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1. Mr, Green (Canada): Before I commence my state~
ment I should like to say how pleaged Canadians are
that Mr. Slim has been chosen unanimously as Presi-
dent of the sixteenth session of the General Assembly.
Throughout the last few years we have learned to
admire him for his friendliness and his great wisdom,
and we believe that he has becoms one of the outstand~
ing statesmen of the United Nations., We are pleased
also because he represents Tunisia which, in itsterm
as a Member of this Organization, has taken such an
active and important part. It is most fitting that a
Tunisian should have been chosen President of the
General Assembly,

2. We believe, too, that it is appropriate that a rep-
resentative of a nation of Africa should be President
of the Assembly at the present time-ihat continent
which is now the centre of attention for the whole
world, a continent whose sons are playing such an
active and important role in these halls,

3. For all these reasons I wish to congratulate the
President on behalf of Canada and to assure him that
we shall help him in every way possible during his
‘term of office. It is not an easy time to be President
of the General Assembly, but we know that he will
fulfil the expectations of his many, many friends,

4, At no other time in its sixteen years has the
/United Nations faced so many large issues, some of
which, we believe, threaten its very survival, Many of
these issues have been placed on the agenda, but the
. one which immediately confronts us results from the
- tragic death of the Secretary-General. Before we can
. deal effectively with any other question, some interim
arrangement must be made to enable the work of this
Organization to be carried on,

6. The appointment of a Secretary~General is a mat-
ter so important that it would require mature reflection
even if circumstances were normal, but in the provail=
ing political atmoxphere an early appointment seems,

- from the Canadian point of view, out of the question,
6, But today's ocircumstances will not allow this
Organization to be left any longer without direction.
The Congo situation alone demands that an interim
~ arrangement be made at once. Member Governments,
such as the Government of Canada, with.impertant

‘I

eommitments in that country, have a right, and a duty,
to insist that the United Natiors ‘operation be con=
ducted under proper authority. Here we have important
negotiations under way at this vev time with Katanga,
yet with no one here in New York to direct the opera=
tions of the Secretariat. That, I suggest, is a foolish
situation, but surely there is enough wisdom in this
Assembly to meet that situation and to appoint some-
one on an interim basis, The Advisory Committee on
the Congo, made up of eighteen nations, of which
Canada is one, has done splendid work here for more
than fifteen months past, and.yet there is now no one
to whom that Committee can give directions, That, I
repeat, is the situation which should not be allowed
to continue.

7. No delegation here has expressed disagreement
about the urgency of making an interim arrangement,
Intensive consultations have already taken place about
various possibilities. It is recognized by all=-and I do
not believe there is one delegation here that would
disagree with the statement that I am about to make=-
that there are right here in this hall eminent repre=
sentatives who have the necessary emalifications and
who enjoy the trust and confidence of the Assembly.
We should waste no time in selecting one of these
widely respected men to take interim charge of the
functions and responsibilities of the office of Secretary-
General.

8. We do not expect such an arrangement to be in-
definitely prolonged. We see it as a means for keeping
the essential work of the Organization going, and as

"a means of affording to us the time required to give

careful considerationto the appointment of a Secretary-
General,

9. We would expect the interim appointee to have the
loyal co=operation of the Secretariat at all levels. No
doubt he will have-his own working methods and will
make his own arrangements for drawing on the advice
and experience of the international staff, He may wish
to make some adjustment in the Secretariat, He must,
however, retain full authority to make the decisions
and give the directions which are the sole responsibil=
ity of the office he will be filling.

16. As for the longer term problem. the Charter
calls for the appointment of a single executive. Any

- change in the nature of the office would require amend=

ment of the Charter, That does not mean that the com=
position of the Secretariat should not reflect the changed
mémbership of the United Nations., On the contrary,
all Member States have a legitimate interest in en=
suring that the main geographical areas have equitable
representation, However, no State or group of States
should be in & position within the Secretariat to veto
the implementation of decisions of any organ of the
United Nations.

11, We stand firmly behind Article 100 of the Charter
which provides that the Seoretary-General.and his .
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staff "shall not seek or receive instructions from any
government or from any other authority external to
the Organization™, And how essential that is, if this
United Nations is to live and to expand and to meet

the challenge which faces it. An independent inter- .

national civil service must be preserved if the United
Nations is to perform its impartial role.

12, There is no reason, moreover, why Member States
should try to keep control of their nationals in the
Secretariat, The appropriate political conirol of Sec=
returiat activities is exercisedby the Security Council,
the General Asserably and the other organs of the
United Nations. Those organs cangive full instructions
to the Secretary=-General,

13. As well, we have wisely adopted the practice of
establishing advisory committees especially for peace=-
keeping operations. I referred a few moments ago to
the Advisory Committee on the Congo which we think
is an excellent committee; perhaps hecause we are a
member of this Committee. These committees afford
an additional opportunity for interested states to offer
advice and to give political guidance to the Secretary-
General in the discharge of his mandatzs, This is a
practice which has proven its worth, and one which
can be developed further in relation to many activities
of the United Nations,

14, Now I go on to deal with five different subjects:
Berlin, nuclear testing and radiation, disarmament,
outer space, and the strengthening of the United
Nations.

16, First of all, Berlin, Mcst speakers in this debate
have referred to the prevailing crisis over Berlin.
The Soviet Union has seen f{it to create there a very
dangerous situation, where a few months ago no im=-
minent threat to peace existed.

16. The peoples of the world are watching anxiously
the steps which are being taken in the direction of
negotiation. I have not doubtatallthat it is the univer=-
sal desire of this Assembly that a settlement on Berlin
be negotiated with the least possible delay. Clearly
the tension must be reduced and the frighteningthreat
of armed conflict must be removed.

17, The primary responsibility for solving the Berlin
crigis zests with the four occupying Powers in that
city, but the United Nations could be called upon to
play a role in a Berlin settlement, In any event, the
United Nations cannot abdicate its responsibility in
relation to any problem which raises acutely the
fundamental issue of peace or war,

18, There are at least three ways inwhich the United
Nations might be of assistance in the Berlinsituation.

19. The first is to focus world attention on the prob~
lem and to leave the four Powers inno doubt whatever
that they have an obligation to reach a negotiated set-
tlement. This debate is already serving that purpose.

20, Secondly, if the four Powers agreed, the United
Nations could serve in an observer capacity in the
whole city and on the access routes. Properly in=-
tegrated into a four-Power settlement, a United Nations
presence in the Berlin area would add stability and
would restore confidence,

21, A third possibility is that the United Nations
might be asked by the four Powers to assume some
responsibility for operating an international régime
for the wholp city of Berlin, The influence of such an
international régime could be strengthened by locating

racony

the European office or other agencies of the United
Nations in Berlin, If Berlin were internationalized ip
this way, a heavy burden, it is true, would be placed
upon the Organization, but the United Nations shoulq
not shrink from assuming the responsibility and ac-~
cepting any obligations involved.

22, T go on the nuclear testing and radiation. During
the last two weeks of September, following recent
Soviet weapons testing in the atmosphere, the level
of radio-active fall=out over one major Canadian city—
Toronto—jumped by as much as 1,000 times over
previous readings. We are making available to the
United Nations complete details of Canadian readings
but the following figures will demonstrate that there
is real cause for the gravest concern.

23. Whereas in the week ending 10 September the
highest level recorded anywhere in Canada was 20
disintegrations per minute per cubic metre, in the
next week the following high readings were recorded:
Ottawa, 90 units; Montreal, 100 units; Fredericton,
140 units; Windsor, 260 units; and Torontc, 470 units,

24. Long before this new and hazardous increase in
the radiation to which our people are exposed, my
Government had made crystal clear in this Assembly
and elsewhere that it was unalterably opposed to the
testing of nuclear and thermonuclear weapons. Now
more than ever w¢ are confirmed in our opposition to
test explosions, particularly, of course, those which
produce radio-active fall-out, whether such tests occur
in the atmosphere, in outer space, or elsewhere.

