve the budget of the Organization.

"2. The expenses of the Organization shall be
borne by the Members as apportioned by the General
Assembly"-not "by the Security Council," but "by
the General Assembly".
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(lifficulty whatsoever-, 1\11'. Prt'sident, in following
your injunction that at this stage the-re is no need to
follow th« trail leading to red herrings invoked by
those who wish to postpone a decision on the draft
resolutions contained in the report of the Special
Political Committee. My remarks will be restricted
to the new draft resolution [A/L.315].

76. A decision to give priority to this new draft
resolution, in my judgement, would represent a sub
stantive action by this Assembly. If such a decision
is taken and if SUbsequently draft resolution A/L.515
is adopted, then draft resolutions Band C in the
Special Political Committects report will not come
to a vote at this session. That means that the twenty
first session of the General Assembly will end without
any substantive step forward in the field of peace
keeping. Since we believe, with our eo-sponsors, that
that would be regrettable, not only as regards the
interests of enhancing the utility and ability of the
United Nations in the field of peace-keeping but also
as regards the repute of the General Assembly, we
shall oppose the wove for priority- for draft
resolution A/L.515.

77. Moreover, we believe that the motion for priority
put forward by the sponsors of this draft resolution
is not in accordance with rule 93 of the rules of pro
cedure of the General Assembly, which states:

"If two or more proposals relate to the same
question, the General Assembly shall, unless it
decides otherwise, vote on the proposals in the
order in which they have been submtttet "

78. The proposals contained in draft resolutions B
and C, which remain to be voted on, were introduced
some time ago and were reintroduced by the Rap
porteur of the Special Political Committee today
before the introduction of the procedural motion con
tained in document A/L.515, which I believe is really
a substantive alternative draft resolution. Therefore
I urge that we vote against the latter and proceed to
the vote on the report of the Committee as we should
have done some time ago.

79. Mr. TINOCO (Costa Rica) (translated from
Spanish): My delegation is a co-sponsor-, with the
delegations of Ireland and other countries, of a draft
resolution adopted by the Special Political Com
mittee, but. in agreement with the delegation of
Ireland and other co-sponeors, we have asked that
that draft should not be voted on in the Assembly. As
proposal B, submitt.ed by Canada and other countries,
maintains the same general principles as those of the
proposal by Ireland and eleven other countries, my
delegation will vote in favour of draft resolution B
recommended in the Special Political Committee's
report and will oppose the request that priority be
given to the eighteen-Power draft resolution sub
mitted today [A/L.515].

80~ My delegation believes that ill essence we are
discussing the powers of the General Assembly and
its competence to deal with questions of peace. In
this regard all the General Assembly resolutions
adopted in previous years reaffirmed the Assembly's
functions under the Charter, particularly Article 1,
and today we cannot beat a retreat without damaging
the Organizattonts prestige. We believe that the

"3. The General Assembly shall consider and
approve any financiul and budgetary urrungements
with spectaltzed agencies referred to in Article 57
and shall examine the udmlniatrutlve budgets of such
specialtzed agencies with a vie-w to making recom
mendations to the agencies concerned."

71. I have laboured the point because we are told that
we are not supposed to do anything in the General
Assembly. We must go like the sheep of Panurge to
the Security Council before wt~ can do anything. But
the Charter is quite clear on this. With regard to any
question, even the Security Council is supposed to
report, through the Secretary-General, to the General
Assembly, and not the General Assembly to the
Security Council. The issue is quite clear.

72. I shall not labour this point further, but permit
me to say that w'ien a great soul sacrifices himself
for a humanitarian cause we, as human beings; in
variably erect monuments to his memory. If we adopt
this draft resolution, we shall be erecting a monument
to one of the indefatigable workers of this Organization
who laboured throughout his life for peace and progress
in the United Nations and left behind his footprints on
the sands of time. Every member of the Special
Political Committee will recall that, for the adoption
of this draft resolution, our late colleague, the most
revered Ambassador Belaunde of Peru, performed his
last act in the United Nations. For its adoption he
made his last and most soul-stirring speech. He voted
for it and went home and died.

73. Nothing will be more pleasing to me-and to him
in his valley of ever-lasting peace-than the knowledge
that his last sacrificial speech and his death have not
been in vain. If for no other reason than to give him
peace and satisfaction my delegation will vote for draft
resolution B. I implore you to honour him by casting an
affirmative vote. If adopted by the General Assembly,
this draft resolution may come to be known and
referren to with due deference as the "Belaunde
resolution", in recognition of his unwearying concern
for humanity and the probity and morality which were
the hallmarks of his unforgettable personal and
pol1ticaI life. It should be supported by all who knew
him to allay the displeasure of all who see the role of
the Security Council as inconsistent with the demo
cratic powers of our Organization and thereby to
strengthen immeasurably the Charter and the prin
ciples for which it stands.

74. The PRESIDENT: Before calling on the next
speaker, I would remind representatives that the
Assembly has before it the recommendations of the
Special Political Committee and one new draft resolu
tion and two amendments presented to the plenary
meeting. As far as the recommendations of the
Special Political Committee are concerned, v..re are at
the stage of explanations of vote. Of course repre
sentatives may make any observations they wish on
the other proposals, but when they speak about the
recommendations of the Committee I hope they will
keep in mind that, in accordance with the decision of
the Asselr'hly, statements should be limited to ex
planations of vote.

75. Mr. IGNATIEFF (Canada): particularly after the
statement by the representative of Liberia, I have no
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General Assembly's primary mission is to ensure
compliance with till' United Nations Charter , tilt.'
Preamble to which affirms that the Organlzuttonts
main purpose is to maintain International peace and
seourity.

81. For those reasons my delegation will vote in the
manner I indicated.

82. Mr. NGUZA (Democratic Republic of the Congo)
(translated from French): In my statements in tilt'
Special Political Commtttee (526th and 545th meetings],
I clearly indicated the reasons which inclined my
delegation to vote in favour of the so-called Irish
text [A/6603, para. 4], and also the text submitted
by Canada and by other delegations (ib1d.. para. 6].
As the Irish text has been withdrawn by its sponsors,
we are now left with only the text submitted by the
Canadian de legatlon,

83. I do not ?'t'opose, then, to restate the reasons
constituttng our fundamental position on this subject,
Both in the Committee and in the GeIlt'ral Assembly,
the delegation of the Democratic Republio of the Congo
has always been in favour of the principle of con
sultation and of allowing delegations time for
reflection.

84. In the Committee , two weeks were allowed for
consultations to be carried on, and we know the results.
In the General Assembly, we agreed last Saturday
that a further oertod for reflection should be allowed
to delegations. The result of those consultations has
been the submission of a short draft resolution
(A/L.515]. My delegation was never consulted, dtrectly
or indirectly, on the preparation of a draft. Wt.' art',
therefore, very surprised to be confronted with a
text said to be from the non-aligned countries. My
delegation has grave doubts about the need to refer
this question back again to the Committee of Thirty
three whioh, as we are aware, has done its best but,
it must be admitted, has presented us with a record
of failure.

85. The \ ondtttons which prevailed then and which
are at the root of this state of affairs, do not seem,
in the view of my delegation, to have changed and,
consequently, it is still more convinced today than
ever, after listening to the discussions that are going
on at this Ih.te hour of the day, that it is useleas to
refer the que stion back.

86. Moreover, a' session has been convened for
April 1967 to discuss the question of South West
Africa. We run the risk of finding ourselves then in
the same situation as today and the same arguments
might be raised for referring the question to the
following session.

87. Finally, the argument that we should avoid
resolutions imposed by any majority whatever does
not convince my delegation and I am tempted to say
that it shocks our delegation very deeply. How, then,
could we vote? If we do not want to have the majority
impose its will, I think that the Members of the
Assembly will be inclined to believe with me that it
is even more inadmissible for a minority, whatever
it might be, to impose its will on the majority,

88. My delegation has always been in favour of the
prInclple of negotiation but it believes that sufficient

time has 11l'l'n given delegations for that purpose, 'l'he
Dl'Inocratic Itepublto of tho Congo will not, th...-rofore ,
be able to support till' new proposal to dl'ft.'r this qUt'S

Hen until later and, consequently, my delegation will
not givl' its support to the motion for priority voting
to be granted to this draft rt'solution. our basic posi
tion remains the same: my delegation retains its
entire freedom of action and will vote in favour of the
Canudian draft re solution.

89. The PHESIDENT: Before the Assembly proceeds
to vote on the various proposals, I should like to state
that the normal order would be to vote on draft
resolution A, then on draft resolution R, and finally
on draft resolution C'. Concerning draft ro sclutlon H,
of cour-se, the amendments should be voted upon first.
A formal request hus been made by the repreaentatlv...•
of Ireland that draft resolutton A should not be put to
a. vote. If there is no objection to that proposal, I shall
take it that it is accepted by the Assembly,

It was so decided.

90. TIll' PHESIDENT: Now I should like to consult
the General Asaernbly on the question of tilt.' priority
which has been asked for draft re solutton A/L.515
over tile draft resoluttons recommended by the Special
Political Committee, T have made an uppeal to till'

Assembly, and would repeat that appeal. The question
is very clear. Priority has been asked and priority
has been opposed. I think it would bp best to proceed
without any procedural discussion to a vote on the
question of priority.

91. A roll-call vote has been requested on the ques
tion of priority, but I would suggest that, as the
Assembly has agreod in previous cases, it should
agree now to a recorded vote. Y

.4 recorded vote was taken.

In favour': Afghantstan, Algeria, Botswanu. Bulgaria,
Burundl, Bl'ylorussian Soviet Socialist Repuhllc ,
Central African Republic, CIUld, Congo (Brazzavillt..'),
Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Dahomey, Denmark, Finland,
France, Gabon, Guinea, Hungary, India, Indonesia,
Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, Libya, Madagascar, Mali,
Mauritania, Mongolia, Niger, Poland, Romania,
Rwanda, Senegal, Sier-ra Leone, Singapore, Somalia,
Spain, Sudan, Syria, Toga, Trinidad and Tobago,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Hepublics, United Arab Republtc, United
Republic of Tanzania, Upper volta, Yemen, Yugo
slavia, Zambia.

Against: Argentina, Australia, Belgium, Canada,
Ceylon, Chile, China: r;olombia, Congo (Democratic
Republic of), Costa r. lea, Dominican Republic, El
Salvador, Ghana, Gr~;",ce, Haiti, Honduras, Iceland,
Iran, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Liberia, Luxem
bourg, Malaysia, Maldive Islands, Malta, Nepal, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Norway, Panama,
Paraguay, Peru, Phtltppines, Thailand, Turkey, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United states of America, Uruguay.

Absta.ining: Austr-Ia, Bolivia, Brazil, Burma, Cam
bodia, Cumeroon, Cyprus, Ethiopia, Guatemala, Iraq,

.Y F>r the procedure for taking recorded votes, see 1495th meeting,
paras. 31-32.

)

...

\"

I •I

------------------~-.-

";;.r



)

. )
i

Ivory Cou st, Jumutca , !\t'ny,lg Laos, Lc-sotho, Malawi,
Moxtco, M oruoco , Ndht'l'land/;~, Pnkfstnn, P<H'tutra1,
t-!audi Arubin, south Afrtcu, ~;\\'\'lh'n, 'I'unlsla, {T!~anlla,

Vvne zuvla,

11w motion U',~s w{opft'(f l~'r 4<) ~'of{','~ to '11, with .27
alJstenttcms,

92. The PHE~InENT: In uccordancv with tlu- dpeiBion
that hUB just been taken, we shall proceed to vot» on
draft resolutton A/L.515. Ikfol'l' proceeding to this
vote, however, th« (lpllt'l'uI Assembly may wish to
hnVt' u sta ternont 011 the ftnano lul implications.

Ha. I am udvlsed thut if tilt' spectal svsston can
accommodate this additional Item without any l'ntt'n
ston of till' duration ol'il~i11ally cnvtsuged, narm-Iy,
thrcv Wt'\'I\.~, then no uddittonal cost will hI' tnvolvvd,
For each we-ek of vxn-nston of tilt' se saion beyond
three wer-ks , an additional t'xpt'nditul't' of ~aO,(l(lO 1'1'1'

week will bl' vnta ilvd,

94. I now put to the vote draft re solutlon :\/ I,.5Ib.

A recorded vote was token,

In favour: Afghanistan, Algcr tu , Ht1tswalHl, Brazil,
Bulgaria, Burundi, Byl'1orussian Soviet Socialist Ht'
public, Cambodia, ·Ctmtral African Republic, Chad,
Congo (Brazzaville), Cuba, C :.wchoslovakill, Denmark,
Finland, FrllllcP, Gabon, Guatemala, GuiIH.':l, Hungary,
India, Indone slu, Iraq, tJordan, Kuwait, l\1;lllu.gasear,
Mali, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongol la, Nlgur, Pakistan,
Panama, Poland, Portugal, Homnnlu, Rwanda , Rt'lll'gal,
Si<'rrn Le-one , stngapor», t-!OIl1alta , South Africa, Spain,
~'udan, Syria, Togo , Trinidad ami 'I'obago, Turkey,
Ukrainian Soviet So('iali~t Ropubltc , Union of Sovh't
Soclaltst Ropuhlica, United Arab Republic, United
Repuhlie of Tanzania, Uppe r Volta , Yemen, Yugo
slavia, Zambia.

Against: Argentina, IWlgium, Canada, Chill', China,
Colombia, Congo (Democratic Republlc of), Costa. Rica,
Dominican Republtc, El Salvador, Ghana, Grl'l'ce,
Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, Iran, Ireland, Israel. Italy,
Japan, Liberia, Luxembourg, Malawi, Malaysia,
Maldive Islands, Nepal, New Zl"'aland, Nicaragua,
Norway, Peru, Phllippillt'S, Thailand, tTnitt'd Kingdnm
of Great Britain and Northern Irdand, United Stah's
of America, Uruguay, VplH.'zuPla.

