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AGENDA ITEM 9

General debate (continued)

1. Mr. KISELEV (Byelorussian Soviet Soctaltst Re
public) (translated from Russian): This session is
meeting at a time when there are real prospects for a
further relaxation of international tension. The whole
world breathed a sigh of relief when the Treaty banning
nuclear weapon tests in the atmosphere, in outer space
and under water was signed on 5 August 1963 in Mos
cow. This news was greeted with joy by the people of
all nations. The Moscow Treaty is not only an expres
sion of concern for the health of all mankind. It is
concrete proof that co-ordinated decisions can be
reached among States in the interests of universal
peace; it is a victory for the policy of peaceful coex
istence.

2. The alternative-war or peaceful coexistence-has
become the basic problem ofworld politics. The choice
now is either a continuance of the "cold war" and the
arms race, leading ultimately to the outbreak of
thermo-nuclear war, or universal recognition of the
principles of peaceful coexistence and the building of
an enduring peace on this basis. There is no doubt that,
in this crucial period in which we are living, the desire
of all peoples is for peace, notwar. This being so, the
United Nations must do everything possible to satisfy
or, at least, to help satisfy this desire for peace. The
Moscow Treaty, which has already been ratified by over
100 States, is the first step in this direction. It is
gratifying to note that a direct interest in this historic
event was shown by the Secretary-General of our Orga
nization, U Thant, whowas present at the signing of the
Treaty in Moscow.

3. It is the urgent task of this session of the General
Assembly to continue resolutely along the way shown
by the Moscow Treaty. The delegation of the Byelorus
sian SSR is glad to note that the majority of States have
embarked or are embarking upon a course of peaceful
coexistence and co-operation. We are proud that the
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convoy of peace moving through the melting ice of the
"cold war" is headed by the powerful ice-breaker of
the Soviet Union.

4. The peaceful foreign policy of the Soviet Union.
which is aimed at ensuring peaceful ooexistence among
states, aocurately reflects the aspirations and hopes of
the people. The Soviet Union, advancing the only r ea
sonable programme for peaceful coexistence. proposes
that all States should compete not in an arms race but
in raising the levels of living, in the construction not
of military bases and missile launching pads but of
houses and schools, in the expansion not of the "cold
war" but of mutually profitable trade and cultural ex;
changes.

5. The main task now facing all peace-loving nations
is the prevention of thermo-nuclear war and the
strengthening of peaceful coexistence among States
with different social systems. The Byelorussian SSR,
together with the other socialist countries, is adopting
concrete measures for the fulfilment of this noble task.

6. The Government of socialist Byelorussia is faithful
to the policy of peaceful coexistence proclaimed by the ;::;. :.::>
great Lenin. We realize that the existing contradictions ~ c::::..
between States cannot disappear in a day because these 3:"""'
contradictions are not imaginary but real. We shall ~ "t
never repudiate our socialist ideology: we shall con1'~_
tinue to fight for the glowing ideals of mankind-a tr-uly ---
free life with an abundance of material and cultural
values. However I we would not dream of forcing our
beliefs upon our ideological opponents. The free will
of the people, and that alone,isthecourse along which
w.e wish to steel' the shipof history towards the snores
of peace, labour, freedom, equality, brotherhood and
happiness for all.

7. The preservation of universal peace is the first
indispensable condition for the progress of mankind.
The efforts of the Governments of all States should be
directed towards preventing the outbreak. of a new war
and ensuring that war is forever banishedfrom human
society. The only correct and sure way to achieve this
is through general and complete disarmament, a pro
gramme for which was proposed four years ago from
this rostrum by the head of the Soviet Government,
Nikita Sergeevich Khrushohev [799th meeting].!! The
thoughts of hundreds of millions of people are now
turned towards the implementation of this programme.

8. The whole world knows that the Soviet Union is
sincerely and consistently pressing for gener-al and
complete disarmament under strict international con
trol. The corresponding agreement would have been
signed long ago had it not been for the stubborn resis
tance of certain Western countries whose policies are
s till dominated by reactionary forces with a stake in
the maintenance of international tension.

!J Official records of rhe General Assembly. Fourteenth Session,
Annexes, agenda item 70, document A/4219.
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9. Our delegation has carefully studied the report of
the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on
Disarmament [A/5488], which met at intervals through
out the year at Geneva. The Committee has already
held hundreds of meetings, but there is still no sign of
any progress in its work. Dl.scussions are continuing
on the very roots of the disarmament problem. It can
be seen from the records of the Eighteen-Nation Com
mittee that the Soviet Union, the United States and the
United Kingdom differ so widely in their approach to
the basic articles of a treaty on general and complete
disarmament that they have failed to reach agreement
on a single one of the basic issues under discussion
despite all the efforts by the socialist and neutral Coun
tries to achieve mutually acceptable solutions.

10. Unfortunately, the heaps of lethal weapons Con
tinue to grow higher at a dizzying pace, If the United
Nations proves unable to halt this process, there may
be a oatastrophic landslide which will result in the
death of hundreds of millions of people and the destruc
tion of vast material and cultural resources, The arms
race, in whatever countries and on whatever scale it
is conduc ted, poisons the international atmosphere;
introduces discord, suspicion and open hostility in re
lations among States; and, like a weight around the
neck, dr-ags mankind away from peace and concord into
the abyss of war.

11. The disarmament problem has, as we all know,
been discussed in the United Nations for seventeen
years. As a partioipant in all eighteen sessions of the
General Assembly, I must bitterly note that during this
time armaments have not been reduced by a single
cartridge, and military budgets have not been cut by a
single dolfar : on the contrary, conventional and nuclear
armaments have increased to dangerous proportions,
and military budgets have recently risen to unprece
dented levels,

12. The representatives of many States who have spo
ken before me in the general debate, includingthe re
presentatives of the Soviet Union, Brazil, Yugoslavia,
Czechoslovakia, Burma, Romania, Libya, Cambodia
and other States, have rightly devoted considerable
attention to the problem of disarmament. They noted
with concern that the discussion of this important prob
lem has now been going on for many years but that
there are still no positive results. They rightly pointed
out that disarmament is the only alternative to the
lethal warfare with nuclear missiles which is threaten
ing mankind. Hundreds of millions of people are striv
ing to avert war and exercise timely restraint over the
rabid forces of aggression. Disarmament is not only a
vital neces sity but a genuinely feasible task. It has
rightly been said that the path to a world without wea~
pons is not strewn with roses and that this task can
be fulfilled only by the stubborn efforts of millions of
people in all countries.

13. We are glad to note that more Western leaders
are speaking in favour of the idea of disarmament. We
welcome the statement made here from this rostrum by
the President of the United States I Mr. Kennedy, on the
possibility of moving "up the steep and difficult path
toward comprehensive disarmament" [1209thmeeting].
We welcome the statements in favour of the idea of
disarmament made by the representatives of other
countries I and we feel that now is the time to move on
from good words to good deeds.

14. An excellent opportunity for this is provided by
the new proposal of the Soviet Union for convening, in

the first half of 1964,aconferenceofheads of Govern
ment of the States represented on the Eighteen-Nation
Committee on Disarmament [1208th meeting, para.
130].

15. The delegation of the Byelorussian SSR is
pleased, on behalf of its Government, to support the
other constructive proposals of the Soviet Union made
in the General Assembly on 19 September 1963 by the
Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Soviet Union, Mr.
Andrei Andreevich Gromyko [ibid., para. 137]. First
and foremost, the Soviet Government is ready to agree
that a limited number of intercontinental anti-missile
and anti-aircraft missiles should remain in the hands
of the Soviet Union and the United States on their own
territories until the end of the third stage-that is, until
the completion of the entire disarmament programme.
This is a new step to meet the Western Powers and
shows the sincere desire of the Soviet Union to banish
thermo-nuclear war from human existence. The dele
gation of the Byelorussian SSR is convinced that it will
now be more difficult for the Western opponents of dis
armament to obstruct a mutually acceptable settlement
of the disarmament problem without unmasking them
selves as the enemies of a practical solution to this
problem.

16, Wars and the preparation for them absorb incal
culable reserves of human energy and channel it, in the
ultimate analysis, into death and human suffering and
into the destruction of material wealth. The nations
want to put an end to the arms race and achieve general
and complete disarmament. The formulation of an eco
nomic programme for disarmament,Y whichwas pro
posed by the Soviet Unionat the last session, therefore
still remains a topical question in which all States
should be interested. The people mustknow what bene
fits will accrue to mankind from disarmament.

17. When the resources at present devoted to military
objectives are converted to peaceful uses, mankind
will in a short space of time effect gigantic reforms i
it will improve Jiving standards, accelerate economic
processes in the under-developed countries, banish
hunger and poverty, conquer insidious diseases and
open up new prospects for technical and scientific
progress.

18. Our delegation acts in the belief that the inevita
bility of a thermo-nuclear world war is a fiction and
that the disarmament problem would be completely
solved if all States allowed their conduct to be governed
by the higher interests of mankind. We accordingly con
sider that the United Nations should devote serious
attention to the practical formulation of an economic
programme for general and complete disarmament. It
is quite obvious that it would also be in the interests
of peace to implement the Soviet Union proposals on
the freezing or, better still, the reduction of military
budgets.

19. On behalf of the Government of the Byelorussian
SSR, I hereby state that our Republic has been and will
continue to be in favour of denuclearized zones in
Africa, Asia and Latin America, the Mediterranean, the
regions of the Pacific Ocean, Central and Northern
Europe, the Baltic and Balkan regions and other areas.
Every proposal for denuclearized zones is inspired by
the noble desire to help the cause of general and com
plete disarmament. We believe that denuclearized

y Ibid•• Seventeenth Session, Annexes, agenda items 33 and 94, docu
ment A/5233.
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zones which have been set up in proper legal form
should be guaranteed by the nuclear Powers.

20. The Byelorussian people are disturbed that there
is as yet no unity in the world on the question of the
non-dissemination of nuclear weapons. The United Na
tions has adopted a number of quite good resolutions
on this subject, but events show that little can be done
by resolutions alone. There has still been norepudia
tion of the dangerous plans for the establishment of a
so-called NATO multilateral nuclear force. It is well
known that these plans can set off a chain reactiou, By
1970, many States will have the teohnioalfacilities for
producing their own nuclear weapons. It is difficult to
over-estimate the consequences for the whole world of
the spread of nuclear weapons. We should not forget
that, with the invention of nuclear weapons, the means
of destruction have become tens of thousands of times
more powerful.

21. The Byelorussian people well know the sorrow
brought by war. In the Second World War, we lost 1.5
million people out of a population of 10 million and
more than half of our national wealth: in almost every
family there was some one who did not return from
the war. This is Why the Byelorussianpeople are firm
ly opposed to the arms race and to the preparation for
a new world war.

22. Peace is a general and indivis ible good. There can
be no stable peace so long as the hotbeds of aggression,
violence and injustice continue to flourish. The Bye le
russian people feel mounting anxiety at the continuing
militarization of the Federal Republic of Germany,
which is creating an unstable situation in Europe. The
famous .l?otsdam Agreement of 2 August 1945, which
was signed by representatives of the United Kingdom,
the United States and the Soviet Union, is being violated
and openly flouted. These decisions were made in order
to ensure that Germany would take the road of peace
and international friendship. Instead of pursuing a pol
icy of peace and friendship, one of the two German
States, the Federal Republic of Germany. is preparing
for aggression and openly declares non-recognition of
the frontiers established by the peoples in the course
of the liberation struggle against Httler isrn. In the at
tempt to make the dangerous plans for the creation of
a NATO multilateral nuclear for-ce a reality, the Fed
ral Republtc of Germany is above all concerned to gain
possession of atomic weapons and with their aid to re
draw the map of Europe. Only those who hide their
heads in the sands of anti-communism can fail to see
this.

23. However, there are observers in the West whose
sobriety cannot be denied. The English conservative
newspaper Sunday Ex;press stated on 18 November 1963
that in practice nuclear weapons for NATOwould mean
nuclear weapons for West Germany and that a great
quantity of such weapons would ultimately come under
the direct control of the German generals. It added that
since the Germans had started wars twice in the pre
sent century, it would be insanity to give them such
terrible weapons. with whose aid they might pres s their
territorial claims and start yet another war. This.
gentlemen. was written by a conservative English news
paper.

24. In their eagerness to acquire nuclear weapons
through NATO, the Bonn revenge-seekers are making
the maximum use of their military alliance with France.
In this connexion the Soviet Government made the fol
lowing statement on 5 February 1963:

• I -. •

"However nuclear weapons were to fall into the
hands of the 'Bundeswehr', whether directly or indi
rectly, the Soviet Union would consider this an imme
diate threat to its vital national interests and would
be obliged to take immediately the necessary steps
dictated by such a situation. 'I Y

25. The Soviet nation, which together with other
peace-loving peoples sacrHicecl millions of lives to
achieve victory over fascism, will take all steps to pre
vent the "Bundeswehr" from getting atomic weapons.

26. Atomic weapons in the hands of the Federal Re
public of Germany would constitute a serious threat to
the whole of mankind. The experience of the twentieth
century offers convincing testimony of this. That is
Why all peace-loving peoples must check the West Ger
man revenge-seekers before it is too late. The Gov
ernment of the Federal Republic of Germany does not
conceal its aggressive intentions towards the peace
loving German Democratic Republic. It declines all
proposals for the conclusion of a German Peace Treaty
and rejects the Rapacki Plan for the creation of an
atom-free zone in central Europe [697th meeting], the
urgency of which was again emphasized here on
23 September by Mr. vaclav David, the Minister for
Fo-reign Affairs of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic
[1211 th meeting]. The Federal Republic of Germany was
and is opposed to any kind of understanding on the most
important international questions and to friendly rela
tions between the great Powers.

27. It is now clear as never before that the only way
to put an end to the abnormal situation in West Germany
and West Berlin is to conclude the peaceful settlement
with Germany for which the people have been waiting
these past eighteen years. The signing of a peace treaty
with the two German States-the Federal Republic of
Germany and the German Democratic Republic-and the
declaration of West Berlin as a free city would co rres
pond to the basic interests not only of the people of
Europe but of the people of the entire world.

28. Impelled by its concern for worldpeace, theGov
ernment of the Byelorussian SSR strongly supports the
proposals of the Soviet Union for improving relations
between States and building up international trust. The
Moscow Treaty on the partial prohibition of nuclear
weapons te sts is a happy precur SOl' of the gre at changes
in international life which the people demand. The
Treaty does not remove the danger of war. does not
end the arms race and does not guarantee our security.
but it does point to the path we must take in order to
protect the baste interests of mankind.

29. To take this path means. first of all, to conclude
a non-aggression pact between the parties to the WaJ.'
saw Treaty and the parties to the North Atlantic Treaty,
and to take drastic measures for preventing surprise
attack and reducing the number of foreign troops in the
Federal Republic of Germany and the German Demo
cratic Republic. Such steps would be an importnat pre
requisite to agreement on the basic question-general
and complete disarmament.

30. In view of the importance of steps to reduce inter
national tension, our delegation supports the proposal
of the Romanian People's Republtc , put forward here
on 25 September by the Minister for Foreign Affairs.
Mr. Manesou, for the inclusion in this session's agenda
of an item entitled"Action on the regional level with a
view to improving good neighbourly relations among

y ~. 8 February 1963.
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European States having different social and political
systems" [see A/5557].

31. The Moscow Treaty has created the necessary
conditions for preventing an ar-ms race in outer space.
If outer space is really to serve the great objectives of
progress in the interests of all mankind, new construc
tive steps are necessary. In the opinion of the Byelo
russian delegation, the Soviet Union's recent proposal
for an agreement to prohibit the placing in orbit of
objects carrying nuclear weapons [1208th meeting,
paras. 184 and 185] represents a real step towards
making outer space a sphere of peace and co-operation.
We Wholeheartedly support this proposal, impelled as
it is by concern for the welfare of mankind.

32. The past year has not brought the full implementa
tion of the Declaration On the granting of independence
to colonial countries and peoples [resolution 1514
(XV)]. As many as seventy territories, with a popula
tion of some 50 million people, are still in a state of
colonial slavery. The colonialists are doing everything
in their power to retard the inexorable march of the
people towards freedom and independence so that they
may continue to pl under and exploit the inhabitants of
the colonies. In an attempt to adapt themselves to the
requirements of the times, the oolonialists are making
wide use of more refined nec--colcni al methods of
maintaining their rule. The most diverse techniques
and methods may be found in the arsenal of modern
neo-colonialism: the policy of "divide and rule " is com
bined with a policy of "unite and rule"; the will of the
colonial peoples is falsified by means of rigged "elec
tions"; puppets are installed; and ethnic and tribal
dissensions are stirred up.

33. Terrorization and repression of the indigenous
population continues to flour-ish in the colonies as be
fore. The oolonialists of I..Jortugal and the Republic of
South Africa have made themselves particularly noto
rious in this respect. The Portuguese colonies are
thirty times the ar-ea of the metropolitan country. The
Salazar r13gime is continuing to wage bloody colonial
war in Angola, inflioting a genooide and "scorched
earth" policy on the indigenous population. The methods
of this shameful war are being increasingly applied by
that r13gime in Mozambique, Portuguese Guinea, Cape
Verde and other colonies. On 28 March 1963 the Hin
dustan Times reported that in the past few years over
100,000 Africans have been murdered in the colonies
by Portuguese troops. There is thus direct evidence of
real genocide.

34. It is clear that without the support of the leading
NATO countrtes , Salazar would not be able to continue
the struggle against the Angolan people. In our opinion,
the General Assembly should adopt the strongest pos
sible sanctions against the fascist-like Portuguese
oolonialists.

35. We may observe a similar situation in the Republic
of South Afrioa. The question of the racial oonfliot
in the Republic of South Africa resulting from the
policies of apartheid, that Ia, domination of the
white colonialists over the majority of the country's
population, has been brought before the United Nations
as many as eleven times, and twenty-seven resolutions
have been adopted with a view to compelling the Gov
ernment of the Republic of South Africa to abandon Us
policy of racial disorimination.

36. But how does the Government of the Republic of
South African react to these resolutions? In a new
year's address 011 31 December 1962, Prime Minister. .

Verwoerd savagely abused the United Nations, saying
that the United Nations was overloaded with insignifi
cant little countries which in fact ran things to suit
themselves-the reference being to the countries of
Asia and Africa. Then he went on to say that the Repub
lic of South Africa, like most countries with a solid
reputation, had learned not to take the United Nations
seriously.

