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*

1. Mr. SAPENA PASTOR (Paraguay) (translated from

Spanish): May 1 offer Sir Leslie Munro my country's
congratulations on his well-deserved election as
President of the Assembly. I wish also to express my
Government's gratitude to all the delegutions present
for their virtually unanimous election of Paraguay to
a vice-presidency of the Assembly. I am proud to have
the opportunity of making this statement of Paraguay's
position with respect to the United Nations.

2. Paraguay whole-heartedly believes in international
organization under legal and moral rules to promote
beneficial international co-operatior, Our faith in the
United Nations grows ever strongei and we consider
that its capacity to guide the destiny of mankind is
steadily increasing.

3. It is true that certain events of the past year do
not seem to have found a wholly satisfactory solution,
or at least the solution desired by the majority of
States represented here. I refer, to cite but one
example, to the case of Hungary. But the Hungarian
problem, for from demonstrating the ineffectiveness
of the United Nations, emphasizes the need for its
existence and for its improvement, having regard to
the differing and opposed conceptions of international
law and morality which are the reflection of differing
cultures and civilizations.

4, No one would suggest that because some patients
still die, medicine and surgery should be prohibited.
The injustices committed daily by national courts and
the abuses committed throughout the agesandin every
country by national authorities arenotanargument for
the abolition of courts and government authorities.
Similarly, the relative inability of the United Nations to
impose a solution in certain very special cases - an
Inability of which it is fully conscious -~ reveals, not
80 much shortcomings in the Organization, as sub~
stantial defects in the conduct of certain Member
States, and those defects can be remedied only by a
greater degree of submission on the part of all Mem-
_ber States to the authority of the United Nations.
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5. This is what is referred to in international law
as the surrender to the legal community of a portion
of absolute national sovereignty. In our view, the
majority of the political difficulties encountered by
our Organization derive from the circumstance that
Membker States have not yet been able to make the
transition from absolute sovereignty to voluntary
submission to an international legal order ruled by
international laws, international courts and inter-
national forces -~ the ideal to which we should all aspire.

6. To attain this goal, we need time, experience and,
above all, a willingness to accept realities and situa-
tions which are manifestly unjust in the present
opinion of the majority of States, but which will soon
be no more than episodes in history, necessary mile-
stones towards the attainment of a universal legal
order.

7. As an association of nations, a world organization
can be no more than the sum of its parts. Accordingly
each State can best contribute towards the improve-
ment of the United Nations by improving itself
through the promotion of its own economic, cultural,
social, legal and moral development,

8. In this connexion, Paraguay fully appyreciates and
is grateful to the United Nations and its specialized
agencies for the invaluable co-operution which it isat
present receiving, and which is enabling it to advance
more rapidly along the path of peace and progrsss.
Thanks to the co-cperation, both firarcial and techni-
cal, of the United IMNations, Paraguay is enjoying a
period of unprecedented well-being and tranquillity,
made possible by the execution of public works,
measures in the fields of health and education, the
development of productive resources, the expansion
of consumption and the provision of comprehensive
benefits for workers.

Y. In recent months, the policy of austerity and
financial and odministrative integrity followed by the
Government over a period of several years has
permitted the revalorization and the stabilizationof the
currency, followed by broad measures to liberalize
imports, exports and monetary transactions, thus
opening the country's frontiers to a full and free flow
of trade.

10. The country's most serious problem, from iis
earliest days as an independent nation, has been the
fact that it is land-locked, ¢.d my Government feels
that it is entitled to raise the problem in the United
Nations and to request the latter'sassistance in solving
it.

11, In this connexion, I should like publicly to
acknowledge before the representatives of the nations
of the world in this Assembly the invaluable and
disinterested co-operation which the Government of
Brazil has afforded us by financing interrational roads
which will give us access to the sea, by providing us
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with free port facilities on the Atlantic Ocean, and by
building - as it is now doing - a great international
bridge over the Parana which will link the Brazilian
and Paraguayan highway systems, thus making avail-
able to us the benefits of Brazil's seacocast, as
extensive as is its sense of international solidarity.In
addition, the Brazilian Government has undertaken
technical and financial responsibility for the construc-
tion of hydroelectric stations.

12, Paraguay's problems as a land-locked country
require further measures for their solution and we
intend in due course to lay before the appropriate
bodies of the United Nations two proposalstowhich we
atiach essential importance: substantial assistance in
the development of the Paraguayan merchant fleet, and
the development of the potentialities which Parajpuay,
thanks to its position at the heart of the continent,
possesses as South America's natural air base and
centre,

13. I wish also to emphasize the substantial financial
and technical asgistance we have received from the
Government of the United States through its co-
operative services and official agencies and depart-
ments, This co-operation, which has already become
traditional for Paraguay, and is increasingdaily, wili,
by helping us to solve our domestic problems, one
day enable us to help other countries to solve their
problems,

14. We are firm supporters of the principle of non-
intervention in the domestic affairs of other States,
and we faithfully follow that principle in practice. We
interfere with no one and desire that no one shall
interfere with us., We respect freedom. of thought and
of expression, but we believe that suchfreedoms must
be exercised with respect and in a disinterested
spirit; they must nevei be associated with petty
interests or used with systematically evil intent, We
do not believe in general panaceas. Each State has its
own problems, which it must solve in its own way.

15. T shall not take upthe valuable time of the Assem-
bly in presenting a statement of Paraguay's position
on specific items of the agenda. On each item, Paraguay
will express its views and lend its support in the
appropriate committee,

16, This statement may be summarized asa megsage
of faith in the United Nations; of optimism with regard
to the Organization's future; of gratitude for its cc~-
operation in our progress and well-being, and of hope
that we may receive greater assistance, which may one
day enable us to return the invaluable aid and benefits
we are now receiving.

17. Mr. GROMYKO (Union of Scviet Socialist Re-
publics) (translated from Russian): Let me first of all
congratulate Sir Leslie Munro on his election to the
office of President of this session of the General
Assembly.

18. Each session of the General Assembly isanevent
of some importance in international political life, This
is only natural, since the United Nations, which now
embraces eighty-two States, is called upon to solve
the problem that is of the greatest importance for all
countries and all peoples ~ that of ensuring a durable
peace,

19. I should like to begin by expressing the hope that
the General Assembly's twelfth session will mark the

much-needed turning point tcwards a constructive
solution of the tasks before us. This of course can be
accomplished only by the concerted efforts of the
countries represented here, For its part, the Soviet
delegation will do everything in its power to achieve
this end.

20, We are beginning our work in relatively more
favourable circumstances than we did at the previnus
session. At that time, certain events familiar te ill,
which were the outcome of the "cold war" and the
notorious policy of "negotiation from strength"™ had
led to a serious worsening in international relations.
There were moments when the danger of a general
military conflagration was acute.

21. Things have now calmed down, but on the whole
the international situation remains profoundly ab-
normal and disturbing. The world is still split up into
mutually hostile military groups, between which an
atmosphere of sharp distrust prevails. Anarmaments
race such as we have never seenbeforeis in progress,
and it is particularly dangerous because it involves
mainly the manufacture of atomic and hydrogen
weapons. Disarmament negotiations have been drag-
ging on for many years without any tangible results,
and a settiement of even such simple and easily solved
problems as the cessation of test explosions of nuclear
weapons is being deferred. Elementary forms of
peaceful economic intercourse among peoples have
been sacrificed to the "cold war" policy. The military
and strategical plans forged by the leaders of the North
Atlantic bloc govern even ordinary trade relations
between countries.

22, The situation in the Near East, where almost
before one military conflict has been settled a new
crisis frought with the danger of fresh hostilities is
already gathering to a head, cannot but occasion
sericus concern,

23, Can the United Nations, which is called upon to
guard international peace, look on passively while
events take such a turn? Most emphatically not, if we
wish to justify people's confidence in it.

24, In the USSR Government's view, ilis our common
duty to try to prepare and carry out such measures as
would avert the possibility of new bloodshed and would
allow people everywhere to dedicate themselves fully
to peaceful toil. We consider that this is entirely
feasible, if only we all start Irom the same premise:
that we all desire peace, not war,

25. First of all, of course, we must renounce any
attempt to resolve controversial international prob-
lems by force. It will be remembered that, after the
Second World War, reliance on the use of force or the
threat of force was proclaimed by some States as a
principle of international politics; this was the policy
of "negotiation from strength" to which I have already
referred. This policy has left its sombre mark on the
whole development of international relations during the
last decade, following upon the successful co-operation
of the great Powers which had taken part in the anti-
Hitlerite coalition during the Second World War, The
creation of aggressive military blocs, unbridled agita-
tion for a new war and even directacts of aggression,
which the world has witnessed more than once since
the end of the Second World War - such are the chief
manifestations of this policy.
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26, What this policy means can best be illustrated by
the activity of the North Atlantic bloc, which is today
the chief instrument in the preparation of a new war.
It cannot be considered accidental that the political and
military leaders of the North Atlantic Treaty Organ-
ization, when speaking of the aims of this military
alliance, have repeatedly indulged in openly aggressive
statements,

27. It would be a mistake to assume that NATO is
hostile only to the socialisi States. Many countries of
the East know from their own experience that this bloc
is an alliance of torces directed also against other
peoples and inimical to their independence,

28. As soon as the North Atlantic bloc was founded,
its participants engaged in an intensive armaments
race, forcing other States to join in,

29, In its military preparations, this bloc relies on
a wide network of United States military bases situated
thousands of kilometres from that country'sfrontiers.
The NATO leaders do not even trouble to hide the
purpose of these bases. Incidentally, they ought to bear
in mind that with present developments in military
technology, these bases are not nearly as important
as they were only a few yearsago,. However, the mere
fact that in peace time such military bases exist on
foreign soil deepens the mistrust among States and
poisons the whole climate of international relations.

30. Lately the situation has become even more
dangerous because the North Atlantic bloc has engaged
in preparations for anatomic war in Europe. American
nuclear weapons are being stockpiled inthe territories
of the European members of NATO. In May 1957, the
NATO Council, meeting at Bonn, decided to equip the
arinies of member countries with atomic weapons, The
end result of such action by NATO, it is not difficult
to foresee, can only beanatomic armaments race both
in Europe and elsewhere, and a greater danger of
atomic war,

31. This danger is further increased by the fact that
the leaders of the North Atlantic bloc intend to supply
atomic weapons to West Germany, that is, to place
such weapons into the hands of the very same forces
of German militarism which unleashed the Second
World War. Let me recall that only twoor three years
ago we were assured that atomic weapons would in no
case be furnished tothe West German army, which was
then in process of creation. And what dowe see today?
These assurances have been forgotten and there is
open talk of equipping the West German armed forces
with atomic weapons.