Abstaining: Australia, Atlstria o Bl1!ivia, Burma,
Camt.'roon, Ceylon, Cyprus, DahoIlwy, Ethiopia, hrol'y
Coast, Jamaica, Kt'nya, Laos, Lt'banon, }.l'sotho,
LibYli o Ma.lta, Morocco, Netlwrlands, Nigt'ria,
Paraguay, Sa.udi Arabitl, Swedt'n, Tunisia, lfganda o

The draft t'esolution w~~s adopted ~v 56 votes to 36,
with ~5 abstentions.

95. The PHESIDENT: We shall now proct)~'d to VOtL'
on draft resolution C.

Draft resolution C was 8eJopted b.y 10 votes to 7,
with 91 abstentions.

96. The PHESIDENT: I call on tllE.' rl.'pr()senttltivl' of
India on a point of order.

97. Mr. MISHHA (India)~ I am sOl'ry to t..'!kt.' tIll' floor
at this stage, but evidently the purport of our draft
resolution, which was presented by t1le repl't.'slmtativl'
of Algeria here, W3.S not very clt'ar. If the Assembly

hu s t'.(lopL,'~lD ~H; a hus now done , the draft rcsolutton
cnntaii'~'d In docunnnt .\/L.b15. then tilt' entire report
of th« Spt'L'ial Poltttcal Commtttov is to bp rl'fl'rrl'd
to 011' ~pi'\'ial l:;l·~;~ion. Wl' cannot vote on one rcsolu
f.ion, ::lld withdraw another re sohttlon, and not vote on
a third l't'Holution. Therl'ful'l', I would beg of you,
1\11'. l'l'l':-lilh'nt, to constder whethvr it was necessary
to votv on druft rr-solutlon C as was done a little
t'tU'lh' r,

~8. Th» PHFSIDENT: I cull on the representative of
Canada Oil a point of order.

HH. 1\11'. IGNATlE FF (Canada): While agreetng wtth the
point made by the reprvsentattve of India, since a vote
has hl'l'll taken 011 one of the draft resolutions in the
rr-port of the ~pt'clal Polttical Committee, I would
l'('qUt'::;l a vote on draft re solutton n to at least equalize
UH' sttuatton,

ton, Thl' PHE~IDENT: I call 011 the representative
of Jamaica on a point of ordvr,

nu, 1\11'. HICIIAHOSON (Juruatca); The Jamaica
dl'lt'!,,:ution wlshes to speak to the point of order that
has been ratsed by the reprvsentntive of India.
Jamaica I ~ position in this matter is well known, but,
unfortunately, Jamaica cannot lend its support to a
procedure that is likely to go counter to what we
rvgard as good order,

102. Wlwn the proposal made by the delegation of
Algvr ia was put to the yob,', we understood it to be a
proposal that the whole report would be referred to the
special sesston. TIlt' Jamaica delegation did not agree
with it; we did not vote for it: we abstained, But we do
under-stand the l'ffect of the afftrmattve vote on the
Algerian request for priority to be that the whole
report will go to the special session of the Assembly.
Ther'efure , we did not expect that there would have
been a vote on draft resolution C at this stage.

103. This is Jamaica's understanding, and it seems
to us that we would be going further in a direction
which is undesirable if we voted not merely on draft
re solution C but on draft resolution B. Jamaica would
prefer to accept the decision of the Assembly, how
ever, whatever our view of the decision might be, and
not record the vote that has been taken on draft
Tt'solution C.

104. I. do not know what the procedure is in tnis
l'l'g11.rd. If tIll' vote has bt.'ell taken, and it has to be
l'l'col'dl'd, that is the position. But Jamaica did not
l'xpt'Ct the vote to be taken once we had adopted the
priority draft resolution and agreed to refer the whole
report of the Special Political Committee to another
8l~ssion of till' Assembly.

105. The PHESIDENT: If there is no other speaker
and I hopl' there is nonl~-may I clarify the situation.
As far as I remembt.'r-and, unfortunately, the ver
batim I'ecord is not ready yet, although I have asked
for it--the reference in the Algerian delegation's
statement in introducing its draft resolution was only
with regard to draft resolution B.

106. As the Assembly knows, that may be a point of
olartfioation for the benefit of the understanding of the
representative of India who said that the purpose was
not oleaI'. It was because of that that I did not put
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Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Cambodia, Cameroon, Canada, Central African He
public, Ceylon, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Congo (Braz
zavtlle), Cyprus, Czeohoslovakta, Dahomey, Denmark,
Dominican Republic, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Finland,
France, Gabon, Guatemala, Guinea, Haiti, Honduras,
Hungary, Iceland, India, Inconesta, Iran, Israel, Italy,
Ivory Coast, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Laos,
Lebanon, Libya, Luxembourg, Malawi, Maldive Islands,
Mali, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Nepal,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria,
Norway, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Poland,
Romania, Rwanda, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore,
Somalia, South Africa, Spain, Sudan, Sweden, Syria,
Thailand, Togo, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republ lc, Union of Soviet Socialist Re
publics, United Arab Republic, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic
of Tanzania, United states of America, Upper Volta,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia.

Against: None.

Abstaining: China, Congo (Democratic Republic),
Costa Rica, Cuba, Ghana, Greece, Jamaica, Lesotho ,
Liberia, Madagascar, Malaysia, Malta, Philippines,
Saudi Arabia, Tunisia.

The motion was adopted by 97 votes tonone, with 15
abstentions.

115. The PRESIDENT: It is my understanding that
as a result of the adoption of this motion the vote
which was previously taken shall not appear in the
records as a resolution adopted by the General
Assembly.

116. I call on the representative of Mexico in
explanation of vote.

117. Mr. CUEVAS CANCINO (Mexico) (translated
from Spanish): The General Assembly has adopted
the draft resolution [A/L.515] submitted by the
delegation of Algeria and seventeen other delegations,
and my delegation voted in favour. The Special Com
mittee on peace-keeping Operations is requested to
continue reviewing the whole que stion of peace
keeping operations and to report to the General
Assembly at its fifth special session.

118. My delegation considers that the guidelines for
the work of the Special Committee on Peace-keeping
Operations, of which my delegation is a member,
should be as follows: first, it should examine in
detail each of the resolutions approved by the Special
Political Committee as very important contributions
to the solution of one of the most urgent problems
confronting the Organization; second, it should con
tinue, in conformity with resolution 2053 A (XX), its
comprehensive review of the whole question of peace
keeping operations in all their aspects, and in par
ticular study: @) the various methods of financing
peace-keeping operations, with due attention to the
special responsibilities of the permanent members
of the Security Council, the developing countries'
relatively limited capacity to contrtbute to the expenses
of such operations, the need to give special considera
tion to the position of any Member state or Member
States which are victims of aggression and of States
which participate in' events or actions leading to

•

draft resolution B to a vote after the adoption of the
Algerian draft resolution, and did not put to the vote
any of the amendments to it. After that, I declared
that we could then proceed to vote on draft resolution
C. At that time any Member could have raised till'
question that was raised after the vote had been taken.
The mere fact that nineteen delegattons voted in
favour, and seven opposed it, while ninety-one ab
stained, means that there was no objection, on the
part of any of the Members present and voting, to
putting it to a vote. Therefore, it is a decision of the
Assembly, taken by the Assembly.

107. I am in the hands of the Assembly. If I hear no
objection, and since I have declared it adopted as a
decision of the Assembly, I shall, as President, adhere
to that declaration. But if there is any other suggestion,
I shall be happy to consider it if it would meet with
the consent of the Members of the Assembly.

108. I call on the representative of Guinea.

109. Mr. ACHKAR (Guinea) (translated from
French): When the draft resolution, of which my
delegation had the honour to be a sponsor [A/515],
was introduced, there may have been some mistake
in interpretation but the draft itself is clear: it pro
vides for the report of the Special Political Com
mittee to be referred to the Special Session.

110. That report must be taken as a whole, including
all the draft resolutions contained in it.

111. My delegation, of course, accepts your explana
tion, Mr. President, but it draws the conclusion that
the Assembly as a whole made a mistake by agreeing
to have a vote taken on the draft resolution of
Jamaica-draft resolution C of the Committee-which
my delegation, incidentally, supported.

112. The situation is simple: I think that the Assembly
should courageously recognize that it made a mistake
and decide that no vote was taken on the Jamaican
draft resolution. In short, the Assembly should state
that the vote just taken was not a proper one and should
act as though it had not been taken, so that the whole
report of the Special Political Committee should be
transmitted to the Committee of Thirty-three. I
propose this as a formal motion.

113. The PRESIDENT: The suggestion made by the
representative of Guinea comes under rule 83 of the
rules of procedure. That rule reads as follows:

"When a proposal has been adopted or rejected
it may not be reconsidered at the same session
unless the General Assembly, by a two-thirds
majority of the Members present and voting, so
decides. Permission to speak on a motion to re
consider shall be accorded only to two speakers
opposing the motion, after which it shall be im...
mediately put to the vote."

114. Is there any representative who wishes to speak
against the motion? There is none, and I now put the
motion of the delegation of Guinea to the vote. A
recorded vote has been requested.

A. recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Australia, Austria,
Belgium, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma,

--------------------- .....J.......J
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129. We can today note that the broad, fundamental
approach to a definition of the important juridical
norms of outer space activities, which was the basis
of the Soviet draft treaty, has won the support of the
members of the United Nations Committee on Outer
Space and has been embodied in the treaty.

130. We attach great importance to the fact that
during the framing of the draft treaty the important
Soviet proposal which prohibits the launching into
orbit round the earth and into outer space of objects
carrying nuclear weapons and other types of weapons
of mass destruction received the widest support and
was reflected in the treaty.

131. Another very important provision of the treaty
is the prohibition of the use of the moon and other
celestial bodies for military purposes.

132. It should, however, be noted that, important as
is the treaty on outer space, the fact must not for a
moment be overlooked that the most important prob
lems of disarmament, and, above all, of nuclear dis
armament, still remain unresolved. For all its im
portance, the treaty on outer space cannot, of course,
be regarded as a kind of substitute for those agree
ments, which should ensure the solution of the vitally
important problems of disarmament and remove for-

l:300n bv added us the fourth compact on this historic
Iist, Thus, step by step we shall advance the rule of
law into further areus of the relations between States.

125. It is with g.l'l'at sattsfuctton that the United
states will vote for draft resolution 11, in the report of
the First Committee [:\/6621, para. 19] which corn
mends the treaty on outer space and expresses the
hope for the widest possible adherence to this treaty,
a hope we share in full measure and full confidence•

126. Mr. FEDOHENKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Re
publics) (translated from Hussian): The Soviet delega
tion Intends to vote for the draft resolution of the
First Committee approving a "Treaty on principles
governing the activities of States in the exploration
and use of outer space, including the moon and other
celestial bodies" [A/6621, para. 19, draft resolution II].
The draft treaty formulated in the United Nations Com
mittee on Outer Space and its Legal Sub-Committee
is the result of the collective efforts of several
delegations [ibid., draft re solution 11, Annex].

127. The draft treaty under consideration represents
the substantial result of the unremitting efforts which
the SOViet Union, over a series of years, beginning
with the launching in our country of the world's
first space satellite, has devoted to the solution of
the important legal problems with which the develop
ment of rocket technology, outer space exploration
and navigation have confronted mankind.

128. In continuation of its consistent efforts to solve
the juridical problems of outer space, the Soviet
Union on 30 May 1966 proposed for consideration at
the twenty-first session of the General Assembly, as
an important agenda item, the question of concluding
a treaty on prlncrples governing the activities of
States in the exploration and use of outer space, the
moon and other celestial bodies and submitted an
appropriate draft treaty [A/6341].

AGENDA ITEMS 30,89 AND 91

International co-operation in the peaceful uses of outer
space: report of the Committee on the Peaceful Uses
of Outer Space (concluded)

Conclusion of an international treaty on the principles
governing the activities of States in the exploration
and use of outer space, the moon end other celestial
bodies (concluded)

Treaty governing the exploration and use of outer
space, including the moon and other celestial bodies
(cone luded)

REPORT OF THE FIHST COMMITTEE (A/titi~l)

120. Mr. GOLDBEHG (United states of America): It
is indeed fitting that the treaty on outer space should
come before the General Assembly as the twenty
first session draws to a close, for this extraordinary
document provides at the same time a momentous
finale to the work of this session and a note of pro
gress, co-operation and hope from which future ses
sions may derive inspiration and light.

121. On this historic occasion the United States
would like to join the other nations that have acknowl
edged a special debt to the Committee on the Peaceful
Uses of outer Space, to the space and non-space
Powers alike, without whose contributions this treaty
would never have been possible. I should of course
like to extend our thanks and appreciation to Mr.
Waldheim and Mr. Lachs for their leadership in this
great effort.

122. This is, in every sense of the word, a United
Nations treaty, in which all Member nations can justly
take great pride. It has been negotiated under the
auspices of the Organization and is the fruit of its
labours. The treaty furthers the aims of the Charter
by greatly reducing the danger of international con
flict and by promoting the prospects of international
co-operation for the common interest in the newest
realm of human activity.

123. This Treaty is an important step towards peace,
It takes place in an historic progression: the Antarctic
Treaty of 1959, the limited test ban Treaty of 1963,
and now this treaty.

124. We hope and trust that this series of peace
building agreements will continue to grow. Nothing
would make the United States happier than if a treay
against the proliferation of nuclear weapons should

peace-keeping operations; (1.» to give special attention
to the installations, aervtces and pe-r-sonnel Membe-r
states might voluntarily contribute for u pl'act'~

keeping operation.

119. Similarly, the Special Committee- should study
a possible recommendation to the ~l'ellrity Counctl
on means of improving peace-keeping operations as
well as on an inquiry into the possibility of negotiating
agreements with Member states under which armed
forces, assistance and facilities would be made
available to the Security Council, on its call, in
accordance with Article 43 and Article ·1"1, para
graph 2 of the Charter. The se points will form part
of the report the Special Committee is to submit to
the General Assembly's fifth special sesstou,
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146. Regarding the draft treaty annexed to draft
resolution H [ibid.], my delegation listened with great
attention to the thirty-odd speakers who gave their
views on that subject the day before yesterday. As
a eo-sponsor of the original draft resolution [ibid.,
para. 10], we were, of course very happy that it was
adopted by acclamation. We were, however, also
among those who, following our colleague I Mr. Manfred
Lachs, pointed out that this treaty is only, as it were,
the first chapter of the law of outer space on which
much still remains to be done.