37. We demand that the United Nations bring this un
bridled racialist to his senses. We can no longer toler
ate a situation in which 11 million Africans, constituting
over three-quarters of the population of the Repubtic
of South Africa, continue to suffer terror and savage
repression.

38. The Byelorussian delegation, today as in the past,
strongly condemns the racialist poltctes of the Govern
ment of the Republic of South Africa as violating the
most elementary principles of humanity and justice,
and insists that sanctions be applied against that coun
try, including the breaking off of diplomatic relations
and the cessatron of trade.

39. The Byelorussian people are convinced that colo
nialism's final hour has struck. This conviction has
been strengthened by the display of unity on the part of
the African countries which, with the backing of all
anti-colonial forces, are fighting and intend to go on
fighting to carry out the decisions taken at the historic
Conference of Heads of African States and Governments
which was held in May 1963 at Addis Ababa. The Byelo
russian delegation takes this opportunity to declare its
full solidarity with the national liberation movement.

40. We shall everywhere support any effective meas
ures against the colonialists, any measures to promote
the sovereign right of peoples to independent political
and economic development. We demand that by 1965the
last vestiges of the shameful colonial system be de
finitively Wiped from the face of the earth. The de
struction of colonialism will enable the politically
independent peoples to join forces in the struggle for
economic development and independence.

41. The events of the past few months in South Viet
Nam have attracted universal attention and aroused the
indignation of world public opinion. The whole world
knows that the bloody r~gime of Ngo-Dinh-Diem has
transformed that country into a vast concentration
camp. Grossly violating the norms ofinternationallaw
in its attempt to crush the struggle of the people of
South Viet-Nam for national independence, democracy,
peace and the unification of the country, the Ngo-dinh
Diem r13gime is SUbjecting a peaceful population to
bombing, is using poison gas and is destroying the
peasants' rice fields. Some 350,000 people are lan
guishing in the prisons of South Viet-Nam, including
more than 6,000 children. Tens of thousands of innocent
people have been murdered.

42. The roster of crimes of the anti-people's clique
of Ngo-dinh-Diem has been lengthened in the past few
months by further acts of violence and carnage. This
time the Saigon dictator has attacked the Buddhist cler
gy. This is how the brutal excesses of the army and
police against the Buddhists were described in the
French bourgeois newspaper Combat on 26 August 1963:

"They plundered these holy places in the literal
sense of the word; they desecrated the altars; they
beat the monks unmercifully and,havingbound them,
threw them into trucks and transported them to the
cemetery more roughly than cattle being led to
slaughter. In order to cover up his profanation of
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Buddhism, a two-thousand-year-old religion which is
professed by almost the entire population of Viet
Nam, Ngo-dinh-Diem concocted the charge that the
Buddhist clergy are acting in concert with the
Communists. "

43. The whole world knows why Ngo-dinh-Dtem has
embarked on the repression of the Buddhists. The
ground is slipping away under the feet of this Saigon
hangman. The people of Viet-Nam keenly desire to
throw off the chains of this evil clique of adventurers.
Ngo-dinh-Diem is using terror in order to maintain
himself in power and preserve his thoroughly corrupt
r~gime, but terror is powerless against a people who
crave freedom and democracy. The Vietnamese people
are demanding an end to United States interference in
their internal affairs. They demand that the economic
and military assistance being given to the Ngo-dinh
Diem clique be ended.

44. The Byelorussian SSR emphatically condemns the
oppression of the peaceful population of South Viet
Nam and supports the just demands of the Vietnamese
-?eople !or the. peaceful unification of their country , the
Immediate withdrawal of United States troops from
their territory and the opportunity to determine their
own future.

45. The experience of history shows that the success
ful development of mutually advantageous economic and
trade relations is possible only when the international
situation is stable and peace has been firmly estab
lished. Conversely, active economic and trade rela
tions between States based on the principles of equal
rights and mutual benefit create the conditions for a
durable peace and for the solution of international dis
putes by peaceful means. The Head of the Soviet Gov
ernment, Mr. Nikita Ser'geevich Khrushchev, said in
March 1958:

"Trade has a more than economic significance.
Trade is the most normal way of establishing good
relations between oountrtes, Trade and economic ties
create a good basis for the consolidation of inter
national political relations."

46. There can be no doubt that the expansion of trade.
and in particular trade between countries with different
social and economic systems and between countries at
different levels of economic development, plays an im
portant part in ensuring progress and improving the
well-being of all peoples, contributes to the strengthen
ing of peace, and is one of the most effective means of
accelerating the economic development of the less de
veloped countries which have only recently freed them
selves from the political shackles of colonialism.

47. However, the world situation in so far as economic
relations and co-operation are concerned can hardly be
considered satisfaotory, Exclusive trade and political
groupings which discriminate against non-Member
States still exist. The dangerous doctrine of anti
communism, which has done great harm to the friendly
exchange among nations of the fruits of their labour,
hangs like a black cloud over economic co-operation.
Is it possible to regard as normal a situation in which
trade partner-s refuse to live up to their obligations
and sacrifice to the one-eyed monster of anti
communism the economic interests of their people?
Despite the demands of business circles in the Western
?ountries, reactionary forces continue to uphold a pol
icy of trade restrictions in relation to the countries
of the socialist camp.

48. What nations need is not trade in general but trade
on mutually advantageous terms: tradewithoutcliscri
mination and without artificial political, economic and
adrninistrative barriers. trade by which the full sover
eignty of both parties is recognized and interference by
either in the internal affairs of the other is outlawed. In
adopting the resolution on the convening of an interna
tional conference on trade and development [resolution
1785 (XVIIl], the United Nations gave voice to a univer
sal desire, for the people expect that this conference
will mark the first steps towards bringing order into
wor ld trade, It is the responsibility of this session to
ensure that these steps are really taken in the interests
of all mankind.

49. Now that there are good prospeots for closer co
operation among all countries, it is essential that the
reactionary forces obstructing the peaceful coexist
ence of peoples should be kept in check. In this regard;
an important responsibility falls upon the United Na
tions, which must work much better and much more
effectively and actively than in the past.

50. The United Nations must not be allowed to become
either a passive r-ecor aer of international events or a
tool in the hands of any particular group using it to fur
ther its own interests. The United Nations was created
for all peoples and should express the hopes of all
peoples.

51. An important step towards making the UnitedNa
tions more effective would be its complete universali
zation. It is intolerable that the people's Republic of
China should still be prevented from takingpartin the
work of the United Nations. We are strongly in favour
of the restoration of the lawful rights of the people's
Republic of China in the United Nations. The General
Assembly should oast out b'om its ranks the Chiang
Kal-shek representatives who represent no one but
themselves.

52. While the great Powers bear a special responsi
bility to history, peaceful coexistence makes the same
demands on all States, both large and small. Among the
most important of these demands is respect for the
sovereignty of States, for the right of peoples to the
free choice of their political and social system.

53. Unfortunately. fur too many States are failing to
comply with this demand. We are continually reminded
of this by thetragic conflicts that have sprung up in the
world and that keep alive the hotbeds of tension. Our
Organization should draw a lesson from the events of
last year when a great Power's disregardofthe sover
eign rights of a small country brought the wor Id to the
brink of catastrophe, of a general thermo-nuclear war.

54. In this connexion, our delegation again wishes to
draw the attention of the world community to the dan
gerous manoeuvres still being perpetrated against the
Cuban people. Events have shown that not only have
t~ere been provocative statements in regard to CUba,
Iike the recent statement of the American Legion at
Miami, but also that deeds have been committed which
Violate Cuba's sovereignty and infringe its rights. We
are C~)llvinc~d that the facts of life will force Cuba IS

enemies ultimate ly to realize that all subversive activ
ities and discrimination are futile against the Cuban
revolution Which enjoys the support of all peoples.

55. The road to development and social reform chosen
by CUba is a domestic affair of the Cuban people. and
no one has any right to interfere in its affairs. The
delegation of the Byelorussian SSR demands that the
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acts of economic and military aggression against Cuba
be stopped.
56. The Byelorussian people firmly believe in ~he

great possibilities of the human mind. The co~s~ructlVe

changes taking placeintheworldtodayhavedl~ld~dt~e
whole of mankind into an overwhelming majority 111

favour of peace and progress and a puny handful of
mad politicians who, like scorpions, are ready to com
mit murder and suicide.

57. It is the duty of all honest men to check the forces
of aggression and war and to strengthenpeacefulcoex
istence among peoples, thus enabling mankind to solve
all its problems. Reason demands of us to show more
patience. greater self-restraint, a stronger desire for
co-operation and greater concern for the fate of the
entire world.

58. To prevent a new world war and ensure peaceful
coexistence is the duty of the United Nations and of all
peoples.

59. Mr. WACHUKU (Nigeria): Mr. president, I want,
before saying anything further, to congratulate you, to
gether with the Vice-President and all other officers of
this General Assembly, on your well-deserved eleva
tion to the highoIfices ofthis great Organization. Know
ing you, Sir, for three years now, I am sure the Organ
ization, the Assembly and its work, will be very well
and ably directed, and I am equally sure that the As
sembly, in this eighteenth session, will bear very fruit
ful results.

60. I want also to take this opportunity to pay tribute
to the secretary-General and the permanent staff of the
United Nations. During the session that has just ended
we had some moments of excitement; indeed, there was
a time when we were asking whether the world was not
on the verve of complete annihilation. But due to the
skillful intervention of the Secretary-General and of
Members of this great Organization, and thanks to the
good-will and sanity that prevailed and to the fact that
the two most powerful nations in the Organization rose
to the occasion and showed a great sense of leadership
and appreciation of the yearning of all men and women
of this globe, disaster was averted. I think we should all
congratulate ourselves for showing that we had the ca
pacity, as human beings, to apply the brakes and to pull
ourselves back from the yawning chasm into which it
would have been our lot to fall.

61. Tomorrow, 1 October 1963, will mark the third
year of independence of Nigeria, as afree and indepen
dent African State in the twentieth century. Onthat day,
tomorrow, Nigeria will become a republic and, Conse
quently, will change its status, but not necessarily its
stature.

62. Although Nigeria has been for only three years an
independent Afrioan nation of the twentieth century, it
is not as young as all that. The area of the African Con
tinent called Nigeria has a tradition and a cultural
heritage that goes further than 2,000 years and, Con
sequently, the country came to independence with a
certain amount of majority and a certain amount of
realism in the conduct of its affairs.

63. By becoming independent and assuming new sta
tus, Nigeria, in order to fulful its destiny on the con
tinent of Africa, will naturally have to think again and
to review its record of the past three years so as to
have a clear vision of the direction in which it must
move. Consequently, at this eighteenth session of the
,General Assembly, before I enter into the discussion

of the more pressing problems that face us as Africans,
it may be necessary for me to remind thi.s Assembly of
the role which our country has played durmgthese three
years as a Member of the Organiza~ionof the prin
ciples that have guided it and of how It has been con
sistent with those principles, which were enunciated
here on 7 October 1960 [893rd meeting] by the Prime
Minister of the Federation of Nigeria, Alhaji Sir
Abubakar Tafawa Balewa.

64. In these three years Nigeria has pla~edsom~part
in international affairs and in world affair-s conaistent
with its resources and talent. It has also played some
part in African. affairs-and the role pl~y~d i~ African
affairs has had repercussions and ramrftcations out
side Africa. Nigeria looks to the future with hope and
expectation.

65. I want to say here that the Federation of Nigeria,
having accepted ohligations under the Chart,er, has d:>,ne
everything possible within its power, to d,lscharge. Its
obligation honourably and honestly. NIge,na ?-as tr~ed,
as its record shows, to fulfil whatever obltgations might
be imposed upon it by virtue of its membership of this
Organization.

66. Now, consistent with the statement that my Prime
Minister made on 7 October 1960, on the occasion of the
adrmsston of Nigeria to the General Assembly and to
this Organization, we have made our views known and
expressed our opinions, when necessary, very strongly,
based on conviction. If I may remind this Assembly, at
that time the Prime Minister said: "Eachrepresenta
tive should be strong enough to resist all efforts to
deflect him from the path of truth as he sees it"
[893rd meeting, para. 2001. All along, the Nigerian
delegation in this Assembly has never hesitated to state
the truth as we saw it, fearlessly and boldly, but politely
-although our politeness sometimes may be hurtful
in some quarters.

Mr. Tarazi (Syrian Arab Republic), Vice-President,
took the Chair.

67. Now it becomes necessary for me to make a
statement as a result of some rumours that have been
circulating in connexion with African states. I have
heard it said that the African states have come to the
eighteenth session to wreck this Organization. I want
to say categorically that that is not true. It is true that,
since the seventeenth session of the Assembly, certain
changes have taken place and African States have taken
certain courses of action in order to persuade certain
Members of this Organization to recognize certain
existing facts and such changes as have taken place in
our world. But that does not mean that, because of cer
tain actions that have been taken, the Mrican coun
tries, or my own country, have decided in any way to
wreck the Organization. May I remind this body again
about the statement which was made here by my Prime
Minister on 7 October 1960 on our admission. I shall
not bother the Assembly very much, but it is there in
the printed records of plenary meeting of that year.

68. While he made it clear that he thought of the
United Nations "as providing perhaps the only effective
machinery for inducing WOI' Id peace" •he further stated:

"I do not think that it was ever the intention of any
of those countries which were responsible for the
creation of this Organization to turn it into an arena
where party politics could be played on the highest
level, and where ideological differences would ob
scure the main objective of securing peace among the
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nations and stability in the world at large," [Ibid.,
para. 198.]

69. In that statement it is made clear that, while we
recognize and support the General Assemhly of the
United Nations, there are certain facts which must also
be recognized, in particular that the Organization is not
a place for playing party politics or for peddling ideo
logical conflicts. The United Nations was created as one
of the instruments for disarmament and the mainte
nance of peace, After the FirstWorld War, as an effort
towards the maintenance of world peace and disarma
mont, the League of Nations was created. Unfortunate
ly, bad faith ruined that organization and then man
learned bitter lessons by destroying so many millions
of human beings in many countries. Another effort was
made which resulted in the establishment of this Organ
ization. This is a continuing process in the maintenance
of world peace. One would have thought that man, having
suffered so much, would think twice before trying to
lead humanity to the abyss. That is why my Prime
Minister made that statement or). the very day when
Nigeria was admitted to this Organization.

70. We in Africa regard the United Nations as one of
the finest institutions that have beencreated by modern
man to bring various States together and to rally inter
national opinion, in order that the world atlarge might
have a centre once a year for exchanging thoughts and
for knowing how the various sections of the world are
thinking. It may well be that the views expressed here
appear to pass unnoticed: but sooner or later somebody
somewhere does take note of much that has been said.
Even if the United Nations enables us simply to let off
steam, to let off bottled energy which might have re
sulted in something more dangerous, then the Organ
ization serves a useful purpose. I am sure that all the
African states are grateful that such an institution does
exist, because it helps them steadily to achieve the ob
jectives which the African States and other weaker and
younger States have set as their targets.

71, The rumour I mentioned earlier has arisen be
cause it has been stated that the African States want to
expel South Africa and Portugal from the United Na
tions. I think I can say categorically that, as far as I
know, the African States are very reasonable States and
that they have reasonable representatives. Certainly
the African States want to apply the strongest possible
pressure on those two States to make them reasonable,
but I do not know of any positive decision to expel those
two Members from this Organization. Their expulsion
would serve no useful purpose at all. It would be a
sheer waste of time. It is better to bring them here and
keep on Whipping them until they have learned their
lesson. To throw them outside and leave them in the
cold would just relieve them of this real burden. If
members of an organization do not want to observe the
rules of the organization, the only way you can teach
them a lesson is to bring them up every time and ex
pose them to a certain amount of humiliation and indig
nity, and one day they will learn some sense. So I want
to make it clear that my delegation does not know of any
agreed plan to expel either portugal or South Africa
from this Organization, and I do not think my country
would even support such a plan.

72. South Africa has eleven million people of African
descent who are suffering. If we expel South Africa, it
means that we are just locking those people up in prison
and handing them over to be suppressed and destroyed.
At the present time there is a case against South Africa
in the International Court, with Ethiopia and Liberia re-
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presenting the African States. What is going to happen to
that, if we do not wait for the adjudication of the case?
If South Africa is expelled, what happens to the people
of South West Africa, which it has illegally appropria
ted? It is not in our interest to expel South Africa at
all. It is not in the interest of the majority of African
people in South Africa to expel them. It is not even in
the interest of the minority to expel them. It is not
in the interest of the minority of three million Africans.
They say they are Africans, and we in Nigeria accept
them as Africans, because their forebears came to
Africa and settled. An accident and circumstance of
history have made it so. We recognize that fact. These
descendants know no other place they may call their
home but South Africa. All we say is: "If you say you
are Africans, behave as Africans and conduct your
selves as Africans. You are not the only Africans.
There are many millions of other Africans. Therefore
you must have a basic working relationship that is con
sistent with human dignity. 1t That is all we require.

73. Therefore I want to emphasize the fact that there
is no intention to expel South Africa or Portugal from
this Organization. Portugal is living in a world of fic
tion, and we have to get it out of the cloud cuckoo land
in which it has lost itself and bring it back to earth.
In dealing with this African aspect of our policies and
the conduct of our affairs, perhaps I shall deal more
fully with that particular topic.

74. In international relations, Nigeria has done what
is required of it as a member of the United Nations
Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament. I re
member that, when addressing that Committee in
Geneva, we said that previously it had always been a
matter of the great Powers, of one power bloc negotiat
ing with another power bloc, and naturally suspecting
one another and never coming to any agreement; but
that now, for the first time, this Organization, with the
concurrence of the two power blocs, had brought in the
non-aligned countries. In Geneva, we suggested that the
eight non-aligned countries must hold together and must
on no account side with one or the other bloc, but must
continue to whisper into the ears of the members of
these powerful blocs the voice of reason, a reflection of
the yearning of the ordinary people-a yearning for
peace, a yearning for under-standing,

75. There again, we made it clear that. as far as our
delegation was concerned, there was no need for any
particular ideological bloc to think that its views or its
own ideology could possibly be the ideology that would
be acceptable to all humanity. That would be self
deception. Even members of the same family do not
think alike. It is much more unlikely that I will accept
the view that what may be good for you, in your own
area, is necessarily also good for me. Unless the spirit
of accommodation is engendered in all, it will be im
possible to attain general and complete disarmament.