25, The anxiety which ig aroused in Canada by these
test explosions is, I believe, shared by peoples every-
where., We take the strongest possible exception to
having our present and succeeding generations exposed,
through the actions of other States, to the danger of
radio-active fall=out. We know that radiation presents
a hazard to human health and the more we learn about
the extent of its consequences the more disturbed we
become.

26, In my view, this Assembly and world opinion=—
and this is the place to focus world opinion=must
insist that there be no further testing of nuclear
weapons, The time has come when it is not sufficient
merely to express concern and to record blame. We
must find means of compelling the countries respon=
sible to cease the testing of nuclear weapons, Whatever
success we may achieve in respect of the other grave
issues will, I fear, be of little comfort to mankind if
we fail to dispel forever the ominous and lowering
clouds of radio-activity which hang over this and un-
born generations.

7. In 1959 this Assembly unanimously endorsedfar=
reaching proposals [resolution 13876 (XIV)], initiated
by Canada, for stréngthening the importeat contribution
which the United Nations Scientific Committee on the
Effects of Atomic Radiation can make to greater under=
standing of the extent and nature of the biological ef=
fects of radiation, At that time, Canada and about
twelve othe: uountries extended an offer of assistance
to less weil=aguipped countries for the analysis of
samples they might wish to send to our laboratories=
samples of soil, air, bone and so on, Several have
availed themselves of our facilities and today I invite
other countries to do so. In addition, the recent sharp
inorease in the levels of radio-active fall=out in the
world makes it all the more essential to support the
work of the United Nations Scientific Committee orthe
Effeots of Atomic Radiation,
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28, The radiation hazard alone ig suificient justifica=
tion for demanding the cessation of nuclear weapons
testing. But there is another reason and that is the
spectre of the development, as a result of test ex~
plosions, of new and even more terrible weapons, for
example, ChairmanKhrushchev's one hundred megaton
bomb, which might be called the Armageddon bomb.
The fact that the leaders of this great nation of the
Soviet Union are even thinking of such a bomb shows
the need for an immediate change of directionin world
thinking. This is the time to call a halt to this sort of
pbusiness. Let us all do a right about turn and not look
any further at such a terrible prospect.

29, Iam sure that it came as aprofound shock to the
whole world to learn that the critical negotiations
which had gone on for so long in Geneva=for almost
three years--and had borne so much of the hopes of
mankind, had been abruptly brought to an end by the
Soviet resumption of tests, tests which obviously had
been planned for a long time, Such was the Soviet
response to a series of Western proposals which
offered further concessions and gave promise of the
early conclusion of a treaty on the discontinuance of
nuclear weapons tests.

30. These developments demand that this Assembly
give the highest priority to considering the permanent
cessation of nuclear weapous testing. The progress
achieved during three years of arduous negotiations in
Geneva must not be sacrifi¢ed. At this session we
must take positive steps to ensure that without delay
the nuclear Powers renew their efforts to agree on a
safeguarded treaty which will obligaite them to end
nuclear weapons testing. Subsequently all other coun-
tries should adhere to this treaty.

31, i should now like to say a few words about dis-
armament.

32, At this session, more than ever before, the ques~
tion of disarmament requires our urgent attention.
The crisis over Berlin and the great anxiety created
by the resumption of nuclear weapons tests have brought
to every mind the death and destruction which would
. follow the outbreak of nuclear war. We must check the
spiraling competition for supremacy in armaments.
That means pressing without delay for vigorous and
effective measures of disarmament. Afier all, the
-Charter of the United Nations places the responsibility
on the shoulders of all delegations present in this hall--
new and old Members alike. To fulfil this obligation
we mugt concentrate on the steps which willlead most
directly to concrete measures.

33, Canada welcomes the Joint Statement by the
United States and the Soviet Union [A/4879] on agreed
principles to guide disarmament negotiations. This
agreement represents an important accomplishment,
but it is only the first step. Substantive negotiations
have not been resumed, even though more than a year
has passed since the previous talks were broken off
in Geneva.,

34, The comprehensive programme for disarmament
introduced by President Kennedy [1013th plenary
meeting] on 25 September 1961 provides a soundbasis
for serious negotiation, Canada co~operatedactively in
the preparation of this important new plan, The pro=
gramme it sets out accords precisely with the princi-
ples which have been agrsed upon between the United
States and the Soviet Union. I commend this new plan
to all members of the Assembly,

o i,

35. The Soviet Union, as all representatives here

know, has also put forward.e disarmament plan, the
general philosophy of which is explained in the letter
[A/4887] of the Soviet Foreign Minister to the President
of the Assembly. Delegations may be asking themselves
whos’ plan is the better—that of the Soviet Union or |
that of the United States. I suggest that it is unnec=-
essary for this Assembly to decide that question.

36. In the Ten=Nation Committee on Disarmament at
Geneva, as also at the fifteenth session of the General
Assembly and in the bilateral discussions this sum-~
mer between the United States and the Soviet Union,
there has been a drawing together of viewpoints, in
spite of all the halts and sethacks. The main evidence
of this drawing together is the Joint Statement of
Agreed Principles just mentioned,

37. Now, there are still important questions relating
to disarmament on which the position of the Scoviet
Union and its allles differs substantially from the
position of the Western countries. But I believe that
these questions can, and must, be resolved by a pains-
taking and business~like negotiation, in which concrete
measures and related verification procedures wiil be
examined in detail.

38. The United States plan is flexible and canaccom=
modat reasonable proposals from the other side, or
in fact from any quarter; it is very helpful to have
suggestions from any delegation, If the Soviet Union
and its allies will demonstrate a similar flexibility
and spirit of compromise, it will now be possible to
make real progress towards general and complete
disarmament,

39. In their bilateral talks thisyear, the United States
and the Soviet Union could not agree onthe composition
of the bedy which should undertake these negotiations.
It is therefore incumbent on this Assembly to help
reach a decision in this matter--that is, on the ques=-
tion of what form the negotiating body should have.

40. The Conference on disarmament held at Geneva
in 1960 was conducted by a Ten-Nation Committee,
It seems to be genersally agreed that the composition
of that Committee will require some modification.
Canada believes that, if negotiations are to be pro-
ductive and realistic, the negotiating body must have
adequate and balanced representation of the major
military groupings in the world; this was the principle
upon which the Ten=Nation Committee was organized;
it will be remembered that that Committee was set up
by the Foreign Ministers of the United States, the
United Kingdom, the Soviet Union and France.

41, But we also believe that nations which are not
aligned with either of the two sides could play a con-
structive role in the renewed negotiations. With this
in mind, we suggested at the last session [839th
plenary meeting] that an impartial chairman, assisted
by one or two other officers from uncommitted coun-
tries, could greatly facilitate the work and improve
the effectiveness of the negotiations, We are, however,
ready to consider other proposals on the queé@g}; of
composition. I believe that it is essential that other
nations should be added to the negotiating body. If
agreement on composition cannot he reached in the
halls of the United Nations, it might very well be worth
while to call a ine ing of the United Nations Disarma~
ment Commission and give it the responsibility of
selecting a negotiating group.

42, Once the composition of a negotiating body has
been decided, the Assembly should recommend that
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negotiations begin at the earliest possible date, onthe
basis of the principles agreed by the United States
and the Soviet Union and onthe bagisof the plans which
have been put forward by both sides. The negotiating
body, with its broadened representation, should have
a close §nd efiective relationship with the United
Nations, bpcause general disarmament must eventually
apply to all nations without exception. I thinkthat it is
important that the United Nations shouldbe kept in this
picture, in the disarmament negotiations.