147. Without going back to the uncertainties or the
defects of the treaty Itself-..-many did so pertinently

thv first time in the wake of mu' firBt spac« t'Xpl0.rll=
tions, nutional , rultgious and ideological concepts UI'l'

put ashk, and in their place the Ideas of peace and
of th» unity of all InPU, rq:;i~ .'dlt.'~,s of their rellgion,
cr'eed or colour, art' solcrnnly affirmed.

13~. Ftnally, this tre-aty has OlW cxplotratlon only as
Its aim, that of giving to mankind all the posaible
benefits that can der ive from the opening of a new
immense frontier.
140. For the se reasons, my de legutton will vote in
favour of draft r esolutir.n I and draft resolution II
contained in the report of the First Committee [A/
66:n. para. 19]. We urge the unanimous approval of
those draft resolutions.

141. The United Natlons, in paying il tri,mtt' to those
who have made this achievement pocatble, in the first
place the two major space Po\Wl'S, can be proud at
having inspirvd and sponsored the establishing of
thl H mill' _~,Jlle, Which marks the translucton into
internattonal law of ne-w ideas adjusted to the reality
of Cl rapidly shrtnking world, whvr« all countr le s
are neighbours and have to ltve together as good
friends and brothers.

142. However Imperfect this tr« ..dy may be, it ratses
our hopes that its main provisions, especially those
outlawing war in outer space and establishing the
first example of control in the fie Id of disarmament,
will have far-reaching effects on earth and will, first
of all, speed up the conclusion of a treatry on the non
proliferation of nuclear weapons.

143. Finally, we are pleased that this twenty-ftr st
session of the Gener-al Assembly is coming to a close
under your leadership, Mr•.Pl'c:sident, on this happy
and bright note.

144. Mr. SEYDOUX (FranCl') (translated from
French): As the French delegation had the honour of
speaking twice in the First Committee on the items
relating to outer space [1491st and 1492nd meetings],
I wish today to make only a few remarks which I
believe are called for by our interesting discussions
on Friday and Saturday last.

145. Regarding what may be called the Vienna Space
Conference of 1&67, the French delegation is gratified
to find that draft resolution I [.\/6621, para. 19] was
adopted unanimously by the First Committee. It
earnestly hopes that the Plenm-y Aasembly will do the
same and that the relevant Secretariat services will
as Boon as possible tackle the complex task of pre
paring for that gathering to which my country wishes
every success,

General Assembly ~ Twenty-first sesstoi. ... Plenary l\1el.'till~,;
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ever the threat of nuclear war. These highly im
portant problems must be resolved without delay,

133. In evaluating the treaty, we would Iike to stress
the point that we regard the preparation of the treaty
and its approval by the General Assembly as a victory
for the peace-loving forces in the struggle against
those who advocate using outer space for purposes
of provocation and aggression.

134. In the light of the foregoing considerations, the
Soviet delegation expresses the hope that the Gt'neral
Assembly will unanimously approve the world's first
treaty on outer space.

135. The Soviet delegation will also vote for the draft
resolution of the First Committee on the holding in
September 1967 in Vienna of an international con
ference on the exploration and peaceful uses of outer
space, and also for the draft resolution on the report
of the United Nations Committee on Outer Space [ibid.,
para. 19, draft resolution I and III]. For a number of
years the Soviet Union has been advocating in Ur .. id
Nations organs the need to hold an international C"i1

ference which would draw up a balance-sheet of outer
space exploration for the first decade of the space era
and outline the prospects for future work, including
the prospects of making practical use of space science
and technology for the requirements of the economic
and cultural devek p.nent of the developing countries.
We trus; that this draft resolution will be supported
by the General Assembly.

136. Mr. VINCI (Italy): We believe that the year 1966
has been a very good year in the field of space
research. While United States and Soviet astronauts
were establishing new space records and making
enormous contributions to human knowledge, we at the
United Nations have been trying to keep up with the
fast moving front-line spacemen by accelerating the
pace of our second-line space activities.

137. The results have been rewarding. A decision has
been reached to organize a United Nations sponsored
conference on the practical applications deriving
from space activities for the benefit of mankind. The
Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space has
elaborated new proposals and ways to increase
international co-operation in outer space activities.
And, the most important achievement of all, the Legal
Sub-Committee has produced the text of a treaty on
outer space which has been unanimously accepted by
the First Committee.

138. Almost five centuries ago, shortly arter Colum
bus! first voyage across the Atlantic, two of the main
Powers of those times dealt with the division of their
spheres of influence in a Treaty that was officially
concluded in Tordesillas in 1494. Only two years had
elapsed since the discovery of the New World. That
Treaty comes naturally to mind when one considers
the treaty on outer space now before this world
Assembly. For the first time in the history of mankind,
all countries, and in the first instance the two world
Powers of the day, are not searchlncfor new territorial
conquests or for the expansion uf their sovereign
rights. On the contrary, they aim only at scientific and
technological conquests in the new continents of outer
space, which become not the provinces of single
Powers, but the province of mankind as a whole. For
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on Saturday, mort' particularly, the representative of
Indta-s-I would emnhnstzc, with all the necessary
clarity, the Importance attached hy my Govt'rnment
to having thir text am.plifit'd and, on some essential
points, cl:u'ifipd by ftP'th"r negotiations.

1480 As \w aIl know, it was at my delegatk.nts
rf'qtlf~st that in drutt resolutton II a provision, which
we regard as esse-nttal , was Introduce-d, in whtch
the Comrnlttce (W. ()tlt~'l' Spa('!' is requested

"To bt'gtr 0 •• tlu- study (If que sttons relative to the
deftuitu-n of f)lli~'l' space and OV' uttltzatton of outer
SP:1C{' and ~~,'kmi:11 hO(lit's'l.

1·H), The last words rd!'r to 11 number of problems
that we did not wish to nmmerate. Wc are, however,
happy with th-: addition proposed, with good intent,
by our collengue s from Chill', Mexico »nd the United
~\r3.h Republtc lV,)!.l,!., para, l~J which. at the end of
sub-paragrnph (f)) of operattvv paragraph 4, speciftes
cer-tain of those probk-ris, namely, those involving
the var-ious C'l'l1RPqU"ll'~('S of spac..c> communications.

J50 0 Ihp COfl)ldUf'P on Outer space win next year
report to UB on thp WIH'k done 011 these que stions and
also, of course, on the problems of assistance and
liability. Far from regretting the delay, we believe
the Committee, re lteved of the nece saity of having
to work with undue haste, will be able to give con
sideration to the advances made in space science and
technology and constder the legal implications of those
advances as Uwy occur.

151. It is in this spirit that my delegation will vote
in favour of draft resolution II, and the draft re-solu
tlons dealing with the other space questions.

152. The PRESIDENT: The representatives who had
asked to make statements have now been heard. We
now proceed to hear the speakers who wish to explain
their votes before the voting.

1530 Mr. MALFCF.LA (United Republic of Tanzania):
Although there is virtual unanimity on the question
before us, my delegation nevertheless wants to bring
in a note of discord. Two days ago the main Political
Committee of this Assembly approved a draft resolu
tion concerning a treaty governing the exploration and
use of outer space, Including the moon and other
celestial bodies. It was asserted in the statements of
many representatives, and controverted by none,
that this. resolution concerned a matter of great
importance and that its adoption by this Assembly
would be a historic event. It will therefore not be
considered inappropriate by anyone if I take this
opportunity to express the reasons why my delegation
has certain reservations with regard to some of the
provisions and with regard to the procedure that has
been adopted in connexion with this matter,

154. No Government has a greater desire than my
own to halt the manufacture, use and movement of
nuclear weapons, nor do we yield to anyone in our
hope that the progress of exploration in outer space
will be peaceful and co-operative and will result in
manifold benefits for all mankind. OUr doubts and
reservations, however, arise from certain moral,
legal and political considerations surrounding certain
procedures in the substantive aspects of the draft
treaty annexed to draft resolutlon II.

155. My delegation shares what appears to be the
predominant view, namely the need for an appropriate
treaty governing the exploration and the use of outer
space, tncludlng the moon and other celestial bodies.
EVl'ry effort and achievement towards this end is
commendable, and my delegation accordingly expres.....
ses its appreciation of the devotion of all whose
contributions have culminated in the formulation of
the draft treaty now before us. This draft treaty has
great implications and is of far-reaching conse
quences. It the refor; naturally follows that before any
state can in any way commit Usc·If to the contents
tlwrt'of, It must be accorded ample time and oppor
tunity to scrutinize the provisions of the treaty until
it is convinced that, taking all pertinent factors into
consideration, that State can approve, accede to or
commend the treaty.

156. It will be recalled that the drafting of this
treaty was completed only very recently, in fact
after this session of the General Assembly had
already started, It is probable that the completed
draft of the treaty has not yet been seen by many of
the Foreign Offices of the delegations represented
hen', let alone been approved by their Governments.
Different States of course have different constitutional
procedures for approving International agreements
or for expressing that approval. As for my delega
tion, however, we find it difficult to commend a
treaty, as we are asked to do in operative paragraph 1
of the draft resolution, which our Government has not
had the opportunity to approve.

1570 Several representatives have expressed a reser
vation regarding article IV of the draft treaty; other
representatives have expressed a reservation and
exposed the possible different interpretations and
loop-holes regarding the other articles of the draft
treaty. I shall not repeat or elaborate upon those
reservations. It appeal's to my delegation that they are
serious enough to warrant caution regarding the use
of a word like "commend", which indicates approval
after adequate study, rather than a non-commital
phrase such as "takes note" , which my delegation
would have considered more appropriate in the
circumstances. Surely, little would have been lost
and much might have been gained in any ambiguity
of language and certainty regarding the extent of
obligations assumed if the eo-sponsors of this draft
resolution had deferred asking the General Assembly
to commend the draft treaty on principles governing
the activities of states in the exploration and use of
outer space, Including the moon and the other celestial
bodies, at least until the Committee on the Peaceful
Uses of Outer Space had made greater progress in
the study of the question relative to the definition of
outer space and the utilization of outer space and the
celestiat bodies. As it is, however, the adoption of
the present draft resolution by this Assembly may
well have been an intended effect of a hollow victory,
particularly with respect to the disarmament pro
vision of article IV, because of the difficulty of
ascertaining the extent of the limits regarding the
prescribed behaviour.

158. There is a hint of a global legislative authority
in certain articles of the draft treaty, notably articles
I, II and XII. That legislative authority, whether or

r ... ,.
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not Impltctt in Articles 2, 10 and 11 of the United
Nations Charter, can be morally based only on the
principle of universality of membership of this organ
ization. As is well known, that principle has been
sadly abused in this Assembly, the latest instance

-ourrtng just a few days ago at this very session.
.ertain delegations apparently believe that it is pos

sible to apply that principle arbitrarily when H serves
their purposes. It would apparently serve certain
purposes if the principle ofuniversality were observed
with regard to signature of the draft treaty. according
to article XIV of the treaty, where it is described
as "open to all states".

159. However, how much stronger would have been
the moral basis for assuming global Ieglalattve
jurisdiction if all States or, at any ra.e, all those
lawfully entitled to be represented, had been permitted
to participate in this session of the General Assembly"

160. I have taken pains to explain the position of my
delegation on this important draft resolution so that
our motives and objectives will not be misunderstood.
That our actions are not motivated by either apathy
or eccentricity is, I think, manifest from our af...
firmative votes on the two other resolutions con
cerning outer space contained in the report of the
First Committee [A/5621, para. 19].

161. At the same time, however, while respecting
the noble purpose and the patient sincerity of the co
sponsors of the draft resolution concerning the draft
treaty, the sincerely held principles of my own
delegation make it difficult for us to approve the draft
for the reasons which I have indicated.

162" It cannot be denied that even at first glance the
draft treaty has some excellent provisions. Equally
true, here and there one finds some Inconstnzenciea,
unexplained loop-holes, and missing links which
strengthen the need for more time for scrutiny than
had hitherto been granted to most delegations.

163. In the final analysis, my delegation has decided
upon the vote it will cast upon this draft resolution
by reference to its role as a non-aligned State. That
role, in the humble opinion of my delegation, is to do
all it can to mitigate the harsh effect and acute
tension of the cold war. If the parties and the align
ment in the cold war have changed or are changing,
that does not necessarily make the task of the non
aligned States less urgent or imperative. On the
contrary, it impels us towards the perspective which
transcends the confines of United Nations participation
and authorization.

164. The irony of the situation may permit us to
celebrate here a triumph achieved on the ashes of
pril..ciples and policies which would more effectively
enable us to reach our goal of international peace,
co-operation and progress. It would not be the wish
of my delegation that this day of apparent triumph
should be alloyed.

165. Taking into account what happened in the First
Committee, my delegation has no intention of standing
in the way of the Assembly. We hope, however, that
the reservations which we have expressed will be
reflected in the record of the proceedings of this
meeting.

166. Mr. HAMEED (Ceylon): My delegation wishes
to make a brief explanation of its vote on the draft
resolution regarding the treaty before us because of
the importance the decision which we are about to
take will have on international peace and security.

167. We on our part are gratified and appreciative
that the two major space Powers should have over
come their differences, thus indicating their awareness
of the general expectation that a comprehensive, legal
and political framework must be worked out to regulate
activities in outer space.

168. We are satisfied with the positive tenor of the
text of the draft treaty. The emphasis is most
appropriately on the peaceful character which must
be a fundamental element in any activity in outer space.

169. However, my delegation has a reservation as to
the use of certain words in the treaty which may not
greatly contribute to the general objective of the
treaty. Here we note with satisfaction that the treaty,
when it comes into force, will prohibit nuclear weapons
and weapons of mass destruction in outer space. But
from the omission of the word "moon" in the first
paragraph of article IV, we note with disappointment
that they are not so prohibited on the moon.