76. It appears that, through the efforts of the eight
and the good sense of the two power blocs, we achieved
something. Before the opening of this eighteenth ses
sion of the General Assembly, we saw a nuclear test
ban treaty signed in Moscow between the three nuclear
Powers-the Soviet Union. the United Kingdom and the
United States. Demonstrating the spontaneous reaction
of the minority of human beings and States in the world,
many more States have since signed that treaty. This
shows in no uncertain terms that, for once, the great
Powers have done what we would like them to do. I want
to put it on record' that we do congratulate the great
Powers for exercising this initiative and realizing
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this objective-it does not matter how small it may
be-and we wish also to encourage them to attain more.

77. My country thought that the signing of that treaty
was so important a move in the right direction that we
decided to sign it in three places-and I had the privi
lege of visiting Moscow. London and Washington to ap
pend the name of Nigeria to that treaty;--

78. In Washington, after signing the treaty, we made a
short statement. and I think I should like to read it now
for purposes of the record. It reads as follows:

"The nuclear test-ban treaty, viewed in the context
of complete and total disarmament, to some people
may appear insignificant. On the other hand, if the
test-ban treaty is viewed in the context of an outward
and practical manifestation of the growing faith and
confidence ofthe great nuclear Powers in the genuine,
sincere and good intentions of one another to achieve
the goal of total and complete disarmament, this
treaty becomes more significant. I would describe it
as a right step in the right direction and at the right
time.

"I wish, on behalf of my Government and the people
of Nigeria, to congratulate the three Powers for this
initiative and this achievement. It is because my Gov
ernment attaches such importance to this achieve
ment, and to encourage those great Powers to do
more and have more faith and confidence in them
selves and humanity a~d save the world from annihi
lation, that my Prime Minister has commissioned me
to visit all the three capitals of Moscow, London and
Washington to sign the treaty on behalf of the Govern
ment and people of Nigeria.

"In signing this treaty today on behalf of my Gov
ernment, I am constrained to remind the great Pow
ers of what they already know-that is, that we have
confidence that, in signing the nuclear test-ban treaty,
they remember at all times and have at the back of
their minds the sacredness of the pledged word, the
sanctity of treaties, and will not give any cause to
Nigeria, an independent African State, to regret our
signing this treaty."

79. The last portion of that statement is, to us, very
important, because we know very well the bitterness
that was caused when one Power was accusing the other
of breaking the moratorium. We in Nigeria-and I be
lieve I will be supported by the other African States
say that these Powers must remember the sacredness
of the pledged word and of treaties once entered into,
and there should be no backing out, no excuse for mak
ing this treaty a scrap of paper. Wedo not want to have
any bickering at one of the sessions of the General
Assembly, with one Power saying that the other has
not done what it had agreed to do, and "therefore we
are not going to be bound by anything".

80. Now that more than 100 States have been induced,
by what appears to be a sign of good faith, to affix their
signatures to this nuclear test-ban treaty, let us hope
that the great Powers will show us by example that
they are really great, and not small.

81. We read in the newspapers that the Foreign Minis
ters of the three great Powers have been meeting to
see whether they can find some further area of agree..
merit, From the speeches we have been hearing and
from what we have been reading in the newspapers, it
appears that one of the questions causingfriction among
the three great countries is the question of Berlin. It
Wi~l be remembered that on a previous occasion when

I spoke from this rostrum I made a suggestion to the
great Powers. The suggestion was that they should face
the reality that Germany is today divided into two parts,
two ideological areas. Whether one may wish to build a
stone wall or a bamboo wall or a tin wall in Berlin, the
fact is that one set of human beings has adhered to one
ideology and another set of human beings, of the same
nationality, has adhered to another ideology. On the
basis of the lesson of my own country, I think that the
only way to bring this country together is to start with
federation; later, if good will prevails, the people will
work out the final solution. To avoid a conflagration in
that country, thought could be given to the solution of
converting Berlin and its environs into a federal terri
tory of Germany. One of the two organized States could
transfer its headquarters to some other city, just as
West Germany has transferred its headquarters to
Bonn, Berlin and its environs would then become a fed
eral territory and could be handed over to the United
Nations, for a short period at least. Once, as a result of
consultations, a feasible federal constitution had been
worked out. Berlin and its environs would become the
federal capital. Let us see whether peace in that area
could be secured in this way.

82. Of course, we come from young States; our views
may not make any impression. But we are anxious that
no one should use Berlin as a pretext in order to throw
hydrogen bombs on us. Thus, anyone who has views or
suggestions to put forward for the consideration of the
great Powers should put them forward. As we have
made absolutely clear, we do not want atom bombs, or
any other kind of bombs, falling on our continent. We
believe that we are voicing the views of ordinary people
all over the world when we say that no human being
wants to be bombed out of existence. To bomb human
beings is an act of insanity, and the sooner we curb
that insane nature in man, the better it will be for
humanity.

83. I shall not bother the Assembly with comments on
international affairs in general. But there is an aspect
of international relations that is very important to my
country and my delegation and to all the countries of
Africa. I am referring to matters pertaining to Africa.

84. Since Nigeria became independent, on 1 October
1960, its policy has been consistent with that stated to
the General Assembly by my Prime Minister. Refer
ring to both international affairs and African affairs,
he said:

"Before proceeding to deal in detail with the many
questions which are of interest to my country, it is
better to state briefly the principles which we have
accepted as the basis of our policies in international
relations. First, it is the desire of Nigeria-as I have
said already-to remain on friendly terms with all
nations and to participate actively in the work of the
United Nations Organization. Secondly, Nigeria, a
large and populous country of over 35 millions,
has absolutely no territorial or expansionist inten
tions. Thirdly, we shall not forget our old friends,
and we are proud to have been accepted as a member
of the British Commonwealth. But, nevertheless, we
do not intend to ally ourselves as a matter of routine
with any ofthePowerblocs. We are committed to up
hold the principles upon which the United Nations is
founded. Fourthly, Nigeria hopes to work with other
African States for the progress of Africa and to assist
in bringing all African territories to a state of re
sponsible independence." [893rd meeting, para. 173.]
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85. My Prime Minister used the words "responsible
independence"; he did not mean "a state of irresponsi
ble independence". That is important, because many of
the upheavals in our world, the wars of annihilation,
have been caused by states that did not have a respon
sible independence; they were States with an irrespon
sible independence, because they would not confine
themselves to their territories and to their own needs
and requirements; they were interested in territorial
expansion, in dominating and exploiting others, in ex
propriating the property of others. A State with that
kind of ambition certainly must be regarded as a State
with irresponsible independence.

86. GUided by that principle, my country in 1961 ini
tiated a move, supported by other Afl'ican countrtea,
which resulted in the first Conference oftwenty African
states in Monrovia.z/ This is very important, because
at that time African countries were regarded as im
mature, inexperienced and even unintelligent. Liberia
offered to play host to the twenty African States, which
therefore met for the first time in Monrovia, and took
political, economic, social and cultural decisions. That
Conference gave rise to the term "Monrovia Powers."

87. The circumstances behind that Conference were
that before the independence of Nigeria there were
groups of States in Africa that called themselves by
different names, and there was the yearningofthe Af
rican people that such a division should not continue
to exist. Before May 1961 there had been a series of
meetings and conferences at which high-sounding reso
lutions were passed, but nothing came of them, and
the conference at Morrrovia marked the beginning of
the great events which have led to what we are seeing
today.

88. Eol.Iowtng that meeting in May, the Heads of States
decided that there should be a Conference ofExperts of
the African and Malagasy states in Dakar inJuly 1961
to deal with all the economic, social, cultural and other
technical matters, and that there should then be held
a conference at Lagos.

89. The Lagos Conference continued the succession
of meetings, and again the twenty Heads of States met
in January 1962 and for the first time agreed upon the
principles of a charter that will bind them together. The
report of the expert committee that met in Daka.r was
considered and approved, and there was born the organ
ization called the Inter-African and Malagasy Organ
ization and the be ginning of the institution of the Council
of Ministers and the Assembly of Mrican States.

90. The prmclples of the Charter were agreed upon,
and the Foreigh Ministers were commis stoned to meet
within three months to finalize the Charter. This they
did in May and June 1962, and in December 1962 they
met again and the Charter of the Inter-African and
Malagasy Organization was signed.

91. In January of this year we suffered a casualty, and
then the new Organization was tested. Another con
ference was summoned under that Charter, and the
twenty States answered and arrived at certain decisions
and enunciated certain principles. It was in Lagos also
that the African States decided that the next meeting
of the Heads of states should be held in Addis Ababa.
When the Heads of states of the Afri can countries were
summoned, the door was left open for all to be there,
because it was found that there was a common yearning

11 Conference of the Heads of African and Malagasy States held. in
Mcnrovta, 8 to 13 May 1961.

in the hearts of all the l~aders to come together. So,
at Addis Ababa for the first time, with the exception
of two states because of circumstances beyond every
body's control, all the States met. There were thirty
~tates repr~sented, and so we have todaytheOrganiza
tion of Afrf can Unity. Now the thirty-two independent
African States are members of that Organization and
for the first time those thirty-two States decid~d to
solve the problem that every African country had de
cided to solve individually, and they decided to solve
it collectively. From this rostrum, we have stated that
our independence is meaningless if the rest of Africa
is not free. At Addis Ababa, the African countries col
lectively decided that the problem of decolonizing Af
rica had become a collective matter and must be solved
collectively.

92. I have gone into this question because it is impor
tant for this Organization. When people suggest that we
want to wreck the United Nations or that we have some
ulterior motive in our conduct or course of action, they
should understand what has led us to these things.

93. It is not our fault that other States cannot appreci
ate the necessity of sinking their differences and think
ing in terms of their immediate problems. The African
States realized that if there is to be peace in this world,
While it is all very well to meet in Geneva and talk
about general and complete disarmament, disarma
ment will be impossible if Africa is still in bondage.
Those who are trying to disarm in one area are arming
to conquer Africa, and the only way to make disarma
ment complete and effective is to decolonize Africa
completely. When there are no more areas for exploi
tation, when there are no more areas for conquest,
when there are no more areas for experimentation on
an ideological basis, then everybody will be at peace
in his own home. Therefore, the African States have
decided that all this ideological experimentation should
be confined to their respective areas. The Africans
must be given an opportunity to experiment ontheir own
home grounds to show that it is possible for independent
States of goodwill to work together.

94. We believe that if we succeed in getting Africans
to work together in harmony, we will be opening a new
chapter in international relations. Consequently, since
the last session and since the Addis Ababa Conference,
what has been going on for years in this Assembly and
this Organization-the attempts of Africans in the
Fourth Committee to become free-has gathered anew
momentum and a new impetus. It is no longer a question
of the nationalist leaders of South West Africa coming
here to ask to be heard as petitioners; it is no longer
a question of the nationalists of Angola coming here
and asking the Chairman of the Fourth Committee to
put their case before the Assembly; it is no longer a
question 9f the nationalists of Northern Rhodesia or
Southern Rhodesia coming here and roaming in the lob
bies asking for somebody to present their case. It is
now the case that the thirty-two African States have
decided that their continent must be free andindepen
dent, with responsible independence, not irresponsible
independence.

95. If this Organization accepts us as Members, gen
uine Members. entitled to all the rights andprivileges,
if all the Members of this Organization accept their ob
ligations and agree that this Organizationisaninstru
ment of peace and understanding among the various
States and among human beings, it is only fair, right
and proper that all the countries should give the African
States wholehearted support in their just endeavours
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way. What has happened to him that he cannot now
appreciate that by letting Angola, Mozambique and
others go as independent countries, Portugal has an
opportunity of establishing a firmer relationship be
tween Angola, Mozambique and other African countries
firmer economic, social and cultural relations not onl;
with those territories but with the rest of independent
Africa. I think that this will yield him greater dividends.
If he would only perform this little act, he would find
that he not only has the goodwill of these areas but that
he also has the goodwlll of the whole continent. I think
it is as simple as all that. But I cannot understand Why;
I do not know what is wrong; something must be very
wrong.
101. We have suggested from this rostrum that Portu
gal must accept the principle of independence. That is
simple-self-determination for the people, recognize
these people as the legitimate leaders of their people.
Whether you like it or not, nationalism has taken root
and is bound to win. Once nationalism grows and ger
minates there is nothing you can do about it; it is bound
to win. It may take some years, but it is bound to win
and imperialism is bound to lose. They are not bandits,
they are nationalists. followed by thousands and mil
lions of their people. So acknowledge that fact. Throw
away the fiction of 1884 or 1885, the Berlin Conference
and its fiction; throw those things away as they do not
apply, and then be prepared to meet these nationalists
to discuss the manner in which you transfer power to
them so that they remain your partners and friends.
Britain has done so, and France has done so although
it still has secret intentions of coming back. Portugal
should learn that lesson, and it will finally yield it a
dividend.

102. I may recall to the memory of Portugal that in
the fourteenth, fifteenth and sixteenth oenturies, when
Portugal and Spain were the most powerful states, they
dealt with the African kingdoms on terms of equality.
The King of Dahomey exchanged ambassadors with the
court of Portugal; the same thing happened with the
King of Benin, The Queen of Angola exchanged ambas
sadors with them. They dealt in terms of equality.
Just because an industrial revolution produced a change
in the nineteenth or twentieth century, they have for
gotten that part of their history. At that time they had
harmonious relationships. Why not go back and think
again? Portugal and Spain, particularly Portugal, had
a very harmonious relationship with the African States.
Before it is too late it is necessary for them to re
think their thoughts.

103. I am using this opportunity to appealto Dr. Sala
zar and his cabinettogobackinthe archives of Portu
gal where they will find these documents and treaties
of friendship, written by their predecessors. with the
Kings and Chiefs of Africa, and with the Queen of An
gola, before she was succeeded by a weak King who
enabled them to infiltrate. I believe that if Portugal
pursues that course it w11l live to establish a new and
happier relationship with the rest of Africa, not only
with Angola and Mozambique; as long as Portugal re
mains an independent Western Europe country on the
Iberian Peninsula, we have no quarrel with it.

Mr. Sosa Rodrfguez (Venezuela) resumed the Chair.

104. But the moment Portugal tells us that in spite
of the Atlantic Ocean and the Strait of Gibraltar which
separates Africa from Europe, Angola is a province
of Portugal, then, naturally, that is where the quarrel
starts. Portugal is just on the same side as Togo in
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to unite the continent and in their effort to remove all
the vestiges of the humiliation of the African people
and all the vestiges of colonialism.

96. It will be noticed that I am not speaking with a
sense of bitterness. We on the African continent do
realize the facts of history. With thirty-two independent
African States, we feel that we can afford to have a
spirit of accommodation. We feel that we can afford
to appeal to a sense of reasonableness on the part of
those who are still holding a section of Africa in a state
of bondage. But I know from the look of things: today
there are thirty-two independent African states. By
th~ end of this year there may be about thirty-four or
thirty-five, and by next year there will be many more.
Surely that should be enough writing on the wall for
anybody to see that the time for colonialism on the con
tinent of Africa is up and that the time is up also for
discrimination on the continent of Africa.

97. And so it is Nigeria. my country-I say this be
cause Nigeria has pledged itself to work with the rest
of the African countries to achieve the objective-that
has been in the forefront, knowing that its territory
contains the largest aggregate of the black population
in one area in the world. It is its duty, whether it likes
it 01' not-it is an obligation-to do everything possible
within its power, in conjunction with the other African
States, to see that the continent of Africa is liberated
as quickly as possible; there will be no turning back.

98. Sometimes we Nigerians have been accused of not
being dynamic. but we in Nigeria believe in peaceful
and orderly development. If we can get that we will but
if our patience becomes completely exhausted nobody
should blame us. The African people have a forgiving
nature. I believe that if this Organization continues to
give the States of Africa the support ithas given them
in the past, I have no doubt that within the shortest
possible time the question of decolonizatton will be
solved as quickly as possible.

99. I want to take this opportunity to pay tribute to
the Scandinavian countries. I read the other day that
the Foreign Ministers of the Scandinavian countries
were invited by South Africa to visit that Territory
but that they had refused to go, not because they hate
So,uth Africa. but because they disagree with its policy.
Without saying so, by that act they are showing us that
they Wholeheartedly support us. They agree with us
that the policy of South Africa is wrong and that it must
change. I believe that if other countries acted and
behaved in that manner, sooner or later South Africa
will learn that ostracism, which was started by the
Greeks, is still continuing in the twentieth century.
They continue to be ostracized. When the Scandinavian
Foreign Ministers refuse to answer their invitation,
the South Africans must soon learn that there must be
something wrong with them. Once they discover what
is wrong and remedy the situation, they will find that
everybody will accept their invitation. So I am most
grateful, and I want to put it on record that my country
appreciates very much indeed the co-operation that the
Scandinavian countries have been giving to the African
cause, and also this latest action as a manifestation
of the wholehearted support they are willing to give us.

100. With regard to Portugal and decolonization, we
have said here before what our position is and we con
tinue to say it. But the thing that amazes me-I read
Mr. Salazar's book as a student in political science and
legal science-is that a very brilliant man who was able
to ~~scue his own country from bankrupt~y, acts in this
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in West Africa. Have we ever heard anything at any
time where Togo would say that Ghana is a part of the
province of Toga, or that Dahomey is a province of
Toga, or that Nigeria is a province of Toga, or that
Niger is a province of Toga? These are areas which are
close to Togo. But the moment Togo would say such a
thing, there would be a quarrel. The moment Togo re
mains as an independent African State, a member of the
Organization of Mrican Unity, there is brotherhood,

.friendship and mutual assistance.

105. Surely if Portugal wants to be an African country
-I read in one of the documents that it claims it is an
African country-it should come forward now and sign
the Charter of the Organization of African Unity. We
will admit Portugal, then Portugal could come before
the Council of Ministers and we would be able to settle
the dispute between the nationalists of the Iberian Pen
insula and the nationalists of Angola. We would be able
to use our good offices to settle the dispute between
them. But Por-tugal cannot continue to be a member
of NATO, and not a member of the Organization of
African Unity, and then claim that it is an African
country, or that it wants to hold Angola and Mozambique
in thraldom, That is an impossible situation.

106. Therefore 1 take this opportunity to appeal to
Portugal to think again how to find a way of holding a
dtscuseton with the nationalists and the leaders of Af
rican thought. Nobody wants to destroy Portugal. We
would like to save the bloodshed if it is possible. No
body wants to destroy Africans, nobody wants to des
troy Portuguese. We feel that the Portuguese have con
tributed something in that area. It may be an accident
of history, but we must face realities in our time. No
body wants to destroy anybody else, unless they just
cannot help it.

107. Some people may think that it is a sign of weak
ness, but Nigeria wants a peaceful and orderly develop
ment of Africa. Wherever we can, we wish to avoid the
avoidable; unless the African States are compelled to
do what they would not like to do normally.