32. The role that NATO plays in Europe has been
assigned in the Far Easttothe Snuth-East Asia Treaty
Organization - a military bloc organized by the United
States ~ and tothe Baghdad Pact inthe Near and Middle
East. These two military blocs are in fact nothing but
branches of NATO. They are tarred with the same
brush.

33. The originators of the policy of "negotiationfrom
strength" admit that its purpose is to maintain the
world "on the brink of war", There is a good deal of
truth in that description. But they should notdisregard
the incontrovertible fact that, if war breaks out, the
aggressor, wherever he may be, will not escape
retaliation. Only those who deliberately shut their eyes
to present developments in military technology can
leave this out of account,

34, For the time being, however, the stategistsof the
"cold war" and the partisans of the armaments race
find it suits their book that world peace should be
unstable and that mankind should live in a constant
state of tension which might any day leadto a military
explosion. They take advantage of this situation to
continue to draw enormous profits fromthe intensified
armaments race, to suppress peoples fighting for
their national independence and, last but not least, to
keep their own allies in the military blocs under sub-
jection.

35. Has this policy effected the solution of a single
controversial issue? Has it perchance helped in solving
the disarmament problem and removing the threat of
atoraic war, or in settling the German question?Has it
proved capable of ensuring peace and normal conditions
in the Middle East? Nothing of the sort.

36, This policy is foreign to the interests of the
peoples. It has produced a deep rift in Europe and
other continents; and by deliberately exacerbating
relations among States, it has transformed the world
into something very like a military camp. The territory
of dozens of States is covered with a dense network of
military airfields, arsenals, barracks and firing
grounds, and many million soldiers, equipped with the
most modern types of weapons, stand in readiness. You
need only imagine this gigantic machinery of des-
truction being put in motion to have a clear picture of
what the final outcome of this policy could be.

37. Can we really resign ourselves to the fact that,
twelve years after the end of the war, there are
foreign troops in dozens of European, Asian and African
countries? This is clearly a most unhealthy situation.
The Soviet Union advocates the restoration everywhere
of normal peace-time conditions; for its part, it is
ready to withdraw its troops from those countries
where they are now stationed under the Warsaw Treaty
and other international agreements, if the United
States and the other Western Powers will withdraw
their armed forces from the territories of various
European countries. In the Soviet Government's view,
foreign troops should also be withdrawn from other
States on whose soil they are now maintained on
various pretexts.

38. The policy of NATO and its organizersistoday the
main reason why the world's aspirations towards a
lasting peace are still unfulfilled. If we wish to free
mankind from the nightmare of a destructive atomic
war, we must end this policy once and for all. The
Soviet Union, for its part, is a stranger to it. Its
foreign policy is based on the desire to maintain
peaceful relations with all countries without exception.

39. As soon as the Soviet system had triumphed in
Russia - and the peoples of the USSR are celebrating
vhe fourtieth anniversary of that event this year - the
Government of our country appealed to allthe bellige-
rents in the First World War, which was then still
raging, immediately to begin negotiations for a just
and democratic peace. All the Soviet Government's
activities in the international field are governed by the
teaching of Lenin, the founder of our State, concerning
the need for the peaceful coexistence of States,
irrespective of their social systems.

40. We need no foreign territories. Owing to the very
nature of the socialist order of society, any desire to
seize foreign sources of raw material isfundamentally
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incompatible with Soviet policy; what is more, our own
land has very rich deposits of practically all known
types of metals, minerals and fuels, Neither have we
any need to fight for markets for our products; our
planned economy, which is immune to crises caused by
over-production, guarantees a stable and ever-growing
domestic market for the products of our industry and
agriculture,

41. No social group in the Soviet Union could hope to
derive any advantages from war. Our country needs
peace, a long and stable peace. The Soviet State is
engaged In the execution of a gigantic programme of
industrial and agricultural development, the utilization
of its natural resources and the improvement of the
level of living of the Soviet people - other aims we
have none.

42, For the Soviet people it is a point of honour to
gain victories in peaceful competition with capitalist
countries, including the most advanced. Who would
dispute that competition in increasing production of
milk, meat and butter is far more useful than compe-
tition in the production of nuclear weapons and other
means of mass extermination? Nowadays military
specialists try to estimate from time to time which of
the two Powers, the United States or the Soviet Union,
has exploded more atomic or hydrogen bombs, andihe
explosions of which side are equivalent to more mil-
lions of tons of TNT. This, of course, is competition of
a kind, but one to whichwe are opposed, In its place we
propose a competition in the transformation of nature,
in bending its forces to the will of man and for peaceiul
purposes. It is precisely such a competition, not an
armaments race, which should settle the argument
about the advantages and drawbacks of different social
systems,

43. In viewing the question from this angle, we are
well aware that some sectors of our economy still
suffer from shortcomings which we shall have to do a
great deal of work to remove. But we have faith in our
latent powers. Our confidence in our success springs
from our knowledge of the Soviet people's credtive
enthusiasm and the great advantages of a planned
socialist economy. Needless to say, we have no
objection if those whom we are inviting to this
competition ex 'er it with the same confidence in their
own chances,

44, All this, of course, does not remove the dif-
ferences existing between the two social systems, or
the ideological disputs hetween them, The differences
and the dispute exist - we must admit that as an
immutable fact. But should they be allowed to interfere
with peaceful toil and the peaceful competition of
States? In the Soviet Government's view, there is no
reason why they should.

45, Today more than one-third of the population of
the globe lives under the socialist system. There can
no longer be any question of recognition or non-
recognition of its existence by States belonging to the
other system, any more than there could be of recog-
nizing or refusing to recognize the fact that the earth
revolves around the sun. The simple truth is that if
States do not wantanew world war, they must maintain
with each other, not temporary relations permeated
with mistrust and hostility, but truly peaceful relations,
There is no other way out, no other possibility exists.

46, To show that the need for the peaceful co-

existence of States and its benefits are recognizednot
only by the representatives of socialist States, allow
me to read an extract from a leite~ sent in November,
1941, by Winston Churchill, then Prime Minister of
the United Kingdom, to Stalin, then head of the Soviet
Government. This letter said:

"The fact that Russia is a Communist State and
Britain and the United States are not, and do not
iatend to e, isnot any obstacle to our making a good
plan for our mutual safety and rightful interests."

It is difficult not to agree withthis judicicus appraisal
of the situation. It is commonly known that such a
great United States leader agthe late President Roose-
velt tcok the same view on relations between the United
States and the Soviet Uniun,

47, The choice now before mankiiid is this: either
stable peace and co-operation among all Statcs, ir-
respective of their social systems and ideologies, or
atomic war, or, at best, an angulshed wait for the
outbreak of such a war and ruinous rearmament, ab-
sorbing an ever greater share of humanity's weaith
and toil.

48. Whatever hostile propaganda may say about us
abroad, we, the Soviet people, assume that in the
present circumstances war is not inevitable. That
position was substantiated at the Twentieth Congress of
the Communist Party of the Soviet YJnion. Despite all
the efforts of those advocating the "negotiation from
strength" policy, the principles of peaceful co-
operation are being increasingly applied in relations
between States. At the Bandung Conference, twenty-
nine Asian and African countries proclaimed their
adherence to such principles. These principles are
fully endorsed by the Soviet Union, whose foreign policy
is based on them,

49, I should also lik2 to cite, as a not unworthy
example, the way in which the principles of peaceful
coexistence are beiny applied in the relations between
the Soviet Union and such countries asIndia, indonesia,
Afghanistan, Egypt, Syria, Finland, Switzerland,
Austria and a number cf others, which have chosen the
road of peaceful development and refuse to participate
in military blocs. With these States the Soviet Union
has good, friendly relations on the sound basis of
genuine mutual respect and strict non-interveation in
each other's donestic affairs. The Soviet Government
is ready to develop such relaticns with all States
pursuing the same objectives.

50. To broaden international co-operation still
further and to reduce international tension, the
Soviet delegation is placing before the General Assem-
bly a draft declaration [A/3673] concerning the prin-
ciples of the peaceful coexistence of States. It is
proposed in this declarationthat the General Assembly
should call upon States to base their mutual relations
on the following principles:

"(a) Mutual respect for one another's territorial
integrity and sovereignty;

"(b) Non-agression;

"(c) Non-intervention in one another's domestic
affairs on any economic, political or ideological
grounds whatsoever;

"(d) Equality and mutual benefit; and
"(e) Peaceful coexistence,"
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51. The adoption by the General Assembly of a decla-
ration containing these or similar provisions, and its
application, would undoubtedly be an important con-
tribution to the strengthening of universal peace.

52, Perhaps the most important question hefore the
Assembly at this session isthe disarmament problem.

53. The problem of disarmament as a means of
averting war has faced mankind for several decades
now. In many countries of the world, disarmament has
been one of the mcst important planks in the platform
of the political parties closest to the people. The call
for disarmament was taken up by the great masses of
the people, when the experience of two world wars
showed them the outcome of armaments races, But the
problem of disarmament has never been sc vital and
so urgent as in our day, when the explosion of a single
hydrogen bomb can destroy all life over a radius of
hundreds of kilometres, when rockets can carry atomic
warheads to any part of the globe, All this shows how
vigilant the peoples should be, if they donot wish to be
plunged into the maelstrom of atomic war,

64. As far back as its first session, in 1946, the
General Assembly expressed itself in favour of a
general reduction of armaments and the prohibition of
atomic weapons [resclution 41 (I)]; it has repeatedly
reaffirmed that decision. But those Member States
upen which agreement on disarmament primarily
depends have so far failed to achieve any practical
results. Far from slowing down, the armaments race
is gaining momentum and is becoming increasingly
dangerous,

55. The Soviet Government considers that the situa-
tion which has arisen in tha Sub-Committee of the
United Nations Disarmament Coramission is altogether
abnormal. The Sub-Committee is at present the only
body in which disarmament problems are being con-
sidered, and if nu progress is being made there, none
is being made anywhere,

56, What important developments have occurred in the
disarmament taiks during the past few months? There
will probably be widc agreement that the most
striking feature of that period was the fact that the
Soviet Government, in an attempt to reach an agreement
acceptable to all concerned, made significant conces-
sions on a number of controversial issuestothe other
members of the Sub-Committee - the United States, the
United Kingdom, France and Canada.