170. Similarly, the second paragraph of article IV
prohibits military manceuvres and all other kinds of
military activities on celestial bodies. Here, again,
we note with disappointment that military activities
are not prohibited in outer space and on the moon.
My delegation phrased this query on a previous
occasion and requested the eo-sponsors of the draft
resolution to explain the apparently imprecise use of
these words in article IV alone. Having received no
clarification, my delegation wishes to record its
reservations on article IV and our hope that by
implication it will not give a license for military
activtties in outer space and on the moon. In that case,
the lofty objective of the treaty would be negated.

171. With that general understanding, which we would
like clearly to put on record, my delegation supports
this treaty with a deep conviction that it is a con
tribution to the pursuit of international peace and
security, and any implication contrary to the lofty
objective is not condoned by our positive vote.

172. The PREISDENT: The General Assembly wUI
now vote, seriatim, OT' the three draft resolutions
recommended by the First Committee [A/6621,
para. 19].

173. Draft resolution I is entitled "United Nations
Conference on the Exploration and Peaceful Uses of
Outer. Space". The report of the Fifth Committee
[A/6627] contains the financial implications which
would result from the adoption of this draft resolu
tion. In the absence of any request for a vote, may I
consider draft resolution I as unanimously adopted
by the General Assembly?

Draft resolution I was adopted unanimously.

174. The PRESIDENT: Draft resolution II is entitled
"'Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of St~tes
in the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, incluc.lng
the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies". The First
Committee adopted this draft resolution unanimously.
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May 1 take it that the General Assembly also adopts
it unanimously?

Draft resolution II wa,~ adopted unanimously.

175. The PRESIDE Nrl': Draft resolution lIT, entitled
"Report of the Committee on the Peaceful Uses of
outer Space", was also adopted unanimously by the
First Committee. May I take it that the General
Assembly likewise adopts it unanimously?

Draft resolution III was adopted unsnimously,

176. The PRESIDENT: I now give the floor to the
Secretary-General who wishes to make a statement.

177. The SECRETARY-GENERAL: I have asked for
the privilege of addressing the General Assembly
today, because of the importance of this occasion and
because of the significance the decisions you have
just made will have for mankind as a whole and for
the purposes and principles of the Cbarter of the
United Nations.

178. On this occasion, I should like to congratulate
the Assembly on the success of its work relating to
the peaceful uses of outer space. I trust that it is no
less fruitful than that of the scientists and engineers
who have continued to make extraordinary advances
in the exploration of space itself.

179. I am sure that I speak for all Members and all
peoples in expressing deep satisfaction at the progress
that has been made towards an international treaty
to govern the activities of States in space. I know
too that people everywhere share my hope that the
agreement will come into force without delay.

180. While I am gratified by the progress made so
far, I note with regret that the door is not yet barred
against military activities in space. The crux of the
difficulty is that space activity is already part of the
arms race, a fact which we have to reckon with until
humanity reaches the stage of an agreement on full
and complete disarmament. Space disarmament is but
one segment of the broader, over-shadowing problem
of world peace and disarmament with which the world
has wrestled for so long with a growing awareness of
the need but without sustained success. Eventually
nations must surely realize that their genuine interests
lie in peaceful rather than in military activities and
that their activities in space should thus be peace
oriented.

181. No less gratifying is the decision of the General
Assembly which endorsed the unanimous r3commenda
tion of the Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer
Space calling for an international conference to
examine the practical benefits to be derived from space
research and exploration on the basis of technical
and scientific achievements and the extent to which
"non-space countries", especially the developing coun
tries, may enjoy these ben.ftta as well as take part in
international co-operation in space activities. The
recommendation so adopted is commendable as a
major step toward bridging the ever-widening gap
between the space Powers and the non-space Powers,
particularly the developing countries.

182. It is my sincere hope that the conference will
only be a first step and not only will explain the
practical benefits of space exploration, but will result
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ultimately in joint practical ventures that will actually
bring. the benefits of space exploration to all nations,
thus helping to alleviate some of the economic and
social problems that beset mankind.

183. To this end, I assure you that the Secretariat
will not spare any effort, for whatever be the implica
tions of space exploration, it is in the application of
practical benefits that the developing countries have
their interest in space, and it is my strong conviction
that the United Nations channels shquld accelerate
the communication of such benefits to the developing
countries.

184. It is my fervent hope that through 4o'l1e work you
have just completed the United Nations v.Hl be able
to ensure that the exploration and use of outer space
shall be a growing point of co-operation rather than a
new area of conflict and mistrust.

185. Miss BROOKS (Liberia): I had the opportunity
in the First Committee [1493rd meeting] to make a
detailed statement on behalf of my delegation in
respect of the treaty governing the exploration and use
of outer space, including the moon and other celestial
bodies. Therefore~ I do not feel it necessary to make
a further statement on this stbject at this plenary
meeting. I am, however, concerned that the harmo
nious discussion with respect to this treaty which
took place on 17 December in the First Committee
has not been circulated in the verbatim records to
the members of the First Committee and of the
General Assembly. We believe that the discussion of
this treaty itself constituted history, and therefore I
should like to ask that the Secretariat transmit to the
various delegations the verbatim records of the
discussion in the First Committee on this item. I
regret having had ,to bring this matter up at this
plenary meeting, but, as Members are aware, the
Flrst Committee has ended and I have no other
recourse.

186. The PRESIDENT: I am quite sure that the
Secretariat will do its best to accommodate the
representative of Liberia in connexion with the
suggestion she has made.

AGENDA JTEMS 31 AND 93

The Korean question: report of the United Nations
Commission for the Unification end Rehabilitation
of Korea (concluded)

Withdrawal of all United States and other foreign
forces occupying South Korea under the flag of the
United Nations and dissolution of the United NC!tions
Commission for the Unification and Rehabi Iitation
of Korea {concluded}

REPORT OF THE FIRST COMMITTEE (A/6618 and
Corre1)

187. The PRESIDENT: The General Assembly has
before it amendments submitted by several Members
[A/L.514]. I call on the representative of Cuba to
Introduce these amendments.

188. Mr. ALARCON de QUESADA (Cuba) (translated
from Spanish): My delegation had occasion to state its
position of principle regarding the so-called Korean
question clearly in the First Committee. We empha-

r
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sized our v.ew that the discussions that have taken
place over the years in this Organization are illegal
and, moreover, follow an improper and useless pattern
reflected in the ypurly repetition of a procedure that
prevents the parties directly concerned fr-om par
ticipating in the discuss ion.

189. In accordance with that position, we co-spon
sored the Incluston of ttern 9a in our agenda and a
draft resolution on that item which was discussed
in ti.e First Comrutttee, The draft resolution called
for the tmmediate withdrnwal of all United states
and other for eign forces now occupying South Kor oa,
the dissolution of the so-culled United Nations Com
mission for the Unification and Rehahllltation of
Korea and an end to the discussion of these matters
in our Organlzation,

190. Everyone knows what action the First Com
mittee took on our proposal, which would have led
to a real solution of the so-called Korean question.
Nothwithstandtng this, the General Assembly will
today again consider a draft resolution [A/6618 and
Corr.1, para. 17J .milar to those that it has examined
oyer the past tWE' y years, with results whose efficacy
is known to all delegations.

un. My delegation pressed once again in the Corn
mtttee for an effort to find a practical, concrete
solution which could have been found had the Com
mittee been ready to discuss a second verbal proposal
by my delegation. But that was not possible. With the
same aim of trying at this session, before our delibera
tions are over, to find some ef~ective solution to a
problem that has been discussed in sterile debates
for twenty years, ten delegations, including my own,
have submitted a series of amendments [A/L.514J to
the draft r esolutton put forward by the First Com
mittee, The amendments, as all representatives can
see, are drafted in broad and liberal terms in accord
ance With the views we have repeatedly expressed. We
trust they will receive the suoport of a great many
delegations.

192. Adoption of the amendments we propose would
save us from ending the present session with the
Korean question in the stalemate in which it has
remained for twenty years. Although the amended
text would not fully satisfy the prtnciples we stated
in the Committee, it would make a substantial con
tributtoa-e-the first constructive contribution by this
Assembly towards a solution of the so-called Korean
question.

193. In view of the late hour and the necessity of
pressing forward with our work, I shall not go into
detail concerning the changes we have proposed to
some paragraphs of the draftresolutionrecommended
:-;y the First Committee. All delegations have before
them cooies of the amendments in all languages. I am
sure that all understand the meaning of the amendments
and will act accordingly.

194. The PRESIDENT: Before calling on the next
speaser I would make this appeal: in view of the very
heary agenda before us, it will be very much ap
pr~ciated if statements are as brief as possible.

195" Mr. FED0RK'\KO 'TJnion of Soviet Soctaltst ke
public-5} (tr~ngla~d from Russian): On the proposal of

the Soviet Union and of a number of other socialist
countries [A/6394], the General Assembly nas
examined an important and urgent question: "With
drawal of all United States and other foreign forces
occupying South Korea under the flag of the United
Nations and dissolution of the United Nations Com
mission for the Unification and Hehabilitation of
Korea. fJ During the discussion of this question in the
First Committee, attention was again drawn to the fact
that the main reason for tae continuing division (j~ the
I~orean nation is outside interference in the internal
affairs of the Korean people, The Soviet Union and the
other countries which raised this question thought
that its discussion would help to rectify the injustice
committed against the Korean people-all foreign
troops would, finally, be withdrawn from South Korea,
the United Nations Commission for the Unification
and Rehabllttatlon of Korea would be dissolverl and
the so-called Korean question would be removed
from the United Nations agenda.

196. It is regrettable that, because of the discrimi
natory attitude of the United states and certain of its
alttes-s-an attitud« that is contrary to the United
Nations Charter-no decision was taken at this session
to invite representatives of the Democratic People's
Republic of Korea to participate in the discussion of
problems relating to Korea. Such a situation is qutte
intolerable and altogether abnormal. The Government
of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea was not
even given an opportunity to state its position on a
problem which affects, primarily, vitally important
interests of the whole Korean people. It is precisely
in connexion with the state of affairs thus created
that at the current session of the General Assembly
a large group of States protested against the unjust
and inconsistent policy of Washington on this question.

197. Naturally, the absence of representatives of the
Democratic People's Republic of Korea could not but
have a highly negative effect on the discussion of
the Korean question at the session of the General
Assembly. The Un.ted States and its allies again suc
ceeded in carrying through in the First Committee a
dectsion which contravenes the United Nations Charter
and runs counter to the aspirations, and the will of
the Korean people [A/6618, para. 17]. That deciston
was dictated by the tmperfaltst policy of the United
States, aimed at turning South Korea into an aggres
sive base of the United States in the Far East, a
base which is being used against the national-liberation
movement of the peoples of Asia, including the just
and heroic struggle of the Viet-Namese people against
the American interventionists.

198. We again consider it our duty to emphastze
that there are absolutely no grounds or reasons
whatever why the Pentagon should occupy South
Korea. It is common knowledge that more than twenty
years have passed since the end of the Second World
War and thirteen since the conclusion of the armistice
in Korea, which provided, inter alia, for ensuring a
stable :peace in Korea and for the need to withdraw all
foreign troop" from that country. There are no foreign
troops, there is not a single foreign soldier, on the
territory of the Democratic Peoplets Republic of
Korea. South Korea, however, is sinl occupied by the
United States troops. The so-called United Na~ions

)

------------------__1--.1

- ' ..- ,



1499th meeting - 19 December 1966 17

form of conference for the purpose of discussing the
question of uniting the country.

206. Fifthly, the Government of the Democratic
People's Republic of Korea has also declared that
it is prepared and wishes to conduct negottattons
with any representatives of South Korea whogenuinely
want national unity and the unification of the country,
irrespective of their political views, creed or
property status.

207. Lastly, the Government of the Democratic
People's Republfc of Korea considers that a meeting
could be convened of interested countries for a
peaceful settlement of the Korean question, at which
countries having a connexion with the Korean question
would be represented.

208. All this is a weighty and clear manifestation of
goodwill and of a desire to find a solution by peaceful
means and the fact that United States diplomats have
tried to stifle these peaceful proposals and distort
reality and facts cannot but evoke condemnation.

209. It is obvious that the Seoul r~gime rejects all
these proposals because they do not accord with the
plans of the overseas Power which is striving to
tur» South Korea into a base for the struggle with the
national-liberation movement.

210. The Soviet delegation considers it necessary to
reiterate that it is the duty of all States Members of
the United Nations to promote the speediest possible
fulfilment of the aspirations of the Korean people and
to preserve peace and security in the Far East and
Asia. As we have pointed out, for this purpose it is
necessary to withdraw in the shortest space of time
all United States and other foreign troops with thelr
weapons and equipment, which are occupying South
Korea under the Lnited Nations flag or in other form,
dissolve immediately th« Untted Nations Commission
for the Unification and Rehabilitation of Korea-that
anachronism which has brought neither unification
nor rehabilitation to the Korean people-and end the
discussion ~n the United Nations of the so-called
Korean question. These reasonable proposals, which
meet the interests of the Korean people and the
interests of the cause of peace, were contained in the
draft resolution ta·~'l.dd by the Soviet Union and a
number of other countries for the consideration of
the First Committee Ubid., para, 6b].

211. As circumstances are at present, we consider
that the Assembly should, as a minimum, adopt at any
rate the proposal put forward in the Cuban delega
tion's amendments to the draft contained in the First
Commttteets report [ibid., para. 14]. That proposal is
as sensible and positive as it is realistic and just.
Surely the obvious fact should be borne in mind that
the Korean question has been under discussion in the
United Nations for twenty years now and that, never
theless, no progress has been made in solving it.
Surely it is clear that a suitable new way must be
immediately found for solving the Korean questton,

212. Such a new path, as we have already pointed
out, is to be found in the proposal made by the
Government of the Democratic People's Republic of
Korea to hold, for the peaceful settlement of the
Korean question, a meeting of representatives of

forces in South Korea are, in fact, United States
occupation troops.

199. The restoration of the unity of the temporarily
divided territory of Korea, the creation of a unified,
independent and democratic Korea are a just aspiration
of the Korean people, which, like any other people,
has an inalienable right to determine its own destiny
in conformity with the principle of the self-determina
tion of peoples, as enshrined in the United Nations
Charter and solemnly affirmed in a number of OUi.'