108. With regard to South Africa and the question of
apartheid, what is this all about, this discrimination?
In diagnosing the case of South Africa we find that it
is living in a state of fear, in a kind of neurosis. All
the statements that Mr. Verwoerd and Mr. Louw have
been making, and some of the Ministers of Justice.
are preaching hate; they sing the hymn of hate to chil
dren.

109. What is it all about? They are frightened people.
I want to as sure them that what they are thinking about
is not true. I read some letters in The Times of London
where some people suggested that if the majority in
South Africa have control of the Government in that
area. they are going to exterminate these people or
drive them into the sea, or expropriate their property.

110. That is not true. It is just not true. We have been
in touch with the leaders and all they want is justice.
The rule of law must prevail. They do recognize that
the settlers have brought some technical skilL They
have been able to bring some development in that area;
they accept the fact that they are Mricans. Therefore,
they must recognize that they are Africans and they
must be ready to have the spirit of accommodation in
order to work out a system that will be congenial to
all concerned. I think that is only fair. But in a situa
tion where a minority wants the majority to go down
the mine, because of cheap labour. to bring up gold,
diamonds and copper, and where they want them to go,_ .

to their farms and cultivate. and bring in the food and
cook it and bring it to their table, and where they want
them to nurse their children, and at the same time say
ing that they do not recognize them as human beings,
where is the justice in that?

11 L These are the things that created the difficulties.
It is necessary that the leaders of South Africa should
emulate what is happening in the United States today.
It will be noticed that we do not come to the rosfrum
here to condemn the United States, not because there
is no discrimination here. Here it is the leader of the
Government of the country, and the responsible leaders
of the country, who are going out of their way to use
the law. all the instruments-social, economic and
others-to remedy the situation. How can one come
forward and condemn people who have done something
to change the situation that was created because of his
tory? Rather than condemn them, one will have a sym
pathetic understanding of the course they are following
and will try to appreciate the difficulty. and to assist
in whichever way one can: quietly, gently, without ac
rimony.

112. But as regards South Africa, the leaders of the
new Africa are making all efforts to have the South Af':'
ricans see reason before it is too late. They do not even
remember _that they will die some day and that their
children will be left with these sins of omission and of
commission. How many more years will Mr. Verwoerd
live in this world? How many more years will Mr. Louw
continue to exist in this world? Yet they forget the chil
dren just born and the ones unborn, There is the sin
of omission and commission, the fire and brimestone
is being heaped on the heads of those innocent ones.

113. Therefore I take this opportunity. on behalf of
my country and the organization we represent in Africa,
to appeal to South Africa and to the leaders of South
Africa to stop being afraid. The ghost that is haunting
them is of their own creation, not the creation of the
African. The African majority is not going to destroy
them. I never heard at any time, in the decolonization
Committee•.Y that there has been counsel by an African
or an African leader. or an African State, to plan to
destroy these people. 1 can say this authoritatively and
categorically. They should stop being afraid of their
shadows and behave as reasonable men and women,

114. I know that there are some reasonable men and
women who have been prevented by the use of law, by
the use of arbitrary injustice. from sharing the real
and genuine intention of the people of South Africa.
That is why we do not want to jettison South Africa.
If you expel them. you are throwing them into the At
lantic or the Pacific.

115. I want to say something now, Mr. President. with
your permission. I know that this maynotbe very pop
ular, but, as I said, we should not be afraid to tell the
truth. As a student in a university abroad, I used to be
Secretary of the Association of Students of African
Descent. At that time, onour very continent, there were
some people from those areas who said that they were
not Africans and who would not associate with us be
cause we were black people. But we carried on,

116. History has been moving on and on, until today
those people who at one time, because of difference in
colour, said they were not Africans, are aoknowledgtng
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that they are Africans and are working with their fel
low Afl'1cans as Africans. Why cannot South Africa do
that? Why cannot South Africa learn from Kenya's ex
perience just recently? Those people were given money
to settle there and culti vate the area. Those who could
not stay went away. But the majority ofthe settlers in
Kenya today have decided to stay, seeing that the Gov
ernment is changing. And it is gratifying. I went to
Nairobi myself and I found a lot of these people frater
nizing with the new leaders. and these leaders them
selves have of their own volition taken some represent
atives of this minority and put them in Parliament.

117. Have we not eyes to see? Can we not read? Why
is South Africa frightened? Whyare the leaders of South
Africa making things more difficult for the more re
sponsible opinion in African countries?

118. As I said before, my country tomorrow becomes
a Republic. and certainly we are going to pursue the
course of independence and the establishment of the
dignity of man in the African countries with greater
vigour than ever before. There will be no turning back.
And if the present leaders of South Africa will not lis
ten to reason. will not hearken to the voice of justice,
will not be honest. will not allow their conscience to
affect their thinking. then they will go under and the
younger generation will find a solution to their prob
lems:

119. But I want to put it on record here: Nobody, as
far as I know, is planning the destruction of the settler
minority in South Africa. We recognize that they have
contributed certain things, that they have aideddevel
opment, We know that a lot of damage was done in the
Rhodesias, both North and South, that a great deal was
destroyed by Rhodes and others. Rhodes is regarded
in England as a great butlde r, but I regard him as the
architect of African misery. However, that does not
make me hate those people who are now settled there.
It was not of their own doing; it was part of the history
of man. I do not hate the descendants of the settlers
and I do not think anyone else hates them. We disagree
with them very violently and fundamentally, but that
disagreement does not mean hate.

120. Therefore we take this opportunity, from this
rostrum, to call upon the leaders of South Africa to
think again, and we appeal to those friends of theirs
who prefer to arm them instead of talking sense into
their heads, to desist from arming them. Let the better
nature of man prevail and you will find that the South
African minority will enjoy life more abundantly. You
will find that the African people, having suffered so
much all over the world, has a spirit of accommodation
and a forgiving nature. The African has a capacity to
laugh at himself and to enjoy a joke. When the African
laughs, he laughs j he does not open his mouth and close
it SUddenly. I do not think I need labour this point, but
I have said this because Nigeria, as the country with
the largest concentration of black men anywhere in the
world. owes a duty to all the black people of the earth
to do everything possible to eradicate the humiliation
of the black man anywhere in the world. Whether
Nigeria Ukes it or not. it is its duty. it is part of
Nigeria's destiny. If Nigeria does not do this, then it
has failed in its mission. I am happy to note that the
United States, with the largest concentration of black
people anywhere outside Africa, is making some effort
to eradicate this humiliation of the black man. After
all, when you talk of "colour discrimination", "racial
discrimination", what does that mean? It means dis
crimination against the black man, thatis all. We must

call a spade a spade, not an instrument for digging. I
can take a pick-axe and dig, I can take a hoe and dig,
I can take a knife and dig or I can take a piece of wood
and dig; but it is not a spade that I am digging with. A
spade is a spade; otherwise there would be no distinc
tion between "a spade" and "a shovel".

121. Racial discrimination today means simply dis
crimination against the black man. I am saying this
here and I want it recorded. It does not come to us as
an issue here in that form, but unless all countries of
the world, in writing, in their constitutions, begin to
change these things-this discrimination against the
black man-we can talk about disarmament and all the
rest but we shall be just wasting our time; for until
we are morally disarmed, until these injustices are
rectified, the job of disarmament will be only half done;
it will not be completely done.

122. The fear of the South Africans is that the black
people, who are in a majority, will dominate them.
Again we may learnby an example from Nigeria. There
are three million white South Africans. They wish to
preserve their identity, and so on. Now South Africa
is already a federation, though it is not the kind of
federation that we have. If they want to be by them
selves, if they do not wish to be exterminated, why not
set aside one area sufficient for three or four million
people, an area with sufficient room for expansion, for
this group, dividing the rest of the country into other
states each with its own provincial legislature. Then,
in a federation, in the federal houses, all will be re
presented. That would be a solution. They are afraid
that this might deprive them of all power; but if they
like, there could be a senate in which there would be
equal representation, and they would thus be repre
sented in the central legislature. In their ownarea they
would always have complete control. If they want it that
way, if they do not want to mix freely, they can do that;
that will be a way out if they want to continue to be iso
lated. But to say that the minority will continue for ever
to rule the majority-that is impossible. I would like
that to be recorded today.

123. What we want to avoid is violence. Africa has
suffered so much violence and destruction that we do
not want any more. We would like Africa to be able to
use the abundant resources that it has for the good of
its sons and daughters, of all races, that have contrib
uted to making Africa what it is in the twentieth cen
tury; and to be able to utilize those resources-intel
lectual, moral and material-for the good of humanity
at large. We cannot do this if we continue warring
amongst ourselves. We should be able to arrive at the
decision that an African is an African regardless of
the colour of his skin. I think that is possible. that in
the African States the majority have sufficient spirit
of accommodation to be able to arrive at that conviction.
I want South Africa to think of these things.

124. There is one other matter which is of great con
cern to African States, and that is the question of re
presentation in the various organs of the United Nations.
You will remember, when we became independent. in
1960, in the Special Political Committee [197th meeting]
we did not hesitate to demand representation, and we
then and there made it clear that we did not like the
idea that the two oldest African Member States here
had never been called upon to be represented in any
important organ of this Organization; and in that year,
With the collaboration of the various States, the African
Asian group in particular..we succeeded in having Li-
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beria share, with Ireland and Ethiopia. a seat on the
Economic and Social Council.

125. We have tried to ask for an amendment of the
Charter to increase the number of members in the
Security Council-to increase the number-; that is all.
We do not want a total overhaul of the Charter. Every
body agrees that that would be a good thing except cer
tain Powers that say it would be only if China comes
in. We say this is irrelevant to the issue. Then, in the
absence of an amendment which would enlarge the Se
curity Council to enable us to have our representation,
to reallocate the existing seats. With respect to the
1946 "gentleman's agreement", again the answer is
"No". May I ask the Assembly, does this Organization
want thirty-two African States .just to be vocal Mem
bers, ~ith no right to be able to express their views
on any particular matter in the important organs of
the United Nations? Are we only going to continue to
be veranda boys? This matter must be settled at this
session one way or the other.

126. Thirty-two independent African States want their
own representation in these various organs. We fought
last year on principle. At one time we were told that
Africa and the Middle East had a seat. We tested that.
And this Assembly decided that that seat was a Middle
Eastern seat. We have decided not to look to any other
seat as belonging to Africa. Africa has none.

127. Today the position is that Europe has three per
manent seats and two non-permanent seats. Asia has
one permanent seat. The Americas have one permanent
seat and two non-permanent seats. The Middle East
has one non-permanent seat. The Commonwealth has
one non-permanent seat. Africa, with thirty-two States:
nil.

128. I read a suggestion which had been made by the
Foreign Minister of the Soviet Union that in order to
get two seats for Africa we should take one from the
Commonwealth and one from Latin America. I want
to say here, as far as I know, speaking for my own
delegation, and I think, as far as I know. the Africans
do not want to take any seat from Latin America. And
let nobody cause any conflict between us and the Latin
American countries. We do not want their seats. They
have enjoyed their two seats for so long that now we
say it is their right, it should be given to them. The
Middle Eastern countries have now taken this one as
theirs. Asia has one permanent seat. Europe has three
permanent seats and two non-permanent seats.

129. I am appealing to the Europeans, both East and
West. This division of Eastern Europe and Western
Europe is unreal. There is only one Europe-we all
learn geography-there is only one Europe. I am ap
pealing to you, Europe, to give us two non-permanent
seats. One permanent seat i s more powerful than twenty
non-permanent seats because it has the right of veto.

130. When everybody agreed in the Security Council
the other day. what did the United Kingdom do? It is
true it had not been exercising its right of the veto
all the time. But that day on Southern Rhodesi a, despite
what everybody said, the United Kingdom applied the
veto, and that was the end of that. All we want is for
you to give us these two non-permanent seats and let
us have an opportunity to express our views, whether
you agree with us or not.

131. Europe is very effectively represented by three
permanent seats in the Security Council: one, the United
Kingdom; one, France; and one, the Soviet Union. The

group of Powers that associate with the Soviet Union
can be adequately represented, as everyone knows in
the Assembly, "by the Soviet Union. The six Common
Market countries, among whom is France, canbe ade
quately represented by France in the Security Council.
And the other Free Trade Association countries in
Europe can be adequately represented by the United
Kingdom because the United Kingdom is a member of
the Free Trade Association; surely you have a common
meeting ground for deciding your views. Therefore,
nobody should give us the excuse, "What of the repre
sentation of the others?" Youhave your areas of repre
sentation: Common Market, Free Trade Association;
you have the other European communities; and the other
free areas are adequately represented.

132. Therefore, I am saying here-I want it on rec
ord-that my delegation feels Europe is more than ad
equately represented in the Security Council. And if
they are not prepared to agree to amend the Charter,
just to enlarge it to give us our seat, then be gracious
enough to surrender those two non-permanent seats
to Africa so that we may have a voice in this organ of
the United Nations.

133. We do not want any conflict with Latin America.
Latin America, like Africa, is one of the under
developed areas, or developing countries as they call
us; we have a common disability. Why should we go
and rob them of their seats? We do not want to take
anything from Latin America. They are twenty States.
They have occupied the seats. Therefore, no one should
play us against anyone.

134. My delegation strongly feels that the "gentle
man's agreement". if we are not going to amend the
Charter for the purpose of enlarging it, should be
changed at this session. If it is not a gentleman's
agreement, let it be a lady's agreement. We have ladies
in various delegations at this time. If the gentlemen
will not agree. I am sure the ladies will agree that
Africa is entitled to these seats.

135. I have tried to speak in the vein I have spoken in
because a peculiar atmosphere has prevailed during the
eighteenth session. It looks as if we are settling down
to construction instead of destruction. It looks as if
reasonableness is beginning to prevail in this Assem
bly. I sincerely hope that throughout this session all
delegations will forget the fifteenth session and the
sixteenth session and remember that, in this jet age,
the various continents of the world are drawing to
gether, with the free movement of persons from one
area to the other. humanity gradually becoming one. If
that is so, I do not see any problem which cannot be
solved amicably if there is goodwill to solve it.

136. The only last remark I want to make is one which
I am sure everybody in the Assembly knows, and that
is with regard to our attitude to the Congo question.
The Assembly, in the course of this session or very
soon, may be presented with a request to postpone the
departure of the United Nations forces from the Congo.
I want to say here that my country strongly supports
postponement until June 1964. Also, I have the authority
of the thirty-two African States in support of that view.
The Organization has done excellent work in the Congo.
By helping the Congolese people the United Nations has
helped Africa. We do not like to see anything that will
destroy all that everybody has contributed to build.
Many countries made sacrifices, not only in money but
in the lives of their peoples; those sacrifices must not
be in vain. My delegation will always be grateful to the
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Organization-and I am sure that the other African
States will be most grateful-c-for the effort that has been
made collectively to bring stability in that areaof Af
rica. I hope that, when this request comes before the
General Assembly. even those who opposed it before
will not. in the name of Africa and in the interests of
Africa and the African States, oppose our legitimate
wish and desire. Give support to the request of the
Congolese Government, which is an expression of the
wishes of the Congolese people, so that the work which
we have begun so well should end well, and then we can
say: all's well that ends well.

137. Mr. MASUMBUKO (Burundi) (translated from
French): While preparing to represent his country at
this session of the General Assembly. our Minister for
Foreign Affairs had an accident, as a result of which
he died in the prime of life. On behalf of His Majesty
the Mwami of Burundi, the family of the deceased
Minister and the Government, and on my own behalf, I
thank the Ministers for Foreign Affairs, the Secretary
General of the United Nations, all delegations accredit
ed to the Organization and all individuals and bodies for
their kind expressions of sympathy.

138. I offer my warmest congratulations to you,
Mr. President, on your election to your present post.
This election is undoubtedly an honour for you and your
country, but it is also an honour for the United N.ations
which has placed at the head of one of its highest organs
a person of such great intellectual and moral qualities.

139. Burundi has been independent for only one year.
It was in June 1962in this Assembly that it was decided
to cease regarding Burundi, internationally, as a de
pendent territory. Yet our ties with this great and noble
Organization are as old as the Organization itself. In
connexion with the 1914-1918 world conflict, the
Supreme Council of the Allied Powers, deciding to place
German East Africa-of which Burundi was a district
under international control. brought us into relatlonshtp
with the international organization of the day: the
League of Nations. At the time when the League col
lapsed because it had not been true to its ralson
dtetre-e-the maintenance of peace-the principle of na
tionali tie s, in fashion during the nineteenth century. had
become the right of men to self-determination. Our
country progressed from the status of a Mandated Ter
ritory to that of a Trust Territory. and the foreign Ad
ministering Power undertook to co-operate fufly with
the United Nations General Assembly and Trusteeship
Council in the discharge of all their functions. All this
was settled during the first years following the Second
World War. But not until 1962 was it recognized that
in our case too it was not for one people to dominate
another.

140. I remember the atmosphere which reigned in the
lobbies of this Assembly when our accession to inde
pendence was being considered. Thefuture of our coun
try was anxiously discussed. On the one hand, the sad
example of the Congo was in the delegates' minds, and
was recalled by the representative of that country him
self, Mr. Matiti [1119th meeting]. On the other hand,
Burundi had a representative Government and had noth
ing to wait for but the termination of the trusteeship.
We were encouraged and supported in this advance to
wards what all peoples aspired to-independence and
progress. May we here record the full measure of our
debt to the States which bestowed upon us this mark of
goodwill and understanding.

141. Elsewhere, Algeria had entered a transitional
period which was to lead it to independence. The F.LN!V
was on the point of obtainingwhat for seven years It had
been seeking by every means, including the most ago
nizing, to secure. Rwanda, Uganda, Western Samoa and,
after the break-up of the British West Indies Federa
tion, Jamaica and Trinidad and Tobago were going to
proclaim their independence. The Netherlands and
Indonesia had ended their thirteen-year-old dispute
over West New Guinea. Nyasaland had been given the
right to secede from Northern Rhodesia. In short, many
people could say that it was the beginning of the end
of political and racial supremacy.

142. The chapter of decolonization, in the history of
the world, was thus on the point of being closed. One
would have liked to say the same about the cold war,
but that was not the case; on the contrary, the nuclear
tests which were said to have been abandoned were
recommended shortly afterwards, as reprisals. The
Disarmament CommitteeZl at Geneva was achieving no
results. In Laos, the negotiations between the three
princes, representing the so-called pro-Western, pro
communist and neutralist factions respectively, bore
no fruits until 23 July 1962 at Geneva..v The number
of incidents at the notorious Berlin wall was increasing,
and discussions on this subject were not snowing the
slightest progress. In addition, there were still Cuba
and the Congo which, of course for different reasons,
were feeding the fires of the cold war.

