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armament proposals, the Soviet delegation deems it
necessary, now that the general debate is concluding, to
draw the .General Assembly's attention once again to
these proposals.

[The speaker then read the textof the programme for
general and complete disarmament, contained in the
declaration of the Soviet Government on general and
complete disarmament [A/4219J.J

4. The new Soviet disarmament proposals are based
on an approach to the solution of this problem which
is new in principle; unlike all the other disarmament
proposals put forward in the post-war period, the new
Soviet proposals do not envisage simply a reduction,
larger or smaller, in the armedforces and armaments
of States or a prohibition of specific types of weapons.
Rather they envisage the comp~ete elim.ination of all
the physical means of wagingwar in all States. If these
measures are carried out, the very possibility of un
leashing war will be eliminated.

5. This is unquestionably an extr{h,;nely drastic pro
gram.me. The danger of a missile and nuclear war
looming over all peoples requires jUst such courageous
and far-reaching soluMons.

6. Everyone knows that implementation of the pro
posals for general and complete disarmament would
bring about a radical change in the whole internatioJ'l\'il1
situation. In his address on 18 September 1959, the
Chairman of the Council of Mtnisters ofthe USSR said:

"When it is physically impossible for any State to
(.lgage in military operations against other States,
international relations w!ll begin to develop under the
banner of trust. Suspicion and fear will vanish; all
countries will be able to behave towards Q.lle another
as genuine good neighbou:rs. The door Will standwide
open to economic, commercial and cultural co
operation between all States. For the first time a
reliable and lasting peace, to which all peoples so
strongly aspire, will become a reality." [799thmeet
ing, para. 89.]

7. When general and complete disarmamentbecomes
a fact, conditions will be far more favourable for the
solution ofmany other complex international problems.
Circumstances will be more propitious to the develop
ment of international co-operation andexchanges in the
economic, technical, scientific and cultural, public
health and other fields. There will be an end to the
artificial barriers with which States now isolate them
selves from other States in order to guard their
scientific and technical achievements for strategic
reasons. The scientists of all countries will be able to
direct their work entirely towards improving human
welfare.

8. In view of the prospects which general and com
plete disarmament holds out for mankind, the wide
response throughout the world to the Soviet Unionts
disarmament proposals is completely understandable.
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General debate (continued)

1. Mr. KUZNETSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Re
publics) (translated from Russian): The Chairman of
the Council of Ministars of the Soviet Union, Nikita S.
Khrushchev, in his address to the General Assembly on
18 September 1959, made a profound analysis of the
contemporary international situation. He fully estab
lished the fact that' the most urgent and pressing
problem of the day was the problem of disarmament.
Mr. Khrushchev sa.id:

"Success in finding a correct solution to this
problem will to a great extent determine the direction
in which mankind is to go, whether it will be towards
war with its disastrous consequences or whether the
cause ofpeace will prevail." [799th meeting, para.45.]

At the conclusion of his address Mr. Khrushchev, as
you know, submitted the declaration of the Soviet
Government on general and complete disarmament for
consideration by the United Nations [A/4219].

2. It is particularly gratifying to note that, according
to the joint Soviet-United States communiqu~, the
Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the USSR and
the President of the United states agreed that the
question of general disarmament was the most im
portant one facing the world to-day and that both
Governments would make every effort to achieve a
constructive solution of that problem.

3. In view of the general significance of the disarma
ment problem and the particular interest which the
world community has shown in the new Soviet dis-
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, .
the introduction of the Soviet Union'S proposals for
general and complete disarmament. Thus the Secretary
of state for Fl,'l.l'eign Affairs of the United Kingdom,
Mr. Selwyn Lloyd, said that he welcomed the fact that
Khrushchev had introduced these proposals. They
should be examined carefully and constructiyely•••

19. The leader of the British Labour Party, Mr.'
Gaitskell, made the noteworthy statement that he much
regretted the West had not given the plan a warmer
reception immediately. After all, the scrapping of all
armaments and the general elimination of all types of
weapons, under control, were measures that were
always welcome.

20. Appeals for serious consideration of the new
Soviet proposals for disarmament were made by a
number of prominent United States statesmen; the
leader of the Democratic.Party in the United States,
Mr. Stevenson, said:

"Khrushchev's proposal must be taken seriously.
The only way to eliminate the scourge of war is to
eliminate the means of war. And Mr. Khrushchev
has proposed just what we all' have preached-a
disarmed world. "

Thereafter, the Advisory G~Unci1 of the Democratic
Party urged the Presilient of the United States of
America, Mr. Eisenhower, to make prompt use of the
USSR proposal for complete disarmament as a basis
for negotiation.

21. It is quite clear that the Soviet proposals are
warmly supported by the broad masses in all the
countries of the world. No doubt, that is because the
proposals express the' hope of all peoples for the
elimination of war from human relations.

2,':', .In speeches both inside and outside the':, "iIsemblyI

a lltup.ber of statesmen have been endorsing the Soviet
proposals in 'principle 'and ~xpreE!sing ideas more or
less akin to general and complete disarmament. There
is no doubt that all constructive proposals providing
for the sett1e~entof the problem~01 general and com
plete disarmament must be carefully examined. Need
less to say, the ~oviet Government'does not claim that.
all the aspects of this broad problem ha've been ex
haus~ively dealt with in its document. Mr. Khrushchev,
in· a speech made at a meeting in Moscow on 28
September 1959, had the following to sayon~his point.

"We consider our proposals as a basis for,agree
ment. We are ready to discuss all amendments, to
our document and proposals., We are also read.y to
discuss other proposals which may be introduced if
they are des.gned to achieve the· same aims as we
are pur uing."

. Thus; the SOviet Onion is prepared to consider' any
perJ;i~ent observations whichhave beenor maybe made
regarding the new Soviet propos~ls.
23. But it would be inaccurate, and hence wrong, to .
say that the Soviet disarmament proposals have called
forth only afavour,able response.'Forces supportingthe
continuation of the cold war and the arms race are '
still far from capitulation. They n~tutally oppose twt
only .general and complete disarmament but also any
disarmament measures whatev:er.,

24. We cannot. overlook the opinions expressed by
those who, either deliberately or because they have not
pro~rly understood the new Soviet proposals, are
misrepresenting the me~ning of the p:toposals and the
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9. The Soviet delegation notes with satisfaction that
the overwhelming majority of comments express, in
one way or another, support for these new Soviet pro...
posals on the ground that they provide a basis for
working out a comprehensive agreement among States
which would guarantee the strengthening and con
solidation of peace for all time.

10. The Socialist countries gave wlanimous support
to the Soviet proposals. I should like to recall some of
the statements that have been made in this Assembly
by way of illustrating the position oftheir delegations.

11. In welcoming the Soviet G9vernment'sproposals,
the Indonesian representative, Mr. Sastroamidjojo,
said that they "correspond with the policy of peace
advocated by the Government and people of Indonesia.
They are ima~native in spirit and revolutionary in
scope." [815th meeting, para. 39].

12. The representative of Afghanistan, Mr. Pazhwak,
said:

"The Afghan delegation welcomes the spirit ,of the
proposals advanced... by the Government of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. We think these
proposals are basic and comprehensive, and we hope
that· their serious consideration by the United
Nations will pave the way for more fruitful dis
cussions on this long-standing problem, which has a
direct. bearing on world peace and security." [809th
meeting, para. 89.]

13. The Canadian Secretary ofState for ExternalAf
fairs, Mr. Green, expressed the following opinion about
the Soviet proposals: "••• I am entirely sympathetic
with the general objective stated in Mr. Khrushchev's
proposal, namely; aworldwithout arms." [807thmeet-

. ing, para. 56.] ,

14. One cannot fail to recognize the truth ofthe follow
ing statement, made by the Minister of Foreign Af

, (airs of Denina:tk, Mr. Krag, in expressing approval of
the ~oviet proposals:

, .
"Complete and comprehensiye disarmament is of

vital interest to all nations,. great or smdn, to avert
the dangers of all-destructive war and to alleviate
the arms burden from the shoulders of mankind, thus
enabling immense prOductive forces to be dedicated
to raising the living standard of millions of human
beir.gs." [809th meeting, para. 16.]

15. other delegations from Asian, European and
Africe.n countries, including those ,of Finland, Norway,
Sweden, Australia, Liberia and Saudi Arabia, have
taken .a favourable view of the Soviet proposals for
general and complete disarmament. '

16. Many statesmen outside the United Nations have
also urged that the ne-w Soviet proposal should: be
treated with the utmost seriousness. One of these
statesmen, the Prime Minister of India, Mr. Nehru,
said that the plan fOJ; general disarmament proposed
by the USSR was a courageous proposal deserving of
serious study. '

17. The United Kingdom ts elder statesman, Mf. Win
ston Churchill, called the plan for complete di~arma

ment put forward by the Soviet Union "striking". He
said that the goal it enVisaged was one to w1)ich all
countries and their leaders must yearn. '

18. The leading figures in the United Kingdom Gov
ernment have, on the whole, also reactedfavourably to
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settlement of 'disputes, and would lead to a significant
strengthening ofconfidence in relations betweenStates.
In such an atmosphere of growing confidence, the
solution of the problemof control wouldunquestionably
be easier.

30. The argument advanced by certain statesmen and
newspapers, that general and complete disarmament
would benefit only the Soviet Union and the socialist
bloc, is not helpful. The Soviet Union has proposed
general and complete dtsarmament because of its
sincere desire that the arms race shall be ended and
that all peoples shall be able to live peacefully, free
from the permanent and oppressive menace of another
destructive war. Naturally, if other States also sin
cerely desire to attain that goal, tbere will no longer
be any kind of ground for fearing to give up ,guns,
bombs, submarines or rockets, bacteriological or
chemical weapons, and so forth. All nations, without
exception, will benefit from this.

31. Those who, while not openly rejecting the Soviet
proposal for general and complete disarmament, seek
to spread doubts as to its feasibility, are not helping
the search .for a way in \fhich to end the arms race and
for a radical change towards a normalized inter
natiQnal situation. They remind us of the old Russian
proverb: the mother-lil-law who :zoecalls her youth
will not trust her daught~r-in-Iaw!

32. The Soviet Govern$'ent, in advancingitsproposal
for general and complete disarmament, has proceeded
from the convictionthat, if the leaders of all States dis
play good will and the political wisdom worthy of our
age, the implementation of the proposal will. be en
tirely feasible, and th~t so radical a S.o.IUtiOn.',?f the
disarmament problem would serve the interests ofth~
world's peoples better than any other. '

33. But in putting forwf-rd the programme for general
and complete diearmarqent and in regarding it as en
tirely practicable, the Soviet Government certainly
does not propose to acton the principle of "all or
nothing". .

34. If the Western P~wers do not at the present
juncture express their readiness to start general and

I
complete disarmament,j the Soviet Government is
prepared, as it has been in the past, to negotiate with
the otherStates on sUitaple partial steps towards dis
armamell,t and the strengthening of security.

35. In this connexion the Soviet Govermnent deems it
necessary to emphasize that disQussion of the pro
posal for general andcomplete die;armament shouldnot
delay the settlement of sp acute aridpressing a question
as that of the permaneqt cessation of nuclear weapon
testing. I

36. As a result of the tengthy negotiations at Geneva
between the representatives of the USSR, the United
States and the United Kingdom, the positions of these
Powers on the question of stopping nuclear weapon,
testing have already come somewhat closer together,
and the Soviet Union believes that all prerequisites
now exist Ifor the final ~nd early conclusion of agree
ment On this matter.

37. In this regard the Soviet delegation must express
its regret at the wrong interpretationoftheposition.at
the Geneva. negotiations given in the speech delivered
to the Assentbly on 17 September 1959 by the United
States Secretary of\State, Mr. Herter I797thmeeting],
in whi,p~ the impression was conveyed that the USSRY Statement reproduced in The New York Times, 28September 1959.

real aims of the Soviet Union. Thus, some people
contend that the new Soviet proposals and, acoording
to them, all the former disarmament proposals of the
Soviet Union, do not provide for sufficiently effective
measures of control over the implementation of dis
armament.
25. It would be difficult to invent 'anythingfarther from
the truth! The Soviet Union has always supported and
will always support the most stringent internati~:>nal

control over the execution of disarmament agreements.
All the Soviet proposals for the prohibition ~f atomic
weapons and tests of such weapons, and for the re
duction of conventional armaments and armed forces,
have invariably been accompanied by specific pro
posals. for establishing 'effective control on an inter
national basis. However, the Soviet Union has always
been opposed to divorcing the control system from
disarmament mea~·.J.res and to control organs becom
ing, in effect, agencies for the collebtion of intelligence
data under conditions in which there would be no actual
disarmament. As Mr. Khrushchev ~aid in his speechof
18 September 1959, "We are in favour of genuine dis
armament under control, but ,we are against control
without disarmament" [799th meeting, para. 64].

26. The new Soviet proposals for general and complete
disarmament are also based On this principle. They
provide for the establishment of an international con
trol organ, whose functions are t() be exte.nded pro
gressively to correspond to the stage reached in the
phased disarmament of States. Control is ultimately to
become general and complete, provisionbeingmade for
the institution of a system of aerial observation and
aerial photography• In reply to a q~estiononcontrol at
the press conference in. Washington on 27 September
1959, Ml'i~ Khrushchev elucidated1this aspect of the
Soviet proposals. He said: !

I
"We certainly propose to establish, once disarma-

ment has begun, a stage of control corresponding to
each stage of dis~mament, that is to say, to send
representatives of' other States to control the areas

. susceptible of control under the agreem'ent. This will
be the procedure followed throughout the pro
gramme's execution, until disarmament shall have
been completed. At that time, the controllers
obviously will have to remain in situ in order that
each State should scrupulously observe the disarma
ment agreement."Y

27. Needless to say, specific que,stions relatingto the
Scope and character of the measures for controlling
disarmament at the various stages of its implementa
tion, as well as specific questions qonnectedwithother
aspects of the programme proposed, will be the subject
of discussion and agreement during appropriate
negotiations. :

I '

28. By now it should be clear to"any unprejudiced
person that one important merit of the basioally new
approaoh to the disarmament problem proposedbythe
Soviet Union is this: it eliminates all the obstacles
hitherto inherent in the control problem or artificially
introduced into it.

29. Surely, no one would deny that acceptance~ in it
self, of the solution of general and complete disarma
ment would be convincing confirmation of a sincere
dQSire to establish ,relations ona baBis of friendship,
Co-operation and repudiation of the use of force in the

I

:,1
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was preventing the reaohing of an understandingonthe
cessation of nuolear weapon testing.

I

-38. It is well known that it was not the Soviet Union,
but the United States which introduced a number of
different proposals at Geneva withthe object of delaying
the conclusion of an agreement. The Soviet Union, for
its part, introduced a number of constructive pro
posals, in Which account was taken of its' partners'
positions in regard to a,ll unresolved questions. The
Soviet Government has repeatedly stated, and recently
reaffirmed, that it is prepared to sign forthwith an
agreement with the Governments of the United States
and the United Kingdom for the cessation, for all time,
of every type of nuclear weapon test.

39. We consider that, in the matter of stopping nuclear
weapon testing apd in all other international questions,
the parties should strive to find points of contact and
mutually acceptable solutions, and not lay every pos
sible emphasis on what divides them, or divert their
energies towards seeking to establish who is toblame
for the failure of past negotiations. In this connexlon
~r. Khrushchev said, in his address to the General
Assembly on 18 September 1959:

"I have no desire to stir up the past or to en~\ge

in an analysis of the obstacles and disagreements
which develuped in the course of the disarmament
talks; sUllless do Iwishtolevel accusations against
anyone II [799th meeting, para. 62].

40. We are deeply' convinced that the main require
ment today is to remove the obstacles which have piled
up .on the path towards the solution of thorny inter
national problems. That -is the task inwhichthe Soviet
Union calls 'upon its partners in negotiations, and upon
all other States; to help.

41. Attempts to presd upon the present sessionques
tions like the so-called question of Tibet show that
certain circles are concerned to prevent the estab
liiahment of a businesslike atmosphere in the United
Nations. Of course, those who are using Ireland and
Malaya as spearheads in this matter want to preserve
the cold war ·atmosphere by every possible,means. In
this they are grossly violating the ,principles of the
United Nations, the authority of which, as a result, is
seriously undermined.,
42. This session must repulse any attempts to use 'the
United Natic;ms for Ule purpose of exacerbating inter
national relations. Our duty is to do everything in our
power to help in imprOVing the international situation,
and in maintaining and strengthening world' peace.

43. The. study of outer space is noW attracting more
and more attention. In our times the wildest dreams of
interplanetary flights, which only four or five years
ago many thought to be impractical fantasies, are
coming true. The interplanetary station, automatically
controlled, which the Soviet Union has just launched,
and which is now travelling on thefal~ side of the moon, .
is an example.

44•. In the past, mankind could not do without the
exchange of experience, and co-operation, in various
fields; nowadays, in the century of space and nuclear
anergy, the need for international co-operation is clear
for al,1 to see, and requires no proof. Indeed, it is
impossible to conceive of any study of outer space in
the absence of an exchange of the data collected by the
scientific institutions of the entire world. How can
science be confined within narrow national limits in.

the century of the. "sputnik" and the rocket? It ,is
essential to establish co-operatjem, on the broadest
possible basis and on a footing of equal rights, between
all countries, in the study of outer space and its use for
the benefit of mankind. The SovietUnionhas supported,
and will support every possible expansion of such co
operation in the study of outer spaceG

45. As is welllmown, when the United Nations ad hoc
Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space was
established [resolution 1348 (XIll)] at the thirteenth
ses.sion of the General Assembly, discrimination
against a number of c'ountries was permitted. The
Soviet Union,' while supportlng the idea of establishing
the Committee, spoke against its formation with a
membership which wouldviolate the principle of equal
ity of rights for all countries affec~edby its actiVities.
However, the decision to give the Committee a. mem...
bership which did not ensure the co-operation of all
countries on a basis of equal rights was forced on the
General Assembly. That' decision impeded the be
ginning of genUine international co-operation in the use
of outer space. The Soviet delegation regards this
situation as completely abnormal. "

46. Since an exchange of the results of scientific
research leads to more rapid progress in the study of 
outer space, the Soviet Government intends to intro...
duce a proposal for the calling of an international con
ference of scientists, under United Nations' auspices~
on the question of exchange of experience in the study of
outer space.

47. Vie have seen that there has recently been a ten
dency, on the international level, towards a relaxation .
of tension and a normalization of relations between
States. An ever-growing number of statesmen are
beginning to realize the need 10r pursuing a policy of
peaceful co-existence and one whereby international
disputes are settled by negotiation.

48. In this connexion we must again mention the out
standing contribution, iIi th~ matter .of confirming the
principles of the policy of peaceful co-existence,
represented by the visit of the Chairman of the Council
of Ministers of the SOViet Union, Mr. Khrushchev, to
the United States and the forthcoming visit of the
President of the United States of America, Mr. Eise~
hower, to the SOViet Union. The joint communiqu6
published after the conclusion of the conversations
between the Chairman of the Cou,ncil of Ministers of
the USSR andthe PreSident of the UnitedStates at Camp
DUvid, recording th~ agreement of both sides that all
outstanding international questions should be settled
not by the application 'of force but by peaceful means
through negotiation, will doubtless haver tremendous
significance for the whole future development of inter
national relations. All States and peoples should bend
their efforts toward the attai~entof the great goal
the ensuring .of' a firm and lasting peace.

49. We have many unsettled international problems
before USe Mr. Khrushchev said here on 18 September
1959, "there is, however, one problem whose solution
the people of all countries big and small await with
hope, irrespective of their social systems andways of
life. It is the problem of d~,sarmament." [799th meeting,
para. 45]. '

50. Now that international tension is being reduce~
the United Nations must take advantage of this
promising opportunity to make a worthy contribution
to the ensuring of peace and security. The current
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60. Our Organization, which bears a h6avy respoh:~'
sibility in this matter, should concern itse!! more
actively with :r~m()vi:lg the obstacles Vf~ich still con
front these peoples, whose courage and sacr\:tfice in
winning back th~il;~ freedom are solid guarantee~ of
their respect for the 'freedom of others and. the safe-
guarding of peace. .

