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structure, in effect asks for the rejection of the
recommendation of the General Committee. The
presence of my delegation here at a late hour only
serves to·indica.te, if anything, that we are anxious
to place before the Assembly ou~ position as fully
as we can. The GoVernment of India has never lacked
candour as far as the Assembly is concerned. We have
never refrained from putting forward our point of
view, even if it were unpopular, as it often has been.
We placed the item of the representation of Ohina on
the provisional agenda for the same reasons as we
have done year after year or participated in it from
1949 onwards.

4. Before I go into the history ofthis question, I should
like first of all tn deal with the constitutional aspects
of tW,s matter, which concerns us as a Government
and as a delegation, not only in regard. to this item
but to the general procedures of the competence of
the Assembly and its organs. One of the speakers, in
quite another context in the course of this debate,
referred to the standards of the United Nations. We
are concerned that the rules and t:1e law of the
United Nations should not be tortured, should not be
contaminated, or in any way adversely affected by
particular political considerations.
5. We raised this point, somewhat briefly at the
thirteenth session [753rd meeting]. Under yourpresi
dency, Mr. President, once again an unhealthy
precedent has unfortunately been followed. An item
is proposed on the provisional agenda. The Genel'a!
Committee is strictly enjoined by the rules of proce
dure not to enter into political considerations. The
only function the General Committee has in tbis con
text is either to accept or to reject an item. It may
be argued that the first pnrt of the draft resolution of
the General Committee before us probably does it.
The opJy thing that might be said against it is that it
ia unnecessary; that a contrary vote is sufficient,
instead of having a draft resolution. But that is a
matter. of choice, with which we do not quarrel.
However, the second part is not covered by the item
at all, because the item simply says "Question of the
representation of China in the United Nations". On
that there is a dl'aft resolution of a political character,
which is strictly barred by rule 41 of the rules of
procedure, which states:

•"[The General Committee] shall assist the Presi-
dent in the general conduct ofthework of the General
Assembly which falls within the competence of the
President. It shall not, however, decide anypolitical
question."

6. It may be said that this is not "deciding" a political
question but is solely making a "recommendation",
that it is merely a decision to recommend rather than
making a political decision. Therefore, I submit
though I know it is not going to carry me any further
that the whole posture adopted by the General Com
mittee in regard to this matter is ultra vires as
:regards the rilles and the competence of the General

89 A/PV.803

Page

....~."... , -;<;

,>--~, ... "<;:~

CONTENTS

Agenda item 8:

Adoption of the agenda (gontinued)
First report of the General committeerOOn-j ~9

oluded) ••••• , .
Seoond report of the General Committee• ••

,

President: Mr. Vfctor A. BELAUNDE (Peru),

AGENDA ITEM 8

Adoption of the agenda (continlJed)

FmST REPORT OF THE GENERi\L COMMITTEE
(A/4214) (concluded)

SECOND REPORT OF TH:m'GENERAL COMMITTEE
(AI4222)

1. Mr. Krishna MENON (India): MT. President, the
debate on this item at this time ~arly in the session
gives me the opportunity of offering the :f.elicita~ons

of my delegation on your unanimQUS election to the
high office you occupy. It would be preposterous for
me to recount the qualities which fit you to be
President of the General Assembly because there is
hardly a representative in this Assembly who has not
had personal experience of your kindness and courtesy
and your great wisdom. The Assembly indeed is to be
congratulated, as well as yourself, on your election
to the presidency of. the General Assembly.

2. My delegation placed the item on the provisional
agenda on the question of the representation of China
[A/4139]. I believe there have been some twenty-six or
twenty-seven spe1,lkers engaging the attention of the
Assembly for the last eight or nine hours on a ques
tion which has continually engaged the attention of the
Assembly, I believe, at some ten succeeding sessions
and, what is more, in the many debates of everyone
of its organs. While thel question is old, the situation
cannot be called old in that it is stagnant but still
subsisting and compelling. The considerations which
have moved some of the speakers to inquire why
India has put down this item once again, and this
year, etem from two points of view: one, the fact that
it has been so many times brought forward and not
been carried in the Assembly; and the other, the
context of particular developments in recent times.

3. I come to this rostrum at a very late stage in this
debate, not because of any heSitation on the part of
my delegation to put forward its point of view; nor
because we think it can be taken casually. For
tunately for us, our friends from Nepal put down an
amendment [A/L.261] to the recommendation in the
report of the General Committee [A/4214, para. 7],
which is the form in which this matter comes here.
That amendment, whatever may be its procedural
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Committee. This Committee, whioh is also called a
Steering Committee, is a business committee to deal
with some of the problems of the Assembly before
hand in order that our worklnaybefacilitated. Instea<;l
of that, like many other organs of the Assembly-and
I shall not specify any-it tries to usurp the ,sovereign
functions of this body, and I submit that no such com'"
mittee, least of all a Steering Committee, is qualified
to pronounce politically.

7. Having said that, I should now like to refer to the
fact of our repetitive appearances on this rostrum on
this subject. It has now become an annual subject but
it is by no meanS a hardy lUmual in the sense that a
hardy annual means that there is no flexibility about
it and nothing has changed, that it is merely a ldnd
of habit of ours to bring itup.1."hat is not the position.

8. However, in this connexion, may I refer to the
history of this matter,.which directly leads to the
reasons why we are here. When I say "the history of
this tr..atter", I do not intend to cover the events in
c:ll'onological o:rder or even the whole history of it.
All I say is this. As soon as the. present Government
and r~gime of China establish.ed itself-and I beHeve
that is what was expected-they applied to be recog
nized as representing the Chinese people. That was
about ten years ago. They came here then before the
Sec.urity Council, and at no time was their application
rejected out of hand. Committees were appointed and,
what is more, as a result of this, the Assembly
deliberated and came to a decision at the fifth session
to the effect that,' where there is a dispute as to who
should represent a people and two parties are claimin.g
the same seat, the matter must be discussed in the
Assembly [resolution 396 (V)]. However, at no time
has any decision been reached on this matter.

9. The second aspect of it is that year after year
for the last two years anyway-a draft resolution has
come here from the General Committee, not from a
delegation but from the General Committee, asking
that there should be no consideration of this matter
for the duration of the session. I submit that several
errors are being committed in this procedure. First
of all, we are putting the Credentials Committee out
of court. That is to say, by a resolution we decide that
tlie credentials of a delegation should not be looked
into. I think that is not onlyultravires; it is an affront
to the dignity of this Assembly. No one has the right
to say beforehand who shall represent any of us. We
shall not normally be removed from here, because
our credentials are good, but, legally speaking, we are
not fully here until the Credentials Committee has
pronounced upon us.

10. Sacondly, by this draft resolution recommending
postponement, fhose who are the initial authors and
the General Committee itself do not simply say that
th~ matter will be postponed but they go into the
merits and argue more particularly that the position
taken by those who support inscription is "ill-timed".
That is a matter of discretion. There have, however,
been no final deciSions, as far as the Assembly is
concerned, on this question.
11. Reference has been made to recent incidents
and I do not want to mii.lce my words-these rec~nt

incidents. refer to the rebellion in Tibet and the
handling of it by the Chinese Govel'nment in ways that
haYe shaken pubUo opinion in our country and has also
stirred people elsewhere. This is not the occasion
either to go into the constitutionality or otherwise of

various issues. 1want to saythat there is considerable
public feeling in our land ~n this matter and therefore
we are not speaking without emotion or on strictly
legalistic grounds.

12. The second is about our frontiers. Various
speakers have spoken differently as to the invasion of
Ind~a, or the incursions into India or aggression on
our frontiers. We certainly appreciate the o0t:\ce;rn of
people r..bout the integrity of India. I wish ~his ooncern
had been expressed when other violations took plaoe,
when year after year we went before the Secnrity
Council and sat there to witness ten <jut of the eleven
m.embers supporting aggression. Th- _efore, it is n,ot
merely o4one concern about aggression against India.
But I shall put that on one sid.e. Let us look at it this
way: the Government of India cannot accept the posi
tion that del~gations here» all eighty-one of you,
barring us, are more concerned about the integrity
of our soil than we are. I thi.nk it is doing us a dis
favour in suggesting that anyone else could be more
concerned about the integrity uf our country than we
are. So far as the. Chinese are concerned" we have
told them in plain. words that, while we were prepared
to discuss any question, however difficult it is, while
we were prepared to make adjustments and com
promises and while our policy remains one of con
tinuing friendship and settling matters by ner;otiation,
we shall not be intimidated, we shall not yield our
territory, and what is more, we shall not permit
unilateral action with regard to unsettled disputes.
That is our position. Therefore, as far as China is
concerned, we tell them that if there are disputes,
"we shall sit down and talk like civilized people and
friendly Governments and that tht~se matters are not
to be settled unilaterally".
1a.Thus, on the one hand the Government of India
is fir.m in the policy of the maintenance of its
sovereignty. What is more, the 2,000 miles of oW'
frontier-it is our frontier, and we should be expected
to know about it as much as anyone else. What is
more, If there is a strong country on the other side
and it represents a menace or a matter of concerll
for us, :I think the Government of India must be re
garded as having a sufficient sense of maturity and
political judgement to know its consequences. At the
same time, We are sufficiently mature and sufficiently
devoted to the purposes of the Charter and the general
orientation of the United Nations not to create a war
psychosis. We have no desire to exaggerate events
any more than to minimize them. As my Prim~

Minister Said, it is not a question of two mountain
tops or some grazing rig~ts or anything of that kind.
When a people feel that their country has been treaded
upon, there is an emotional uprising amongthe people,
and therefore we shall resist. At the same time, we
shall not permit either in our country or elsewhere
the situation to be used to become one in which the
peace of the world i.s affected. The reason, there
fore, fO:1' our bringing this' item here is obviously not
our self interest.
14. We are asked, "In view of yOltt' disillusionment
about China, then why do you bring this item here?"
There again, I submit, that it is not, shall I say, a
very generous way of looking at us. We do not bring
the question of China here because China is our
neighbour or because China is on friendly and diplo
matic relations with us. We asked countries like the
United States, for example, or various other countrieS
who have hostile feelings towards China, if you like,
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quite legitimately perhaps, who are unfriendly to her,
who do :not regard China as trustworthy, who regard
China as having co:mmitied aggression, we have
asked them ,in the past to let China take her place
here. We have said "This may be so, we do not want
to change your opinian of· China; but you must allow
her to come here." Now, if it is sauce for them, it
)!lust be equally sauce for us~

15. We could not come here this year and say, "We
have had a bit of trouble on our f:-:ontier, so the whole'
basis of our approach to the United Nations on a par
ticular 'question has chap,ged." If that is the attitude
Governments take in this Assembly, then this As
sembly cannot hope to make progress. Therefore,
I think, if anything, we deserve a degree of apprecia
tion from a large number of people,· that even when
we ourselves have been hurt, we were willing to bring
up this question of principle in· the interests of the
United Nations and in the interests of world peace
and co-operation. That, Mr. President,is ourpositione

16. If we thought that we should not bring up this
matter here this yeal', it could be only because·there
was a change in our foreign poHcy, in its fundamentals,
or because we think principles are so elastic that
they can bd forgotten when one's nwn interests are
concerned. That is not the position so far as we are
concerned.

11. This matter being a serious one and with con
sequences not only in the debates here but every
where else, I .should like to present as fully as pos
sible tne point of view of my Government. It is not,
as someone has suggested, that we have put down
this item on the provisional agendabefore the troubles
which there have been, occurred, and that if we had
had any apprehension that they would occur, we
would not have done so. Actually, this item was sub
mitted to this Assembly in June, long after the trouble's
in Tibet took place-these recent one~, not only the
older ones of previo\'ts ye~rsl. After deliberate and
due consideration 'we put down this item. So, there is
no question of our having made a mistake in this
matter on this score. Our explanatory memorandum
which is docU1Ilent A/4139, dated 14 July-not long
ago-makes it very clear. I quote:

"It is necessary 'to consider the question of the
re'presentation of. China in the United Nations not
only from the point of view of the legitimate rights
of the Chinese people and their Government, but also
from the point of view of the effectiveness of the
organization itself. There is no doubt that only the
People's Government of China is in a position to
comply with those decisions and recommendations
of· the United Nations which affect the Chinese
apecifically or which are addressed 'to all Member
States."

18. The fact that China has behaved towards us un
generously, unfairly, if you like, the fact that its
action, as we' see it, haa not been to their benefit or
to ours or to that of the world, should not alter our
POSition. The Prime· Minister of India when spealdng
on this matter, when he was specifically questioned
in the Legislature, said:

"Our policy in regard to the entry of China into
the United Nations remainS as it was. It is not that
it is based on certain facts by these thiM~S; it is

. not because we get angry With something that
happens in China that we change our policy. That

would mean thAt we have no firm policies, that we
are deflected by temporary happenings in the
world."

A few days later he s~d:

"... we haove earnestly striven to stand by these
principles of our foreign policy and I do not think
we have offended them ... we have tried to do t119.t
not b{~l\"ause of some temporary reasons, not be'"
cause these so-called five principles have been
declared in some agreement ••• l?ut because we ha'l)'e
felt that .that is the only way to function in this
world."

19·. We have repeatedly come to this rostrum, we have
repeatedly gone to confererlCes and proclaimed these
principles as our basis aud our view t1l.at it is in the
world's interest that we and other countI'ies should
practise them. The Prime Minister said that

"••• if these principles are right, we hold by them
and we should hold by them, even though nobody in
the wide worlq is willing to adopt them. Naturally,
we have to adapt our. poUcies to what happens in
the world; we cannot l1vli3 in isolation. But a prin
ciple should be B.cted upon even though somebody
else has not acted upon it. W

20. That is to say, even violations by the very other
party to the original formulation of· the five prin
ciples, namely China, would not justify our gOhlg away
from it without a great deal of consideration. And
the Prime Minister added:

" .••• we hold by them and we shall ent1eavour to
act up to them whatever other countries mayor may
not do."