Organization's decisions. And this, of course, is an
internal affair of the Korean people, which must
decide its own future freely, without any foreign
intervention whatsoever from outside.

200. From this General Assembly rostrum we once
again declare that the Soviet Union has great respect
and sympathy tor the whole heroic Korean people and
resolutely supports the peaceful proposals of the
Democratic People's Republic of Korea, Weventure to
remind the Assembly also that the Government of the
Democratic People's Republic of Korea has never
acted against the purposes or the Charter of the
United Nations or by its actions damaged the authority
of the United Nations.

201. The Government of the Democratic People's
Republic of Korea has, in practice, by its actions and
the constructive proposals it has frequently put for
ward, Shown its goodwlll and its anxiety to seek a
positive solution of the Korean question that meets
the desires cf the heroic people of Korea.

202. Let us remember that, firstly, the Government
of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea firmly
holds the view that the peaceful unification of Korea
should proceed through the creation of a single all
Korean Government representing all sections of the
population, as the result of the holding of free and
democratic elections by the Korean people themselves
in the north and the south of the country, without any
outside interference and after United States armed
forces and all other foreign troops are withdrawn
from South Korea.

203. Secondly, it is also common knowledge that
the Government of the Democratic People's Rspubltc
of Korea has offered to organize a committee
of a purely economic character, consisting of repre
sentatives of business circles, in order to conduct
trade between the North and South, if the authoritie s
of South Korea are unable to accept at least the
creation of a confederation of North and South.

204. Thirdly, the Government of the Democratic
People's Republic of Korea proposed the conclusion
of an agreement of non-aggression and for the reduc
tion of the armed forces of North ar~:l South Korea,
respectively, to 100,000 men or lees. after the with
drawal from South Korea of Uniteo States armed
forces and all other foreign troops.

205. Fourthly, the Government of the Democratic
People's RepublIc of Korea has come out, as we
know, in favour of holding a joint conference of r-epre
sentatives of the political parties and voluntary organ
izations both in North and in South Korea, or a joint
conference of South and North Korea, or any other

)
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the countries concerned, with the participation of
representatives of South and North Korea and repre
sentatives of countries interested in the Korean
question, appointed in equal numbers bythe authorities
of the south and north of Korea. At the same time, a
decision should be taken to remove the Korean question
from the agenda of the General Assembly and not
discuss that question further.

213. We appeal to the Members of the United Nations
to support that proposal.

214. Mr. CSATORDAY (Hungary): The delegation of
the Hungar-ian People's Republic wishes to take this
opportunity to express its unequivocal opposition to
the draft recommendation on the so-called Korean
question contained in the report of the First Com
mittee [A/6618 and Corr.I], This recommendation is
null and void of any legal substance. It contradicts
the United Nations Charter, which expressly forbids
intervening in matters within the domestic jurisdic
tion of any state, according to Article 2, paragraph 7.
Unfortunately, the United Nations has been interfering
in the domestic affairs of the Democratic People's
Republic of Korea for more than sixteenyears, flouting
the dignity and the rights of a foreign state.

215. This recommendation is null . nd void from a
political point of view as well. It perpetuates the
foreign military occupation of South Korea by the
United States, using force against the territorial
integrity and political independence of Korea and
Violating the provisions of the Charter and the
Declaration on the Inadmissibility of Intervention in
the Domestic Affairs of States and the Protection of
their Independence and Sovereignty.

216. It is worth mentioning that off'.ctal United States
spokesmen have never hid en their true intentions
regarding Korea. Most recently in the January 1967
issue of Foreign Affairs, McGeG~'ge Bundy, foreign
political adviser to two United States Presidents and
builder of United States foreign policy, analysing the
foreign policy of the United States, mentioned the
Korean question as one with \';hich the United States
had painful experiences. He mentioned only United
States interests on the other side of the Pacific ocean.
He failed to mention any United Nations involvement
in the Korean affair. This is the way in which the
United States considers the fate and life of other
countries.

217. The recommendation contained in the report is
null and void from a procedural point of view also,
since it has been adopted without the participation
of one of the parties directly concerned-without an
invitation being given to the Democratic People's
Republic of Korea. It is significant that several non
aligned countries abstained from voting on the draft
resolution on this question in the First Committee
because the other party could not be heard, that
being in violation of the elementary norms of legality
and objectivity of any international or national forum.
It is also worth recalling that, even before a decision
was taken on the question of the invitation, the other
aide, the representatives of the South Korean author
ities, had already ample opportunities to observe our
proceedings. We should put an end to this shameful
and illegal discrimination.

218. An entirely new start should be made. It is all
the more needed since new attempts are being made
to use the United Nations flag in another Asian
country as well.

219. Fulfilling its shameful role, the South Korean
governing clique has willingly sent tens of thouaan..;s
of South Korean soldiers to South Viet-Nam to fight
under the direct command of the United States against
the national liberation movement of the Viet-Namese
people. In this role of Asian mercenaries used by the
United States against the Viet-Namese people, the
South Korean troops made use of the United Nations
flag, a fact which is widely known after the self
revealing article of the American newspaper Stars
and Stripes of 17 October last. After being caught
in flagrante, the South Korean authorities have been
compelled to apologize; but their excuses cannot
alter condemnation of this act, which is contrary to
the Charter and the prestige of the United Nations
and endangers the future role of the United Nations
in Asia and the Far East.

220. In view of these considerations, my delegation
is opposed to the recommendation of the First Com
mittee [A/6618 and Corr .L, para. 17]. We firmly
believe that the course chosen by the draft resolution
leads nowhere except to new crises and failures of
the United Nations.

221. We appeal to all Member States to consider
their positions very carefully and to help to get rid
of this major scumbling block in the way of a better
and more effective United Nations.

222. There are new means of solving this problem.
The proposals of the Democratic People's Republic
of Korea as contained in the memorandum of its
Government [see A/6370] provides us with a realistic
and honest approach. The only feasible way that the
United Nations can contribute to the solution of this
problem is: by encouraging the parties directly
interested to negotiate; by helping to withdraw all
foreign troops from South Korea; and by stopping
interference in the domestic affairs of South Korea
by dissolving the so-called United Nations Commission
for the Unification and Rehabilitation of Korea.

223. The recommendation represents discrimination
against an independent and sovereign country. It
means a crude violation of the Charter of the United
Nations. Therefore, the Hungarian delegation whole
heartedly supports the amendments to this recom
mendation submitted by the representative of Cuba
[A/L .514]. We believe that these amendments should
be given serious consideration.

224. The Hungarian delegation is of the opinion that
the Korean question should be solved by the Korean
people themselves, who best understand the situation
in that part of the world and who are acquainted with
their own problems. We are aware that the United
Nations is abused by th.; United States; hence, the
Organization is unable tti solve this question. We
ought surely to respect the Korean people's right to
self-determination. That is why my delegation agrees
with the proposal to remove this item from our
agenda because it represents one of the last remnants
of the "cold war" in our Organization. This is the
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only way to promote a solution of the Korean question
and to enhance the authority of. the United :\!ltions.

225. For these reasons, the Hungarian delegation
recommends the unanimous adoption of the amend
ments and the amended draft resolution.

226. Mr. TARABANOV (BUlgaria) (translated from
French): The General Assembly Is called upon to
deal with the First Committee's report [A/661S and
Corr.1J on two aspects of the Korean question.

227. The item introduced by the Soviet Union and
a number of other countries, including 'me Bulgarian
delegation [A/6344]. concerned the withdrawal of the
United States and other foreign forces occupying South
Korea under the flag of the United Nations and the
dissolution of the United Nations Commission for the
Unification and Rehabilitation of Korea. That is one of
the questions dealt with in the report.

228. secondly, we have before us the report of the
United Nations Commission for the Unification and
Rehabilitation of Korea [A/63l2J.

229. These two questions, which form the Korean
question, were discussed very hastily in the First
Committee and, above all, it must be emphasized,
in the absence of one of the interested parties-one
might say, the only party properly authorized by the
Korean people, Le. the Democratic People's Re
public of Korea.

Mr. Khalaf (Iraq), Vice-President, took the Chair.

230. Despite the efforts made by a large number of
delegations to bring the question of Korea back into
the context of contemporary reality and be able to
make a real contribution to the unification of Korea,
certain countries-principally, the United States of
America-have this year again managed to get a draft
resolution [A/B6l8 and Corr.L, para. l7J adopted in
the First Committee, which runs entirely counter
to the aims set forth-at least, officially-in the very
report submitted by that Committee and in the state
ments made by most of the delegattcns, Le, the unifica
tion of Korea.

231. The unavowed purpose, but the one obstinately
pursued by certain delegations since the discussion
of the Korean question began, t.e, to achieve a negative
result on this question, as in previous years, was
quite obvious and still is. The fact is that, from the
outset, certain Western delegations have shownthem
selves fiercely opposed and, by exerting powerful
pressures," have succeeded in barring a delegation
from the Democratic People's Republic of Korea
from participating in the discussion held in the First
Committee.

232. In such circumstances, it could hardly be
expected that the First Committee would produce a
realistic proposal on ths question or be able to adopt
a draft resolution likely to supply a framework for
a decision on the Korean question.

233. Actually, the draft resolution contained in the
Committee's report, on which the General Assembly
is now asked to vote, is worded in exactly the same
negative terms as the resolutions adopted on the
question in previous years-decisions which offered
no solution for the Korean question. In the past-for

this same draft has been submitted on several
occasions-it proved, as you know, entirely inadequate
as a contribution to solving the Korean question.

234. Although mention is made in the draft resolution
now submitted by the Committee of the fact that
Korea is still divided, that this division does not in
any way correspond to the wishes of the Korean
people, and that a Korea thus divided constitutes a
source of tension which prevents the restoration of
international peace and securtty in the area, it is,
none the less, true that the provisions of the said
draft are absolutely contrary to those affirmations and
to the aims which should be pursued in the light,
precisely, of those affirmations; they are also con
trary to the wishes expressed and the statements
made in the Committee by most of the delegations
which want to contribute to the unification of Korea
and to see that country really united.

235. The efforts made to arrive at a reasonable
and realistic solution in the First Committee having
failed, the delegation of the People's Republic of
Bulgaria is happy to welcome the efforts now made
by the delegation of the Republic of Cuba to improve
the inadequate draft resolution submitted in the
Committee's report. The amendments offered by the
delegation of Cuba [A/L .514] do tend to bring the
United Nations discussions and decisions back on to
a more realistic basis. By asking for recognition of
the fact that, so far, the efforts of the United Nations
during all the discussions have produced no result,
they put the Korean question on a realistc basis.

236. Futhermore, by asking for the convening of a
conference of the States interested in the solution of
the Korean question, a conference which would be
attended by North Korea and South Korea, the amend
ments place this question in a framework in which it
might really find a solution. In these circumstances,
it would really be possible to decide to remove the
Korean question from the agenda of the United
Nations. This would help to create a better climate
for solving the important questions concerning peaceful
co-existence and would make it unnecessary for the
General Assembly to deal with questions which revive
the cold war between the Members of the United
Nations. That would also allow the Korean people to
decide their own affairs themselves and determine
their own future.

237. That is the best way of helping to solve the
Korean question, and so we think that the amendments
submitted by the Republic of Cuba should be adopted
by all delegations.

238. Mr. GAUCI(Malta): Owing to a misunderstanding,
my delegation was not ab.e to explain its vote in the
First Committee on the question of Korea. With your
permission, Mr. President, we wish to say very
briefly now what we would have said in greater detail
at the voting stage in Committee.

239. My delegation supports the draft resolution
recommended by the Committee [A/6618 and Corr.l]
because it reaffirms both the peaceful and constructive
objectives of the United Nations in Korea and the fact
that the United Nations, under the Charter, is fully
and rightfully empowered to take collective action
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mission which, instead of promoting unification and
helping in the rehabilitation of Korea, actually stands
in the way of reaching those goals. It has become clear
to all, even if it is not admitted by all, that as long
as the Korean people are not given the possibility to
deal directly with problems that only they themselves
are entitled and able to settle, as long as there is
outside interference, whatever its name or label, all
talk about the reunification of Korea will be nothing
but lip service.

247. We believe that It is high time to give up methods
which have proved totally Ineffective, if not harmful.
It goes without saying that unification cannot be
brought about overnight, but we must create conditions
for talks about unification, and this is our duty. We
do not see why, cui bono, representatives of both
Kor'eas should be prevented from getting together to
discuss vital matters related to the future of their
country. There are, admittedly, different views on
how the Korean settlement should be effected. But
how can one remove or even reduce differences with
out negotiations between those primarily concerned?

248. A special conference of States interested in the
Korean question may offer us such an opportunity. In
any event, it would be a step out of the present stale
mute, a step in the most proper direction. Not to
move forward on this problem is actually tantamount
to moving backwards, to deepening and perpetuating
the division of Korea. Let us then put an end to annual
exercises in futility on the Korean question and,
instead, encourage direct contact between the parties.
That is precisely the meaning of the amendments
submitted today by my delegation, together with nine
other sponsors [A/L.514]. The Polish delegation hopes
that in its modified form the draft resolution will
prove acceptable to the majortty of the Assembly and
we warmly recommend it for the approval of the
General Assembly.

249. Mr. JIMENEZ (Philippines): I refer to the so
called amendments presented in document A/L.514 on
the Korean question.

250. In the view of my delegation, if such amend
ments were adopted they would have the effect of re
placing in its entirety the draft resolution recommended
by the First Committee [A/66l8 and Corr.1, para. 17].
The eo-sponsors of the amendments [A/L.514] were
among the delegations that tried in vain in the First
Committee to push through a draft resolution which,
inter alia, would have the Assembly decide "that the
Korean question should not in future be discussed in
the United Nations" [A/6618 and Corr.l, para. 6 (Q)].
This draft was rejected by the First Committee by a
decisive vote of 61 to 21. with 25 abstentions.

251. A close examination of document A/L.514 will
reveal that what are contained therein are not amend
ments, although they have been submitted in the guise
of amendments, It is indeed a new proposal. How can
they be called amendments when all the operative
paragraphs in the draft resolution recommended by
the First Committee have been deleted, thus leaving
the draft resoluttorr boneless and without its original
substance?