43, At the fifteenth session of the General Assembly,
Canada, joined by eighteen other nations, sponsored a
draft resolutiont/ intended to create such a relation-
ship, as was recalled by i5¢ Foreign Minister of Chile
in his statement[1019th plenary meeting] on 28 Septem~
ber 1961. The ideas then advanced may prove useful
in facilitating a solution of the problem of general and
complete disarmament. If we and our co-sponsors do
bring forward a revised draft resolution at this session,
I hope that it will receive the unanimous support of
delegations here, The draft resolution which we pre-
sented last year did not get quite that support.

44, My second last subject is outer space. During
the past year, both the Soviet Union and the United
States have successfully launched men into outer space.
Space travel and space exploration in mannedvehicles
may soon be commonplace—delegates to the General
Assembly two or three years from now maybe coming
in outer space vehicles. While these scientific achieve=
ments stir our imaginations, we deplore the inability
of the United Nations to make progress in regulating
the use of outer space for exclusively peaceful pur=-
poses. Despite agreement at the fourteenth session—
that is two years ago [resolution 1472 (XIV)] on the
composition of a United Nations Committee on the
Peaceful Uses of Outer Space, the vital tasks agsigned
to it remain unattained. The reason for this is that the
two Powers whose achievements'in outer space have
uniquely fitted them for leadership in this field have
failed to reach agreement onprocedural arrangements
- failed, I believe, to agree on who isto be Chairman,
who is to be Rapporteur, and so on. As a result, the
Committee has not met, Moreover, tothis dispuie there
has more recently been added a further’ complication
arising out of Soviet insistence that decisions mustbe
taken unanimously.

45, The Canadian delegation believes that no effort
should be spared to have the Committee onthe Peace~
ful Uses of Outer Space begin its studies without further

delay. I read in The New York Timeg this morning a
report from Washington:

"Joint Space Plan Urged for World
"U.8. and Soviet Aides Speak atSessionin Capital"
The report goes on to say:

"Top officials in the United States and Soviet
space programs &dppealed today for greater inter-
national cooperation in the peaceful exploration of
space,

"The appeals were made by Dr. Hugh L. Dryden,
deputy director of the National Aeronautics and
Space Administration, and Dr. Leonid I. Sedov,
chairman of the Interdepartmental Commission on
Interplanetary Communication inthe Soviet Academy
of Sciences,

Y See Official Records of the General Assembly, Fifteenth Session,
Annexes, agenda items 67, 86, 69, 73, document A/C.1/L,255/Rev,l

and Add,1=5,

———————

"They spoke at opening ceremonies of the twelfth
World Congress of the International Astronautics]
Federation." ,

46, Now it looks as if the International Astronautica]
Federation is more progressive and more powerfy]
than the United Nations: down in Washington the Soviet
and the United States citizens are able to agree on
this=-about doing something concerning outer space,
I do suggest that it is time we got busy here and dig
something about it ourselves.

47, Unless there is some body of law, outer space
could be exploited for aggressive purposes with greatly
increased danger for 2'l nations onthisearth. Priority
should be given to specific studies to determine in
particular—and here I list some of the studies:

The limits of outer space;
The rules prohibiting military uses and the appro-

_priation of outer space bodies;

Means for registering and identifying space launch~
ings;

The allocation of radio frequencies for space re-
search;

Methods for terminating radio transmission from
outworn space vehicles—apparently, when these space

. vehicies are outworn they go on transmitting messages:

Rules governing the re-entry into the atmosphere
and recovery of space vehicles; and

Principles of legal liability for the damage arising
out of national activity in outer space.

48, These and other important questions are clearly

- within the terms of reference of the United Nations

Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space set
up two years ago and specifically asked to make prep=-
arations for an international scientific conference
[1472 (XIV)B]. In the proper spirit of international
scientific collaboration, much benefit would result
from such a conference. However, we would not wish
preparations for a conference to delay early considera-
tion of the important questions I have mentioned. We
hope to see the United Nations Committee onthe Peace-
ful Uses of Outer Space continued in being and given -
clear instructions to pursue its work energetically,

49, Should this prove impossible, we must turn our
attention tc alternative methods of moving forward-
perhaps throughvarious agencies of the United Nations;
we should not allow delays over procedure to prevent
us from making a new approach to the problems of
outer space which are of universal concernand of con=
stantly increasing urgency.

50, Finally, I come to the question of strengthening
the United Nations. I should like to say a few words
about the need to strengthen our Organization. It is
timely and desirable that we take stock of its worth.
The question we must ask ourselves is not, "Do we
want a United Nations?" but, "What sort of a United
Nations do we want?" Dag Hammarskjold, with char=
acteristic political foresight, placed that question be-
fore us in this year's introduction to his annual report
[A/4800/Add.1].

51. If we are to maintain an effective United Nations, -
and if it is not to become just a big debating society,
a number of things must happen and ciianges must be
made,

52, Some constitutional adjustments are required
which will give rights a{nd opportunities toall M?Imbezis
to exerocise the full weight of their influence. There 18 '
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no doubt that some geographical areas are in present
circumstances denied their equitable share of such
opportunities.

53, This is why the Canadian Government is firmly
in favour of enlarging the Security Council and the
Economic and Social Council. We see this as the only
.way in which the composition of those bodies can be
adjusted to ensure a properly balanced and equitable
representation from all geographical areas.

54, If sensible adjustments within the various organs
are needed, it is even more necessary that the United
Nations should have a suitable financial base for its
operations in all fields. No satisfactory formula has
yet been evolved for meeting the expenses of peace-
keeping operations in the Congo and elsewhere. A
limit has been reached, I suggest, to the process of
raiding one reserve fund to support another. The
United Nations=our United Nations=—is now facing
bankruptcy.

55, Canada has the greatest understanding for those
who would pay but cannot, but we have no sympathy
for the few who can pay but will not. I believe it would
be folly to depart from the basic principle of collective
responsibility which has been clearly established by
the Charter. It would be quite unwise, either to give in
to the Soviet view that Members need only pay for
those undertakings which they like, or to admit the
principle that any one State or group of States should
make financial contributions disproportionately high.

56, The aim should be to find a formula which takes
into account the difficulties of the less developed coun~
tries in paying the full assessment but which spreads
the resulting additional burden equitably among the
other Member States which are in a position to pay.
Our concern about these financial problems flows from
a desire to have this Organization act as effectively in
the field of peace and security as in other fields.

57. Throughout this statement I have been at painsto
emphasize the need to make the United Nations fully
effective. I have urged that this international mechan~-
ism which we have so carefully assembled and de-

wveloped through the years should be strengthened and
used to its maximum extent to serve the purposes of
the Charter and the needs of Member States, This is
a reflection of a firm Canadian view that despite many
obstacles and shortcomings, the United Mations has,
on the whole, met the challenge of our times. We are
proud of the United Nations.

58, We believe that the United Nations should be
dynamic in its approach to the questions which come
before it, This Organization must be free to develop
if it is to meet new situations, It must not be stagnant.
In my view, its capacity can be greatly increased if
Member Governments are ready to make fuller use of
its possibilities.

99, At this session, the outlook is darkened by the
grave dangers the world is facing and by the serious
internal problems of this Organization. Peoples every-
where all over the world are watching these develop-
ments fearfully. They are asking themselves whether
muclear war, which in recentyears has been c-usidered
%unthinkable, is now not only being considereapossible
but is being accepted as inevitable. The gravest danger
we face is a drift into a nuclear war. I am sure all
Members realize this fact, But at this time of tension
and danger we must not be dominated by fear and panic.
L’ihe very seriousness of the situation demands that we

keep calm and think clearly about our predicament.
Actually I believe this tobe the mood of this Agsembly.