21. That is our position in'regard to this matter, and
therefore the Assembly should not be led into some
wrOllg 'view of thing$, thinking they are acting in
sympathy with us. We are the people who brought this
h~re and we make no apologies for it.

"The basic reasons for our foreign policy"-said
the Prime Minister-"were not based on m~rely

being friendly to China or to some other cO~LI.Iltry.

It is not merely a matter of sentiment or relation
ship. We wanted tobe frie.ndlywith other c(juntries tf

but our approach to it is bas.ic. "These principles"
we think "are right, andthey do notbecom.e unright,n
as .he says, "because somebody does not agr~e with
it. I do not understand what the present situation
which has developed, sel"ious as it is, has got to do
with putting our foreign policy in what is called a
melting pot. So far as I am concerned"-says the
Prime Minister-nand so far as our Government is
concerned, our foreign policy is firm ••• and the
present Government will hold to non-rJignment, 'be
cause it is a matter of principle, notof opportunism
or the convenience of the day."

22. I think it is necessary to declare onthis rostrum.
that our misfortunes or w;hatever may happen oneway
or another will not induce our Governmenttobe drawn
into cold \var attitudes or into war blocs. In main
taining our rights, our dignity and our self-respect,
in not allowing ourselves to drift into wrong and
hostile attitudes and in trying to help in removing
or solVing each pr~blem as it ariGes, we may help a
little~. That is the line we propose to take. That is the
utmost We can do in the circumstances, and in the '
creation of this atmos~herewe have to play our part.

. ,
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23. Then there is the general atmosphere that is
sought to be oreated as though there is a major war
developing on our frontiers. While I have had no in
l:ention of spealdng about the territories of Bhutan or
Sikldm, references were made on this rostrum about
1fue invasion of these a-reas by hostile armies, by
foreign elements and so on. Now you may say: Wliy
do you go into this? I dQ not feel called upon to speak
in the defence of Chinese policy and have no inteption
of doing so. But it is very much our concern that the
world should know the e:ctent of this m.atter both ways,
large 'Or small.

24. The Maha.!.'ajah Kumar of Sikkim, who is one of
the most active political personalities in that territory,
spoke publicly and to the Press only a few days before
I left India. There were no foreign elements who had
entered the territory. There were no concentrations
on that side and the press stories were incorrect.

25. Abou.t Bhutan, a telegram received today says:

"Prime Minister of Bhutan, Jigme Dorji has said
<in Calcutta) there has been no intrusion into Bhutan
territory by Chinese troops. Nor does he apprehend
any. Dorji was speaking to newsmen."

26. I say this, not in order to minimize the nature of
unfriendly actions that you and we have spoken about
today and yesterday. We shall defend our territory, if
and whenever it becomes necessary, to thebest of our
ability. But we shall also seek to solve the main prob
lems in the usual way by negotiation. Negotiationdoes
not mean that we shall negotiate on thebasis of giving
up what is our sovereign homeland but we are willing
to discus~ minor adjustments that are required in
what is c211ed the MacMahon Line.

27. Friendship with China is somethingthatwe regard
as necessary for them and for us. The Prime Minister
13 aid on 10 September:

" ••• we were right in working for their friend
ship and, may I repeat and say, we shall continue
to work for it. Any person who has the least
responsibility for India's future cannot allow him
self to be frightened and angered and behave in
fright and anger. No countl'Y should do that, more
especially in a crisis. ••• we have to think of the
future of these two great countries. This idea of
settling things by this kind of compulsion and force
or by threats and bullying is all wrong."

28. On 4 September, the Prim.e Minister said:

"I have always thought that it is important, even
essential if you like, that these two countries of
Asia, India and China, should have friendly and,
as far AS possible, co-operative relations..... It
woald be a tra.gedy not only for India, and possibly
for China, but for Asia and the world if we develop
some kind of permanen.t hostility•••• r,~ ;,.y 1say that,
in spite of all that has happened anit is happening
today, that it (friendship of China and Jndia) is still
our objective, and we shall continue to work for it."

29. These are the observations made to the Indian
Parliament, and therefore they are well considered
political statements. We Shall, therefore, on the One
hand, not have a policy of appeasement, nor, on the
other hand, shall we be the victim of war psychoses
of any kind. Nor do We want to exaggerate matters.

30. But ali this does not change the character of the
situati.on so far as Chinese representation is con-

cerned. One may ask: What has happened? It is quite
true that there have been certain happenings which
increasingly change the position of the world. The
main and ominous factor is the development of the
world in the matter of atomic wea-pons. While China
mayor may not be relevant in this context im
mediately, it is welllmown that several Powers have
the prospect of the explosion of these weapons in dif
ferent parts of the world. It is also 1010wn that
scientific advances have reached the position that
most nations can make and use theseweapons. There
fore, if there is to be disarmament and suspension
or prohibition of nuclear weapons, that can be done
only if the great nations and the small nations of the
world are parties to it. My Government is not par
ticularly concerned with going into the statistics of
Chinese industrial or agricultural production or
otherwise or the nature of the communes. For one
thing, they are internal matters.

31. Secondly, I say with all respect that it is not the
gigantic size of China or its production that makes
us think it should be here. It is the fact of sovereignty;
we have as much respect fOt the smallest of our
members, Iceland, with a population of some 200,000
as for China with a J)opulation of some 650 million
because they are couutries and nations, large or small
and for the peoples concerned they are their home
lauds and their nat~onhood. Therefore, we are not
particularly anxious to reiterate the amount of steel
they produce or the amount of food with "regard to
which they have increased production and so on. That,
of course, is a matter of interest as is any matter
of increase in general production of wealth in the
world. In our neighbour we have an interest, but that
is not the argument.

32. We 8,re not saying that because China is big and
mighty it is therefore dangerous to keep her out. What
we are saying is this. If we are to have a general
world settlement, if we are to settle the aff~irs of the
world, we cannot have a- great part of the world ~ut

of it. Here is a country which is now in diplomatic
relations-not necessarily in friendly relations-with
some thirty-four countries of the world, carrying on
trade all around. It would be impossible to keep her
out of the international context.

33. Now I ask: who would be the greater loser? China
is certainly a loser. It would be idle to pretend that it
is not because any country that cannot be here is a
loser thereby. But the world is also the loser. It is
possible for China to reap the rewards of relation
ships without having to conform to obligations. It is
impossible to think of any scheme of disarmament,
let alone atomic weapons, when a country reputed to
have a standing army of 5 million people and probably
another 5 or 10 million in reserve is outside the
ambit of the discussions. I would say that it does not
seem sound and reasonable, to put it very mildly.
Therefore it is the United Nations, the world as a
whole, that stand to lose by the exclusion of a country.
I have said before that we cannot just wish away a
people or a nation, grea.t or small. Just because we
shut our eyes the world does not become dark. We
remain ignorant. Therefore, we have to recognize
these facts as they staude

34. While the voting in this Assembly may follow
the traditional patterns, opinions seem to have
changed. I do not like quoting statesmen of other
countries except when absolutely necessary. It may
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not always be fair. But even after the bbg2I\\iing of
all these troubles we have statements by countries
which in the past have voted against the diSC1.lssion
of this item or abstained from doing so, like, for
example, our good friends the Canadians where two
former foreign ministers have come out and said
that this cannot go on for iong; we must do something
about it. I could give many, many inRtances which
have already been quoted ~ on this platform, all of
which g0\9S to ahow the increasing concern in this
matter. The parties quoted are, however, also con":
cerned about keeping to their own side in general
world politics, so to say, and not let their side down.
But to what extent can this go on? I think it was
Mr. Pearson who said somewhere that we cannot
carry this business for a long time. Only in February
of thil'~ year, Mr. Pearson, a former President of
the Assembly, said:

" ... how long are we going to be able to support
the United States position, because it is a United
States position, that this question nannot even be
talked about at the United Nations. ••• How could
Peking be asked to accept and carry out any such
obligations, take part in control and inspection,
which w'e rightly claim to be essential, and yet be
considC;.Ired as unrecognizable. It moes, to say the
least, present a dilemma."

35. The same applies to his successor, and I refer
to these merely to show that there is considerable
development of opinion in this way.
36. We have therefore brought this item here not at
the present moment so far as procedures are con
cerned but to discuss the merits of this matter.
Mr. President, you have been sitting here for so many
hours in succession listening to these debates. Does
it sound to you that this matter is unimportant? If it
is unimportant, would twenty-eight people come to
speak and speak at great length on it, going into the
merits of the matter? So when this subject is men
tioned and it is said that the matter should be dis
cussed, people feel concerned. If it is a matter of
obvious and considerable concern in the Assembly,
then is it not right that the matter should be discussed
in full rather than piecemeal?

37. What happens?E~ch time we say, "Let this item
be put on the agenda", and the President rules that
procedurally we may not discuss the merits of the
question. Some accept and observe the injunction.
Some representatives do, however, discuss the merits
of the question and therefore what we get is a very
incomplete discussion.

38. We have not at the present moment suggested
either that anybody should be seated or that anybody
should be removed from the Assembly. We have asked
for an examination of this question. We have asked for
a goIng away from the attitude that just because we
prefer to ignore it, therefore it ceases to exist.

39. Then we are told that there have been sins com
mitted by the cOLl,cerned party which makes it wrong
and impossible for us to consider this matter. I have
no doubt that sins have been committed. There are
many things in China 1>f which we disapprove. There
have been actions in regard to us which we have
protested and with regard to which we propose to
remain very firm, and we shall act appropriately and
to the best of our ability. But r would suggest in the
int~rests of facts that there are other countries, other

States, who also have deViated, including OUrs, from
one or the other of the principles of the Charter in
letter or spirit. There is not one of the eighty-two
nations here who could stand up and say that they have
not violated, consciously or unconsciollsly, any of the
provis~ons of the Charter or against whom any allega
tion of such evasion could not be laidby one or another
Member State if they so wished.
40. When the United Nations was founded, it was laid
down, even before the conclusion of the war, that those
who were on the oiher side fighting the Allies should
also come, into the United Nations at the proper time.
So the founders thought in terms not merely of having
some nice people here, but of having the world as it
is. It was the basic idea of the United Nations that
even those who were engaged in the overthrow of
liberty in the Second World War should, after the
conclusion of peace, the termination of hostilities and
the passage of time, join the comity of nations in
order that the world may develop towards a more
peaceful and whole family.

41. Therefore, how can we justify keeping someone
else out? It is said that, while Governments may
change or die, States do not die. China is a primary
Member of the United Nations. Some ofthe signatories
of the Charter are now members of the Peking Govern
ment, just as some others are members of the
Authority in Formosa. Secondly, if there are resolu
tions condemning aggression in regard to China, there
are resolutions also condemning other people, very
firm ones, and repeated not on some occasion when
there was an excitement but deliberately thought out,
that it was part of'the constitution that certain coun
tries should not be admitted. We rescinded that in
effect and we disregarded those resolutions. My
country was in the forefront in trying to eIl1arge the
membership of this Organization. Even now there are
some countries standing outside, like Outer Mongolia
or the countries that have been divided through no
fault of their own, who are not here.
-42. What is more, this is a'll Organization, with its
vast economic~ social and other national and inter
national functions, from which a large tract of terri
tory like the Chinese continent canr.ot be excluded.
Now under our decisions, not even the specialized
agencies can touch China.
43. Therefore, really, apart from all political theory
and legal subtleties, we are excluding the 650 million
people of China from such healthy influence or from
such impacts that this Organization can make. It has
been said of us here that what we are asking the
General Assembly to do is something very bad. We
are told by a distinguished delegate:

"And I must add in all candour that the repre
sentative of India, whose Government admits many
of the indisputable facts of Red China's record,
when he insists on this item, is in effect insisting
that the United Nations modify its standards in
order to accommodate the power of lawlessness."
[BOOth meeting, para. 130.]

44. I hope that this was not so meant. Howevel', I must
plead not guilty. We do not want the United Nations
to accommodate the power of lawlessness. We ask
it to conform to law, and the law should be equal for
everybody..

45. Reference has been made to another matter also.
I do not want to refer to this matter because it may



A vote was taken by roll-call.

The first amendment was rejected by 41 votes to 30,
with 11 abstentions.