143. Since that time, that is since 1 JUly 1962, much
progress has been made. The most notable instances
are the Conferences of Addis Ababa and Moscow.

144. At Addis Ababa, the representatives of thirty
two independent African States decided to unite all the
potential energies of Africa in order, first to put an end
to the shameful system of foreign domination and ex
ploitation on their soil in particular and in the world
in general, and secondly to enable the vast African
masses to overcome their technical and economic back
wardness. The Conference of Addis AbabaV is merely
the natural outcome of the Africans' struggle to liberate
themselves from the fetters of the colonial system,
and of their desire to give concrete expression, through
African unity, to their philosophy of brotherhood. The
sure success of African unity will be the best vindica
tion of the principles of our Charter:!Q;'peace in action.
complementarity in equality, and thecertaintythatAf
rica, previously disregarded, can be an example to the
rest of the world.

145. In Moscow, the representatives of the United
States of America, the United Kingdom and the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics have just concluded a
treaty banning nuclear weapons tests in the atmos
phere, in outer space and under water.

146. With regard to decolonization and the campaign
against hunger, the meeting at Addis Ababa is of un
precedented importance. It holds out hope for a sub
stantial reduction in international tension as a result
of liberation of a large area of the world. It also,
through an attitude based solely on respect for sever-

PJ National Liberation Front (FLN).
1J Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament.
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eignty, brings an entire continent within the scope of
international relations.

147. In the field of peaceful coexistenc e, the meeting
in Moscow is a great encouragement on the journey
towards a world without war, without fear and perhaps
without hunger. It gives hope for the achievement of an
agreement on general and complete disarmament; it
also holds out the prospect of a reduction of the ever
increasing gap between levels of living in the developed
countries and in the formerly dependent countrtes ,
through more extensive aid to the less favoured and
the use, for assistance purposes, of the resources lib
erated by disarmament.

148. Since we have been a Member of this Organiza
tion, our contribution to its objectives has been loyal
and sincere, although limited by the fact that we are
a small country. This is true so far as international
peace and security are concerned; it is also true in the
field of the rights of peoples and of citizens.

149. With regard to international peace and security,
we, like other nations, are obliged to safeguard our
country's future. Like others, we know that a confla
gration, if it broke out, would not be restricted to re
gions defined in advance. It is therefore the duty of
each nation and each Government to spare no effort to
avert a general catastr-ophe: this is a responsibility
which we will not and cannot shirk. This philosophy
stems from an essentially aotive pacifism which is the
basis of our international policy, and it will determine
our position during this session of the General As
sembly.

150, Burundi is convinced that all international ques
tions can be solved according to the provisions of the
United Nations Charter. It is sure that there is no dis
pute which cannot be settled by peaceful means. Every
problem will be resolved whenever the parties are
sincerely determined to examine it realistically and in
accordance with the rules of law. What we primarily
require of a solution is that it should be lasting; it
must therefore be in aocor-dance with the principles
of the United Nations Charter and the Universa1Dec1a
ration of Human Rights.

151. During the session, my delegation will support
any proposal for the establishment of genuine peaceful
coexistence. In particular, we shall support any
proposal for the achievement of complete agree
ment on the cessation of nuclear tests. We shall side
with all those who have proclaim d, once and for all,
that science must dispel both the fear of war and the
fear of hunger. My delegation will support any resolu
tion for the expansion of membership of the United
Nations, on the basis of the principle of universality.
My country is opposed to the policy of quarantining
other countries. This is the reason for my delegation's
attitude in respect of Communist China.

152. The world must not find itself in a situation in
which force prevails. The vast majority of people lack
the means of subsisting. The race to help our fellow
men could quite well be a source of honour to the con
testants, in which case intimidation would cease to be
a method habitually resorted to in international rela
tions; shows offorce, or any other type of threat, would
be consigned to ridicule.

153. As far as the rights of peoples are concerned, the
colonial system is the most crushing insult that history
has ever addressed to the human race. The man sub
jected to it is forced to stoop, to cringe and to become
just one of the objects, like a towel, which the colonial-
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ist uses and abuses. The man who practices it is obliged'
to pervert himself, to claim that he is a superior being
and to postulate the superiority of all his passions and
all his creations. This system is based on theories of
racial supremacy which have given rise to atrocious
practices in the liquidation of human lives. In its de
velopment, it has taken the form of a system of op
pression, exploitation and domination of one people by
another. Today it is denounced by all the working
masses, the world over.

154. This description of imperialism and colonialism
represents, naturally, one point of view; there may be
others. Portugal proves me to be quite right here. In
any case, my analysis has the advantage of being not
exclusively my own but that of all exploited peoples of
the world in general and of the colonial world in par
ticular; it is therefore, in fact) that of the great ma
jority of human beings. It is this analysis, this under
standing of human relations which has called forth
general indignation and resulted in the colonial revolu
tion; what is more, on the basis of the facts we can say,
without fear of being mistaken, that the liquidation of
the colonial system is imminent.

155. Unfortunately, there are still vast tracts of Af
rica where the people live in hourly fear of massacre,
pillage and extermination. The representative of Po 1'
tugal dares to flaunt himself here before the eyes of
the world, which we represent, while his Government
engages in practices contrary even to the laws of war
fare. Portugal is provoking the nations of the world
in the extreme. A country like that has no place her-e;
it should have the courage to change its policy or to
withdraw before the United Nations is forced to take
other steps. Some Africans States have already recog
nized the patriotic government of Holden Roberto: he
should be here to receive the heartfelt tribute paid by
all free countries to those valiantfighters whose names
will go down in history as defenders of the honour of
Angola.

156. At the present moment, there is still one Hitler
type of State on this earth, one solitary Government
whose political morality consists of hatred, degrada
tion and racial dictatorship-the Republic of South
Africa; one Government which consigns nine-tenths of
its population to concentration camps and yet dares to
send ministers to the United Nations to boast at this
world rostrum of the benefits of racialism and the con
centration-camp paradise of the Negro. Is there one
voice raised here in favour of the presence of an in
stigator of this 1d.nd? My delegation-together with
many other delegations here-believes that there is not.

157. Concrete action must be taken against this retro
grade State which uses guns to dominate a peace-loving
people. The United Nations courts destruction if it
merely stands by, and, like the League of Nations, looks
on at the massacre of a people by an anti-democratic
Government, on the pretext of non-intervention.

158. Although always contrary to the most elementary
morality, colonialism, at a certain point in historical
time, was accepted in the coJonialistworld as a system
of political administration Or as a legal constitutional
form. In other words, the rule of force and the negation
of fundamental human rights were political norms.
Today, this is no longer the case. Under the pressure
of the working people of the world, the colonial system
was first called into question and then sentenced to
death, and today infactwearewitnessingits last dying
throes.
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159. It is a happy fact that, in the United Nations, the
resolutions adopted on colonialism reflect the unswerv
ing will of the peoples for self-determination. The con
science of mankind has rejected colonialism for ever,
and its spokesmen have presented the colonial system
as an injustice, an anomaly, a source of increasing
friction and a constant threat to equilibrium. The pro
posed solution is the re-establishment of this equilib
rium, the restoration of fundamental human rights and
national independence. The United Nations has had to
learn by experience that, once begun, a colonial revolu
tion enters the course of history and from then on it
is futile to attempt to restrain it. Happily, that lesson
has now been learnt,

160. However, colonialism has often served as an ex
cuse for intensifying the cold war, thus impairing the
authority of the Organization. An outworn form of co
lonialism practised by certain Powers in defiance of
world opinion still lives on. Resolutions intended to
make these Powers see reason and justice have been
quite simply ignored. Some other Powers have dis
played an attitude of duplicity and inconsistency. All
these considerations move us to deplore the existence
of a retrograde spirit within the Organization and the
inability of the United Nations to oheck it through the
application of its fundamental principles and of the
Charter.

161. Yet there are other areas in which action by the
Organization has had a positive effect on this revolu
tion. The fact that problems have been brought to the
international scene has often made it possible to dis
cern factors conducive to a peaceful settlement. Many
lives have been spared in Africa and Asia through the
good offices of the Organization. Its recommendations
have often been of great utility to countries attaining
self-government or independence. To sum up, the Or
ganization has been able to create, all through the colo
nial world, a spirit of mutual understandingwhieh will
lead to peace and anew eraofeo-operation in freedom
and equality.

162. The colonial revolution is, in fact, directed
against domination by force and against the exploita
tion of one man by another. It thus constitutes in unpar
alleled contribution to world peace and stability. Ex
perience has taught us that when the colonialists persist
in their policy of domination and inequality, conflicts
and wars unfailinglybreak out in the colonial countries,
which Inevitably increase international friction. There
can, moreover, be no lasting peace without universal
freedom, and there can be no universal freedom until
the structure of colonialism is completely abolished.
Therefore, in order to have peace on earth, it is neces
sary, as the thirty-two independent African States, in
cluding Burundi, have suggested, for the whole world
to work to wipe out the last vestiges of colonialism
where these still exist.

163. With regard to human rights, it must be said at
once that Burundi is one country in theworld where the
gaols are free of political prisoners. This little demo
cratic country can set an example. Its new Government
is fiercely opposed to political imprisonment.

164. Since the fall of the Hitler regtme, which made
racialism a government policy and a pretext for exter
minating millions of human beings, racial prejudice has
begun to cause pangs of conscience. All over the world,
the idea is spreading that while all men are different
from each other, in some respects, and this is one of
~he fundamental factors in human progress, they are
in essence all the same because they all, as human

beings, have the same rights to equal treatment, a
decent life and the free development of their physical
and intellectual capabilities. The adoption by the United
Nations of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights,
the adoption by the Council of Europe of the Human
Rights Charter!.!.! and the constant practice of the great
international organizations bear witness to the vigour
and influence of the trends hostile to racialism.

165. But let us have no illusions. The coldly calculated
murder of millions of human beings has not succeeded
in rooting out racial prejudice, nurtured on mistrust
and ill-will against certain ethnic or religious groups
simply because they are different in outward appear
ance or perhaps in their way of life or thought.

166. In the beginning, racialism was a sort of defen
sive reflex and a means of self-justification. This is
particularly true of those peoples who ha ve held others
in subjection. In such a situation, it is essential to have
a system of rules upholding discrimination for the
benefit of the dominant group. It is impossible for a
man who must keep a large number of other men under
his authority to do so by force alone. He must carry
symbols which reinforce the impression of his superi
ority, although this may not always be real. He needs
to find artificial supports to disguise his physical weak
ness. The subjugated peoples must be cheated into be
lieving that they owe obedience and respect to their
conquerers. In short, authority becomes depersonal
ized, and the subject is won over to the idea that he is
obeying not a man but a system, a hierarchy constitut
ing a part, as it were, of the natural order of things.

167. Thus, in its original form, discrimination isnot
born of racial prejudice. Rather prejudice is born of
the practice of discrimination. The pressing and per
manent need to justify themselves forces the governing
class to invent insignia symbolizing their rank. Skin
colour is the first in a long series of such insignia,
others being the nature and degree of civilization.

168. Racial disorimination was born at a time when
racial myths were exacerbating hatred among peoples,
exalting bellicose patriotism and multiplyingwars. Its
origin lies in doctrines of racial superiority, which
also serve the cause of colonialist expansion and the
development of imperialism. Its chief cause is the fear
of economic insecurity, the fear of losing prestige.
Just as a disease disappears when the virus. causing
it is killed, so must we, in order to abolish racial dis
crimination, change the conditions out of which it grew.
To eliminate racialism, we must give a more solid
foundation to the feeling of personal security. It is a
question of education. The Western Power's, and par
ticularly the United States of America which is doing a
great deal in this direction, must urge the Republtc of
South Africa to change its philosophy, lest in the end
it sets fire to the African continent and thus threatens
the peace of the whole world.

169. Problems of development have brought men to
recognize the existence of two zones, the largest of
which is marked by a passionate longing for freedom
and a desire to catch up economically. It is a part of
the world only recently independent or still colonial,
a world of hunger and illiteracy, The men who live
in it are anxious about the future and nostalgic about
the past. Their importance and their future will inevi
tably grow. One day, their choice and their evolution
w ill determine the course of history. In the meantime,

!J:j Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental
Freedoms, signed at Rome on 4 November 1950.

l

t
f
f



1221st meeting - 30 September 1963 17

they turn to the other half of the world, believing that
it will help them in their struggle towards speedier
economic and cultural development.

170. It is in this context that relations between the
unequally developed countries must henceforward be
framed. Instead of relations of domination as they were
in the past, they must increasingly become relations
of solidarity, uniting partners equal in rights and dig
nity. In order to survive, the profit economy must call
upon the assistance of a donor economy. Of course,
this goal still seems far off; the resistance of habit
and selfishness and the inertia <;>f the established order
stand in the way of the bold measures that are needed.
Let us hope that the decision is not put off until too late,
when it has to be made in haste and confusion, under
the pressure of events.

171. In this order of ideas, the United Nations has con
centrated its attention on two types of problem: techni
cal assistance and economic development.

172. Technical assistance is one of the foundations of
the effort that must be made to enable the under
developed countries to provide for their own needs and
become less dependent on external aid. The ever
increasing gap between rich and poor countries can be
reduced by using present technical knowledge. The ac
quisition of such knowledge must be encouraged and
made easier, and must be kept free from all political
considerations. There must be a recognition that in
undertaking such action the poor countries risk falling
an easy prey to the rich countries. It must be recog
nized that there is a great temptation for the latter to
create a state of dependence which is to their own ad
vantage. In any event, the aid must be such as to intro
duce not hindrances but elements which are likely to
accelerate a prudent course of development. Such at
least is the spirit of the new relationship between
Burundi and Belgium.

173. Development is a complex problem. It has too
many aspects to lend itself to any single approach. It
is reflected in an improvement in human life, from
both the material and intellectual points of view, where
by men are helped to free themselves from supersti
tion and servitude. In short, it is a transition from a
state of mediocrity to a better one.

174. As to the type of development to be sought, much
has been said in this Assembly of specialization, inte
grated development, the paramount importance of in
dustry, and agriculture, financing and many other
things. There has even been a discussion of the system
most propitious for the development of the less de
veloped countries. Development depends quite as much
on the efforts of those countries themselves as on the
combined decision of the wealthy countries. Being
firmly determined to put an end to their state of pov
erty, the poorer nations must be able to secure the
greatest possible return for the least possible effort
from their natural and moral resources as quickly as
possible. The wealthier countries must make these
efforts less painful by stabilizing commodity prices,
removing restrictions on international trade and abol
ishing all discrimination in this field. In this connexion,
the delegation of Burundi looks forward hopefully to
the forthcoming United Nations Conference on Trade
and Development. Q/

175. In our efforts to raise ourselves to a decent
standard of living, our attitude in the United Nations is

!Y The Conference is due to open at Geneva on 23 March 1964.

governed by both economic and practical considera
tions. From the economic point of view, our attitude
is a reflection of what all the Members of the Organiza
tion have affirmed in article 22 of the Universal Decla
ration of Human Rights, namely:

"Everyone, as a member of society, has the right
to social security and is entitled to realization,
through international co-operation and in accordance
with the organization and resources of each State, of
the economic, social and cultural rights indispensa
ble for his dignity and the free development of his
personality. "

From the practical point of view, our attitude is that
the infrastructure essential for eventually carrying
out projects which economically are reasonably sound
can only be built up through non-proftt-making invest
ments. The Special Fund provides the answer in this
respect. My delegation therefore urges that the Special
Fund should be strengthened. Private capital in its tra
ditional form, the International Bank for Reconstruc
tion and Development with its present terms of refer
ence, and technical assistance alone cannot provide
the answer to our appeal for the Itquidation of glaring
social inequalities. Our only salvation lies in action
which raises the national income or, in other words,
helps to increase production. Such results are only
achieved by improving methods of production. This in
turn can only be done through savings. but savings are
non-existence because income is low, and income is low
because savings for investment are very low. My dele
gation believes that the problem of financing infra
structure development-and thus the problem of the
Special Fund or of strengthening the Special Fund-s
must be solved at this session of the General Assembly
outside the classic rules of capitalist financing.

176. In essence, the United Nations is a great human
experiment directed towards the creation of an inter
national climate favourable to peace and progress. To
be successful, the experiment requires proper instru
ments. Methods which do not produce the required re
sults must be rejected in favour of others which must
be found.

177. In any event, Burundi would have preferred the
General Assembly to adopt fewer resolutions on Bu
rundi and more on the assistance Burundi is requesting.

178. At San Francisco in 1945,the United Nations Con
ference on International Organization~/ divided the
world into agrfcultural regions, rich or poor, and in
dustrial regions, rich or otherwise. This analysis was
still accurate in 1946; it is no longer so in 1963. It was
Within the framework of this analysis, however, that
the United Nations Charter was written. The Charter
is based W1 certain considerations of which some are
less preaelng now than they were in 1945. Let us not,
moreover, forget that certain Powers saw fit to deem
themselves peace-Iovmg and that consequently the
Charter has been forced to remain inoperative as far
as they are concerned up to 1963. Burundi would like
to believe that all these countries are really peace
loving. At the same time, it could wish that all the
countries of the world shared its opinion.

179. At all events, it is surprising to note that the
membership of the organs of the United Nations that
was decided upon for a forty-five Member Organization
in 1946 remains unchanged today when there are 111
Membe ns, It is somewhat disturbing that the countries

!V Conference held from 25 April to 26 June 1945.
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affected by this situation are those which have always
suffered in the history of relations between peoples
and civilizations. The situation should be redress ed
in favour of Mrica and Asia, if not by means of an im
mediate revision of the Charter, at least by creating
precedents and making appropriate arrangements.

180. To speak now in general terms, it is high time
that the world's capacity to master the forces of nature
was matched by a capacity for examining and solving
problems relating to the survival and progress of man
kind

181. In Burundi we have a saying that Africa is like
a tadpole which, as it grows, will become a frog. It is
our hope that the present-day world-from the econo
mic point of view so like a tadpole, with an enormous
head made up of the rich countries and a tail of poor
countries tapering away behind-will grow in the same
way. We should like the inequitable world in which we
live to have so developed by the end of this decade as
to give hope of its final metamorphosis.

182, The PRESIDENT (translated from Spanish):
There are no more names on the list of speakers in
the general debate for this afternoon. I shall now call
on some representatives who have asked to exercise
their right of reply.