60. We have such an immediate responsibility to use
our full influence to reduce the causes of tension, To
do this we must enable the United Nations to act ef=-
fectively, and ali countries, large and small, must
stand firmly behind this world Organization,

61. I think each one of us here at this session has a
date with destiny. I do not believe there has ever been
a session of the United Nations which held such po=
tentialities for evil and for good. We are all human
beings., We all have good motives. Iam sure that down
in the heart of each representative here, no matter
from what country he may come, there is a sincere
desire to help mankind. And we have sucha wonderful
opportunity to do it: what a great challenge.I'hope and
I am confident that when the story is written of this
sixteenth session of the General Assembly, it will be
such that each one of us who hasbeen privileged to be
here will feel that it was agreathonour to be a repre=~
sentative in 1961.

62, Mr. SHUKAIRY (Saudi Arabia): Permit me tobe-
gin with the noncontroversial, and I would say outright,
the topic of the electionof the President, As he pointed
out in his statement, his election was a great honour
paid to himself and to his country. But it was also a
great honour to the United Nations inits hour of trial. It
seems as though this critical session has provided a
rendezvous with his exemplary ability, unimpeachabie
impartiality and profound devotion. He brings to the
Chair the enlightened traditions of Tunisia, the lan-
guishing aspirations of Africa and the skilful arts of
the gentleman, Mongi Slim. Our congratulations there-
fore go tohim, tohis country andto the United Nations.

63. In the calendar of the United Nations, ours is the
sixteenth regular session, True as it is inaccordance
with our established practice, yet such a nomenclature
is a dull expression very far behind the march of
events. Just to name it the sixteenth regular session
and to act frigidly or timidly is not only to ignore the
anguish under which the world is groaning, butalso to
to escape our primary responsibility for world peace,
order and security.

64, With its heavy impact, evenhistory has restricted
this routine, seriatim procedure. On more than one
occasion, the United Nations sessions were named after
the events of the day. Hence we had the Congo emergen=
cy session, the Middle East session, the special
Bizerta session, the Palestine sessions and the Korean
session. Now, with anxiety as universal asitis, it be=
comes incumbent that this session should follow suit,
it should go into history with a lively name, a name
that echoes the fears of mankind all over the world, a
name that should whip the United Nations, and indeed
this General Assembly, todecisive action supported by
effective sanctions.

65. And what name could this session be awarded if
we are to consult our profound apprehensions—the
apprehensiors of all, of father and son, of man and
woman, of infant and old, from every creed and from
every race? No great labour is required and no genius
need be invoked. Ours is the most dreadful of all
sessions. Never has the United Nations, since its
establishment, faced such a dreadful gloom. Never has
the dome of this Assembly been soheavily loaded with
heavy clouds of tension, mistrust, intimidation and,

what is more, the threat of a nuclear war, a war that
would leave this planet a melting heap of debris with
no human life.



hitdad bt A LA A R

202 - " General Assembly — Sixteenth Session — Plenary Meetings

66, This session, therefore, must be the session of the

brink, for we are just at the sharp edge between war
and peace, on the blade of the precipice between

_survival and extinction and, in plain words, between
existence and non-existence.

67, 1 am not here at the rostrum to terrorize the
Assembly, nor is it my intentionto make capital of the
panic now prevailing in the minds of all peoples, both
the haves of nuclear weapons and the have-nots. The
world community is already plagued by panic to the
point of saturation. My intention is simply to warn
this august body of the peril of all perils that faces all
in al]l and saves none at all. For it is no hallucination
that we may be meeting here for the last time, and
it is no stretch of the imagination that ours may be the
last of the sessions. It may be the end of the United
Nations, should there survive any of these nations, or
a feeble, degenerated and debilitated fragment of a
nation, in a scorched, devastated, desolate island on
this earth.

68. With this smell of war, there is also going on a
war of argumentation and justification. A heap of pro-
tests, memoranda and ultimata are beingexchangedby
the great Powers in an endeavour to uphold a position
or justify an action. But all this is vain—rooted in
vanity. In the prelude of disaster; it is fruitless to
support any claim, it is meaningless to uphold any
contention, and, lastly, it is pointless to justify any
action. Should a nuclear war take place, noincrimina-
tion or historic attribution shall avail, Who started the
war, who fired the first bomb, whowas on the offensive
and who was on the defensive~all thege questions are
irrelevant and inadmissible, they are out of the ques~
tion, At the end, there shall be the dreaded vacuum, a
state of nothingness, There shall be no United Nations
to resolve any dispute, there shall be no Nuremberg
trials to determine the guilt, pronounce the condemna=-
tion or order the execution. There shall survive no
judge to judge, no prosecutor to prosecute, nowitness
to testify and no audience to attend, Not even history
shall exist to relate history. For no historian shall
remain to record history, and no readers shall survive
to read history. Should nuclear war take place, God
forbid, {he dreadful holocaust shall deStroy anything
and everything and reduce this world to nothing.

69, In tracking the course of events, two menacing
factors rush to our minds—the resumption of nuclear
test explosions and the deterioration of the situation in
Berlin, The first is a perennial question onthe agenda
of the United Nations, as the representative of Canada
rightly observed in his able statementawhile ago, and
the latter, the question of Germany, is achronic topic
of, or, I would say, a chronic headache fo, the four
major Powers,

70. The question of nuclear testexplosions is toowell
known to the Assembly to call forelaboration,I do not
wish t¢ 0lace before the Assembly the great volume of
sciezuiiic evidence on the hazards of fall-out and the
daflgers of atmospheric contamination resulting from
nG¢lear and thermo-nuclear explosions. The records of
the United Nations are conclusive evidence in support
of placing an everlasting moratorium on testing-
never, never unde:r any circumstances, tobe resumed.

71. It was therefore quite understandable that the
world at large was stirred by the resumption of nuclear
explosions first by the Soviet Union and later by the
United States, We are not here to define the responsi~
~ bility for the failure of the Geneva Conference on the
question: that would be too long and tedious a story to
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- relate at this moment. We are againstnuclear testing,

whether it be by the Soviet Union or by the United
States, whether it be in Siberia or inNevada. Resump-
tion of nuclear f{ests is a double-edged danger. It leads
to the contamination of the world atmosphere and it
intensifies the armaments race. A race for what?
Simply to make arms more effective and more de-
structive, causing the highest toll, at the lowest ang
cheapest cost,

72, It is a matter of record that the spark in this
regard has been touched off by the resumption of
nuclear explosions on the part of the Soviet Union,
The event provcked a great deal of fear all over the
world, At the Belgrade Conference, % the leaders of the
non-aligned countries expressed their serious ap-
prehensions in unmistakable terms. Such a stand on
the part of the non-aligned nations was quite under~
standable, for the Belgrade Conference was a congre=
gation of peoples who speak their —inds independently
and who think freely.

73. But it was highly amazing—highly amazing, indesd
—for the major Westerr Powers to protest the Soviet
explosions. We do not hesitate for one single moment
to join with the West, as the representative of Canada
wanted us to do, in voicing the most unshakable op=
position to the actions of the Soviet Union when they
merit opposition. But we cannot be a party with the
West at their convenience, We cannot play their
chorus at their mere pleasure or share an orchestra
of their own, started when they will and silenced when
they will. If resumption of explosions is condemnedhby
the West as dangerous to peace and detrimental to
human safety, it must be condemned at all times,
against all nations and under all circumstances. Prin-
ciples are principles, They are not commodities of
trade, to be hoarded at will and displayedin showrooms
at pleasure, The West cannot at random invoke prin=
ciples on one occasion and entirely disregardthe very
same principles on ancther occasion. What is wrong
for the Soviet Union should be equally wrong for
France, no mafter how France may be fashionably
enticing or seasonably luring to some of the Powers
represeénted here in the Assembly.