252. Under the rules of procedure, we could ask for
a prf irtty vote on the recommendations of the First

to maintain peace and security in accordance with
the principles and purposes laid down in the Charter.

240. However, my delegation wishes to make an
observation on the report submttted by the United
Nations Commission for the Unification and Rehubilr
tatton of Korea [A/6312]. We note that in thts report
one short paragraph of eight lines is devoted to the
main purpose for which UNC~TRK was estal-usned:
namely, the political question of establishing a unified,
democrattc and independent country. We recognize the
difficulties of the political tusks of UNCtfHK. but we
feel that more detailed mention of the efforts made by
the Commission to achieve its mu.'. objectives would
have been more useful,

246. As we have already pointed out in the First
Committee [1488th meeting], the road towards unifica
tion is being obstructed by the presence of foreign
troops and military bases in South Korea, as well as
by the continued existence of a United Nations Com-

241. The rest of the report-twenty-nine pages of H
is almost entirely devoted to matters of economic and
social progr-ess and goes into such details as listing
the number of dignitaries visiting Korea.

242. In that connexion, we are particularly glad to
note the growth rate of Kor ea at 8 per cent-among
the highest in the world-and we commend the industry
of the people of Korea and the efforts of UNCUHK in
promoting this remarkable achievement. We feel that
the work of UNCURK in the economic and social
field is deserving of greater commendation than it
actually received in Committee; and, given the
economic progress achieved in Korea, we wonder
whether the stage has not now been reached when
further reference to social and economic matters
may be dispensed with in future reports. This would
save considerable time and expense and would enable
UNCURK to concentrate in its future reports on a
full account of the initiatives undertaken by the Com
mission in attempting to promote unification and
lasting peace.

243. We hope that these modest observations will
be taken into account next year when perhaps we may
even look forward to UNCURK informing us that its
task of reconstructing and rehabilitating the once
shattered economy has been successfully completed.

244. With these comments, and in the expectation
that we shall leam of fresh approaches and imagina
tive initiatives on the political problem in the report
which will be sumitted for the consideration of the
Assembly at the next session, we shall support the
draft resolution. recommended by the First Committee
[A/6618 and Corr.1, para. 17J.

245. Mr. TOMOROWICZ (Poland): It would be de
plorable indeed if the General Assembly I which at its
current session has recorded a number of significant
achievements in political, social and economic fields,
failed to make any progress whatsoever on the Korean
question. The item has appeared on the agenda of the
United Nations for years. But, each time, political
pressure brought to bear by those interested in
maintaining the division of the unfortunate country
stultified all attempts at moving the issue from dead
centre.
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regret to say, rejected in the Committee under
pressure from a number of States, principally, the
United States of America [A/6618 and Corrvt , paras.
6 (2) and 13]. Thus, the General Assembly again does
not have before it a recommendation of the First Com
mittee that would enable it to take a decision on the
Korean question which would best meet the hopes of
the whole Korean people and would contribute to the
cause of the peaceful unification of Korea by the
Koreans themselves.

260. We are witnesses of the fact that, this year
again, the General Assembly has before it a draft
resolution adopted in the First Committee [Ibtd,;
para. 17], which not only cannot cc ntribute to, but, on
the contrary, will only impede, a decision of the
Korean problem.

261. If the General Assembly approves this resolu
tion, it will be a further unlawful step taken with
regard to the Korean people. In the First Committee
the delegation of Czechoslovakia opposed that resolu
tion very strongly and voted against it.

262. We shall vote against the resolution also in the
General Assembly, since we are deeply convinced
that the adoption of such a resolutin can only be
detrimental to the cause of the unification of Korea
and the final solution of the Korean question, which
falls exclusively within the jurisdiction of the Koreans
themselves in both parts of the country, and that any
interference, including interference by the United
Nations, is unlawful.

263. The delegation of Czechoslovakia takes the view
that the only correct steps, which the United Nations
could at the present time take in this question, is to
remove the so-called Korean question finally from the
agenda of the United Nations General Assembly and
so cease interfering in the affairs of the Korean
people. That is precisely the purpose of the amendment
submitted by the delegations of ten socialist countries
in document A/L.514.

264. The delegation of Czechoslovakia believes that
the adoption of this amendment would eliminate inter
ference in the affairs of Korea and would help to
create conditions for solving the ques tion of the
unification of Korea by the Koreans themselves. Ac
cordingly, our delegation, which is a sponsor of this
amendment, calls upon the General Assembly to
support it.

265. Mr. GOLDBERG (United States of America):
This Assembly has just witnessed a new phase of the
strenuous effort at this session by the communist
countries and a few othera to put an end to the role and
responsibilities of the United Nations in seeking a
just settlement of the Korean problem.

266. The subject of Korea was given adequate atten
tion in the First Committee, a debate in substance
lasting nearly three days. Despite this, and despite
the fact that the Committee has already rejected by
a vote of 65 to 16, with 13 abstentions [A/6618 and
Corrvt , para. 15], a last-minute effort by the com
munist countries to introduce still another proposal
after the substantive debate had been concluded and
their first proposal rejected, we are now faced in the
plenary with a plethora of amendments. These amend-
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259. The First Committee discussed two draft resolu
tions concerning this question. The draft resolutton
submitted by delegations of fourteen countrtes in
document A/C.I/L.389 on the withdrawal of all United
States and other foreign forces from South Korea and
the dissolution of the United Nations Commission for
the Unification and Rehabilitation of Korea was, I

"-
254. Mr. MATSUI (Japan): When the Korean quescton,
items 3] and 93 of our agenda, was under considera
tion in the First Committee, the delegation of Cuba
submitted a verbal proposal similar to those con
tained in document A/L.514. That proposal was not
accepted by t. First Committee. [See A/6618 and
Corr.1, paras. 14 and 15..] Under the circumstances,
the introduction of similar proposals at this late
hour can be interpreted only as a last-ditch effort
to nullify everything the Untted Nations has done
and what it stands for with regard to the Korean
question.

255. For these reasons and because my delegation
believes that the United Nations has and continues to
have an important role to play to bring about peace
fully an independent and unified Korea, we strongly
oppose an attempt such as the one now made in the
amendments, submitted by ten Powers [A/L.5l4]. We
hope that those proposals will be decisively rejected.

256. Mr. BPSNIAK (Czechoslovakia) (translated from
Russian): The General Assembly has started to
discuss the report of the First Committee [A/66l8
and Cor'rvl.] on items 93 and 31 relating to the so
called Korean question.

257. The delegation of Czechoslovakia has already
had an opportunity of expressing its views on this
question when it was being discussed in the First
Committee.

258. The agenda of the present session of the
General Assembly, we all know, included two items
concerning the Korean problem. First of all, an item
included in the agenda on the basis of proposal of the
socialist countries for the withdrawal of all United
States and other foreign forces occupying South Korea
under the flag of the United Nations and the dissolution
of tile United Nations Commission for the Unification
and Rehabilitation of Korea [A/6394], and an item
which for many years past has been appearing illegally
on the General Assembly's agenda-devoted to dis
cussion of the report of the so-called United Nations
Commission for the Unififcation and Rehabilitation of
Korea,

Committee. However, in response to your appeal, Mr.
President, and in the interest of facilitattng the work
of the Assembly, we would refrain at this stage of
our deliberations from raising a question of procedure.
Any manceuvre to undo what the First Committee has
done should be thwarted. Failure to do so would lead
to a dangerous trend and would not be in accordance
with orderly democratic procedure. Defeat, even if
bitter, should be acknowledged.

253. My delegation hopes that the Assembly, in its
infinite wisdom, will not fall prey to such a scheme
but that it will decisively reject all the amendments
contained in document A/L.514 and uphold the recom
mendations of the First Committee.
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merits would pervert and entirely alter the sense of
the draft resolution recommended for our adoption by
the First Committee by the singularly impressive
vote I have mentioned.

267. It is open to serious question whether the motives
behind this new move, and more than those behind the
previous activities of the communist countries in the
Assembly's consideration of the Korean question, are
related to any genuine desire to solve the Korean
question and bring to an end the unwanted and unnatural
division of Korea. Judging from the vitriolic attacks
made upon the Republic of Korea-quite unjustified-«
not to mention the attacks made upon my Government
and the United Nations itself-also unjustified-first
in the Committee and now before the plenary session
of the Assembly, one cannot help wondering if all
these activities have not been motivated by a simple
desire to make political points with the communist
leaders of North Korea. Let me recall briefly the
nature of these activities by the communist countries.

268. They sought first, in the General Committee
and again in plenary, to have item 31, the report of
the United Nations Commission for the Unification and
Rehabilitation of Korea, removed from the Assembly's
agenda. They asked [A/6394] for the inscription of an
additional item on the agenda, entitled "Withdrawal of
all United States and other forces occupying South
Korea under the flag of the United Nations, and dis
solution of the United Nations Commission for the
Unification and Rehabilitation of Korea". They also
sought in the First Committee to interrupt the order
of business unanimously agreed upon-an agreement
to which they too were parties-in order to take up one
of their proposals relating to the Korean question, an
invitation to representatives of Korea to participate
in the Assembly's debate on the Korean problem. That
effort failed, though only at the price of an unnecessary
waste of time and effort on the part of all members
of the First Committee.

269. When the First Committee then turned its atten
tion to the Korean question in the order accepted by
the entire Committee, they submitted a draft resolu
tion which would have called into question the legality
of the Security Council's actions in 1950 in authorizing
collective action to defeat North Korean aggression
against the Republic of Korea; called for the withdrawal
of the United Nations forces now stationed in Korea
pursuant to those actions of the Security Council:
dissolved the agent of this Assembly, the United
Nations Commission for the Unification and Rehabilita
tion of Korea, for bringing about the United Nations
objectives in Korea, namely, the establishment by
peaceful means of a unified, independent and demo
cratic Korea under a representative form of govern
ment; and finally, had the Assembly decide that the
United Nations would not discuss the question of Korea
in the future [A/6618 and Corr.l, para. 6 (12)].

270. As my delegation noted in the First Committee,
they urged upon this Assembly an approach to a vital
and unsolved international problem which, stripped of
all but the 'l rre essentials, boils down to "Korea-off
limits to the United Nations'. We were gratified
that this approach was again rejected-and properly
rejected-by the First Committee, and by majorities
which cannot fail to impress r1ren those who have

strenuously urged this approach upon us. Our gratitude
stems from the overwhelming recognition by Member
States that those who would have the United Nations
abdicate its role and responsibtltties in Korea are
wrong, simply wrong, and that the course they have
urged would not only be unworthy of this Organization,
but would also offer no promise whatever for the
unification of Korea in peace and freedom and for the
restoration of international peace and security in that
area.

271. At this late date, we are now witnessing another
effort, another diversionary movement, to prevent the
Assembly from adopting the draft resolution so
overwhelmingly adopted by the First Committee, and
from expressing its clear will with regard to the best
means for this Organization to promote a just solution
to the Korean problem and to continue exercising its
role and responsibilities in Korea. Very simply put,
we are again faced with the same proposal we
encountered in the First Committee, in the guise of
amendments to the draft resolution already recom
mended for our approval by the First Committee-a
proposal in these amendments which would have this
Assembly decide that the Korean question shall be
removed from the agenda and not even discussed in
the L'nited Nations-presumably all organs of the
l..'nited Nations- "in the future". It is a proposal which
would thus have the Organization turn its back on the
Korean problem and do nothing to further the very
right and very just objective to which this Organiza
tton has committed itself in Korea: the establishment,
by peaceful means, of a unified, independent and
democratic Korea under a representative form of
government, and the full restoration of international
peace and security in the area. We do not believe
this approach is any more respons lble , ".' any more
responsive to the will ofMembers , now tn plenary, than
it was throughout the debate in the First Committee.

272. We urge therefore that this effort also be
resisted. We urge that the Assembly turn aside this
obviously diversionary movement. We oppose the
amendments proposed by the representatives of l.he
ten communist countries and urge all those who
supported the draft resolution adopted by the First
Committee to do the same here tonight. The Assembly,
after rejecting these proposals put in at the last
moment, should In our view then take up and adopt the
draft resolution which has already been recommended
by the First Committee by a vote of 66 to 19. Tliis is
the clear will of the majority, a will which should be
respected and recorded in the plenary Assembly ~ with
out the waste of time which we are now encountering,
unnecessarily, at this late hour in our deliberations.

273. Mr. DIACONESCU (Romania) (translated from
French): During the discussions that took place in the
First Committee on the Korean question? the delegation
of Romania [1488th meeting] discussed in detail the
true nature of this question and stated its views on
the ways of solving this dispute. At that time we
emphasized that the so-called Korean question was
really 2. question of restoring the national unity of
a divided country. Consequently, the problem' falls
within the domestic jurisdiction of the Korean people.
It should be solved by the latter in the exercise of its
inalienable and inherent rights to self-determination,
without any outside Interference,
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would be attended by representatives of North Korea
and South Korea and representatives of countries
nominated in equal number by the North and South
Korean authorities respectively would be asked to
study the means of arrtving at a durable peace in
Korea and achieving its peaceful unification.

280. For all the reasons I have just mentioned, I
would like to appeal to my colleagues to support
the amendments in document A/L.514.

Mr. Pazhwak (Afghanistan) resumed the Chair.

281. Mr. MOUANZA (Congo (Brazzaville)) (translated
from French): The General Assembly has, before it a
United States rlraft resolution which offers no solution
for settling the Korean problem. This question indeed
has been the subject of futile discussion for twenty
years past in the United Nations and it becomes more
and more obvious that the chances of solving it are
dwtndling,

282. This very year, the idea of a dialogue, suggested
by certain countries which believe in the effectiveness
of a dialogue, was discarded for the simple reason
that certain Powers-the United States, in particular
have made South Korea into their private "game
reserve" and do not wish to encourage contact between
the peoples of the two Koreas-s-contact which would
certainly result in all the Kor > .ns evicting their
exploiters.