57. The Soviet Union favours a radical solution of the
disarmament problem. We desire a substantial reduc-
tion of armed forces, armaments and military expendi-
ture. We favour a complete and unconditional pr. 1ibi~
tion of the use and production of atomic and hydrogren
weapons and the destruction of exisiing stocks of these
weapons,

58. The Governments of uie aforementioned Western
Powers state that they are not prepared to enter into
such an agreement on disarmament and, in particular,
that they cannot agree to prohibition of the use of
nuclear weapons. Consider the statement made from
this rostrum yesterday by Mr. Dulles [660th meeting].
Instead of associating his country with those who are
demanding the prohibition of atomic and hydrogen
weapons, he waxed almost lyrical in his praise of
some types of these weapons.

9. Having regard to ike position taken by the Western

Powers, and being desirous of ending the deadlock on
the disarmament problem, the Soviet Government sub-
mitted a proposal on partial disarmament measures.
The Soviet Government proposes that anagreementon
such measures should provide for the following,

60. First, armed forces should be reduced in three
stages, as proposed by the United States Government,
to the fellowing levels: for the United States and the
Soviet Union, to 2,500,000 men at the first stage,
2,100,000 at the second stageand 1,700,000at the third
stage; for the United Kingdomand France, 750,000 men
at the first stage, 700,000 at the second stage and
650,000 at the third stage.

61. Seccndly, conventional armaments should be
reduzed by 15 per cent or, as proposed by the United
States Government, by means of the reciprocal sub-
mission of specific lists of armaments to be reduced.
There would be a reduction of military budgets by
15 per cent in the first stage.

62, Thirdly, States should give a solemn undertaking
to renounce the use of all types of atomic and hydrogen
weapons, including aerial bombs, rockets with atomic
and hydrogen warheads, whatever their effective range,
and atomic artillery. Such an undertaking would be a
first step towards the total prohibition of nuclear
weapons and would come into effect during the first
stage of the reduction of armed forces and conventional
armaments,

63. Fourthly, consideration should be given to the
question of abolishing military bases on foreign soil
with a view to reaching agreement in the first instance
on the bases which can be abolighed during the first
stage of disarmament,

64, Fifthly, an agreemant should be concluded on the
reduction of the armed forces of the United States, the
Soviet Union, the United Kingdom and France stationed
in the territory of Germany, as well as on the reduction
of United States, British and French forces staticned
in the territories of States members of the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization, and of Soviet forces
stationed in the territory of States parties to the
Warsaw Treaty.

65, Sixthly, the States parties to the agreement
should adopt appropriate measures to end war
propaganda.

66. The Soviet Government further considers that the
States parties tothe agreement on partial disarmament
measures should undertake to make every effort to
reach agreement on the total prohibition of atomic and
hydrogen weapons, their elimination from the arma-
ments of States and the destruction of stockpiles of
such weapons.

67. The Soviet Government took another step tomeet
the views of the Governments of the Western Powers
in regard to the use of aerial photography.

68. Since the 1955 Geneva Conference of the Heads
of Government of the USSR, the United States, the
United_Kingdom and France, the Western Powers have
made agreement on disarmament conditional upon the
adoption of a scheme for aerial inspection by means
of aerial photography. The Soviet Goverrment has
repeatedly stated its position on this question. Iwould
remind representatives that is was fully defined by
Mr. Khrushchev in a conversation with the President
of the United States on the very day Mr. Eisenhower
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submitted his proposal on aerial photography to the
Geneva conference.

69, Aerial photography can neither ensure control of
disarmament nor prevent aggression. Flights by air-
craft of one State over the territory of another cannot
prevent a surprise attack by an aggressor. With world
conditions as they are, would people feel more secure
if military aircraft belonging to a foreign State were
to fly continuously oveihead and over their country's
vital centres in order to gather reconnaissance data?
They obviously would not. It is equally clear that
aerial photography alone is completely and utterly
incapable of solving the disarmament problem, andno
cheap propaganda by the enthusiastic advocates of the
method can conceal this fact.

70. Nevertheless, the Soviet Union, being desirous of
overcoming the new obstacle to a disarmament
agreement raised by the Western Powers, expressed
its willingness to give the aerial photography methlod
a practical trial at the time other partial disarmament
measures were carried into effect. We proposed
that, as a first step, agreement should be reached on
aerial inspection in a specific zone in Europe where
the principal arimed forces of the opposing military
groups are deployed, and also in the Far East,

T71. However, these proposals were not accepted by the
Governments of the Western Powers. They responded
by proposing alternative zones of aerial inspection,
which would place the Soviet Union and its Warsaw
Treaty allies at a disadvantage vis 4 vis the members
of NATO and which were, therefore, unacceptable.

72. Thus, neither the Soviet Union's acceptance of the
proposal for agreement on partial disarmament
measures, nor its agreement to the use of aerial
photography, prompted the Governments of the United
States, the United Kingdom, France and Canada to make
concessions and come to terms, if only on individual
aspects of disarmament.

"3. DLues this mean that an agreement cannot be
reached here and now on effective and practicable
measures to prevent surprise attack and on the
execution of initial measures to reduce conventional
armament and prohibit atomic weapons? No, it does
not. In this connexion, the Soviet delegation wouldlike
to recall the USSR Government's proposals for the
establishment of control posts at railway stations, at
ports, on highways and at airfields. We submitted a,
specific proposal on this subject to the Sub-Committee
of the Disarmament Commission, However, the other
members of the Sub-Committee took a negative
attitude towards our proposal, rezorting here againto
their favourite method: they told us that the proposal,
while scund in principle, would be acceptable only if
certain conditions were fulfilled. From the discussion
it became clear that the proposal was in fact being
rejected, since its acceptance was made contingent
upon the acceptance by the Soviet Union of other
disarmament propoczls made by the Western Powers
which would certainly not lead to agreement.

74. We put the following question to the Governments
of the United States, the United Kingdom and France:
has the time not come to zbandon the method of
negotiation in which one begins by saying that the
proposal i3 sound in principle, and t.en goes on to
link it with other questions still in dispute and hedge
it about with a series of unacceptable preliminary

conditions, thus reducing its significance to nil? That
is precisely the procedure that has been followed in
regard to the proposal on control posts, on atomic
weapons testing and many others,

75. As a rule, this position is camouflaged by demands
for the proper control of disarmezment, However, we
feel that those who incessantly discuss control,
obscuring with their talk the substance of the problem
of ending the armaments race, do not themselves
believe that control, as they understand it, is really
the heart of the matter. How can control be enforced
in territories extending over millions of square
kilometres and how can concealed weapons be detected
there even with the aid of aerial photography ?It cannot
be done. To claim that such control can be exercised
is absurd.

76. We are not in the least opposed to control, but we
want it to be effective and practicable. We are opposed
to the utter hypocrisy of the Western Powers' position
on the question of control. We are opposed to control
and the execution »f measures to prevent surprise
attack being used as a pretext for increasing suspicion
and mistrust in international relations We are against
substituting talk of control for the suttlement of the
disarmament problem, and that is precisely what the
Western Powers are doing, It can scarcely be regarded
as foituitous that, in the statement he made yesterday,
the Secretary of States of the United States spoke more
in terms of alimitation of armaments than of disarma-
ment.,

77. All that I have said about the Western Powers'
attitude to disarmament issues fully bears out the
conclusion that their proposals, which Mr, Duiles
praised so highly here, cannot provide a basis for
agreement,

78. A modicum of confidence is required for any
progress in disarmament. If one party to the disarma-
ment negotiations prepares to attack the other,
continues to stockpile nuclear weapons, objects to their
prohibition and elimination and even to the suspension
of nuclear weapons testing, if normal economic
relations do not exist among nations, how can the
problem be solved by any form of control, particularly
one on which no reliance could be placed?

79. How can we speak of any sort of comprehensive
control, of carrying out flights and aerial photography
over the entire territory of '.::tain countries, when
the NATO military leaders muaiie no attempt to conceal
the fact that the forces of the bloc are preparing for
war and that their headquarters needs fuller informa-~
tion about the territories of the socialist States,
particularly the Soviet Union?

80. Many examples could be given to illustrate the
degree of mistrast and suspicion prevailing in relations
among States. The United States, for instance, has
literally cordoned itself off in order to keep rep-
resentatives of Soviet economic, cultural and scientific
organizations out of its territory. Moreover, not every
American can obtain permission to visit the Soviet
Union, not to mention China, which even United States
correspondents, who are well-known for their energy
and resourcefulness, find it difficult to visit with the
State Department's blessing. Similar examples could
be given with respect to the United Kingdom anda
number of other countries,

81. Confidence, and more confidence, the cessation of
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war propaganda and the establishment of normal
economic relations among States, which the Chairman
of the Japanese delegation aptly discussed yesterday
[680th meeting] and without which confidence isincon-
ceivable - these are more essential now than ever
before. If these conditions were fulfilled, there would
be room for cuntrol. I would particularly stress the
importance of economic relations among Stages,
which have been disrupted on vitiated.

82. It became quite evideat during the discussion of
disarmament in the Sub-Committee that the Govern-
ments of the Western Powers were taking a wrong
approach to the problem, They are seeking adisarma-
ment agreement which would be to their advantage
but detrimental to the security of others. Tonegotiate
in that way is to doom the talks to failure from the
outset,

83. The Soviet delegation submits for the General
Assembly's consideration a memorandum [A/C.1/793]
by the Soviet Government on partial measures in the
field of disarmament, which sets outthe Soviet Union's
main proposals on this problem, Moreover, our delega-
tion is submiiting a new proposal [A/3674] to which the
Government of the Soviet Union considers it necessary
to draw the General Assembly's attention. In view of the
fact that the Western Powers are not at present
prepared to agree to the complete renunciation of the
use of atomic and hydrogen weapons, the Soviet
(overnment proposes that the Powers possessing such
weapons should assume a solemn undertaking not to
use these weapons, say, for a period of five years. If
a broad agreement on the problem of disarmament
has not been concluded by the end of that period, the
matter can then be reconsidered.

84. The extent to which the international atmosphere
would improve if agreement were reached in this
matter can readily be appreciated. It would greatly
facilitate the solution of other disarmament problems
relating to atomic and conventional armaments. The
Soviet Government believes that this question should
be considered separately and that its solution should
not be made contingent upon that of other disarma-
ment questions. Given a genuine desire for progress
in disarmament, initial agreement on at least some
issues should be possible.

