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Address by Mr. FMoktar Ould Daddah, President
of the Islamic Republic of Mauritania

1. The PRESIDENT: I invite His Excellency Mr. Moktar
Ould Daddah to be good enough to address the General
Assembly.

2. Mr. OULD DADDAH (President of the Islamic Repub-
lic of Mauritania) (interpretation from French):
Mr. President, my first words will be to address to you, in
the name of Africa, very sincere and cordial congratulations
on your impressive election to the presidency of the
twenty-sixth session of the United Nations General
Assembly.

3. For the third time and at the third consecutive session
of this Assembly, the current President of the Organization
of African Unity is presenting what has come to be known
as “the African dossier”.

4. fSome might think that this is only a ritual intended, at
the miost, to perpetuate a tradition—one more tradition of
the Organization of African Unity [OAU].

5. And there may be some grounds for wanting to regard
the continuing participation of the QAU in United Nztions
proceedings as a matter of routine. What I have called “the
African dossier” is actually no longer a news item whose
aspects there is some point in describing or whose urgent
requirements should be stressed.

. 6. The permanent representatives of the African Govern-
ments, the vast majority of the heads of delegations of our
continent at recent sessions of the United Nations General
" Assembly, have described at length the problems which
today confront the African peoples and Governments. They
have also highlighted—with a measure of success to which a
well-deserved tribute should be paid here—ihe various
solutions which the Africans propose to apply to the most
acute problems. In fact, no responsible African has spoken
from this rostrum or at any other meeting of the United
Naticns system without emphasizing the nature of the
internal efforts being made by the Governments of our

-

continent to carry out to the end our legitimate struggle for
the freedom, dignity and greater well-being of all.

7. Itake it for granted, moreover, that all these spokesmen
for the African cause have always specified the nature and
terms of the aid which Africans expect from their inter-
national partners for the speedy emergence of a better
Africa in 2 better world.

8. My eminent predecessors, the former Presidents of the
OAU, in particular H.E. El Hadj Ahmadou Ahidjo, Presi-
dent of the Federal Republic of Cameroon, and
H.E. Mr. Kenneth Kaunda, President of the Republic of
Zambia, have already appeared before this Assembly, on
Lehalf of the great family of the OAU, in 1969 [1780th
meeting] and 1970 [1872nd meeting] respectively, to
inform you of all the facts, the African philosophy and
programme designed to serve not only the people of our
continent but ‘also all mankind. They have thus ably
summed up and supplemented the particular aspects of
“the African dossier” which so many African Heads of
State and Government have been calling to your attention
in the United Nations community for ten years, and more
particularly during the commemoration of the twenty-fifth
anniversary of the United Nations, with a regularity and

- consistency unequalled by any group of leaders from the

other regions of the world.

9. However, I do not consider my presence here, at the
start of this twenty-sixth session of the General Assembly,
as mere routine. My purpose is not to bring an original
dossier to your attention. First and foremost, the problems
facing Africa and the world at large are so complex and
unreienting that applied concentration is required to
identify the facts which are, after all, constantly changing.

10. And since I have come here to speak mainly of African

problems, it being my duty, on behalf of the Organization
of African Uniiy, to present the views and positions of

Africa on the great problems of our continent, I consider it

useful, at the outset and before all else to describe the

reasons for the attitude and the bases for the action being

carried out, and above all to be carried out, by the QAU

within the United Nations.

11. I have emphasized the regularity and the exceptional
constancy which characterize the participation of Africa in
the research, in the activities—in one word—in the life of
the United Nations. That regularity and that constancy is
above all an expression of the faith of the leaders and
peoples of our continent in the United Natioris. It is not a
blind or unconditional faith, but an enlightened faith based
on reason, which alone can generate discernment and
action. Indeed, we do not consider the Unitsd Nations to

~ bea perfect instrument. The United Nations, no more than
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any other human organizatioh cannot represent the radical

panacea, the miraculous remedy for all the ills which afflict
mankind. The truth is that we consider the United Nations

offers an opportunity to mankind in its struggle to survive

all the evil which man may do to man-all the ills the
possibilities for which today modern science and tech-
- nology have extended to infinity. This means that the
United Nations also represents an opportunity for man to
promote fur mankind the positive resources of kncwledge
and wealth as well as the benefits of the progress of science
and technology.

12. 1 have said that the United Nations represents an
opportunity, that is to say, a potentiality at the service of
man, which means that the Organization can be perfected.

13. Indeed, we in Africa believe that the United Nations
can be stronger, more effective than it is today. To that
end, our Organization will need the faith of all men. It can
improve its usefulness only through the determination,
courage and perseverance of the nations and peoples which
constitute it.

14, 1 have spoken about the faith of men in thc destiny of
the United Nations. We Africans have inscribed this faith in
golden letters in all the constitutions of our young States.
- We endeavour every day to give this faith more reality by
reflecting it in the life of our Governments and our peoples,
by giving our complete and entire support to all the
principles of the United Nations Charter, to all its solemn
declarations of the Unitea Nations and to. all its essential
resolutions. This faith is the cornerstone of the charter of
the Organization of African Unity.

15. 1 have also spoken of the determination, courage and
perseverance of nations and peoples if we wish to have our
Organization live despite all the difficulties that are
scattered along the path of intemational relations. The
determination of the Africans to maintain the United
Nations as a lively and dynamic Organization nourishes our
will fo be constantly present here as well as everywhere that
men meet under the aegis of the United Nations.

16. Courage, we believe, is necessary to enunciate and to
denounce what is wrong in the international system so as to
improve its performance. We Africans are determined to
exercise that courage in spite of and against the prejudices
and collective hypocrisy which, under the guisc of “appro-
priateness and diplomacy”, some would wish to impose on
the working methods of our Organization.

17. 1 have spoken finally about perseverance—a necessary
virtue—in spite of failures, in spite of daily repudiations
inflicted on the value of so many basic principles of the
- Charter, in spite of the flagrant violation of so many solemn.
resolutions and in spite of the undermining of those moral
pillars which at the beginning won the support of the young
sations which, for some ten years, have been in the great
family of the United Nations, More than goodwill, a kind of
obstinacy, is needed, after these years of disillusionment, to
continue to hope that, in spite of everything, better days
are corming when the generous and just principles,, which
constitute the basis of the international contract that the
Charter of the United Nations represents, will prevail. And
above all that the barriers of covetousness, selfishness ana

indifference which still divide our Si'orld between free
peoples and dominated peoples, between the rich and the
poor, between the large and the small would then disap-
pear.

18. Africa thus recognizes that its main concems and its
political, economic and cultural problems are now widely
known among the Governments of States Members of the
United Nations. We nevertheless deem it necessary today
—as in the future—to state our views wherever men meet in
a common attempt to analyse the fate of mankind and to
seek the bases of its well-being.

19. The Organization of African Unity is fully aware that
its fundamental objectives—such as the total liberation of
the continent, the struggle against colonialism and racial
discrimination as well as economic, social and cultural
development—have all been suitably incorporated in the
resolutions and the programmes-formulated by the s¢ries of
organizations of the United Nations family. The represen-
tatives of the OAU nevertheless have the permanent
mandate to do everything in their power at this session of
the General Assembly, as well as in the future, to make sure
that the commitments of the international community
remain valid in the fields of the struggle for emancipation,
liberation, dignity, economic and social well-being for that
vast part of mankind to which we belong—that third world
which in some places still suffers from foreign domination,
in others from racial discrimination, and almost everywhere
from the evils of hunger, disease and ignorance.

20. At the basis of our obstinacy, which I would describe
as constructive, is one of the characteristics of our African
philosophy: we persist in believing that in spite of the
forces of selfishness and certain prejudices, men will not for
ever remain insensitive to the attraction of the most
elementary justice towards their fellow men.

21. An excess of economic and political power, beliefs
inherited from history, a short-sighted solidarity will not, at
least so we want to hope, indefinitely supplant the demands
of equity and rectitude "dictated by a broader solidarity
among men and nations—a solidarity spread to the dimen-
sions of a world of interdependence where the humiliation
of a single human being is an attack on the dignity of alli
and where the poverty of some makes more than risky the

‘opulence of all the others.

22. Are we speakmg of a dream world? Is it a question of
a Utopia, a vision of the mind which will never become
reality because it is shared exclusively by the less endowed
among rations and men?

23. There are times when one is tempted to believe that
that is all it is; there are certain acts, certain positions which
overwhelm us with doubt. Nevertheless, generous hope

- quickly prevails, and this remains our most decisive asset

for the coming of a better world which in any case we
Aftricans are determined to promote by the strength of our
co-operation, our work and our sacrifices, and also by
means of the assistance that others may give us. It is within

‘that general framework that I should here like to recall

some of the essential concerns of the OAU for which this
session of the General Assembly should make it pussible—if
evervbody wishes it—to find at lcast some elements for
solutions.
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24, 1 do-not know whether in that approach I would not
create an element of surprise by beginning with the
problems of African unity. It seems to me quite appropriate

to clarify the state of the union of hearts and minds, of -

active solidarity and of the unity of action pursued by the
peonles and the leaders of the continent within our regional
or.mization. The hopes and the potentialities for our
aspirations to freedom, justice and material and cultural
well-being provided by the Organization of African Unity
largely justify us in drawing up a balance sheet—for
ourselves and for others—of the evolution of our common
undertaking. Furthermore, is it not a common practice,
that, each year, on the ¢ve of the surnmit conference of the
Organization of African Unity, observers, who are more or
less well intentioned with respect to the African reality,
announce that on the horizon they see omincus signs of the
wezkening and even the disintegration of our organization.

25. This year that ominous sign, which was proclaimed -

louder than ever by so many voices, was called “the
dialogue with South Africa”. But the most recent meetings
of the Council of Ministers of the Organization of African
Unity and the last session of the summit conference of our
organization! studied in detail and in depth the problems
underlying that “dialogue”. But far from dividing Africa, as
some had wished and others had announced, a serious and
sincere debate was held on the problem which contributed
rather to bringing i light the permanent determination of
all the Governments and all the peoples of Africa to do
everything in their power as soon as possible to eliminate
racial discrimination from our soii. That debate, marked by
the seal of African frankness, once more demonstrated that
our organization has really become the crucible of a union
which does not exclude divergences but which implies
guarantees of a permanent effort to conciliate different
views and to draw ever-greater strength from our wealth of
diversity.

26. Perhaps this has not been understood well enough: the
Organization of African Unity has never wished to have a
rigid system; it has never assigned itself the task of melting
in 2 uniform and monolithic whole the conceptions, the
methods of work and the different modes of Governments
of African nations. The Organization of African Unity is
above all a common edifice where the solidarity of all
reflects the variety of the materials that each group wishes
to contribute to it. What we have wished to achieve is to
draw from this diversity of human and natural resources,
temperaments and ideas, something with which to consti-
tnte a centre of rapprochement, co-operation and agree-
ment; because the history of the evolution of human
societies has convinced us that together we are assured of
greater strength, the beiter to attack the difficulties which
we have shared in the past and which even today still assail
and threaten us: foreign domination, racial discrimination,
economic exploitation, poverty and cultural alienation.

27. But we know that our common commitment against
those obstacles, however determined we may be, cannot by
itself suffice to ensure our victory, certainly not socon
~ enough to satisfy the legitimate impatience of our peoples.

: 1 Eighth ordinary session of the Assembly of Heads of State and
Government of the Organization of African Unity, held at Addis
Ababa from 21 to 23 June 1971. ‘

Hence our permanent desire that all the resolutions and
programmes which reflect this commitment should form
the basis for permanent co-operation with our other
international partners. It is not at all, far from it, a matter
of wishing to place the entire burden on others for ali the
efforts and resources to destroy colonialism, racial discrimi-
nation, economic and cultural under-development once and
for all; rather it is a question of recognizing—precisely in
the light of our internal research which we are carrying out
within the OAU to make the most of our own resourccs,
solidarity and unity of action—the role which the outside
world can play in bringing about the triumph of our
struggle for a better Africa.