74. We all remember how the United States and the
United Kingdom resisted, from this forum of the Gen-
eral Assembly, ikc African-Asian request addressed
to France to halt nuclear testing in the Sahara, The
language -of the resolution [1379 (XIV)] on the matier
was very soft, very gentle, and, I would say, very
clean—certainly cleaner than the bomb which the
French exploded in the Sahara. But, in spite of the
solicitations of the African-Asian peoples, the United
States and the United Kingdom supported France in
that ignoble adventure.

75. They have not heeded the angry protestations of the
international community nor have they cared a snap
of their fingers for the safety of mankind, For our
part we, the non-aligned nations, are fully justified in
having taken the position we have taken vis-a-vis the
test explosions of the Soviet Union., This has been our
consistent position from which we have not flinched
one single iota, But what legitimate complaint can the
Western Powers make in this matter? It shouldbe re-
called that inexplaining their position on French testing
in the Sahara, the respresentatives of the United States
and t+ United Kingdom contended that test explosions
are not harmful. It was an advocacy marked with

2/ The Conference met from 1-6 September 1961,
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ability, we should admit, if it only commanded veracity,
goientific and skilful veracity, We render thanks to
the United States and the United Kingdom that they have
not claimed these explosions to bs useful, and for this
penevolence we must all be thankful and, I would say,
grateful. We cannot fail to remember that in those
statements to the First Committee on the subject, the
representatives of the United Kingdom and the United
States cited their explosions in Maralings in Australia
and in Nevada in the United States. For what? As
evidence of the harmlessness of nuclear explosions.
This is their advocacy, this is the theme by which
they have resisted the African-Asian request to halt
French explosions in the Sahara, To refresh the
memories of those whose memories need to be re~
freshed, I would simpiy refer to the statement of the
United Kingdom which was made on 5 November 1959,%/
and to the statement of the United States which was
made on 9 November 1959.% Both of these statements
should be brought to the memory of those who are
forgetful~forgetful enough here either by chance or
by intention—and to find mindfulness here from this

rostrum to speak of the harmfulness and the dangers

of fall=out resulting from test explosions.

76, The picture, however, is not entirely gloomy. On
the whole, the Western nations, and this is a fact which
we must admit, are fully concious of the perils of nu-
clear experimentation. Menin all walks of life are alive
to the dangers of radic-active fall-out, Such people
deserve our greatest respectand admirationwherever
they may be. We are particularly delighted to refer
to those groups who are known as the marchers in the
United States and those groups who are known as the
sitters in the United Kingdom, who recently led the
campaign in support of nuclear disarmament, Of
special mention, high above all, is Bertrand Russell,
the genius brain of the English=speaking world.
.Bertrand Russell is the gianthero of this holy crusade.
‘He merits the respect and sympathy of the world in
leading this campaign against nuclear armaments.
Bertrand Russell was sentenced to jail and from his
jail he has spoken, as though to this Assembly, in
these solemn words:

"The populations of the East and West, misled by
stubborn Governments, in search of prestige...
tamely acquiesce in policies which are certain to
end in nuclear war... Our ruined, lifeless planet
will continue for countless ages to circle aimlessly
around the sun, unredeemed by the joys... which
have given value to human life," .5/

Thus spoke Bertrand Russell from his jail to this
Parliament of Man,

77. Bertrand Russell was convicted under the law of
the United Kingdom=I would not say rightly, or
‘wrongly. But under the law of nations, Ican positively
say that he stands acquitted. Nay, he stands honoured
and esteemed with remarkable veneration. By taking
* the lead, Bertrand Russell has served the cause of
peace more than all of the policy-makers of the
Western world, including his distinguished jailer, the
Foreign Minister of the United Kingdom. I am sorry
that the distinguished jailer is not here with us in the
Assembly hall,

Y/ see Oftictal Records of the General Assembly, FourteenthSession,
ominittee, 1044th meeting,
Ibid,, 1046th meeting,
Bertrand Russell's statement wag reproduced in the The Times
(London) of 14 September 1961,

78. The second horn of the dilemma is the question
of Berlin, To be fair and precise, it is the dilemma
itself. Although it may shatter the peace of the world
and dynamite the United Nations, strangely enough
this question has never been examined by the United
Nations. It was left to the monopoly of the big Powers.

" The forensic argumentation for this paradox we all

know, but the overriding aspect of interna*ional peace
should not escape our attention. Berlin has become
the trigger that may touch off a world conflagration
at any moment, We are fully aware of the positions of
the major Powers with regard to Berlin, We are cog=
nizant of their apprehensions. But this is the more
valid reagon for the United Nations to step into the
arena before the contesting parties stand ready on
their pads=-and what pads—la.unching pads, nuclear
launching pads. If there is any international problem
which calls for animmediate solution within< the frame=
work of the United Ndtions, it is the question of Berlin—
and the question of Berlin first and foremos,

79. But what sort of a settlement couldbe w »rked out
by the United Nations? We do not advocate any particu-
lar seclution, but one thing shouldbe clear and definite:
the solution must be based on the principles of the
Charter and not on the convenience of this major
Power or that major Power. We must set aside the
claims of all the major Powers to Berlin and more
so to Germany as a whole, In the United Nations age
no conquest, no military occupation should give rise
to any right whatscever. As the Second World War is
over, so its legacies are over, Germany was con=-
quered, it is true, but no corquest can deny a nation
its nationhood, its sovereignty and its inherent right
to its homeland. This ghould be the basic ground for
any settlement of the question of Germany, Let us
not make a mistake about it, lest the question of
Germany &again become the battleground of a third
world war,

80, Germany reminds us of many things which we‘\i
should always remember, Behind the First World War, \\\
let us remember, there had been German grievances
that were met with abad settlement, Behind the Second
World War, let us also remember, there was the
German question suffering again from a bad settle=
ment. I am not here to justify war, but we should not
fail to remember the causes, the roots and the reasons
for war.

81, The driving forces behind the two world ars are
to be found in the post-war settlement of th (;1 rman
problems, The grains of war have been ingrai 2d, so
to speak, by the policies of the allied Powers. "l

82, History, however, did not seem to be instructive
enough to those v/ho shuuld abide by the lessons of
history. After the Second World War, Germany was
partitioned, Berlin was divided and the Germanpeople
were humiliated, They were humiliated in every re=-
spect. And what humiliation is most degrading to
Germany=-the great Germany of industry--than tofind
itself compelled to buy small weapons for self-defence.
And to buy from whom? From Israel. Andwe. all know
what Israel is to Germany.

83. What is more degrading to the German people
than this illustration ¢f humiliation, to compel Germany
to buy weapons of self-defence. And from whom? From
Israel,

84. And here we hear the Western Powers lamenting
the destiny of Germany. It cannot be denied that mil-
itary operations, by their nature, have necessitated
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that Germany be occupied, administered under dif-
ferent zones, That was quite understandable; but what
is not understandable, and indeed unthinkable, is that
Germany should be partitioned, its capital divided. It
was claimed that guch an arrangement was designed
to keep the peace of Europe, Succeeding events have
shown how fallacious was this fallacy, We find now it
is not the peace of Europe which is at stake. What is
at stake at present is the peace of the whole world, You

. need only hear—-andIaskyouto lendyour ears, gentle~
men, to this—the breathing of the rockets on both
sides of Berlin, t

85, Germany is a great country. The contributions of
Germany in all fields of science are of the highest
order, It would be waging war against nature to humili=
ate such a people, to divide their capital, and partition
their land. And here lies the biggest blunder, which is
bound to breed the greatest danger.