85. The question of discoatinuing tests of atomic and
hydrogen weapons calls for special attention. The
Soviet Government fully associates itself with the
demands voiced in the parliaments of many countries,
including India, Japan, Burma, Indonesia, Ceylon, and
Yugoslavia, with the resolution adopted by the World
Peace Concil at Colombo, with the recent decision
taken by the British Trades Union Congress, and with
the opinion of prominent physicists, chemists and
biologists in many countries, that test explosions of
atomic and hydrogen bombs should be discontinued
immediately. The Soviet Government proposes that the
question of discontinuing suchtests should pe consider-
ed a separate item and that an agreement should be
concluded without delay on the basis of the following
provisions [A/3674]:

"1, Tests shall be suspended as of 1 January 1958
for a period of two to three years;

M2. An international commission, which shall
submit reports to the Security Council and the
General Assembly, shall be established to observe

whether States fulfil their obligations to suspend
tests of atomic and hydrogen weapons;

"3. Under the direction of the aforementioned
international commission, check points shall be
established by mutual agreerient in the territory of
the USSR, the United States, the United Kingdom
and its possessions and in the Pacific Ocean area,
including Australia."”

86, Why is it important that an agreement for the
cessation of tests of atomic and hydrogen weapons
should be concluded as early as possible? First, it
would make it possible to remove the danger of injury
to human health due to radioactive fallout and atomic
radiation, Secondly, it would slow down the atomic and
hydrogen weapons production race and prevent the
development of new, even more terrible and destructive
types of weapons, which is the specific purpose of
test explosions. Thirdly, and this is particularly
important, the renunciation of test explosions would be
a first practical step towards the main goal - the
absolute and unconditional prohibition of atomic and
hydrogen weapons. Finally, who can deny that if the
great Powers succeeded in reaching an agreement to
discontinue nuclear weapons testing, that fact in
itself would do muchto bring about a general relaxation
of the international political atmosphere and would
facilitate agreement on other disarmament issues?

87. All that is needed to bring about the suspension of
atomic and hydrogen weapons testing is a willingness
on the part of each of the three Powers possessing
atomic and hydrogen weapons, that is, the USSR, the

- United States and the United Kingdom, to discontinue

such testing, Furthermore, the present state of
scientific knowledge rules out breaches of such an
agreement, since any explosion of an atomic or
hydrogen bomb, in whatever part of the world it might
occur, would immediately be detected and recorded.

88. How were our proposals on this matter received
by the Governments of the United States and the
United Kingdom? Verbally they acknowledge the need
to discontinue nuclear testing, but in practice they
are obstructing agreement. It is truethat we were told
recently in the Sub-Committee of the Disarmament
Commission that the United States and the United
Kingdom would be willing to suspend tests for an
initial period of twelve months. That proposal is
rather ironic, as this period isapproximately the time
required to prepare for anew test. Yet so many condi-
tions are attached to their acceptance even of this
measure that it is deprived of any significance. The
Western Powers contend that the question of dis-
continuing nuclear weapons testing cannot be con-
sidered independently at all, but must form an integral
part of a general agreement on disarmament.

89, Thus one unsettled problem is tied to other
unsettled problems, on which, furthermore, thereisat
present no prospect of agreement on account of the
Western Powers' refusal to agree to the prohibition
of nuclear weapons. All this goes to show that the
United States and the Unitea Kingdom simply do not
wish to reach agreement on outlawing nuclear weapons
testing. This was also apparent from yesterday's
statement by Mr, Dulles,. which was in effecta defence
of the need to continue the testing and further develop-
ment of such weapons,

90. It should be noted in passing that until we
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submitted the proposal on control posts I have just
mentioned, we were usually asked how an agreement to
outlaw nuclear weapons testing could be accepted when
no provision was envisaged for verifying compliance
with this agreement. It was obvious even at the time
that this demand was primarily a pretext for delaying
agreement, since explosions of atomic and hydrogen
bombs are easily detected even in existing circums-
tances, when there are no special international control
posts for the purpose. But now that a proposal to
establish such posts has been made, it might have
been thought that this objection had been met and that
an obstacle to agreement on the question of tests had
thus been removed. In reality, however, this is far
from true. Further excuses for avoiding agreement
are now being sought,

91. It would, of course, be quite acceptable in certain
quarters if the Soviet Union alone discontinued nuclear
testing, while others continued to conduct them., Few
people, however, can be sonaive as seriously to believe
that one of the Powers possessing nuclear weapons
would agree to take such a step unilaterally, thereby
placing itself at a disadvantage in relation to the
others,

92. 1t is obvious that the Soviet Union cannottake the
risk of endangering its security. We want the USSR,
the United States and the United Kingdom to discontinue
all atomic weapons testing at one and the same time.
In our view, this is the only fair and reasonable
proposal, After all, no one would have anything to lose
from the discontinuance of nuclear tests except those
who are unwilling to halt the nuclear armaments race
and are deliberately trying to bring about an atomic
war,

93. We should like to hope that the Governments of the
United States and the United Kingdom will change their
position on this matter. The General Assembly, for
its part, should use itsauthority tourge the immediate
discontinuance of tests of atomic and hydrogen weapons.

94, The situation which has developed as a result of
the disarmament talks may be summed up by saying
that the negotintions that have been in progress in the
United Nations for overtenyearshave provedfruitless
and that the United Nations Disarmament Commission
and its Sub-Committee are patently failing tocarry out
the tasks assigned to them, Is there actuully one less
atomic bomb in the world today as a result of their
labour? No; we are all fully aware that such weapons
are constantly increasing in number and in destructive
power, Were any international agreements concluded
which have given the world one less division, one
less regiment, or one less soldier? No; no such
agreement as yet exists, There has been a reduction
in the strength of the armed forces of certain States,
but that has been a unilateral action taken by the
Soviet Union and other socialist countries,

95. It is difficult, therefore, to escape the conclusion
that the negotiations are being used as a screen to
conceal the continuing armaments race, We know in
advance that our partners in the negotiations will
dispute that conclusion. The Russian saying that the
truth is unpalatable has much to recommend it.
Nevertheless, our conclusion is based on the facts.

96, Whatever views the various Members of the
General Assembly may have about the causes of the
deadlock on disarmament, we must all soberly consider

what the consequences of the present situation may be
if no solution is found. The absence of an agreement
even on partial measures of disarmament means that
the arms race, particularly the production of weapons
of mass destruction, will continue, Still more atomic
and hydrogen bombs an rocket devices will be produced
and this will modify our former ideas even of atomic
and hydrogen warfare, for the problem of delivering
weapons of mass destruction to any point on the globe
has now been solved,

97. I do not think that anyone will suspect the Soviet
delegation of trying to exaggerate or cause undue
alarm, All of us here are well aware that military
technology is developing along precisely these lines,
What will the consequence of allthis be, if the problem
of disarmament is not solved? Simply this: that the
Powers possessing nuclear weapons and rocket devices
will build up stockpiles of increasingly destructive
armaments, One does not need the imagination of an
H.G. Wells to visualize the world a few years hence
if the armaments race is not haited. Only those who
have lost touch with reality or who irresponsibly
gamble withthe fate of nations canfailto appreciate the
gravity of such a situation.

98, Hinderburg, the Commander-in-Chief of the
German imperial forces in the First World War, once
said that, in the final period of that conflict, when
soldiers were being switched fromone front toanother
by the million, he felt as if he was playing a game of
chess., He did not see the human beings and the
countless casualities behind the numbers, The sameis
true of those who today are gambling recklessly with
the fate of tens and hundreds of millions of people by
blocking all paths to an agreement on disarmament.

99. One of the factors preventing agreement on
disarmament is the narrow and unrepresentative
composition of the Sub-Committe of the Disarmament
Commission. Whole continents, such as Asia and
Africa, are not represented in that body. How, indeed,
can the Sub-Committee's work be expected to achieve
positive results, when four of its five members are
representatives of countries belonging to the military
bloc of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization, which
is the instigator of the armaments race?

100. In the view of the Soviet Government, it is high
time to enlarge the cowposition of the Disarmament
Commission and its Sub-Committee by securing the
participation of representatives of countries whichare
opposed to the "cold war" policy, which pursue a
policy of peaceful co-existence and which really
cherish the goal of disarmament, We are glad that
the Government of India takes a similar stand on this
matter,

101, The privacy in which the Sub-Committee has been
compelled to work and the atmosphere of artificial
secrecy surrounding its activities should also be
abandoned. The Soviet Union is in favour of conducting
the disarmament talks in the full light of publicity. The
confidential nature of the Sub-Committee's work
obviously suits the advocates of the "cold war",
despite the fact that the settlement of the disarmament
problem is a matter of concern to all countries and
peoples,

102, The following case illustrates the unenviable
position in which the partisans of this method of
conducting the disarmament negotiations have placed
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themselves, As everyone knows, the subject of China,
which means the People's Republic of China, is taboo
as far as present United States foreign policy is
concerned, In defiance of the dictates of common
sense, that Government is excluded from the disarma-
ment talks and consequently the question of China's
armed forces is not discussed in the Sub-Committee;
it cannot be in the absence of representatives of that
country. Yet, as this issue is in fact of interest to
our partners in the negotiations, they periodically
raise the question of what is to be done about China,
for, they contend, reductions cannot be made in the
armaments of the Powers which would not apply to
China,

103. Thus, on the one hand they seek to ignore
China, and, on the other, they are unwilling to settle
the disarmament problem without China, Clearly, the
opponents of recopnition for the People's Republic of
China, who are also the opponents of an end to the
armaments race, have become enmeshed in the web
which they themselves have spun.

104, We sincerely desire the General Assembly to
hold a serious discussion of the question of disarma-
ment in order to facilitate agreement on that problem.

105. All this does not mean that we underestimate
the value of negotiations among a limited number of
participants and even of negotiations of a confidential
character. We are always infavour of suchnegotiations
when they serve a purpose. But what if this procedure
achieves negative rather than positive results? Then
a different procedure must obviously be adopted, that of
publicity and the participation in the negotiations of a
large number of States.

106, It is sometimes said that a more hopeful
atmosphere has developed in the Sub-Committee, that
Mr, Stassen is in an optimistic frame of mind, that
there is no need to hurry, that we should be satisfied
with the present atmosphere or climate in the Sub-
Committee, and so forth, This brings to mindthe story
of the man who repliedto compiaint’ about the weather
by saying "Better bad weather than no weatherat all",
But this or that frame of mindis scarcely an adequate
criterion for disarmament negotiations, The success
of such negotiations must be measured by practical
results, and not by the feelings of one or another of the
negotiators, The practical results achievedtodateare
not, worth the paper on which the records of the
Difatn;:ament Commission and its Sub-Committee are
printed.