28, Africa, needless to say, is aware that in the world
today there exist a certain number of States which history,
economic and social development, and above all tech-
nological progress have endowed with means powerful
enough to influence the course of events beyond their cwn
borders. Those few privileged Powers can, by their moral,
political, military or economic action, halt or accelerate the
progress of mankind in the field of peace and the liberation
of all men, as well as in the field of economic growth and
greater social well-being. '

29. That means that Africans cannot remain insensitive to
the way in which those great Powers exercise their
influence over the major problems affecting the destiny of

. peopies in general and of Africa in particular. Indeed, the

more we spell out, within the Organization for African
Unity, our common methods for combating colonialism,
racial discrimination and under-development, the more
decisive appear to us the present and potential responsi-
bilities of the great Powers for the harmonious development
of the programimes being carried out by the African peoples

and Governments.

30. Decolonization heads the list of those programmes.
The Organization for African Unity has assigned to itself as
a sacred duty to use every means to liberate the last peoples
who still suffer foreign domination. To that end the OAU
has created a Co-ordination Committee for the Liberation
of Africa, whose task it is to co-ordinate all diplomatic,
military and material assistance which free Africa must
provide to the men and women who are waging a
courageous and difficult struggle, within lands that are still
occupied, in order to regain their independence. ‘

31. At the inception of the Organization for African Unity
we believed that our Liberation Committee and the OAU as
a whole had a substantial ally, in that sacred struggle, in the
Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial
Courtries and Peoples, adopted by the United Nations in
December 1960 [resolution 1514 (XV)]. We hoped that, in
accordance with that historic document, the great Powers- .
had really committed themselves to supporting the efforts
and the sacrifices which Africa was willing to make in order
to free as soon as possible the last of its sons and daughters
who still suffered under the colonial yoke.

32. Today experience has proved that the efforts of those
valiant freedom fighters, as weil as the assistance made
available to them by the Crganization for African Unity,
would largely have sufficed to remove foreign domination
from our soil if the last of the colonialists had not been
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assured of even greatér assistance on the part of a large
~number of what I referred to earlier as “the great Powers.”

33. Nobody, indeed, can deny that without the massive
aid received by its powerful NATO allies, Portugal, one of
the poorest countries in Europe, could not have continued
for as long as it has the deadly war it is waging in Angola,
Mozambique and Guinea (Bissau) against the legitimate
struggie of African peoples for their freedom, independence
and dignity. Portugal’s NATO allies can no longer claim
that the so-called “‘defensive” weapons which they gener-
ously offer Portugal, or the “objective” diplomatic support
given by some, do not contribute to a daily increase in the
means for repression of the peoples of Africa by the
Portuguese settlers.

34 . Thus i* is obvious that the continuation of Portuguese
colonialism, the obstinacy and the arrogance with which
the Lisbon authcrities continue to defend the aberrant
concept of the occupation of Portugal’s so-called African
provinces couid not be conceived of todav were it not for
the active support of the NATO Powers. Directly or
indirectly, these allies of Portugal are responsible for all the
bloodshed caused by that country in those last bastions of
colonialistn in the name of the claimed “defence of Western
civilization”.

35. “Defence of Western civilization™! 1 have deliberately
chosen to refer to that slogan so often invoked by the
Portuguese authorities to justify their atrocities in the
African Territories which they still occupy. I could just as
-well have cited other pretexts, such as “the defence of
Christian civilization” or “the fight against communism”. A
few years ago those slogans seemed to be nothing more
than ridiculous pretexts put forward only by the last
advocates of colonialism and racial discrimination. Today
there are so many indications which lead us to believe that
those slogans vaunted by Portugal and the racist minorities
in South Africa and Rhodesia increasingly guide the
attitude. and action of a large number of the Governments
which constitute that vaguely defined West. What is most
disturbing today is not that the Powers of that “West™ are
silent and thus give the impression of accepting that de
facto solidarity with Portugal, South Africa and Rhodesia;
what troubles us more and more is that, despite the
Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples, despite the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights and so many solemn resoiutions against
colonialism and racism, the Western Powers cc¢ntinue to
increase their aid to régimes which still practice these
odious systeins.

36. While the assistance of the NATO Powers to Portugal .

is obvious, and while that assistance represents today the
most decisive element in the pursuit of the colonial war in
Mozambique, Angcla and Guinea (Bissau), it is equally
certain that the aid provided by the great Powers to the
minority régimes in South Africa and Rhodesia contributes,
more than any other factor, to strengthening the oppression
and the repressive methods used against the peoples of
" sorthern Africa. Despite the relevant resolutions of the
United Nations and the OAU against the sale of arms to
South Africa, or the economic sanctions against Rhodesia,
the régimes of those two countries see the military means
and economic support they receive from the great Powers
growing day by day.

37. Neither commerical profit nor bilateral pledges seem
to us to be valid reasons to justify this visible increese in
economic trade and technical and technological assistance
which Europe and America continue to supply to the
minority régimes of South Africa and Rhodesia, and it is
this concrete and decisive encouragement which they
jointly offer which perpetuates in that region of our
continent foreign domination and racial discrimination. In
the attitude of these Powers other motivations, other
justifications, must be found, deeper than this flagrant
violation of the moral principles on which the United
Nations is built. The time has come for these great Powers
allied to the torturers of Africans to say clearly and
unequivocally what is their position in the legntxmate
struggle of the peoples of our continent. '

38. .One cannot in the past have paid the price, which one
knows, to bar the route to Hitlerite nazism and to defend a
part of Europe against the invasion of the Nazis and today
continue so openly to assist the heirs of the latter in South
Africa, Portugal and Rhodesia. One cannot at every tumn
proclaim one’s sympathy for the African ctuse, one’s desire
to help the Africans and at the same time so visibly be the
supplier of weapons or the economic partner of their
avowed enemies, Portugal, South Africa and Rhodesia.

39. Perhaps, given the silence and the contradictions, we
should ourselves try to understand the moral reasons and
the justifications for this flagrant difference which is
increasingly affirmed between the energy deployed in the
past to safeguard the legitimate rights of the peoples of
Europe against the Fascist folly and the apathy abundantly
displayed today, even the complicity displayed with com-
placence, in regard to the situzation which prevails in
southern Africa, in the Portuguese colonies, or the illegal
occupation of Namibia or the Arab territories. Are we to
understand that, for the allied Powers, in regard to the
backwardness of colonialism and racial discrimination, the
rights to dignity, freedom and sovereignty of the peoples of
Europe and America are more sacred than those of the
peoples of Africa or the Middle East? v

40. A clear debate to bring to light not only the elements
of the replies tc these questions which the Africans put
theimselves, Hut also a new direction for action by the great
Powers given the colonial tragedy and racial discrimination
could, on the morrow of the twenty-fifth anniversary of the
United Nations, be one of the immediate objectives of the
General Assembly if there is a genuitnie wish that the
international community, turning over the page of declara-
tions of principle resolutely take up the spemﬁc phase of
achievements.

41. The peoples and Governments of Africz, for their part,
feel the urgency of putting an end to these contradictions
between principles and action more than ever. They will no’
longer be satisfied with pledges or promises; they aspire to
see the achievements and to live the mutations of their
destiny. While these mutations seem to them to be
indispensable at the political level of the struggle for
independence and dignity, they are equally necessary in the
economic, social and cultural fields. This is why the
Organization of African Unity has also assigned to itself the
task of jointly setting to work all the human and natural
resources of Africa so as to bring about as early as possible -
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better living conditions for all. This is also why we are as
interested in the eccnomic and cultural work of the United
Nations system as in the political programmes I have
mentioned. This is why, finally, the International Develop-
ment Strategy, which was adopted [resolution
2626 (XXV)] on the occasion of the twenty-fifth anniver-
sary of the United Nations and at the beginning of the
Second United Nations Development Decade has been given
particular attention by the States Members of the Organiza-
tion of African Unity.

42. This Strategy, which summarizes the conclusions of
the various specialized agencies and programmes of the
United Nations family, defines a certain number of targets
and prescribes an over-ill working method which in the
years to come should make it possible for the countries of
the third world to achieve their economic take-off, Every
one of us would be tempted to find in that historic
document a source of satisfaction, the basis for serious
hope that, because of the coricerted effect of the domestic
efforts of the poor /ountries and the assistance from
developed countries, there wi'l be a substantial improve-
ment in the living conditions of our peoples. Yet this
strategy is far from the first attempt at organizing on an
international level the struggle for thie economié growth and
social as well as cultural progress, of peoples. Past expe-
rience shows that there is a considerable distance between
the target set and the reslity achieved; in fact there are
sufficient reasons for discouragement, so that today the
principles, commitments and working methods contained jn
the development strategy are no longer accepted as a
reliable guarantee for a better start towards the solution of
the problems of the economic life of the peopies of the
third world.

43. Yet we welcomed with enfhusiasm, I repeat, the

adoption of this Strategy, because we know that it offersa

framework which is perhaps new for a permanent debate
regarding what we jointly could and should do to lessen in
some small measure the 8ap which today divides the rich
from the poor naticns.

44. If, we all really and sincerely, have recognized that the

international inequalities which exist today in the economic

and social fields are in themselves a serious scurce of
tensions among peoples and thereby a latent threat to the

eace of the world, then we must resolutely commit
ourselves to the only course which will make it possible to
attenuate under-development. Success in this course will, of

course, depend on those that are mainly concerned them- ,

selves, that is to say, the peoples of the third world. It is by
their sacrifices, their spirit of discipline and their co-
operation that they can establish and strengthen the
fundamental elements which will ensure the take-off of
their economies and introduce the first improvements in
their standards of hvmg But in this world, where inter-
dependence between various parts of the globe grows from
day to day, the role which the have-nots can play in t"..
acceleration of the economic ard social progress of others
is, here also, very important.

45. The fact that the countries of the third world in
general, and the States Members of the CAU in particular,
are determined fully to assume their responsibilities in the
rapid application of the Development Strategy is a truth

that cannot be questioned. This truth, which casts on all,v
our States and all our peoples the grave dangers inherent in
under-development is imprinted everywhere in the attitude
as well ag in the action of African Governments taken
individually and in the Organization of African Unity as an
expression of their’ aspirations for co-operation in the
service of their peoples.

46. It is by virtue of this truth that, when independence
was barely won, each of our countries endeavoured to
define and set up a coherent system which would enable it
as easrly as possible to identify all the natural, human and
financial resources available, to plan in the most realistic
fashion possible the evolution of the various sectors of
econiomic and social life, so as to ensure by every means the
application and rapid control of its development plans.

47, Likewise, it is because we were more than conscious of
the need for us to count above all on our own efforts that
we very early embarked on economic, social and cultural
co-operation as one of the surest means to build economies
which meet the requirements of modern life. Among
neighbouring countries, surronnding the basins of the main
rivers or lakes, we have undertaken a multitude of
experiments at joining our forces and these experiments
facilitate progressive imtegration of our methods of re-
seaich, planning, economic achievement and today repre-
sent the largest and richest gamut of experiments in
integrated development which any region of the world has

known in history.

48. Finally, we created the QOAU, and we assigned to it,
among other thiugs, the harmonization and co-crdination
of our national or multirational policies intended to
improve the economic and social conditions of our peoples.
Our Economic and Social Council, our Council of Ministers
and the Conference of Heads of State or Government
periodically devote themselves to a study of the evolution
of the economic and social conditions on the continent, so
that each time they may arrive at the major decisions
whereby they avoid duplication and vain waste of our .
efforts towards development. Above all, the OAU considers
itself to be the motor element of a common African front
in the hard dialogue between the “have” countries and the
poor countries which is established wherever a specialized
agency or a programme of the United Nations family brings
men together on international economic problems.