61. My country is not contentwith eXpressing a strong
.desire for peace or making a simple profession of
faith in it. TheGovern~entandpeopleofMoroccocoho.
sider that the maintena\'lce of peace andits restoration
where it has been distUrbed are the pr-imary duty .of

satisfaction np.d our optimism. We hailed with the
greatest' satisfaction the accession of the people of
Guinea to independence and the admission ,.,f the Re
public of Guineb.> to the United ~ations. We did so not
only because that country had liberated itself courage
ously from colonial domination, but also because its
people, who are so attached to justice and progress,
will, \hy their presence, bring an important contribution

. to the development of this Organization and to the
safeguarding of the v.'l.lues which it upholds.

57. Othe,r countries will rbtain independence next
year, some of them by decision of the United Nations:
the Cameroons, Togolahd, Somaliland and Nigeria. We
hope that they will joinus as soon as pOSSible, for there
is no doubt that they will bring to our Organization,
which has fully supportt : and helped them, a strong
attachment which will'iurther extend its influence.

58. We are pleased to note that many speakers on this
rostrum have called attention to these eVt:Jnts, which
are of great significance to the immediate evolution of
Africa. The very recording of these events constitutes
in itself an international recognition of the future
prospects and of the role of the whole African c6n
tinent. All the'se peoples who are emerging, who have
won back or are in the process of winning back thoir
independence have, at the same time as the desire for
independence, a desire for peace and co-operation,
which is the only way mankind can achieve a happy
destiny.

59. Frequently in the course of our proceedings, '
stress is laid on the need for this Organization to be
uniVeo-:'1al. It is true that almost every year one or
mol' new cOl1.ntries become Membe~;~ {)f the United
Nations, but we have not yet reac~:,ed a sufficient
degree of universality. The prolonged absence of so
many nations, large or small, is likely to limit the
value and effectiveness of the Organization. The
re~rets, however sincere, whichwe repeat everyyear,
do not absolve us from our share of responsibility
for keeping outside the Organization colint!'ies which
for several years have expressed a desire to,liecome
Members, and thus to subscribe to all of the 01'-"
ganization's principles and obligations. Other coun
tries, too, are· not repreSented~ere because
antagonisms over which this Organizatl~nhas some
times not been able to prevail, keeps them on the
n~tionallevelin a p?:inful state of division,and on the
international level, outside the community of nations
and of world collaboraB(~n(l.Lastly, other countries,
under colonial dominatioh,/'are earryingona heroic
struggle, aided in their sacrifices by the justice of their
cause, the support of free peoples and the confidenoe
they have in the United Nations, which has inscribed
in the Charter the right of all peoples to self-deter
minatioll.
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session of the General Assembly can a.nd must support
the proposals fOl' general and complete disa:tmament
and assist in their li':lpeediest implementation. That
would be an important step forward towards delivering
mankind from the terror of a newwar and establishing
lasting peace on earth.

51, Mr. BENHIMA (Mor.occo) (translated from
French): For several years past and until its last ses
sion the General Assembly has begun its work in an
international atmosphere of distrust, alarm and
threats. The periodical outbreak of regional conf1i~ts

and of crises in international relations were a severe
test for our Organization and very often gave rise to
incl'eased scepticism as to its value and authority. It
must be recognized, however, that whenever the
Assembly has met, it has exam.ined calmly the. prob
lems submitted to it and it has sevel'al times averted
specific and imminent threats to international peace
and security.

52. Thus it condemned and stopped the aggression
against Egypt in October 1956 and prevented the out
break of a general conflict in the Middle East at the
time of the revolution in Iraq and the events ~n Lebanon.
It also found, or helped to find, solutions to difficult
questions which were discussed within its walls or for
which it bore some measure of responsibility. For
example last year peace was restored to Cyprus, and
we hope that it will be strengthened and consolidated in
an atmosphere of freedom and justice.

53. Nevertheless, the agenda Qf the fourteenth session
still includes very i:J;nportant questions and the wishes
and hopes of the world are once again directed towards
our Assembly. Among these questions there are some
which relate to colonial domination and to the future of
the Non-Self-Governing Territories; others are con
cerned with human dignity and the fundamental rights
of man, for which this Organization is responsible, such
as the existence of over a million refugees in Pales.tine,
and the persistencel\of segregatioll, and racial dis;'
crimination. Lastly, there are questionl;l.Which relate
to international tension, the problems of disarmament
and the cessation Cif nuclear tests.

54. It is in this (~onnexion that there is a real dif
ference between this session and previous sessions.
Because this yea'[' our ,work has begun in a less tense
atmosphere. The meeting betw'een the President ofthe
United States and the Chairman of the Council of
Ministers of the Soviet Union is one of several efforts

,made, some of them by the United Nations, to attenuate
differences, to reduce sterile antago:p.isms, to open the
way for an intelligent understanding of tnternational
realities and, we hope, f(l~ usef'-ll co-operf-4tion among
the nations of the worla. '!

55+, !'.The people ofMorocco, who remember the support
Ylhich the United Nations gave them in realizing their
aspirations and inwinningbacktheir independerice, are
particularly gratified at this strengthening of the role
of the United Nations, and wiE;h to reaffirm their
atta?hment to the ideals and principles of the Organ-
izatlOn. These ideals and principles, indeed, fonn part
of our national scale of values as it has developed
f~oxp. the spiritual springs of our civilization and as it
is determined by our ~oral code and. the ethical
standards which are at the root of our political insti-
tutions. ' .

56. Apart from these results, which are undeniably
very encouraging, there are others which increase our

,
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68. We hope that the United Nations willhelpto avoid
the creation of a new and deeper chasm between France
and countries which desire to have only the best rela
tions with it. Morocco ~1'\ particular hopes for such fl,n
understandi.i:'ir;. On ach. ;"'ing independence, itput aside
all those feelings which a painful past might have
justified, and it has· enthusia.stically undertaken an es
sentiallyconstructive task which requires peace as a
condition for its success. Unfortunately, its desire to
develop a worthy and prosperous way of life continues
to come up against a number of. difficulties.

69. Large areas of Morocco are still occupied by
France and Spain, and this constitutes a flagrant vio
lation of the integrity ofMoroccan territory four years
after the recognition of its independence. French and
Spanish troops ar.e stUI stationed on our territory,
even though we have no alliance or military agreement
with these Powers and though the proclamation of
independence removed all the military obligations of
the Protectorate. MoreOVei", France, in the lateryears
of the Protectorate, and without the lmowledge of
Morocco, granted important basee to the Ur.l.::ed States,
the illegal nature of which His Majesty and the Moroc
can people immediately denounced in spite of the
circumstances, and they ha.ve continued their protests
ever since.

70. For four years the Government and the people of
Morocco have called for the evacuation of all foreign
troops. The conversations we have begun with the
Government of the United States have now reached an
encouraging stage and must finally lead to total evacua
tion. On the other h3.nd~ France and Spain continue to
refuse to recognize the .very principle of evacuation,
thereby perpotuating infact and in law a situation which
amounts to occupation. At differen.t stages of the nego
tiations, each of the· two Governments have offered to
put an end to the occupation only on condition it is
replaced by some sort of mutual defence pact, or has
made its attitude dependent upon the results of nego
tiations willi the other Government. Very often our
legitimate claim is opposed in the name of interests
which are not ours and in regardto which Morocco has
clearly defined its positierd by proclaiming aiJolicy of
non-dependence.

71. As for the prublem of frontiers, France and Spain
continue to exercise their sovereignty de facto over
territories which belong to Morocco by virtue of a
series of international treaties to which both France

Y Conferenr.e of rndependent Afr.\can States, Monrovia, Liberia, 4-8
August 1959.

every independent country and the supreme obligation
of every Member of the Uniten Nations; for without
peace there can be no real independence-or real free
dom, and hence neither progress nor justice.

62. Some people profess the view that only an im
mense accumulation of armaments is capable of pre
sarving- peace. History, particularly that of the great
empires! gives us many examples tending to show that
the availability of the means of making war has very
often led to the use of those means. However that may
be, the latest endeavour to create peace has involved
the great Powers for almost fifteen years in!l compe
tition in which their efforts have been devoted essen
tially to 'trmaments research. Asa result, the very
idea of scientific progress has been modified to such
an extent that today it generally refers to research
with a strategi(j or military aim. Worse still, instead
of encouraging feelings of security and hope, this pro
gress only arouses alarm and anxiety. Nuclear ex
perimeuts, in particular, which are an important pa".t
of this frantic armaments race, have aroused the
unanimous disapproval of all peoples. From the first
year of its admission to the United Nations, my country,
through its delegation, has made it lmown that it con
demns these experiments, whatever country makes
them and on whatever territory they are carried out.

63. As we are not members of any bloc, Bmd are
therefure free from pr~,aganda motives, we have
adopted this attitude and have supported it firmly, with
the sole aim of denouncing, in all conscienct1\, a real
dtinger for mankind, the effects of which havE~ in fact
already been tragically demonstrated. We had hoped
however that the awareness of this danger and the
emoti.on which it haR aroused in world opinion would
lead-the atomic F.,Jwers to abandon these experiments.
Strenuous efforts to achieve a relaxation of inter
national tension and some measure ofdisarmamenthad
led recently to an effective suspension ofnuclear tests
by'the three atomic Powers.

64. Unfortunately, France made known at the same
time its intention to carry out nuclear tests in the
Sahara, without concern either for the risk of com
promising the relaxation of international tensionwhich
had been achieved with such difficulty or for the
opinion of the peopled of Africa who are the most
directly threatened. DIplomatic protests were made to
the French Government by most of the countries of
Africa, whilst the Monrovia Conference]j adopt~d a
motion expressing the anxiety of all the independent
peoples of the African continent.

S~. Dl1.ring the first seven months of 1959, my Gov
e~ent sent three notes in succession to the French
Government drawing its attention to the fact that the
territories where it was proposed to set off explosions
were in dispute and pointing out the dangers to which
the nearest Moroccan communities inparticular would
be exposed. The laQt of these notes was purely and
simply rejected. It was then that His Majesty's Gov
ernm~nt asked the Secretary-General to put this
question on the agenda of the present session [see
A/4183j.

66. My delegation wHlgive its views on all the aspects
of this qu43stion in greater detail when the matter is
taken up in the First Committee. But an argument has
been put forward by the French Government in con-
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nexion with which my delegation would like to make a
few observations here and now,.

67. France has described the bomb as the French
Community's bomb and shelters behind what it calls
the consent of the countries which form the Community
to explain why it is carrying out a test in a region
which is under its sovereignty. Mr. Tsiranana is not
the head of -an African·country and Mr. Houphottet
Boigny represents' only the Ivory Coast. This isolated
support serves only:to emphasize the categorical
condemnation proq,onnced by the other leaders of the
French CommunitY. As a matter of fact there is only
one voice on the whole of the African continent which
is not associated with this condemnation, even though
the people of the Ivury Coast have publicly demon
strated against the French project. Other European
and Asian States have associated themselves with the
whole of Africa in a.sking France to give up this test in
the interest of its relations with the peoples of Africa.

,f
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84. Tpe .Algerian people went into this struggle only
in order to obtain the right tp decide its own destiny..
General de .. Gaulle has solemnly recognized the right
of the Algerian ,people to self-determination and has
eXpressed his recognition in the follOWing memorable
terms: 'We shall do so as a great nation and by the

82. I ·shall lay particular stress on the efforts of the
United Nations" which having first established its
competence to deal with this question, has continued
ever since, in all its resolutions, to urge the NatiQnal
Liberation Front and th3 F"rench Government to enter
into negotiations.

83. At the present stage of development of this war
and of its diplomatic aspects, we consider that our
efforts have been p~.rtially successful. The two state
ments by. President de Gaulle and by the Provisional
Government of the Algerian Eepubl1c constitute an
important step towards a positive search for peace.

81. .The various French Goverrunents all ignored
these efforts and declined these offers. 'Y'et, Whatever
the circumstances, the sole object of our efforts was
to make it easy for both parties to establish conditions
for a diSmission whichwouldlead to direct negotiations
and to a solution which would be the wO!'k of Algeria
and France.

calls Algeria to a common destiny at the side of its
brothers of Tu.r...isia and' Morocco. It was the duty of
France to encourage this harmony in order to help
establish that Maghreb entity, of which it seems to
have been aware only in the interests of colonial
domination and exploitation.

78. For almost five years this war has been decimat
ing the flower of Algeria and of France. In deference
to this Assembly and out of respect for all the victims
of this, the most atrocious of colonial wars, I shall not
recount here all the horr,ors, the poverty and distress
into which 'it is plunging a whole nation of noble and
brav@.. p~ople. I shall instead try to recall all the
effc':;~bwhicbhave been made on all sides to halt a war

.in which there can be neither victor nor vanquished
and to open the way to a solution which would restore
peace.

79. Only a few months after our independence, when
the waX' was nearly two years old, His Majesty the
King of Morocco made a mOVing appeal in his speech
at Oujda in August 1956. l'heNationalLiberationFront
replied to this by sending its leaders to Rabat, where
their discussions with His Majesty and the Moroccan
Government were considered sufficiently encouraging
to arrange for a conference at Tunis with President
Bourguiba. We are all aware of the stupid act which
put an end to this project and which impaired both the
confidence of Tunisia and Morocco and the excellent
predispositions of the Algerians for a reasonable'
peace.

80. We had hoped subsequently that the French geniUS
might take the first opportunity to rectify this mistake
and to make up for the seizure of the aeroplane by
releasing Ben Bella andhis companions. If this gesture
had been made-and it was asked for on several oc
casions-it would unquestionably have had broad
repercussions throughout North Africa and discussions
could have been resumed. A last effortwas undertaken
jointly by His Majesty the King of Morocco and
President Bourguiba, who officially offered their.good
offices.

823rd ~eeting - 6 October 1959
_._---------------~--------------------------

and Spain are parties. Throughout the whole period of
the Protectorate, these territorles were administered
in the name of the Moroccan authority andby Moroccan
representatives of the central a(i~inistration.Mauri
tania was accordeJd a direct and separate administra
tion only towards the end of the Protectorate. Quite a
lon.g time after independence, when a joint frontier
commission was about to meet, F'rance set up Mauri-

·tania 89 a separate territory and brought it into the
French Community against the will of its p,eople. My
Government, confident in the clearly established Jus
tice of its Cf~'.,:~e and in the support of the people of
Mauritania, st~'\jlngly reaffirms its reservations and its
protests against this pure and simple anneX~ltionof a
part of its national territory.

72. Spain has followed tl1e same procedure with re
gard to the Ifni enclave an,d the territories of Saguiet
el Hamra in the southern Sahara. Only a few months
ago a Spanish Government decree placed the~\e terri
tories under Spanish sovereignty, and another decree
authorized the granting of permits for mining explora
tion to foreign companies.

73. In view of these illegal decisions, as well as of
those taken in Mauritania, His Majesty's Government
has officially warned all countries, likely to be in
terested in the exploitation of the resources of these
territories that ithas never ceased to consider them as
an integral part of Morocco.

74. The situation on the eastern frontier remains
equally confused, for the war which has been raging in
Algeria for the last five years is not only being used as
a pretext for the indefinite postpoIlement of the prob
lem of delimitation but is also gi.ving rise to many
grave incidents and even to the occupation by the
French army of Moroccan territory, as in th.e case of
Hassi-Zerzour at the end of July 1959, which my Gov
ernment brought to the attention of the United Nations.

75. In regaining their independence, Tunisia and
Morocco hoped that the~ could devote all their efforts·
to constructive work to promote economic development
and social progress. They hop~d to be able to do so in
the harmony and brotherhood of Maghreb u~ity, ~nd in
close collaboration with France, whose important
interests and cultural il)fiuences could assure it of
solid and lasting friendshipandoifruitful,co-operation
in the whole of North Africa. Lastly, theyhoped that it
would be pOSSible, in an atmosphere of confidence, to
effect a complete transformation of the old relation
ships by getting rid of everything which in any way
restricted or obstructed the blossoming of true in
dep6l!dence.

76. The idea of any such development, however, co'~lc.

only be conceivable in the perspeotive of a Maghreb
united in equal independence and prepared to collabo
rate with a France whica was entitled to the same
esteem and the same confidence in Tunisia, Algeria
and Morocco. The Tunisian and Moroccan people'S
have perhaps been more fortunate, but the Algerian
people, after one hundred and twenty years of occupa
tion, have been forced into an ordeal which they have
done everything to avoid.

77~ At two- t>articularly decisive moments o~ its
history North Africa has revealed the ineluctable
neceRsity for its fundamental unity. Firstly, when the
war of conquest in the last century ended in the
destruction of the Algerian State, Tunisia andMorocco
were assured of calamity. Todayt that same necessity
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only suitable method, by allowing the Algerians freely
to choose their own future."

85.' There is no longer any disagreement between
the parties on the objective. General de Gaulle is ad
mittedly surrounding the exercise of this right by a
series of conditions which cannot all be retained and
is giving it only the degree of finality which he wants
or hop~s for. A right is only complete:if it is exercised
by the i holder with safeguards which exclude deceit,
violenl"e or fraud and if the alternative it offers is not
limit~L in advance.

86. AU the French Governments and G,,~neral de
Gaulle himself have always recognized the iX'regularity
of the Algerian elections. In his well-known letter to
General Salan on the eve of the last referendum, Gen
eral de Gaulle thought it necessary to give the repre
sentative of his Government a solemn reminder of the
absc.lute necessity of keeping the elections free of
irregularities. The guarantees called for by the Pro
visional Government of the Algerian Republic in its
statement find further support in :the most recent con
duct of the authorities inAlgiers and in the admissions
of the French Government itself.

87. As for the possibility of an election which would
impair the unity of the Algerian people or the integrity
of their territory, it could not be seriously proposed
for their approval, for they wouldnever agree to accept
it.

88. We were surprised that Mr. Couva de Murville,
who explained General de Gaulle's peace plan at great
length to the General Assembly [814th meeting], did not
$ee fit to mention the Algerian Governmen';. 's peace
plan. After the hopes that the positive abpects of
President de Gaulle's statement aroused, the French
Government itself and French and international public
opinion were waiting for the Algerian Government's
reply. Did Mr. Couve de Murville's silence mean that
his Government was indifferent to that statement or did
it betTay his Government's intention to limit itself to
the offers it had alr~~dy made for a sattlement?

8~. The Algerian Government, however, affirmedwith
great authority that peace could be restored at once.
Behind it the National Army of Liberation a1?d the
Algerian people are ready to await the verdict of the
elections. In view of this very clea'i.' attitude, it behoves
Fnance to prove the seriousness of its intentions and to
agree to a discussion, stripped by now of all prelimi
naries, which would define, first and foremost the
guarantees necessary for an honest consultation.

90. At no time during L"le war have we been So near
to peace. I recalled a little while ago the efforts the
United NationS has made to accelerate the attainment
of peace. I drew attention to the actions of my Gover:i
ment to facilitate discussion. My King and my Govern
ment, who have never claimed to be intermediaries,
will continue, inview of this new hope, t() encourage the
two parties to meet in order to put an end to a war in
which weare nevertheless implicated and finally to
establish apeace which is of moment to us. .

91. On the threshold of this great hope of seeing peace
restored in the Maghreb, the thoughts of the Morocoan
peoph~ are turned towards the other extremity of the
Arab fatherland, towards the torn country of Palestine,
more than one million of whose children have been
liVing for eleven years in the misery and sorrow of
exile. My country, which in four years has' welcomed

more than 100,000 Algerians fleeing the war that is
raging in their country, is particularly sensitive to the
distress of our Palestinian brothers, torn from their
homes by the greatest injustice of the century.