107. The Soviet Government is doing everything in
its power to achieve agreement on disarmament issues
at the earliest poscible date. At the same time, we
wish to make it absolutely clear that as long as the
United States, the United Kingdom and other members
of the North Atlantic Treaty Organiz ‘ion persist in
evadng an agreement on disarmament and in refusing
to outlaw atomic and hydrogen weapons and to discon-
tinue test explosions of atomic and hydrogen bombs, as
long as they continue to increase the fighting strength
of their armed forces, the Soviet Union, in close
co-operation with its allies, including those whichare
members of the defensive Warsaw Treaty, will take
all the necessary steps to protect its security.

108, Since the end of the Second World War, many
nations have freed themselves from a colonial or
semi-colonial system of government and have em-

barked on the road of independent national development.
The peoples of scores of Asian and African countries,
who until xecently were denied not only nat!mal
independence but even the essential conditions foi
normal existence, are exerting a new and importan
influence on the international scene,

109. Nevertheless, millions upon millions of people
are living in countries which still have the status of
colonies, The Governments of certain Powers, being
unable to halt the progress of the struggle for national
liberation, are resorting to arms in order to maintain
or restore their rule over the colonial peoples. At this
very moment, while we are sitting here in this hall,
the blood is being shed in many parts of the world of
people whose only crime is a desire for a free and
independent existence. In our opinion, it is the duty of
the United Nations 1o put an end to foreign military
intervention in the lives of the peoples of those
countries and to protect their legitimate nationa
rights, The Soviet Union has always condemned the
colonial system as utterly unjust and oppressive.

110, The Assembly cannot fail to note that the situation
in the Near and Middle East still remains tense. This
is largely due to the incessant interference by the
NATO Powere in the domestic affairs of the peoples of
that area.

111, The facts are a matter of common knowledge.
Quite recently, Egypt wasthe victim of aggression. The
attack on that country was a crucial test for all the
forces of peace, It might well have ledto the outbreak
of a widespread military conflict with grave con-
sequences for the nations. The Egyptian gamble failed
because the forces of peace proved stronger than the
forces of war. By going to Egypt's defence, the United
Nations played a role of considerable importance in
that affair,

112, Today, as the whole world can see, it is Syria
which has been selected as the victim of imperialist
intrigues. Crude political and economic pressure is
being applied to that country, plots are being hatched
against its Government, and it is threatened more and
more frequently of late with direct military interven-
tion.

113. Why has all this come about? Because the people
and Government of Syria are not willing tc submit tu
foreign dictation and refuse to allow their country to
9e drawn into aggressive blocs. The best possible
proof - if more were needed -~ that the Eisenhower-
Dulles doctrine is completely at variance with the
interests of the peoples of the Middle Eastis provided
by the activities of the United States in relation to

Syria.

114, Those responsikle for orgacizing acts of
provocation against Syria are trying to throw dust into
the eyes of honest people, They have invented two
versions of the facts, one more absurd than the other.
The first is that Syria is nllegedly threatening its
neighbours, If that is ._, then why have those
neighbours or the United States not taken the matter to
the United Nations, and referred it to the Security
Council with a view to removing the threat? the
organizers of the acts of provocation against Syria
know that there is no truth to the story. That is why
they have not laid the matter before the United Nations,

118, The second version is that the Near and Middle
East are threatened in some way by the Soviet Union,
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Yet since there is in reality no such threat, as the
inventors of this fantasy are well aware, there is
nothing plausible that they can say on that score. It is
true that, according to them, irdividuals who are not
acceptable to Washington have been appointed to some
public posts in Syria. But why should such questions
be decided in Wnshington rather than in Syria, and
what have they to do with the Soviet Union?

116. The organizers of the provocationwith regardto
Syria are alleging ever more noisily that the Soviet
Union has dangerous plans concerning the Near and
Middle East. They see danger in the fact that the
USSR is opposed to the subjection of the countries of
the Near and Middle East to foreign dictation, that it
is opposed to foreign intervention in the affairs of
those States and that it is infavour of the development
and strengthening of their independence. It would
appear, according to Mr. Dulles, that the Arab
countries' struggle for liberation from all foreign
dependence and their refusal to submit to orders‘-om
outside constitute "extreme nationalistic ambitiuns",
We, however, consider not only that there is nothing
extreme about this but also thatthe desi. “to preserve
its national independence is the indisputable and
inalienable right of every people and that this desire
is in full conformity with the solemn princip’es of the
United Nations.

117. The Soviet Union holds this view because it
follows from the very nature of its foreign policy, and
because the strengthening of the independence of the
countries in that area and their complete liberation
from the consequences of colonialism are essential
for the maintenance and strengthening of peace inthat
area.

118. The Soviet Union cannot remain indifferent and
observe from afar the attempts that are being made
to turn the Near and Middle East, an area adjacent
to its own territory, into a permanenthotbed of armed
conflict. The organizers of these conflicts must
understand that the Soviet Union cannot view such a
state of affairs impassively, since its own security is
affected.

119. We can express nothing but satisfaction at the
friendly relations which have been established between
the Soviet Union and the Arab countries. But we do not
for a moment consider that this should hinder the
maintenance of good relations. between the Arab
countries and other States, such as the United States
and the United Kingdom. We ourselves wish to maintain
good relations with the United States, the United
Kingdom and France.

120. We should like to ask the following questions of
those who are spreading fabrications about the Soviet
Union's alleged intrigues in the Near and Middle East.

121, Who is trying to lay hands on the natural
wealth of the Near and Middle East, the Soviet Union
or the United States? The answer is clear, This s the
work of the United States monopolies, and firsi and
foremost the oil monopolies.

122, Who is plotting against the Governments of the
countries of the Near and Middle East? For the answer
to this question we needlookno further than the recent
statement by the Syrian Government.

123. Who is sending special envoys to the Near and
Middle East to put increased pressure on Syria and

flagrantly interfere in its domestic affairs? The United
States, not the Soviet Union.

124, Who is setting some of the Near and Middle
Eastern States against others, in an attempt to find
submissive tools to carry out the plot against the
independence of first oneand then another Arab State?
The United States is doing this,

125. If we turn to the facts, we shall see that they
utterly demolish the arguments of those who seek to
discredit the Soviet Union's policy with regard to the
Near and Middle Eastern countries; we shall also see
who really is attempting to turn this region into a
powder-keg.

126. In the plans of those who are trying to place a
new yoke of colonial oppression on the countries of
the Near and Middle East and to attach these countries
to aggressive military groups such as the Baghdad
Pact, not least important are attempts to set some
countries of that region against others and, morever,
to find among them persons willing to be tools in the
hands of the foreigner. It must be admitted that there
are politicians in some countries who are apparently
prepared to follow this dangerous path, Their line of
reasoning must be as follows: the stifling of certain
independent Arab States may perhaps prevent the
strengthening of the patriotic forcesinthose countries,
and in Eastern countries generally, which are not to
the liking of certain foreign circles.

127. These persons are obviously victims of men-
dacius propaganda, which is spread in the hope that it
will give gullible people the idea that certain Arab
States, especially States with a monarchic form of
government, would even gain by the execution of such
plans., But I would ask these people and these
politicians: is not Yemen a monarchy? And yet, look
at what is being done tc that State. The Soviet
Government believes that good sense will prevail and
that these people will not embark upon a dangerous
course,

128. There are also people, both in the West and in
the East, who consider that events in the Near and
Middle East, however serious, are local in character
and that there is no need to be unduly concerned about
them., But this is a dangerous illusion. If it was
difficult to localize military conflicts in the past, it is
particularly dangerous to harbour such illusions now.
We would therefore ask those who are unceasingly
brandishing the torch of war in the Near and Middle
East whether they are able to foresee where the flames
of war will spread if they are kindled there.

129, How can the situation in the Middle East be
improved? The Soviet Government's yroposals in this
connexicn are well known, They provide, in particular,
that the Governments of the four Powers, the United
States, the United Kingdom, France ant the USSR,
should renounce the use of force in the Near and
Middle East and all intervention in the domestic
affairs of the countries of that region, Iwould ask you,
what is wrong with these proposals? Why should we
not declare our renunciation of the use of force and of
intervention in the domestic affairs of the countries
of that region? Nevertheless, the Governments of the
United States, the United Kingdom and France have
refused to accept those proposals. The Soviet Govern-~
ment considers that the approval of these principles
in one form or another by the General Assembly
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might do much to improve matters in an area where
the situation today is justly causing alarm,

130. The Assembly did useful work at its last session
in raising its voice in defence of Egypt. It would do
well if it did the same on this occasion too, raising
its authoritative voice in defence of the independence
of yet other States of the Near and Middle East and
strongly condemning the dangerous policy which cer-
tain Powers are pursuing with regard to the countries
of that area.

131, There are certain politicians in the Wst, espe-
cially in the United States, who express dissappoint-
ment at the Snviet Union's position on important inter-
national problems, including that of the situation in
the Near and Middle East, They say that recently
they have been expecting a softening of the USSR
position, but, according to them, it seems that the
Soviet Union's position remains firm. To these
politiclans we say this: In the struggle for peace, the
Soviet Uniou has always maintained and will always
maintain a firm position, if by that is meant our ad-
herence to principles and our consistency.

132, There are many other urgent questions, among
them some relating to the European'situation, which
must be settled in the interest of security. In this
connexion, I would recall our proposal, which we of
course maintain, for the dissolutioncI NATOand of the
Warsaw Treaty Organization. There is no need to
expatiate on the fact that such a step would lead to
fundamental changes in the international situation,
especially the situation in Europe. It would promote
the creation of conditions conducive to real trust be-
tween States and to the settlement of the outstanding
international problems of our time.

133. The Soviet Government is convinced that real
security for Europe should be sought through collec-
tive measures to be taken for this purpose, rather
than through the conversion of the European continent
into an arena of dangerous competition between op-
posing military groups. The Soviet Government's
proposals with regard to collective security in Europe
are well known. We have upheld them and will con-
tinue to uphold them, as a sure means of strengthen-
ing European security.

134, We also maintain the Soviet Government's pro-
pesal for the conclusion of a treaty between the par-
ticipants of NATO and the participants of the Warsaw
Treaty system, under which they would assume the
obligation to refrain from the use of force and to
settle all disputes by peaceful means. The conclusion
of such a treaty would do a great deal to improve the
whole international situation, and, primarily, the
situation in Europe. It would promote the establish-
ment of a system of collective European security,
since only such a system can turn Europe from the
hotbed of war it has often been in the past into a firm
bastion of international peace and security.