49. The common front which we intend to constitute and
maintain in no way implies a hostile or aggressive attitude
towards the rest of the word and, in particular, towards our
partners of the wealthy countries. Experience has simply
taught us that in this world where econemic power is
concentrated and prospers increasingly in groups of States,
Africa has no chance of seeing its interests taken into
consideration unless it unites. Hence, our permanent efforts
to arrive at joint positions within the spocialized agencies
where the programmes of the United Nations system are
drawn up to assist the economic and social progress of the
third world and where negotiations to achieve international
co-operation in the field of trade, conceived of as an aid to
the economic growth of the developing "countries, are
carried out. :

- 50. I should like to dwell a little on the particular

importance, within African programmes, of the entire
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" system intended to drganize trade better at the inter-
national level. Our countiies, whose economies so far are
based almost exclusively on the exploitation of agricultural

and mineral resources, are certainly those where the

fluctuations and uncertainties of international trade repre-
.sent a constant subject of concern. Because the deteriora-
tion in the terms of trade, the machinery and consequences
of which have been commented on at length and brought to
light by economists as well as by the leaders of the peoples
of the third world, is in itself one of the most serious
threats which weighs on the future of human societies in
the nations of Asia, Latin America and Africa. By having to
suffer the greatest uncertainties from year to year in regard
to the level of resources which each may expect to draw as
the result of its efforts to rationalize and increase produc-
tion, the deterioration in the terms of trade creates

complete uncertainty for the poor countries as to whether
they will have sufficient investments and the technical

means necessary to carry out programmes of industrializa-
tion, diversification, technical training, which are alone
capable of placing them within a viable and modern
econcmy. -

51. No one will then be surprised that at the time when,
under the zegis of the United Nations Conference on Trade
and Development, a general system of preference: is
established for the less developed countries, those respon-
sible, the vast majority of whom represent the least
endowed sector among the poor countrics, want to set
everything in moti~~ so that this new attempt at the
reorganization of international trade will not end up by
further aggravating the evils which it is intended to
attenuate or cure. An opening up of tine markets of the
developed countries to the manufacturers of the developing
countries will not have marked or positive effects on the
economies of the countries of Africa uniess it is conceived
of as a means to increase substantially the volume of
African ‘exports towards the rich markets and to ensure a
stable revenue for each. product exported.

52. Now, the system of preferences as it exists today,
excludes, through commodities, the major volume of
exports from African countries. Perhaps it is true that other
countries of the third world would derive a substantial
benefit from the new system. But should we not fear that
to the existing international inequalities we shall soon see
the rapid superimposition, of greater inequalities among the
countries which are today called “developing couniries™?

We in Africa really fear in the absence of special guarantees
for the least endowed among the less developed countries,
that tensions which have already been created will grow and
be exacerbated. as they are every day by the division into
rich and poor zones. o

53. This is why, conscious of our duties to bring about the
greater well-being and to enhance the interests of our
peoples, as well as universal peace, we committed ourselves
in UNCTAD, as we have wherever problems of international
economic life are studied, to seek with our partners special
clauses which take into account the exceptionally unfavour-
able situation in which colonization has left the economies
of the great majority of our countries.

54. It is our wish that this legitimate struggle which we
intend to pursue, willi not, as is still the case, stumble

ag:«ginst the intransigence and the selfishness of those which
the hazards of history have already endowed with modern
economic means.

55, These are the grave problems which particularly
concern the OAU, If my stetement has not been specific, it
is becanse the problems are many and complex and their
nature and scope had to be emphasized. They are so acute
and persistent that one cannot imagine how the world will
find a positive and lasting balance, unless the international
conmunity endeavours to find the viable and ' urgent
colutions which are imperative. Let patience attend our
insistence,

56. In the meantime, the representatives ot the States
Members of the OAU, who will address this session of the
General Assembly, will, each, when presenting the specific
views of African Governments, complete this list of crucial
requirements which seem to us to determine the present
and the future. '

57. In this connexion I must indicate that the delegation
of the Islamic Republic of Mauritania will have occasion to
restate the views and the positions of the Government of
Mauritania not only on African problems, as seen by the
Organization of African Unity, but also on all the major
problems of our times, and in particular on the Middle East,
on the question of the restoration of the lawful rights of
the People’s Republic of China in the United Nations, on
the deadly war which devastates Indo-China and on the
problem of the reunification of Korea—and thece are
problems which I have referred to at this rostiuii during
the last session of the General Assembly [1877th meeting].

58. The PRESIDENT: On behalf of the General Assembly,
I wish to thank His Excellency the President of the Islamic
Republic of Mauritania, representing the States Members of
the Organization of African Unity, for the important
address he has just made.

AGENDA ITEM 8
Adoption of the agenda (continued)

FIRST REPORT OF THE GENERAL
COMMITTEE (A/8500)

59. The PRESIDENT: The Assembly will now resume
consideration of the recommendation of the General
Committee in paragraph 17 of its report [A4/8500] re-
garding item 104 of the draft agenda, entitled “The colonial
case of Puerto Rico”.

60. Mr. BUSH (United States of America): I have asked
for the floor in order to speak against the proposal by the
representative of Cuba which would overturn the recom-
mendation of the General Committee that item 104 of the
draft agenda [A/BUR/177, para. 15], styled “The colonial
case of Pueito Rico”, should not be included in the agenda.

61. Iam amazed to find the gentleman from Cuba talking
about free elections, and I can think of only one explana-
tion for our colleague’s performance here today: that is,
that the concept of free elections, the concept of self-
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determination by free elections, is, regrettably, an alien
concept to him.

62. During the discussion of this item at the General
Committee’s 192nd meeting yesterday we tried to be very
brief and I will be so again; I shall not engage in a general
debate. The reasons why the General Committee properly
decided yesterday not to recommend inscription of this
tendentious item remain very valid today. The item is
prejudicially entitled “The colonial case of Puerto Rico”.
Who—other than our colsague—has decided that Puerto
Rico is a colony? Certainly not the people of Puerto Ricc.

63. The intent of this item and of its author is to interfere
in the internal affairs of the United States and of Puerto
Rico. The relationship between the United States and
Puerto Rico is founded on the clear recognition by the
United States of the Puerto Rican people’s inalienable nght
to self-determination. Over 80 per cent of the voters in
Puerto Rico approved the establishment of the free
associated State in 1952, and by the approval of the
overwhelming majority, therefore, a relationship was estab-
lished that has endured and developed over nearly ZJ years.
 No change in this relationship has ever been imposed on the
people of Puerto Rico; on the contrary. this relationship
has steadily evolved with their repeatedly expressed ap-
proval, approval repeatedly expressed through free elec-
tions.

64. The people of Puerto Rico have had other occasions to
express themselves on their political status. General elec-
tions have been held every four years: in 1956, 1960, 1964
and 1968. In addition to the two major parties, which
between them obtained over 95 per cent of the votes, the
Independence Party—the very movement about which the
gentleman from Cuba spoke—also took part; it received
some support, ranging from a high of 3.5 per cent of the
total down to a low, a discouraging low, of 2.7 per cent.
And it should be emphasized that none of the political
parties in Puerto Rico has ever challenged the integrity of

the electoral process. In addition to those elections, the

people of Puerto Rico participated in a special plebiscite on
their political status held on 23 July 1967: 60.4 per cent
supported the existing Commonwealth status; 39 per cent
voted for Statehood in the United States Federal Union;
and .06 per cent voted for independence. It is generally
recognized that the actual sentiment in favour of inde-
pendence was greater than that vote indicates—it might
have been as high as 4 or 5 per cent, we will concede
that—but the Independence Party, reportedly recognizing
its weakness, urged its adherents to boycott the plebiscite
s0 as not to reveal what has appeared election after electxon
as a-total lack of support.

65. The people of Puerto Rico will again have an
opportunity to register their political choice at the polls in
November 1972 in a free and contested election—a concept,
1 might add, alien to our friend from Cuba—and no political
party will be prevented from participating because it
advocates a political programme different from that of the
majority.

66. The fact that a tiny, infinitesimal minority in Puerto

Rico holds contrary views is not unique. There are such

minorities in my own country, and I suspect that there are

in each of your own countries. If you had a plebiscite, if
you had a vote, there would be a tiny minority that would
want to do things in some way totally different from the
way they are done by your duly constituted Governments.

This is true, I would say, around the world.

67. Fnr those reasons, the United States strongly supports
the recommendation of the General Committee. I trust that
we may dispose of this question promptly so that we can
proceed with the important matters that have caused us all
to assemble here.

68. Mr. TOMEH (Syrian Arab Republic): I have asked for
the flocr as a member of the Special Committee on the
Situation with regard to the Implementation of the
Declaration on tlie Granting of Independence to Colonia!
Countries and People.,-—membershlp in which we have held
since its establishment—in ordér to support the inscription
on the agenda of item 104: “The colonial case of Puerto
Rico”. Let me pick up the threads where the representative
of the United States left them.

69. Speaking about the so-called plebiscite in Pearto Rico,
he ended by saying that a tiny little portion of the people
voted for independence. The pages of human history are
full of lost causes, or what appeared at one time to be lost
causes but later enlightened the whole history of mankind.
Certainly Socrates was in a minority when he was con-
demned to die, but it is the death of Socrates that now
condemns those who condemned him. Certainly Christ was
in a minority when he was crucified, but it is that
crucifixion that now condemns the crucifiers. Therefore, let
us not talk abeut majorities and minorities. Majorities are
for those who can rig them. Majorities are for those who
can buy them. Majorities in a so-called free system are for
those who can dominate the press and buy the greatest and
largest number of shares in the rorporations of the mass
media.

70. My reasons for supporting the inclusion in the agenda
of the item “The colonial case of Puerto Rico” fall into two
categorijes: realistic ones and legal ones. Let me deal with
the first category. A question such as the question of
Puerto Rico, whether we agree to discuss it in the General
Assembly or not, is not simply and solely a question of the
inclusion or non-inclusion of an item in the agenda. It is a
question of whether our deliberations are taking place in an
air of reality. For if there is an accusation that has been
levelled against our Organization for the last quarter of a
century, it is that very often we deal in the abstract with
forms and with legalisms altogether divorced from the
reality in which mankind lives.

71. The words of the President of Mauritania, who has just

addressed the Assembly, are still echoing in our minds and

in our souls. In the spirit of realist, let us look around us at
all the continents of the world. Whenever we find a tragic
human problem we find at its root sometimes the denial
--through brutal force in some instances—of the right of a
people to its views, and sometimes the denial to a people of
its right to self-determination.

72. I said, let us look around. In Africa—the President of
Mauritania has just given us enough examples. In Europe—
let us see what is happening in Ireland. Is it not in essence
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complete obduracy to refuse to recognize the right of a
people that wants to have its own sense of belonging as it
understands it? In Asia, what constitutes the essence of the
problems of Viei-Nam, wheie a barbaric war is taking place,
of Korea, of the Middle East and of Palestine, except the
denial of the right of peoples to self-determination and to
be themselves? Ultimately, this is a very deep human
problem, which is much deeper than, and goes far beyond,
whether a vote is taken to include an item in the agenda or
not. The problem is, indeed, the unspeakable sadness of a
national identity erased, redvced into nothingness, It is the
engulfing suffering of the human being, who knows his
roots and is sure of his roots, yet sees himself uprooted by
brutal force. It ic ultimately the sufferings of the masses of
the world, sufferings which are constant reminders that we
should lift ourselves above the level of mere shadow
argumentation and artificiality to the level and the bed-rock
of the heart of humanity.

73. I come now to the second category of my arguments,
which are the legal arguments. Up to 1960, the United
Nations recognized two types of colonial Territories: Trust
Territories and Non-Self-Governing Territories. If Cuba or
any other nation had requested the inclusion of “The
colonial case of Puerto Rico,” let us say, between 1953 and
1960 a reversal of General Assembly resolution 748 (VIII),
adopted in 1953, would have been necessary. But for the
reversal of that resolution, upon which, legally, the United
States bases its relations with Puerte Rico, a two-thirds
majority would have been required.

74. Luckily, however, in 1960 the General Assembly
adopted its resolution 1514 (XV) upon the initiative, and
thanks to the efforts, of the delegation of the USSR, A
third category has come under that resolution: territories
that have not yet attained independence. The first two
categories are Trust Territories and Non-Seif-Governing
Territories. Witness operative paragraph S of that declara-
tion on decolonization:

“Immediate steps shall be taken, in Trust and Non-Self-
Governing ".’srritories or all other territories whick have
not yet attained independence, to transfer all powers to

the peoples of those territories, without any conditions or

reservations, in accordance with their freely expressed

will and desire, without any distinction as to race, creed.

or colour, in order to enable them to enjoy complete
independence and freedom.”