92. What makes this injustice even more distressing
is tJtat it is not just the act of a single country but that
it is overtly tolerated and encouraged by a large num
ber of States who~e responsibility has bepn, and still '
is, very grave. Tr..3 United Nations itself, "-,tel' shOWing
itself incapable of averting the cause of this tragedy,
consolidated it w~:""p'; number of decisions which have
never been put into 4tfect.

93. We ca:nnot understand the paralysis of the United
Nations in the fact of decisions which seem to have
been ta..\:en at a certain moment, in a sudden desire
for justice, but which are being increasingly distorted,
possibly in the hope that they will finally become
meaningless or that the settlement of the Palestinian
Arabs within the border of other brother States may
pave the way for their complete integration. The head
of the Lebanese Government stated from this rostrum
[811th meeting] that it would be in vain to count on any
kind of wealtening of the determination of the refugees
to return to their homeland. In the name of what justice
did the Polish or German Jew, however '·~'orthy of
respect his sufferings in his own country 'might have
been, establish himself on the soil and in the home of
the Palestinian Arab, who becomes in his turn "the
wandering Arab"?

94. The Secretary-General, whose spirit of justicewe
know well and whose efforts we applaud, submitted to
our Organization a report directed towards the inten
gration of the Palestinian refugees in the various Arab
countries. Morocco remains faithful to the only prin
ciple of juatice that is valid for the settlement of this
questi9m namely, the return of the refugees to their
homeland. That is why my Government and my dele
gation have been unable to support the suggestions Bub
mitted by the Secretary-General.

95. The representatives of Israel who expound the
views of their Government to us here never show the
slightest interest in this basic aspect of the true prob
lem of the Middle East. Israel, taking care not to
examine the circumstances of its own creation, is only
anxious tc) denounce what it calls the hostility to it of
the Arab states. It denounces the United Arab Repub
lic's exercise of its right to control passage through
the Suez Canal, and sometimes from an international
rostrum) it interferes in the internal affairs of the
Arab world. This manne'" of forgetting the event and
remembering only its results does not wipe out the
real probleJIis or change their true nature. The attitude
of the United Arab Republic with regard to the Suez
Canal is only a lesser symptom of the principa.l fact,
which is the state of belligerency existing between
Israel and the Arab States against which it has waged
war.

96. I began my statement by expressing my delega
tion's satisfaction with the concrete results achieved
by the United Nations in the search for a positive
solution to many of the problems brought to its atten
tion. I should like to conclude by expressing our hope
that the real problems, which sometimes arise in their
..tl'Ost complex form, may find anenduring t:101ution only
if such a solution is in keeping With the true nature of
things. In the Middle East; the real problem is not a
problem of the Canal nor a problem ofunder-develop-
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102. Then he lists the second point:

"The second key control issue is the matter of on
site inspections requiredto identify suspectedun~er
ground explosions. While the United States does not
object to placing a limit on these insped~ons, we
believe that the number should 'be based on a scien
tific judgement, .not onpolitical arguments. To assist
in making this judgement, we have submitted scien
tific data bearingon the complexproblem of detecting
underground explosions and determining whether
they are nuclear explosions or earthqusUtes. We re
main convinced that this information sho'uld be Qon
sidered, although the Soviet Union hp,s thus far re....
fused to do so." [Ibid., para. 62.]

103. Then he comes to the last point, thethird issue:

"The third key issue in the negotiations is the veto.
The Sovlet Union wants the veto in one form Or an
other. The United States firmly believes that any
control system which could be fr\l.strated in its day
to-day operations by the veto power would be worse
than useless. It would create the illusion aI1i,'i not the
reality of control." [Ibid., para. 63.] "These are the
principal issues. It is clear 'Chat the points at issue
are real, they cannot be ignored." [Ibid., para. 64.]

104. That is all I need to quote from Secretary of
state Herter's speech, and I think tiu3ymake it very
clear that there was no misrepresen\~ation, there was
n~ accusation on our part that the Sov'iet Union sought
to delay matters. And certainly there was nothing in
here to justify the accusation that we sought to delay
matters. Secretary Herter merely said in effect that
here were the issues on whi~h agreement has o.ot been
reached, and I do not think that Mr. Kuznetsov would
really contend otherwise.

105. The PRESIDENT. (translated from Spanish): I
call upon the representative ofSaudi Arabiawho wishes
to exercise his right of reply.

106. Mr. SHuKAffiY (Saudi Arabia): It was not my
wish to intervene for the secondtime in the debate were
it not for a statement made yesterday before the As
sembly by the spokesman of Israel [S20th meeting].
Thus we owe it as a duty to this august body to state
the Arab position on one or two points.

107. The Israel spokesman has charged that the Arab
delegations talk of the right of self-detei'mination and
at the same time deny that right "to one people on
earth, the Jewish people". These are the words of the
spokesman of Israel, that we deny the right to self
determination to one people on earth, the Jewish
people. I can say outright that we admit the charge; it
is a fact. We deny to the Jewish people the right of
self-determination simply because the Jews are not a
people on earth. There is no such thing as the Jewish
people. There is Judaism, the Jewish religion, and. a
sacred religion too. There are Jewish citizens that
belong to different States all over the world, iL'\~~: a
Jewish race, a Jewish people, a Jewish nation does
not exist just as a Christian nation, a Christian
people, a Christian race does not exist. If we accept
this Qoncept of Jewish nationhood, what would be the,
status of Jews in every Dorner of the globe? Are they
part of the Jowish people? The Jews and Jewish
Congressmen in the United States, are theypart of the
Jewish people? The Jews in the United Kingdom, in
France, in Latin America, in the Soviet Union. in India,
are they part of the Jewishpeople? Jewish representa"

manti it is the problem of an unnatural di'Y'ision which
has been the disgrace of the nations for the last ten
years; and-I apologize fo1' repeating the expression
ttsed by an eminent personality-that division recalls
the illegitimate child plaoed in someone's arms and
whom the United Nations is now asked to adopt.

97. In Algeria our hopes remain also very high, be
cause the desire of both parties has been affirmed in
solemn texts, on a very important occasion and this
desire tends towards the achievement of peace. Ifthis
word has today become the watchword of both the
French Government and the Government of the Algerian
Republic, all that remains is for the two parties to
prove the sincerity of their feelings and of their atti
tudes; then, through the United Nations or withthe sup
port of nations friendly to France andto Algeria, a just
and viable solution may be found. The wish voiced by
my delegation at the end of this general debate, is that
this desire of the French and Algerian peoples will
oombine with the desire of al~ the Arab peoples, the
desire that Algeria may be delivered from its suffer
ings and strife, that Algeria may at last recover that
dignity of which its admission some day to the United
Nations would be resounding proof.
98. The PRESIDENT (translated from Spanish): I call
upon the representative ofthe UnitedStates to exercise
his right of reply.

99. Mr. LODGE (United states of America): I wish
very briefly under my right to reply to make a comment
in the nature of a rectification of th~ statement made
by the representative of the Soviet Union, Mr. Kuznet
sov, 'iri his speech. In that statement he referIed to
"the wrong interpretation of the position at the Geneva
negotiations given In the speech delivered to the As
sembly on 17 September 1959 by the United states
Secretary of State, Mr. Herter". Then he said that it
was the United States which "introduced a number of
different proposals at Geneva with the object of delay
ing the conclusion ofJ\ln agreement".

100. I think that Ican show that the Secretary of State,
Mr. Herter, did not misinterpret the actual state of
affairs and that the United States did not submit pro..,
posals designed to protract the attain)nent of agree
ment. To do so, Iwill quote from the speech which was
made here on Thursday, 17 September 1959 by Mr.
Herter, . Secretary of State of the United states. He
said:

"There is some progress to report. The three
Powers have agreed on a number of details which
would have to be apart of a full accord, and technical
agreement has been recently reached onthe means of
detecting and identifying nuclear explosions at high
altitudes and in outer space. However, there are still
three central issues onwhich agreement has notbeen
achieved. They all relate to effective inspection,
which remains~hekey to agreement." [797th meeting,
para. 59.]

101. Then he lists these three central issu.es. Mr.
Herter continued:

"First, the:re is the problem of staffing control
posts-the listening-posts that would be established
to register data which might indicate an unauthorized
nuclear explosion. The Soviet Union has insistedthat
a major portion of the personnel at ea.ch control post
must be from the host country, a form of self
inspection which we cannot accept." [Ibid., para. 60.]



Y See Official
Session, .Annex.

§} See Official
,£lement No. 18,

"•••The
has••• dec:
national 1'_
is utterly:
determinel
habitants (
of Israel 1
one capita
three thou
Heve, until

These areth
declared as
to negotiate~

117. On 15
to The New·

"Jerusal
lDndi>n an
for negotb

Mr. Ben Gu
for the quesl

Israel hilS t
stand at the
With the st
to negotiate

118. On the
problem, tt.
Report of 1
did not suo
principle b~

flhding of j
independent

nationa!1zatJ
pects, Israe:
it holds. So
refuses bef(
tions of the I

115. These
adopted pro}
If you are t
why shoUld ,
would then t:
np man's lat
are prepare
you have a:
repatriate :
Jerusalem,
assigned to 1

denial of thl
far as we u
Nations. Thi
I will say th
oession.

116. The pi
explained al
'Qy Israel. '1
declarations
the United 1
question of
Trusteeship
declaration 1

stated:

!
'\

--

2../ See Official Records of the Security Council. Sixth Year, 558th
meeting, para. 23.

ff ~ --

General Assembly - Fourteenth Session - Plenary Meetings
t

Uves among us here in the Assembly, Jewish em- 111. Arab measures which were taken in 1948 in
ploy~es here with us in the Secretariat, are they part relation to this "root and branch" of Zionist terrorism
of tlie Jewish people? Je\Vish soldiers anywhere and is called here b}' the Israel spokesman, Arab aggres..
everywhere, are they part of the Jewisb peQple? sion. It is not a diffIcult task for Israel to describe a
108. To all these questions Israel answers yes. This defensive action as being offensivej for Israel~ it is
is the case of Israel, this is the "raison d'~tre" of its simply a matter of changing one letter ortwo, and the
very existence. With yes as the answer coming from defensive becomes offensive. T'nis is how Israel had
Israel, it becomes abundantly clear that the whole chosen yesterday to describe its treacherous offensive
Arab position is fully justified. Moreover, it beoomes against Egypt in 1~56, that campaign which the United
glaringly obvious that in essence the problem is Israel Nations knows full well, of which the United Nations
and that Israel is 'feally the problem. However, should was seized, that campaign which placed the world on
anyone speak of the right of self-determination, Israel the brink of war, has been so easily and lavishly
must keep, 'Jilent. Israel has no word, has no say on the described by th,e representative of Israel here as a
subject. The whole disaster of the Palestine question defensive war, and as an innocent defensive war-and
is the result of the denial, ofthe dismissal of the right what innocence•.
of the principle of self-determination. The Palestine 112. The statement of the Israel spokesman onpeace
case in 1947 here in the United Nations was advocated is not genuine nor serious enough to call for my com
by the Arabs as one of self-determination. The record mente It was Mr. Fawzi, the Minister for Foreign M
is there on the books of the United Nations. We then fairs of the United Arab Republic who as far back as
declared, that it was not possible to partition Palestine 1951 had said to the security C~unci1 the following
against the will of its people that the people were en- "The first statement we heard this morningwhichwa~
titled to exercise their right to self-determination. made by the representative of Israel" -Mr. Fawzi was
That was our position. commenting then on a statement made again by the
109. But Zionists, supported by imperialism, have Israel representative only yesterday, but with all the
succeeded in brushing aside the principle of self.... span of time in all these years, this comment of Mr.
determination, and Israel exists now for one reason Fawzi is still maintained as good and valid. Mr. Fawzi
only: because the people of Palestine were denied the said, "the first statement we heardthis morningwhich
right to self-determination. Had the right of self- was made by the representative of Israel, speaks of
determination been applied and been sincerely and peace"-and rightly Mr. Fawzi chose the ward "speaks".
faithfully applied, the whole catastrophe would not have Mr. Fawzi is a very cautious gentleman, and he
started. The refugee problem would not have arisen selects his words and phrases-ttl have already
and Israel would not have emerged. Israel's very ~ommented on such talklf-again r he uses the word
existence today is not a fulfilment but a denial of the taUt"-"by the representative of Israel. Among other
right of self-determination, the right of a people deeply things I said that peace is not words. Peace im acts
rooted in this Hall from time immemorial. Israel and facts. Peace is not a million people chased out of
occupies its seat today on the d~bris, the ashes, the their country, deprived of home and livelihood and
remains of the principle of self-determination-des- denied the most elementary of human rights."§j

troyed and thrown to the winds. Had that right been 11~. Mr. Fawzi has put to the United Nations'this
respected~ Isr~el ,:ould not have been seated here in test for real peace in the life of the million refugees;
the United NatIOns, it would not be 9,ble to speak so there are a million testimonies to show how pre
lavis~ly, so extravagantly ~d so mercilessly on the postero\ls is the plea Clf Israel for peace.
prinCIple of self-determinatlon. What is more, these
Israel gentlemen would be seated alnongstthevisitors 114. Lastly, the question of negoUations seems to be
but not amongst the representatives had we relBpec·ted exciting, amusing and interesting. Thc:' spokesmanfrom
the right of the principle of s2lf-determination for the Israel offered immediate negotiations with the Arab
people of Palestine. Instead, there would have been leaders to settle what he calledArab-Israel problems.
today an all-Palestine delegation representing' the ThilS is a fallacious offer. There are no Arab-Israel
legitimate inhabitants of Palestine-Jews, Christians problems. There is the Palestine problem which first
and Moslems-all alike, because they are the people and foremost belongs to the people of Palestine-and
who have lived all their lives in this, their country, there is no other problem. The spokesmanfrom Israel
their homeland for generations. This is the storyof the has argued with Mr. F9,wzi that there is no such thing
principle of self-determination which Israel has des- as the Palestine question; that was his main contention,
troyed, and chooses now to lament with the tears of there is no such thing as the Palestine question. Well,
what-the adjective of whichldonotwishto pronounce. what is there to negotiate when the very existence of

the 1'81estine question is questionable. It stands argu-
110. As to the story of the Palestine War, this is a abk, even by its name, and its existence is denied.
long story to tell, which I shall not do. In a word, it And still we have the co~rage to offer negotiations for
was the Zionist forces that started a criminal war of a problem, which accordingto them, does not exist. Let
murder, destruction and fi!'ej and the survival of the us talk sense. Let us not talk in the air. What are the
refugee, and the holy places that are held sacred by all matters to be negotiated? The Palestine question
the religions ~,f the world, do exist now through the comprises three main problems, already decided by
Arab intervention. Mr. Ch~rchil1, describing Zionist the United Nations resolutions: first, the question of
terrorism in those days, saId: the :refugeesj secondly, the internationalization of

ttIf our dreams of Zionism are to end in this smoke J erusalemj and thirdly, the territorial aspect in
of ashes and pistols, and to produce a new set of Palestine. Regarding repatriation, Israel is not willing
gangsters worthy of Nazi Germany, many like my- to re-pat,riate one. Single refugee to his homeland. On
self will have to reconsider the position we have the question of Jerusalem, Israel resists the inter-
maintained so long in the past. Those responsible
must be destroyed-root and brtmch."

~10
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nationalization of Jerusalem. On the territorial as
pects, Israel will not ooncede one iota ofthe territory
it holds. So what are we go~ng to negotiate if Israel
refuses beforehand thn, implementation of the resolu
tions of the General Assembly?

115. These are not conditions; these are resolutions
adopted properly and eloquently by the UnitedNations.
If you are n~t prepared to accept these resolutions,
why shoUld we meet and what should we negotiate? We
would then talk in vacuo, andwe wouldbe meeting on a
np man's land of negation and denial. You say tqat you
are prepared to negotiate without pre"'conditions, but
you have already set the conditions. You will not
repatriate refugees, you will not internationalize
Jerusalem, and you will not give back the territory
assigned to the Arabs by the United Nations. This is a
denial of the very concept of negotiations, at least as
far as we understand it properly here 'n the United
Nations. This is a mockery of' negotiation andperh3ps
I will say this is only a negotiation in a carnival pro
cession.

116. The positions on the purt of Israel that I have
explained are borne out by official declarations made
QY Israel. These are not my descriptions. They are
declarations that have become part of the records of
the United Natiolls, and I beg your indulgence. On the
question of Jerusalem, Israel has transmit~ed to the
Trusteeship Council a document which contains the
declaration made by Mr. Ben Gurion onJerusalem. He
stated:

"•••The General Assembly of the United NatioilEl
has••• decided to place Jerusalem under an inter
national r6gime as a separate entity. This decision
is utterly incapable ofimplementation-ifonly for the
determined and unalterable opposition of the in
habitants of Jerusalem themselves. But forth~State
of Israel there has always been and will always be
one capital only: Jerusalem, the eternal. So it was
three thousand year~ ago, and so it will be, we be
lieve, until the end of time."li

These are the words of Mr. Ben Gurion, with Jerusalem
declared as the eternal capital of Israel. What are we
to negotiate?

117. On 15 December 1951, Mr. Ben Gurlondeclared
to The New York Times-and this is very interesting;

"Jerusalem is our capital. Tous, Jerusalem is our
London and our Washington. There can be no issue
for negotiation for the question of Jerua-:"IdID."

Mr. Ben Gurion says that there w'ill be 110 kivgotiation
for the question of Jerusalem, and the gentlemanfrom
Israel has the courage here in the United Nations to
stand at the rostrum and say, "I offer negotiation".
With the statement of Mr. Ben Gurion, what is left
tonegottate on the question of Jerusalem?

118. On the question of the refugees, which is the last
problem, the PalesUne Conciliation Commission's
Report of 1950, stated as follows: "The Commission
did not succeed in achieving the acceptance of this
principle by the Government of Israel."Y With this
fihding of fact by the ConciUation Commission, an
independent organ of the United Nations, what is left

if See Official Records of the TrusteeshipCouncH, Fourth Year. Sixth
Session, Annex, Vol. 1, document T/431, annex.

'§J See Official Records of the General Assembly, Fifth Session, Sup
.E!ement No. 18, chap. III, para. 12.

to negotiate in connexion with the repatriation of the
refugees?

119. On the question of the territorial aspect, too, the
permanent representative of Israel, in a letter dated
27 October 1949 and addressed to the Palestine Con
ciliation Commission, mind you, states I:\S follows:

"The Government of Israel now asserts its titleto
the territory over which its authority is actually
exercised. All that territory had to be fought for•.•"

It "hadto~efougbtfor",the Israel representative says,
although the gentlemar~ from Israel here speaks of
peace and peaceful inteniJons and the peaceful record
of Israel in the Pale~ltine conflict of 1948. The per
manent representative ~peaks of a territory that "...
had to be fought for, :all}~ttttterritorynowconstituting
the State of Israel. There' can be no secession."

120. Is there anything t(~ l'legotiate on the territol:'ial
question when Israel rej(~cts the return of areas as
signed to the A,,-abs by thEf United Nations? That is the
adamant position' of Israel on the whole question of
Palestine. '

121. Some have told me, after hearing the gentleman
from Israel, that with the Israel offer of yesterday, it
is implied that Israel has changed its positiontowards
tne United Nations resolutions; otherwise it would not
have advanced such a generous offer of negotiation
without conditions. Is this true? Has Israel changed its
position towards the United Nations resolutions? The
Israel sppkesman has put the question to the Arabs
yesterday point blank whether they are prepared to
negotiate immediately. But there is aprior question to
be put to Israel: Are you prepared to accept the reso
lutions of the General Assembly, all the resolutions of
the General Assembly without any exception, including
the resolution on the Suez Canal, that have been passed
by the United Nations without singling anyone out,
without any discrimination for one resolution against
another? As far as we are concerned, we declare here
and now that we accept the Unit~d Nations resolutions
as a whole.