51. The PRESIDENT ,(translated from Spanish): We
shan now vote by roll-calion the second Nepalese
amendment.

•
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come up in the United Na~ions\ in some other form.. we should not adopt this ostrich attitude. I am not
But the Government of India happens to be the Chair- saying that our item has no political implica.tion. It
man of thtl Inte:rnational Commission for the Supe;r- certainly has. It is not a mElre procedural problem.
vision and Control in Indo-China. It has been stated But once a discussion takes place'l then we are on the
here that there are incursions into Indo-China by merits of the question" This great body, this' wOl.'ld
China and therefore there is a further element of Assembly, cannot just afford to ignore the reality, of
Chinese aggression taking place. This subject is not the existence of a problem which no one has denied
unde...· discussion ·and I have no wish to go into it in is a matter of concern to it and to the world or is
detail. But I think we would be failing in our duty, outside the Assembly's competence. We cannotignore
both to ourselves and t~ our two colleagues on the the realities either of the poverty or the richness of
International Commission, if we did not point out that China, or its army of five or ten million, or its great
there is no evidence whatsoever, in the reports of scientific advance, or, what is more, the fact that it
the Commission, or, in such knowledge as we have, particularly lies in that part of the world Where
that there has beep penetration of this characte~. stability can only be maintained by co-operation of
I do not say it will _•.)t take place in the future, but the great and small countries in that area. .
there is no evidence of this kind and we think that if
the international authority constitutedunder the Geneva 49. The last few years have shown that whenever a

problem of some importance, as some of the repre-
Agreement to which Laos is a party had been main- sentatives have said, has arisen, then another forum.
tained in that part of the worl~ perhaps conditions and another universe of discourse is to be found
might have been different. Anyway, I have no desire somewhe:re and other platforms are to be created.
to go into the details of it. All I am saying is that we The United Nations will be reduced to a position that
should not create a mentality which would allow an whenever any important matter comes up, it must be
impression to get around that there is a large-scale discussed somewhere else. I am sure that this is not
war brewing in South-East Asia, tha:t Bhutan is in- your desi.re and therefore I commend the admissionof
vaded, Sikkim is invaded, Laos is invaded and some-
body else is invaded. I say, with equal candour, that this item to the Assembly.
the Chinese Government has behaved in a way, so far 50. The PRESIDENT (translated from Spanish): If no
as we are conce...'ned, that is both unwise and unfair other representative wishes to speak, I shall invite the
and of no profit to themselves, to us or to the world. Assembly to vote on the two amendments proposed

by Nepal [A/L.261] and then on the draft resolution
46. What is more, so far as our territory is con- contained in paragraph 7 of the General Committee's
cerned, we are as much concerned about it as anybody first report [A/4214]. The vote will be taken by
else at least, and no one can say that we shall be roll-call, since there has been a request to that
oblivious to whatever dangers there are. But from effect.
there to go on and say that in the foothills of the
Himalayas a large war is waging °in inaccessible A vote was taken by roll-calIon the first Nepalese
regions, is fantastic. I have some responsibilities in amendment•.
this matter. It is not so much for the Assembly, but Turkey, .having been drawn by lot by the President,
for all those who desire to know, that I say tliat we was ~called upon to vote first. . ,
shall not permit unilateral action so far as we are
concerned. We may be a weaker country, we may be In favour: Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union
economically backward, we have our own ideological of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Republic,
approach, but we certainly have sufficient sense of Yemen, Yugoslavia, Afghanistan, Albania, Bulgaria,
our own homeland to protect it whatever JPay be the Burma, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cam-
sacrifices. I do not wish to express myself in stronger bodia, Ceylon, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Ethiopia,
terms or in bitterness. ,We believe that, like any case Finland, 'Ghana, GUinea, Hungary, India, Indonesia,
of difficult situ.g,tions, this is a trying time for us. Iraq, Ireland, Morocco, Nepal, Norway, Poland,
Instead of this' being the occasion where we are in- Romania, Sudan, Sweden.
viting the United Nations to adopt a lawless attitude,
as alleged, I submit that if we had, on this occasion Against: Turkey, Union of South Africa, United
when the first difficulty hits us, departed from what Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
we hav~ been advocating from this rostrum year after United States of America, Uruguay, Argentina,
year, we would have not deserved from the Members Australia, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Chile,
of the United Nations either their consideration or China, Colombia, Cpsta Ric.a, Dominican Republic,
their respect nor could we feel that we had acted with Ecuador, EI Salvador, Federation of Malaya, France,
a sense of integrity or self-respect. Gr-eece, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Iran, Italy,

Japan, Jordan, Laos, Lebanon, Liberia, Luxembourg,
47. Since we have put down this item, it is not neces- Netherlands, Nicaragua, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay,
sary for me to say that I support the, amendment Peru, Philippines, Spain, Thailand.
moved by the distinguished representative of Nepal. Abstaining: Venezuela, Austria, Cuba, Iceland,
I hope the Assembiy will accept the amendment as Israel, Libya, Mexico, New Zealand, Portugal, Saudi
proposed by the representative of Nepal, :reject the Arabia, Tunisia.
recommendation of the General Committee and agree
to the request of India for this item to be placed on
the agenda. Then everybody will have an opportUnity
to discuss this problem.

48. I say quite franldy that those who will vote for
the placing of this item on the agenda may be against
any change in the present position. That, however,
is a different matter.. All that we are saying is that
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Iran, haVing been drawn by lot by the President, was
oal1e(1. upon to vote firs t.

In favour: Iraq, Ireland, Morocco, Nepal, Norway,
Poland, Romania, Sudan, Sweden, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
United Arab Republic, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Afghanistan,
Albania, .Bulgaria, Burma, Byelorussian Soviet So...
cialist Republic, Cambodia, Ceylon, Czechoslovalda,
Denmark, Finland., Ghana, Guinea, Hungary, India,
Ipponesia•

h...~jn~\: Iran, Italy, Japan, Jordan, Laos, Lebanon,
Liberia, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru,
Philippines, Spain, Thailand, Turkey, Union of South
Africa, United Kingdom of Great Britain andNorthern
Ireland, United States ofAmerica, Uruguay, Venezuela,
Argentina, Australia, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil,
Canada, Chile, China, Colombia, Costa Rica,
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, EI Salvador,. France,
Greece, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras.

Abstaining: Israel, Libya, Mexico, Portugal, Saudi
Arabia, Tunisia, Austria, Cuba, Ethiopia, Federation
of Malaya, Iceland.

The second amendment was rejected by 42 votes
to 29, with 11 abstentions.

52. The PRESIDENT (translated from Spanish): We
shall now vote on th~ draft resolution recommended
by the General Committee, wliich is contained in
paragraph 7 of its first report [A/4214]. I put to the
vote paragraph 1 of the draft resolution.

A vote was taken b.,v roll-call.

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

In favour: Italy, Japan, Jordan, Laos, Lebanon,
Liberia, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Nicaragua, Fa
ldstan, Panama, .Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Spain,
Thailand., Turkey, Union of South Africa, UnitedKing
dam of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
~'ltates of America, Uruguay, Argentina, Australia,
B1elgium, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Chile, China, Co
100ubia, Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,
EI Salvador, Feder:ition of Malaya, France, 'Greece,
Gua.temala, Haiti, Honduras, Iran.

Against: Morocco, Nepal, Norway, Poland, Romania,
Sudan, Sweden, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republicl,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Re·
public, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Afghanistan, Albania,
Bulgaria, Burma, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Re
public, Cambodia, Ceylon, Czechoslovakia, Denmark,
Ethiopia, Finland, Ghana, Guinea, Hungary, India~

Indonesia, Iraq, Ireland.

Abstaining: Libya, Mexico, New Zealand, Portugal,
Saudi Arabia, Tunisia, Venezuela, Austria, Cuba,
Iceland, Israel.

Paragraph 1 of the draft resolution waS adopted by
41 votes to 30, With 11 abstentions.

53. The PRESIDENT (translated from Spanish): I
shall now put to the vote paragraph 2 of the General
Committee's draft resolution.

A vote was taken by roll-call.

Sweden, haVing been drawn by lot by the President,
Was called upon to vote firs t.

In favour= Thailand, Turkey, Union of South Afrioa,
United Iq.ngdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United States of America, Uruguay, Venezuela, A'1i-'
gentina, Australia, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil, Oanada,
Chile, China, Colombia, Costa Rica, Dominican Re...
pUblic, Eouador, ~l Salvador, Franoe, Greece,
Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Iran, Italy, Japan, Jordan,
Laos, Lebanon, Liberia, Luxembourg, Mexioo, NethelO



lands, New Zealand, NicaragUa, Paldstan, Panama,
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Spain.

Against; Sweden, Ulaoainian Soviet Socialist Ro...
publio, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Arab Republic, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Afghanistan,
Albania, Bulgaria, Burma, Byelorussian Soviet SO"·
cialist Republic, Cambodia, Ceylon, Czechoslovalda,
Denmark, Finland, Ghana, Guinea, Hungary ~ India,
Indonesia, Iraq, Ireland, Morocco, Nepal, Norway,
Poland, Romania, Sudar...

Ab£taining: Tunisia, Austria, Cuba, Ethiopia,
Federation of Malaya, Iceland, Israel, Libya, Portugal,
Saudi Arabia.

Paragraph ~ of' the draft resolution was adopted by
43 votes to 29, with 10 abstentions.

54. The PRESIDENT (translated from Spanish): I
shall now put to the vote the whole of the draft resolu...
tion proposed by the General Committee. A request
has been made for a roll-call.

A vote was taken by roll-call.

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

In favour: EISalvador, Federation of Malaya, France,
Greece, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Iran, Italy,
Japan, Jordan, Laos, Lebanon, Liberia, Luxembourg,
Mexico, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Pa...
kistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippinf"ls, Spain,
Thailand, Turkey, Union of South Africa, United King
dom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
States of America, Uruguay, Venezuela, Argentina,
Australia, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Chile,
China, Colombia, Costa' Rica, Dominioan Republic,
Eouador.

Against: Finland, Ghana, Guinea, Hungary, India,
Indonesia, Iraq, Ireland, Morocco, Nepal, Norway,
Poland, Romania, Sudan, Sweden, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Re
publics, United Arab Republic, Yemen, YugOSlavia,
Afghanistan, Albania, Bulgaria, Burma, Byelorussian
Soviet SooiaUat Republic, Cambodia, Ceylon, Czecho
slovalda, Denmark.

Abstaining: Ethiopia, Iceland, Israel, Libya, Por
tugal, Saudi Arabia, Tunisia, Austria, Cuba.

The draft resolution was adopted by 44 Yotes to 29,
with 9 abstentions.

55. The PRESIDENT .(translated from Spanish): I
shall now invite statements from those representatives
who have asked to explain their votes. I call upon the
representative of Mexico.

56. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from
Spanish): The vote or, more precisely, the votes cast
by the Mexican delegation on the item with which we
have just dealt were identical with those which we
cast last year on the same item. It would therefore
be redundant and superfluous to explain here the
reaSons underlying those votes, sinos they are the
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same as those put forward by the representatives of
Mexico last year and set down in the records of the
118th meeting of the General Committee of the
General Assembly, held on 19 September 1958, and
of the 755th plenary meeting, held on 23 September
1958.

57. It appeared to us again this year, as in the past,
that it would be neithsr oppertune nor constructive
to discuss the item entitled "Question of the repre
sentation of China in the United Nations". I should,
however, like to emphasize that there has been no
change in our position regarding the procedure used
this year, for the third time, in disposing of the item
in question.

58. It is still our firm opinion that the powers of the
General Committee are limited by rule 40 ofthe rules
of procedure to recommending one of three things to
the Assembly in. respect of items proposed: the in
cluSion of the item in the agenda; its non-inclusion;
or its postponement by meanS of its inclu.sion in the
provisional agenda of a futur0· session.

59. We are still convinced, moreover, that the adop
tion by the General Committee of resolutions such
as that appearing in paragraph 7 of its report in
volves, as we have repeatedly pointed out in the past,
a serious overstepping of its powers, and that the
Committee can rightly be reproached with having
exceeded its authc2:'ity and acted ultra vires. We hope
that the serious concern felt by the Mexican delega
tion will -not continue to be disregarded; it is shared
by many other delegations, cnd seemS to us qUite
legitimate.

60. Mr. ARCAYA (Venezuela) (translated from
Spanish): My delegation would like to explain the
reaaon for its vote on the draft resolution recom
mended by the General Committee.

61. The dt'aft resolution, which was finally put to the
vote in parts, contains two points. The first involves
a permanent question of principle, and is related to
the attitude which should be adopted with regard to a
possible substantive debate on the represe:g.tation of
China in the United Ntl.tions; the second deals with a
proposal of a circumstantial nature, on whether or
not it sho~ld be at this session that the Gemeral As
sembly should take a final decisiol' as to which
Government ought, legitimately, to rer l'esent China
in the United Nations.

62. Venezuela's position in the vote just taken was
designed to provide the following clarification: in
c()nnexion with the first part of the draft resolution
recommended by the General Committee, which pro
poses that the request of India for the inclusion in
the agenda of the item entitled "Question of the
representation of China in the Unitod Nations" should
be rejected, my delegation, despite the high authority
of the General Assembly organ which made this
recommendation, regrets that it decidedly could not
vote in its favour. The tradit'Lon of free debate is an
integral part of democratic Venezuela's way of life.
Discussion throws light on a question and prepares
the way for the greatest possible meaSure of under
standing. We feel that the world Organization can
lose nothingam.l, on the contrary, might be strength
ened by an enlightening exchange of opinions. What
is at issue, moreover, is the representation of a
State 01' which the Charter confers very special
privileges and responsibilities: a permanent member

of the Security Counoil and, as suoh, a State whose
concurring vote is essential for the adoption by that
organ of substantive decisions, which may profoundly
affeot the life of the United Nations and perhaps the
peace of the world. My country cannot oppose the
holding, in this world forum, of the debate proposed
by India; and it has ~herefore abstained from voting
in favour of the reoommendation for its rejeotion
made by the General Committee. In this way it
records its view that this question will have to be
considered by the General Assembly in due timc~

63. The second part of the draft resolution contains
a recommendation to the effect that there should be
no consideration, at the Assembly's present session,
of any proposal to take f,l. decision on the substanoe
of the matter. My delegatj.on studied this proposal of
the General CC'mmittee most carefully, in the light
of the peculiar circumstances at present prevailing
in the international field, of the strong statements
which have been made, and of the vital requirement
that any decision should be taken by a large majority,
so that our world Organization may emerge per
manently strengthened.

64. We consider that the proposal involves only a
procedural decision, dictated by an objeotive ap
pr~.isal of present political circumstanoes. 'rhe signS
of a possih\e rapprochement between the great
Powers, which have become more apparent with the
interchange of visits between the Chairman of the
Council of Ministers of the Soviet Union and the
President of the United States of America, lead us
to believe that many problems resulting from existing
tensions may be satisfactorily resolved in the im
mediate fv:ture. It would not seem desh~able at this
time to press for a decision on the delioate problem
of China's representation in the United Nations. If a
de'C"fsion were to be adopted at the present juncture,
the final result might jeopardize the future of the
United Nations, because it might conflict with the
universal character of the Organization and the full
representation of all nations within it, or beoause
a decision might be adopted by so small a majority
that instead of strengthening the United Nations it
might well serve only to weaken it.

65. The PRESIDENT (translated from Spanish): We
have now concluded consideration of the question of
the representation of China, which is dealt with in
paragraphs 6, 7 and 8 of the report. I would call the
Assembly's attention to paragraph 9, which :requires
no decision on its part.