75. Since Puerto Rico did not become either a pait of
another nation or sovereign, and since it was not a Trust
Territory or a Non-Self-Governing Territory, what resolu-
tion 748 (VIII) did was to send Puerto Rico into a political
and juridical limbo. But suddenly, in 1960, after resolution
1514 (XV) was adopted, Puerto Rico found its place and
acquired a status recognized by the United Nations as one
of the ‘‘territories which have not yet attained indepen-
dence”.

76. The United Nations has a duty to defend all parts of
its resolution. Not doing so could become very dangerous.
As is known, the United States has tried hard in the
Committee of Twenty-Four to ignore, and even to have
that Committee abolish, the category of colonial territory.
_If the United States wishes to have that part of resolution

1514 (XV) removed, it should be compelled to introduce a .

‘new item into the agenda of the General Assembly entitled

“The modirication or amendment of resolution
1514 (XV)”, or words to that effect. If I know the rules of
procedure, if Article 18 is invoked—as it so often is by the
United States delegation—that would require a two-thirds
majority . Meanwhile, that section belengs in the resolution
and must be defended and complied with. We cannot allow
the United States and its expansionism to feel above the

“law and beyond the will of the General Assembly.

77. In the Committee of Twenty-Four I said that the
United States delegation—before withdrawing, along with
the United Kingdom, after that Committee earlier this
year—had attempted to prevent discussion of the question
of Puerto Rico in the Committee on decolonization. I then
spoke in favour of the inclusion of that item in the agenda,
and I think the arguments I made are relevant teday.

78. First, each session of the General Assembly is master
of its own business. Were that not so, many errors would be
perpetuated. Even the history of tiie United Nations has
not been without instauces of tragedy resulting from the
rigging and falsifying of the will of the majority. Truth was
never decided solely by the number of votes. Secondly,as a
nnn-aligned country, the Syrian Arab Republic is bound by
the decisions of the Second Conference of Heads of State
or Government of Non-Aligned Countries,2 which cailed
upon the Special Committee to consider the situation in
Puerto Rico and other territories in the light of resolution
1514 (XV). Thirdly, there has been a significant change in
the composition and political alignment of the United
Nations since 1953, when sesolution 748 (VIII) was
adopted. Of the 46 countries that atteaded the Second
Conference of Heads of State or Government of Non-
Aligned Countries, 27 were not Members of the United
Nations in 1953—more than the number of States that
vated in favour of resolution 748 (VIII) in 1953, which was
adopted by 26 votes to 16, with 18 abstentions. The fact
that the vote in the Fourth Committee, before the question
had been referred to the General Assembly, had been 22 in
favour to 18 against with 19 abstentions appeared defi-
nitely to indicate that the United States delegation had
exerted pressure on some Members in order to gain four
additional votes.

79. Even today the General Assembly might decide upon
the recommendation of the General Committee in the sense
the representative of the United States has indicated. But
history and tomorrow will be the ultimate judges. :

80. Mr. GURINOVICH (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic) (translated from Russian): We arc discussing a
very important question involving the fate of a nation
which has been fighting for its freedom for many years
now. Some speakers are trying to use before this august
body such arguments at the expression of the will of the
people and the expression of their right to self-
determination. That the expression of the will of the people
of Puerto Rico or their self-determination is not involved
has been brought out in a very detailed and reasoned
manner in the Cuban Government’s memorandum

[A/8441] and in statements by the representatives of Cuba

._.___J__..__"
2 Held in Cairo from 5 to 10 October 1964,

'



“and Syria. It is clear from what we know about relations
tretween the United States and Puerto Rico that those

relations are of a purely colonial type, It is the intention of

the United States representative, however, to divert the
Assembly from a discussion of the essential nature of the
present situation in Puerto Rico and to use resolution
748 (VIID) as a cover for his country’s actions.

81. But what kind of resolution is that? The Syrian
representative commented aptly on it and one has only to
read it to see very clearly that this document is in no way a
model for the United Nations in 1971. And yet that is
precisely what the United States would like us to believe.
The United States delegation, in opposing the discussion of
this item, also refers to the fact that a plebiscite was held in
Puerto Rico in 1951 in which the people themselves
supposedly chose their form of government. But let us hear
what Puerto Rican Government figures have to say about
that.

82. On 18 March 1961, in answer to a letter from the
president of the Christian Action Party of Puerto Rico, the
Secretary of State of Puerto Rico, Dr. Catlos Lastro, whose
functions included recording the ceturns in all elections and
referendums, said that, in the files of his Department, there
was no document showing that a referendum was ever held
in which the people of Puerto Rico were offered three
options: statehood, independence or Commonwealth
status. I think that statement refutes the United States
delegation’s argument quite convincingly.

83. I would also like to draw the attention of the General
Assembly to the fact that the Conference of Heads of State
or Government of Non-Aligned Countries held in 1964 in
Cairo, in which 47 States took part and 10 others were
represented by observers, noted in its declaration that
Puerto Rico had not yet become a self-governing territory.
The Conference of non-aligned countries called on the
United Nations Special Committee on decolonization to
discuss the situation in the Territory in the light of

resolution 1514 (XV), ie. the United Nations Declaration -
on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and

Peoples.

84. The Byelorussian delegation considers, therefore, that .

the time has come once again to discuss the situation in
Puerto Rico in the United Nations. The reasons why this
question should be discussed in the General Assentbly have
been set out in detail in a memorandum from the Cuban
Government, annexed to theletter of 17 August 1971 from
the Permanent Representative of Cuba to the Secretary-
General of the United Nations [4/8441], and also in
statements made by the representatives of a number of
countries at this meeting.

85. The Byelorussian delegations supports the Cuban
proposal to include this item in the agenda of the
iwenty-sixth session of the General Assembly.

86. Mr. ALARCON (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish):
This morning we announced that the United States delega-
tion would doubtless have recourse, as its only argument, to
the manipulation of some electoral data with regard to the
case of Puerto Rico. I also expressed some doubts with
respect to the way arithmetic is taught in the south-east of

the United States and, after having heard the new statement
made by the representative of the United States this
afternoon, we have observed once again that when it comes
to counting votes or the attitude of the voters in colonial
elections on the island, for the representative of the United
States the only valid votes are those of the political forces
financed by the colonial administration.

87. The representative of North American colonialism
referred to the results of the 1938 election and quoted the
total figures of the votes obtained by some parties. I shall
refer orice again to the document of the Electoral Board of
the colonial authority of Puerto Rico to confirm the data in
so far as Mr. Bush’s arithmetic will go and then to complete
them with other data which he traditionally forgets.

88. In fact, one of the colonial parties obtained 1§.5 per
cent of the support of the Puerto Rican electorate. That
percentage is the one which corresponds to the figure read
by Mr. Bush. The other obtained 29.2 per cent and a third
political force, the party for independence obtained the
small figure he mentioned.

89, This morning I had already indicated that actually in
Puerto Rico at that time there was a small political
organization which was in favour of electoral participation,
but that the main and major political tremds in favour of
indépendence had for decades repudiated the colonial
electoral farces and on that occasion called on the people of
Puerto Rico to refrain from participating in those electioiis.
If Mr. Bush could count the figures he quoted in this
Assembly, he would see that the figures with which he tried
to impress representatives give only 48 per cent of the
Puerto Rican eleciorate so that 52 per cent—thus the
majority of the Puerto Rican electorate—acted in complete
accord with what was recommended and suggested by the
main political forces for independence on the island, which
are not exactly ithe ones who have played the game of the
North American electoral farces, but rather those which,
because they openly fought against foreign dormination,
have many of their leaders in North American prisons for
two decades.

90. Continuing with this arithmetical game—it would have
been interesting if the United States representative had
manipulated these figures here—I would say that possibly
the number of years which they have applied as sentences
to the Puerto Rican patriots far exceed the number of votes
manufactured by the colonial authority. To mention only
one statistic—J know that North Americans enjoy the
numbers game--between 1950 and 1953 the sentences
imposed on Puerto Rican patriots who fought for indepen-
dence totalled 15,000 years in prison. This illustrates the -
atmosphere of what Mr. Bush calls free elections, the
atmosphere that was prevalent in Puerto Rico during the
time of the famous plebiscite.

91. Furthermore, I had also forecast that the represen-
tative of the United States would find it difficult to come
here to refute the information which I drew, solely and
exclusively, from the organization manual of the United
States Government, which illustrates the curious case of
self-government and self-determination which has been
cteated—an administrative creature with no authority to
project itself outward; it lacks authority to control its
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security forces; it lacks authority to control its customs,
but furthermore it has no authority whatsoever with regard
to narcotics and a whole host of lesser activities, which
possibly in many other colonial countries are the attributes
of local authorities and which—as I stated this morning
—goes o far that it is impossible to sow seeds or cut down a
tree without authorization from Washington.

92. This afternoon the Assembly heard the voice of an
African statesman who -once again reiterated the urgency
for this Organization to confront the solution of the
colonial problems in the world. My delegation reaffirms
once again that the problem before the Assembly touches
directly and unavoidably on this fundamental issue. It is
not merely a matter of the situation of the people in Puerto
Rico. It is a matter of the prestige of this Organization,
And, as was so rightly pointed out by the representative of
the Syrian Arab Republic, of the judgement history will
pass on oui Organization.

93. The represcntative of the United States referred to the
wishes of the population of the territory, and he manipu-
lated the data which he had mentioned earlier. Tl )se data
were also used in 1953, when the General Assembly last
considered this problem. At that time the vast majority of
_the non-aligned African and Asian States re]ected the North
American position. Now with regard to the versions which
might be given by political persons or organizations in a
territory, I wish to recall what an illustrious representative
of an Asian country said at that other time when the
United States played with its arithmetic in order to
persuade the Assembly to accept its views. He said: “In
every subjugated country the people speak with two
tongues, one for themselves and one for the conqueror.
There will always be political parties which will bear
witness and which will have the blessings of the Adminis-
tering Authority.” North American arithmetic ends in those
parties to which it has given its blessing. Nevertheless, we
must note that after 73 years of colonial oppression of the
people of Puerto Rico, the North American blessing cannot
yet reach 50 per cent of the electorate of that country.

94. In the course of the debates in the General Committee
yesterday, some delegations raised objections or stated
reservations with regard to the title of the item proposed by
Cuba, My delegation gave this item thz title “The colonial
case of Puerto Rico” for the very simple reason that that is
what it is. Nevertheless, we wish to pla.2 on record before
this debate comes to an end that we would have had no
objection to having this title amended, with the under-
standing that the opinion of my delegation has been clearly
stated in the course of these debates as well as in the
memorandum we submitted [see 4/8441].

95. At the same time—and since this is a problem of

historical importance for this Organization, even though the -

representative of the colonial Power, like all its colleagues
in the exercise of colonialism, does not consider this
question important—my delegation wishes to request that
the decision of the Assembly on this item be taken by a
roll-call vote.

96. Finaily, we wish to emphasize the commitment, or the
duty, of independent States from the countries of the third

world to take the only position which is consistent with the

positions taken with regard to colonialism on other items
which the General Assembly considers. Commander’
Ernesto Che Guevara stated at ‘he nineteenth session from
this rostrum [12¥9th meeting] that the case of Puerto Rico
is the problem which defines the irse anti-imperialist
attitude which is taken today in the international arena. My
delegation believes that the attitude which will be taken
with regard to the case of Puerto Rico will not so much
affect the people of Puerto Rico as the prestige and
seriousness of this international Organization. History will
judge us on the basis of the judgement we pass today.

97. With respect to Puerto Rico. its people, we state once
again, have not been conquered after more than 70 years of
occupation. After all the attempts to destroy its national
culture and to assimilate it to the metropolis, after having
suffered the incalculable pressure of North American
power, this is still a people among whom the liberation
movement grows and fights more resolutely every day for
its emancipation.

98. Cuba will continue to fulfil its duty of solidarity
toward the people of Puerto Rico, Latin Americans like
ourselves and our brothers in history, whatever decision the
General Assembly may take. As the great Latin American
scholar, Juan Montalvo once said:

“Bolivar still has work to do. His sword will not be
suspended in the temple of glory, because as long as there
is an enslaved people in the new world, his task will not
have been completed.”

99. Mr. VILLEDA MORALES (Honduras) (interpretation
from Spanish): This is the first time that I address the
United Nations because I have only just arrived from my
country as head of the permanent delegation of my country
to this world Organization.