135 It is time for our Organization to reach agree-
ment on the question of defining aggression. For at
least ten years this question has been kicked around
like a football from one committee to another and
from one session of the General Assembly to another.
As we all know, however, there is as yet nu generally
accepted definition of aggression. Agreement on this
question might exercise a restraining influence on
potential aggressors and in that way would serve the

cause of peace and of the United Nations, which is in
duty bound to preserve the pesace.

136, One of our Organization's most important tasks
is to ensure broad and free economic relations among
nations. In order to live in peace, the peoples must
trade with one another, since free international trade
is the soundest basis for the development of peaceful
and friendly relations among States. All countries,
great and small, need one another to some extent.
That is why the Charter calls for international co-
operation in golving the economic problems with
which nations are faced, and why a number of organs
have been established within our Organization to pro-
mote the achievement of this aim. Could the founding
States of the United Nations, which adopted the Charter
at San Francisco, have envisaged such a monstrous
situation with regard to the development of economic
relations, especially international trade, asthat which
we are witnessing today? Of course not, as you very
well know.

137. For many years now, the General Assembly, the
Economic and Social Council and other United Nations
organs have been concerned with questions of eco-
nomic co-operation. Hundreds of meetings have been
devoted to this subject and whole volumes of records
and resolutions have been compiled. But can we say
that as a result of all this the cause of economic co-
operation among nations has made any appreciable
progress ? Unfortunately, we cannot.

138. The state of international trade is a matter of
particular concern at the present time. The policy
of the "cold war" has cast its black shadow on this
sphere of international co-operation also., Traditional
commercial ties between nations have been broken.
The attempts of the United States and other NATO
countries to undermine the economy of the socialist
States by hampering trade with them have resulted in
a situation In whichordinary trade matters are settled,
not in commercial institutions or business offices,
but at NATO military staff headquarters.

139, Of course, the plans for weakening the socialist
countries by an economic blockade are built on sand.
History records many instances where individual
States or whole coalitions of Powers have attempted
to employ economic blockade as a means of imposing
their wiil upon other States, These attempts have never
been successful,

140. I would remind you that at one time an attempt
was made to squeeze the Soviet Union in the vise of
an economic blockade. What was the final result? We
not only successfully overcame the difficulties artifi-
cially created for us, but were able to overtake and
outstrip many leading capitalist countries, and weare
continuing to make steady progress in our economic
development., At the same time, we have adequately
developed the domestic production of types of goods
which we were previously interested in obtaining from
the Western countries.

141, The attempts which are still being made at the
present time to impose an economic blockade on coun-
tries which, in size, population and industrial produc-
tion, represent one third of mankind are quite ridicu-
lous.

142, It is becoming increasingly obvious that the
Western countries are the ones which are suffering
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most from the embargo policy they are now pursuing,
since this policy deprives the business circles of
these countries of large and reliable markets, It would
seem that in many Western countries people are al-
ready coming to the conclusion that the policy of arti-
ficially restricting trade with the socialist countries
does not justify itself. The Governments of the United
Kingdom, France, the Federal Republic of Germany,
Italy, Japan and some other countries recently decided
to relax the restrictions on trade with the People's
Republic of China, Thig is undoubtedly a step forward
in removing the obstacles to the development of inter-
national economic co-operation,

143. It is to be hoped that further progress will be
made in this direction and that good sense, dictated by
sound economic interests, will prevail over the short-
sighted political calculations of the advocates of the
"cold war",

144, The promotion of economic co-operation between
states is an extremely complicated matter, especially
in the circumstances which now prevail. It seems to
us that, in order to solve this problem successfully,
it would be useful to convene conference of all in-
terested States to discuss in detail the mostimportant
problems of international co-operation in the various
spheres of economic life. At such a world economic
conference, agreement could also be reached ca the
establishment of a permanent organ within the United
Nations to deal with trade problems. After all, an
international economic conference was convened after
the First World War. Why should this not be done
now?

145. The foundations of our Organization were laid
in the terrible years of the most destructive war in
history. The establishment of the United Nations was
an expression of the peoples' determination to ensure
peace and security, to affirm the principle of the equal
rights of nations large and small and to develop friendly
co-operation among all States. Unfortunately, many of
the principles on which the United Nations was based
were subsequently violated and the United Nationshas
to a great extent been turned into an arena for the
"cold war",

146. Given the desire, much could be done to enhance
the role of the United Nations in solving the most im-
portant international problems.

147, In the first place, attempts to turn the United
Nations into an instrument of the policy of any Power
or group of Powers must renounced.

148, For example, what has the action of the NATO
Powers in insisting on dragging into the agenda of
the General Assembly such an obviously provocative
item as the so-called "question of Hungary" in com-
mon with the purposes of the United Nations with
regard to ensuring peace and international co-opera-
tion? This action can have no other purpose than to
inflame passions artificially and to create an atmos-
phere of discord and hostility among the peoples.
The time has come to realize that Hungary has had
its say and that that is what must be taken into account.
Whether certain people like it or not, the Hungarian
people will follow the course of building socialism.
The sooner the fuss about the "question of Hungary"
is brought to an end, the better it will be both for the
authority of the United Nations and for the cause of
peaca.

149, In the second place, it is essential to strengthen
the United Nations in every way and to enhance the
authority and importance of its organs, rather than
to weaken the Organization by establishing various
blocs and military alliances. It is no 3ecret, for ex-
ample, that attempts have lately been made to mini-
mize the role of such an important organ of the United
Nations as the Security Council. And yet the Security
Council bears the primary responsibility for the
maintenance of international peace and security.

150. Thirdly - and this is a matier of major im-
portance - it is nnw high time to settle the long-
standing question of restoring the People's Republic
of China to its lawful rights inthe United Nations. The
Government of the People's Republic of China is the
only legal government representing the Chinese people.
It is the authority of the United Nations that has suf-
fered most from the fact that the voice of the great
Chinese people has not yet been heard here, as no
important international issue can in fact be settled
today without taking into account the position of the
People's Republic of China,

151, The continued absence from our midst of the
lawful representatives of the Chinese people is mainly
attributable to the position the United States Govern-
ment has taken in this matter, and to the pressure it
has exerted upon a number of countries. It has so far
seen fit to take the line that a country which has a
population of hundreds of millions and in which the
lawful government, supported by the whole Chinese
people, has its seat, is not China, but that China is
a small portion of Chinese territory - the island of
Taiwan - where the Chiang Kai-shekclique, whichwas
expelled from China by the people, has taken refuge
under the protection of the United States armed forces.
It is difficult to find an; sense in this, and we think
that before long even the Americans will ask them~
selves in amazement how it was possible to take such
a strange position in regard to a State inhabited by
one quarter of the entire population of the globe,

152. The delegation of the Soviet Union believes that
the twelfth session of the General Assembly is ina
position to make a substantial contribution to the
relief of internatiomal tension and the strengthening
of peace. We all, of course, realize that it would not
be possible to settle all outstanding international
issues, or even the most improtant of them, all at
once at this session. But let us single out the most
urgent ones, those whose solution is imperative. Even
if we cannot find a complete and final solution, let
us at least take the first steps toward solving them
and pave the way for further action,

153, In this statement, the Soviet delegativa has
mentioned some of these urgent problems and has
tried to outline a course which might lead to their
solution, The main proposals of the Government of
the USSR, mentioned in this statement, are submitted
as separate documents for consideration by the General
Assembly.

154, In conclusion, permit me to express the hope
that the work of this session will be marked by fruit-
ful co-operation among all delegations inthe interests
of peace.

155. Mr. PELLA (Italy) (translated from French):
I, too, would like to congratulate Sir Leslie Munro
on his election to the high office of President of this
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Assembly, and on the outstanding qualities which
determined his colleagues' choice. This tribute is an
expression of the Italian delegation's deep respect
for the President personally and of its attitude towards
the Assembly, which has elected him and whichunites
the representatives of peoples who are relying on us
to defend their rights througli the search for under-
standing and co-operation. That search is our duty.
We begin our week in the keen hope that it will be
crowned with success.

156. We were happy toc welcome among us in the
past few days a new Member State, the Federation of
Malaya. It is pleasure for me to associate myself,
on behalf of the Italian Government, with the words
of congratulation which the President and other
speakers have addressed to the representative of this
new State. The establishment of the Federation of
Malaya is a significant example of the orderly and
peaceful development of a Non-Self-Governing Terri-
tory towards independence. This successful develop-
ment is a result of the constructive co-operation be-
tween the Government of the United Kingdom and the
democratic institutions of the Federation of Malaya.
We congratulate both parties on the wisdom and
statesmanship which brought about this historic event.

157. The report of our Secretary-General [A/3594]
reveals the scope of his activities and endeavours and
bears witness to his devotion to our Organization, I
should like to stress this point before going any fur-
ther and to offer Mr. Hammarskjold our very sincere
thanks and an assurance of our appreciation,

158. The report is reassuring and vindicates our
confidence, for it shows us the progress we have
made despite difficulties which have often been har-
rowing. It also demonstrates the extent of our re-
sponsibility, since the future depends on the moral
authority of our Organization and on its approach to
the search for the necessary solutions. We bring our
problems here in order to discuss them before public
opinion, before mankind, which is observing us and
which will judge our Organization by what we do.

159. The spirit of freedom reigns over our debates.
It is in the very atmosphere of this hall, It pervades
this noble country, in which the United Nations decided
to establish its headquarters, because it was born of
freedom and lives by freedori. Freedom, that pure
aspiration towards which mankind has striven through-
out its history, leaves us a choice between success
and failure, hope and despair, international law and
chaos. But this choice implies a responsibility.

160, When the General Assembly met last year, the
international situation had some extremely threatening
agpects. Thanks to the efforts of the United Nations,
thanks to its appeals, to which some countries, con-
sclous of their responsibilities and faithful to the
principles of the Charter, responded, the immediate
crisis was contained.

161. The Assembly meets this time under the shadow
of other dangers, originating in an area close to the
one with which we were concerned last year, A new
source of disorder and danger has been introduced
by the interference of a foreign Power in the Near
East - and this at a time when international order
has not yet been restored in Europe, and when the
sams Power has deult a heavy blow to the prestige
and authority of the United Nations. Strong only in its

might, a Member State, which likes to pose as the
champion of the weak and the oppressed, and which
has been found guilty in this Assembly of an armed
attack on the population of another Member State, in
violation of our fundamental law, has refused to bow
to the common will so that justice may be restored.