66. Paragraphs 10 and 11 of the report refel' to the
follov/ing matters: the report of the Disarmament
Commission, the prevention of the wider dissemina
tion of nuolear weapons, the question of French
nuclear tests in the Sahara, and the suspension of
nuclear and thermo-nuclear tests. The General Com'"
mittee adopted a proposal by Brazil to the effect that
these four points be placed under the single heading
of disarmament, it being understood that such a
classification would in no way hinder or obstruct the
freedom of the First Committee as to the manner in
which this problem should be discussed and resolved.
Is there any objection?

67. Mr. KING (Liberia): At the outsetofmyremarlta,
Mr. President, I wish to express my personal con
gratulations to. you-although the leader of my delega
tion Will do so at a later date-on your election as
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81. Liberia has not only followed with avid interest
the question of disarmament since 1922, but shej}as
made it a part of her national foreign policy to sup
port the total banning of all nuclear tests. My Govern
ment hopes that under proper supervision some agree-
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President of this Assembly, We are certain that your here want to present detailed data showingthe terrible
Wisdom and statesmanship will make the fourteenth aftermaths. resulting from atomi!} tests. Suffice it to
session a memorable one. say that, according to the report of the United Nations

Scientific Committee Oll the Effects of Atomic Radia-
68. During the consideration of the Moroccan item tion,!/ the hazard of explosions will affect not only
entitled "Question of French nuclear tests in the
Sahara" in the General COIJ;lmittee, most Member States our lives but the lives of generations to come. It affects
indicated that the substance of the item merited con- the ocean and edible fish, it contaminates our milk
sideration by the General Assembly. It was felt by these and crops, it poisons the air we breathe.
countries that the Moroccan item should be inscribed 75. The air, the ocean and the elements are still the
on the agenda under a separate and distinct heading. common property of mankind, Has any nationthe right
69. The Secretary-General in his memorandum to expose the African continent, then, to the worst by-
"Adoption of the agenda and allocation of items" of products Qf the atomic age?
11 September 1959 [A/BUR/151] observes thatitem 59 76. Those leading Powers which conductedtests in the
on the provisional agenda and items 2 and 5 on the past have felt a potential danger; they have carried
supplementary list, dealing with matters relating to out their tests as a defensive measure. We can under-
the general question of disarmament, mightbe recom... stand this, even though we may feel they were un-
mended by the General Committee for inclusion on the justified. But these reasons do not seem to exist in .
agenda as sub-headings under the general heading the case of France. I dare say there is not a single
of "Question of Disarmament", which has been pro- member of NATO who believes that any potential
posed as an additional item in document A/4209. danger to France from nuclear attack is imminent.

70. Some Member States supported the idea of 77. The world breathed easier whenthe UnitedStates,
sub-headings. The reasons advancedbytheproponer.J~s the United Kingdom and the Soviet Union agreed to
of this view, as we understand them, revolved mainly stop their rounds of tests at least for the time being.
around the queg\tions of "saving time", "the logic of Can we then allow anything at this time to upset this
the case", and "r'lethodical procedu~e". already precarious agreement?
71. The representatives of Morocco and India have 78. Some have suggested that France's sole aim in
stated clearly that they would desire their respective wanting to conduct test explosions in the Sahara is
items to be discussed separately. My delegation Itstatus-seeking" or an attempt to "regain her
strongly supports the stand taken by thesetwodelega- grandeur". If this is so and if France must conduct
tions. These two items, in our view, do stand apart these tests, we wonder why the tests are to be con-
from the general question of disarmament. They relate ducted in Africa. Why should the peoples of Africa be
to specific and immediate issues, particularly if taken exposed to the incalculable risks and grave dangers
in the context of present international tensions. There which are the inevitable outcome of such tests, for
is urgent l1eed to try to persuade France, through the the restoration and glory of France?
pressure of world opinion. not to conduct nuclear tests 79. In a most friendly and courteous note to the
in the Sahara. The Sahara is not "no man's land", and Government of France my Governmentprotestedthese
no Power has the right to contaminate this area. tests and expressed its justifiable fears for the safety

of the lives not only of our citizens but of millions of
other people in Africa. Similar notes were sent to the
French Government by the other nine independent
African States. The Prime Ministers of both Nigeria
and Sierra Leone, respectively, have joined in these
solemn protests. Some membe1"s of the French com
munity have also protested. From all parts of Africa
w~ are receiving petitions and pleas asking us to do
everything in our power to bring this matter to the
attention of the General Assembly.
80. France has apparently turned a deaf ear to these
protests. France insists that the explosions will be
carried out under conditions and in an area which
they, the French, consider safe for Africans. They
:relate their tests to the ones that have already been
carried out by othel' Powers. But France fails to
point out that, whereas the other tests have been con
ducted recently on home territory, as in the case of
the United States in Nevada and by the SoViet Union
in the remotest parts of its own vast territory. the
French plan to conduct their tests not on French soil
but on African soil.

72. It is indeed encouraging to my delegation that the
representative of the United Kingdom stated in the
General Committee [122nd meeting] that the grouping
of items under one heading should in no way cir
oumscribe the consideration of each item on its
merits. We are of the opinion, however, that, while
under normal circumstances questions which deal
with the general substance of nuclear tests are all
related to disarmament, in this instance the Morocca;Q
item warrantS' immediate consideration by this As
sembly. .I

73. Africa would be directly affected were these
tests to take place. This is not a procedural question
nor is it a political one. This is clearly a question of
life and death-the life and death of millions of
Africans. Scientists tell us that every bit of radio
activity added to an already polluted atmosphere
endangers all of manldnd. A\. this time of the year the
wind in our part of the woz-ld blows towards the south,
towards Africa. These tests, therefore, will submit
Africa to the immediate effects of fall-out.

74, In our stat.ement in the General Committee
(122nd meeting] we pointed to the fears and appre
hensions with which we in Africa view these tests. We
drew attention to the known andunknown consequences
of nuclear tests. Not even in the most advanced coun
tries, countries with scientific, medical and industrial
know-how, has any. method been found to control the~

effects of faU-out, as' far as we are aware. We do not\
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ment kmong the heavily armed nations of the world
for a reduction of, and parity in, armamenta will be
reached.

82. The report of the Disarmamen~ Commission
which met at Headquarters during the l early part of
this mohth appears on OUr agenda [A/4209]. From
this report it migbt appear that the genl~ral question
of disarmament might be postponed pending the out
come of the Geneva talks on disarmament. Even though
there is a new and urgent item-the USSR proposal
[A/4218]-on the agenda and even awaitingthe outoome
o~ the Geneva talks, the immediate urgency-I repeat,
the immediate urgency-of the Moroccan item will
not be met.

83. One of the representatives, during his interven
tion in the General Committee, stated that more time
had been devoted to this issue "than its intrinsic value
warrants"• How soon are we mortals to forget the
past and sometimes even the immediate present? We
recall that the question of "consuming time" was not
relevant when the General Assembly discussed the
questions of Formosa, Korea and Hungary. Must a
different yardstick continue to be employed here?
Does not the Moroccan item, which concerns the
testing of nuclear weapons in Afr~ca, warrant the
immediate attention of the General Assembly? Can
there be any doubt about the urgency and importance
of this, item? How long must vital problems affecting
Africa be relegated to a minor place or status in the
United Nations?

84. We feel confident that this Assembly will rise
to its stature and give immediate attention and
prominence to the Moroccan item. In view of the
aforementioned, my delegation is co-sponsoring to
gether with Morocco and India a draft resolution,
which has by now been tabled [A/L.262], asking that
the two items 66 (c) and 66 (d) be inscribed on the
agenda as separate items. -

85. The PRESIDENT (translated from Spanish): Be
fore calling upon the next speaker, I should like to
point out here that, as the question at issue is the
inclusion of items on the agenda, we should so far
as possible avoid discussing the substance of these
problems, because otherwise we should be taking the
place of the First Committee, to which these items
will be assigned. I hope that representatives win bear
this recommendation in mind.

86. Mr. BENlUMA (Morocco) (translated frOm
French): May I take the opportunity, Mr. President,
as I address the General Assembly for the first time,
of offering you on behalf of myself and my delegation
our warmest congratulations on your unanimous elec
tion to the presidency cf the General Assembly at its
fourteenth session. Your election is not only a token
of the great esteem in which you are held, not only a
well-earned reward for the valuable serVices you have
rendered to the United Nations, but also a clear ex
pression of the wish of all delegations, at the beginning
of an extremely important session, to entrust the
presidency 01 the Assembly to a member who pos
sesses outstanding abilities as a diplomat and whose
high intellectual and moral powers provide a firm
foundation for the United Nations and offer the surest
pledge of its longevity.

87. Since the year when my country was first ad
mitted to membership of the United Nations, it has
always stated very clearly its attitude to disarmament

and nuclear weapon tests. This attitude slgll.lfies
I unequivooal condemnation of any policy which might
lead to an armaments race, and thus increase il~ter

national tension. We have likewise condemnednUiOlear
tests, not only on politioal grollIlds, connecte(f, with
,international stability and understanding, but al/~o for
the sake of the safety of mankind, which is bel/hg ex
posed to ever more Imminent danger by the numerous
tests which are being carried out.

88. In recent times, efforts made by the United Na
tions, sUPpol'ted by some of th~ great Powers, had
contributed to the establishment of a more peaceful
atmosphere, giving 1~ise to genuine optimi~m among
the peoples of all continents. The United Kingdom,
the United States of America and the SoViet Union had
eaoh announoed its intention to suspend nuclear testa
at least for a trial period. But just when there seemed
to be some hope of the :re-establishment of inter
national peace and stability, France announoed its in
tention to hold nuclear tests at the risk of making
certain Powers, as they themselves have stated, re
consider their decision to suspend their own tests.

89. As a Member of the United Nations, anxious to
seize any opportunity of reducing tension, Morocco
felt bound to request the inclusion ,lOf .tN,s ~~)~sticn

on the agenda of the General Assemblyls :present
session. We are glad that this request has been
agreed to, and we regard inclusion of the item on the
agep.da as the first justification of our anxiety. My
de~,egation cannot, on the othel"hand, accept the General
Committee's recommendation that this specific ques
tion be considered jointly with other questions, which
perhaps fall within the same context but are different
in character. Morocco's request for inclusion of this
item on the agenda does ntJt relate solely to the general
problem of disarmament and resultant international
tension; it is not intended merely to bring into
prominence the disastrous consequences of nuclear
tests.

90. The Assembly has been discussing these matters
for several years, and it may have to go on discussing
them for a long time to come. The Mor.'occan request,
on the other hand, is based on specific aspects of the
prohlem; it calls attention to an imminent danger in
a particular region, which constitutes a definite threat
to all the peace-loving peoples of the African con
tinent. Our country, of course, lies immediately next
to the area where France intends to carry out trnese
tests, and the anxiety felt by our people has nowas
sumed the proportions o~ a panic. The peoples of the
Moroccan Sahara have begun a long and weary trek
from their homes, which has presented my Govern
ment with serious social, economic and humanitarian
problems; and following a statement by the Minister
of the Interior to the cabinet, His Majesty's Govern
ment decided, in view of the inadequacy and inefficacy
of all its appeals to the French Government, to bring
the matter .to the attention of the United Nations.

91. The questior, is so important that, when the date
of the test is fixed, there is likely to be a crisis in the
relations between France and Morocco, and between
France and the other African states, nearly all of
which condenm nuclear tests. Our request is based
on the i·iea ttl tt, if the question is considered here
with all the attention it deserves, such a situation
will bo prevented from arising. For these reasons, my
delegation expresses the hope that the questionwillbe
considered separately and by the General Assembly.
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101. Therefore, the action of France is one which is
condemned and opposed by the peoples concerned in
Africa, and the question is not merely a question of
undertaking a test on one's territory but has this
peculiar nature and is at the same time a matter for
urgent consideration in view of the fact that France

agenda of the fourteenth session of the General As
sembly..

9740 The PRESIDENT (translated from SsaniSh): Be
fore the debate goes any further, I shoUllike to es
tablish the connexion between the proposal of India,
Liberia a,nd Morocco and the General CommitteeIS
report. This proposal implies anamendment to item 66
as given in the report, because it provides that
item 66 (£) (Question of French nuclear tests in the
Sahara) and item 66 (g) (Suspension of nuclear and
thermo-nuclear tests) should be separate items
bearing the numbers 67 and ~8.Ithereforeask repre
sentatives to consider document A/L.262 in relation
to item 66 contained in the General Committee
document.

98. Mr. ZElNEDDlNE (United Arab Republic): .Jsball
limit myself of course to the remarks necessitated
by the Indian, Liberian and Moroccan draft resolution
before us concerning the report of the General Com
mittee. But in order to do so, we deem it necessary
to put before the Assembly all the facts that can be
taken into consideration with a view to taking a deci
sion on this matter.

99. The question of French nuclear tests in the
Sahara is a question which has a historybehind it that
needs to be recalled now. Indeed, it has been the subject
of discussions and a, deoision at the Conference of
Independent African States held inMonrovia inAugust.
It has also been the subject of discussion and a deci
sion by the Arab states meeting at the Council of the
League of' Arab States at Casablanca early this month.
Furthermore, it has been the object of Wide inter
national exchanges of view. The net result of these
discussions and exchanges was such that it called
upon the Moroccan Governm.ent to ask for the inscrip
tion on the agenda of this Assembly of a special,
separate and distinct item. The Moroccan Govern
ment has duly done so and has asked for the inscrip
tion of this item in full knowledge of the fact that
other items related to disarmament would be coming
before this Assembly, namely, the report of the Dis
armament Commission, thf") suspension of nuclear
and therm.o-nuclear tests and the prevention of the
wider dissemination. of nuclear and thermo-nuclear
weapons. Since then another item has been introduced
in the agenda this morning by the Soviet delegation.