100. In making my first statement at this time, when an
issue which is crucial and current for Latin America is being

~ dealt with, I do so as a former President of the Republic of

Honduras and, at the same time, as a standard bearer of the

" cause of democracy, not on an exclusively insular scale but

on a continental scale.

101. 1 believe that independence is a conquest, not a gift.
It is a conquest wrought by peoples so as not to be deprived
of the right of self-determination. It is not the gift of any
assembly. '

102. I am a friend of the pecple of Puerto Rico,and I am
a friend of the Cubans who are in Puerto Rico and those
who reside in' the United States. Interpreting that wish
which arises and springs from the heart of the people, I
believe that no country which has cancelled the right of
self-determination through the exercise of the vote has the
authority to claim the exercise of that right from another
country. I am not opposed to the independence of any
country. On the contrary. In this century when inter-
dependence is the sign of the times, I believe that
independence must be a conquest which is won in the
streets through the efforts of a people which desires not
only its political independence, but also.+its economic
self-sufficiency or independence.
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103. The latest data in connexion with the plebiscite held

in Puerto Rico in 1967 show the foliowing figures: 60 per

cent of the electorate voted in favour of a free associated
siate; 39 per cent voted in favour of statehood; and
0.67 per cent voted in favour of independence.

104. Naturally, there was a percent:age of absenteeism, as
usually happens in most Latin American countries, which is
a normal rule for that activity.

105. In making this brief statement, I repeat that I do not
agree with the theory of opposing the independence of any
people. On the contrary, I once again proclaim the principle
which I have always advccated throughout my public life:
the watchword of Latin America must be non-interference,
no colonialism, no imperialism—but integration.

106. Mr. ALARCON (Cuba) (interpretation from
Spanish): 1 wish to assure you, Mr. President, and the
Assembly that it was not my intention to come back and
steal more of your time, but I am compelled to do so
because of the inspiring statement of Mr. Villeda Morales. I
wish merely to give the fullowing quotation as an example
of how some of the machinery, so desired by and so dear to
the United States representative, functions:

“The Government of Honduras was guided at all times
by its love of freedom and its desire that all the peoples
of the world should achieve full independence. He
therefore considered that notwithstanding the high degree
of development Puerto Rican institutions had achieved,
the United States should continue to carry out its
obligation under Article 73 e of the Charter to transmit
information on Puerto Rico, since that territory had not

-yet achieved full self-government, the sole stage at which
the General Assembly could free an administering Power
from its obligation. Moreover, the transmission of infor-
mation in no way prejudiced the efficient working of the
administration of the territory or hampered the evolution

.. of its people towards full self-government.”3

107. The representative of Syria earlier referred te the
pressures exerted by the North American delegation, and
here we have a case of that—one of the best examples.

108. In the Fourth Committee Honduras spoke in the way
I have just quoted; it spoke against the Latin American
draft resolution and voted against it. A little later, in
plenary, it changed its position. As to the reason for that
change, I imagine that this Assembly will suspect what it
was; there is no need to refer to it. Perhaps at that time
Mr. Villeda Morales was President of the Republic. I do not
recall when he held that post.

109. But the only thing I wish to say—I do not think his
words deserve much comment—is that what he has’ done
this afternoon is the same as what happened 20 years ago.
Everybody knows where the order came from—perhaps
even the text—for that gentlemen to come to this rostrum
and play the role of traitor to a brother country, to hand
over or state that he was in favour of handing over the
destiny of a people who are his brothers to the master who

3 See Ofﬁcl'ai Records of the General Assembly, Eighth Session,
- Fourth Committee, 352nd meeting, para. 43. }

exploits it. Already 20 years ago his delegation had given a
good example of this. Today he has done no more than
confirm that history repeats itself.

110. The PRESIDENT: We shall now proceed to vote on
the General Committee’s recommendation, contained in
paragraph 17 of its first report [4/8500], that item 104 of
the draft agenda should not be included in the agenda. A
roll-call vote has been requested.

A vote was taken by roll call.

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

In favour: Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Khmer Republic,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Luxembourg, Madagascar,
Malawi, Malaysia, Malta, Morocco, Netherlands, New Zea-
land, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Paraguay, Philip-
pines, Poriugal, Qatar,4 South Africa, Sweden, Thailand,
Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America, Uruguay, Afghanistan,
Austraha, Austria, Belgium, Botswana, Brazil, Canada,
Ceylon, China, Colombia, Congo (Democratic Republic of),
Costa Rica, Denmark, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France,
Ghana, Greece, Guatemzala, Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, Iran,
Israel, Ifaly, Ivory Coast.

Against: Libyan Arab. Republic, Mali, Mongolia, People’s
Democratic Republic of Yemen, People’s Republic of the
Congo, Poland, Romania, Sierra Leone, Somalia, Syrian
Arab Republic, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Republic of Tanzania,
Zambia, Albania, Algeria, Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Chile, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Ecuador,
Equatorial Guinea, Guinea, Hungary, Iraq.

Abstaininz: Kuwait, Laos, Mauritius, Mexico, Nepal,
Panama, Peru, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singapore,
Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Upper Volta,
Venezuela, Yugoslavia, Argentina, Bahrain, Barbados,
Bolivia, Burma, Burundi, Cameroon, Central African
Republic, Chad, Cyprus, Dahomey, Egypt, El Salvador,
Gabon, Gambia, Guyana, India, Indonesia, Ireland,
Jamaica. :

The recommendation was adopted by 57 votes to 26,
with 38 abstentions.

111. The PRESIDENT: I now invite members to turn
their attention to the recommendation of the General
Committee contained in paragraph 18 of its report. '

112. Mr. DUGERSUREN, (Mongolia) (translated from -
Russian): 1 have asked for the floor in order fo express my
delegation’s vigorous prciest against the General Com-
mittee’s recommendation to postpone until the next session
of the General Assembly any discusion of the question of
the withdrawal of United States and all other.foreign forces
occupying South Korea under the flag of the United
Nations, and the dissolution of the United Nations Commis-

4'The delegation of Qatar subsequéntly informed the Secretariat
that it wished to have its vote recorded as having been against the
recommendation,
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sion for the Unification and Rehabilitation of Korea, We
consider the General Committee’s decision to be quite
illogical and contrary to the dictates of common sense. It
has totally failed to take account of the essence of these
important problems, which are closely bound up with the
vital interests of the Korean people and the responsibility
of the United Nations to take measures to strengthen peace
and security in the Far Bast. This absurd recommendation
by the Committee was adopted as a result of a preconcerted
manoeuvre by the representatives of certain Powers in the
Genezal Committee.

113, It is understandable that the United States and its
allies are doing everything in their power to avoid discus-
sion of these important problems, since every such dis-
cussion naturally tums out to the disadvantage of the
United States and the other parties involved in this affair.
Every such discussion in fact turns into a sharp condemna-
tion of the criminal acts of the United States against the
Korean people.

114. Those who staged this manoeuvre cynically made use
of the negotiations that began recently between represen-
tatives of the Red Cross organizations of the Democratic
People’s Republic of Korea and South Xorea as the basis
for their argu..ent. We do not deny that these contacts are
of some importance for Korea despite the fact that they
deal only with specific, narrow problems. It should be
emphasized that this dialogue was set in motion as a result
of many years of effort by the Government of the
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, which has favoured
and continues tc favour the development of contacis
between North and South Korea in order to further the
peaceful unification of their country. However, this dia-
logue, regardless of its importance for Korea, cannot
possibly serve as grounds for the United Nations to put
aside the discussion of crucial problems which require
solution by the Organization without delay. The with-
drawal of United States forces from South Korea and the
dissolution of the so-called United Nations Commission for
the Unification and Rehabilitation of Korea are problems
which fall into just this category.

115. The need for these problems to be discussed by the
General Assembly and for positive decisions to be taken on
them arises from the fact that the continued occupation of
South Korea by United States forces is the main reason for
the division of Korea, and, as was so rightly pointed out in
the sponsors’ explanatory memorandum [A/8444 and
Add.1 and 2], this occupation is also the scurce of a serious
threat to peace and security not only on the Korean
peninsula but throughout tie entire Far East. As for the
so-called United Nations Commission, its activities aggra-
vate this situation still further and prevent the Korean
people from dealing with their interna! problem. -

116. Our delegation considers that the Korean people
should be given the opportunity to settle their internal
affairs for themselves without outside interference and to
bring about the unification of their country in a peaceful,
democratic manner, It is the duty of the United Nations to
lose no time in arriving at a positive settlement of the
problems we are discussing here in order to create favour-
able conditions for effecting the unification of Xorea—

conditions which are in keeping with the highest national

interests of the Korean people We wish fo ctress, moreover,
that the withdrawa! uf the United States occupation forces
from South Korea and the hqmdatlon of the so-called
United Nations Commission is in keeping not only with the
national interests of the Korean people but also with the
interests of our Organization itself and the task of
strengthening peace and tro.guillity in the Far East and
throughout the world. It should be added that the military
occupation of South Korea by the United States was
originally carried out and is today continuing under the
illegal protection of the flag of our Orgamzatlon

117. As I mentioned yesterday in the General Committee,
wnile I was in Panmunjom this summer I saw there the
faded and unsightly flag of the United Nations, which still
stands on the table at which the truce agreement was
signed. The United Nations aggressors used that flag as a
cover for their aggression against the Korean people. Now
our Organization should take immediate measures to wipe
out this stain cn its escutcheon.

118. From what I have said it is abundantly clear that the
withdrawal of United States troops from South Korea and
the dissolution of the so-called United Nations Commission
remain, as before, questions of the utmost urgency both for

the United Nati~ns itself and for the world community. -

Our delegation considers that it is the inescapable duty of
the United Nations to discuss these questions in a business-
like manner, with the participation of representatives of the
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea and South Korea,
and to take a positive decision on them. That is why I said
at the beginning of my remarks that the General Com-
mittee’s recommendation goes against the dictates of
common sense and fails to take account of the esseatial
nature of the two problems which the Mongolian delegation
and 19 other delegations of socialist countries and Afro-
Asian States proposed for consideration once again at this
session. '

119. In the light of these considerations, the delegation of
the Mongolian People’s Republic proposes that the General
Assembly should reject the General Committee’s recom-
mendation to postpone until the next session consideration
of the items on the withdrawal of United States and ail
other foreign forces occupying South Korea under the flag
of the United Nations and on the dissolution of the United
Nations Commission for the Unification and Rehabilitation
of Korea and that Assembly should decide to include them
in the agenda of the present twenty-sixth sessios:.

120. Our delegation hopes that this proposal will be
supported by the members of the General Assembly.

121. I request, Mr. President, that you should hold a
separate, recorded vote on each of these items, to wit, items
106 and 107 of the draft agenda of the General Assembly.

122, Mr. WINIEWICZ (Poland): Mr. President, the Polish

delegation reserves the right to express to you on another
occasion our sincere congratulations on your election to the
high post of our presiding officer. I am now taking the floor
mainly to speak in favour of the inclusion in our agenda of
the two items submitted by our Mongolian friends and

those delegations which were convinced of the usefulness

and indeed necessity of sponsoring the relevant draft
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" resolutions. Thus we are in favour of having a debate and 2
decision on these two problems at this session.

123. We beg to disagree thoroughly with the argumenis
advanced hitherto for the postponement of this debate
until the next session. We could agree with one aspect of
the case: that the United Nations should, as quickly as
possible, drop the so-called Korean problem altogether
from the agenda of the United Nations and leave the
Korean people alone to settle their own problems without
foreign interference. However, as the situation stands now,
we deem it necessary that the Uniied Nations take a
resolute stand on deciding upon the elimination of two
obstacles which impede such a desired development. Permit
me to deal briefly with those existing hindrances.