86. At the present moment the nucleus of danger lies
in Berlin simply because Berlin is divided between
East and West. We will recall what great devastation
has taken place in that great city. Inthe last two years
of the war the city suffered no lessthan 1,000 bomber
raids by the United States and the United Kingdom. It
has been estimated that Berlin was blastedwith 76,652
tons of explosives and incendiary bombs delivered by
the United Kingdom and the United States Air Forces.
Within the span of a few days the Soviet artillery con-
centrated about 40,000 tons of shells on the city. Yet,
I would say that the division of Berlin is more devas=
tating than the raids of the Soviet Union, the United
States and the United Kingdom, not only to Berlin or to
Germany, but to the peoples of the whole world. Failing
to reach a just and equitable solutionto the question of
Berlin, we are afraid the bombs of the Second World
War, compared to modern weapons, would prove tobe
‘as primitive as the bows and arrows of primitive man
in the primitive age. Sc let us ponder before it is too
late to ponder.

87. The remedy, therefore, should be related to the
cause and not the symptom,. If the division of Germany
is the cause, if the partition of Berlin is the cause,
then unity is the remedy--the unity of Berlin and the
unity of Germany. *

88, This is the only solution, and we see no other
solution, Berlin should belong to Germany and Ger-
many shonld belong to its people. This is what the
Charter offers to all peoples, large and small, and
Germany is no exception and should not be made an
exception.

89. Yet, we cannot be blind tothe fact that as a legacy
_ of the war there are now two Germanies and two
Berlins. We cannot ignore the existence of anexisting
situation, particularly when it refers to a people and
their homeland, The people in Germany, East and West,
are Germans and not aliens; and the people in Berlin,
in the East or the West, are not aliens, they are
Germans,

90, The two Germanies cannot be eliminated by our
moving appeals, and the two Berlins cannotbe ignored
by our pious prayers. But we can create the necessary
atmosphere for the two Germanies and the two Berlins
to be r?ited under one system or another.

91. Germany, we must recall, has given the world
the classical examples of confrderate, federate and
unitary systems of governmet; The German people,
whether -in the East or the West, know how to do it,
cen do it and must do it. The German people have

done it in the past. They can do it at present, In fact
Berlin itself is the union of two citiet that existed i,
the mediaeval age. Thus, unity in theoyy and nmactige
is not a novelty to Germany, nor is Germany a fregh.
man in the fisld of unity. Let us take the existence of
West ard East Germany—of West and East Berlinwag
a starting point, and unity -shall be the end, for this ig
the beginning to that end.

93. In outlining this approach to the question of Berlin,
we have not taken cognizance of the so=called rights
of the East and the West in Germany. I respectfully
submit thut neither the East nor the West has g
legitimate right in one single inch in Germany, either
East or West, This ado about the right of the West iy
Berlin and its approaches in the sky is groundless,
Berlin does not belong to the East or the West. Berlin,
with its land, its water and its skies, is the sovereign
possession of Germeany and Germany alone,

93. I have also refrained from dealing with the hard-
ships now experienced by the people of Berlin asa
result of the recent restrictions imposed by East
Germany. This position of ours is not because of in-
difference or lack of sympathy. On the contrary, as
victims of affliction, the people of East Berlin do
command our sympathies. But because this question
has become a subject matter of exploitationby Western
circles, we refuse to be aparty tosuch an exploitation
of human sufferings.

94, In the last few weeks Western circles have un-
leashed a campaign of lamentation over Berlin=-and
I would say a literal lamentation over Berlin. It seemed
as though the walls set up in Berlin have become the
wailing walls of Jerusalem where the Western Powers
bewail the destinies of Berlin and the miseries of the
people of Berlin, The wall in Berlin, it was claimed-
and these are Western words——stood as a monstrous
guillotine that slashed the arteries and nerves of
Berlin, that it cut through sewers, subways, bridges
and thoroughfares, that it divides a cemetery-—what
a catastrophe, that it divides a cemetery-—shears of
churches and dwellings, that it has separated sons
from mother and wives from husbands, friends from
friends, and that Berliners on both sides of the wall
exchange greetings, newspapers and foodstuffs, and
even wave handkerchiefs.

95, This is the grim picture of the division of Berlin
as portrayed by the Western Powars. Recently there

- was a moving story, which has been publicized, of a

young East German who was riddled with machine
pistol fire when he leaped into the water in an attempt
to cross to West Berlin,

96, This, as well ag similar tragic incidents, is most
alarming and moving, They provoke our resentment
and indignation. But these tears of the Western circles
cannot impress the non~aligned nations, or indeedary
justice-lqving pecples anywhere. How on earth could
we be impressed by the tears of some Western Powers
which have become the crocodiles of the Western
nations? The Berlin hardships can be found multi-
plied a thousand times in Palestine, while the Western
Powers remain silent, indifferent and adamant, For
Palestine, no tears are shed, not even eyebrows are.
raised, simply because, on the question of Palestine,
the eyes of the Western Powers are covered by:the
fingers of Israel. .

97. In Palestine, as a result of the barbed wire set
up by Israel, the inhabitants of no l¢ss than 120 Arab
towns and villages have been separated from their
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" iands, from their orange groves, vineyards olive
fields, pasturelands, and even from the wells towater
their animals, Still the Western Powers have notbeen
moved. It was only Mr, Adlai. Stevenson=I wonder
whether we are honoured by his presence at the mo-
ment=—then without any offic 1l capacity, who, after
his visit to the Middle East i August 1953, wrote the
following about the barbed wire in Palestine-

", ..you find villages chopped in two"—what an
eloguent term was this used by the eloquent Mr,
Stevenscn="Arab farmers with their land in Israel
and their homes in Jordan--even houses and oufw
houses separated--and Jerusalem itself divided...
I stood with Ar:i peasants and looked across the

s barbed wire to ti~ir neglected fields and orchards
on the other side; I stood on a balcony in old
Jerusalem with an Arab lawyer pointing tohis house
in Israel-—which he had not been able to visit in
five years. "/

This hair-raiging situation, as described by Mr,
Stevenson, a great and able man-I do not know whether
he is inapositionnow to restate these words and views
from this rostrum--has not raised one single hair of
those who are now bemoaning the situation in Berlin,
If you are to cry, and to cry genuinely, this is a case
where you should really cry and shed your tears before
this august body.,

98, For the last thirteen years the holiest city, held
in veneration by the three religions of the world,
Jerusalem, has been breathing day and night in an
atmosphere of hardship a thousand tires more mon~-
strous than the hardships created in divided Berlin,
Yei, to the Western Powers, divided Berlin is every=-
thing, and Jerusalem, the holy, is nothing, The hun-
dreds of Arabs who are machine-gunned yearly by
Israel forces have found no sympathy in the hearts of
the Western Powers, Just when this session of the
Assembly had started, Israel forces shot downa num=
ber of Arabs on their way to Gaza. The incident led
to bifter Arab demonstrations in Haifa, Nazareth and
Acre in protest against these brutalities of Israel.
Day after day, Arabs are shot down by Israel soldiers
only because they attempt to cress to their homes or

- their fields on the other side' of the barbed wire.
Barbed wire igs wire=it could not be wire‘in Berlin
and diamonds in Jerusalem.