100. There are special reasons which militate in
favour of keeping the Moroccan item distinct from
other questions of disarmament. First and foremost
is the urgency which the question of the French tests
in the Sahara calls for. France has intimated its de
sire to go into the business of atomicexplostons,
grim as that business of destruction is, in some haste
so as to be able to undertake such tests before the
international situation would make their happening
more difficult than that happening is'\t the present
time. But instead of utiliZing French territory for
such a purpose, the French Government has chosen
to use territory which is not French and to undertake
this explosion at' the pro:Kimity of countries which
would necessarily be affected by such tests.
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92. Mr. QUAISON-SACKEY (Ghana): The Ghana dele
gation is maktng this brIef intervention in this debate
for the $ole purpose of making an appeal. We appeal
to all the representatives to adopt the draft reeolution
proposed by India, Liberia and Morocco. It is a very
innoouous resolution. It merely seeks to re-number
agenda items 66 (Q) an,d 66 @ as 67 and 68 and,
really, there oan be no quarrel with this proposal.

93. The question of disarmament is one which every
Member of the United Nations regards as of the
greatest importance, and my Government shares ths
cohcern 'of many other Governments that progress
toward world disarmament has been so tragically
slow. We sincerely hope that the great Powers, on
whom the greatest responsibility for disarmament
rests, will be conscious of their duties andwill strive
to achieve the conditions under which disarmament
will be possible.

94. However, while we can talk about disarmament
in general terms and express hopes for the future,
there" are certain issues which, although having a
bearing on disarmament, are nevertheless distinct
and require imm'Bdiate attention. Such an issue is the
much vaunted French nuclear tests in the Saharawhich
has necessitated the item proposed by Morocco. The
testing of nuclear devices in the Saharawill bring into
immediate danger the popula.tions of many countries
including my own-which have the misfortune to be
near the area in which France wishes to give another
expression to its grandeur. Some of these countries
are nor~-self-governinglike Sierra Leone and Nigeria
a~d therefore cannot speak for themselves. Their only
c,hampion can be the United Nations, and we cannot
treat their fears .and anxieties in a cursory manner.

95. My Government cannot consider this question of
French nuclear tests in the Sahara merely as one of
disarmament; it is rather a question of bringing into
imminent danger populations who have nothing to do
with the grandeur of France or the objectives of the
nuclear Powers. That is why my country deeply
regrets that the General Committee recommended
that this iteIJl 65 should be discussed as a sub-item
of the general question of disarmament. What ineffect
the General Committee has tried to do is to bury this
urgent question, which) is of such vital importance to
those of us who live in Africa, in the complicated maze
of the disarmament debate. We all know how in
terminable and fruitless discussions of the question
of disarmament have been in the United Nations owing
to the rigid positiorts which,have invariablybeen taken
by certain delegations. We in Africa consider the
impending French nuclear tests in the Sahara as a
specific and urgent problem which cannot be treated
in abstract terms. My delegation cannot, therefore,
accept the 'recommendation of the Genel'al Committee
on the merger of this particular item un<ler the ques..
tion of disarmament. In concert with all countries
who have consideration for the fate of Africans also,
my delegation calls on the General Assembly to reject
the recommendation of the General Committee to
include the question of French Saharan tests under the
portmanteau item of disarmament.

96. We feel very strongly that a deliberate attempt
is being made in. certain quarters to confuse and
frustrate a proper discussion of the item submitted
by Morocco. Once again Iwouldappeal to the Assembly
to reject the General Committee's recommendation
~nd to reinstate item 65 as a separate item On the

-
lS
~+.. 11

~..
L1'
~h

IX:
~..
lS

l"
ld
ul
19
n,
ld
~s

~d

~..
1-
19
~-

to
'0
m
nt
m
le
Iy
al
J-
,h
nt
La
al
al
to
lr

~s

19
,t,
le
Ln
at
l-
Id:
Ie
1-
1e
~k

1- I
m \

(

~r Ii1- i,
uly j:

19 1:
1
l:r

~e i

1e
m
:>f
ld
~e iIn !
Ly IJje
~.



:,.....
) .

( .'1

100 General Assembly - Fourteenth Session - Plenary Meetings

is in a hurry to do so.A\deoision by the United Natio"lS mittee established recently by agreement among the
which may hinder France is therefore an urgent and four great Powers. There are also new proposals on
timely one. A discussion of the item thatMorocco has Ciisar:mament which merit serieus study and discussion.
presented is therefore a discussion which should be 108. Second, there is the prevention of the wider
undertaken separately and as soon as possible. dissemination of nuclear weapons, and this ooncerns
102. The French Government has chosen a time to the need of both non-nuolear and nuclear Powers to
undertake such tests when other Governments, like exercise self-denial in the field of nuclear armament.
those of the United Kingdom, the Soviet Union, the In contrast to item 66 @, it is a preventive measure
United states and other countries concernedv are to avert in the foreseeable future the emergence of a
deeply interested in seeing these tests stopped once situation which would have the most vital consequences
for all. There is possibly in the French t:tinking, as for the peace and well-being of mankind.
was said a moment ago, an effort to try to regain the ~ f F h
French grandeur by atomic bombs :rn our view that 109. Th...rd, on the question 0 rene nuclear tests

• ., in the Sahara, I need hardly stress that this item is ,in
grandeur does not need to ~e. a~orned by atomic fire- a category ("If its own. It has a special urgency. It
works. That grandeur reSides m culture, c~vilization concerns a :>articular situation in a certain very
and art.. Atomic bo;nbs ~o not belong in cwture; nor sensitive a... ea of the world, as bas been so conscien-
a~e. ato~ic explOSions fIt to be attributes of true tiously explained by the delegations of that area
Civilization. For that matter, the French Government •
might be called upon by the Assembly to reconsider 110. Finally, there is the suspension of nuclear and
its position on this matter. thermo-nuclear tests. Here we seEik not to prevent

. but to remove forever an existing intolerable state of
103.. The action of the G?neral Co;nmlttee tended affairs. The inscription of this item separately gives
towar~s grouPin.g all the l~ems which the General our Organization an opportunity to study andto discuss
Committee .consldere~ relatmg t? ?isarma~ent into the progress achieved so far among the great Powers
one. item w!th SU?diVISions. Th.e. obJect of this w~s ~o that have been meeting in Geneva onthis problem, and
fa~l1itate .diSCUSSIon and saye time. In fac~, w~~t 1S on this problem alone since October last
bemg facilitated is the tangible loss of the ldentlty of ' •
each one of those items to the extent which the group- 111. In other words, each of the items I have
ing necessarily entails. By the grouping of these enumerated has distinctive merits that warrant full
various items together with the report of the Dis- consideration by the United Nations. We do not have
armament Commission, they definitely lose much of to worry about repetition or the overlapping of items.
their urgency, particularly the Moroccan item. We What we have to guard against is the submergence
all know that the problem of disarmament is so com- of one or more items owingto their collective inscrip-
pIe" that discussions about disarmament might be tion under the general heading of disarmament. If it
prolonged beyond measure and produce a great delay is the general desire to discuss thoroughly each item,
in the discussion and decision concerning the question then surely there can be no objection to ip,soribing
of the French tests of atomic bombs in the Sahara. them as separate items on the agenda. We do not save
Indeed, if these items were to be groupe4 together. or g~in time by merely collecting them into one
they would have to proceed at the pace at which the cumbersome item.
disarmament proble;n gene~ally 1?roceeds. That pace 112. Moreover, looking ahead to the allocation of
at present is not sabsfactorlly swift. ' , agenda items, i~ is clear that the First Committee is
104. In view of the fact that the Moroccan item is not over-burdened with work. Last year, the First
an urgent one, in view of the fact that a deoision by Committee dealt with eight items, including four sub-
the United Nations Assembly might be helpful in items. It completed its work on time. This year,
persuading France to change its course of action, counting sub-items (£) and (~ as separate items on
and in view of the fact that the item of Morocco has the agenda, the First Committee will stin have only
by its very nature its distinctive characteristics eight items on its agenda, including the two sub-items,
makes it advisable and even rather necessary to admit "Report of the Disarmament Commission" and "Pre-
the proposal submitted by Morooco to re-number vention of the wider dissemination of nuclear weapons".
~genda items 66 (£) and 66 (f!) as 67 and 68, as dis- 113. Since the Committee will be under the excellent
tmct items, as they were before. chairmanship of Mr. Matsch of Austria, we know that
105. Mr. SASTROAMIDJOJO (Indonesia): I take the it can dispose of its work efficiently and within the
rostrum to speak i:o, support of the proposal submitted time allotted to it. The United Nations has a responsi-
by the delegations of India, Liberia and Morocco to bility to discharge. It must show proper concern for
consider sub-item (c) (Question of French nuclear each of the items bearing upon the most burning es"
tests in the Sahara) and sub-item (~ (Suspension of sential question of today. We can do no less than to
nuclear and thermo-nuclear tests) as separate items consider them individual1.y and comprehensively.
on our agenda. 114. For these reasons, my delegation will vote for
106. In the General Committee, my delegation voted the three-Power amendment as contained in docu-
for the inscription of each of the issues now listed as ment A/L.262.
sUb-~tems unde:;, the general !teading of "Question 115. Mr. FEKINI (Libya) (translated from French):
of di~armament as separ.ate Items on our agenda. In my first statement to this august Assembly during
We did so ill; the.firm bebef that ea?h one d~se:r::ves the present session, I should like to express on behalf
the full and mdivldual attention of this OrgamzatlOn. of the Libyan delegation my warmest congratulations
107. First, the report of the Disarmament Commis- on your election to the presidenoy of the General As-
sion refers to the general question of disarmament sembly. I am convinced that under your wise and ex'"
and in pa11icular to the relationship between the perienced gUidance our work will proceed in a most
United Nations and the ten-nation Disarmament Com-satisfactory manner.
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116. Next, I should like to state very briefly the atomic tests certainly influenced the Powel's con-
reasons why the Libyan delegation thinks it highly cernedin reaching their praiseworthy and encouraging
desirable to support the draft resolution submitted decision to suspend atomic tests, at least for limited
by India, Liberia and Morocco proposing that periods and, we hope, forever.
items P6 (£) and 66 (Q) ofthe provisi~nal agenda be re- 123. The urgent question of French nuclear tests in
numbered items 67 and 68, entltled "Question of the Sahara is raised by the peoples of Africa in a
French nuclear tests in the Sahara" and "Suspension special context, completely distinct from the General
of nuclear and thermo-nuclear tests" respectively. Assembly's traditional and routine discussions on the
117. I want to mention at once the serious anxiety disaJ;'mament problem as a whole. In this connexion,
aroused in Libya by the terrifying news of the French the Libyan delegation shares the view expressed by
Governmentts intention to test its first atomic bomb the United States represen.tative, Mr. Herter, a few
in the greater Sahara, at a date which is draWing days ago ~hel1 he said:
ever nearer. The Libyan people have good cause to "But the question of disarmament is muchbroader
feel some anxiety and apprehension in view of tho than suspension of nuclear weapons testing." [797th
length of the common frontier between Libya a:!ld meeting, para. 68.]
the Sahar~ region, and t~e nearness of Libya to t~e This appliefJ With even greater force to anatomic test
areas, Wh1Ch will be dIrectly affected by atomlC which is due to occur at a specific place and time in
radiatlon. the near future.

118. For the mo~ent I shall, say no more about the 124. The Libyan delegation, which has taken anactive
extremelY,harmful effects whlCh the test~ng o! what part in the First Committee's discussions of the
was descX'lbed by the French re~resentatlveh1mself disarmament obiem considers that this special
at our last session as a "diabohcal weapon" may be . pr, , , .

t d t h v th li t f L'b d th h lth appeal to the United Natlons to use 1tS moral author1ty
exp,ec ~ 0, a: e on e c ma eo, 1 ya an e ea, to save the peoples of Africa in general and thosa
of 1tS mhab1tants. What I should hke to, str~ss durmg living near the test areas in particular, deserves
the debate on the adoption ofthe age~da1S the ext1:eme urgent and separate consideration~
urgency of the situatlon created bytliethreatto trans-
late France's intention into' the grim reality ofatomic 125. With regard to the French representative's
fact. In our view, the elementof urgency alone should statement in the General Committee on the need to
induce this august Assembly not-only to consicler the give his country's experts time to come over and
question of French nuclear. tests in the Sahara as a take part in discussions of this question within the
compl.etely separate item on its agenda, but also to general framework of disarmament, we think that an
give it the priority which so imminent a threat demands. effort might be made to arrange for these experts to

119 Th L'b d I to' r t' t attend a separate and early discussionof this question.• e 1 yan e ega lon, rep esen lUg a coun ry
which emerged as an independent and sovereign State 126. I might add that the best way of convincing us
under United Nations auspices and which has relied that no danger is likely to arise frolfl the Sahara tests
entirely on the United Nations for the maintenance of would be to carry out the tests inmetropolitan France
its security and the protection of its citizens and all itself. Such a course would have spared the peoples
the inhabitants of its territory, is fully convinced that concerned all the apprehension and anxiety which, we
the Assembly should give the question special and are told, are groundless; and France's action wotLld
separate consideration, having regard to the serious not have been interpreted as a demonstrationofforce,
aspects of a situation which threatens and disturbs designed to intimidate the peoples directly concerned.
the lives and health of all the inhabitants of 'the African and the independent States of Africa.
continent. 127. In conclusion, I should like to say that, for the
120. T1;le question ha& now been formally submitted reasons I have given, and for other reasons outlined
to the Assembly in the name of all the African peoples in statements by representatives who have preceded
and their Governments which, before .bringing the me, separate and urgent consideration of these two
matter to the attention of the United Nations, have questions as proposed in the draft resolutio11 sub-
made every effort to ind~tee the French Government mitted by India, Liberia and Morocco, would give the
by conciliatory and friendly means to abandon its in- peoples of Africa and world opinion the best proof
tention to carry out atomic tests in the gJ;~ater of the importance which the United Nations attaches
Sahara. to the safety of the world and the protection of its in-
121. The question of the suspension of nuclear and habitants~ and, of ~ts high Sense of international duty
thermo-nuclear tests has also been placed before and human sohdar1tsf

•

this august Assembly in the name of international 128. The PRESIDENT (translated from Spanish): I
conscience, and it too deserves separate cOl;lsidera- would ask speakers to confine their remarks to the
tion, which would supplement and amplify the debate formal question of inclusion on the agenda, Without
on the more urgent and specific question of French diSCUSSing the substance of the problem.
nuclear tests in the Sahara. . 129. Mr. PACHACHI (Iraq): My delegation will vote
122. The Libyan delegation believes very sincerely in favour of the draft resolution submitted by India,
that separate discussion of these two questions by Liberia and Morocco. When the matter was discussed
the General Assembly as soon as possibleVlouldmake in the General Committee, most members, inclUding \
the French Government more clearly aWare of the some of those who voted for grouping all these ques-
dangers inherent in testing atomic weapons in the tions under one heading, expressed the viewthat there
Sahara, and would perhaps help it to realize how should be separate discussion and voting on each of
valuable and wise a step it would be to abandon this these items. In view of this understanding, it seem.s
project. The debates in the United Nations on the rather pointless to insist now on groupingltheseitems
dangers to which all mankind is exposed by frequent under the general question of disarmam.ent.
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130. It has been suggest~,d that time will be savetl by
this procedure, but this a,rgument falls apart ifwe are
going to have, as inde(~d we should have, separate
debates and voting.