122. Is Israel ready to accept the rtS"itoed Nation.s
resolutions? This is the real question. /'cs iathe real
challeilge. It is for Israel to answer, if Israel can
answer. I leave the rostrum now for Israel to answer,
if it wishes and if it can answer.

123. The PRESIDENT (translatedfrom Spanish): lcall
upon the representative of Israel to make a brief ex
planation..

124. Mr. LOURIE (Israel): I see no reason to enter
into any discuEsion wl,th Mr. Shukairy on his further
not very helpful expression of views 011 the problem of
Israel-Arab relations. I note that he rejects anypossi
bility of negotiation.

1~5. On a single point, let me say, however, that as to
whether there is or is not a Jewish people I would
recall that not only was the League of Nations Mandate
based on the concept of the existence, universally
recognized, of a Jewish people,but so, too, was the
report of the United Nations SpeCIal Committee on
Palestine,2/ which led in due course to the resolution
of this body of November 29,1947 [resolution 181 (11)].
Let me recall, finally to the Members oithis Assembly,
that 6 million of my people went totheir doom in Nazi

,II -

!!JSee Official Records ofthesecond session of the General Assembly,
Supplement No. 11, Volumes I-Iv.
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Europe because and only beoause, they were members
of the Jewish people.

126. The PRESIDENT (translatedfrom Spanish): 1call
upon the representative of France to make a brief
explanation.

127. Mr. BERARD (France) (translatedfr():m. Franch):
1 have listened very attentively to the speech by the
representative of Morocco, and Ihope he will allow me
to tell him, in all friendliness, that inview of President
de Gaulle's statement of 16 September 1959, 1 had
expected quite other words and qUite another attitude
from him now. It is 110t my intention to reply to him
here. 1 should simply like to point out three inaccura
cies in his speech which I cannot overlook.

128. 1 regret that the representative of Morocco
should have felt authoriz~dto take to task. individually
and by name, eminent and respected members of our
Community. In that connexion. I would only recall that
the decision on the nuclear explosion I,n the Sahara was
approved unanimously by the Executive Councll of the
Community after a free discussion among all its mem
bers, and that the only reservation raised by a single
member ooncerned not the explosion itself, but the
precautions to be taken to protect neigh'bour!ngrJOpula
tions.

129. With regard to what 1 must regretfully term
"Morocco'sterritorial ambitions"•I should simply like
to stress that the people of the Mauritanian Islamic
Republic have made it clear-both in the referendum of
28 October 1958 and throughtheir Assembly electedby
univeraal suffrage andtheir democratically constituted
g-avernment-that they desire freedom and that they do
'hot wish to be ar.nexed by anyone. Ideplore the possi
bility that such claims might impair the peaceful and
co-op9rative relationship which exists and shouldexist
among the members of the Community and all their
neighbours.

130. Lastly, I cannot, for reasons you will easily
understand, let it be said from this rostrum that the
President of the French Republic or any French Gov
ernment whatsoever has acknowledgedthe existence of
irregularities in the Algerian elections.

131. It is an evident distortion of the text to interpret
in that way the letter to General Salan, which on the
contrary gives evidence of the validity ofthe elections.
There are, of course. points at issue between France
and Morocco, but the forum of the United Natlons
intended as it is for the discussion of matters of gen
eral interest-is not the place to deal with them. They
should be settled directly and in that spirit of esteem
and confidence which-as the representative of
Morocco recognized in at least one past::lage of his
speech-animates North Africa's feelings towards
France.

132. Mr. Krishna MENON (India): Mr. P~esident.my
delegation haQ the opportunity earlier duringthe course
of this session to offer its felicitations to you On your
unanimous election to,the high office you hold. Today.
we have the pleasure of being able to congratulate you
indeed and wish.ourselv_,s well upon your return here
after your brief indis}X>s1tion. The Assembly would not
be as fruitful without your guidance and without your
presence with us here.

133. My delegation would also like to take this op
portunity of expressing the feelings ofour Government
and country at the tragic death of the Prime Minister

of Ceylons Mr. Bandaranaike. Many representatives
have spoken here of his qualities of statesmanship and
his personal qualities of wisdom andoourage, and it is
not necessary at this late hour for me to engage the
Assembly on this sad matter. Ceylon is our closest
neighbour. Its late Prime Minister was a personal
friend of many of our statesmen and people. We have
been often encouraged by the example of the great
courage he displayed in times of difficulty in his Own
country and by the leadership that he gave often in
regard to policies fashioned by himself and with neigh
bouring nations.

134. My delegation participates in this general debate
at its late stage. Some seventy-nine speakers, not
including those who exercised their rights of replY,
have spoken for nearly sixty hours actual speaking
time on the various problems that concern the world.
This is not a large number of speakers, nor is it an
unconscionable amount of time, when, as my delegation
feels, we have here this opportunity of the general
debate, not only to discuss world problems as such,
but also to get some glimpse of each other's countries.
It is one of the main contributions in the open sessions
of the Assembly which makes for greater international
understanding.

135. This fourteenth session of the General Assembly
opened, in its early stage, with an address by the
Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the USSR
[799th meeting]. It was one of the great events of O1.\r
sessions and of our time, more especially in view of
the pronou~cementshe made and the policy proposal he
.communicated to this Assembly. To thes~ my delega
tion will address itself in later stages of our proceed
ings.

136. There has been a degr'ee of criticism and, on the
part ot the Secretary-General, what sounds somewhat
like an apology for the development of events outside
the United Nations. So far as the Government of India
is concernedJ we do not look upon this as though we
have to suffer it because we mustw or make the best
of a bad position. We think that the developments that
have taken place in what is called "outside the United
Nations" in so far as they are developments which
contribute towards the progress of humanity, towards
world peace and co-operation, aJ.'e "insid~:t the United
Nations, in that the United Nation~ is not bound by the
limits of this Organization, but by the Purposes and
Principles of the Charter. The Secretary-General has
already pointed out the constitutional and other reasons
which justify this kind of negotiations on world prob-
lems. .

137. We think that it is very important~ wherever
possible, that those who are in a position to negotiate,
who are in a position to deliver the goods, those be-
tween whom there are greater suspicions than amongst
some others, should take advantage of every oppor
tunity to make direct contacts and to confer. We in the
United Nations should wish them well. We are equally
am::ious that our anxieties or our concerns in these
matters should find a response in these others who arc
concerned, that we should be kept informed, that we
should be enabled to educate ourselves, and instruct
our judgements, and thatwe shouldbe able to make our
contributions as from the places where we stand.

138. The large number of speakers that have pre
ceded me have had as their main themes the central
problem of our world, namely t the tension that exists.
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But their speeohes have also been characterized by a
degree of, or at least a desire to hope. I think it would
be far too optimistic to say "by a tone of hopefulness"
because that is hardly characteristic of the Assembly.
The Assembly consists of large numbers of "hard
boiled" representatives of Governments and it is not
as though they permit themselves to take a romantic
view of problems. But right through these speeches,
except where intimate problems concerning their own
countries and their relations and such other factors
come in, there has been in these speeches such a
desire, such an anxiety, such a passion, that we may
dare to feel hopeful in regardto what may happen in the
future~

139. There is very profound concern about the enor
mous increase and development of armaments and the
fact that after ten to fourteen years of discussing
disarmament, the world today stands more armed than
it has ever been in history. What is more, the various
proposals that have been debated from time to time,
though they have engaged the attention of people and
have certainly led to the development of the considera
tion of various aspects and difficulties of the problem,
have not yet led to any positive solutions.

140. Therefore, looking at the wOl'ld as it is, we find
today, at a time when this Assembly meets, that we are,
on the one hand, confrontedwith hope, and, on the other
hand, with anxiety. It brings to my mind the romantic
or is it not so romantic ?-fantasy, of a famous his
torical novelist, Charles Dickens-not of our time but
of a previous century-who, in one of his historical
novels portraying the period when the British Crown
received a communication from some of its subjects
across the seas, in the American colonies, wrote in
this way about the era of 1778:

"It was the best of times, it was the worst of times,
it was the age of wisdom, it was the age of foolish
ness, it was the epoch of belief, it was the epoch of
incredulity, it was ijle season of Light, it was the
season of Darkness, it was the spring of hope, it was
the winter ofdespair, we had everythingbefore us, we
had nothing before us •••"11

141. The world is very much in that state and it
largely reflects the state of development of our times,
that we are confronted with problems about which we
really have inadequate experience. Therefore a prag
matic approach, dealing with problems as they arise,
and not being committe.d too far beforehand as to what
side one should take, is necessary in the interests of
the relaxation of world tensions.

142. My country has been committed to this position
for a long time. In that connexion, we welcomed the
statement of the representative of Iceland [820thmeet
ing] the other day-not about fishing rights in the North
Pole about which he spoke with passion, in which we
do not want to participate, but in regard to the forma
tion ofblocs, not the blocs of the cold war, but the blocs
inside the Assembly. We ourselves belong to various
groups, and I think that groups, in so far as they seek
to offer to the Assembly their collective wisdom, are a
constructive force. But if, on the other hand, blocs
surround themselves with walls of isolation, then we
shall divide the unity of this Assembly. A degree of
neighbourliness: a degree of the coming together of
people who have oommon problems and commonback-
,rounds, is to be expected and welcomed.

Z! A Tille of Two Cities, book 1, chap. 1.

143. But my delegation shares, with the representa
tive of Iceland, the concern that our attempts to OD-'
operate with each other should not restdt in our iso
lating ourselves from others or fronl the Whole of the
United Nations.

144. This present period is also 0 "e of conside:r1.ble
scientific advancement, including the proximity of
human discovery to finding the origins of life it
self.

145. We have also had placed before us at this session
for the first time, although it had been mentioned so
many times in speeches by a less notable delegation,
the proposition that disarmament alone is not whatwe
need if this world is to survive and prosper , but really
a warless world. When the time comes and in the
course of our observations at this Assembly, then my
delegatiOll would like to draw a distincticnin content
between the two proposals that are before the As
sembly, one really concerned with disarmam.ent and
the other concerned with a world without war. '

146. We have before us the Annual Report of the
Secretary-General on the Work of the Orgam\zation
[AI4132], which is 110t entirely of the usual character.
It deals with questions of political philosophy and
theory; it deals with problems that have to do with the
development of thi's Organization in the future. And I
sayp in all humility, that I do not think that our Or
ganization has given proper attention either to these
problems or to the report itself. The Secretary
General's report is received as a matter of course,
and we are inclined to think that (Jour responsibilities
are over when we pay him his meed of thanks.

147. We are grateful not ,,)n1y to the Secretary-Gen
eral for this report. In his person, he embodies the
whole of the Secretariat. At the end of this general
debate, we should like to offer the thanks of our dele
gation and, if I may presume to say so, the thanks of all
of us, to all those persons who· make up the Secre
tariat, who make the functioning of the Assembly pos
sible, who prepare the large amount ofmaterial and the

'considerable number of documents whioh we receive,
and some of which we do not receive. For all these
things, we are grateful to the Secretariat-to the ad
ministrative staff, to the interpreters, and to every
body concerned. Most of them are people whose naJlles
do not appear in the newspapers and do not even appear
in official records,. Without theil' diligence and their
devotion to duty and the bard work they have to put in,
often after office hours, it wouldnotbe possible for us
to function here. May I therefore take the liberty of
asking the Secretary-General to convey to the Secre
tariat, in an appropriate way, this expression of ap
preciation.

148. It is not possible for me to study this report
publioly, because some of it is obviously debatable, and
I do not want at this stage of the Assembly to enter into
a controversy in that field. However, one maybe per
m~tted to refer to various points in the report.

149. The Secretary-General has referred to the uni
versality of the United Nations. I am. sure that, as
things stand, all delegations but one in this Assembly
would vote for universality as far as membership is
concerned. But the observations of the Secretary
General go a little further, when this universal con
ception has a bearing upon function in :"'1'11ch a way as
though the concern of every Member of the Assembly

• • ~ ~ --" • _ _ u~ ~ •• • ••
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153. The Secretary-General has also made reference
to the International Court of Justice and to the greater
use we should m~e of it. In this connexion, may I also
observe that reference was made in the course of the
debate to the fact that certain countries, particularly
referr~ng to us, had taken th.e view thatwe could make
decisions on matters where others are concerned, and
that it would be far better if we accepted the compul
sOliV jurisdiction of the Court. Merely as a point of
information, I should like to inform the Assembly that
the Government of India has accepted the compUlsory
jurisdiction of the Court, and the documents in this
connexion have been circnlated by the Secretariat. Of
course, the a~eeptancecontains reservations~but those
reservatioT1S are not unusual. They are reservations
which app1}rtain to almost all the Commonwealth coun
tries, and others which are common in diplomatic
practice. But, apart from that, we have accepted the
compulsory' jurisdiction of the Court.

154. It is usual at thi& time to look at the agenda of the
General Assambly. It is one of the easiest things to do
because Wf) have looked atitfortenyears. It is always
the same agenda because it is the same world. But
there are certain changes and developments, and then
our al>proach to these items must vary. I do not think
we should be cynical and say thatwe discuss the same
things year after year. I suppose we discuss the same
things in one sense, but we often make different ap
proaches to these problems. Certain new items have
come onto the agenda, and the Secretary-General f S

report, I think, constitutes one of the not least neces
sary items on the agenda, and is a document which
provides much food for thought. I hope the Secretary
General at some time will give considerat~on to placing
the individual matters for consideratiou before the
appropriate organs of the United Nations.

155.' ,It is usual on occasions of this kind to refer to
cne's own count.ry and the progress or otherwise there
in. My delegation has given considerable thought to this
practice and there is good justification for ~ts con
tinuance. It shoUld be done for two reasons. One is that
in our .part of the world great changes are taking place.
We are at present in that part of the world which in
recent times has come into independence. We also
represent a social and economic system which seeks
to establish revolutions, political, social and economic,
by and large, by consent. But over and above that we
would like to discuss briefly the developments in our
own land during the last twelve months or so, because
it is one way of international communication. We lay
increasing stress upon sending delegations, upon
receiving delegations, upon communication of informa
tion. Therefore I think that if delegatefl who are as
sembled here do not use this opportunity within the
brevity of tima that conditions us, to inform each other
of our position, we shall not be doing our duty to our
own country or to the Assemb1y as a whole.

156. It may be that in some cases our national as
pirations, our national considerations, our national
prejudices and traditions, may import into this an
inevitable imbalanc.e. In India the main theme about
which one may speak is iis economic and social
development under conditions of a planned economy.
Various five-year plans have been in progress andwe
find that this progress has maintained its schedules,
and while progress is slow-at least slow having
regard to our low siandards of living and our hopes-it
has still been maintained.

152.· Each State here has one vote. All are eqaal.. The
very beloved country of Iceland, with a populatil,)n of
200,000 is no less important than the country of India,
with a population of 380,000,000. But it is equally true
that a mere massing of votes-whether it is 45 to 11
with 25 abstentions or, as in the old days, 55 to 5
does not have the same impact upon world opinion as,
shall we say, a vote that reflects the real v:lews and
conditions in the world. To a very large extent, a vote'
in this Assembly has value in reality in direct ratio to
its impact upon world opinion and the ,response it
arouses on the part of the world.

151. The same applies with regard to the votingpro
cedures to which also the report refers. Whenwe touch
on this matter, we touch a very tender spot. While it is
quite true thd.t equality of status, as a British Prime
Minister once said, does not mean equality offunction,
it is also true that, the less the capacity for and con
tent of function, the more a person is conscious of his'
status! Therefore, when we touch on this problem, we
shall be touoning on something which requires a great
deal of consideratitm.

150. The Secretary-General has also referred, ex
pressly or by implication, to certain constitutional pro
cedures, where, again, there are certain aspects which
one would welcome and other aspects which one would
want to study. We will all admit that as the work of the
United Nations grows, becomes intensive, becomes
more a day-to...day affair, the functioning of the repre
~entatives of Governments at Headquarters who are
dccredited to the Unitad Nations would become more
and more important. But my Government has always
taken the view that, whether it be in groups, the Afri
can-Asian group or the European group or whatever
it is, no group of representatives, whether at 2. par
ticular time at an Assembly or otherwise, could, in
the present circumstances of the world, in the absence
of a world constitution and world law, becomade faoto
a world government. Policies are to be made by chan
celleries. Therefore, while we are fully aware of the
importance of day-to-day consultation, this Organiza
,tion will carry weight with public opinion in various
'countries, will hava the conscious and enthusiastic
13Upport of ttovernments, only to the extent that, in
activities from day to day, the Secretary-General's
personality, the Organization itself and the scene of
the changing functional context are more and more in
touch with Governments and chancelleries. Mr. Ham
marskjold is fully conscious of this matter and, during
the ccnside~abletime that he has between sessions of
the Assembly, he takes care to visit cap~tals. Un
fortunately, he has to do a certain amount of sight
seeing, but not included in these sights are the states
men of those countries who are the essential part of his
programme.

. or of some of them has to be demarcated in one form
or another. I do not say that this is altogether a
proposition that should not be consider~d,but it has its
pitfalls. It is one of those things that I do hope will
engage the attention of the Assembly in the future
that is the development of the ,Organization, to what
extent the United Nations has become synonymous with
the entirety of its Members and the Goyernments
represented-and, even where the results a~'e good, to
what extent, for the time being or for all time, some
or all Member States have to keep out of certain mat
ters and certain contexts.
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i57. From somewhere about $17,300 million in 1948 in the report of the Secretary-General in the part
the national income of Indiahas risen ir.:.1958 to some- concerned with community project development~.India
where about $22,600 milli<m. Also the standards oflife today .aspi~~s to cover herselfwith this form of village
of our people have gone un, but very slightly, because democracy iand planning, economic and social, right
while the national inCODl\3, to which I referred now, from the bottom. Sixty per cent of our villages are
has gone up, the per capita income in India has not covered by these projects, and 56.6 per cent of our
gone up ,n the same wz-y because of the increase in population, somewhere about 165 million.
populativ..~. It does not mean that our increase in popu- 163. Then we come to a larger developmentwhichhas
lation is proportionately higher than anywhere else, international bearings. In a country like ours, whichhas
but the aggregates are larger. So from an inc0m~ of come into the field of modern developlI1ent only
$49.4 per head ten years ago, it has gone up to only recently and with a standard of life indicated by the
$57.8 per head of population. , fig~res 1 have given with regard to per capita income,
158. Since independence in our country there h~\sbeen mc,)dern development, which requires capital goods
an increase in population to the extent of 67 millions. from highly-advanced countries, and what is more~
That is larger than the total population of many coun- different factors which are and have been conditioned
tries represented here. This (jomes about fronlL the by the economy of other countries, is therefore to a
fact that, while the birth-rate has gone down one point large extent conditioned by our capacity to buy in
per thousand of population, the death-rate has gone foreign lands. That is, external assistance becomes of
down eleven points. Fewer people are born, but even great importance. hl this sphere the United Nations it
fewer people die. Infantile mortality has also gone down ~elf has taken part, although only on ~hat the Secre
from 146 to 108 per thousand of live births in the last tary-General would, at least in private, call alabora
ten years. That results in the fact that the number of tory scale.
mouths to feed which press upon the means of sub- 164. The amount of external resources as far as India
sistence is greater than can be catered for by the
increase in wealth itself. is concerned has come most from the United States

, totalling some $1,800 million in the last ten years.
159. Food production in India has increased in the Out of this $490 million is outright aid, the remainder
~ame way. As far as my recollection goes, in ::,re- being loans repa~'able in dollars or Indian currency,
partitioned India-that is, when India and Pakistanwere with some $200 million or so reservedfo:, expenditure
one country-the total production of food grains in that by the United States Government itself. Therefore, in
India was about 47 million tons. In a smaller India, the way of outright grPL\tS, for which we are grateful,
which is about three fifths of the previous area, last there has been nearly $500 million pumped into the
y-ear we produced 73.5 million tons of food grains and lodian economy. From the Soviet Union, machinery,
we are stin hungry. The rise in the first five years has projects and assistance in loans or otherwise,
been 15 per cent, and the follOWing three years about amounted in all to $670 million. Thenwe have a series
11 per cent.. The production of food in the country, of other projects which are of a more co-operative
which may sound a rather flat proposition to put for- character, largely in the Commonwealth group, ·as
ward, is really the baSis of all prosperity and peace indicated by the Colombo Plan, out of which Canada
and, indeed, is the substratum of our international has been the largest donor and helper. Canada is a
peace and co-opera.tion. comparatively small country in the way of population,

1\ but it is a rich one in resources current and potential.
160. Side by side with the advance in food production India has received up to 1958-1959 $176 million,
there have also been advances in social development. mainly in the field of machinery and atomic apparatus.
I would not take the time of the Assembly by going into
every item. There are a great number of them which 165. From the smaller country of New Zealand, with
may interest me as an Indian nat~onal, but I think the a population of two and a half million or so, has been
development of co-operatives in India is one of the poured into India, largely through UNICEF, some $67
outstanding features. In, our country the position 'is million in the last ten years. Australia, one of our
different from that ofWestern Europe, from the point of neighbours, has contributed to the building of hydro
view of our political and ~.1Ocial evolution in the recent electric projects and other works to the extent of
past or in current times. hlwestern Europe democracy $23 million. The Unitt.~d Kingdom, inthe same way, has
and a political revolution, whether violent or otherwise, contributed considerably towards equipment, apart
conferring political power upon the masses, came after from accommodating us by way of short-term loans.
the IndustrialRevolution. We have the reverse process. From Norway and various other countries has come

assistance to India. Fortunately for us, either in the
161. In India, we have had fuU-fledgedpolitical revo- technical field Or in the field of money, aid has not
lution. We have placed politim'll power in the hands of been a one-way traffic. India has in the same way
every man and woman of adult ~lge, whei:her literate or extended either aid or Im'lns to the extent of tens of
illiterate, whether r'fch or poor. whether tall or short, millions of dollars to other countries whose names I
and the industrial and economic progress has to come do not want to mention here, since I hav,~ not asked
thereafter, with all the social consequences that follow their per'm.ission.
from such a situation.