124. 'Y=ear after year it has been said here that the United
Nations flag is being abused by military units of a
super-Fower which is continuing a military presence in
South Korea that fully deserves to be called, in simple
terms, a military occupation. One can only wonder how
long such a situation might persist. I have to remind this
Assembly that the pertinent article of the Armistice
Agreement of 27 June 1953, article IV, clearly states:

“In order to ensure the peaceful settlement of the Korean
question, the military Commanders of both sides hereby
recommend to the governments of the countries con-
cerned on both sides that, within three (3) months after
the Armistice Agreement is signed and becomes effective,
a political conference of a higher level of both sides be
helé by representatives appointed respectively to settle
through negotiation the questions of the withdrawai of all
foreign forces from Korea, the peaceful settlement of the
Korean question, etc.”s

125. Now, in the 18 years that followed the Armistice
Agreement nothing happened which might speed up the
materialization of the above-quoied contractual under-
taking. It would be improper, in the procedural debate
which is now taking place, to elaborate further on this
problem. Suffice it tc add that for all these years the flag of
the United Nations has covered up attempts to support in
South Korea a régime which was rot so much to the liking
of the Korean people but which some outside forces
imagined to be in their own interest. I submit that an end
should be put to a situation where-the symbol of the
United Nations is being abused for purposes having—to put
it mildly—nothing to do with the purposes of the Charter.
It is therefore understandable that as the years passed many
nations have simply withdrawn their active participation
from the military establishment in Korea which is still using
the United Nations flag. More or less the same applies to
the so-called United Nations Commission for the Unifica-
tion and Rehabilitation of Korea. The Commission in fact is
year after year losing support among the membership of the
United Nations. The resolutions which the Assembly passes
year after year remain just empty phrases. Last year’s
resolution said, inter alia, in the fourth preambular para-
grapk that the United Nations is empowered “to extend its
good offices in seeking a peaceful settlement in Korea”

5 See Official Records of the Security Council, Eighth Year,
Supplement for July, August and September 1953, document
$/3079, appendix A.

[resolution 2668 (XXV)]. Nothing, however, has been
done in this respect. The United Nations cansiot register
any achievements. Why should it persist in upholding a
sterile institution, which as we know obstructs the desued
settlement?

126. It has been rightly stressed here that we are now
facing in Korea a new situation. North and South are trying
to find a way to bring about a reconciliation lead.. . to the
peaceful unification of the country.

127. The constructive, peaceful unification programme-
proclaimed on 12 April 1971 by. the Foreign Minister of the
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Mr. Ho Dam,
proposed in r alia, that *the representatives of political
parties, public organizations and individual persons in
North and South sit together at Panmunjom . . . to have a
heart-to-heart coneultation with each other”.

128. Meetings between the South =nd the North are now
taking place in Panmunjom under the banner of the
respective national Red Cross organizations. We can only
wish the Koreans suceess in their endeavours and we should
assist them by ehmmatmg any appearance of outside
interference. And that is precisely why we should take up
the items proposed by Mongolia and by the co-spensors of
the Mongolian proposals with one aim in mind: to decide
on the withdrawal of foreign troops from the South—just as
they were withdrawn many years ago from the North—and
to dissoive the United Nations Commission for the Unifica-
tion and Rehabilitation of Korea.

129. Indesd, both the Commission and the foreign mili-
tary forces are remnants of the cold-war period. We can get
zrid of them, not by postponing the decision till next year,
but by acting here and now in the interest of the prestige of
the United Nations and in the vital interests of the Korean
nation. To close the chapter on the Korean problem, but to
close it in a proper and just way, not by evasion, will, of
course, constructively assist the consohdatlon of peace the
world «er.

130. As to the procedure suggested here by the Mongolian
representative we, of course, support the proposal that
items 106 and 107 should be voted upon separately. ‘

131, Sir Colin CROWE (United Kingdom): It was my
delegation that put forward the proposal concerning the
Korean items which was adopted yesterday by the General
Committee at its 192nd meeting. I shall not go into a
lengthy discussion of the substance of these items. I shall
merely repeat my reasons for putting forward this preposal

~reasons which were found good by the General Com-

mittee yesterday. They are as follows.

132. It is a regrettable but inescapable fact that the
debates we have held each year for many years on this
question have followed an entirely predictable pattern.
They must surely be the most stereotyped debates held
anywhere in our Organization. So much so that there is no
way of telling one year’s debate from another except by
reference to the date on the cover of the verbatim record.
We cannot pretend that we have made any contributicn to
the solution of the Korean question by these debates.



14 . Genersi Assembly — Twenty-sixth Session — Plenary Meetings .

133, Is there any reason to expect a better result from a
repetition of such a debate this year? I fear there is not.
This was confirmed by yesterday’s discussion in the General
Committee, which reminded me all too forcibly of the
- annual debate in the First Committee.

134, In contrast to this unpromising situation, there ha
recently been a most important and hopeful development
in the field in Korea. I am referring, of course, to the talks
which have begun between the two Red Cross societies.
This event is without precedent in the history of the
Korean problem since the division of the country. For the
first time in more than two decades, South Koreans and
North Koreans are talking directly to each other, Here isa
sign of movement and a sign of hope for the future. I am
sure that all delepations in this Assembly hope that these
talks will be fruitful and that they not only will achieve
their own direct humanitarian purpose but will also prove
t0 be ihe first steps along a road leading ultimately to the
resolution of the Xorean problem.

135. My delegation believes that in these new circum-
stances the General Assembly would wish to await further
developments before resuming consideration of the Korean
question. Let us hope that next year it will be possible for
‘the Genera! Assembly to take up the question in a new
spirit, to look at the question with fresh eyes; and to make
a constructive and helpful contributiun to the problems =}
as we have not been able to make in our stereotyped
debates of recent years. Let us accordingly agree to abstain
this year from a discussion which might hinder, rather than
assist, the progress of the talks which have begun in Korea.

- 136. 1 accordingly hope that the General Assembly will
approve the recommendation of the General Committee
which covers all the three items and which should be taken
as a whole,

137. Mr. MALIK (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)
(translated from Russian): The Soviet delegation considers
it necessary, in with the discussion of the General Com-
mittee’s report by the plenary General Assembly, to protest
most vigorously against the Iyl action taken by the
United States delegation and certain other delegations
supporting it, particularly the United Kingdom delugation,
with a view to preventing consideration of items relating to
Korea at the twenty-sixth session of the General Assembly
under the pretext of postponing them to the twenty-
seventh session of the Assembly.

138. These extremely important items, that is, the with-
drawal of United Siatvs and all other foreign forces
occupying South Korea under the flag.of the United
Nations and the dissolution of the infamous and illegally
constituted United Nations Commission on Korea, were
proposed for consideration at this Assembly by 20 socialist
and Afro-Asian States Members of the United Nations.

139. Why, for the first time in many years of discussing
items relating to Korea in the United Nations, has the
United States delegation decided at just this point to resort
to subterfuges dating from the days of the cold-war in order
to block discussion of these questions in the Assembly?
Why has the United States delegation chosen just this

moment to go back on its previously much-vaunted claim

that the United States never hinders discussion in the
General Assembly of questions submitted by other coun-
tries? The answer is quite simple. The fact is that the’
United States is seriously alarmed lest any genuine concrete
measures should be taken to end the division of Korea and
unite that country. That is the only possibie explanation
for the United States manoeuvre.

140. It is still more obvious to everyone now that the aim
of the United States, in objecting so bitterly to General
Assembly discussion of the withdrawal of United States and
other foreign forces from South Korea, is to maintain the
presence of its occupation forces in the territory of that
country, which has been turned into a military base and
staging area in the Far East. At the same time, the United
States, the United Kingdom and the other parties to and
advocates of the continued occupation of South Korea are
also preventing consideration of the dissolution of the
United Nations Commission on Korea in order to preserve
this artificial, spurious entity within the United Nations
system as a screen for continued foreign interference in the
internal affairs of the Korean people.

141. This narrowly self-seeking imperialistic approach on
the part of those who are trying to maintain the occupation
of South Korea must be rejected.

142. The need for a speedy solution to the problem of the
witndrawal of United States and all other foreign forces
occupying South Korea under the flag of the United
Nations has long been an urgent one. It is the duty of the
United Nations to take up this question without delay at
the current, twenty-sixth, session of the General Assembly
and not put if off to the next session. This is made
imperative by the tense situation prevailing in the Korean
area, where for many years a dangerous centre of inter-
national tension has continued to exist, maintained and
nurtured by the forces of imperialism. This tension is
caused first and foremost by the continued occupation of
South Korea by the forces of the United States and its
military-bloc allies contrary to the clearly expressed will of
the Korean people. The maintenance of foreign troops on
Korean soil, the numerous military provocations against the
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea in the area of the
thirty-eighth parallel which divides South and North Korea
and in the air-space and territorial waters of that country,
and the escalation of military preparations in South Korea
all create a very serious situation not only in the Korean
area but throughout the Far East and are turning that area
into a dangerous hot-bed of war.

143. As a result of this policy, the probiem of the
reunification of Korea remains unsolved. And the main
obstacle to achieving peace on the Korean peninsula and to
the peaceful unification of the country is still the illegal
occupation of the southern part of Korea by foreign troops.
Moreover, an illegal and clearly demagogic attempt is being
made to use the flag of the United Nations as a cover for
this foreign occupation to the sericus detriment of the
prestige and authority of the Organization, which is being
used not to strengthen peace but as a cover for a policy of
preparaticn for war.

144. It is precisely for this reason that the Soviet |
delegation insists most emphatically that the question of
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the dissolution of the Uniicd Nations Commission on Korea
should be included in the agenda for the twenty-sixth
session. This Commission, which consists of supporters of
the continued foreign occupation of South Korea, serves
but one purpose: intervention in the internal affairs of the
Korean people in the interests of external forces. To attain
the peaceful unification of Korea without any external

intervention, by the forces and the good sense of the

Korean people themselves, this Commission, which should
more rightly be called the Comnmission for the Disunifica-
tion and the Continued Occupation of Korea, should be
dissolved without delay, since all it promotes is the
continued division of Korea and a dangerous exacerbatlon
of the situation in that area.

145. The Korean question must be resclved by the Korean
pecple themselves, according to their will and by their own
efforts, in a peaceful, democratic manner. A practical
method of resolving this question was indicaied in April of
this year at the Fifth Supreme Peoplie’s Assembly of the
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea. The People’s
- Assembly put forward an eight-point proposal, the purpose
of which was to speed up the democratic, peaceful
unification of Korea.

146. 1t is useful to recall this truly popular programme for
the peaceful, democratic unification of Korea, especially
for those few people who perhaps still permit themselves to
be swayed by the infamous fabrications of imperialist
propaganda about a supposed “threat from the North”, The
programme provides for the following measures which are
both important and capable of practical implementation:

First, the withdrawal from South Korea of the aggressive
forces of United States irperialism, since this is essential
in order to bring about a relaxation of tension and
remove the danger of war.

Second, a reduction in the strength of the armed forces of
North and South to a maximum of 100,000 folloving the
withdrawal of United States troops. This will create an
atmosphere of trust and remove the burden of military
expenditure imposed on the population.

Third, the United States-South Korean Defence Treaty, the
Japanese-South Korean Treaty and all other treaties
concluded between South Korea and other countries and
running counter to the interests of the Korean people to
be declared inoperative,

Fourth, general, democratically conducted clections to be
held following the withdrawal of United States troops
from South Korea.

Fifth, freedom of political activity for different political
parties and public organizations to be guaranteed
throughout South and North Korea. All patriots im-
prisoned in South Korea on charges of fighting for the
unification of their country to be freed. Freedom of
speech, press and assembly, including the holding of mass
meetings, to be guaranteed.

Sixth, the creation, if necessary, of a confederation of
North and South zs an intermediate step towards the
complete unification of the country. If this is unac-

ceptable to South Korea, it would be possible to set up a
supreme national committee to discuss and co-ordinate
measures aimed at achieving unification.

Seventh, measures to promote trade, economic co-
operation and scientific, cultural sports and other types
of exchanges beiween the North and the South.

Eighth, the convening of a political consultatlve conference
of representatives of the various political parties and
public organizations of South and North Korea to discuss
problems relating to the unification of Korea.