162. Moreover, a Government imposed and maintained
from abroad continues to take, within a Member State,
measures which constitute a continuous patent and
flagrant violation of human rights. In our eyes, this
is a very serious matter.

163. On whom, then, shall we rely to defend our
prestige, if we cannot do so ourselves? What has
become of respect for our Charter? What will become
of our peoples' confidence in the United Nations if a
State, by virtue of its greater strength, can refuse to
recognize the rights of another Member State when its
own interests and ambitions are at stake ? The report
of the Special Committee on the Problem of Hungary
[A/3592] is unequivocal. The Assembly has rightly
recognized its value. and has voted by an overwheim-
ing majority [677th meeting] to endorse a condemna-
tion which the facts themselves enjoin.

164, But the events in Hungary do not concern us
solely as the bitter and tragic ordeal of a people;
they have also raised doubt and apprehension in the
minds of all those who believe that international rela-
tions should be governed by law and that respect for
the obligations to which we have subscribed here in
the United Nations is the only form of force on which
any of us, great or small, have the right to rely.

165. Public opinion and our ownconsciences forbid us
to lose hope. For it would bea disaster for the peace-
ful future of the world - and a crime - if it were to
be proved possible t6 stifle in blood once and for all
the plea for independence which we all heard, almost
literally, resounding through this hall and throughout
the world, If the law istoendure, it must be respected
by all. Although compliance with the law by certain
States, which were conscious of their obligations,
represented a victory for the United Nations, the
danger remains grave because others have not thought
it necessary to do likewise.

166, We, for our part, stand ready to applaud any
step taken by the Hungarian Government and the Soviet
Government, in accordance with the decisions taken
by this Assembly, for the purpose of alleviating the
present tragic plight of the Hungarian people, whose
political, legal and human rights are being violated.

1687. Our responsibility towards all the Members of
our Organization 1is clear. Only the future can tell
whether there is room for hope and the prophets are
mistaken.

168. This brings me to another problem on which the
world's attention and fears are focused and on which
its very survival depends: the problem customarily
referred to a as "disarmament", on which we heard
some very Interesting statements yesterday, particu-
larly from the United States Secretary of State, Mr,

Dulles [680th meeting].

169. It seems to us that to referonly to disarmament
is to state the problem incorrectly. Our aim is to
establish conditions which will ensure the maintenance
of peace. Disarmament 18 only one aspect of the prob-
lem of maintaining peace. To believe that wars will
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cease simpiy because the nations have disarmed is
tantamount to believing that fires can be prevented
simply by destroying the means of putting them out.

170. Public opinion in our countries has followed the
work of the Sub-Committee of the Disarmament Com-
mission in London very closely. It knows that the
West's desire to avoid a conflict is sincere. But it
also knows that no agreement can be reached unless
all parties are provided with reliable safeguards,
both material and moral, against outside attack.

170. We must agree to disarmament, and we willcer-
tainly gladly do so when the time comes. But dis-
armament must bring with it a guarantee of security,
and all parties must have an assurance that it does
in fact diminish rather than increase the dangers to
which they are exposed. It would indeed be extremely
dangerous to allow a state of affairs in which the
apparent weakness of some States arocused the cu-
pidity of others. A country which disarmed without
being sure that a similar process was taking place
in the countries confronting it would be impairing,
not serving peace.

172, If a valid solution istobe found, all the elements
of the problem must be taken into consideration and
none must be neglected. Peace is the result of a bal-
ance of feelings and forces; that balance is very deli-
cate and any change requires the closest study by the
Governments concerned.

173. In my opinion, there are three main factors in
this balance; first, the reduction of armaments,
secondly, the guarantee of control, and thirdly, the
solution of political problems. These three factors
are interdependent and inseparable.

174. It has been said - and cur Charter reassertsit -
that wars are born in the minds of men. They are, of
course, due to material cavses, but psychological and
moral factors are also involved, and the three can-
not be separated. No one could fail to desire the re-
duction of armaments and the halting of that race which
fills the future withhorror. Unproductive expenditures
weigh heavily on our national economies.

175. We, in Italy, certainly set far greater store by
our reconstruction effort than by any armaments. But
we wish to live in peace and in security.

176. But since mutual trust is not, and unfortunately
cannot be complete, only control can ensure security,
My country would be quite prepared to permit the
inspection of its territory, on condition that the same
control was accepted by other countries. Moreover,
a State which intends to honour the commitments it
has undertaken has no grounds for fear. Eow could a
State claim the right to supervise others without sub-
mitting to the same supervision itself? These are
truisms, of course, but there seems to be a desire to
disregard them or to use them for propaganda pur-
poses, for levelling charges which are as baseless
as they are inconsistent, and which we have the right
and the duty to refute.

177. As regards the solution of political problems,
we must recognize that disarmament cannot be used
to perypetuate injustices, which smoulder like embers
in the ashes. Failure to deal with the causes which
might lead directly to conflict between countries and
peoples would be dangerous and would impede the
restoration of confidence. And, without confidence,

peace is always in danger. It is hardly necessary to
say that I am referring particularly to the German
situation, to the need to end the arbitrary partition
imposed on a people and to recognize their right
freely to determine their future through the exercise
of a choice which is their moral, political and legal
due.

178, As to the material and technical aspects of
disarmament, we consider that, in certain circum-
stances, the armaments customarily described as
conventional may be no less dangerous tothe indepen-
dence and freedom of countries than those described
as atomic. If progress is to be made towards dis-
armament, the reductions agreed on for conventional
and atomic armaments must be proportionate, so that
a reduction in one means of defence doesnot increase
the possibility of aggression by another means,

179. As regards thermonuclear tests, no one, we
believe, would seek to deny the apprehensions they
arouse. They are a source of concern to us all and
we all appreciate the risks involved. But a proposal
has been made that such tests should be suspended
and, on the other hand, that the production and stock-
piling of nuclear weapons should be halted. We are
told that this proposal has little merit. However, the
connexion between the two requirements is quite obvi-
ous. How can itbe claimed at this stage that the danger
lies in th2 technical and theoretical development of
the weapons and not in the accumulation of stockpiles ?

186. Once again we are faced with a manoeuvre which
casts doubt on the real intentions of some of the par-
ties concerned. We cannot but regard it as an attempt
at propaganda, whereas we on our side are making
an honest and sincere effort towards progress. But
perhaps their aim differs, too, and they are seeking
to halt the defence effort of other States in order to
be able toc arm more freely in the meantime. But if
so, where does the real danger lie ?Who really threat-
ens peace - the party which offers or the party which
refuses? The answer is obvious. These are grave
questions, for the very fate of the world hinges on the
issue of peace.

181. There is arother problem which should be raised
in this connexion: that of freedom of information, It
is included in our agenda. We recently had the pleasure
of welcoming to Rome a conference of non-govern-
mental organizations on United Nations information,
A solution to this problem must ultimately be found
through the action of Member States. Information is
one of the cornerstones of the structure we have built,
It is one of mankind's fundamental freedoms.

182. I would therefore like to ask our Secretary-
General if we have, for example, figures from our
information offices regardingthe dissemination among
the peoples of Hungary and the neighbouring countries
of the Special Committee's report. This questicn, I
assure you, is put without malice. The Italian delega~
tion wonders whether all Member States should not
be required to permit the free dissemination within
their countries of information on important issues -
disarmament and others - put out by the United
Nations, I know that they have at least a moral obli-
gation to do so. But it is not fully complied with, and
the information services of the United Nations should
be in a position to undertake the direct dissemination
of documents and news emanating from the Assembly.
There would thus be a control of all by all; this would
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promote the dissemination of accurate information
and show up cases where such information was being
withheld.

183. We are all convinced that our planet is evolving
politically; new sovereign States are being born -
like the Federation of Malaya - new nations, proud of
their rights and aspirations, and anxious to develop
along the lines dictated by spiritual and historical
needs.

184, In this sphere, my country has a modest claim
to distinction. Our work in Somaliland, for example,
has attracted attention and has been commended by
the United Nations. We have been gratified by iis
endorsement of our policy and its appreciation of the
scope of our efforts. The sacrifices which we have
made in the interests of human solidarity, which is
or should be the guiding principle of the United
Nations, will, I am certain, bear fruit, The United
Nations has helped us in the fulfilment of this task;
in this connexion, I should like to thankall those whose
co-operation has made this possible. Each passing
year brings us closer to the date when the country
will attain complete independence, and the responsi-
bilitles of government have already largely been
transferred from the Italian administration to the
Somali Goverament. In saying this, I would like to
offer the people of Somaliland our very sincere wishes
for success in their advance towards peace and pros-

perity.

185, But new needs are making themselves felt with-~
in the United Nations itself.Iwould like to say in pass-

ing that the Italian delegation considers that changes

might be made in the Charter and that the organs
through which it is carried into effect mightbe adapted
to meet these new needs. We are in favour of a revi-
sion of the Charter along these lines. But we regard
it as a very delicate matter, involving a balance of
responsibilities, and one which requires thorough
study. It would be a mistake to proceed too hastily in
laying down new conditions for our work here.

186, However, such caution should not prevent ac-
ceptance of the principle of change, which the Italian
delegation considers just and valid. It further believes
that the Security Council and the Economic and Social
Council should be enlarged, in order to make room in
our collective activities for the peoples who have re-
cently acquired national independence and who have
the right and duty to express their needs here and
to find help in solving their political and economic
problems - although variations in responsibility should
continue to be taken into account.

187, In our opinion, these are not such generous views
as it might at first appear. Each one of us needs all
the others and there must be more give and take in
all fields, from the political to the economic and
cultural.

188. I do not think that my statement would be com-
plete if I did not refer, even very briefly, to some
economic problems which, I think, are of paramount
importance in the world of today. In this connexion,
I should like once again to pay a tribute to the work
done by the Secretariat of the United Nations and the
reglonal economic commissions - addressing it, as
usuval, to the Secretariat's chief officer, that is, the
Secretary-General. We should also like to express
our appreciation of the quality and the high standard

of the debates which have been held for many years in
the Economic and Social Council, its functional com-
missions, the specialized agencies and the Committees
of the Ceneral Assembly, where all Member States
introduce and discuss questions, needs and aspirations
connected with economic and social progress.