99, The Foreign Minister of the United Kingdom

.Spoke with passion and emotion—and this is the first
time Thad heard a United Kingdom representative speak
with passion and emotion, but passion was there-—on
the hardships with regard to the labourers and uni=-
versity students of East Berlin. Let me remind the
Foreign Minister of the United Kingdom that barbed
wire has separated thousands upon thousands of Arab
farmers from their farms, Arab labourers from their
factories, Arab owners from their properties, and
Arab students from their schools. The barbed wire in
Jerusalem has partitioned a hospital, one part on the

Jordan side, the other part on the Israel side. This is.

a humanitarian cause for those who shed their tears
on humanitarian questions with regard to students and
labourers who are groaning under their hardships in
East Berlin. In the same area, barbed wire has
Beparated students from their school buildings—
students on the side of Jordan go totheir school on. the
. side of Israel, Students have been experiencing this

hardship for thirteen years—for 4,745 school days.

b/ see Look (magazine), 11 August 1953,

Yet the Foreign Minister ‘of the United Kingdom has

' never referied to these matiers from this rostrum.

Never has he shed his tears over ‘these hardships.

%00, To portray the tragic situation in Palestine, we
can do no better than to borrow the masterly words of
a great leader of a great people. In describing the
situation in Berlin, President Kennedy recalled the
order of the Czar in Pushkin's Boris Godunov: "Take
steps at this very hour-that our frontiers be fenced in
by barriers... that not a single soul pass.over the
border, that not a hare be able to run o™ a crow to
fly" {1013th plenary meeting].

101, The world is deeply indebted to President Kén~
nedy for this moving simile, But if there is any place.
where this simile of President Kennedy's is applicable,
Palestine, no’ .oubt, ranks first and foremost, It is on
the soil of Palestine whe~s itfie orders ofthe Czar are
put in force—except that in Tel Aviv it is a "petit®
Czar, and not the Czar of President Kennedy.

102, It was in order to find a way out of this disas=
trous crisis that the non-aligned nations meeting in
their historic conferernce in Belgrade dedicatedagreat
deal of their deliberations to this matter. Like the
Bandung Confererce,.”/ the Belgrade Conference ush=
ered in a new epoch in international life. The non-
aligned leaders who met in Belgrade have not only
represented their peoples, but have infact represented
the: mind and the conscience of the whole world. Like
Barndung, Belgrade will go down in history as a seat=
a great seat--of peace~making effort on behali of
mankind and for the survival of mankind,

103, It is regrettable, however, and rather deplorable
that the efforts of the Belgrade Conference have been
blemishzd. In the United Kingdom the Belgrade Con-
ference was portrayed as a failure, Knowing what the
United Kingdom wanted the Conference to do, or not
to do, we are glad the Conference has met with failure.
A failure to meet the desires of the United Kingdom'is

~no’doubt a glorious success.

104, Here in the United States the Belgrade Con=
ference was re.eived with discourtesy. Former Presi-
dent Truman, in a statement to the Press, has asked
the neutrals to take sides with the free world,. "They
are free now," he said, "because we made them free."
This statemert, or to be more accurate, this mis=
statement, we iiatly reject. The neutralshave notbeen
made free by the free world. Precisely, they have been
freed from the free world, This so-called free world
was their captor and exploiter. [t was through tears,
sweat and blood in liberation wars that the reutrais
achieved their freedom. One nation after another had
to battle for liberty against the United Kingdom and
France, the two giant architects of imperialism inthis
world, Contrary to what was said by the United
Kingdom ' Foreign Minister, it was not a peaceful
evolution but a bloody revolution. The non-aligned
nations have made their freedom, but it is the West
which has.made something else, The West has made
their neutrality., - of

105. It is an historic fact that most of the neutrals
were parts of the French or Urnited Kingdom empires.
To the West they were allies, and they have fought its
battles, But Western policies have alienated their
sentiments. From allies these nations were converted
to friends, and from friends they were ‘made neutrals.
That explains the present relations between the Arab

2/ The Conference of African and AsianS\:étes of 18 Ap:‘il 1955 was
held at Bandung, Indonesia, . .
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nations and the Western Powers., Most recently
Tunisia has been made a neutral nation by the militancy
of Frznce and the arrogance of the West. Should suc™;
policies of the West continue the time may not be far
off when the neutrals are turned into enemies, This
iz not a far-fetched possibility. The West is a genius
indeed in the art of making enemies of friends and of
throwing allies into the lap of enemies.,

106, Furthermore, instead of behaving decently, the
West has unleashed a campaign of slander against
the peoples of the Belgrade Conference. The question
of Western financial assistance to the neutrals was
raised, bat in no honourable context, It was raised in
a slanderous context, a libellous context. In a well-
prepared table it was shown that between the Second
World War and March 1961 the United States had given

“and loaned some $6 billion to 24 non-aligned nations.

In spite of this assistarce, it was contended, the nations
of the Belgrade C_.onference had not supported the
policies of the United States.

107. Such a devaluation of our Conference we totally
reject. I am sure that I am speaking the mind of all
the pations of the Belgrade Conference in expressing
deep regret over such discourteous references. The

- non-aligned nations are satellites to none, and nc

amoint of finaneial assistance could make thera
"stooges" to this bloc or that. Our freedom of thmkz'«ng
and action is our dearest possession which we are not
prepared to sell for all the tréasures of the earth.

108, But let us ponder this figure of $6 billion for a
moment of comparison. These $6 hillion, as stated by
Western circles, go to more than half the population
of the globe. In a conservative compilation of figures
for the same period ithasbeenshownthat Israei alone
was granted and loaned by the United States no less
than $3 billion, Just imagine the contrast or the con:~
parison—whichever you like. If half the population of
the world is allotted $6 billion then this tiny Israel
deserves no more than $600. But that is the logic of
the West which lacks all the dictates of logicw-and
lacks also the authenticity of a mathematician, if you
please.

109. However, this is an occasion for me toput mat-
ters right. Economic assistance has been generally
misunderstood and misconceived. "Economic assist=
ance" is a misleading term, It is wrong to speak of
"economic assistance”, It is economic vestoration—
economic indemnification, The veople of Asia and
Africa, and for that matter the people of Latin America,
have been robbed of their wealth all through the ages.
They were the victims of Western exploitation and
Western imperialism. Their lands were markets,
their peoples were labourers and their raw materials
were a prize. The history of Western imperialism
was nothing mor~ than the dispossession of the wealth
of the East—its pea rls, its gold, its diamonds, its ivory,

0 its ruk er, its oil, its cotlon, its minerals and all the

sources of. vealth, including paintings, pottery, statues
and the corpses of slumbering kings and queens, It ie

. the wealth of the East which made the West what it is

now. Any payments by the West to the East are, there-
fore, a repayment in part, a refund in part~—indeed,
only a fraction of the great fund of the East.

110 It is true, in fairness to history, that the Umted
States has no record of imperialism, as was brilliantly
observed by President Kennedy and brilliantly pro=-
tested by the Foreign Minister of the United Kingdom
[1917th plenary meeting], but the United States, Isub~
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mit, is paying now onbehalf of its imperialist partners

'—and this is the rule of the game,

1il. It is true also, as President Kennedy has rlghtly
remarked, that about forty-two nations have achieveq
their independence since the Second World War, but
the tragic fact is that colonialism still remains, Colo=
nialism is still ‘eigning in Africa and Asia, ang
freedom=loving peoples are still fighting for theipr
freedoni. The battlefields are far apart, but it is one
single front in the war for human dignity and humap
liberty. Whether in Algeria or Angola, whether in
Palestine or Oman, whether in South Africa or West
Irian, the battle is one and the same. It is a fight right
at the approaches of the United Nations to force itg
doors open to all the peoples of the world-and our
doors shall be wide open to every race and to every
creed, -

Mr. Pipinelis (Greece), Vice-President, took the
Chair.