131. This morning, .the General Committee decided
to leave to the First Committee the decision on how
the new item proposed by the Soviet Uni,on should be
discussed. It is difficult to understand why the same
procedure was not followed earlier in x-espect of the
items relating to atomic tests. While there is some
connexion between atomic tests and the general ques
tion of disarmament, these tests nevelrtheless give
rise to distinct and special problems that should be
treated separately in view of their urgency and their
impact on the general international situation. Agree
ment on disarmament, which We all hope will be
achieved, will inevitably take some time. This should
not prevent the Assembly from dealing with the ques
tion of the suspension of nuclear test.s, particularly
the projected French tests in the Sahara which have
aroused the· concern of the peoples of Africa. This is
a clear and f3pecific issue which should be dealt with
on its own merits and primarily within the context
of its effect on the pf~oples of Africa and the peace
and security of the African continent. For this reason,
it should not be submf~rged within the larger and much
more comple~c problem of disarmament.

132" M,~r del~~gation will express its views on the
Sahara tests a:t the appropriate time inthe First Com
mittee. But letmfj say now that we view with great
concern and anxiety the decisionofthe FrenchGovern
ment to conduct these tests inthe face of the unanimous
protests of the independent African States and in ap
parent disregard of world public opinion and also at
a time when the other atomic Powers have halted their
own tests. France's solitary attitude, we fear, might
upset the present agreement betweenthe great Powers
aAld provoke a new round of tests with incalculable
consequences for peace and human safety.

133. For all these reasons, it is our earnest hope
that the .Assembly will support the draft resolution
presented :>y India, Liberia and Morocco. 1\

134. Mr. ADEEL (Sudan): The delegation of Sudan
strongly supports the draft resolution submitted by
India, Liberia and Morocco.

135. In obedience to your wise injunction, Mr. Presi
dent, the Sudanese delegation will refrain at this stage
from entering into a discussion of the SUbject matter
of the French tests in the Sahara and will confine
itself to the procedural question of assigning these
tests to a separa.te item on the agenda.

136. We believe that the question of the projected
French nuclear tests in the Sahara and the question
of disarmament present differences ofkind, of degree,
of effect and of the amount of the respective urgency.
We feel that, while discussion of the question of dis
armament has the aim of abandoning or regulating
a process that has been going on, discussion of the
prospective French tests in the Sahara is intelkded to
prevent something that has 1110t yet happened from
taking place. In other words. it is a discussion
primarily concerned with an injunction before it seeks
a jUclgement.

137. The two questions are also not identical intheir
effects because we submit that, while the question of
disarmament is of universal concern and 1~ lllatter

UtMliU 'tiilltJ'iEiilXiIa.i;; iJt=r~ 141:1 -Y~rjn....

whose benefits will accrue to the world at large, th~·

Sahara tests are of particular conoern to the African.
countries, especially to those whichborder the Sahara,
because of the imminent and incalculable dangers to
the life and security of these countries and to \their
people.

138. The questions under item 66 as passed by the
General Committee share no identity on any of the
essential aspects. The suppliants in the case are not
identical, tne respondents or the would-be respondents
are not the same and the remedies sought are dif
ferent. The discussions of the broader questions of
disarmament are discussions which we believe are
directed towards realization of lofty aspirations for
which we all long and the attainment of desirable
ideals for which we all care, while the question of
the proposed tests in the Sahara, on the other hand,
is a question of pressing necessity and extreme
urgency because of its imminence and the tragic con"
sequences that will inescapably flow from them. The
discussions on the questiQn of disarmament are by
their very natu:re lengthy and cumbersome procedurese

It may be-we pray no~-that while discussions on
disarmament and related topics are dragging on-and
they are bound to drag on, recent history has con
vinced us of this-a bomb or two may be exploded in
the Sahara. The damage to human and animal life that
will result from such explosions will then be too late
to remedy.

139. We tt'\refore submit that there is not that much
in common among the questions enumera~ted tmder
item 66, as adopted by the General Committee, to
justify their fusion under one item. We therefore
appeal-and in making this appeal I am onlyendcJrsing
an eloquent and more touching appeal addressed to
the representatives by the representative of Ghana
to the representatives to support the draft resolution
proposed by India, Liberia and Morocco.

140. Mr. NOSEK (Czechoslovakia): The Czechoslovak
delegation fully supports the draft resolution submitted
by India, Liberia and Morocco, asking that the two
items, 66 (£) and 66 (,g), entitled "Question of French
nuclear tests in the Sahara" and "Suspensionof nuclear
and thermo-nuclear tests", be inscribed onthe agenda
of the current session of the Assembly as separate
items.

141. It was the complexity of problems concerning
disarmament and the great urgency for at least some
partial disarmament arrangements, especially those
of nuclear weapons, that made the Member states,
namely India and Mcrocco, put forward, proposals to
discnss these problems during the fourteenth session
of the General Assembly. The above-mentioned items
are burning issues and urgent ones and there is no
doubt that both fully deserve individual treatment.

142. For these reasons, the Czechoslovak delegation
shares the concern of other delegations inmaintaining
that dealing with these important questions under one
heading would be conducive to limiting the discussion
and would prevent their full consideration, wbich is
pertinent to their significance and urgency. On the
other hand, their separate inscription on the agenda
will create fa~ourableprerequisites for their success
ful considera.tion.

143. For these reasons, the Czechoslovak delegation
will vote infavour ofthe draft resolutionwhich appears
in document A/L.262.
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154. What, in short, has this discussion become? It
has developed into a kind of offensive, in connexion
with the Moroccan proposal, against my country's
intentions concerning nuclear explo.sions in the Sahara.
Moreover, it has given rise to a number of remarks
which plainly have nothing to do with procedure but
are comments of substance.

155. I was sorry to hear the representative of Liberia
make remarks about my country's desire for grandeur
or for status. I would have preferred notto hear them
in these surroundings, for such statements are not
customary here. I shall simply aay to the repre
sentative of Liberia that the matter in question is far
too serious for my country to be animated by mere
consiGerations of status or of grandeur.

156. I must also point out that the representative of
the United Arab Republic has raised questions of
aovereignty which were out of place in this question
and which are contrary to the provisions of t1;le
Charter.

157. In general, I note that this discussion has been
far more one of substance than one of procedure,. I
shall not follow the example of the speakers who have
adopted this approach, I shall not speak on the sub
stance of the question. It is the opinion of the French
delegation that the question we are dealing with is far
too serious to be disposed of rapidly in a hurried de...
bate. We feel tbai: this question deserves lengthy study,
detailed explanations and the views of experts _whioh
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-144. Mr. KU~NETSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist 151. Since the matter under discussion is the pro..
Republics) (translated from. Russian): Item 66 of the cedure for the consideration of the proposals relating
agenda offered for adoption includes the following to disarmament, the Soviet delegation bas thought it
sub-items: necessary to make this statement in order to make its

position clear. We considered it necessary to make
(!) Report of the Disarmament Commission; this statement for purpo.ses of clarification in order
~) Prevention of the wide;r dissemination ofnuclear to avoid discussion on this point in the First Com"

weapons; mittee.

(£) Question of French nuclear tests in the Sahara; 152. Mr. BERARr ~France) (translatedfrom French):
I should lilte to begin these brief remarkS by ex"

(!!> Suspension of nuclear and thermo"nuclear tests. . pr~ssing my surprise and regret that the agreement
14:5. The objective ot the proposal of India, Liberia of sorts to which the members of the General. Com-
and Morocco, as is evident from the title and from. mittee came this morning h~.l7 not been respected. It
the explanations given in the General Committee and had been agreed in the GQtleral Committee this
here, in the plenary meeting, is to bringabout a solu.. morning that in order to avoid a. debate ill the General
tion of several urgent questions and, in particular, to Assembly we would refer the question of the form in
put an end to atomic and hydrogen tests, and to tbe which the Soviet proposal should be placed on the
nuclear arms race and the threat of radioactive con" agenda to the First Committee and also leave it to that
tamination which are cdnnected with such tests. Committee to decide whether or not to maintain the
Reaching agreement on this matter would be the first General Committee's decision that the four items it
step and would undoubtedly pave the wayfor subsequent had approved should be grouped as sub..headings under
more radical steps in the field of disarmament. t1.1.e single title: "Question of disarmament". The First

Committee was left free to reject the General Com-
146. It is fully apparent that these questions should mittee's decision and to separate the various items
not be grouped with other items, since they require which had been grouped under the general title "Quas-
special attention and do not need to be considered at tion of disarma:ment"-in a word, to conduct a debate
the same time as the other items. Consequently, the similar to the one we have heardtoday. What was said
Soviet deleg-ation supports and will vote for the draft this morning was that we wished to avoid a debate of
resolution submitted by India, Libe~a and Morocco. the kind we have just heard.

147• I should also like to make some brief remarks 153. I regret this all the more since the discussion
about the second report of the General Committee
[A/4222]. The Soviet delegation is happy to note the has, ! must confess, taken a turn which I would style
unanimous support given the Soviet request for the regrettable. The draft resolution which has been aOO-
inclusion in the agenda of the fourteenth session of mitted by the representatives of India, Liberia and
an item on "General and complete disarmament" Morocco calls for two items-the Indian proposal and
[A/4218]. It is also important to agree on tbe proce- the Moroccan PTopoSal-to be taken separately. Now,

although I have heard many comments on the Moroccan
dure for the consideration of this item. proposal, I must say that I have not heard any on the
148. The Soviet delegation declared in the General Indian one.
Committee [123rd meeting] that it resolutely favoured
the examination of the Soviet proposal on "General
and complete disarmament" as a separate and inde
penC.3n.t item. The necessity for this is obvious and
there is hardly any need to argue the point at length.
We do ,not offer our proposal in oppositioD. to the
proposals of India [AI4186] , Morocco [A/4183] and
Ireland [A/4125]. On the contrary, we consider that
steps should be taken without delay to execute the
partial measures proposed by these states. However,
the sub-items included in item 66 of the agenda and
the USSR proposal of 18 September differ both as to
objectives and as to the time limits for their execu
tion. Consideration of aU these items together woUld
not be advantageous.

149. The USSR proposal for "General and complete
disarmament" should be discussed as a sepa+ate and
independent item on the agenda. That is the only ap
proach which will permit the Gen~ra1 Assembly to
consider in the most useful way nIl aspects of the dis
armament problem and to make ~a worthy contribution
~o the maintenance and consolida'tic.m ofuniversal peJace..
150. The General Committee proposes that the deci
Si011 on the procedure for the consideration of the
Soviet proposal should be allocated to the First Com
mittee. The Chairman and Mr. Matsch, the author of
this proposal, explained that, in their view, this meant
thq,t the item on "General and complete disarmament"
would be examined as a separate item in the First
Committee.
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we propose to provide in the First Committee. You 164. I 'Would ask representatives to turn to the pro--
may rest assured, Mr. President, that we shall do so visional agenda in document A/BUR/151, where the
with all the care, all the interest, and all the serious- following four items may be found: 59, the Irish item;
ness which we attach to this matter.. 65, the Moroccan item; ~8, the Indian item; and 70,
158 We do .t disregard the emotion which mav be the Secretary-General's item. These are the' four
exp~essed byn~ number of African peoples,. We know which have now been grouped together.
how t:Je:dous this problem is. We are aware of the 165. The proceedings of the General Committee,
gravity of the situation. That ls why we wish to be while they bind only the members of the General
able to discuss i1; at leisure. ! would simply say to Committee-and, unless they are reported to the
the speakers who have preceded me and to those General Assembly, they do not become an official
delegations here present which are worried about the document-are nevertheless open to the public. What
urgency of the matter that the urgency is not SUch as is more, the delegation of India being concerned in
to demand an imm.ediate and disjointed discussion. this matter -was, under the rules, called to attend it.
159. We have explained at length in the General Com... Therefore the proceedings are relevant.
mittee Why we feel that it would be better to group 166. Now, there were these four items. What exactly
the various questions concerning nuclear explosions happened? Under your ruling it was decided that these
put forward by the representatives of Ireland, India items be placed on the agenda. These items could be
and Morocco under the one general heading of "Ques- rejected or accepted. You accepted them. Then you
tion of disarmament". We think that these questions could consider those items no further in the General
should be given t.1}eir full importance. Far be it from Committee. Now under your ruling) or your guidance,

".:.j us to try to evade the discussion or. bv ~rouping these they proceed to a new business which was not on the
questions under a single heading, to oelittle their im- agenda, namely, the grouping of these items. The
portance. Quite to the contrary, it is because we con- grouping of these items, it is true, was mentioned,
sider that these are grave and serious matters that as the Secretary-General said, in the document. But
we wish to see them grouped under a general heading that is not part of the agenda. So the General Com-
of "Question of disarmament", which gives them their mittee is entirely out of order.
full importance. 167. Under the rules it is laid down that the Com-
160. In the General Committee, we expounded the mittee shall not initiate items. There is nothingon the
logical reasons which lead us to llope that, in ac- agenda which you could discuss. You disposed of all
cordance with precedents esta.blished in former years, our items which have beenplaced Oi~ the agenda, and
all these questions will be gTouped together in a dis- then afterwards, as an after""thonght, you grouped
cussion that will be truly worthy of this place and of them together. That is one part of it.
the importance of the questions with which we are 168 Th d tt 0 t't...' If thO o.dealing • e secon rna er IS .u:;....... IS grouping IS