183. Mr. PALAR (Indonesia): I am taking the floor to
answer statements made by the representatives of
Malaysia and the United Kingdom on 27 September 1963
[1219th meeting] in reply to my statement delivered the
same day. I made it quite clear then that my country
felt compelled to withhold recognition of the Federation
of Malaysia. However, out of courtesy to the General
Assembly and to you, Mr. President and to Ambassador
Dato ' Ong, whom I personally hold in high esteem, I
refer to him as the representative of the Federation
of Malaysia. This, of course, should not be construed
as a recognition of Malaysia.

184. Although both representatives-worthy of note
stood up in chorus to challenge my statement, I noticed
a difference, a natural difference, in the tone in their
respective replies. The representative of Malaysia was
not as vehement as his colleague from the United King
dom. I do not thlnk it fitting to use here the word "in
temperate" with which Lord Home had characterized
my speech. I leave it to the [udgernent of this august
body to decide which statement deserved the adjective
"intemperate", that of the representative of the United
Kingdom or that of the representative of Indonesia.

185. Coming back to the reply of the representative
of Malaysia, I wish first of all to explain Why there is
disagreement between him and me on who WaS the
father of the concept of Malaysia. Ambassador Dato'
Ong explained it was Prime Minister. Tunku Abdul
Rahman, and the representative of the United Kingdom
naturally supported him.

186. Perhaps the two first paragraphs ofthe introduc
tory section to the report of the Cobbold Commis
sion',Wto which the representative of Malaysia re
ferred several times in his statement, might explain
Why I disagree. The first paragraph reads:

"The idea of a political association between Malaya,
Singapore and the three Borneo territories of North
Borneo, Sarawak and Brunei has been discussed for
many years."

-w Report of lhe Commission of Enquiry, North Borneo and Sarawak,
1962, London. H.M. Stationery Office, Cmnd, , 1794.

I repeat, for many years. Now I will quote from the
second paragraph:

"On the 27 May 1961, the Prime Minister of the
Federation of Malaya, Tunku Abdul Rahman, in a
speech at a Press luncheon in Singapore, spoke fa
vourably about the possibility of such an association.
Tunku Abdul Rahman's constructive proposals were
welcomed by the British Government."

There is therefore no denying that Tunku Abdul
Rahman's proposals were a favourable reaction to an
idea which was hatched by many years of previous
discussions. By whom, this Assembly would ask? Should
we, out of courtesy, exclude Britain? And why did the
British Government welcome those proposals? The
Answer is simply because they fit perfectly into the
scheme of British neo-colontalist policies.

187. And what was, one may ask, the prime objective
of that acceptance? We can find it in the introductory
section of the Cobbold Commission's report, in para
graph 6 of the statement signed jointlyby Prime Minis
ter Macmillan and Prime Minister Tunku Abdul Rahman
almost two years ago-to be exact, on 23 November
1961. And I challenge the representative of the United
Kingdom to accuse me again of distortion when I quote
from that statement:

"The Government of the Federation of Malaysia
will afford to the Government of the United Kingdom
the right to continue to maintain bases at Singapore
for the purpose of assisting in the defence of Ma
laysia, and for Commonwealth defence"-and this is
important- "and for the preservation of peace in
South-East Asia."

That is our region. Nobody, Indonesia included, wishes
to contest the right of Malaya-there was no Malaysia
then-to conclude military agreements with the United
Kingdom, and we are also prepared to understand that
Malaya, as a member of the Commonwealth, agreed to
co-operate in its defence, That is natural.

188. If we were to accept Ambassador Dato' Ong's
contention that the idea of the Federation of Malaysia
was conveived by the Prime Minister of Malaya, how
could Tunku Abdul Rahman justify his usurpation of the
right to act for the peoples of Sarawak, Sabah and
Brunei, whose territories did not belongto Malaya and
whose wishes had not been ascertained? If we are to
accept Ambassador Dato ' Ong's contention that the idea
of the Federation of Malaysia was conceived by the
Prime Minister of Malaya, howcould Malaya justify its
commitment made, a priori, almost two years ago that
Sarawak, Brunei and Sabah Would also be bound to the
United Kingdom by a military agreement at the moment
they were to be granted independence? Who gave Malaya
the right to determine the destiny of peoples and terri
tories not belonging to it? Was there perhaps some
pressure from the side of the British, just a little bit
of pressure? For Britain to want its colonies to be
bound to it by a military agreement immediately after
their independence, well, who would not understand it.
It is plain neo-colonialism, it is the identification of
decolonization with its own military interests, not to
speak of its economic and political interests. And is
it not great to be in a position to present it as the con
sequence of a respectable wish of Malaya to establish
Malaysia?

189. And most important of all, how could Malaya, and
now Malaysia, and I am very sorry about that, justify
to its sister-nation in South East Asia, Indonesia, its

...
(

r-.,

i
r

'(
r

r
I



1221st meeting - 30 September 1963

commitment to "afford to the Government of the United
Kingdom ... to continue to maintain bases at Singa
pore ... for the preservation of peace in South-East
Asia"-our region-in other words, for the preserva
tion of Pax Britannica in Our region? We may under
stand Malaya's present need to identify Pax Malaysiana
with Pax Britannica. Thatwe can understand. But would
it not have been an expression offriendly, neighbourly
relations for Malaya to have consulted Indonesia first
to find out whether this serious intrusion in our region
was acceptable to the Indonesian Government? What
would happen if Pax Britannica clashed with Pax
Indonesiana? --

190. In all fairness to Prime Minister Tunku Abdul
Rahman, his attitude in Manila convinced us that he
wanted a genuinely independent Malaysia. We were
convinced, but he established Mal ays ia in co-operation
with the United Kingdom, which undeniably succeeded
in identifying the decolonization of Sarawak and Sabah
with its military and other interests. Thatis undeniable.

191. Thus, when in his statement the British Foreign
Secretary said straight to me that my attack on British
policy was just a transparent cloak Which could not con
ceal that its real target was Malaysia, the representa
tive of the United Kingdom almost hit the target. By
listening more closely to my speech, however, he would
have discovered that my attack was aimed at the British
flavour that is attached to Malaysia. But even with this
British flavour, which is honestly a little too strong
for us, the Philippines and Indonesia were already pre
pared to welcome the establishment of Malaysia, if only
the genuine wishes of the peoples of Sarawak and Sabah
could be ascertained by the Secretary-General of the
United Nations on the basis of a fresh approach, as re
quired by the Manila Accord.

192. Now there is evidently a basic difference among
the countries concerned regarding the interpretation
and evaluation of the task of the observers as provided
in the Manila agreement. Malaysia and the United King
dom think that the observers should only witness the
work of the United Nations teams, and find out whether
the teams were doing their job well. The Philippines
and Indonesia, had full confidence in the Secretary
General, but they had serious apprehensions aboutthe
role they expected the colonial authorities would play
in making the people of Sarawak and Sabah act the way
the authorities wanted them to. The reports of the Phi
lippine and Indonesian observers amply justified these
apprehensions.

193. In my statement on 27 September 1963 I said:

"Anyone who has lived under colonial conditions
knows that it is not difficult for the authorities to
make people answer questions exactly in the way re
quired. Very often the mere presence of armed sol
diers or police will suffice .••• In General, only
those who are members of a militant freedom move
ment"-and this Mrica and Asi!!: know very well
"dare to defy the intimidation of a show of force. With
this in mind, the investigators, in adopting a fresh
approach towards ascertaining the wishes of the peo
ple, should have tried to make reasonably sure •.•
that the persons questioned were relatively ••• free
from official pressure. Andthen they should also have
tried to see that the hearing took place without any
colonial authorities, troops or police present."
[1219th meeting, para. 107.]

194. This is the reason why the assessments men
tioned in the Cobbold Commission report, the result
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of the recent elections in Sabah and Sarawak and even
the report of the United Nations teams-all of them
used by Ambassador Dato' Ong to fortify his argu
ments-could not have convinced us that the genuine
wishes of the people of Sabah and Sarawak have been
assessed. Therefore, I wish to repeat what I said last
Friday:

"I can assure you that my Government, for one,
is still in doubt. It is not that we are denying the pos
sibility of the British Borneo peoples being in favour
of joining Malaysia .. , For if this were genuinely the
case, Indonesia and the Philippines WOUld, as we wrote
in the Accord, welcome Malaysia." [Ibid., para. 108.]

But we are not reasonably sure now. In fact, I wished
we could be as sure about Sarawak and Sabah as we
now are expected to be with regard to Singapore after
the elections there.

195. Although the representative of Malaysia so pain
stakingly tried to use the conclusion of the Secretary
General to justify the proclamation of Malaysia, he
nevertheless failed to explain away effectively the fact
that the fixing of Malaysia Day for 16 September was
done irrespective-I repeat irrespective-of the find
ings of the United Nations team. To fix 16 September
as Malaysia Day on 29 August, while the work of the
United Nations team was still in progress, made the
investigation totally meaningless.

196. In his conclusions, the Secretary-General him
self regretted this fact because, according to him, it
has brought only confusion, misunderstanding and re
sentment. It is rather incongruous that the representa
tive of Malaysia is now in such a jubilant mood about
the report of the United Nations team and the conclusion
of the Secretary-General, whereas the British-Malayan
announcement on 29 August 1963 made it meaningless.

197. Permit me now to deal with some allegations
made by the representative of the United Kingdom.
He alleged that I used ~ rather devlous and furtive
and oblique methods " to impugn the integrity of the
Secretary-General and his teams. If the British For
eign Secretary would take the trouble to read my writ
ten statement, he would find out that these big words
are the unhappy fruits of bad listening. And it he would
also inquire at the right place whether my statement
was felt as an effort to impugn one's integrity, the
British nobleman would perhaps consider a withdrawal
of his allegation.

198. Now a word about the imposition offederations on
people against their will. We of course congratulate
Australia, Canada and Nigeria that their federations
were welcomed by their people, perhaps even initiated
by their people. But can the representative of the United
Kingdom say in honesty that the native majority of the
Central Mrican Federation wanted the Federation? No,
it Was imposed upon them and they wanted to get rid
of it as soon as they had the power to do so. And how
about the British conceived but rejected-rejected by
the people itself-Federation of East Africa? And did
Britain not try unsuccessfully to bring into a federation
countries like Jamaica and Barbados and Tobago?

199. And can the representative of the United Kingdom
deny the similarity of Britain'spolicy regardtngMalay
sra With the policy it is carrying out in South Arabia,
where it federated several Sultanates, Sheikdoms and
Emirates with Aden, its military base in that extremely
strategically important area ofthe world? Is the resent
ment and hostility oftheneighbouringArabandAfrican
countries not serious enough to be a warning to Britain?
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200. We appreciate the assurance of the British
Foreign Secretary that his country wishes to be friendly
with my country at all times. We respect Britain and
we reciprocate wholeheartedly the sentiments ex
pressed by Lord Home. But is it not a little too much
for Britain to expect from Indonesia that it would dif
fer from all other newly freed countries in its appraisal
and rejection of what it considers as neo-colonialism?

201. Finally, the representative of the United Kingdom
was quite wrong when he thought that I would be wise
enough not to speak about the riots and the assaults on
the British Embassy in Djakarta. I am even prepared
to speak about the adjective "uncivilized" which was
used by the British Foreign Office to characterize these
riots. They were riots.

202. First of all I would like to establish that, not
Withstanding the violently-aroused sentiments of the
reople by British neo-colonialism, nobody has been
killed. I repeat, nobody has been killed. Can that be
said of other riots in the world? The British Govern
ment, evidently completely unwarrantedly, evacuated
women and children. Yes, there were demonstrations,
violent demonstrations.

203. Indeed, my people is not a nation of sheep, and
they felt instinctively that their anger should be di
rected to the British rather than to the Malayan Em
bassy. My Government has not condoned, but has con
demned the burning of the British Embassy as an
excessive expression of the people's anger. And let it be
equally clear that not One man was killed by the mob,
uncontrolled as it became. Very soon the Government
had the entire situation completely under control.

204. And what about our behaviour, characterized by
the British as uncivilized? Our aroused rioters did not
kill, did not even hurt, women and children. What did
civilized Britain do during the Suez crisis and earlier in
Kenya, to take only two examples? How many women and
children were then killed? Perhaps Britain would call
it uncivilized for us to compare the spontaneous demon
strations in Djakarta with the calculated war in Suez
and their colonial 'policy of killing Mau Mau people
whoce greatest crime was their desire for "uhuru", for
freedom.

205. But how is Britain to explain the civilized con
ditions found in the burned-down British Chancery?
It came out-and this will certainly surprise you,
Mr. President-that without any permit or licencefrom
the Indonesian Government, and entirely against diplo
matic rules, military weapons, such as bren guns,
mausers and a considerable quantity of ammunition,
were stored in the building. For what purpose?

206. Mrs. PANDIT (IndifJ.): It is a matter of deep re
gret to my delegation that the foreign Minister of Paki
stan has chosen to make serious allegations against
my country, allegations which are full of inaccuracies
and mis-statements. During the seventeenth session,
also, the delegation of Pakistan made similar allega
tions which we then refuted. One of the points just
raised has been under consideration of another prin
cipal organ of the United Nations for several years. I
should like to remindthe members that it was India who
brought the complaint to the United Nations. 1 would
have preferred not to burden the Assemblywithanother
detailed reply but in order to keep the record straight,
and lest our silence be misconstrued, I am obliged to
answer the allegations that have just been made.

207. The Foreign Minister of Pakistan, Mr. Bhutto,
has said that the central issue in Kashmir is that of

self-determination and that both parties had accepted
this. 1 would like to deny categorically here and now
this assertion of the Foreign Minister of Pakistan. And
I would like to add, with all the authority of the Govern
ment of India, that the issue in Kashmir is one of ag
gression, of Pakistani aggression, committed in 1947
and 1948 and which continues to this day.

208. Pakistan would have the world believe that the
Kashmir question began with the resolution of January
1949.~ The truth is sometimes embarrassing and this
story has an ugly beginning for which reason, no doubt,
Pakistan finds it inconvenient to call attention to it. It
necessary for me to crave your indulgence, Mr, Presi
dent, to remind representatives that the Kash
mir story began with attempts by Pakistan to place an
economic stranglehold on the state of Jammu and Kash
mir immediately after the withdrawal of the British
from India.

209. When economic pressure proved unavailing,
Pakistan encouraged tribal raiders to pass through its
territory and start a reign of plunder, arson, rape and
murder with a view to terrorizing the Kashmiris into
submitting to Pakistan rule. For those who have no
knowledge of that terrain, I would like to explain that
it would have been the easiest thing in the world to stop
those raiders at the two bridges connecting Pakistani
territory with Kashmir. All our appeals to Pakistan to
prevent the raiders from coming in having proved un
successful, it was India who brought the case to the
Security Council. When the case was first argued in
the Security Council, the then Foreign Minister of Paki
stan made a categorical statement he said:

" ... The Pakistan Government emphatically deny
that they are giving aid and assistance to the so-called
invaders or have committed any act of aggression
against India. On the contrary and solely with the
object of maintaining friendly relations between the
two Dominions, the Pakistan Government have con
tinued to do all in their power to discourage the tribal
movement by all means short of war.".!Y

When, however, the United Nations Commission for
India and Pakistan arrived in India in July 1948, facts
could no longer be suppressed and the same Foreign
Minister had then to admit that regular units of the
Pakistan army had been fighting in Kashmir since
May 1948.

210. The Commission then accepted that the presence
of Pakistan troops in Jammu and Kaslunir constituted
a material change in the situation from that earlier re
presented by the Government of Pakistan, which was
a polite way of saying that Pakistan earlier had mis
represented the situation at the United Nations.

211. We had of course known that the so-called raiders
which had entered Kashmir from Pakistan were Pak
istani volunteers all along. Later, Sir Owen Dixon,
eminent Australian jurist and United Nations represen
tative for India and Pakistan, expressed the view that
the entry of hostile elements into the territory of Jam
mu and Kashmir in October 1947 "was contrary to in
ternational law".!2I Therefore, after the Commission's
finding, India would have been perfectly justified in urg-

!11 Official Records of the Security Council, Fourth Year, Supplement
for January, 1949, document S/1196, para. 15.

!QI Ibid.. Third Year, Supplement for November 1948, document
Sill OD, annex 6, document I, para. 3.

!l./ Ibid•• Fifth Year, Supplement for September through December
1950, document S/1791, para. 21.
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Ing that. her case having been proved. the United Nations
should arrange to vacate Pakistan aggression or other
wise India would be forced to do so in self-defence.
But in the hope of peace with a people who had been,
until a few months earlier, our compatriots, and at the
urgings of certain Western Powers, we accepted cer
tain compromises. One of them was a cease fire-and
this at the time when Indian forces were advancing;
the second was that, if the United Nations was able to
ensure Pakistan's complete Withdrawal from the State
of Jammu and Kashmir, we would accept Pakistan's
demand for a plebiscite. It is necessary to make it
clear that that plebiscite was spoken of in the limited
context of a compromise formula, and this is quite clear
in the relevant United Nations resoh tions , The Foreign
Minister of Pakistan quoted paragraph 1 of the January
1949 resolution, but he conveniently left out paragraph
2 of that resolution. I will, with your permission, read
this paragraph out to you:

n A plebiscite will be held when it shall be found
by the Commission that the cease-fire and truce ar
rangements set forth in Parts I and II of the Com
mission's resolution of 13 August 1948 have been
carried out and arrangements for the plebiscite have
been completed."~

212. Now, what are these parts I and II of the Com
mission's resolution of 13 August 1948 which were a
precondition to a plebiscite? Part I deals with the
cease fire and part II refers to the truce agreement
under which the United Nations was to secure the total
withdrawal of Pakistan regulars and "volunteers", and
not until this had been completed were arrangements
for a plebiscite to be undertaken which would include
the withdrawal of the bulk of Indian forces, but not the
whole of them. India was sovereign in Jammuand Kash
mir and there was no question of India's complete
withdrawal.

213. This compromise formula, which is now mixed
up by Pakistan with the question of self-determination,
was not implemented because Pakistan refused to with
draw its forces from Jammu and Kashmir and tried,
in further futile negotiations, to achieve a position of
equality with India in Kashmir. After Pakistan sab~

taged the compromise furmula, .I~d.ia would.haveaga~n
been justified in renewing hostiltttes, and It was this
fear on the part of Pakistan which at that time led them
to sign a military pact with the United States of Amer
ica in 1954 to strengthen their position-not for de
fen~e agains't communism, but to secure the fruits of
their aggression against India. Fifteen years have
elapsed since the compromise formula had been ar
ranged. Pakistan deliberately chose not to comply
with these resolutions. It is not pos sible nowto proceed
on the basis of these resolutions. As Mr. Jarring has
stated in his report to the Security Council dated 29
April 1957:

". . . the implementation of international agree
ments of an ad hoc character which has not been
achieved fairly speedily may become progressively
more difficult because the situation with which they
were to cope has tended to change."!2!