283. I shall be very brief. As I have said, the United
States is the owner of South Korea and still holds
our Organization in its grip-maybe, for a long time
to come, It cannot admit that the question of Korea
should be taken away from the United Nations. It will
go to all lengths, as you have just seen, to see that
this question is always kept on the agenda and heaven
only knows if it will ever accept the amendments
submitted by Cuba [A/L.514]. It would, therefore, be
a waste of time to go on discussing this question here.

284. For the reasons I have just given, my delegation
will not support the United States draft resolution and
it recommends all the Members of the Assembly to
support the amendments tabled by the Cuban delega
tion which, we feel, are likely to be effective in solving
the Korean question immediately.

285. For the reasons I have just stated, my delegation
cannot in any case countenance the manoeuvres of
';hose who want to keep South Korea in a state of
perpetual slavery and use it as a permanent military
base for subjugating others. Accordingly t I recom
mend all Members of the Assembly to support the
amendments submitted by the delegation of Cuba.

286. The PRESIDENT: The General Assembly will
now proceed to vote, and in accordance with the rules
of procedure I shall first put to the vote the amend
ments contained in document A/L.514. A recorded
vote has been requested on all the amendments and
on the draft resolution as a whole.

287. I now put to the vote the first amendment, to
delete the words rHer "report" and replace them by
the words "contained in document A/6312".

A recorded vote was taken.

1499th meeting - 19 December 1966

274. The lengthy discussions which have been held in
the United Nations on the Korean question have not
only been of no use at all in solving this problem but
have made its solution even more difficult; they have
confirmed the impossibility of applying to the question
of the unification of Korea a solution forged outside
the country without the participation of the parties
directly concerned.

275. In order to extricate the Korean question from
the stalemate in which it has been for almost twenty
years, Romania joined thirteen other States in sub
mitting a draft resolution [A/6618 and Corr .L, para.
6 (Q)], by which the General Assembly was asked to
decide to withdraw all the foreign troops occupying
South Korea under the flag of the United Nations, to
dissolve the so-called United Nations Commission
for the Unification and Hehabilitation of Korea and to
stop discussing the Korean question in the United
Nations.

276. The adoption of that draft resolution would, in
our opinion, have made it possible to place the Korean
question in its true context, leave the Korean people
to decide their future freely and thus open the way to
a solution of this dispute. By such methods the United
Nations would have been able to make a worth-while
contribution to the settlement of this major national
problem of the Korean people. We regret that the
Political Committee did not succeed, once again, in
adopting a realistic attitude towards the proposals
made in that draft resolution. It preferred to continue
the same effort which, so far, instead of bringing
us closer to the oujectives we claim to be pursuing
in this Organization, is really leading us further awav,

277. The amendments submitted to the General
Assembly by the delegations of ten countries, includ
ing Romania [A/L.514], are the expression of a
sincere desire not to let another opportunity pass
without having made the slightest contribution to the
solution of the Korean question.

278. The proposals contained in those amendments
could not be simpler. We ask the Assembly to decide
to remove the so-called Korean question from its
agenda and not to discuss it further. The United
Nations would thus give the Korean people an op
portunity of deciding its own affairs itself, in con
formity with its national will and aspirations. The
adoption of those amendments would be a wise act on
the part of the General Assembly and an encourage
ment to negotiations between the two parts of Korea,
so that they could themselves seek ways and means
of finding a solution to the problem of Korean unifica
tion. Such a decision would be all the more valuable
since it would come at a moment quite favourable for
negotiations between the Democratic People's Republic
of Korea and South Korea.

279. As .you are aware, the Government of the
Democratic Peoplets Republic of Korea, in its memo
randum of 21 July last [A/6370], reaffirmed its
readiness to negotiate with any South Korean person
alities sincerely desirous of national unity and the
unification of the country. It also supported the
convening of a conference for the peaceful settlement
of the Korean question at which the interested coun
tries would be represented. Such a conference, which
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In favour: Algeria, Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Cambodia, Congo (Brazzaville),
Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Guinea, Hungary, Iraq, Mali,
Mauritania, Mongolia, Poland, Romania, Syria,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab Republic, Yugoslavia.

Against: Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Canada, Central African
Republic, Chile, China, Colombia, Costa Rica,
Dahomey, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,
El Salvador, France, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala,
Haiti, Honduras I Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory
Coast, Jamaica, Japan, Laos, Lesotho , Liberia,
Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldive
Islands, Malta, Mexico, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Niger , Norway, Panama, Paraguay, Peru,
Philippines, South Africa, Spain, Sweden, Thailand,
Togo , Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States
of America, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela.

Abstaining: Afghanistan, Burma, Burundi, Cameroon,
Ceylon, Chad, Congo (Democratic Republic of), Cyprus,
Ethiopia, Finland, Gabon, India, Indonesia, Iran,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lebanon, Libya, Morocco,
Nepal, Nigeria, Pakistan, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Sudan,
Tunisia, United Republic of Tanzania, Yemen, Zambia.

The first amendment ~tas rejected by 62 votes to 20,
with 34 abstentions.

288. The PRESIDENT: The General Assembly will
now vote on the second amendment which seeks to
delete the existing second preambular paragraph and
replace it by the fol lowing new paragraph:

"Bearing in mind that, although the Korean question
has been under discussion for the past twenty years,
no progress has been made towards its solution, tJ.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Algeria, Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Cambodia, Congo (Brazzaville),
Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Ethiopia, Guinea, Hungary,
Iraq, Jamaica, Mali, Mauritania, Mongolia, Poland,
Romania, Syria, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab
Republic, Yugoslavia.

Ageinst: Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium,
Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Central African Republic,
Chile, China, Colombia, Costa Rica, Dahomey, Den
mark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El 3alvador,
France, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras,
Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, Japan,
Lesotho, Liberta, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi,
Malaysia, Maldive Islands, Malta, Mexico, Nether
lands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Norway,
Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Rwanda, South
Africa, Spain, Sweden, Thailand, Toga, Trinidad and
Tobago, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America, Upper
Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela.

AbstainiLg: Afghanistan, Botswana, Burma, Burundi,
Cameroon, Ceylon, Chad, Con60 (Democratic Republic
of), Cyprus, Finland, Gabon, India, Indonesia, Iran,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Laos, Lebanon, Libya,

Morocco, Nepal, Nigeria, Pakistan, Saudi Ar-ibla,
Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Sudan,
Tunisia, United Republic of Tanzania, Yemen, Zambia.

The second amendment was rejected by 60 votes
to 22, with 34 abstentions.

289. The PRESIDENT: The General Assembly will
now vote on the third amendment, which seeks to
delete the existing fourth preambular paragraph and
replace it by the following new paragraph:

"Hecognizing the necessity of seekingwithout delay
a new and appropriate method of solving the Korean
question, since it is an urgent question which can
no longer be left in abeyance,".

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Algeria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Cambodia, Congo (Brazzaville), Cuba,
Czechoslovakia, Guinea, Hungary, Iraq, Mali, Mauri
tania, Mongol'ia, Nigeria, Poland, Romania, Syria,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab Republic, Yugoslavia.

Against: Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Canada, Central African
Republic, Chile, China, Colombia, Costa Rica,
Dahomey, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,
El Salvador, France, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala,
Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory
Coast, Japan, Laos, Lesotho, Luxembourg, Mada
gascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldive Islands, Malta,
Mexico, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger,
Norway, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines,
Rwanc1a, South Africa, Spain, Sweden, Thailand, Togo,
Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
America, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela.

Abstaining: Afghanistan, Bulgaria,YBurma, Burundi,
Cameroon, Ceylon, Chad, Congo (Democratic Republic
of), Cyprus, Ethiopia, Finland, Gabon, India, Indonesia,
Iran, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lebanon,
Liberia, Libya, Morocco, Nepal, Pakistan, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia,
Sudan, Tunisia, United Republic of Tanzania, Yemen,
Zambia.

The third amendment was rejected by 61 votes to 20,
with 35 abstentions.

290. The PRESIDENT: The' General Assembly will
now vote on the fourth amendment, which would delete
the words in the fifth preambular paragraph after
"Korea" and replace them by the fol lowinge "by the
Korean L sople themselves, without foreign inter
ferencc of any kind".

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Algeria, Bulgaria, Burundi, Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Cambodia, Congo (Braz
zaville), Ci.ba, Czechoslovakia, Ethiopia, Guinea,
Hungary, Iraq, Mali , Mauritania, Mongolia, Nigeria,
Poland, Romania, Syria, Ukrainian Soviet Socialt-it
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Arab Republic, Yemen, Yugoslavia.

.1J The delegation of Bulgaria subsequently informed the Secretariat
that it wished to have ita vote recorded as having been in favour of the
amendment.
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Against: Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Canada, Central African
Republic, Chile, China, Colombia, Costa Rica,
Dahomey, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,
El Salvador, France, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala,
Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, italy, Ivory
Coast, Jamaica, Japan, Laos, Lesotho, Luxembourg,
Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldive Islands,
Malta, Mexico, Netherlands, New Zealand,Nicaragua,
Niger, Norway, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines,
Rwanda, South Africa, Spain, Sweden, Thailand, Togo,
Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
America, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela.

Abstaining: Afghanistan, Burma, Cameroon, Ceylon,
Chad, Congo (Democratic Republic of), Cyprus, Fi?
land, Gabon, India, Indonesia, Iran, Kenya, Kuwait;
Lebanon, Liberia, Libya, Morocco, Nepal, Pakistan,
Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore,
Somalia, Sudan, Tunisia, United Republic of Tanzania,
Zambia.

The fourth amendment was rejected by 62 votes to 24#
w.ith 29 abstentions.

291. The PRESIDENT: The General Assembly will
now vote on the fifth amendment, which seeks to add
the following new preambular paragraph:

"Recognizing that, in the light of the current
situation, the appropriate method of settling the
Korean question is a meeting of the interested
States, with the participation of the representatives
of South and North Korea and the representatives of
such States interested in the Korean question as
shall be named in equal numbers by the authorities
of South and North Korea respectively,".

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Algeria, Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Cambodia, Congo (Brazzaville),
Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Guinea, Hungary, Iraq, Mali,
Mauritania, Mongolia, Poland, Romania, Syria,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab Republic, Yemen,
Yugoslavia.

Against: Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Canada, Central African
Republic, Chile, China, Colombia, Costa Rica,
Dahomey, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,
El Salvador, France, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala,
Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory
Coast, Japan, Laos, Lesotho , Luxembourg, Mada
gascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldive Islands, Malta,
Mexico, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua,Niger,
Norway, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, South
Africa, Spain, Sweden, Thailand, Toga, Trinidad and
Tobago, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, United States of America,
Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela.

Abstainfn,g: Afghanistan, Burma,Burundi, Cameroon,
Ceylon, Chad, Congo (Democratic Republic of), Cyprus.
Ethiopia, Finland, Gabon, India, Indonesia, Iran,
Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lebanon, Liberia,
Libya, Morocco, Nepal, Nigeria, Pakistan, Pwanda,
Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone , Singapore,

Somalia, Sudan, Tunisia, United Republic of Tanzania,
Zambia.

The fifth amendment was rejected by 60 votes to 21,
with 35 abstentions.

292. The PRESIDENT: Finally, I put to the vote the
sixth amendment which proposes to delete operative
paragraphs 1-4 and replace them by the following
single paragraph:

"Decides to remove the Korean question from the
agenda and not to discuss it in the United Nations
in the future."

A recorded vote: was taken.

In favour:. Algeria, Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic,· Cambodia, Congo (Brazzaville),
Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Guinea, Hungary, 'Iraq, Mali,
Mauritania, Mongolia, Poland, Romania, Syria,
Ukrainian Soviet Socralist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab Republic, Yemen,
Yugoslavia.

Against: Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, C'\nada, Central African
Republic, Chile, China, Colombia, Democratic Re
public of the Congo, Costa Rica, Dahomey, Denmark,
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Ethiopia,
France, Ghana, Greece" Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras,
Iceland, Iran, Ireland', Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast,
Jamaica, Japan, Laos, Lesotho , Liberia, Luxembourg,
Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldive Islands,
Malta, Mexico, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua,
Niger, Norway, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines,
Rwanda, South Afriua, Spain, Sweden, Thailand, Toga,
Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United Etates of
America, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela.

Abstaining: Afghanistan, Burma, Burundi, Cameroon,
Ceylon, Chad, Cyprus, Finland, Gabon, India, Indo
nesia, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lebanon, Libya,
Morocco, Nepal, Nigeria, Pakistan, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Sudan,
Tunisia, Uganda, United Republic of Tanzania, Zambia.

The sixth amendment was rejected by 66 votes to 21,
with 30 abstentions.

293. The PRESIDENT: I shall now put to the vote the
draft resolution recommended by the First Com
mittee [A/6618 and Corr.1, para. 17].

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Canada, Central African
Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Costa Rica,
Dahomey, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,
El Salvador, France, Gabon, Ghana, Greece, Guate
mala, Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, Iran, Ireland, Israel,
Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Laos,
Lesotho , Liberia, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi,
Malaysia, Maldive Islands, Malta, Mexico, Nether
lands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Norway,
Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Rwanda, South
Africa, Spain, Sweden, Thailand, Toga, Trinidad and
Tobago, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, United States of America,
Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela.
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305. The Soviet delegation considers that the draft
resolution indicates the measures which must be
taken at the present juncture to strengthen peace and
protect the rights of States and peoples subjected to
intervention in thetr domesttc aftair»,

306. We are gratified to see that the initiative of
the Soviet Union has been understood and supported

299. American troops have arrived in the country of
Viet-Nam as invaders, as throttlers of the freedom
and independence of the Viet-Namese people. Washing
ton's war against the people of Viet-Nam is the most
cynical manifestation of the aggressive policy of
United States imperialism and is a. mockery of inter
national lsw and of the generally accepted standards
of human morality and humanity. Those crimes will
entail the gravest international responsibility.

300. Even today, during the General Assembly's
session, and after the United States representative
raised hts hand to vote fnr the draft resolution calling
for strict observance of the Declaration on the
Inadmissibility of Intervention in the Domestic Affairs
of States, the Pentagon continues to commit new
serious crimes in Viet-Nam, grossly violating that
Declaration. A few days ago Hanoi, the capital of a
sovereign, socialist State, the Democratic Republic
of Viet-Nam, was bombed. American airborne pirates
struck at the residential districts of Hanoi, destroying
houses and killing the peaceful inhabitants.