• purely a procedural matter, then both by convention
161. Lastly, it was the representative of Libya, I be.. and by the rules it should have been left to the ap-
lieve, who alluded to the fact that the French experts propriate committee: On the other hand, on apolitical
could not come here immediately. That is true. It is matter the General Committee could not participate
perhaps: regrettable.butyoumaybesurethatif France because it is not supposed to discuss politics. So in
is asking to be allowed enough time to enable it to either case the General Committee is entirely ultra
furnish the desired explanations and to ~rang~ for vires in dealing with this; what is more, it was in
its experts to come here, that is an additior . Slgn- disregard of the submissions made by the principal
and a convincing one-of the importance it~ttaches parties at that time responsible, because the items
to the debate. had not become your property before you adopted
162. I shall say no more about this now. It is my them. The sponsors of the items submitted that it
Government's intention to provide, through its delega- may not be so done.
tion, all the necessary particulars on the substantive 169. In addition, the Sahara item is a new one~ but
questions during the debate which will take place in. the question of the suspension of nuclear tests has
the First Committee. I shall simply say in conclusion been before the Assembly for the last four or five
that we still feel that, iffull justice is to be done to the years, and the general disarmament problem for eleven
MoroccQl1 proposal, it should be discussed at leisure, years. Why was this item discussed separately? Why
as fully as necessary and with all the distinction that were so many resolutions passed upon that matter?
the Moroccan delegation would like it to be given, and The conference in (Jeneva was set up especially for
it should be discussed as part of the disarmament the purpose of conf3idoring the suspension of nuclear
question. For these reasons, my delegation cannot tests as distinct from other conferences which have
agree to the proposal made by the delegations of been held, political, disarmament, 01' whatever it
India, Liberia and Morocco'may be.

163. Mr. Krishna MENON (India): It is not usual for 170. What is more, we are informed that a degree of
my delegation to enter into discussions on procedure agreement has been reached between the nuclear
at a plenary meeting of the General Assembly. The Powers in regard to this matter. At the same time,
statements that have been made so far, andthe neces'" the world is also informed that they and other coun-
sity for our coming to the rostrum, indicate that, tries are interested in the nuclear exercise. There-
while this matter may technically be one ofprocedure, fore the question becomes a problem that is entirely
it really reiates to the substance ofthe political issues separate from the report of the Disarmament Com-
involved. I should like, however, not to go into the mission which Was before the General Comnlittee
m.erits of this question except in so far as it is re- when it grouped the various items together, the item

. quixed if I, am to point out the reasons for my being proposed by the USSR not having been submitted until
here. only this morning.
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182. On the procedural level, my delegation must
state clearly that the inclusion of the problem of
French nuclear tests in the Sahara in the general
question of disarrrlarnent seems to it to be neither
normal nor logical nor proper. The Republic of
GUinea and the independent States and peoples of
Africa are as anxious as anyone else, if not more so,
to achieve the best and speediest solution of the vital
question of disarmament, on which depend to a great
extent those basic objecUves of our Organization
peace, happiness and friendly co-operation among
nations. Everyone here is of course well aware that
it will take a long time-unfortunately too long-before
this dream of all the peoples of the world, without
distinction, is achieved. Hence, while recognizing all
the measureS and efforts taken in the interests of
prompt and effective disarmament, we urge that the
question of nuclear tests in the Sahara should be the
subject of a separate agenda item. ~t, after all,

179. Mr. DIALLO Tell1 (Guinea) (translated from
French): I should like to repeat publicly, Mr. Presi
dent, pending the time in the very near future when
I can do so in a more worthy manner,· the congratula
tions I expressed to you on behalf of the delegation of
the Republic of Guinea at the time of your illustrious
election to the presidency of the fourteenth session
of the General Assembly.

180. The delegation of the Republic of Guinea is
happy to state briefly but firmly its unreserved support
of the step taken by the delegation of Morocco and
supported by many countries, including all the inde
pendent States of Africa. Very pertinent reasons have
been advanced by all but one of the speakers who have
preceded me in favour of maintaining the question of
French nuclear tests in the Sahara as a separate item
on the agenda of the fourteenth session. I shall not
reopen that q'lestion. All I will say is that, in the
opinion of my delegation, the manoouvres of those
who would have liked to dispose of the specific ques
tion of French nuclear tests in the Sahara, with all
it signifies for 200 million Africans, by burying it in
the general question of disarmament, are only too
obvious. Precisely because, as stated by the repre
sentative of France~ this question is a grave and
solemn one, worthy of urgent and careful attention if
we are to ward off its terrifying effects, my delega
tion would like to see it discussed as a separate
agenda item.

181. At the appropriate·~tin1e··after the .start of the
substantive discussion on this question, we, shall state
our views together with those of all the African
peoples, whose security, L_..i.ith and perhaps ve"ry
existence are dire 't~ythreatenedbythisextrao;rdinary
problem.

171. I wish that the representative of France had 177. May I say one final word. If you look at your
spoken before the other delegations. The repre- present agenda, items 24 and 25 concern the report
sentative of France told us that some understanding of the United Nations Scientific Committee on the
was reached in the General Committee an.d that what Effects of Atomic Radiation and the :report of the
we are doing is contrary to it. We have before us no Ad Hoc Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer
understandingsu We have a report from the General Space. They also are very intimately connected with
Committee and an agenda which we are asked to disarm~ent. We can find other items like that, and
accept or i·eject. Are we to say that eighteen ladies ultimately there will probably be only onG other item on
and gentlemen sitting there decided that an under- the agenda and everything will be grouped under it.
standing had been reached and that we have to follow Then the whole purpose of the agenda fails.
it? We cannot respect these understandings privately 178 F all th I t th A s bi
reached and not openly recited. Therefore, no breach .• . or . ese rea~o~~ reques e s em y
of understanding arises as far as the Assembly is to reJect. the recommenda"lons of the General Com-
concerned. It comes before the General Assembly mittee and to accept the amendments here proposed.
because the General Com.mittee is not the entire As
sembly that is intended to prepare all this business.

172. I regret as ;much as the representative of France
the introduction of the question of merit into this
matter, but so far as the Sahara problem is concerned,
whatever may be the rules in this matter, it affects
the fortunes, the emotions, the sentiments of people
so much where any particular action is riding rough
shod over sovereignties or the independence of people.
It is likely to affect not only the present generation
but posterity in that area very much more than people
in other areas.
173. Equally, nations are very prone to raise their
voices whenever pos~ible when there is any attack on
or infringement of their sovereignties. My delegation
has approached this matter not from the point of view
of to whom the Sahara belongs, or whether it belongs
to anyone, or to the whole world. We have reached
such. nosition before when other countries exploded
bombs in the oceans or in Trust Territories. We think
that, evev. if these bombs were exploded in Siberia, it
is a menace to humanity eventhough Siberi? is Russian
territory.
174. For all these reasons, item 68, which is the sus
pension of nuclear tests item, is one where the discus
sion will follow the previous years' discussions.
Secondly, it ties in logically with the Geneva Con
ference. The item on the Sahara is one where some
action taken by the Assembly may prevent a calamitous
development as far as the African continent is cor '"
cerned. It would be no U:s~ our passing resolutions in
a general debate on disarmament, especially where,
in view of the introduction of the Soviet item, a newer
factor has come into existenc().
175. Therefore I submit that the grouping together
of these items was not within the competence of the
General Committee. It is contre.ry to the purpose for
which these items were submitted. It is a political
decision which the General Assembly could not have
reached. It is not calculated to save any time, because
I assure you that even if this item is grouped before
the First Committee the procedural arguments will
take at least four days because everyone will want to
speak on it. Therefore, there is no question of saving
time and deciding where nuclear testing becomes
disarmament or otherwise. There are some delega
tions, like the United Kingdom, who have for a long
time held the opinion that the suspension of nuclear
tests is not disarmament.

176. Therefore; for all these reasons I submit that
the recommendations that. the General Committee has
placed before you should be rejected. The General
Assembly should also excuse us from any charge of a
breach of any understanding, ofwhich We know nothing.

, .
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196. I shall confine my remarks to the question of
procedure, without touching upon the substance of the
question, i.e., the scope of each of the items on the
agenda of this session which gave rise to this dis
cussion.

194. If the matter comes up in such a way that a vote
is takeh on the first report of the General Committee
and on the amendments to it, it will be readily under- '
stood that, in view of what I have just said, my del\?ga
tion will be obliged to vote against the amendments
and in support of the Gener.al Committee's recom"
mendation.

197. My delegation considers that the question of the
manner in which these various items are to be dealt,
with should be left to the First Committee to decide•.
To reach an agreement on the matter here, as the
General Committee ;;roposes, would be tantamount
to a limitation of the functions of one of the Main
Committees of the General Assembly.

195. Mr. URQUIA (El Salvador) (translated from
Spanish): Since this is the first time, Mr. President,
that I come to this rostrum under your distinguished
presidency, I should like to say, on behalf of my
Government and my delegationr how delighted we are
at the recognition of your merits and your wide ex
perience in the United Nations, as also of your great
country's devotion to the cause of peace, that your
unanimous election as President of this session ofthe
General Assembly betokens. I need not add that I re
serve the right to refer to your election again when
I speak in the general debate.
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192. Sir Pierson DIXON (United Kingdom): From the
content of most of the speeches which we have heard
this afternoon dealing with the draft resolution in
the names of India, Liberia and Morocco, it has, I
think, becQme plain that the document wh'.ch the,
speakers have been discussing 1s the first report of
the General Committee [A/4214] dated 17 September.
Apparently, the second report of the General Com
mittee [A/4222], issued today before the meeting of
the Assembly, which makes further recommendations
about the treatment of the items on our agenda, is not
being taken into accou~t. This, if I may say so, strikes
me as a rather stl'ange procedure. The General Com
mittee, after all, is the competent body to make
recommendations on questions of the General As
sembly~s business. We have all elected it for this
purpose.

193. The elfrect of that further recOmmendation from
the General Committee is that there should be no
discussion here in the plenary meeting of the way
in which either the Soviet item or item 66 should be
handled in the First Committee. This would be left
to the First Committee itself. That seems to me to
be a sensible proposal and one which should meet the
conflicting interests involved in this question.

does this question entail? Basically, in the opinion of affected by the results of these explosions are not
my delegation, it entails a preventiveorprecautionary self-governing. Therefore, in view of these con-
measure, designed to avoid all increase inarmaments. siderations. I believe that the Assembly would be
Thus it isnotaquestionofdisarmament,since Franoe, justified in listing these items separately, as re-
thank heaven, does not as yet have the atomio bomb, quested in the draft resolutloJ:1: ,
but a measure intended to avoid an undesirable ac-
oeleration of the race in weapons ofmass destruotion. 191. I take this opportunity to appeal to repre-
, sentatives of States Members to give their full support

183. Need "~~Aremind the Assembly that the African to the draft resolution proposed by India, Liberia .
peoples and t .....dir authentio representatives, including and Morocoo.
authoritative Afrioan spokesmen for the Frenoh Com
munity and the representatives of all the independent
States of Africa, having exhausted all amicable means
of negotiations, are today turning to the United Nations
to express their profound <Ustress? Africa is anxious
to know at once, without any equivonation, whioh States
are going to announce pnblioly their decision to turn
their baoks on this matter which it considers vital to
its existenca and to its immediate future.

184. On behalf of all the millions of disquieted
Africans who are staking their hopes on the action of
the United Nations, my delegation issues an urgent
and brotherly r.ppeal to all delegations to vote in
favour of the Moroccan proposal and agree to con
sider the question of French nuclear tests in the
Sahara as a separate agenda item, and to vote in
favour of the draft resolution proposed by India,
Liberia and Morocco. We hope that in this matter
Africa will not be made the scapegoat in the United
Nations for any reason whatsoever.

185. Mr. SHAHA (Nep2.~j: In view of the lateness of
the hour, I shall be very brief and what I say will be
in the nature of an explanation of vote.

186. I wish to make a few observations in support
of the amendment to the recommendation in the re
port of the General Committee, this amendment having
been proposed by India, Liberia and MoroQco.

187. I shall try to abide bythe rullingof the President
and comine my remarks to the procedural aspects of
the question, but at the same time, I should like 'to
make it clear that my Government shares the deep
concern and anxiety felt by many African nations re
gardiI!:J the French plan to explode atomic bombs in
the Sahara desert.

188. As regards the regrouping of various items on
the agenda, as proposedby India, LiberiaandMorocco,
I fully endorse the views expresseda few moments ago
by the representative of India, and I should like to
explain why, in the opinion of the delegation of Nepal,
the proposed item warrants special treatment.

189. The very fact that the question of nuclear tests
has been considered separately in the past by the
First Com.mittee and that it has been found necessary
to establish a sub-committee to give exclusive atten
tion to this particular aspect of the disarmament
problem-that is, the suspension of nuclear tests
warrants, I believe, separate treatment of this ques
tion on the agenda. I believe that the suspension of
nuclear tests in the Sahara stands in a class by itself,
because, as everyonl3 here knows, up to this moment,
France has been only an aspirant for membership of
what I may describe as the exclusive nuclear club.