166. In addition to this, into our country come stu
162. I mentioned co-operatives. Ten years ago there dents-trainees, factory handl3, from all parts of the
were in India somewhere about 5.7 million co-opera- world, more particularly from Asia-nOminat~\fJ tther
tive societies. Today, there are 13,,8 million of them. by the Colombo Plan or under varJ.ous transfer
A few years ago 115,000 of our villages we:re covered schemes; and in this way, not only arewe being helped
by co-operatives; today over 179,000 of them are so by the increase of our own technical capacities, but

'I ~c\fered. But still there remain some 450,000 villages also a degree of international co-operation inthefield
i ~o be covered. There is another projectwhere there is of technical development is built up. Neither political
~, much to intel'est the United Nations. Indeed, itfigures ideology, nor distance of other countries, no~ racial,:

~~"'l"""-~_~E"!J!I!!!!'!\._"_,,_,_,,_~_._''-'.~''_
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religious or other differences have played a part in
this.

167" India has also contributed to the United Nations
Technical Assistance Programm~up to $3.5 million,
and today the Government of India has announced that
it will contribute $2 million to the Special Fund if the
other figures given out come up to the expected levels.

168. The index of production in India has gone up from
87 points in 1948 to 142.7 points. But no country today
has any' cha..'lces of survival, either by a political
philosophy or even by a long history, if it does not
have at its disposal considerable engineering and
technical abilities, and we are glad to thinkthat, while
in 1949 we had 2,900 enfrtIteers and technicians in the
country, todaywe have 9,JOO, all trained in India. There
are also about 400 foreign students on scholarships in
India and altogether about 3,500 students from other
countdes. We regret to say that the scholarships o,f
fered to various Trusteeship Territories have not been
availed of fully. Of the 42 scholarships offeredto Tl'Ust
Territories, only. twenty-seven have been utilized.
Th~re are some 10,000 Indian students in various parts
of the world, the largest number being in the United
Kingdom, the United States and Australia.

169. The most modern of the developments in India
are in the field of atomic energy. I am happy to com
municate to the General Assembly, as I have done
before, that it is not orily part of our policy, but a
policy which is fully insisted upon and implemented
and which has been testified to by Dr. Davidon in the
World Survey Report-the same scientist to whom
Mr. Khrushchev referred as "Davidson"-that, while
the developments were of a very high order and we
should soon be capable of becoming self-sufficient in
the field of atomic technical equipment, there was no
indication that India would venture into the field of
atomic weapons. The atomic energy establishments in
IHdia employ 970 scientiefs and also takd intottaining
nearly 200 trainees every year from India and else
where. There ,'ire two reactors in operation, completely
built in India itself and a thirdbeing built by co-opera
tion between Canada and ourselves.

1&

170. India is the countryintheworldusingthe largest
amount of thorium for the production of atomic fuel.
It has also gone into the development ofuranium metal
plants and of various other things that are required for
this purpose, such as rare ores andmetals. In view of .
the lateness of the hour, I do nat intend to go into de
tails in this connexion.

171. Alongsid~ progr~ss we have had, at the same
time, qur own share of natural calamities in addition to
all other concomitants of an adverse character in
developments that must happen in a democratic society.
We have had devastation by floods. The worst floods in
history occurred in the State of Jammu and Kashmir
and recently in Assam, atld also inBengal and Bombay,
causing losses of tens of millions of dollars and ren
der'ing large numbers ofpeople homeless. Fortunately,
the capacity of our people to adapt themselves to these
circumstances has made these calamities less tragic
than they otherwise might have b~en.

172. Among other developments are the irrigation
developments of India, notably the Rajasthan Canal, the
longest canal in the world, projected as an idea a long
time ago when the Britishwere in India and which would
supply water to part of the Punjab and Rajputana and
convert them into food-producing areas for the future.

173. From t.hese matters we must now go on to
various other questions which bave been raised here
specifically. I should like to deal first with question£\
with which we are intimately concerned.

174. The Secretary-General, on the one hand, and
various delegations, on the other, have referred to
United Nations peace forces; that is to say, the
machinery, the instruments, for applying sanctionary
powers or carrying out police dutiea, or whatever they
may be called. We, as a country t have participated in·
this development, and continue to do so and to carry
some of its burdens. The Government of India is not
at presen~ prepared to participate in a standing force
of the United N~tions as such and we do not think that
it is a practical proposition. We are surprised to find
that some countries have proposed that certain units
of national forces should be allocated and demarcated
for United Nations purposes. But if,they are so allo
cated, what do they do when the United Nations does not
want them? It is not practical, in the defence force 6f
any country, to have troops allocated and demarcated
in this way.

175. Secondly, for political reasons, we think that,
with the present state of development in the world and
in the absence of world law and of the universality of
the United Nations, and in presence of the fact that we
as an Organization are far from free from group
politics or yet capable of taking truly objective de
cisions, we do not think that it would be right to place
at the disposal of such an organization forces which
may be moved inwithout individual negotiations andthe
consent of the people concerned. The time will come,
in a disarmed world, when war is no longer regarded
as a machinery for the settling01 disputes, when some
kind of forces organization may be required to deal
with those who break the world law; but we think that it
is pre:rrature at the present time ~o speak in terms of a .
United Nations force or to expect countries to shoulder
the responsibility from the point of view of persr<'I'\nel
or of money or political acceptanoes.

176. In this connexion I am sure that the Secretary
General 'will expect us to say that units of the Indian
army today in the Gaza strip are there as a peace
force; and that we feel privileged to participate in this
venture. But it imposes considerable burdens upon us,
to a certain extent recompensed by the fact that these
men, not diplomats, not university men, not mentrained
in the arts of peaceful operations, but in the arts of
defence, have been the best ambassadors our country
has ever sent out anywhere. They have no quarrels:
they have left no social problems behind them, as
occupying armies often do. They have created no dif
ficulties in the places where they have gone~ And this
has been our experience in Korea, as well as with
the officers who went to Indo-China, with the of
ficers whom the Secretary-General asked for in a
hurry for the United Nations Observer Group in
Lebanon, and tbose who~ for two or more years have
stood as a peace force intrue Gandhiantradition on the
Gaza Strip between Israel and Egypt, giving unfartu
nate evidence of the fact that there 1s an armistice line
and that the two countries are not at peace.

177. Then we come to another matter which my dele
gation wants to deal with as carefully and as gently as ..
possible, namely the question of La.os. W'e would not
have entered into a discussion of this matter except for .
the fact that we carTy a certain responsibility in con"
nexion with it. As the Assembly is aware, India is th~



186. It is true that the political settlement was de
layed for a long time. That'is to say, the Pathet LaQ
peop'e who were concentrated in the two places ac~..
cOJ;'<.ing to this agreement, took a longtime before t1wY
achieved unity with the Royal Government. Witt/out
attempting to apportion blame to either party, 'ti'l,e
Government of India wishes to point out thatthe Com
mission and the COIl1missiol? Chairman materially as
sisted with their goOd offices in helping the parties to
reach a settlement, as stated bythe Prime Minister of
Laos and the representative of the Pathet Lao fOrces
in a joint letter dated 29 December -1956. That is to
say, though perhaps it was not strictly the essential
duty of the Commission, the Commission brought about
a settlement among these people, and at the end of it
the Prime Minister of Laos i '~sued a communiqu6 in
these terms:

"Besides the signature of this cOlJlmw'iiqu6 has
been. facilitated by the a.ttentive interest the Inter
nationJil' Commission 'has taken in the settlement of
the Laotian problelu, interest which in particUla:t11s
proved bythe opportune and correct report addressed
to the Co..Chairmen~ ..""Mr. Gr()myko and Mr.8elwyn
Lloyd; at that time Mr.' Molotov and Sir Anthony
Eden-nof the Geneva Conference, a copy of which
has been forwarded. Moreover, the International
Commission and especially Your Excellency"-that
is, the Chairman of the Commission-ndid not spare
their efforts to help the happy success of our talks.
The results thus reached contribute in a good
measure to the strengthening of ~ace in the Laotian
Kingdom, in South-East Asia and in the world. _We
therefore avail ourselves of this opportunity to for
ward persor.dllly to the International Commission and
to Your Excellency our most sincere thanks as well
as those of the whole Laotian people. n

187. Now the representative of Laos has said here:

"The International Control Commission,. a body
established by the Geneva Conference of 1954, saw
that it no longer served any purpose and, considering
that its task had been 'completed, left Laos in July
1958.n [815th meeting, para. 132.]

188. We have no desire to enter into a controversy
about this, but we want to put the facts historically
correct. The Commission did not leave in July 1958
bec·')1se its work had been completed but it only ad
journed sine die with a provision to reconvene in
accordance with normal procedures", and the Co
Chairmen also acknOWledged this position. These
doc~ents were the subject of considerable corres
pondence between the Co-Chairmen; Mr. Gromyko and
Mr. Selwyn Lloyd at the time. The Governmentof India
sent the follOWing comtnunication:

"The Government of India have in their previous
discussions with the High Commission ••• stated

h~ .~ !;;,,:,"JC'i/'~ '~~
i.~,1IlJ

823rd meeting - 6 October 195~ 41'l '"-
185. The political prooedures of the agreement are
those given in Articles 14 and 15 read with the two
declarations made by the Government of Laos at
Geneva. These are the articles that deal with the
responsibility of the Royal Government of Laos inthis
matter, beoause it was said that pending a political
settlement, the rebel f9rces had to be groupedin cer
tain areas. Under article 15, the parties undertook to
refrain from any reprisals or discriminations against
perF30ns or organizations for their activities duringthe
hostiUties and also undeltookto guarantee their demo
cratirj freedoms.

Chairman of the Inter&iati~nal Commission for Super-
vision and Control in Laos. '.

178. In 1954, largely under the initiative and the
oon~tructive statesmanship of the then Foreign Secre
tary of the United Kingdom, Sir Anthony Eden, an
agreement was reached whereby fighting in that part
of the world e:topped and for the first time in twenty
five years, on 11 August 1954~ the guns of war were
silenced in all the world.

179~ As a result of those negotiations andpreliminary
to a cease-fire in those areas, after many, years of
very sanguinary warfare in which hundreds of thou
sands of lives were lost, agreements were signed by
the parties which are called the Geneva Agreements of
1954.

180. I hope the Assembly will pardon me if I feel it
part of my Government's duty to communicate to the
Assembly the actu.al position. We have no desire to
appcrtion blame~ but, in view ofthe fact that the United
Nations has intervened in this matter and we are part
of the United Nations, I think the Assembly should be
fully seized of this matter. India is the Chairman of the
Commission, and the other memb~rs are Canada and
Poland.. Decisions were reached by. majorities, except
on certain major issues, but were almost alw?.jTS, with
one or two exceptions, unanimous. There are three
agreements-one on Laos, one on Viet-Nam andone on
Cambodia. The parties to the Geneva agreement on
Laos are the Royal \..": ....vernment of I~aos, the French
High Command and the High Command of the Pathet
Lao, that is~ of the d:l.ssidentforces, and of the P!;;;1ple's
Forces of the Democratic Republic of Viet-Name

181. The Democratic Republic of Viet...Nam, France
and Laos subscribed to the Final Declaration of the
Geneva Conference. All the Govarnmentes represented
were also parties to the Geneva agreements. The Royal
Government of Laos made two declarations with
reference to articles ~,4 and 5Gfthe Final Declaration
regarding political integration and non-involvement in
military alliances, andforeign military aid. The period
stated with reference to the latter was the peried
between the nessationofhostilities in Viet-Nam andthe
final settlement of the country's political ·problems.

, 182. The respollsibility for the exeC1~tion of this
agreement was placed on the parties, that is, the sig
natories, under article 24 of the agreement. The Com
mission, of which India was·the Ghairman, was made
responsible under article 25 for control ·and super
vision o~ the implementation of this agreement.

183. The special tasks for whichthe Commissionwas
made responsible included the supervision'" of the
implement'ation of the agreement regarding the intro
duction of military personnel and war material andthe
rotation of personnel and supplies for French Union
Security Forces maintained in wos. The Commission
was also charged with the duty to see that the frontiers
of Laos were resp~)cted. ,

. :1:84. Article 25 states:

"An International Commission shall be responsible
for control and supervision of the application of the
provisions of the Agreement on the cessation of
hostilities in Laos. It shall be composed of repre
sentatives of the following States: Canada, India and
Poland.•• "
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in this matter was one that the Commission itself was
competent to malr~. Then, aft~r that, this reply was
communicated to the Co-Chairmen-and this is a very
important matter. The two Co-Chairmen, namelyI

Mr. Gromyko and. Mr. Selwyn Lloyd, wrote to the
Government of India in these terms:

"The two Co-Chairmen took notice of the clarifi
cation of the Indian Government that this resolution
does not affect the legal status of the Commission
and does not reduce the competence of the Commis
sion in implementingthe tasks andful1ctlons assigned
to it l'y the Geneva Agreements. The Co-Chairmen
agreed that the resolution of the Commission of
19 July 1958"-that is, to adjourn sine die and to be
reconvened in accordance with normal procedures-
"was a procedural decision taken to adjourn sine die
and having no connexion with the question of dissolu
tion of the Commission. They were agreed that no
question of abrogating any of the articles of the
Agreement on the Cessation of Hostilities in Laos
relating to the International Commission, in partic
ular article 39, was inVOlved."

190. So the position was that, as a result of this and
in order to have some practical arrang~ments, the
Commission withdrew from Laos with this provision
for reconvening. U~ortunately, the Government of
Canada did not find it possible to appoint members to
it, We have always saidthat, whenthings had developed
badly in Laos, the international ·authority that re
mained there l~houldbe available.

191. So, to go on withthe story, when the Commission
adjo\L1'ned on 19 July 1958 there was every prospect of
the political settlement being satisfactorily imple
mented in detail ''by the Government. The need for
supervision and control could be satisfied by occa
sional meetings in, future, if necessary. The posi~ton

changed later, and was repo:t:ted to the Co-Chairmen.

192. When the Commission adjourned, the unity and
sovereignty of ;Laos ht~d been established, and peace
prevailed in the whole country. The details of the
political' integration were being 'worked out. The
present position of armed clashes within Laos is a
reversal of the process of settlement reachedwiththe
help of the Commission-and this is the important
point.

193. The Royal Government of Laos has alleged ag
gression and subversion by the Democratic Republic
of Viet-Nam. Whatever may be the motives of the
Democratic Republic in·working for resumption ofthe
activities of the Commis'sion, it is clear that the Com
mission helped in achieving political integration and
in the establishment of the unity and sovereignty of the
Royal Government of Laos ove:t the entire t~rritoryof
Laos. The Commissiad has ~lso been specifically
directed under the agreement to see that there· are no
violations of the frontiers of Laos. That was one of the
functions of the Commission.

194. India's view is that the present trouble is due
mainly to the by-passing of the Geneva agreement
procedures and the aggressive attitudes that have
prevailed since the Commission adjourned.

195. Basing its attitude on its experience during its
indePAndence struggle, India beUeV'es in the pacific
settl9ment of disputes. It 1s vitally interested in the
maintenance of peace in South-~ast Asia and in the
World. It undertook special responsibility in connexio~

that" (with regard tc) 1 •• "the Geneva Agreements on
CambocUa, Laos and VietlooNam respectively, the
three Internatlcnal Cotr,missions have to continue
till political settlement is completed in all the three
countries, namely, Cambodia, Laos and Viet-Nam.
The articles referred to above provide for reduction
in the activities of a particular Commission in the
light of the development of the situation in the other
two countries, but there is no provision in the Geneva
Agreements for the whi.dinp; up of any of the Cum
missions independently of the completion ofpolitical
settlement in the other two countries•••

"Apart from the position of the Government of .
India on the general question of the inter-connexlon
of the three Commissions, given 11:\ paragraph 1
above, the Government of India would like to point
out that thl'}re were two parties to the Geneva Agree
ment on Laos; one party signed for the Commander
in-Chief of th() forces of the French Union in Indo
China, from whom the Laotian Government derived
their authority, and the other party signed for the
Commander-in-Chief of the fighting units of th:e
Pathet Lao and for the Commander-in-Chief of the
People's Army of Viet..Nam. The second party,
namely the one represented by the Vice-Minister of
National Defence of the Democratic Republic of Viet
Nam, do not accept the proposal to windup the Com
missiqn made by the Prime Minister of the Royal
Laotian Government. In effect, the decision of one
Co-Chairman Government, viz., the United Kingdom,
which supports the view advanced by one of thb
partie~ to the Agreement on Laos, viz., the Royal
Laotian Government and with which the other Co-. .
chairman Government, namely, the USSR, and the
other party to the Agreeplent, viz., the Government

. of the Democratic Republic of Viet-Nam do not agree,
mear..r~he unilateral denunciation, by one of the
parties, of the Geneva Agreement on Laos, which is
bound to hav~ serious repercus$ions on the working
of the Geneva Agreements not only in Laos but also
in other parts of Indo-China•••

"While the GOvernment of India cannot, in view of
the. p08ttion stated in paragraphs 1 and 6 above,
support this resolution, they would like to point out
that a resolution of this type whichproposes to amend
not only the .Geneva Agreement on Laos but the
Geneva Agre~ments on Cambodia and Viet-Nam .lS
well, reqUires unanimous decision in the Commission
and the concurrence of the other two Commissions. "

Therefore, we took the viewthat the Commission could
not be wound up unless there was a unanimous decision.. "and the three Commissions had agreeCi. ,I ccmtinue:

"The Government of India are of the view that the
unilateral denunciation of the Geneva. Agreement on
Laos and the winding up or immobilization of the
Laos Commission, which are bound to have serious
repercussions on the working of the Geneva Agree
ments and on the working of the International Com
missions in the whole of Indo-China, involve a
serious threat to peace in this raglon."