That is precisely what has happened. It is too ~ate ~or
Pakistan nOW to suggest getting back to the sttuatton
which existed in 1948 and 1949.

W Ibid., Fourth Year, 5upplementfor January 1949,document5/1196,

para. 15.
~/ Ibid .. Twelfth Year, Supplement for April. May and June 1957,

document 5/3821, para. 21., . .
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214. As regards India's sovereignty in Kashmir and
the legality of accession, neither India nor Pakistan,
nor for that matter the United Kingdom, can question
it, as they were all parties to the Indian Independence
Act of 1947. The State's accession to India cannot be
challenged on the legal plane. India's sovereignty in
Kashmir stems from the act of accession and is com
plete and total. Proposals for a settlement of the ques
tion in the interest of harmony cannot ever extinguish
that sovereignty. Even this year we made certain pro
posals to Pakistan to settle the issue, but that cannot
mean that our sovereignty in Kashmir was comprom
ised. It is relevantto point out that at the 240th meeting
of the Security Council, Mr. Warren Austin, the then
representative of the United States, said:

"This is an affair between nations, and with the
accession of Jammu and Kashmir to India, this for
eign sovereignty went over to India and is exercised
by India, and that is how India happens to be here as
a petitioner."~

215. It is in the exercise of this sovereignty in Kash
mir that India has had to come into conflict with China
in north-eastern Kashmir. One has only to compare
this exercise of sovereignty with Pakistan's surrender
of territory to China from that part of Kashmir Which
is under its illegal occupation. Their lack of concern
for the integrity of Kashmir is also apparent from the
fact that they blame us for not agreeing to a similar
compromise with China by surrendering Ladakh. It
is so easy to be charitable with other people's territory.

216. The principle of self-determination has been ac
cepted by the General Assembly and India has been one
of its strongest supporters. It does not, however, apply
to the present case, since it is not applicable to a sec
tion of a people. It applies to all those territories
where, by force of arms or by the vicissitudes of h~s

tory, people are held under an alien power. If the policy
of self-determination were to apply to parts of consti
tutionally created States, most of them would be broken
up. The plea of self-determination in a plural society
could mean nothing but disruption. And may I add that
most of the new States in Asia and Africa fall into this
category. That i.s why, I venture to suggest, the United
Nations tried so hard to prevent the secession of
Katanga on the plea of self-determination. Even the
older States would not be safe.

217. If religion is the criterion for self-determin~
tion are we to separate Catholics from Protestants 111

Eur~pe and in America, ~r Muslims from. Ch7'istians
in the Near East or in Africa? Self-determmatlOn can
not be merely a process of disintegration or fragmen
tation. When self-determination is applied to minorities
in a nation-State, often new minorities are created.
It Is interesting to recall that Prime Minister Suh:r:a
wardy of Pakistan declared in 1956 that t~e ?reatlOn
of Pakistan, despite the presence of 9 mtllion n~n
Muslims in that country, put an end to the two-nation
theory on the basis of which Pakistan was. created
He said: "All of us, Muslims and non-Musllms, are
Pakistanis first and last." This illustrates that now
either Pakistanis do not believe in the two~natJ,ontheory
or that self-determination is not the r-ight of a new
minority.
218. May I crave your indulgence, Mr. Pr~sident, to
draw the attention of the Assembly to certam re~evant
facts? Did Pakistan permit the people of the Prmcely
States in Pakistan to exercise the right of self-

~ Ibid•• Third Year, Nos, 7-15, 240th meeting, p, 371.
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determination after the Ruler acceded to Pakistan?
As was disclosed in the West Pakistan High Court a
few years ago, the accession of the State of Bahawalpur
was forced on the Ruler of thatState. The Khan of Kalat
revolted against accession and was arrested and de
tained in 1958. In neither case was the principle of
self-determination applied. When Pakistan purchased
the territory of Gwadur from the Sultan of Muscat,
what happened to Pakistan's solicitous regard for the
people's right to self-determination? No opportunity
was given to the people of Gwadur to say whether in
the second half of this, the twentieth century, they
wished to be bought like cattle. Is Pakistan prepared to
grant the right of self-determination to the Pakhtoons?

219. Self-determination is a democratic process.
There has not been a single general election in Paki
stan itself sinoe its creation in 1947, even on the com
paratively limited franchise which obtained in British
days. The President of Pakistan has repeatedly said
that the people of Pakistan are notfitto exercise such
democratic rights, and after fourteen years of indepen
dence the people are now being educated in basic de
mocracy. It is gratifying to find that Pakistan considers
Kashmiris to be more fitted for the democratic right
of such self-expression, even though they had no ex
perience of it in the earlier British days.

220. Pakistan, by not wtthdrawing its troops, blocked
a plebiscite which would have been the second stage
of the implementation of the United Nations resolution.
The people of Kashmir, who could not wait for ever,
therefore, framed their own Constitution through a
Constituent Assembly elected on thebasis of universal
adult franchise and ratified the Ruler's accession. This
is certainly a much more widespread exercise of de
mocratic rights than has ever been practised in Paki
stan. During the same period it would be well to note
that the Pakistanis, instead of moving forward on the
road to democracy, have actually moved backwards
and discarded even the limited practice ofrepresenta
tive institutions developed under the British.

221. The solicitude of Pakistan for the self
determination of Kashmiris might have been better
appreciated had some measure of self-determination
been extended to territories under Pakistan's own con
trol. It is ironic that a Government that has denied the
democratic rights of universal and direct suffrage to
its own people, a Government that says that parliamen
tary democracy is not suited to the genius of its own
people, should advocate self-deter~ination for the
people of a neighbouring country WhICh ha~ had e~ec

tions on a universal adult franchise three times since
independence.

222. If Pakistan really believes in the principle of
self-determination, Why did it invade the state of
Kashmir in the first place? The demand for the self
determination of Sudeten Germans was followed by an
attack on Czechoslovakia by Nazi Germany. Pakistan
chose to follow the reverse procedure: only when ag
gression in Kashmir failed did Pakistan be?o.me a
champion of self-determination for the Kashmirfs,

223. I come now to the question of Pakistan's fear of
India about which we hear so constantly. I am gr-ateful
to the Foreign Minister of Pakistan for saying that:

"No country regrets more deeply t~an mine .the
outbreak of border conflict between Its two giant
neighbours, China and India," [1220th meeting, para.
25.]

This is in refreshing contrast to what has been stated
by his colleague, Pakistan's Central Minister for In
formation, not so very long ago. He said:

"The world had seen that the so-called Sino-Indian
war has been no more than a mock fight on which
India wanted to cash in for boosting her armies and
diverting the attention of her people from internal
problems."

It is, therefore, good to knowthat the Foreign Minister
now says that "this conflict has been a matter of deep
and direct concern to us. Its repercussions have com
plicated the problems of our own security". Hefurther
expressed his belief that the dispute can be resolved
peacefully.

224. As he is well aware, six non-aligned countries
did attempt a peaceful solution in a conference in
Colombo. India accepted these proposals but China re
fused to accept them. We have not seen any criticism
from Pakistan for this Chinese rejection of the Colombo
prcpoaals , The Foreign Minister, however, views "...
with deep aprehension ••. the radical alteration in the
delicate military balance ... by the augmentation of
India's military strength" [ibidl. He says:

"Our fears of the resulting danger to the security
of Pakistan are not purely psychological; they are
deeply rooted in history and flow from the evidence
of India's readiness to resort to military force to
settle disputes with its neighbours. Similar fears
have also been voiced in other countries of the re
gion." [Ibid.]

We have not heard of any such fears expressed by any
of our neighbours other than China. The only other
country which expressed concern at the augmentation
of India's military strength is Pakistan. The Foreign
Minister speaks of the delicate military balance of the
region and he views with deep apprehension an altera
tion in this balance. There was no such deep apprehen
sion of the alteration in the delicate military balance of
the region by Pakistan when it sought and obtained sub
stantial military aid during the last few years. Accord
ing to United States press reports the military aid from
the United states during this period has been of the
order of $1,300 million. Not even a tenth of that amount
has so far come as military aid to India, a country with
about five times the population of Pakistan. Yet this
aid from friendly countries in our hour of need, for
which we are deeply grateful, has made Pakistanis, in
the words of an American journalist "hysterically anti
American".

225. Pakistan's security is guaranteed by military
pacts with two great Powers who are committed to
come to its help in the event of an attack on it. How
can a State With such strong guarantees from two great
Powers and maintaining, with outaide assistance,
armed forces out of all proportion to its size and de
fensive requirements, fear an attack from India which
is under threat of a country which has the largest con
ventional army in the world.

226. That Pakistan's fear of India is obviously not
genuine is proved by the fact that Pakistan has con
sistently refused the standing offer of India for a "no
war" pact to be registered in the United Nations and
without prejudice to its pos ition in Kashmir. If Pakistan
were really afraid of India, is it not reasonable to ex
pect that it would have welcomed such a no-war dec
laration?
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227. Pakistan obviously wants to settle Indo-Pakistan
disputes by recourse to force. India has given the clear
est assurances to Pakistan that the arms supplied by
the United States and the Commonwealth would not be
used against it. That apparently does not satisfy Paki
stan. What more can we do to reassure Pakistan?
Pakistan has never given any such assurance to us in
regard to the massive military aid which it has received
over the last ten years. Rather, it resented America's
assurance to us that United States military aid would
not be allowed to be used against India. As a matter
of fact, when Pakistan used American arms in fighting
on the Afghan border, President Ayub strongly criti
cized the United States for having questioned the use
of American arms for that purpose. "Do they expect us
to put them in cotton wool?" he asked.

228. A country which once claimed to be the greatest
crusader against communism, which joined alliances
with the avowed object of containing communism and
obtained military aid on that ground, apparently has
no qualms of conscience now in contracting a marriage
of convenience with the People's Republic of China,
which is the only country in the world today which be
lieves in the inevitability of war and is prepared to
wage aggressive wars in furtherance of its national
policy. The Foreign Minister of Pakistan recently in
formed the Pakistan National Assembly that Pakistan
had got some assurance from the largest State of Asia
-obviously referring to the People's Republic of
China-that it would come to Pakistan's aid in case of
a confrontation between Pakistan and India. Apparently,
Pakistan has now greater faith in Chinese promises
than in the South-East Asia Treaty Organization
(SEATO). From SEATO to the Sino-Pakistan Agree
ment is indeed a remarkable metamorphosis. It does
not require much imagination to discern in this strange
alliance the common objective of keeping India mili
tarily weak in order that it may be unable to resist
aggression.

229. The Foreign Minister of Pakistan has deliber
ately misrepresented the facts by saying that India has
been expelling tens of thousands of Muslim citizens
of India across the border into East Pakistan. The
truth is just the opposite. There are about 50 million
Muslims now living in India, 3 million of whom are
in Kashmir.

230. As the Indian census figures for 1961 will show,
during the period 1951 to 1961, there was an increase
of 25.6 per cent in the population of Muslims in India
against an over-all increase in population in India of
21.5 per cent. Does this show that we are driving out
Muslims from India? Not only is no Indian Muslim
leaving India; the fact is that Pakistani Muslims in
large numbers have been infiltrating into the surround
ing Indian States of West Bengal, Assam and Tripura.
This is clearly proved by Pakistan census figures. It
will be seen from these figures that the Muslim popula
tion in East Pakistan increased by 26 per cent during
the period 1951 to 1961. It is significant, however, to
note the much smaller increase in some of the districts
of East Pakistan bordering India. Noakhali had an in
crease of only 4.7 per cent, Comilla 15.4 per cent,
Bakarganj 16.8 per cent and Sylhet indicated a rise of
only 13.9 per cent against the over-all provincial in
crease of 26 per cent. The Indian census figures for
the neighbouring border districts of Indian States are
complementary and reveal that the population of Mus
lims in Tripura rose by 68 per cent and that there was
an increase of 200 per cent in the Muslim population
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of Darjeeling, 74 per cent in Dinajpur, 62 per cent in
Malda, 63 per cent in Nadia, 49 per cent in Garo Hills
and 88 per cent in Khasi and Jayanti districts. These
figures speak for themselves and are indeed very tell
ing when compared with the increase in the Muslim
population of 25.6 per cent in India as a whole. Every
natural demographic consideration will show that this
big increase could only have been possible by large
scale influx from neighbouring districts in East Paki
stan, particulat-ly from those districts Which, accord
ing to the Pakistan census figures, show an abnormally
low increase in population,

231. These statistics prove conclusively that there
has been no pressure against Muslims in India, but
there has been in fact a large infiltration of Pakistani
Mus lims into India. This has created a difficult econo
mic and political problem for us.

232. As I have already pointed out, the Pakistan census
figures show that the population of Muslims in East
Pakistan increased by 26 per cent. The population of
Hindus, however, remained virtually constant during
the entire ten-year period. The total population of
Hindus as shown in the 1951 census of Pakistan was
9.2 million. The total population of Hindus in East
Pakistan, according to the 1961 census, was 9,4 million.
If the Hindu population had increased approximately
in the same proportion as the Muslims, there would
have been an increase of roughly 2.25 million. How
does one explain this lack of increase in the Hindu popu
lation? Ourj-ecords show that about 2.5 million Hindus
were forced out from East Pakistan into Indian terri
tories as refugees, and this is the only possible expla
nation as to Why the Hindu population in East Pakistan
has remained stationary.

233. The Government of Pakistan, ever since its crea
tion, has followed a communal policy based on the per
nicious two-nation theory. It is as a result of this policy
that 2.25 million Hindus have been forced to flee East
Pakistan during the period 1951 to 1961. This policy
has a double advantage for Pakistan. In the first place,
it helps Pakistan to get rid of its Hindu population from
East Pakistan, the Hindus from West Pakistan having
been already practically eliminated. Secondly, it helps
to make East Pakistan equal in populatlon to the West
ern wing. Of Pakistan's 93 million people, 51 million,
including 9 million Hindus, live in55,000squaremiles
of East Pakistan and 42 million live in 320,000 square
miles of West Pakistan. If 9 million Hindus could be
squeezed out, the population in the two wings would be
equal and would then be a strong argument for West
Pakistan's insistence on parity with East Pakistan in
the matter of representation in the National Assembly.

234. Mr. President, the Indian Muslim is very well
able to look after himself and needs no protection what
soever from the Government of Pakistan. If that Gov
ernment must show solicitude for the well-being of
Muslims who are not their own nationals, they could
more profitably use their good offices with their friends
of the Government of the People's Republic of China,
not to persecute or drive out Muslims from Sinkiang.

/235 -. Mr. BHUTTO (Pakis~an): The Pakistan d.el~ga
tion uoes not wish to enter Into a debate of recr'imina
tion and slander. We have done our best, in our own
moderate and proper fashion, to try to impress upon
this audience the importance of the settlement of the
dispute on Kashmir as a fundamental problem, as a
problem that affects the peace and stability of Asia.
It is my duty, unfortunately, to take this rostrum again
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to refute the distortions and allegations that have been
made against the Oovernrnent of Pakistan,

236, First of an, with your permission, I should like
to deal with the question of infiltration-a matter which
we consider to be a deliberate policy of eviction of
Indian Muslim citizens from India into Pakistan, I would
dec lare here before you that the question whether these
people are being evicted or whether they are infiltra
tors can be decided by a United Nations inquiry com
mission, by an international inquiry commission, by
a Commonwealth inquiry commission, or by any third
party commission agreed to by India and Pakistan.
These are ascertainable facts. It can be ascertained
by any inquiry commission whether these unfortunate,
helpless people driven by the Indian bayonet into Paki
stan are Indians or Pakistanis, That is a verifiable
fact. The submission of the Government of Pakistan
to the Government of India has been that it should kindly
stop this genocide and permit its citizens, who have a
right under the Indian constitution to live in peace and
tr-anqurlltty on Indian soil, to decide where they want
to live. However, these people, because they are Mus
lims, because the sin they have' committed is to have
been born with a different religion, are being delib
erately driven from their homes and hearths into
Pakistan.

237. We have again and again appealed to the Govern
ment of India to hold a ministerial conference on the
SUbject, to hold a high level conference on the subject
or to allow an inquiry commission to determine the
future of these poor, innocent people driven out of their
homes, but so far these appeals have fallen on deaf
ears, The Government of India has refused to permit
a solution of this human problem. These helpless people
from the states of Assam and Tripura are being driven
out of India into East Pakistan, only because they hap
pen to be born Muslims, although they are Indian citi
zens and, under the Indian constitution, have the same
protection of equal rights as the other citizens of India.
I repeat from this rostrum of the United Nations Gen
eral Assembly that Pakistan is prepared, here andnow,
to accept an international inquiry commission into the
matter, a United Nations inquiry commission, a Com
monwealth inquiry commission or any other third
party commission mutually agreed upon by India and
Pakistan, to investigate and determine the future of
these unfortunate citizens who are being driven from
their homes.

238. We are told that this is a convenient attempt by
the Government of Pakistan to reduce its own population
so as to remove the disparity in population between
East Pakistan and West Pakistan, in order to enable
equal representation in the National Assembly of Paki
stan on the basis of parity between West Pakistan
and East Pakistan. That is an admission of the fact
that there have been elections in Pakistan, that there
is a National Assembly in Pakistan. In fact there have
been not only one election but three elections in Paki
stan as in the great state of India, for Pakistan and
India became independent at precisely the same time.

239. I would now refer to the question of Kashmir. It
has been said that the central issue in Kashmir is not
that of self-determination but that of the aggression
committed by Pakistan in the years 1948 and 1949. That
is not a new Charge, Indian charges of Pakistan's ag
gression were heard by the Security Council and re-

. jected when it decided that the question of Kashmir's
accession should be decided by the Kashmiris them

. selves. That decision was accepted by India. Can India

now go back on its acceptance of the United Nations
resolutions, which were adopted after a full hearing
was given to India's charges? Under what notion of
justice can a so-called aggression by Pakistan justify
the denial to the Kashmiri people of their natural right
to determine their own future? I should like to quote
some of the statements of the Prime Minister of India,
Mr. Nehru, on the question of a plebiscate in Kashmir,
The Prime Minister of India said on 27 October 1947:

"I should like to make it clear that the question of
aiding Kashmir in this emergency is not designed in
any way to influence the State to accede to India. Our
view, which we have repeatedly made publie, is that
the question oi accession in any disputed territory
or state must be decided in accordance with wishes
of the people and we adhere to this view."