147. Quite recently, on 6 August, the head of the
Government of the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea,
Kim Il Sung, emphasized once again the readiness of the
North Koreans to establish contacts with all South Korean
political parties, public organizations and individuals,

including the Democratic Republican Party, at any time.
The Government of the Democratic People’s Republic of - -

Korea has made and is today making constant efforts to
bring about the rapid unification of Korea on a peaceful,
democratic basis. At this moment, contacts are being
established between the Red Cross organizations of South
and North Korea to discuss such questions as freedom of
travel, reciprocal visits to families, relatives and friends,
freedom of postal communication between them, and a
search/for families scattered over the south and north of the
country and arrangements for them to meet. The aim of the
negotiations under way between representatives of the Red
Cross organizations of South and North Xorea is to
promote a successful solution of thé humanitarian ques-
tions that have bean raised, which will, in tum, help to
create the necessary conditions for a widening and
deepening of mutual understanding in order to bring about
the peaceful unification of that divided country.

148. In this sitvation, it is all the more significant that,
literally on the day following these encouraging steps taken
by the two Korean parties, the United States, disturbed by
the way in which events were developing, decided to
prevent consideration of the items relaling to Korea at the
current session of the General Assembly.

149. Thus, the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea is
taking a step forward towards the peaceful unification of
Korea while the United States is pulling in the opposite
direction to perpetuate the occupation of South Korea.

150. The choice in this situation for the United Nations is
absolutely clear. It must make a useful contribution
towards creating the faveurable conditions necessary for a
just solution of the Korean problem by peaceful, demo-
cratic means. To this end the General Assembly should

~discuss and take decisions on the questions of the with-

drawal of United States and all other foreign forces
occupying South Korea under the flag of the United
Nations and the dissolution of the so-called United Nations '
Commission on Korea. It is this decision that is needed to
remove these serious and deliberately created obstacles to .
the unification of Korea. It is the duty of the United
Nations to remove these obstacles.

151. The Soviet delegation calls on other delegations to
vote for the inclusion of these two items relating to Korea
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in the agenda for the twenty-sixth session of the General
Assembly so that the Assembly may discuss them fully and
take just decisions.

152. We therefore support the Mongolian representatxve S
proposal to put the recommendation contained in para-
graph 18 of the General Committee’s report to a separate
vote, which will mean that we shall vote against that
recommendation and for the inclusion of these two items in
the agenda of the General Assembly. -

153. Mr. FARAH (Somalia): My delegatlon has asked for
the floor to voice its support of previous speakers who have
urged that items 106 and 107, relating to the Korean
question, be included in the agenda of the twenty-sixth
session and discussed in all their aspects. The two items
touch upon two important aspects of the question: firstly,
the political desirability of allowing the United Nations flag
to be used as a cover for the coutinued presence of foreign
forces in part of a divided country; and secondly, the
danger to international peace presented by the presence of
foreign troops and bases on the soil of another country.

154. At the time the Korsan armistice was concluded 19
years ago, the two military Commanders of the opposing
forces made a recommendation that their respective forces
be withdrawn within an agreed period.¢ While the foreign
forces which had been stationed in the northern part of the
country were withdrawn, those in the southern part of the
country remained. Today we find more than 50,000 United
States troops based there, obstensibly for the purpose of
protecting the South Korean people from aggression.

155. Whatever might have been the reasons which
prompted this Organization 20 years ago to lend its name
and authority to a hnghly questxonable operation in Korea,
what is clear today is that there is no justification for the
continuance of the operation. The United Nations contribu-
tion to the post-war sclution of the Korean question must
be to create or promote the political conditions in which
the peoples of North and South Korea can meet and shape
their future destiny. The presence in their midsi of a
foreign army is not conducive to that end. The least that
this Assembly can do is to discuss the reasons for the
" presence of those forces, their withdrawal, and the guestion
of the proper role of the United Nations in Korea, in view
of changed circumstarices.,

156. It has been said that, because the local Red Cross
organizations have used their good offices to secure some
agreement between the authorities of North and South
Korea on humanitarian matters, the United Nations should
not disturb the situation by debate at this stage.

157. But we all know that the role of the International
Red Cross, or the local Red Cross, is limited and that no
action on its part can in any way affect the political
situation. We must not expect it to serve as a substitute for
the posxtlve and constructive role which the United Nations
can play in a matter which is so fundamentally political.
The North Korean authorities have made a number of
positive and farreaching proposals for a peaceful solution

6 See Official Records of the General Assembly, Seventh Session,
Annexes, agenda item 16, document A/2228.

of the Korean questnon. We at the United Nations have a
special responsibility in preparing the atmosphere, in
creating the conditions, in which such proposals can hope
to achieve a measurable degree of success.

158. We can do that by insisting upon the withdrawal of
all foreign forces and the disbandment of the United
Nations Commission for the Unification and Rehabilitation
of Korea, which serves to symbolize the so-called presence
of the United Nations in Korea. In my delegation’s view,
the morey used to sustain such a Commission—I believe it
is in the region of half a million dollars a year—could be
used more profitably and more lawfully in the promotion
of other United Nations activities.

159. It has been suggested that the debates on this .
question have continued along the same lines each year and
that we should give the question a rest. It would not
surprise my delegation if next year we were asked to put
these two items into limbo.

160. No, that is not the way to solve probiems, however
distasteful they may be to some Members. We must face
them, even though doing so involves facing a number of
embarrassing facts. We should face them and discuss them
rather than think we can run away from them by pressing
for the postponement of their consideration.

161. I trust the Assembly will, by a large majority, vote in
favour of the inclusion of these two items in the agenda.

162. Mr. BAHOLLI (Albania) (interpretation from
French): The General Committee of this Assembly yester-
day decided to recommend that the discussicu of item 106
of the draft agenda refating to the withdrawal of United
States and all other foreign troops occupying South Korea
under the flag of the United Nations, and of item 107, on
the dissolution of the United Nations Commission for the
Unification and Rehabilitation of Korea, should be post-

poned until the twenty-seventh session of the General
Assembly

- 163. The delegation of the Feople’s Republic of Albania

believes that such a recommendation is unjust and hcpes
that this Assembly will remedy this injustice. It is notorious
that if a Korezn problem still exists, it is vecause of the
aggression perpetrated by the United States of America in
Korea 21 years ago and the prolongation of that crime until
today. Blemishing the United Nations flag by its aggression
in Korea, the United States brought war to the homes of
the Korean people, brought about the division of the nation
into two parts and foreign occupation of the southern part
of the territory.

164. Having failed in its effort to occupy all Korea,
American imperialism, faced with the struggle of the
Korean people and volunteers from the Chinese people, was
forced to sign the Armistice Agreement of 1953. Neverthe-
less it did and is duing everything in its power, with the
support of the puppet administration, to maintain its forces
in South Korea with the purpose of using them as a
beachhead of aggression against the Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea, the People’s Republic of China and

~ ather peace-loving peoples of Asia.
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~ 165. As a result of imperialist aggression, the evolution of
‘events in Korea is following two completely different

courszs, In occupied South Korea, development is at a
standstill, and the life of the people is characterized by
unemplcyment poverty and ignorance. On the other hand,
in the North, in the Democratic People’s Republic of
Korea, life moves forward with enthusiasm. Economic and
social development is on the rise. Last year, having
successfully completed the seven-year plan, the people of
the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea began working
to accomplish a new six-year plan, 1971-1976.

166. The contiruation of the American occupation of
South Korea is a serious obstacle to the unification of the
country and constitutes a persistent threat to the freedom
of the Korean people. The national aspiration of the

Korean people is the reunification of the country into a

democratic and advanced State, but this is hampered in the
first place by the presence of United States occupation
troops in Korea.

167. The so-called United Nations Commission for the
Unification and Rehabilitation of Korea, for its part, is
nothing more than an instrument of American imperialism
and as such must bte dissolved. The interests of the Korean
people and of peace in that area demand that United States
armed forces withdraw from South Korea and that the
Korean people be left free to decide on the destiny of its
homeland.

168. The Albanian delegation believes that on the two
items the United Nations must take a decision that compels
the United States of America to withdraw its troops from
Korea.

169. For all these reasons, and so that the Korean
question may emerge from the deadlock of 18 consecutive
years, our delegation believer that there must be a
discussion of agenda items 106 and 107 of the draft agenda.

170. Mr. SMIRNOV (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Repub-
lic) {translated from Russian): The Byelorussian delegation
protests against the General Committee’s recommendation
. to postpone discussion of items 106 and 107 to the
twenty-seventh session of the General Assembly.

171. The Byelorussian Soviet Socislist Repuulic is one of
20 delegations of socialist and Afro-Asian States that have
proposed the inclusion of the iterns “Withdrawal of United
States and all other foreign forces occupying South Korea
under the flag of the United Nations” and “Dissolution of
the United Nations Commission for the Unification and
Rehabilitation of Korea” in the agenda of the twenty-sixth
session.

172. Those sponsoring the inclusion of these items in the
agenda of the current session of the General Assembly are
ini favour of thorough discussion and a positive solution of
all problems connected with the ending of the discrimi-
natory relationship between the United Nations and the
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea and with the ending
of foreign agg:ession in South Korea. It is our deeply held
conviction that representatives of the Democratic People ]
Republic of Korea and of South Korea should take part in
the discussion of these questions. There can be no doubt |

that this would help to bring about a solution of the
Korean problem in the interests, first and foremost, of the
entire Korean people and of all the peoples of the Far East,

173. Why do those who oppose discussion of these
questions at the current session wish to postpone considera-
tion of them until the next, twenty-sevenih, session cf ths
General Assembly? Firstly, because discussion of the
Korean questions will, they assert, interfere with the
negotiations between the Red Cross organizations of Sonth
and North Korea. And, secondly, because these are not
urgent questions, as the representative of Belgium said in
the General Committee; it.would seem there are, we are
told, plenty of items on the agenda already.

‘174, We might have expected such uni‘mpressive argu-

ments from some of the Western States. Over the many
years that the Korean questions have been under discussion
we have witnessed two approaches tc them.

175. The socialist countries and many Afro-Asian and
other countries make sincere efforts to solve the Korean
problem and to help the Korean people achieve their
dream: the unification of their country. The advocates of
this approach welcome the contacts which were proposed
long ago by the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea and
began in August of this year between the Democratic
People’s Republic of Korea and South Korea. They propose
that we should not put off discussion of the items on the
withdrawal of United States forces occupying South Korea
under the flag of the United Nations and on the dissolution
of the so-called United Nations Commission for the
Unification and Rehabilitation of Korea but should deal
with them at this session. We also feel that discussion of
these items this year rather than next year will help to
consolidate any results that may be achieved and will
further the contacts now under way.

176. The advocates of the other approach have never
wanted the Korean problem to be solved and have never
wanted to help the Korean people unite their country. Even
now, guided only by these considerations, they are pro-
posing that discussion of items 106 and 107 should be
postponed until next year. Moreover, they are trying to put
a good face on matters by asserting that they do not W1sh
to hinder the contacts that have begun.

177. It is clear to anyone with any common sense that the

‘negotiations under way between the Red Cross organiza-

tions of South and North Korea can only have one
outcome: to facilitate discussion of the Korean questions in
the United'Nations. At the same time, discussion of these
questions in the United Nations can also, given a reasonable
approach on the part of all delegations, have only one

outcome: to help promote the contacts in Korea. And all =

this taken together facilitates the solution of the Korean
problem as a whole. However, a solution of the Korean
problem is not possible without the withdrawal of United

~States forces from Korea and the dissolution of the

so-can> . United Nations Commission. It is to this that the
Western Powers do not wish to give their assent. That is
why they are against discussion of these questions at the
current session.

178. They say that discussion of items 106 and 107 in the
United Nations will hinder the contacts in Korea, but they
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de not explain why Indeed, no explana\\ton is possible, for
all the items on, the agenda of the General Assembly are
discussed somewhere else, in other pliaces and in other
States. Is this to serve as the basis for postponing the whole
agenda until the twenty-seventh session and not holding the
twenty-sixth session at all?

179. It is clear to everyone that this is not the reason for
the position adopted by the Western Powers.

180. There is no sensible explanation tlat can be given for
their proposal to postpone the discussion until the twenty-
seventh session. Is it perhaps that the same questions whose
discussions we are calling for at this session of the General
Assembly are being discussed at the meetings in
Panmunjom between the Red Cross delegations of the
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea and of South
Korea? No. I was in Panmunjom a few days ago just at the
time when the first meetings were being held between the
Red Cross delegations. They are discussing quite different
questions, namely questions related to the search for
families, relatives and friends ~2parated by United States
aggressionn under the United Nations flag. Is anyone here
prepared to state that the Red Cross can solve the question
of the withdrawal of United States and all other foreign
forces occupying South Korea undur the flag of the United
Nations or the question of the dissolution of the United
Nations Commission on the Unification and Rehabilitation
of Korea?