One of the charges that were glventous was the safe
guarding of peace in that area.

189. Then in their reply, when weplacedthisposition
befo:!;'e the United .Kir~gdo~ Government, the United
Kingdom Government ':laid that the reply that it had
given was without prejUdice to the view that the Gov
ernment of the United Kingdom held that the decif:lion
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country, along with Canada and Poland, has struggled
for four long yea1"S to keep the peace in this part of the
world. So far as we are concerned, it has been a con
siderable strain, and the conditions that prevail have
been the subject of communications between our two
partners and the Governments of the United Kingdom
~md the Soviet Union and, latterly, the Secretary
General, all in the hope that what was accomplished
in 1954-when, as I said, on 11 August the guns were
silenced-could continue.

199. For twenty-five years war had reigned in the
world, since Japan made its incursions into Manchuria.
We think if that international body-whether estab
lished by the United Nations or not, it was within its
competence, it was there merely for the purpose of
peace-if it had continued its functions, perhaps, and
only perhaps, the present situation could have been
aVOided.

200. Over and above that, we would like to make this
submission. Because a country is independent, andthis
includes our own, and because it is a Member of the
United Nations, there .is no authority in international
law-indeed it would be a verybadprecedent-bywhich
it can therefore repudiate agreements it has pre
viously made. This would be a denunciation of a treaty,
and it w,." lId remain a denunciation of a treaty.

201. We were among those who not only supported
but made such contributions as we couldtowards ob
taining the admission of Laos into the United Nations.
The action taken by the Security Council in its wisdom
is a matter for the Security Council. There was no
evidence either that the pl'esence of the Commission
waR not regarded as sufficientlyobjective or impartial
or it was not considl2red competent after five years to
be able to 6~serve what was going on. It is our view
that, if they were there and if there were arms going
into the territory, th.at could have been detected. If
North Viet-Nam was at fault-as·:tas happened in the
last four or five years in regard to the parties to the
agreement-the erring party could have been callento
account. It is our good fortune that, though there have
been difficulties, the parties have, after some time,
come to some international code of behaViour in these
matters.

202. All we should like to say is this. The basis of the
position ofIndo-China is the Geneva agreements. There
is no fighting in Cambodia, butthe Cambodian Govern
ment does not want the Commission dissolved. It is
kept there in an attenuated form. Viet-Nam stands
divided, at the seventeenth and a halfparallel, into the
North and the South. Neither of them is a MembeI' of
this bodyt on account' of this decision. We believe that
it is 'largely the· Geneva agreements and the presence
of the Commission, and its objectivity, that have been
able to .maintain peace in that area. It should not be
forgotten that, far away as this part of the world may
be from the Headquarters of the United Nations, small
countries as they may ba there, inhabitedbypaople on
a lower standar.~ of life, andhowever some may r~gat'd

them as outside the centre of so-called civilization,
any conflict in that area would disturb the stability of
South-East Asia.

203. We all breathed a sigh of relief when, as I said,
largely due to the efforts ofthe then Secretary of state
for Foreign Affairs of the United Kingdom, ablyas
sisted by the representative of the Soviet Union and, 1
must say, by the Prime Minister of China and by the
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with tpe main\tenance of peace in Indo-China at the
request of the Co-Chairmen and, while not wedded to
any particular procedures or interested in apportioning
blame to parties, would like to see the adoption of
procedures whichwould secure the cessation offighting
in Laos and the restoration of peace both inside and
along the frontiers of Laos.

196. In this connexion, I should like to quote a com
munication made by my Prime Minister. I have already
referred 'to the fact that the two Co-Chairmen had
taken notice of the adjournment motion, which was only ,
for an adjournment sine die with a proviso to recon
vene. Since the Secretary-General had very kindly
taken it upon himself to use his. good offices and had
been in touch with us, my Prime Minister wrote to him
on 30 June 1959:

"The Agreement for the Cessation of Hostilities in
Laos was a part ofthe resolution arrived at in Geneva
in regard to the Indo-China settlement. In the agree
ments made in 1954, the Government of the Demo
cratic Republic of Viet-Nam was a signatory on
behalf of the Fighting Forces of Pathet Lao and these
agreements were aCGompanied by a number of
Declarations, including one by the Government of
Laos, indicating in general terms that Laos would
remain outside the activitieL~ of the Powe:::- blocs.
Again, asa sigu,atory of Gel,neva on behalf of the
Pathet Lao, the Democratic l'lepublic of Viet-Nam
iB interested in the various agreements J"ter ar
rived at between the Royal Government of Laos and
the Fighting Forces of Pl,lthet Lao••• We are not
justified in assuming, and it would be unrealistic to
assume, that the conclusions of these agreements
render the problems there, which have become
increasingly ominous, slt>lely the internal affairs of

,Laos. The Internationa11 Commission, despite its
adjoul"nm~nt, stands charged with the responsibili
ties assUmed under the Geneva agreements. This
kind of development and situation which obtain at
present were investigated when the Geneva agree
mentB were made and these were brought within the
authority and the functions vested inthe International
Commission andthe arrangements arisingtherefrom
to whichthe Royal Govermnent of Laos is a signatory.

"We have consistently taken the view that the ter
ritorial integrity and unity of Laos is basic to the
Geneva Agreements in respect of Laos. Any problem
of a 'territorial conflict' betweenthe different politi
oal groups within Laos is not envisagedbythe Geneva
Agreements. If, however, the 'conflict'relatestothe
dispute between North Viet-Nam and Laos, it will
be in the nature of a border problem which can well
form the subject of discussion and of mediation by
and thr~ugh the Commiss1,on. n

197 II . In regard to the raising of the Laos issue in the
United Nations, the Prime Minister of India informed
the Secretary-General that:

"It is not clear to me how any effectt.ve action can
be taken through the United Nations against a country
.such as the Democratic Republic of Viet-Nam whicb
is not a Member of the United Nations••• Infact, any
reference to the Security Council would bring these
questions into the region of great Power conflicts and
put an end to much ofthe goodwork that has resulted,
from the Geneva Agreements." .

198. I want to assure the Assembly that we do not
claim any vested interest in ~his matter, but our
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-not inflicted violence upon them; and what is more, we
have not come and talked to the world, or even to our
own people, very loudly, even though things have
reached the present stage. The purpose of my saying
this, On the one hand, Is to point out that we are not a
war-minded people and that we believe settlement of
all these problems must be achieved by p~aceful'

negotiation. We-would equally like the Chinese to know
that a peaceful approach does not mean a submissive
approach; ~hat our country is not prepared to accept a
violation of our frontiers·, or, where there is a dispute
over conditions established over a hur.ldred years ago
at least-and· sometimes mu.ch. more-to allow our
'terr~toI'Y or our frontiers to be altered by unilateral
decisions. It may well be that after we have ha~ nego
tiations some adjustments will have 'to be made, but
our Prime Minister has made it very clear that there
cannot be Il;egotiation on the basis of a prior surrender
of territ~ries.

207. This brings us to the matter of other questions
before the Assembly. The first of these is the question
of colonial empire. It· would be impossible· for any
delegate from any of the fQrmer colonial territories
or indeed, I believe, any Member of ~he United
Nations-to participate in these'debates without refer
ring· to the colonial problem. We are this year in a
position to congratulate ourselves to a certain extent
and to feel relieved over the fact that the p:roblem of .
Cyprus-and I hope the. delega~ion of Greece wilJ not
mind my saying that we have always regarded it as a
colonial problem-has been solved at least·for the time
being~ It looks as though, as a result of this solution,
Oyprus will beconle an independent nation in 1960. We
also would like. to lay .stress on the fact that it was only
through recognition of the ~ationalltyof Cyprus andby
recognition of the probleip. as a. colonial one that a
solution was found. 'llhere is no wa,y of i3uppressin.g
these national aspirations~ either 'by A.n attempted
division o~t a country 'or by playing oLf' one Power
against another. T~e pr.~blem·of Cy.prus was soIV,f}d
very largely by the impact ofpublic opinion, channelled
through this A~sembly.

208. I would like to exPress our appreciation t~ .the
Government of the United ,Kingdom as weH as to the
parties in Cyprus and to Greece and Turkey, for their
recognition of the Cypriot, nationality, as a result of
which Cyprus is well on the way to becoming 'a' Member

.of the United Natio~s.· .,
,

209. The United Kingdom can also take credit forthe
impending independence of the territory: of Nigeria, a
large portion of.colol\ial Africa Which in afew months
will become an independent country and, I hope, take
her place amongus at the next session of the Assembly.

210. We are alsopleasedto hear from the new Foreign
Minister of the Belg'tan GoverJllD.ent [809th meeting]
about the p~oject of the Belgian Government for, the
establishment of independence for her Congo terri
tories. I t.i.m not referring to the Trust Territory of

I Ruanda-Urundi, l;>Ut to the Belgian Congo, which is,
several times larger than Belgium itself, and one of the
richest parts of Africa. It is not for my Government to
express any views as to the kind of constitution they
should have, or its conte'nt. or the character of their
independence, but as in all th~ngs, we take ~hese mat
ters at face values. W~'liave got a public declaration
made with enthusiasmbythe representative ofBelgium
before this Assembly that his Government has, of its
own volition and in recognition of the right of peopleS

,
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.Deputy Prime Minister of the Democratio Republio of
Viet-NaJ:l1. and by all other parties-the Pathet Lao, the
Royal Government of J...aos and everyone else-andwith
the statesmanship of the ~ormer Prime Minister' of
Franoe, Mr. Mend~s-Franoe, an agreement was
reaohed and it brought about and kept the peaoe until
recently. Our Government had the respon.sib1lity of .
supplying the greater part of the personnel for main
taining oommunioations. The Frenoh Govermnent also
oarr~ed a great finanoial burden. The Governments of
the Soviet Union andthe Ul1ited Kingdom made flnancial
contributions in order to keep the machinery of peace
going. It is a great pity if international agreements
8,re disregarded, and if in ,some way any action taken
·by theUni.ted Nations tends to support s1.\chdisregard.
There is nothing in the action the United Nations has
taken that woul4 necessarily be ,inconsistent with the
Geneva agreements, and I ani sure it is th~ desire of
the Secretary-General to see a restoration, not necel3
sari1y of the Commission or anything ofthat kind-that
is up to hir,\l to decide-but an attempt made to rea.
establish the position of the Geneva agreements.

204. The second matter that COllce;rns us is China. I
db not intend to speak at length ont·his matter because
I do not want to stress the question of the admission of
China here now; but my Government does· not believe
that by evading issues we enlighten ourselves or the
people. Our position with regard totheparticipationof
China in this Organization is well-known. It is a matter
o! great concern to us and a matter of resentment to
our people that a coun~rywith whomwe hav~ been very
good friends, a oountry which is one of our close
neighbours and which has more than 2,5QO miles of land
frontier with us, w,ith which wehavehadJlo troubles in· .
the past, has taken it upon its~if to commit intrusions
into our territory. and to proclaim that some 4'0,000
square miles of it belong to them. I ,

,

205. We want to make our position clear in this
matter. On the one hand, we subscribe to the principles

. of the Charter and to the set of ideas that were put
forward bot the African-Asian, Conference .held at
Bandung 'in 1955' and by our own treaty relations with
China based upon w};lat are popu1~r1y.called the "Five
Prinoiples". What is more, we shan strive as hard as
we oan to reach settlement on everyproblemby peace
ful negOtiation. But there are no individuals in India
,and there is no responsible body ofopinionprepar~d to
be intimidated, preparedto take aggression lying down.
We cannot negotiate with the Chinese until theyvacate
the territories whioh they :have occupied.,Thes~maybe
small plaoes, they may be ·mountaintops, but they .are
our country. Therefore I say this not only officially but
also with the hope· ~hat my humble voice will reach the
Chinese people, with whom we ar~ goodfriends: 1 my-

, self have pa.rtlcipated in these matters, land we hope
that the frif;Jndship of our two great countries, which is
neoessary for the stability of Asia, will notbe jeopar
dized by thoughtlessness on the one hand or by arro
ganoe on the 'other, and that China will find it possible
to make amends ,for what it has'done, through the with
drawal of every Chinese soldier from our soil-and if
they can find any of our soldier$ ontheir soil we shall
readily withdraw them.

206. Regarding those areas where boun.darles are not
marked by posts orpillars that canbe seen, sometimes
there may,be difficulties arisingfrom one party's going
into the territory of the other. We have not violated
their spaoe, we have not violated their peaoe, we have ,.
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{The speaker then read the first paragraph andsub
paTf!.graph e, of Article 73 of the Charter.1
.' .

214. There are 779,000 square miles of Portuguese
territory in Mrica, apart from other areas, and the
territory of Portugal, of which th~ representative of
Portugal has spoken of as part of, the Portuguese
Republic, consists in Europe of the mainland, Madeira
and the Azores, which I suppose are an integral part of
Portugal. 'rhe territory of Portugal in West Africa
consists of the Cape Verde Islands, Portuguese Guinea,
Sao Tom6, Sao Joao Batista de Ajudl1, Cabinda and
Angola. In East Africa th,ere is Mozambique; in Asia,
so-called Portuguese· India,Macau; and in Oceania,
Portuguese Timor.

215. ·Thes.e are territories which are not self-gov
erning and which are inhabited by people who make no
impact upon the Central Government ofthe cOQ'ltry and
which, in a very classic sense, are colonial territories.
We request the Portuguese Government to fall into
line with other territori~s,irrespective of any cl~im to
self-government and irrespective of any demands or
complaints that may have been made, to assist the
United Nations in the propagation of the idea that these
territories are held in trust foX" human beings or':'
ganize~ into nations or intoterritorial units in order to
establish their national independence.

216. These territories are known, under article 134 of '
the Portuguese Constitution as provinces. Article 135
states that the Overseas Provinces, as an integral part
of the Portuguese' state, are united as between them
selves and with metropolitan Portugal. Ofcourse, that
is how a colony ie united. Prior to· 1951, these terri
tories were known as "colonies", but tp.e new termin
ology of "provinces" was introduced by the amend:
ments of 11 June 1951, that is, afterthe establishment
of the United Nations.

217. Article 33 refers to "the classic mission" of
Portugal to diffuse the benefits of~civilization, ~hich
suggests. the presence of non-self-go-verning peoples
within the meaning of the. Charter. What the Charter
asks for is a record of this diffusion of the benefits of
civilization. If the benefits of civfUzation are being
diffused by educational and social progress, then that
information should be sent. There is a limitedmeasure:
of decentraUza;tion and finan(}ial' autonomy, but the
legislattve power .remai'es in the bands of -the metro"!"
politan National Assembly.

218. Portuguese citizens alone may vote ~r standfor
election. "Natives" do not have the right unless they
meet. certain prescribed educational, religiOUS, fi
na.nci~l and social standards. Since Portugal regulates
these standards, the "natives" who qualify for citizen
ship are kept in manageable proportions. Out of a
population of ten and a half million, only 35,000 people
have any o,itizenship rights at all.

219. By any reasonable test such~stheapplica.tionof
the factors established by General resolution 742
(VIII) it can be established beyond doubt that they are
Non-Self-Govel';11ing Territories. Moreover, article 4,
of the Portuguese Constitution states that in the
internaeorial field it recogm2es only those limitations'
which are derived from conventions or treaties freely
entered into. The Charter is such a treaty and Ar
ticle 73 applies.

220. I have taken care not to bring the Indo-Portu-
• guese question into the present consideration,· 'but

'§;' See Official Recor;ds of the General Assembly, Eleventh Session,
Annexes, agenda item 34, document A.C.4/331.

and the readiness of the Congolese people to shoulder
the responsibilities of self-government, decided to
establish self-government inthis area. We shall there:"
foro look forward not with feelings of doubt and sus
picion 'but with hope and confidence, to seeing the
Belgian Congo also tiiltlf' its place among the African
territories that have come to freedom through the
action of the Assembly.

211. Our own position witli regardto colonial empires
is what we remain unrepentant in our opposition to
colonialism. We do not thinkthat there are any peoples
who should be debarred from self-government, or that
there are any particular people who, rationally, eco
nomically or otherwise are to be regrtrded as es
pecially competent to govern ,other people. Therefore
our country takes the position that, while we shall talte
no part in underground revolutions or in exporting
revolution, we stand·in firm solidarity with all those
peoples in Africa, Asia and everywhere else who are
fighting for their own national liberation,. We recognize
that nationalism properly channelled is a great con
structive force, and, what is more, that if it is sup
pressed it is likely to go in other directions, affecting
the peace of the w9rld as well as the stability and pro
gress of peoples and territories themselves..
212. In this connexion we should like to refer to the
No~-Self-GoverningTerritories under Article 73 ofthe
Charter. ! have no desire to say anything that might
raise a controversy and evoke the right of reply pro
longing our proceedings tonight, but I would like to
refer to the fact that the United Nations can claim
some credit in this matter, because when we started
'.n this business under Article 73, some seventy-four
Territories were submitting information. This IS an
occasion when what we lookforward to is the cessation
of this information in a wholesome way. Out of the
seventy-four Territories, seven have become in
dependent; fifteen have ceased to send iltaorma't:i()n
because those who were responsible for their rule
thought they were ready for independence, that they
required no furtlfur examinationbyus. There are other
Territories on which information is sent. althoughthey
cc~me under Article 73 of the Chartei'. Inthis COiL"!exion
O)le would like to say that if arguments are put forward
in ords'J:." to relieve these territories of the necessity
of supplying information', then all the depencGnt ter
ritories would' have C9me under this justification anc.1
would not have' thE.!l benefit of justification in the de
manding of their freedom either before this body or
anywhere else.

213. A colonial territory isbne where the majority
of the pOI.'mlation can make no impact upon the policy
'of the Goverlfinent, which is by another country and
people, and where economically, socially and other
wise, the majority is exploited. There are largeparts
of Mrica inthis condition, andthere are smali portions
of Asia in this condition. The Portugu~Be representa-
tive pointed out here the other day [821st meeting] that
Portugal had no 'colonies, as they were all part of the
met:ropolitan territory. Portugal's reply to the Secre
tary-General on 8 November 1956Ystated that it did
not administer any territories that came under Article
73 of the Charter. That Article is very clear on this
matter, and we shall discuss it in detail in the Fourth
Committee.
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merely raise the whole question ofcolonies as such and
I request, I do not demand, the Portuguese Government
to pro~de this info,rmation under Article 73.

221. With regard to colonial territories as a whole,
there are twenty ,colonies under France and twenty
under the United E:ingdom in each of which during the
last few years there have been policies which will lead
to self-government. But these colonial areas cover
50 million people \mder France and 63 million people
in the case of the 'United Kingdom. In each case, they
are twenty times as large as the metropolitan coun
tries. My delegation does not suggest in regard to
either of these two metropolitan countries that pro
gressive policies are not the :rule. If there are viola
tion'S of them, or complaints about them, they are
inherent in the colonial system. We hope, however,
that more territories which are dependent, whoever
may rule them~ will come under Article 73.

222. I should like to deal for a moment with the posi
tion in Mrica. fo anyone who has spoken about the
colonial territories, Mrica stands in a category ofits
own7 and my delegation has been delighted to notice
that year after YElar for the last three or four years
the Secretary-General has paid speci al attention to
Mrica, and the el3tablishment of the Economic Com
mission for Mrica ~s a great measure of progress
about which my Guve.rnment would like to expxess its
appreciation.