301. But the just struggle of the Viet-Namese people
is enjoying more and more support from all who hold
peace dear and-who stand up for justice, freedom and
the independence of peoples. The Soviet Government
and the whole Soviet people have resolutely condemned
the fresh acts of aggression by the United States
against the Democratic Republto of Viet-Nam. True
to its international duty, the Soviet Union stands
firmly and consistently on the aide of the fraternal
socialist ~tatet the Democr itto Repubhc of Viet-Nam,
It has been providing, and will in future provide, all
possible support to the heroic struggle of the Viet
Namese people against the criminal aggression of
United States imperialism.

302. Washington must end aggression and stop violat
ing the Declaration on the Inadmissibility ofInterven
tion in the Domestic Affairs of States. It is only for
the Viet-Namese people, and for it alone, to decide
questions concerning Viet-Nam.

303. As a result of its consideration of the question
of the implementation of the Declaration on non
intervention, the First Committee adopted almost
unanimously the draft resolution proposed by the
Soviet Union, with the amendments introduced by a
Iarge group of States from Africa, Asia, and Latin
America [A/6598, paras. 5-10]. The text of this draft
resolution is now submitted for approval by the
plenary Assembly.

304. In the draft resolution submitted, the General
Assembly condemns all forms of Intervention in the
domestic affairs of States, urges the immediate
cessation of armed intervention and calls upon all
States to carry out faithfully their obligations under
the Charter of the United Nations and the provtslons
of the Declaration on non-intervention.

AGENDA ITEM 96

Against: Albania, Algeria, Bulgaria, Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Cambodia, Congo (Braz
zaville) , Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Guinea, Hungary,
Mali, Mauritania, Mongolia, Poland, Romania, Syria,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, Yugoslavia.

Abstaining: Afghanistan, Burma, Burundi, Cameroon,
Ceylon, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Cyprus,
Ethiopia, Finland, India, Indonesia, Iraq, Kenya,
Kuwait, Lebanon, Libya, Morocco, Nepal, Nigeria,
Pakistan, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Sing
apore, Somalia, Sudan, Tunisia, Uganda, United Arab
Republic, United Republic of Tanzania, Yemen,
Zambia.

The draft resolution was adopted by 67 votes to 19,
with 32 abstentions.

Status of the implementation of the Declaration on the
Inadmissibi lity of Intervention in the Domestic
Affairs of States and the Protection of their Inde
pendence and Sovereignty {concluded}

REPORT OF THE FIRST COMMITTEE (A/6598)

294. The PRESIDENT: I shall now call on repre
sentatives who wish to explain their votes.

295. Mr. FEDORENKO (Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics) (translated from Russian): On the proposal
of the Soviet Union [A/6397] the General Assembly
is considering, as an urgent and important question,
the item "Status of the implementation of the Declara
tion on the Inadmissibility of Intervention in the
Domestic Affairs of States and the Protection of their
Independence and Sovereignty", adopted by the
Assembly last year. The Soviet Union raised this
question because of all the developments of the inter
national situation, which continues to grow more
acute precisely because of the criminal acts of armed
intervention and other forms of interference in the
internal affairs of States and peoples on the part of
the imperialist Powers and, above all, of the United
States of America.

296. The duty of the United Nations and of its
Members is precisely to make every possible effort
strictly to Implement one of the cardinal principles
of the United Nations Charter-a principle that has
been enshrined anew in the well-known Declaration
adopted last year-the principle of non-Intervention in
the domestic affairs of other States.

297. The discussion that took place in the First
Committee, by its broad and comprehensive nature
and by the active part taken in it by numerous
delegations has shown how important and timely was
the consideration of the question we had raised.

298. The majority of the representatives who took
part in the debate unambiguously condemned the
continuing intervention in the internal affairs of States
and peoples by some Western P)wers. Thediscussion
again strongly confirmed the fact that the most
blatant intervention in the internal affairs of States
and peoples, the most flagrant violation of the Deelara
tion on non-intervention is the ever-increasing ag
gressive intervention of the United States in Viet-Nam.
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carries forward the General Assembly's view, as
expressed in the 1965Declaration on non-intervention,
that no State shall organize, assist, foment, finance,
incite or tolerate subversive, terrorist or armed
activities directed towards the violent overthrow of
the r~gime of another State or otherwise interfere
in civil strife in another State. Thus it puts the
spotlight of world attention, world consideration and
world condemnation on such subversive activities
as those of the Havana Tricontinental Conference
and the plans of its permanent organizations.

314. The draft resolution adopted by the Committee
and it will be adopted, I hope, by the General
Assembly-applies to the authorities in Hanoi and
Peking as well to United Nations Members. It also
applies to the Soviet Union, whose Ambassador
addressed us a few minutes ago. Again we heard a
recitation o~ ..... .atements about the Viet-Namese C011

flict which have become very familiar to the Members
of this Assembly, but again I must raise a very
essential question. That question is a simple one:
what good are words when, as Mr. Fedorenko said,
deeds and not words are called for? What better
deed could there be at the present time than to have
those responsible and those with the authority....the
co-Chairmen of the Geneva Conference-reconvene
that Conference, which we accept as a basis for a
settlement in Viet-Nam?

315. This very day a statement was made trom the
Kremlin calling upon the United States to observe
unswervingly the Geneva Agreements of 195<1, and I
have quoted it. This very day the United States
delivered to the Secretary-General a letter r elating
to this important subject, which we have asked to be
distributed as a Security Council document, in which
we reaffirm our objective:

"Our objective remains the end of all fighting, of
all hostilities and of all violence in Viet-Nam-and
an honourable and lasting settlement there, for
which, as we have repeatedly said, the Geneva
Agreements of 1954 and 1962 would be a satis
factory basis."jJ

316. I suspect that differences cannot be resolved by
debate alone. Differences can be resolved only by
contacts, discussions or negotiations, and a heavy
responsibility rests upon leading Members of this
Organization to initiate those discussions, negotiations
and conferenc-e which can lead to an honourable
settlement. That IS the type of welcome intervention
which the Charter contemplates in thp. interest of world
peace and security.

317. Mr. ALARCON DE QUES~~...GA (Cuba) (translated
from Spanish): My delegation will vote for tbe draft
resolution recommended by the Fir",t Com, .. ittee
[A/659B, para. 10] just as we voted for loht· draft in
the Committee. I must however repeat here my
delegaticn's reservations regarding the draft resolu
tion, which are those we expressed a year- ago when
the General Assembly adopted resolution 2131 (XX).
We said then, and we repeat today, that the adoption
of documents of this type, which repeat principles of

Y First Solidarity Conference of the Peoples of Africa, Asia and
Latin America, Havana, 3 to 14 January 1966.

by the Members of the United Nations and that the
basic provisions of the draft resolution proposed by the
Soviet Union for the Assembly's constderatton have
been ,supported by the overwhelming majority of
delegations.

307. In conclusion, the Soviet delegation once again
makes an appeal for strict compliance with the
provtsions of the Declaration on the Inadmissibility
of Intervention in the Domestic Affairs of States , In
doing so, we would like to emphasize that the peoples
of the world will judge of our loyalty to the Declaration
on non-intervention, not by words or statements but
by the real deeds of States and by how they implement
its provisions in practice.

308. The Soviet delegation hopes that the considera
tion of the status of the implementation of this
Declaration by the twenty-first session of the GenerL.1
Assembly, and the resolution which we will adopt,
will help to eradicate from international life one of
the principal sources of tension in the world
intervention in the domestic affairs of States, and
above all, armed intervention, which nowadays repre
sents the chief threat to the cause of the peace,
freedom and independence. of States and peoples,
especially of the small peoples of Asia, Africa and
Latin America.

309. Mr. TINOCO (Costa Rica) (translated from
Spanish): I wish to briefly explain the vote my delega
tion will east on this draft resolution [A/6598,
para, 10].

310. We shall vote for the draft resolution, but not
for the reasons given by the Soviet representative.
who has tried to create the impression that with th' .
draft resolution we are going to condemn the actions
provoked by the situation in Viet-Nam.

311. My delegation does not share the Soviet repre..
sentative's views. We shall vote for the draft resolu
tion but we shall do so because the Committee which
examined it approved by a large majority the amend
ments submitted by Costa Rica and other Latin
American delegations [ibid., para. 7] condemning the
subversive activities inspired by the so-called Tri
continental Conference of Havana,.Y which sought to
overthrow the democratic order of the Latin American
nations by procedures of indirect intervention, such
as the organization of guerrillas, support for terrorist
activities, propaganda and other methods of what
might be called psychological warfare.

312. My delegation will vote for the draft resolution
precisely because it condemns activities of this kind.

313. Mr. GOLDBERG (United States of America); The
United States delegation was pleased to vote in favour
of the draft resolution on non-intervention which was
adopted by the First Committee on 12 December
[A/6598, para. 4]. The draft resolution, as a result
of appropriate amendments introduced by our Latin
American colleagues [ibid., para. 7], properly calls
attention to the dangers to peace which arise from
acts of subversion, terrorism and other indirect
forms of intervention. The'draft resolution focuses
on the latter forms of intervention and therefore
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law that are very dear to many peoples, particularly
the small and weak peoples, is not sufftcient to
guarantee the effective application of the principles
in the practice of real life. So long as United States
imperialism persists in its policies of aggression,
interference and exploitation, such documents are
li1~ely to become worthless scraps of paper.

318. The facts of real life. the events that have been
and still are taking place while we discuss and adopt
these principles in the First Committee and the General
Assembly need not be recapitulated to convince us of
the truth of this assertion. The .bombing of Hanoi.
for example, the criminal slaughter of the civilian
population of the capital of the Democratic Republic
of Viet-Nam is carrying United States imperialism's
policy of intervention, subversion and uggresston to
a point that would have seemed incredible a year ago
when we adopted resolution 2131 (XX).

319. Yet these events have taken place, and are still
taking place while the United States representative,
with his beatific smile, tells us that he supports the
resolution and will push the green button in 8. tew
moments.

320. We repeat what we said a year ago, that the
fudependence and sovereignty of peoples can be
effectively safeguarded, not by documents of this kind
but by the heroic, dedicated and resolute fight these
peoples are waging in every corner of the earth
against imperialism. That struggle will not stop. It
will culminate in the overthrow of United States
imperialism. This will happen despite all the efforts
made here by the imperialists and their lackeys to
falsify these principles and turn them into weapons for
exploitation, oppression and intervention directed
against the peoples.

321. I shall say no more about the distortion of these
principles because we said enough in the Fh'st
Committee. On two oocasions, we dealt with the sub
ject in the First Committee and a few days ago, my
Government gave a round answer to the attitude or
many Latin American delegations in a letter to the
Secretary-General,

322. The PRESIDENT: I call on the representative of
the Soviet Union in exercise of the right of reply.

323. 'Mr. FEDORENKO (Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics) (translated from Russian): We have just
heard the statement of the United States representative
tn connexion with the question under discussion-the
Status of the implementation of the Declaration on the
Inadmissibility of Lvervent; On in the Domestic Affairs
of States. What the United States representative has
said from this rostrum is merely a repetition of what
has been said by him many times before, including
also statements made during discussion of the same
question in the First Committee.

324. The United States representative talked of what
should be done and what States should do and that
question was addressed to us-the Soviet delegation.
~\.!.iow me in this connexion to reply to the United
States representative: what is necessary ;s to put an

end to the barbarity that is going on before our eyes
put an end to the piratical raids on an independent
State, put an end to mockery against independence
and sovereignty and to trampling over the Charter
of our Organization and the Declaration which we are
again discussing and are bound to fulfil. And that
should be done, above all, by the United States of
America, which has grossly violated the decisions
of the Geneva Conference to which the United States
representative has referred. It was precisely the
United States which, two days after the signing of the
Geneva Agreements, began violating them. In Viet
Nam there was not a single American soldier, not
a single adviser, no American weapons. And what is
happening now?

325. An army of interventionists almost half a
million strong is flooding over that unhappy county;
reprisals continue to be carried out before the eyes
of the whole world, andwe are asked what is to be done:

326. The United States representative talked about
responsibility. His words contained a reproach levelled
at others. But who, ":F not the United States, bears
the entire burden, hld entire .asponatblltty for that
intervention. for the aggression and the reprisals
agains t the p sople? Who provided grounds for, and
conferred a benediction on, that aggression and
bloodshed? The Viet-Namese people, and they alone,
have the right to decide their future. No one was
ever given the right to intervene and to torture that
country. Stop the barbarities, stop the bombings,
withdraw the troops, get out of Viet-Nam and leave
it to the people of Viet-Nam themselves to decide
their own destiny, like all other peoples.

327. The PRESIDENT: The Assembly will now vote
on the draft resolution contained in the First Com
mittee's report [A/6598, para. 10].

The draft resolution was adopted by 114 votes to
none, with 2 abstentions.

AGENDA ITEM 26

Non-proliferation of nuclear weapons: report of the
Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on
Disarmament (continued)*

328. The PRESIDENT: In paragraph 2 of resolu
tion 2153 B (XXI) of 17 November 1966, the General
Assembly requested

"••• the President of the General Assembly im
mediately to set up a preparatory committee,
widely representative of the non-nuclear-weapon
States, to make appropriate arrangements for con
vening the conference and to consider the question
of the association of nuclear States with the work of
the conrerence and report thereon to the General
Assembly at its twenty...second session."

329. In that connexton, representatives will find in
the records of the First Committee a statement made
by the representative of Pakistan [1442nd meeting] as
to the understanding and interpretation of the word

ItIRe>:umed from the 1469th meeting.
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The meeting rose at 7.30p.m,

330. I wish to thank representatives for their co
operation and patience.

1499th meeting - 19 December 1966

"immediately". I have engaged in consultations on
this matter, and I shall be able to designate the
members of the Committee as soon as possible a.nd
inform the Members of the Assembly.

Litho in V.N.
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