The Prime Minister of India also said on 2 November
1947:

"We were anxious not to finalize anything in a mo
ment of crisis and without the fullest opportunity to
the people of Kashmir to have their say. It was for
them ultimately to decide,

"And here let me make clear that it has been our
policy all along that where there is a dispute about
the accession of a State to either Dominion, the de
cision must be made by the people of that State. It
was in accordance with this policy that we added a
proviso to the Instrument of Accession of Kashmir."

240. The Indian representative in the Security Council
said on 15 Janua .'y 1948:

"The question of the future status of Kashmir vis
~-vis her neighbours and the world at large, and a
further question, namely, whether she should with
draw from her accession to India, and either accede
to Pakistan or remain independent, with a right to
claim admission as a Member of the United Nations
-all this we have recognized to be a matter for un
fettered decision by the people of Kashmir, after nor
mal life is restored to them."~

241. The fol lowing was stated by the Prime Minister
of India in a letter dated 11 September 1951 addressed
to the United Nations representatives:

11• • • the Government of India not only reaffirms its
acceptance of the principle that the question of the
continuing accession of the State of Jammu and Kash
mir to India shall be decided through the democratic
method of a free and impartial plebiscite under the
auspices of the United Nations, but is anxious that the
conditions necessary for such a plebiscite should be
created as quickly as possible," '!Y

242. Then, again. the Prime Minister of India stated
in a broadcast to the Indian nation on 2 November 1947;

"We have declared that the fate of Kashmir is ul
timately to be decided by the people. That pledge we
have given not only to the people of Kashmir but to
the world. We will not and cannot back out of it."

243. That is the pledge given by no less a person than
the Prime Mlniater of India to his own people, to the
people of Pakistan and to the world at large, both from
his own country and in the Seourity Council of the United
Nations, Now we are told that Pakistan has committed
aggression in Kashmir. If Pakistan has commited a

21/ Ibid•• 240th meeting, p, 29.
fu Ibid.. Sixth Year, Special Supplement No. 2. document 5/2375/

Rev.I, annex 3, para. 4.
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wrong against the people of Kashmir, let the people of
Kashmir themselves decide whether itis Pakistan that
has committed any wrong against them or whether it is
the people and Government of India which have usurped
their territory and committed vandalistic plunder
against the people of Kashmir. That is for the Kash
miris themselves to decide. It is not for Pakistan or
India to decide whether the Kashmiris want to accede to
Pakistan or India.

244. Pakistan does not want Kashmir. We do not say
that Kashmir should automatically become a part of
Pakistan. We say that the people of Kashmir, like the
people of any part of Asia or Africa, should have the
right of self-determination, that they should decide
their own future in a free and impartialway, in a man
ner which not only the people of Kashmir want but to
which the Governments of both India and Pakistan have
agreed in the United Nations by two resolutions of the
Security councnE/ These two resolutions of the Secu
rity Council are now being repudiated, firstly, on the
grounds that this would mean "Katangazation" ofIndia,
and that a pluralistic State like India would not like to
see the "Katangazation" of its country. Nor would we
like to see the break-up of our neighbour. Nobody would
like to see the "Balkanization" of a State. But this is
not a question of Katanga or of the "Balkanization" of
India, After independence, the rulers of the princely
states had to decide the future of these states in con
sultation with the wishes of the people. There is no
analogy whatsoever between the "Ba.lkanfzation" of a
country and the exercise of the right of self-determina
tion which has been recognized accepted by the other
States concerned and, in this case, agreed to by the
Government of India here and before the world at large.

245, However, another reason has been advanced: that
conditions have changed. The doctrine of rebus sic
stantibus has been invoked by the Government of India
in regard to the international agreement of Kashmir. It
will be recalled that the doctrine of rebus sic stantibus,
which has no respect for agreements solemnly arrived
at, which shows contempt for agreements entered into
by sovereign States, has usually been advanced by ag
gressive States, by States like Nazi Germany, which
tore up agreements on the pretext that conditions had
changed.

246. Is it for India to be a judge of its own cause? If
conditions have really changed, it has to be objectively
established by an impartial body. Well,let an impartial
body objectively ascertain whether conditions have
changed. It is not something to be appraised subjectively
according to the whim and fancy of the Government of
India, which has committed aggression against the peo
ple of Jammu and Kashmir and does not permit the
people of Jammu and Kashmir to exercise the right of
self-determination.

247, Shaikh Muhammed Abdullah, the great leader of
Kashmir, languishes in gaol. For the last ten years,
this great leader of the people of Kashmir has been
rotting in the gaols of India. In that decade, we have
seen many nations become free. A decade is a long
period. To have the leader of a people in gaol for ten
years is far too long. Men die, children enter into
maturity-and during all that time this great leader has
been rotting in gaol, and the conscience of the world
has not been aroused. The world is so conscious of the

~/ Ibid•• Third Year, Supplement for November, 1948. document
5/1100. para. 75 and ibid •• Fourth Year, Supplement for January 1949.
document 5/1196, para. 15.,- .

voluntary imprisonment of a Cardinal in Hungary that
the President of a country has to mention it. When a
great leader of Algeria is in gaol for five years, the
whole world is aroused. But here is the case of a great
leader of the people of Jammu and Kashmir, who has
been languishing in gaol for the last ten years-and not
a word is uttered, not a Whisper is heard,

248. The hands of ID.dia are soiled with the blood of
the people of Kashmir. Let their conscience be clear
on this matter. Let them release Shaikh Abdullah, Let
them hold a free and impartial plebiscite.

249. I shall quote from The Times of London 011 the
question of Shaikh Abdullah's detention:

"The trial of Shaikh Abdullah, former Prime Min
ister of Kaslunir, drags on in Jammu, and the hearing
of charges of criminal conspiracy is moving more
slowly than anybody could have expected-except
those who believe that the Government is interested,
not in a conviction, but in continued imprisonment for
a man who, if released, would still be a potent force
in Kashmir. The tenth anniversary of the Shaikh' s
first arrest was two weeks ago and he has been in
gaol ever since except for four months in 1958.

"The charges of conspiracy were formulated after
his re-arrest in 1958, but the trial began only a year
ago. Then the defence was hopefully calculating that
twelve months would see the prosecution case com
pleted, although it was known that the State would
produce about 250 witnesses. In fact, the past year
has seen only a tenth of that number of witnesses
completing their evidence,

"At the beginning of this year, speaking for himself
and his colleagues in the dock (there are 24 accused
persons), the Shaikh protested against the 'uncon
scionable prolongation' of the trial. He said that he
believed the State had spent about £2,600,000 on the
case and that he was unable to meet the mounting
costs of defence.

11 In June, the senior prosecuting counsel, Mr. N. S.
Pande" -not the defence counsel, but the senior pro
secuting counsel-"retired from the case. He said
that the money for his fees could be better used, The
trial, he said, could go on for another five to seven
years."

250. All we ask for in Kashmir is that India honour
its pledge. India should stand by its pledge, and no pre
text should be advanced to interfere with a humanitarian
outcome ofthis dispute, The people of Kashmir, like the
people of the rest of Asia and Africa, should be per
mitted to decide their ownfuture according to their own
free will.

251. When and how Pakistan should withdraw its
troops, and how many of its troops should be withdrawn,
is all that we are willing to submit to any third-party
inquiry set up to determine what Pakistan should do
and what India should do. In the last fifteen years, we
have agreed to all fourteen proposals that have been
advanced in this respect, and India has rejected all of
them.

252. It has been said that India exercises sovereignty
over the state of Jammu and Kashmir, and that this
sovereignty is total and complete. It is so total and
complete that we had six rounds of negotiations with
the Government of India, in which I participated, on
the future of the state of Jammu and Kashmir. This
1s a disputed terr-itory.and it will always remain a
disputed territory, until justice is done to the people
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of Kashmir. We shall never agree to a solution which
is based on expediency and on brute force. Justice is
bound to be done to the people of Kashmir ultimately.

253. Reference has also been made of India's conflict
with China and our concern over this conflict. We are
concerned over this conflict, because it affects two
States which are our neighbours. We are also affected
by .it because, as a result of this boundary dispute,
India has tried to magnify the whole conflict so as to
receive gratuitous armed assistance from the Western
Powers. In the last fifteen years, India's policies, even
from this rostrum, have always been directed against
Western Powers. India has always tried to undermine
the interest of the West. And now, all of a sudden, we
are accused of metamorphosis-when they themselves
have undergone the most grotesque form ofa metamor
phosis. In fifteen years, from this .rostrum and other
platforms, India has time and again accused and in
dicted the West for its policies-and today India says
that Pakistan has changed its policies. What change in
its policies has Pakistan brought about? We are still
members of the two defence alliances; we still adhere
to them. It is India that wants the best of both worlds.

254. The world has been kind to India. Timewill show
that India's inconsistent policies are bound to come to a
dead end, because India cannot continue this policy of
duplicity indefinitely. We are members of the defence
alliances, and we have obligations under them from
which we have not withdrawn. India, however, claims
still to be a non-aligned country, whereas in fact we
know that, as a result of the assistance that it is re
ceiving, its policies are being directed and geared in
certain ways-for a certain period of time-which are
beneficial to the Government of India.

255. We have been accused of taking advantage ofthe
Sino-Indian conflict. I would ask the Assembly: what
advantage has Paldstan taken of that conflict? When
the unfortunate conflict broke out and when the Indian
armies were on the run-and on the run in such a hu
miliating fashion-Pakistan could well have taken ad
vantage of the situation. But it was Pakistan that ex
ercised remarkable restraint and took no action at all.
I doubt if any other State in that situation would have
restrained itself as Pakistan did at that time. And yet
this has not been appreciated. We have been told that
we are taking advantage of the situation. As I have said,
we could have taken advantage of the situation, but did
not, because we believe in the peaceful method, in the
peaceful solution of international disputes, and not in
solutions based on armed conflict.

256. In the last fifteen years, India has committed ag
gression no less than five times. That is an enviable
record: in the last fifteen years, I repeat, India has
committed aggression five times to settle its interna
tional problems. Yet today Pakistan has been called
an aggressor. This is most ironic,

257. We have been accused of having some sort of
extraordinary relations with the People's Republic of
China. The People's Republic of China is a neighbour
of Pakistan. We have a boundary of some 400 miles
with the People's Republ.ic of China. We desire good
relations with all our neighbours. Is that wrong? Is
that a crime? Is it wrong for Pakistan to want to have
friendly and harmonious relations with all its neigh
bours, in the interests of peace in Asia and in the in
terests of peace in the world? We have good neighbourly
relations with Nepal. We have good neighbourly rela
tions with Ceylon. We have good neighbourly relations

with Burma. We have resumed relationswithAfghani
stan, We would like to have good neighbourly relations
with India as well, ifIndiawerewillingto base its pol
icies on the dictates of justice and equity and were not
prone to commit aggression against Pakistan, which it
has repeatedly called its" Enemy No. 1". The former
Defence Minister of India Mr. Krishna Menon, and other
responsible people in India, have referred to Pakistan
as "India's Enemy No. 1"-but last October India came
into a clash with the People's Republ io of China, and
not with Pakistan.

258. What has been so extraordinary about Pakistan's
relations with the People's Republic of China?We have
signed a boundary agreementwith the People's Republ ic
of China because we have a boundary with the People's
Republic of China. If we had a boundary with Nigeria
or with Guatemala, we would sign an agreement with
Nigeria or Guatemala. But it so happens that the Peo
ples Republic of China has a 400-mile boundary with
Pakistan. We signed this agreement as an agreement
between two equal sovereign States, in a spirit of com
promise and adjustment. But these are not the methods
to which India subscribes. India wants thingsona take
it Or leave it basis. That is why India cannot come to
any agreement with any of its neighbours. That is why
India wants Pakistan to vacate its illusory aggression.
That is why India wants the People's Republic of China
to vacate its illusory aggression.

259. We have very generously been offered a "no-war
pact" with India. Now much has been made of this no
war pact offer to Pakistan. It has just been offered
again, I believe. Recently, during his visit to the United
States, the President of India proposed that a no-war
pact be signed between Pakistan and India and be re
gistered with the United Nations. It is assumed that its
registration in the United Nations would give the pact
international validity in law and in morality.

260. May we ask the Government ofIndia this question:
what sanctity has been attached by India to the United
Nations resolutions on Jammu and Kashmir to which
India is a party? The respect shown by the Government
of India for those resolutions make us highly sceptical
about that assurance.

261. Pakistan is a Member of the United Nations, and,
as a Member of the Organization, we are enjoined by
the Charter of the United Nations to resolve interna
tional disputes by peaceful means. Article 2, para
graphs 3 and 4 of the United Nations Charter are quite
clear. These paragraphs state:

"All Members shall settle their international dis
putes by peaceful means in such a manner that inter
national peace and security, and justice, are not
endangered.

"All Members shall refrain in their international
relations from the threat or use of force against the
territorial integrity or political independence of any
state, or in any other manner inconsistent with the
Purposes of the United Nations."

262. These provisions of the Charter place an obliga
tion on Pakistan and on all other Members of the United
Nations to settle their international disputes by peace
ful means. Are these not, in effect, a no-war declara
tion? As a Member of the United Nations for the last
sixteen years, and having resolutely carried out in let
ter and in spirit the resolutions of the United Nations,
and believing that the Government of India also, as a
Member of the United Nations, is enjoined by this very
Charter to settle all disputes by peaceful means, we
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wonder why, instead of discharging our obligations by
deed, we should only repeat in words whatwe have al
ready so solemnly affirmed between ourselves and
before the world Organization,

263. Recently, on the eve of the final round of talks
on Kashmir, when it was clear that the chances of suc
cess were remote, and after making it difficult for the
problem to be settled by peaceful means on the basis
of honour and equity. India proposed a no-war pact. In
reality, it meant that Pakistan should accept the cease
fire line as a permanent division of Kashmir. If we
were to have agreed to a no-war pact, it would have
meant that Pakistan agreed to accept the status quo.
Such a settlement can never be described as honourable
and equitable. I repeat-Pakistan will not resort to
armed conflict at this time, or at any time. But we
cannot sign on the dotted line on India's dictation.

264. In many respects, we are not even one-third the
size of India-in terms of population and territory, in
terms of armed forces, manpower and economic
strength. We would never embark on aggression agains t
India, not only because we are a smaller country, but
also because it is a cardinal principle of our foreign
policy to settle all disputes by peaceful means and
through negotiations, in accordance with the principles
of the Charter.

265. From our point of view, it would be repugnant
to our interests, to our higher principles, to the welfare
of our people and to peace and stability in the sub
continent and Asia, to embark on aggression to resolve
the Kashmir dispute. We have never taken such action.
We were not even tempted to resort to a show of force
during India's greatest hour of humiliation and defeat
last winter. This is a sufficient demonstration of Paki
stan's peaceful intentions. I think that very few coun
tries would have restrained themselves as Pakistan
did when India faced this disaster on its frontiers
against the People's Republic of China. There can be
no better demonstration of Pakistan's peaceful inten
tions in words and in deeds than the conduct of Pakistan
in the last fifteen years.

266. What, on the other hand, has been the conduct
of India? What has been the attitude of India in the
settlement of its disputes? India has the rare privilege
of being the only modern state Which in fifteen years
has resorted, no less than five times to armed force to
settle its international problems.

267. In this respect, let us consider the statements
of the leaders of India. I hope that the Assembly will
bear with me when I repeat what has been stated by
Indian leaders on the method of settling the Kashmir
problem.

268. The Prime Minister of India said, on21 January
1962:

"So far as China and Pakistan are concerned,India
is determined to vacate their aggression. n

The former Defence Minister of India, Mr. Krishna
Menon , stated:

"You are aware that we have not abjured violence
in regard to any country who violates our interests"
(Hindustan Times, 6 December 1961].

The Congress President, Mr. Sanjiva Reddy, said.
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"We have to liberate the occupied areas in Kashmir.
We are postponing the issue, but we do not accept the
cease-fire line as a permanent solution."-He ex
pected the people in occupied Kashmir to struggle to
rid themselves of the usurper and said that- "Within
a short period of time the Government of India will
choose the correct time to liberate that part of
Kashmir which is under Pakistan's control." (states
mm, 5 January 1962.1

These are the remarks of those Indian leaders who
have offered Pakistan a no-war pact.

269. We have good relations with all countries, with
all the countries in our region. We have tried to resolve
our differences by peaceful means with all our neigh
bours, with all countries with whom we have had differ
ences. Pakistan will continue to promote peace in our
region and peace in the world. We shall not resort to
force. We shall show that our words can be proved by
our actions. It is for the Indian Government to adopt
similar policies so that we can live in peace.

270. Our people live in poverty. We want to wipe out
the stigma and the vice of poverty. We would like to see
co-oper-ation and goodwrll between the people of India
and the people of Pakistan so that we could harness our
resources for the good of our people in the sub
continent, and for the good of people in Asia so that we
can march forward towards a better order.

271. It is not the law of Godthat the people of Asia and
Africa shall live in poverty. Let us co-operate and let
us bring about the best of our talents in order to eradi
o ate the stigma. of poverty, but this c an only be done
if there is justice in the world, if people are willing to
accept the principles of equality, if they are Willing to
settle their disputes by peaceful means. It is of no avail
to try to raise doubts in the minds of our friends. We
are steadfast friends. We have remained steadfast
friends with those with whom we have had friendship,
and over the last fifteen years Pakistan has demon
strated that it lives by its words and its deeds.

272. I pledge here, on behalf of the 100 million people
of Pakistan, that the right to self-determination, which
is a right which India has agreed to give to the people
of Kashmir, will be achieved, and that the people of
Kashmir will become the recipients of justice, because
that is the law of equity and that is the law of eternitY/

273. Mr. CHAKRAVARTY (India): We have just lis
tened to another long speech by the Foreign Minister
of Pakistan. The speech was so highly charged with
emotion that we do not really know whether he made
any new points which would call for a reply. We would
therefore like to look into his statement to see whether
a furthe r reply will have to be made. I noticed a number
of half-truths and mis-statements, and these certainly
will require a reply. At this late stage, I would there
fore crave your indulgence and ask that we might be
permitted to reserve our right of reply to the appro
priate moment.

274. Dato' ONG (Malaysia): I do not propose at this
late hour to exercise my right of reply to the reply
given by the representative of Indonesia to my state
ment at the 1219th meeting, as I will be making a state
ment in the general debate before the end of this week.

The meeting rose at '1.35p.m.
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