223. Mrica has l1n area of about 11,250,000 square
miles and a popullation of 193 million people. Out of
these, 5 million are Europeans, 600,000 are AsiaDs
and the rest are Africans. Ofthi~ total, 103 million are
under col(mial rule ?ond 6,200,000 square miles 01
territory are mor«~ or less under colonial rule. It is to
be noted that this Mrica, which is regarded as unfit to
govern, which consists of colonial territories, sup
plies a great part of the world's very previous re
sources. Mrica supplies the world with 98 per cent of
its diamonds, 94 per cent of its columbite, 84 per cent
of its cobalt, 55 per cent of its gold, 41 per cent of its
beryllium, 33 per cent of its manganese, 29 per cent of
its chrome, 22 per cent of its copper and 13 per cent
of its tin. All this cumes from what is call'.id the "Dark
Continent". Unhappily it is dark only to its own people,
it is very much a light to others.

224. Uranium is believed to exist in very large qu,an
titles, and there are large deposits of iron ore,
manganese and bau."dte. Two-thirds of the worldts
cocoa comes from Mrica and three-fifths of its palm
oil.

225. So here are territories occupied by small num
bers of people compared with the rest of the world,
covering a very large area a~dcontaining an enormous
amount of mineral wealth, which it supplies to the
world, territories in which the peoples are strangers
in their own country.

226. This brings me to the other part of the colonial
empire, which presents another picture-Algeria and
west Irian. The Indonesian delegation in its wisdom
decided not to :!'equest that the question of West Irian
be placed on the agenda of this sesslon of the General
Assembly. The Government of India considers West
Irian as unfinished business, that is, that part of
Indonesia which, as is the case of Portuguese Goa,
still remains under alien rule. I do not desire to go into
the techniCal and legal questions which have been dis
cussed so many times. Time after time the General

Assembly has appealed to the Dutch and Indonesi~n

Governments to negotiate so that West Irian may be
united with the rest of Indonesia and so that the libera..
tion of the former Netherlands colony will be complete.

227. I would like to say, on behalf ofour Government
that has very friendly relations with the Netherlands
Government, that any policy of this kind would make
the Netherlands Government much more appreciated
in the Asian continent, establish friendly:orelations
between Europe and Asia, and be a blow to the doctrines
of racialism and imperialism which are likely to en..
danger world peace. A progressive though small
country like the Netherlands, with a great technical and
industrial capacity which must survive very largelyby
the help of a clientele from the largepopulations of the
world, in its own interests and, in addition, as a
response to the appeal we make, will, we hope, find it
possible, without any pressures from anywhere else
and perhaps of its own volition, to enter into negotia..
tions with the Indonesian Government so that this
problem may be solved forever.

228. Then we come to the question of Algeria. I am
going to say very little at this moment because the
item is on our agenda and no doubt it will ("ome up
later for discussion.

229. My Government and delegation will support the
demand of the Algerian r.'Elople for full national unity
and independence, and in due time for their taking their
rightful place as an independent nation in this As..
sembly. We do not subscdbe to the allegations made
by one side or the other because we are not in possefl
sion of these facts. But to ua, it does not signify
whether a place is well governed or not so well gov..
erned, ill-governed or much worse governedeventhan
it may be. People are entitled to their independence.
Colonialism must end even if the colonialism is a
benevolent one. Therefore, we shall support the claim
of Algeria for independence. We hope that the reoent
pronouncements made by General de Gaulle, coupled
with the position'that under his r~gime a country like
Guinea has been able to become independent, maylead
to a position where the French Government and the
President of the French Republic will find it possible to
initiate negotiationr:i with the people who are fighting
them. Mer all, if there is to be peace in Algeria, the
first step is a cease-fire, but you cannot negotiate a
cease-fire except between people who are engaged in
firing. Therefore, the necessity of negotiating logically
follows and all the political questions may come after
wards, when negotiations for a cease-fire have begun.
There is no use negotiatingwith a number of Algerians
who may be in France or in New York or somewhere
else, in order to stop the fighting in the mountains or
elsewhere in Algeria. Therefore, direct negotiations
with the Algerian National Liberation Front, that is the
Government that is in contr'ol of a great part of the
territory, with a view to finding a way out. I am not
here for a moment saying there may not be matters to
discuss; we are not prepared to reject out of hand the
approach made .by the French Government and we
certainly do not question their motives. But it is dii
1:icult for us to accept as self-determination for
Algeria, self-determination in which 'the whole of
France participates. That would be very much like an
equality in the sandwich that was soldby a person who
was mixing horse flesh with the sandwich. He was
asked, "What is all this?". He said, "It is only a fifty
fifty proposJtion, one chicken to one horse."
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230. Then we come tothe Trust Territories. This is a
sphere in whicb the United Nations can congratulate
Uself, and we are happy to think that western Samoa,
under the very enlightened administration of New
Zealand, will now pass on to independence. We' should
like to pay our tribute to the Visiting Missions, to the
New Zealand Government andto the Samoanpeople who
have all co-operated in this ,development. We hope that
there will be no hitches and that in a very short time
Samoa will take its place among,us as an independent
territory and decide the nature of its own association
with New Zealand.

231. We have the Trust Territories ofthe Cameroons
and French Togoland. The Cameroons is Lding dis
cussed in the Fourth Committee; I do not wish there
fore to go into this problem here. We hope that the
Territory of Togoland will take its place, in the same
way as Ghana, with us next year.

232. We have another and differentkindofproblem in
regard to South West Africa. South West Africa was a
C Mandate under the League of Nations and ought by
rights to become a Trust Territory. The World Court
has' fncpressed different opinion on certain aspects of
the questions referred to it in this matter, but the
United Nations has always taken'the view that South
West Mrica ought to come into ti'usteeship. We hope
that the Union Gc>vernment, in spite,of all the positions
it has held so far, will recognize sooner rather than
later that it is more in harmony with its own position,
with the contribution the Union Government has, made
to the founding of this Organization, with the principles
that :!.t, apart from "apartheld, " often exposes ,in this
Assembly, to come to some position whereby South
West Africa, in the view of the overwhelmingmajority
in the Assembly in accordance with the principles of
the Charter and the obligations which it had\mdertaken
in the League Cov~nant, will come under trusteeship.

233. There is one other thing I should like to say. As
large numbers of Trust Territories become indepen
dent, the Trusteeship Council has to do less and less.
But the Charter Provided for this Trusteeship as a new
way of treating colonial Territories. May I take this
opportunity to make an appeal onbehalfofthe Govern
ment of India and say that one hopes that the enlightened
Administering Powel'S will now find itpossible to place
other Territories that are Non-Self-Governing under
Trusteeship so that they maybecome independent very
soon. That is what is providedfor in Chapter XII of the
Charter, because that would be the best way of pro
claiming what they have constantly proclaimed onthis
plat:orm: that Tr~steeship is the intermediate step and
an enlightened one provided for by the United Nations
and by the League of Nations. We mayhope tha.t in this
way Territories maybe placedvoluntarily-nobody can
force them-under the provisions of the 'Trusteeship
eoooc11.

234. I should like to take a much briefer time than I
would otherwise have done as regards the question of
race relations. There are items on the agenda of the
Assembly to be discusse~ in Committees. Therefore, I
do not wish to go into this at gl"eat length. However, I
have to. because the Foreign Minister of the Union of
South Africa on this rostrum [81lth meeting] not only
merely ml;'de an attempt to defendthe policy of the ad
ministration in regard to race relations, but he also
expoooded a policy which he thought shouldbe accepted
by the world. Now it is qUite true, I entirely agree with
him, that there is not a country inthe world, including

my own, where there is not social discriminationbased
on race, caste, creed or colour or whatever it may be.
There is not a country in the worldwhich can say, "we
are free from this". But equally, there is not a country
in the world except the Union of South Africa which is
not trying to get away from it. The difference between
the "apartheidists" and the others is that the latter
recognize it is evil and recognize their weakness and
error in that they are still tolerating it. But in the
other case it is put to us as a kind of historical pattern
of Africa that must be followed. In support of this, we
are told that the Dutch went to South Africa before the
Bantus. But who went there before the Bantus: the
Hottentots and the Bushmen? They are also human
beings. If the Union Government is prepared to bring
the Hottentots and the Bushmen to self-government,
that would be even a greater contribution.

2350 So I do not think there is any use going into the
history of who came there first and who did not. My
Government has not, and I ho,e never will, argued that
people shopld be turned out of Alrica because of their
racial origins. We regard these territories as multi
racial societies where many races must co-exist. That
would be so in the case of Algeria, that would be so in
the case of South Africa, and in other cases too. So
when the Fm;'eign Minic~er of the Union ofSouth Africa
tells us "We are today strangers in the lands of our
immigrant forefathers" and that the United Nations
wants to turn them out, it is not historically or po
litically correct. Noone has suggestedthat "apartheid"
in reverse shoUld be practiced. What we have said is
that there is nothing scientific or defensible on any
gJ;'QtU1ds in racial discrimination. Indeed, UNESCO ap
pointed a con.,rriittee to examine race problems.' It
produced a report•.2I I am not going to quote from that
report as I do not have the time. The Committee
examined this question in great scientific detail~ the
question whether there is a scientific basis for racial
discrimination. The Committee came to the conclusion,
on scientific grounds, that th6re are no reasons what.;.
soever for the practices that obtainpolitically, socially
or otherwise. If I may, ! will commend this scientific
investigation to the notice of the South African Govern
mente

236. We stand fully opposed to the whole doctrine of
"apartheid." If the Foreign Minister of the Govern
ment of the Union c~ South Africa-tells us: "What is
there to 'complain about, we are going to have a White
Africa and a non-white Mrica, " then.we say that is not
the whole story. If there was a white Africa and a non
white Africa and if the former steppedout of non-White
Africa there might be something to be said for it. But
a white Africa and a non-white Africa are to be under
white Africa. Therefore, "apartheid" only goes to a
certain extent. It is not a complete "apartheid". I am
not supporting it even if it were to be so. Therefore~

the argument that is, put before us in defence of
"apartheid" is a position totally contrary to the prin
ciples of the Charter, totally contrary to the investiga-:
tions made in the scientific field, totally con~rary to
the sense of human dignity and, what is more, is a
position that is likely to lead to racial conflict in
Africa of a character which can only be inferred by
people if they would just look at' the numerals: 193
~i,llion people as against 5 million. That is the hard
logical fact to be faced when the time comes. What is
more, the industrial development of Africa, all that 1

.2J UNESCO: The Race Concept (Paris. UNESCO. 1952).
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Members of the Assembly will be aware that it is not
always that the Soviet Union says of the United States
or the United States says of the Soviet Union that the
other party "must be taken seriously."

245. From the West German Defence Minister also
comes a similar statement when he says that the pro
posal was a wonderful, excellent idea and that he shares
the opinion of Mr. Khrushchev.

246. The Foreign Secretary of the United Kingdom
told us that [798th meeting] it was important to make
a fresh start with disarmament. Similarly, other
countries in uncommitted areas like Burma, Yugo
slavia, my own country and Afghanistan welcome it,
especially in under-developed areas, not merely be
cause of its economic consequences, but because we do
not see a world surviving in the context of modern war
where it is possible to annihilate not only vast popula
tions but even kill the character of the population, if
any did suryi~e, for the future with all the genetic
consequences of an atomic war. Therefore, my delega
tion will support the priority consideration being given
to the discussion of the item.

lQ/ From a speech ofMr. Herter, reproduced inThe New York Times,
23 September 1959.

243. Therefore we were happy when the General Com
mittee, without 9!ly dissenting voice, admitted the
item put forward by the Soviet Union with regard to
general and complete disarmament [A/4218]. On the
face of it, it may lo<:>k like th~ same item put down by
two different parties, but we think that the two different
propositions are: one the balanced reduction of arma
ments and the other the abandonment of war as a
manner of settling disputes; and what is more, the
community of the world is established in society where
force has a municipal character and a municipal
cha.l'acter must necessarily, as a corollary, come
under world law. Therefore, this is the first great
movement towards 9, world State or towards the con
geries of people who are characterizedby so many dif
ferences. We make no reservation for ourselves in
subscribing to this objective. It is not an objective
which means something that will not happen now, but
something which we hope we will workfor and, for that
reason, speed up the course of disarmament.

244. We are happy to think that the SElcretary of State
for the United States also supported this, saying:

"••: it did echo sentiments that are very Widely
held, that, if it were practicable and if it could safely
be done, the type of disarmament that Mr. Khrush
chevhasspoken abo~t is a highly desirable thing for
mankind. From that point of view it must be taken
very seriously."JJ}j

have spoken about a few moments ago is not possible 242. We regard the pr')posals put forward as pro
without the manpower of its populations. If they are posals not of a visionary character, as they are called,
good enough to produce wealth, they are good enough but as reflecting vision. My Prime Minister, when 'he
to enjoy political power. heard of this, said:

237. I propose, in view of the time, to deal with "It seems to me as a proposal, a brave proposal,
economic development problems in Committee. The which deserves every consideration. Whether
most outstanding experience of our time has been the humanity, that is various oountries concerned, is
visits of gr~at personalities as between their respec- brave enough to put an end suddenly to, armies,
tive countries. If I may say so, it began with the so- navies and air forces, I do not know. But the time
called "iron curtainIt-a word not permitted to be used will coree, will have to come, when something of this
in correspondence or otherwise by the Government of kind will have to be adopted because in this era of
India-and we think its abandonment will be a small atomic and hydrogen weapons and ballistic missiles,
contribution to the lowering of tensions, just as the war h'"":8 become an anachronism."
abandonment of the words "running dogs of imperial
ism" would be on the other side.

238. The first of these visits started when Mr.
BU:ganin, then Pdme Minister, and Mr. Khrushchev
visited India three or four years ago. Later followed
the visit of our Prime Minister to the USSR, and then
that of Mr. Khrushchev to the United Kingdom and then
that of the British Prime Minister to the Soviet Union.
The United States Vice-President went to the Soviet
Union. The United States Vice-President went to the
Soviet Union, and later the Soviet Prime Minister
visited the United States.

239. In as far as it merely concerns Soviet-United
States relations, it would not be my place to comment
upon them, but there are world problems involved in
the matter. We have at all times stated that we believe
in direct talks between the United States and the Soviet
Union. As early as 1952, speaking before this As
semh~y, my delegation said tha.t there' are two great
Powers in the world. The peace of the world depends
upon them and we would subscribe to any proposal to
have direct negotiations between them. There is no
dignity, no face-saving, involved in this matter.. The
only way that the problems of this world can be settled
is by direct negot.iation between countries who are so
powerful, who are so strong and who h&:.ve the capacity

. to make decisions.

240. I will not quote the statements. There are state
ments made year after year from 1952 to 1957 where
we have made appeals in this Assembly for direct talks

. between the Soviet Government and the United States
Government. It is not for us to speculate about what has
happened between these Heads of State. But there is
no doubt that we all recognize that when they see each
other face to face, one thinks that the other fellow is not
so bad as he thought he was. Atleast it does that much
good.

241. But this has been a political visit and, so far as
the United Nations is concerned, it is very important
for the statement made by the Soviet Premier before
this Assembly [799th meeting], followed by observa
tions by other delegations subsequently. The Soviet
Premier's statement, to the mind of my delegation,
falls into two distinct parts. One is a proposal for
disarmament which belongs to the same category as the
discussions that have gone on here for what is called
the balanced reduction, limitation and so on of arma
ments. The other is an entirely different proposal-for
a warless world, the kind of thing that a Government
like ours, which has not the economic or political
power or the power to influence has constantly·ap
pealed for-that is, disarmament alone cannot bring
about peace or settlement in our world; we must have
a situation where war is outlawed.
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the Suez Canal, it is something else. I do not intend to
tread where angels fear to do so, but I would like to
point out the position ofmy Government in this matter.

252.. Two or' three years ago, when the question of the
Suez Canal came here and the attack on Egypt by three
countries took place, the United Nations intervenectand
thelb· was all the argument about this problem :ilso.
We have always said that the right of free navigation
under the 1888 Constantinople' Convention must bA
accepted by parties. We have never moved away from
that position and we were completely in favour of ~he
development of the instrument that was depositedWith
the Secretary-General by the Government of Egypt.

253. We therefore thInk that this problem is fully
covered and pursuant to the principles laid down in the
1888 Constantinople Convention, paragraph 7 of which
states:

"(!Y••• The Suez Canal Authority, by the terms of
its Chart('-., can in no case grant any vessel, comp~"lY

or other party, any advantaee orfavournotaccorded
to other vessels, companies or part~es on the same
conditions"

"(b) Complaints of discrimination or violation of
the Camil Code shall be sought to be resolved by the
complaining party by reference to the Suez Canal
Authority. In the event that such a reference does not
resolve the complaint, the matter may be :referr~d,

at the option of the complaiIting party or tbe Auth
ority, to an arbitration tribunal composed of one
nominee of the complaining party, On(l of the Au
.tltority and a third to be chosen by both. In caBe of
disagreement, such third member will be chosen by
the President of the International Court of Justice
upon the application of elther party.

"(c) The deci&lons of the arbitration tribunal shall
be made by a majority of its members. The decisions
shall be binding upon the parties when they are
rendered and they must be carri.ed out in good
faith•••"!JJ .

254. Soon afterwards, in order to setai1 doubts ~t

rest, we are glad to note that the follow,ing declaration
also was transmitted to the Secretary-General on
18 July 1957:

"I, Mahmoud Fawzi, Minister for Foreign Affairs
of the Republic of Egypt, declare on behalf of the
Government of the Republic of Egypt, that, in ac
cordance with article 36, paragraph 2, of the Statute
of the International Court ofJustice and inpursuance
and for the purposes of paragraph 9 (b) of the
Declaration of the Government of the Republic of
Egypt dated 24 Apri11957 on the Suez Canal and the
arrangements for its operation, the Government of
the Republic of Egypt accept as compulsory ipso
facto, on condition of reciprocity and without special
agreement, the jurisdiction of the International Court
of Justice in all legal disputes that may arise under
the said paragraph 9 Q!) of the above Declara
tion •••" ll/

255. So that as far ae; we are concerned, if there is a
violation of any legal rights, intra-national or inter
national, they are today justifiable. Therefore, if the

12/ S~e Official Records of the Security Council, Twelfth Year, sup
plement for April, May and June 1957; document 873818.
ill .!.!ti!!., Supplement for July, August and September 1957, docUment

S/3818/Add.l. .

247. We shall also approach it from the point of view
of a warless world with all its implications .. At the rate
that the wOl'ld is going, we do not share the view that,
because a :"our-year period has been set, it, is im
practical. On 4 October 1957, the first Russian
"sputnik" went up, folhwed by so many United States
bodies of the same kind. Two years later, another of
these things went round the moon. We did not think in
1957 that these great things could happen so soon•.In
deed, we are moving in the world of scientific advances
as from 4 October 1957, in a manner, as my Prime
Minister once said, which makes the Atomic Abe look
like the Stone Age.

248. The progress of the world cannot be measured
merely in the terms of the calendar. Einstein quite
rightly in his relativity dissertations points out that
time is event, so we may say that events must measure
time. Time by the clock is not always what calculates
or what conditions the consciousness ofhuman beings,
nor must it be the ruling factor in this matter.

249. On the other hand, the Soviet Prime Minister or
those who have followed him have not ruled out the
other problems, namely the immediate problems for
limitation of armaments. My Gove,rnment stands fully
committed and publicly proclaims the view that there
cannot be any limitation. by' agreement ,except with
control. We have pever been able t", understand this
argument about which comes first, the chicken, o.r the
egg. You cannot have control without disarm:unent or
ilisarmamentwithoat control. We think the plans on
this should be simultaneously developed so that when
the agreement to disarm is reached the control
machinery will have been agreed to, and the control
apparatus should also be agreed upon in the same way.
We are glad to think that both in the East and the West,
so-caned, there have been advances in the considera
tion of the problems of control and the problems of
surprise attack, and we are also told that there may
lle some agreement in regard to outer space. In this
connexion, may I say that time after time less sig
nificant delegat:i&1s like ours have put forward Sl\g
gestions in this way which havenotfoundfavour so far
as the votes, to which reference was made, are con
cerned. Some years ago, the United Nations rejected,
I believe by 38 votes to 22, or something of the kind,
the proposal!1' made by the delegation of India that
technical exa'mination of the methods of controlling
nuclear explosions would be the way out. But we had·
the pleasure of hearing the Foreign Secretary of the
United Kingdom say a few days ago [798th meeting]
that this had been put forward by him-not in terms
of the proposal we put forward, but at any rate the idea
of the use of technical criteria for this purpose-and
therefore they had reauhed agreement.