190. Another thing which must be borne in mind in
this connexion is that the tests in the 'Sahara will
affect the fortunes, the health andwell-being ofpeoples
in the Non-Self-Governing Territories. We all know
that most of the Territories which are going to be
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198. Acco:rding to :rule 23 of the :rules of p:rocedu:re 206. I hopethatthefollowingexplanationwillfacllitate
of the Gene:ral Assembly, "debate on the inclusion of the cou:rse of the debateande:7Cpediteou:rconsiderlttion
.an item in the agenda, when that item has been of the two reports of the Genei'al Committee. The
recommended for inclusion by the General Committee~ Genera'i. Assembly has before it a recommendation
shall be limited to three speakers in favour of and submitted by the General Committee that an item eJ1"'"
three agai~st the inclusion. The President may limit titled "Question of disarmament", comprising four
the time to be allowed to. speakers under this rule." sub-items, should be included in the agenda. This is

. . . item 66 in the first :report of the General Committee.
199. The:re does not appea:r to have been any discus- There is also a draft resolution submitted by India,
sion on the inclusion of the diffe:rent items dealing Liberir and Morocco, proposing that items 66 (£) and
with disarmament and nuclear and thermo-nuclear 66 (d) should be re-numbered items 67 and 68
weapons. The above rule does not therefore seem to respectively
apply to the case before us. We do not think any , •
delegation objects to the inclusion in the agenda of 207. I suggest that the Assembly should deal withthe
the four sub-items cQmprising item 66 in the first matter in the following manner, bearing in mind the
report of the General Committee [A/4214], or to the amendment to be submitted by the delegation of
inclusion, at the request of the Soviet Union, of the El' Salvador. .
additional item entitled "General and complete dis-
armament" as proposed in the second report '~of the 208. The Assembly will vote first ont~e.draft resolu-
G eral Committee [A/4222] tion proposed in document A/L.262; if It is adopted,
,en • the items in question will appear as items 67 and 68

200. According to rule 100 of the rules ofprocedure" of the agenda. The Assembly will then vote on the in-
"each Main Committee, taking into account the closing elusion of item 66, which will consist ofonly two sub-
date for the session fixed by the General Assembly items: @) Report. of the Disarmament Commission;
on the recommendation of the General Committee, (b) Prevention of the wider dissemination of nuclear
shall adopt its own priorities ~nd meet as may be weapons.
n:~::::J;oto "complete the considera;tion of the items ~09. We shall take a vote by roll-call, but we shall
r .... it. first wait a few moments to allowtime for the amend-
201. Although the rule does not say so e"plicitly, th~ ment of the delegation of EI Salvador to arrive.
implication is that the question now unde:r discussion
should be left to the discretion and the wisdom of the 210. The amendm.~nt submitted by EI Salvador does
First Committee, without imposing upon it a definite not change the propos~l. su?mitted by India, Liberia
way in which to deal with the items relating to dis- and Morocco, but amplifIes It. It. reads:
armament, the prevention of the W.ider dissemination "Decides to re-number ag~nda items 66 {~),
of nuclear weapons, th:e suspensIon of nuclear and 66 fu), 66 (£) and 66 (2) as 66, 67, 68 and 69." -
thermo-nuclear tests and the question of French -
nuclear tests in the Sahara. 211. It seems -to me, therefore, that the proposal of

(', India, Liberia and Morocco is identical in substance
202. :h~ General Comn>:ittee seems to h~ve under- with the amendment of El Salvador, but that the latter
~tood It. lU that way, for In paragraph 4 of Its second goes further and should therefore have priority.
report It states: "At the suggestion of the repre- ,
sentative of' Austria, the General Committee further 212. Sir Pierson DIXON (United Kingdom): I wish
decided to recommend that the item be allocated to simply to say that I am really fal' from clear as to
the First Committee, on the understanding that the exactly what we are being asked to vote on at the
Committee would itself decide on the manner and moment. Would it not be much more satisfaQtory if we
ordeE in which the Committee might wish to deal with could see this amendment of EI Salvador in writing,
it, along with the other items relating to disarmament see exactly what it means, and continue ,with our
matters which might be allocated to it for considera- debate tomorrow? I therefore propose anadjournment
tion and report." until tomorrow at whatever time the Chair appoints.

203. Ido not know whether my delegation is mistaken, 213. The PRESIDENT (translated from Spanish):
but this par.agraph seems to be a correction of the The motion for adjourDDlent of the meeting has
original proposal made by the General Committee in priority over any other motion and I must therefore
its first report. put to the vote the proposal just made by the repre-
204. With these considerations in mind, my delega- sentative of the United Kingdom.
tion would like to propose an amendment to the draft 214. Mr. Krishna MENON (India): My delegation is
resolution submitted by India, Liberia and Morocco aware that a motion of adjournment has priority over
[A/L.262], namely that the four sub-items included other motions, but I am not aware that it has priority
under item 66 in the first report of the General Com- over voting. You already indicated the orderofvoting;
mittee shQuld appear separately in the agenda, leaving you already accepted the motion.
the First Committee completely free to decide whether 215' Th PRESIDENT (t 1 t d f S ni h)' U -
it w1l1 d.eal with those sub-items as one item or • e rans a e rom pa s _. n
separately, and in the latter case to decide upon the fortun,ately, because of the distance which separates
order in whichtheywill be discussed. Inthe view of my this high rostrum, physically if ~ot morally, f:rom the
dele{mtion, this is a question of procedure and of the ~eats occupied by most dele~tlons, I ca~ot always
organization of the workof a Committee, andboth those see which representative is rIsing to a :£?GlUt of order
matters come within the competence ofthe Committee and in that case I have in all good faIth to assume
rather than of the Gt... eral Assembly that he rose at the correct moment. I therefore think

- • that I must adhere strictly to the rules of procedure
205. The PRESIDENT (translated from Spanish): I and put to the vote the motion for adjournment pro-
would ask the representative 01 El Salvador to submit posed by the representative of the United Kingdom.
his amendment in writing. ql:>wever, the matter of deciding when a 'Vote has
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223. The PRESIDENT (translated from SJ2anish):
If there are no comments on items 29 to 32, whioh
conce'rn economic matters, I shB11 consider that they
have been included in the agenda.

Items ~9 to 32 were placed on the agenda without
discussion.

222. The PRESIDENT (translated from Spanish):
Item 25 is the report of the Ad Hoo Committee on
the Peaceful Uses of Outer Spaoe, item 26 deals with
the Korean questiOl.., item 27 deals with the United
Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refu
gees in the Near East, and item 28 deals with the
United Nations Emergency Foroe" If there are no
comments on the inclusion of these items, I shall
consider that they have been included in the agenda.

Items 25 to ~8 were placed on the agenda witllout
discussion.

224. The PRESIDENT (translated 'from Spanish):
Items 33, 34 and 35 relate to social and humanitarian
questions, and items 36 to 41 refer to matters within
the competence of the Fourth Committee. If there are
no comments on the inclusion of these items, ! shall
consider that they have been included in the agenda.

Items 33 to 41 were placed on the agenda without
discussion.

225. The PRESIDENT (translated from SJ2anish):
If there are no comments on items 42 to 54 inolusive,
which deal With matters within the competence of
the Fifth Committee, I shall consider that they have
been included in the agenda.

Items 4~ to 54 were plaoed on the agenda without
discussion.

226. The PRESIDENT (translated fx-om Spanish):
If there are no comments on items 55 to 58, which
deal with legal matters, I Shall consider. that they
have been included in the agenda.

ItenlS 55 to 58 were plaoed on the agenda without
discussion.

227. The PRESIDENT (translalE)d from. Spanish):
Item 59, the question of Algeria, has been considered
in paragraph 9 of the first report of the General Com'"

108 General Asaerobly - Fourteenth Session - Plenary Meetings
er,,:

begun is not within the jUrisdiction of the P;resident It was so deoided.
but is within the jurisdiction of those who are as" 219. The PRESIDENT translated ~rom Spanish): Is
sieting hiIn, and t?e Secretariat informs me tha,t the there any objeotion to t e a op Oft of items 8 to 18
roll-call vote ha(1 l,n faot begun, the name of Morocco inclusive?
having been called. 1 must therefore ask the repre-
sentative of the United Kingdom to pardon me. We Items 8 to 18 were plaoed on the agenda Wit/lout
shall proceed with the vote. disoussion.

A vote was taken by roll...oall. 220. The PRESIDENT (translated from S anish : If
, no representative wishes to apea t on t e inc usion

Moroooo, having been drawn by lot by the President, of items 19 to 22, whioh deal with the question of
was oalled upon to vote first. amending tbe Urrlted Nations Chart~r, I shall consider

In favour: Morooco, Nepal, Panama, Philippines, that they have been 'ncluded in the agenda.
Pol~?t Rom~nia, S~udi A.ra?ia, Sudan, Sweden, Items 19 to ~~ were plaoed on 'tbe agenda without
Tumsla, Ukrainian SoViet Sociabst Republic, Union of discussion '
Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Republic, .
Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Afghanistan, Albania, 221. The PRESIDENT translated f.rom S amsh): If
Bulgaria, Burma, Byelorussian SOViet Socialist Re- there are no comments on t e inc mdon 0 items 23
public, Ceylon, Colompia, quba, Czechoslovalda, and 24, which deal with the peaoeful uses of atomio
Ecuador, EI Salvador, Ethiopia, Ghana, Guinea, Haiti, energy and the effects of atomic radiation, I shall
Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iraq, Japan, Jordan, consider that they have been inoluded in the agenda.
Lebanon, Liberia, Libya, Mexico. Items ~3 and ~4 were plaoed on the agenda without

Against: None. discussion.

Abstaining: Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua,
Norway, Pakistan, Paraguay, Peru, Portugal, Spain,
Thailand, Turkey, Union of South Africa, United states
of America, Uruguay, Argentina, Australia, Austria,
Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil, Cambodia, Canada, Chile,
China, Costa Rica, Denmark, Dominican Republic,
Federation of Malaya, Finla,nd, Greece, Guatemala,
Honduras, Iran, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Laos, Luxem
bourg.

Frarwe and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern It'eland did not participate in the voting.

The amendment submitted by El Salvador was
adopted by 4~ votes to none, with 38 abstentions.

216. The PRESIDENT (translatedfrom Spanish):. This
morning, the General Committee recommended that,
at the request of the Soviet Union, an item entitled
"General and complete disarma.ment" should be in
cluded in the agenda. This recommendation is con
tained in the second report of the General Committee
before us [A/4222]. As there is no objection, I declare
that this item has been included in our agenda as
item 70.

217. I should add that, in paragraph 4 of its second
report, the General Committee states:

"At tt ) suggestion c\fthe representative ofAustria,
the General Committee further decided to recom
mend that the item be allooated to the First Com
mittee, on the understanding that the Committee
would itself decide on the manner and order in
wh.ich the Committee might wish to deal with it,
along With the other items relating to disarmament
matters which might be allocated to it for con
sideration and report."

218. We noW come to the question of the adoption of
the items on the agenda. The General Committee's
recommendations will be found in paragraph 12 of
document A/4214. Items 1 to 6 have already been
dealt with and do not require any decision. With regard
to item 7, "Notification by the Secretary-General
under Article 12, paragraph 2, of the Charter" [A/4216] ,
since all that is required is that note should be taken
of this docwnent, I will assume that the General As
sembly takes note of it.
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231. The PRESIDENT
We now come to the allocation 0 agen items
[A/4214, pe,ra.. 13]. If there are no comments on the
twenty-one items proposedfOl' considerationin plenary
meetings, I shall consider them adopted.

It was so decided.
232. The PRESIDENT (translated from Spanish):
If there are no objections to the four items-which,
as the result of the recent vote are now of course
more than four-allocated to the First Committee,
I shall ~onsider them adopted.

It was so decided.
233. The PRESIDENT ~translated from Spanish):
If there are no comments on the allocation of agenda
items to the Special Political Committee and the
Second, Third, Fourth, Fifth and Sixth Committees,
I shall consider that the General Committee's recom
mendations are adopted.

It was so decided.

234. The PRESIDENT (translated from Spanish):
If there are no objections to the recommendations in
paragraphs 14 and 15, I shall consider them adopted.

It was so decided.
235. The PRESIDENT (translated from Spanish):
Finally, in paragraph 16, the General Committee in
forms the General Assembly that it has taken note of
the suggestion by the Secretary-General that verbatim
services should be provided for the First Committee
and that it notes that the Secretary-General will also
be in a position to have the debates of the Special
Political Committee transcribed, I take it that the
General Assembly agrees to this. If there are no
comments I shall consider it approved•

It was so decided.

236. The PRESIDENT (translated from S anish: We
have thus completed our consideration 0 t e first
and second reports of the General Committee. The
necessary arrangements will be made in accordance
with these decisions.

The meetln~ rost:: at 6.50 p.m.~/ United Nations Conference !on)nternational Organization, 11/12.
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mittee, and items 60 and 6;1.. deal with the treatment
of people of Indian origin in the Union of South Africa
and with the question of race conflict in South Africa
resulting from the policies' of "apartheid" of the
Governtnent of the Union of South Africa.

228. Mr. LOUW (Union of South Africa): I shall de
tain the Assembly for only one minute. I wish once
more, on beha'f of the Government of the Union of
South Africa, tl.'l place on record our objection to
items 60 and 61 being included in the agenda of this
Assembly. This objecti.on is based on two grounds:
first, that the inscription of these items and any sub
sequent discussions or resolutions in regard thereto
would be in viol~tion of a basic principle of the
Charter upon which the United Nations was founded,
and enshrined in Article '2, paragraph 70fthe Charter
which stipulates that this Article shall have an over
riding effect in regard to all the other Articles of the
Charter; secondly, our objection is basedonthe ground
that such action by the Assembly would be in conflict
with the terms of a decision unanimously taken and
recorded by a plenary session of the San Francisco
Conference of 1945 to the following effect:

"Nothing contained in Chapter IX of the Charter
can be construed as giving a~thority to the Or
ganization to intervene in the domestic affairs of
Member States. ItY

Chapter IX to which reference is here made, I would
remind the Assembly, contains Articles 55 and 56
relating to fundamental human rights and freedoms.

229. On these two grounds my delegation objects to
the inscription of these two items.

Items 59, 60 and 61 were placed on the a~enda.

230. The PRESIDENT (translated from Spanish):
If there are no comments on the inclusion of items 62
to 70, I shall consider that they have been included
in the agenda.

Items 62 to 70 were placed on the agenda. without
discussion.
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