181. These questions can be resolved only by the United
Nations, by the current session of the General Assembly.
And that is what we are proposing. Discussion in the
General Assembly and the negotiations at Panmunjom are
not mutually exclusive. On the contrary, they complement
each other. However, the Western Powers do not want to
agree with this either.

182. There are other reasons why the Western Powers and
their supporters are proposing that discussion of these
questions should be postponed for a whole year. They wish
to gain time. And why do they need time? They need time
to carry out the so-called “Nixon doctrine”, which essen-
tially involves setting Asians against Asians by mobilizing
puppet governments in Asia. In this context, for example,
the United States imperialists, under the pretext of rede-
ploving the United States armed forces in the Far East in
accordance with the so-called plan to cut back United
States forces, are intensively reinforcing the combat con-
tingent of their occupation force in South Korea, and
recently they even invented a so-called South Korean-
United States mixed corps. The United States unpenahsts
are increasing their air and naval forces on a grand scale.
They are systematically sending large groups of bombers
and tactical aircraft to Korea from the territory of Japan
and Okinawa. As one of the links in the strengthening of
their nzval forces they have formzd a special operations
fleet from vessels of the Seventh Fleet and have given it
orders to stand by in the coastal waters of Korea.

183. At the same time, the United States imperialists have
raised the strength of their puppet army in South Korea to
700,000 men. They have created a local defence army
reserve numbering 2.5 million men and are hugriedly
providing it with a full range of weapons and converting it

into a combat force, It is also common knowledge that the
army of South Korea, numbering nearly 50,000, is taking
part in the aggression against the peoples of Indo-China,

184. The United States imperialists have, in addition,
taken a number of new measures, including the setting up
of an air transport operations system for the rapid transfer
of large military contingents from Japan and the United
States to Korea. Time is needed for all this, too. That is
why the Korean items are being postponed until next year.
I could cite a number of other examples, but what has been
said is enough to make it clear why they need to play for

‘{ime and postpone for another year any discussion of the

items we have proposed.

185. This is the true picture—not the one given by the
Western Powers when they contend they do not wish to
hinder contacts.

186. Nor does the suggestion by the representatives of
certain States that discussion of the Korean questions
should be postponed because the agenda is very full and the
Korean questions are not urgent stand up to criticism. One
cannot agree with that suggestion. Armed troops are facing
one another in that area. The Pueblo incident, the
violations of the airspace of the Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea and violations of the armistice could
escalate into major military operations at any time. In
short, the situation there today is such that it represents a
threat to peace.

187. In the period of less than 24 hours during which we
were in Kaesong on 29 August of this year, the firing of
14,000 rounds of small-arms and artillery ammunition was
recorded in that area from positions occupied by United
States and South Korean puppet forces—14,000 rounds in
less than 24 hours,

188. That is why the items we have proposed cannot be
postponed and must be considered at the current session of
the General Assembly.

189. One of the principal reasons for our insistence on the
inclusion of these items in the agenda of the twenty-sixth
session of the General Assembly is the fact that the United
Nations has an obligation to fulfil to the Korean people. As
everyone is aware, the boots of American soldiers have been
trampling the earth of South Korea for more than 20 years
contrary to the clearly expressed will of the Korean people,
which is to attain freedom and unity for their country.
Having committed under the flag of the United Nations an
act of aggression against the Korean people, the United
States troops are continuing their illegal use of the
designation “United Nations force” and of the Organiza-
tion’s flag as a cover for their monstrous crimes against the
Kcrean people. It is a secret to no one that the presence of
the United States occupation forces in the territory of
South Korea is the principal, fundamental reason for the
division of the country into two parts.

190. As a body whose principal aim under the Charter is
to maintain international peace and security, the United
Nations must eliminate this dangerous hot-bed of aggression
in the Far East and help to bring about lasting peace in that
area, This will be in keeping with the interests not only of
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 the Korean peoplé but of all the peoples of that part of the
world and will ultimately help to improve the international
situation as a whole.

191. The items “Withdrawal of United States and all other
foreign forces occupying South Korea under the flag of the
United Nations” and “Dissolution of the United Nations
Commission for the Unification and Rehabilitation of
Korea” are of great and immediate importance for the
future of t..» Korean people, The state of international
affairs not ouly in the Far East but throughout Asia
depends on whether a solution is found to these problems.
A positive solution will help to enhance the authority and
effectiveness of the United Nations.

192. At the same time, we oppose discussion in the United
Nations of item 108 on the so-called “Question of Korea:
report of the United Nations Commission for the Unifica-
tion and Rehabilitation of Korea”, since it represents
interference in the internal affairs of the Korean people and
a violation of the United Nations Charter.

193. The Byelorussian delegation strongly urges the Gen-
eral Assembly to include items 106 and 107 in the agenda
of the twenty-sixth session.

194, Mr. SCOTT (New Zealand): Mr. President, on this
first occasion that my delegation takes the floor at this
session, I wish warmly to congratulate you on your election
as our presiding officer, and I offer you the full co-
operation of my delegation.

195. The New Zealand delegation supports the recom-
mendation of the General Committee that items 106, 107
and 108 of the draft agenda fA/BUR/177], all relating to
Korea, should be included in the provisional agenda of the
twenty-seventh session of the General Assembly.

196. An important and very encouraging development has
recently taken place in the Korean peninsula. For the first
time since the outbreak of war there in June 1950
representatives of both North and South Korea have met cn
their own at Panmunjom in recent weeks to discuss a
matter of common and vital concern. The Red Cross
societies of the two parts of Korea held the first substantive
session of their preliminary talks for the search and reunion

of separated families in Soutk and North Korea at the truce

village of Panmunjom on 21 September last. The mattex
being discussed between the Red Cross representatives of
North and South Korea is of great humanitarian importance
to the people on both sides. If it can be settled, a major
step will have been taken towards reducing tension between
the two sides and improving the prospects for the resolu-
tion of their differences over a much wider field.

197. There are times when, in fulfilment of the Charter
principle that the United Nations should be a centre for
harmionizing the actions of nations, the best course for the
General Assembly to adopt is silence. We believe, that, in
the interesis of a settlement of the problems of the Korean
peninsula, this is such a time,

198. My delegation considers it important that nothing
should be done, nothing should be said at this time in this
forum to jeopardize these prospects or to prejudice the

success of these current discussions. We fear that another
debate this year on the question of Korea could have such
an effect. We would note the fact that these talks have
begun since the request for the inclusion of the items was
submitted over one month ago. We believe that Members of
the Assembly, if not the sponsors of items 106 and 107 of
the draft agenda, would wish to take this fact into account
when deciding not to provide an opportunity at this session
for an arid and unproductive debate on the issues raised in
the explanatory memoranda and in the polemical state-
ments of some of the preceding speakers. The arguments
are not new, We see little chance that a debate on them
could produce constructive results. We therefore support
the recommendation of the General Committee that con-
sideration of the Korean items should be deferred to the
twenty-seventh session of the General Assembly, and we
urge other Members of the Assembly to do likewise.

199. Mr. POLYANICHKO (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic) (translated from Russian); The Ukrainian SSR is
a co-sponsor of the proposal to include the two items
“Withdrawal of United States and all other foreign forces
occupying South Korea under the flag of the United
Nations” and “Dissolution of the United Nations Com-
mission for the Unification and Rehabilitation of Korea” in
the agenda of the current session of the General Assembly.
Together with other socialist States and a number of Asian
and African States, we have called for discussion of these
two questions because of our deep conviction that this is in
keeping with the national aspirations of the Korean people
and also with the interests of the United Nations.

200. It is the innermost wish of the Korean people, who
have been living in a country divided into two parts for
more than a quarter of a century, to see their homeland
united and free from foreign occupation. Because of the
attitude taken by the South Korean authorities there is no
communication between the populations of the North and
the South.

201. The Korean problem definitely can and must be
solved by the Korean people themselves without any
external interference. The Democratic People’s Republic of
Korea has repeatedly put forward constructive proposals
aimed at achieving the peaceful, democratic unification of
their country.

202. The Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Democratic
People’s Republic of Korea, Ho Dam, speaking at the fifth
session of the Fifth Supreme People’s Assembly in April of
this year, set out a programme for the independent
unification of the country. This programme calls for general
elections, free and democratically conducted, to be held,
for freedom of political activity to be guaranteed through- -
out the country, for the establishment, if necessary, of a
confederation of North and South as an intermediate step
towards complete unification of the country, and for
measures to promote economic co-operation and scientific,
cultural and other types of exchanges between the North
and the South.

203. However, the prime and indispensable condition for
the unification of Korea, as has been stated on more than
one occasion by the Government of the Democratic
People’s Republic of Korea, is the withdrawal of United
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States and all other foreign forces from South Korea, Those
forces have been there, under the flag of the United
Nations, for more than 20 years. There have besn many
changes in the world during that time and many changes
have taken place on the Korean peninsula and int our United
Nations itself, but to this day the blue flag of the
Organization is being used as a cover for the occupation of
South Korea by foreign troops.

204, Together with other delegations from the socialist
and Afro-Asian countries, the Ukrainian delegation pro-
poses that this abnormal situation should be discussed, We
consider that the name and the authority of the United
Nations must not serve as a cover for foreign interference in
the internal affairs of the Korean people.

205. We also feel that the twentysixth session of the
General Assembly should discuss and take a positive
decisions on the question of the dissolution of the so-called
United Nations Commission for the Unification and Reha-
bilitationr of Korea, The United States is using its name as a
screen and as a tool for political interference in the internal
affairs of Korea and the Korean people.

206. We are told that discussion at this session of the
items relating to Korea may hinder the contacts that have
begun: between the Red Cross organizations of North and
South Korea. That argument is totally unfounded. More-
over, it hides anr attempt to put 1 spoke in the wheel of
further contacts between North and South Korea.

207. The withdrawal of foreign troops from South Korea,
the termination of its occupation by those troops and the
disbanding of the so-called United Nations Commission for
the Unification and Rehabilitation of Korea will help to
create favourable conlitions for a fruitful dialogue between
the representatives of North and South Korea. This has
been repeatedly stressed—and I wish to draw your attention
to the fact—in statements by the Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea, which, whenever the question of the
withdrawal of United States and all other foreign forces
from South Korea and the question of the dissolution of
the “United Nations Commission for the Unification and
Rehabilitation of Korea’ have been included in the agenda
of the General Assembly, have not only supported the

inclusion of these items but also requested. permis,ion for
its representatives to take part in the discussion.

208. To avoid discussion of these questions at the current
session of the General Assemhly would be to commit ys2
another act of injustice against the Korean people, to tum
our backs on their legitimate aspirations and to gravely
prejudice United Nations efforts to help the Korean people
solve the problem of unifying their country.

209. The delegation of thé Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic hopes that a majority of the delegations to the
General Assembly will take an understanding attitude
towards the request for the inclusion in the agenda, the two
items relating to Korea, a request sponsored by Asian,
African, European and Latin American States.

210. The PRESIDENT: I call on the representative of
Bulgaria on a point of order

211. Mr. TARABANOV (Bulgaria) (interpretation from
French): The question we are now discussing the post-
ponement until next year of the three items relating to
Korea—is extremely important, I believe that this question
deserves to be discussed in the General Assembly when all
members are present, not at a time when attendance is
thinning out.

212. Accordingly I p‘ropos"e that the Assembly postpone
this item until another meeting sirice all of us, we and you,
Sir, have other busiriess to attend to this evenirig.

213. The PRESIDENT: According to rule 78 of the rules
of procedure of the General Assembly,

“During the discussion of any matter, a representative
may move t“e suspension or the adjournment of the
meeting. Such motions shall not be debated, but shall be
immediately put to the vote....”

Accordingly, I shall put the representative of Bulgaria’s
motion for adjournment to the vote. ;

The motion was adopted by 73 votes to 18, with
18 abstentions.

The meeting rose at 6.50 p.m.

Litho in United Nations, New York
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