250. We have asked far a long time, from the year
1949, for an armaments truce, and also for the
Secretariat to start what they call the blueprint for a
disarmament treaty so that the arguments would be in
regard to particular details and not merely to phrase
juxtaposition.

251. I would not like to leave this rostrum without
referring to two other matters. One is in regard to the
Suez CanaL I refer to the Suez Canal not because any
thing I say, will make a difference in this problem, but
because, as I have said repeatedly, the problem is not

l!I Official Records of the General Assembly, Twelfth Session, An
~, agenda item 24, document A!C.l!L.176/Rev.4.
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a balance between communities and social develop
ments, will' become the world problem, especially in a
warless world, because at the present moment sus
picions and fears divert the attention of people away
from these problems.

261. This cannot be solved either by loan schemes or
by charity schemes. They can only be so~v~d in the
context of a co-operative world where eacq. ·party, big
or small, poor or rich, makes his own contribution,
where the world is taken as one picture, where there
are no communities outside world law and outside the
United Nations, where production has tom.atch the
requirements of the community, and the conception,
as regards under-developed countries, of profit-mak~
ing loans, would be regarded as an anachronism. The
under-developed country that at the present moment
may feel very much heartened by the taking of a loan
from a developed country has to carry in the years to
come all the serVicing of those loans and mortgage its
future in that way. .

262. It is not a question merely of technical assis
tance as we knew it before, but of a world plan, and the
Secretariat, in the first instance, may well produce
working papers so that we could side by side, as L.

corollary of a disarmed world, proceed in this way.
Therefore, it is not as though we do not have the prob
lem before us. The problem has been brought nearer
by the picture of a warless world that is put to us at
the present time. I would therefore submit to the
General Assembly that this would be one of the tasks
that we could undertake. But we couldnot approach any
of these problems if we approach them from the point
of view of suspicion, from the point of view of "well,
it is a vision of the future".

263. There is a difference between visions of the
future and just being visionary. There is a difference
between schemes on the one hand and dreams on the
other. A world that is as largely populated as ours is
likely to be, where there are populations of different
types of developm(ent, can only be tackled from the
point of view of world planning. With our minds on
considerations of outer space, the time is fast coming
when there will be the reverse ofwhat I am told is the
theological doctrine that the ills of this world are
solved in heaven. Very soon the time will come when
the trOUbles of heaven will have to be solved in this
world, because the quarrels between the different
Clountries using space for one thing or the other has to
be settled terrestrially.

264. Therefore, this world reveals itself to us as the
small planet that it is. It will take its place in the
perspective of creation, andwe hope that this economic
aspect which we have now begun to tackle by way of
SUNFED, the Special Fund, the International Develop
ment Association, bilateral loans, and so on, becomes
a vast human concern, a project that arises from the
principles of the Charter, from the Universal Declara
tion of Human Rights, and our conception of a warless
world, and things of that kind.

265. But for all this, the approach to this matter has
to be one where th~ ends and the means are not
separated much one from the other. We couldnot move
towa~d these projects without faith, and thatfaith can
not just merely be an idle hope that something would
happen. It might be the realization of th0 truth as we
see it, of our faith in the destiny of humanity.

existing situation is something that militates against
t..~e interests of the parties concerned, or of inter
national behaviour, I think that we should follow the
advice of the Secretary-General and evoke the opera
tion of the Court.

256. I have to race through the last part of my State
ment. I express the support of my Government in
regard to what may be called the warless world plan
which was put fOl'Ward by the Soviet Prime Minister,
a plan which is the same as we have spoken about the
outlawing of war. But we think that side by side with it
must come other matters.

257. Mr. Khrushchev referred to the fact that
$100,000 million was spent in the making of arma
ments and that if this money was saved, it would go
towards the development of the world as a whole. I
have not the time nor the facts before me to detail
these matters to you. Not only do we have hope, but we
mus~ work for a warless world, a world without war.
A world community would thus be established. At the

.present juncture it has been placed in the context of
measurable time.

258. There then arises a new situation. Today in this
world we have 2,800 million people. Whatever may be
your personal views on this matter, at the end of this
century there will be 5,200 million people in this
world. We are increasing at the rate of sixty million
a year. And arisingfrom this, my delegationwould like
to put to the Assembly the fact that the Secretariat
should be charged with producing the blu."prints of
what may be called "a world plan of development tt• It
is not Gnly a question of the Special Fund or the tech
nical aid, or this or that other thing, but how we are
going to subsist in this world with 5,000 million
people, where, on the one hand, the per capita income of
.a prosperous ~~unti-y is somewhere about $1800 per
head, While in other places it is $58 per head, while
there are large pockets of unemployment, \\'hile there
is the position that industrially and socially some are
backward, and where there is the problem of feeding
these vast populations. A world of peace cqnnot be a
world of imbalance.. A world of imbalance would be a
world that is not at peace.

259. My delegation would submit for t.he consideration
of the Secretariat that they produce the blueprints of
a world plan, which should be the main concern of the
Second Committee from next year onwards. It shoulti
not be a question of tinkering with this or that, but it
should be recognized that the $100,000 million that
would be saved would not go to the production of con
sumer goods which would find their place in the under
developed areas. No under-developed country is pre
pa:red to take imperialism in 'reverse. It shculd not
be forgotten that when the making of armaments in the
present armed world has stopped apr! the producers
who are now consuming the $100,00r million in one
way or another turn to peaceful occupation, the under
developed world at the same time is also producing
goods.

260. It is not now as in the nineteenth century where
some people were hewers of wood and drawers of
water and some people produced raw materials and
other people produced finished goods. In the re~ainder
of the century that. is before us, the position. will be
that there will be a large quantity of production.
EqUally, there will be large populations. The problem
of feeding, housing and, what is more, of establishing
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266. As we said at San Francisco, our people and our
Government believe in disarmament only as a means
to an end. It is a means that shares the character of its
end, as all means should clu. But in the next decade
disarmament alone will not be enough. Therefore we
ought to address ourselves in the next decade to our
main purpose, and if we have said it once we are
prepa.red to say it one hundred times if 'necessary;
thelt'e is only one way before the world, and that is for
nations to renounce war as an instrument of poiicy.
This Organization now has to address itself, as a
longer..·term project, to the idea of renouncing war as
an instrument of national policy. Disarmament or
limitation of armaments is a good thing; it is an ad
vance on present conditions; but it is not the estab
lishment of peace. We can establish peace only when
ilie nations have decided to abandon war.

267. This will be possible, when these weapons of
mass destruction and of terror are eliminated, once
confidence is established and once it is possible for
us in this Assembly, for example, to say, in the words
of Thomas Jefferson, that errors of opinion'may be
tolerated where reason is left free to combat them. If
we are able to trust to reason and not to passion, it
will be possible to do this.

268. Let us therefore realize that, in the face of these
great problems, it is our business to listen to the
voice of destiny. History is replete with examples of
the truth that the solution of problems by mean.s that
are contrary to ends always results in tragedy. That
was the fate of the Congress of Vienna. That was the
fate of the League of Nations. One cannot reconcile
great dreams with narrow schemes. If we rely on
schemes, we will be schemers. Ifwe are going in pur
suit of an ideal, then we should not be obsessed by the
thought of the poet who, in the mid-war years, re
flected the temper of that period of gr'3at despondency
and cynicism when he said: "In this great hour of
destiny they stand, each with disputes, jealousies and
sorrows. If But iRstead we should say, like the bard who
belonged to the age of the Renaissance and of con
structive endeavour, that "we must take the current
when it serves, or lose our ventures".

269. Our ventures today are the ventures ofpeace-a
world that is rid of war, a planned world from the
economic and social point of view, and, what is more,
not lost in idle c,reams but inspired by lofty and
realistic 'vision, harnessed to constructive endeavour
by the Organization that is ours, by the ideals that are
contained in the Charter. Our ventures-the venture of
peace, the v8nture of world community-we dare not
los~. This is our charge and our obligation.

270. The PRESIDENT (translated from Spanish): I
call upon the representative of Spain to exercise his
right of reply. '

271. Mr. DE LEQUERICA (Spain) (translated from
Spanish): This afternoon the representative ofMorocco
expressed his delegation's regret that the Governments
of Spain and of another Power, whose representative

,has already dealt with the matter authoritatively, have
refused to withdraw ,their troops from Morocco and
have thus perpetuated a state of occupation. I must
correct this statement, the total inaccuracy ofwhich is
all the more surprising since, if my understanding is
correct, the representative of Morocco is also the
Under-Secretary for Foreign Affairs of his country.
Negotiations on this subject are being cond~ctedlegally

and correctly by the Governments of Morocco and
Spain.

I

272. I find it therefore surprising and not at all in
accordance with diplomatic usage that the matter
should be brought before the United Nations, in dis
torted form,· and with the implication that an appeal. to
this high tribunal couldbring about the desired results.
In Spanish, such a procedure i,s called "chalaneo"
although I hesitate to use stich a slang term in front f)f
our President who is a member of the Royal Spanish
Academy. In case that is the wrong term, I believe the
French equivalent would ,be "maquignonnage" (horse
trading). The United Nations is above being used for
such purely private designs.

273. Although I am riot competent to go into the sub
stance of the matter, I cannot let the question pass,
for it has beeu dealt with in black and white only two
or three weeks ago in an article by Mr. Benjamin
Wells, a well-known correspondent of The New York
Times-unfortunately, I have not been able to find the
exact text-in which he stated that the immense ma
jority of the 60,000 troops who had been stationed by
Spain in its former Protectorate of Morocco had now
been withdrawn, leaving only about 7,000.

274. I regret that an attempt is being made to mis
lead the United Nations and particularly that matters
should be submitted to it which are not within its
jurisdiction and consideration of which could only be
detrimental to its great authority.

275. Although this matter, too, is beyond the scope of
our usual concern., I must also refute the erroneous .
statement by the representative of Morocco that Ifni
and Saguiet el Hamra are not Spanish territories and
that Spain therefore could not take steps to improve
the standards of liVing and legal status of their in
habitants. That is not true. The Province of Ifni is
historically Spanish, and is specifically recognized as
such in article 8 of the Treaty between Spain and
Morocco dated 26 April 1860, which ~edes forever
ground that shall be sufficient for the forn'lation thereon
of. an ~stablishment, similar to that which Spain pos
sessed there in ancient times.

276. The remote origin of Spain's rights may well
become lost in the convenient obscurity of the past; for
all practical purposes, however, these territories have
not been under the effective sovereignty of Moroccan
monarchs since the fifteenth century, as is proved by
the factthati.n1767 the Sultanhimself states in a treaty'
between Spain and Morocco that he does not consider
these territories to form part of his dominion,s~

277. These are undisputedfacts. I do notknow whether
it would still be normal practice, as it formerly was,
for the two Governments to discuss the matter between
themselves, but Spain is in no way afraid to claim its'
legal title to, and its clear practical right to, sov
ereignty over those territories.

278. The PRESIDENT (translated from Spanish): I
now gj:ve the floor to the representative of the Soviet
Union.

279. Mr. KUZNETSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics) (translated from Russian): OUr delegation
deems it essential to reply briefly to the speebh of the
United States representative.

280. Mr. Lodge, quoting from the speech of Secretary
of State Herter [797th meeting]~ merely confitmedthe
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290. The PRESIDENT (translatedfrom Spanish): I call
upon the representative of Morocco for a brief ex
planation.

291. Mr. BENHIMA (Morocco) (translated from
French) : I regret that the part of my speech which
concerns our relations with Spain should have giventhe
representative of that country the opportunity to make
use of unparliamentary language on this rostrum. I
thought that the President himself might take exoeption
to that disoourteous word. Since he did not do so, may
I be allowed to reply myself to the representative of
Spain.

292. The representative of Spain wished to refer to a
historic text and he apologized for beingunable to find
it immediately. I can tell him at once that he was
referring to 'the Treaty of 1860 in order to defend his
oountry's position in connexion with Ifnii I may add
that he must have read the Treaty very hastily. There
was no question in the Treaty of any cession of terri
tOl'Yi there was simply a fishing conoession. The dis
pute between our two countries has arisen preoisely

fact that the United States was indeed delaying the political position of my country led Portugal to what
reaching of an agreement on the cessation of nucl~ar has been defined as the "Non-Europe". The other great
weapon testing. The three issues cited by Mr. Lodge institutions for multi-racial oommunities, when in-
show qUite olearly that these issues were taken up at strumental in the formation of the oountry and its
Geneva and have been used, at least up to the present oolleotive ideals, together with the oonsequent absenoe
time, in order to delay the reaching of agreement, and of raoial :prejudices, led Portugal to the oreation of
in an attempt to place responsibility for tho delay on true local oommunities by miscegenation, spiritual
the Soviet Union. assimilation, and inter-relation of cultures and in-
281. I should like to inform Mr. Lodge that the speeoh terests. Thus the Portuguese people, by strength of

spirit, not by force of arms, became one people dis...
whioh the United States Seoretary of State delivered persed throughout four oontinents, and kept a genuine
here contained even more obvious attempts to place on feeling of community united by the same nati,onal faith.
the Soviet Union the responsibility both for the general
absence of any kind of co-operation in the field of 288. This social reality oemented by centuries, this
nuclear energy, and 1""",' the armaments race. In order absolute unity of the Portuguese people, makes us a
not to take up much of the General Assembly's time, I certainly unusual example of an egalitarian, multi-
will quote only one part: racial society, oorresponding with a political unity of

h af th I t f all territories. The Portuguese Constitution is the legal
"In t e early years tel' e deve opmen 0 atomic expression of social reality,. when .it establishes in its

energy ••• The Soviet Union refused to co-operate,
apparently believing that its late start in the atomic Article 135 that the overseas provinces a:re integral

f 1 if parts of the Portuguese estate. Furthermore, Article
energy iald would prejudice its nationa interests 5 of the Portugal Constitution provides equality before
an international approach were adopted. The deadly
arms race of the past decade stands as an ugly wit- the law as everyone, regardless of origin, may par-
ness to the human tragedy of that Soviet non-co- ticipate, and does participate, in the administrative
operation. It [797th meeting, para. 74.] life of the nation or in the making of the laws.

282. These quotations speak, I think, forthemselves. 289. As an expression of the true unity mentioned
The Soviet delegation reserves the right to discuss the before, the political unity of the territory and the unity
substance of these questions in greater detail at a later of the people, the Portuguese estate is a unitary

t repUblic with only one Supreme Court which secures
stage, when the disarmament problem is debated in he the equal interpretation of the law to all. There is only
First Committee. one National Assembly elected by direct univerAal
283. Now, taking advantage of the opportunity, I suffrage. As a f!nal result of these realities, the
should like to emphasize that if the United States is sovereignty of the Portuguese nation is one and indi-
ready to conclude forthwith an agreement on the ces- visible, and it cannot, therefore, acknowledge any
sation of all atomic weapon testing, we shall be only specific international status which would differentiate
too glad to hear it. For its part the Soviet Union is between parts of the same national territory. Such an
ready to do this, and considers that all the necessary intern~tional status would have to be applicable'to non-
conditions for the immediate conclusion of suoh an self-governing territories, which is entirely outside
agreement now exist. the Portuguese case, for it is clearly defined in the
284. The Soviet Government, by introducing a con- constitutional structure of Portugal that all parts of
structive proposal in regard to all unsettledquestions, the national territory and their respective popUlations
is in fact proving its sincere desire to stop the tests. are independent with the independence of the nation.
It was stated that it will not resume nuclear tests if We could not discriminate against this segment of the
other Powers possessing nuclear weapons do not re- population, for such a system, I insist personally as a

t t Goan, would imply racial discrimination which Portu-
surne hem. The Sovie Union urges the United States gal has never practised during its centuries of nation-
and the United Kingdom to follow its example. hood.
286. The PRESIDENT (translatedfromSpanish):lnow
call upon the representative of Portugal to exercise
his right of reply.

286. Mr. J. S. DA COSTA (Portugal): The Portuguese
delegation has beenforced to exercise its right of reply
to assertions made by the Indian representative con
cerning the dootrine contained in Chapter XI, ofwhioh
Article 73 constitutes the main provision. As'a mem
ber of the Portuguese Parliament where'~ previously
represented the ele\'toral distriet of Goa, and now
represent Oporto, the ~econd largest city of Portugal,
I fee that I am fully qualifiedto clarify the. Portuguese
position on this issue.

287. The reasons why the Portuguese Government,
faithful to the constitution of the nation, replied in the
negative to the Secretary-General's inquiry should be
well known to this Assembly as they have been clearly
explained to previous Assemblies by the Chairman of
our delegation. Portugal does not administer any ter
ritories oovered by Article 73, sub-paragraph~, ofthe
Charter. National oonstitutions are the legal expres
sion of social reality. The historical, geographioal and
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troops to be evaouated. Whether there are 7,000 or
20,000 Spanish soldiers, the problem is the saJr.l as
far as we are oonoerned. We do not think that Spain
has any imperialist designs on our oountry; whether
there are 100,000 or 7,000 soldiers on our frontiers
we are oonfident that they are not there to attaok us.
Henoe the reduotion made by Spain in the number of its
troops is of no possible interest to us; it is simply
a matter of troops going baok to theh.. own oountry, a
reduction in the budget, an arrangernent that makes th~
task of the general staff easiel".
295. With regard to the territory of Saguiet el Hamra
there again I am afraid the Spanish representative's
memory is at fault. But loan place at his disposal
some texts which are known to his Government, to
which he himself has referred andto which his Govern
ment does not refer in the same manner. In any oase,
they are at his disposal in order that he may find out
aU about the Saguiet el Hamra situation and the his
toric de velopment of that territory, which today has
come under Spanish sovereignty by a unilateral act on
the part of Spain, in defiance of all of the international
tre,aUes on the subject.

296. Mr. Krishna MENON (India): I move that the
Assembly stand adjourned until 10.30 tomorrow morn
ing.

It was so decirieri.

The meeting rose at 7.25 p.m.
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on aocount of the differenoe between the Spanish
interpretation of that text and the Moroooan interpre-

'tation, whioh is more in aooordanoe with the historio
oase in question.

293. As far as the expression "maquignonnage" is
oonoerned, I regret that the Spanish representative
should have used it to desoribe the manner in whioh I
expounded my Government's '7iews on the subjeot.
Negotiations did in faot take plaoe some months ago; I

•spoke of them only to indioate the position in whioh the
matter stood after the termination of those negotia
tions. The Spanish representative, speaking of me,
said that the Head of the delegation of Moroooo was
also Under-Seoretary of State; I am obligedto oorreot
him. I do not hold that post but I took part in the
negotiations and, in 1.ooordanoe with diplomatio usage,
I shall not refer to :. ·~m but shall simpl:t say that un
fortunately they were unsuooessful and that the de'jure
and de faoto situBtion of the Spanish troops has not
been in any way ohanged.

294. The Spanish representative asserted that only
some 7,000 soldiers remained on Moroooanterritory.
The reduotion in the number of Spanish troops oan be of
advantage only to the Spanish Government. As long as
a single soldier remains upon l MorocoBn soil the
principle of the oooupation of the oountry by foreign
troops remains. We are not negotiatingwith Spain about
arrangements whioh would be useful for its bUdget or
for the deployment of its army. We are asking for the
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