189. I think that the noble ideal of freedom would
lose much of its value for a people living in destitu-
tion. There can be no social peace whout real economic
progress. That is why I believe it is not going too far
to say that social peace is the result of political and
economic peace.

190. An eminent Italian, one of the great architects
of Italian unity, Count Cavour, sald about a century
ago that the science of political economy was the
science of love of one's country. That remains quite
true to this day, particularly in the sense in which
Cavour envisaged all his economic work; he laboured
and struggled to make political frontiers less and
less of an economic barrier, so that his country
might progress towards prosperity, not at the ex-
pense of other countries but by sharing with all other
countries the benefits of civilization, increased weil-
being and progress in freedom.

191. This ideal, which Italy still upholds - and Iwish
to place this formally on record - should inspire us
to strive for free and voluntary co-operation so as
to achieve a peaceful and just solution not only of the
world's economic problems but also of its political
problems.

192, I should now like to say a few werds about a
recent achievement in which my country has had a
share and which will shortly be playing a major role
in the political and economic life of six European
countries. I am referring to the treaty signed at Rome
on 25 March 1957 setting up the European Economic
Community. Although the procedure for ratification
has not yet been completed by all the signatory States,
I want to say a few words about this treaty because
I know that some misgivings about European economic
integration do exist and have been voiced in various
United Nations organs and committees. These mis-
givings mainly relate to the possibility of an integrated
Europe adopting a policy of protectionism and dis-
crimination against the rest of the world.

193. Nothing is further from the thoughts and inten-
tions of the Italian Government; it considers that the
legitimate interests of countries which arenotparties
to the treaty not only are safeguarded by the provi-
sions of the treaty itself, but may also find additional
safeguards in supplementary agreements designed to
harmonize those interests. The community is there-
fore open to the whole world and will remain so. We
may expect that, through the steady development and
balanced expansion of its economy, the integration of
Europe, far from restricting trade and the movement
of capital, will result in the creation of a market with
a larger purchasing power, which would mean both a
larger demand for the goods of other countries and
a larger supply of goods, services and capital for the
rest of the world.

194. I sincerely believe that we should be very short-
sighted if we thought that, in the modern world, it
was possible to improve the well-being of small
groups only, while dooming the rest of the world for
all time to an obscure and wretched life of stagnation
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and poverty, Like peace and reality, human well-being
is one and indivisible. And I think this principle ap-
plies not only to relations within a given country but
also to relations on the international plane, within the
community of States and nations.

195. I think we should all be grateful to the United
Nations for having focused world attention for so
many years on the political and economic importance
of the problem cf accelerating the economic develop-
ment of backward countries. Ir his Introduction to his
annual report [A/3594/Add.1], the Secretary-General
says once again that the needfor more rapid economic
growth and social advancement in the less developed
regions of the world is a major challenge. He does
not say to whom it is a challenge, but I do not think
I am wrong in saying that it is a challenge to the good
will and imagination - to the esprit de finesse, to
quote Pascal - of those who have clear vision and a
sense of justice.

196. I entirely agree with the Secretary-General,
particularly because, although my country has achieved
a considerable degree of economic development and
industrialization - we shall never forgetthe American
people's assistance in this respect - it stiil has its
own urgent development problems in the economically
backward areas of the south. We have therefore learned
by experience how necessary and urgent and also how
difficult it is to break the vicious circle of stagnation
and poverty in order to raise living standards and
improve the lot of mankind.

197, That iswhy we have great sympathy withall those
Governments and peoples which have the same problem
to solve, in a larger scale and under even more urgent
pressure. And by "sympathy" Iam not merely express-
ing good intentions;Iam stating the guiding principle of
a foreign economic policy to which my country is com-
mitted. Italy hrs infact undertakenandisnow carrying
out a vast programme to solve the problems of the eco-
nomically backward areas, not on the basis of national
self-sufficiency, but of a coherent policy of increased
co-operation with all countries. One of the aimsof our
economic development programme is, for instance, to
increase our foreign trade with the under-developed
countries whicharenow in process of industrialization,

198, But, though we recognize the full implications
and force of the demand for social betterment and for
increased participation in the community which exists
in many parts of the world, I think it is essential that
we should never lose sight of the fact that, unless
economic progress and ‘ncreased industrialization go
hand in hand with the maintenance or increased enjoy-
ment of human rights, we shall have made a fool's
bargain, which would involve far too heavy aburden of
expenditure, and even unbearable sacrifices, for
generations enslaved on the pretext of a better lot for
future generations.

199. All recent experience proves, without exception,
that political systems which deny freedom and justify
dictatorship in the name of economic progress not only
make the workers and the international community pay
dearly for it, both directly and indirectly, butalso set
a pattern for future generations in which a small
privileged governing class keeps itself in power only
by force and by the economy of forced labour.

200. We should, I believe, constantly bear in mind the
fact that the industrial revolution which transformed

the civilization of Western Europe was accompanied by
steady progress towards freedom, while increased
production went hand in hand with increasingly
equitable distribution. The chiefaim of those countries
which wish to carry out a similar revolution must be,
in my opinion,tocombine the greatest possible degree
of economic and social advancement with the greatest
possible measure of freedom. The achievement of this
ideal may be rendered less difficult by international
economic co-operation, and my Government is con-
vinced that this is the direction which our efforts
should take, within both national communities and the
international community, whose needs and aspirations
are expressed in the United Nations,

201, But there is still one last problem to which I
should like to draw attention, although I know that it is
already being studied by the secretariat of the Econo-
mic and Soclal Ccuncil ~ I should like to thank those
who proposed that this should be done. I mean the old
problem of the difficulties which arise whenthe desire
for rapid economic development must be reconciled
with the need to maintain internal and external financial
stability. The crux of the problem is the possibility of
an inflation which cannot be controlled by normal mone-
tary measures alone, because it would bedueto a rise
in costs of production unaccompanied by an increase in
productivity, more than tocertainbottle-necks in basic
industries or - particularly in the under-developed
countries ~ to the difficulty of adapting the new produc-
tion patterns to the increased demand resulting from
investment.

202. The danger of inflation is a problem which must
be studied and faced without delay, because it is still
the worst and the most inequitable method of taxation
and, above all, because it inevitably dries up savings,
which are, the world over, the primary and indis-
pensable source of all economic development.

203. The problems to which I have alluded are
certainly not easy to solve. They are closely linked
with the peace, life, liberty and well-being of nations
and individuals. Nevertheless, my Government places
great hopes in international co-operationinthe search
for satisfactory solutions. The reconstructio. of
Europe was an international undertaking, carrierl out
by means of international co-operation. We must work
shoulder to shoulder for the same ideals, bearing in
mind that the essence, the very core of human wisidom
- as Fanst learned after long experience - ls that we
are entitled to life »nd liberty - and for ray partI
wouid add peace - only if we are capable of the patient
and unremitting effort by which they can be won.

204. For our part, we have shown our willingness to
help solve these problems within the limits of our
economic possibilities. Conscious of the sometimes
dramatic urgency of the needs of some countries now
undergoing development, we z.re determined to continue
our efforts. Some of these countries, incidentally,are
right on our own doorstep, on the shores of the Medi-
terranean, the cradle from which we have all sprung.

205. The transition from one period to another, the

building of a new political order in place of the old, are

sometimes so rapid that problems of readjustment,
often of a serious character, arise not only on the
economic level but also, and particularly, on the politi-
cal and psychological level. But it is essential for
everyone to realize that, if such development is not
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contained, by means of reasonable agreements, within
limits which will safeguard the fundamental needs of
the different countries, there is a danger of its be-
coming a destructive force which would jeopardize for
an indefinite period all peacef:l progress towards a
golution of Mediterranean problems.

206. The statesmen of our time, particularly those
who are called upon to lead the mations which are
seeking means ot promote their development, should
always bear in mind that nothing can replace free co-
ope1ration among peoples, based on a common will for
peace and on economic stability, i.e., on confidence.

207. For such a climate to be established, the
Govearnments concerned must not stinttheir construc-
tive efforts and must frankly face the problems from
which rivalries and discord stem.

208. But unfortunately we are still faced with prob-
lems in the Middle East whichhave opened a deep gulf.
This gulf threatens to become deeper and deeperand to
cause suffering to hundreds of thousands of refugees.
Such conflicts place a heavy burden on mutual under-
standing inthe world, are a constant threat to peace and
are easily exploited by the enemies of the principles
on which our Organization is based."

209. That is why my country isbound, by virtue of its
geographical position and its traditional links of
friendship in these areas, to assist in any effort to-
wards a settiement in the spirit of the Charter, We
hope that the United Nations will undertake a furtaer
examination of the situation, with the determinationto
eliminate all cavess of distrust and to disregard pas-
sion and ill-judged advice.

210. We are also concerned with another part of the
Mediterranean. My country, which is a sincere friend
of France and cherishes its traditional friendship with
the Moslem world, is fully aware of the difficulties of
the Algerian problem. I should like once more to
express the hope that the wishes expressed Ly the
United Nations may soon be translated into action in the
interests of the Algerian people and of France, as well

as in the interests of peace and prosperity in the
Mediterranean.

211, Italy, a country which is deeply imbued with
Latin civilization, has strong and sincere links of
interest and sympathy with that part of the American
continent where Latin civilization is flourishing under
new but characteristically Latin forms. It hasfound its
security in Atlantic s .lidarity and it remains strongly
attached to the North Atlantic alliance, which binds the
free world together and is essentialtothe maintenance
of peace and the safeguarding of our liberties.

212, Italy also feels deeply that its destiny is bound
up with that of Europe; it believes in the "need for
Europe" within the traditional framework of the Old
World, in which so much of our history, thought and
civilization has its roots.

213. Proud of its contribution to the peaceful develop-
ment of the continent to which it belongs, Italy's
geographical position in Europe places it inthe centre
of the Mediterranean, at a crossroads where old and
new meet. It cannot and certainly dors not wish to
refuse any form of co-operation which lies within its
power. As much as any other country, perhaps more,
we should like to see peace and tranquillity restored
in the Mediterranean, and the Mediterranean countries
turning their efforts towards bettering the lot of their
peoples instead of destroying them.

214, The problems still to be r.ived in the Mediter-
ranean are important, and their solution will not be
easy. However, we should be able to accomplish it, if
we take our common interest as a basis and make a
joint effort towards constructive understanding. Vio-
lence must be brought to an end and men must live
for the promotion of their own well-being aud that of
others,

215. The Italian delegation intends to devote all its
efforts at this Assembly to this task.

The meeting rose at 1.15 p.m,

. Lithq. in U.N.
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