112, In Africa, the people of Algeria are still fighting

ior their independence, That war now enters itseighth
year. This year, France has started negotiations with
the Government of Algeria. We are glad France at last
hass brushed aside this myth of French Algeria, As for

“the people of Algeria, their Government has always
" expressed its readiness to negotiate an honourable

settlement. Regrettably, however, negotiations be~
tween the parties have failed. In as much as we have
hailed France's starting the negotiations, we have
deplored France's ending of the negotiations. France
has bogged down on the question of the Sahara and the
unity of Algeria. As a naticaal hero whose record is
associated with North Africa, President de Gaulle
should know better~better history and better geog-
raphy. The unity of Algeria is as final as destiny, and
the territorial integrity of Algeria, its coasts, iis
mountains and its Sahara is as decisive as fate, These
questions the Algerian Government shall never negoti-
ate, even should the Algerian war become the Hundred .
Years War, In a national cause, there are many things
which stand intact—unnegotiable, so it is withAlgeria, '
The unity of its people and the integrity of its land are
not negotiable—~now or for ever, We wonder whetherin
any given negotiation, President de Gaulle would be
ready to negotiate the unity of France and the terri-
torial integrity of France. In fact, let us recall that
General de Gaulle's liberation movement started
against French quislings who accepted the negotiating
of the liberty and the unity of France. Let us remind
President de Gaulle of the glories of General de Gaulle,

113. The role of the Assembly on the question cf
Algeria at this session therefore stands aburdantly

. clear, The pressure of the United Nations has beena

great help to the cause of Algeria. Material help and
various forms of assistance have been extended tothe
Algerian people in their struggle for freedom. Re-
cently, inrthe Belgrade Conference, a number of States
declared their recognition of the Algerian Government
—and they deserve our admiration.

114. But the Algerian cause, the cause of a gallant
people, calls for more and more. If we want negoua-
tions to succeed between France and Algeria, if we
are eager to have peace reign in North Africa, if we
wish liberty to triumph, we should do more and more.
France does not seem to be very much impressed by :
the Charter as a code of international law, oz indeed
by the United Nations as an Organization, In the
words of President de Gaulle, this is a "United Nations
disorganization." These are hlS words. In a sense, W '
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entirely agree with President de Gaulle that this
Organization has become a disorganization. It is
France that has made this Organization a disorganiza=-
tion. France has flouted the wishes of the General
Assembly on more than one occasion, and France is
gtill occupying its seat in the Assembly. France had
defled the resolution of the Security Council, and
France is still seated in the Security Council as a
permanent member, If President de Gaulle should
heed his own logic, France should unseat itself from
the Security Counwil and from the General Assembly.
France would do better to quit this Organization right
at this session. Maybe, this Organization would then
become a respectakle Organization, not a disreputable
disorganization.

.115. That is why, to support the cause of freedom in
Algeria, we should extend more support, we should

' exercise more pressure, we should cast more votes,

and let me say, we should supply more arms and more
ammunition—for in the long run, France, it seems,
will abide only by the force of arms, rather than by
the force of the Charter or the pressure of this high
and august body of the Assembiy.

1116, Although geographically at quite a distance from

‘Algeria, there are two related problems: colonialism
in Angola and racial discrimination in South Africa.
The history of Africa consists of one chapter, and one
Europe has
imported from Africa the best of its wealth and
treasure, and Europe has exported to Africa the most
obnoxious of its products: colonialism and racial dis=-
crimination. The question of Angola is a classical
example of imperialism--and the problem of South
Africa is racial discrimination and segregation in its
most ugly form. Our duty, therefore, isto make every
effort to extend liberty to Angola, and equality to the
people of South Africa. The people of Angola are fight=-
ing for their liberty, and the people of South Africa are
fighting for their equality. This fight we must recog=
nize as a United Nations fight; and as a ‘United Nations
fight it calls for our support. The principles at stake
are the principles of the United Nations.

. 117, In Asia, colonialism is stillholding a few strong-
" holds=~mainly in Oman, in West Irian and in Palestine.

In Oman, on the eastern fringes of the Arabian Pen-
insula, a liberation war is being waged by the people
of Oman against the United Kingdom forces. Althoush

_seized by the Security Council in 1957, the war for

liberty in Oman is as old as British imperialism in
Eastern Arabia, In fact, the war in Oman is only a
part, of a whole liberation movement to free the
Arabian Peninsula from British domination. I say
British domination in spite of the pious words of the

. Foreign Minister of the United Kingdom., His statement

on self-determination and on frezdom was precisely

. 8 sermon from the pulpit. How }oly, how saintly, and

how angelic are the words of the Foreign Minister of

the United Kingdom. Lord Home really deserves tobe

I(;rda.med as His Beatitude, the Archbishop of the United
ations.,

118, Then we come to the question of West Irian,

__ another vestige of European colonialism in Asia. West

Irian, we all know, is part and parcel of Indonesia=
4 great country with a great people led by a great
President. It is high time that West Irian be reunited
with the mother country. The proposal of the Nether=
lands to hand over West Irian to the United Nations

Y official Records of the Security Council, Twelfth Year, 783rd
meeting, '

simply avoids the issue. A child akducted, and for so
many years, should be restored to its mother and not
to a nursery, We cannot accept the argument that this
land of Asiabelongs to Europe. Imperialism is finished,
Europe stays within Europe and Asia stays within
Asia, not in isolation, but on the basis of free and
mutual co=operation.

119. I come last to the most dangerous stronghold of
imperialism in Asia, and without much guessing, it is
Israel. The Palestine question is as old as colanialism
in the Middle ,ast and the emergence of Israel in
1948 is oniy one chapter of the tragedy of imperialism,

120, It is not my desire at this stage to trace the
history of the Palestine question, or to track the
various efforts of imperialism that led to the partition
of Palestine, the creation of Israel, and the expulsion
of the people from their homeland, Nor is it my inten=-
tion to place before you the picture of the present
plight of the refugees, now living in exile for thirteen
years, away from their homeland and deprived of their
property. The records of the United Nations are loaded
with an avalanche of material on this tragedy--and
what a human tragedy indeed.

121, Yet, because at this session the Un’ced Nations
Conc111at1on Commission for Palestine i¢ scheduled to
report on the question, we deem it necessary that the
fundamentals of the Arab position on the Palestine
problem, of which the refugee questionis only one part

should be set out before the Assembly.

122, At the outset, I must say in the most solemn
terms, addressing myself particularly to the newly
independent nations of Afri -a and Asia, thatthe estab-
lishment of Israel in Palestine was not. the legitimate
emergence of a people in their legitimate homeland,
Palestine has been part and parcel of the Arab home=
land since time immemorial, It is the ancestral home
of its people, its legitimate citizens: the Moslems, the
Christians and the Jews—just as any country rep-
resented in this august body is the ancestral home of
its people.

123. The crux of the problem is that Palestine has
fallen victim to imperialism, just as did many coun-~
iries in Asia and Africa. Like all the peoples repre=-
sented in this Organization, the people of Palestine
have national aspirations of their own. They are en~-
titled to the right of self~determination. Like many of
your peoples, the people of Palestine have struggled
for their liberty. They fought against United Kingdom
iroperialism for no less than thirty years, leaving on
the battlefields thousands of martyrs whose bravery
was second to none, And lastly,.just as many of you
have suffered imprisonmen+ or deportation at the hands
of imperialism, sc have the leading figures of the
Palestine people been put in prisons, detained in con=-
centration camps or deported to distance lands in the
heast of Africa. In a word, the people of Palestine—
now 2 refugee nation=breathe the very same hopes you
breathe, enjoy the very same aspirations you enjoy,
love their homeland as you do, live and die for their
country as yéua live and die for yours.

124, But the creation of Israel has made these people
homeless. They have been deprived of the sovereignty
yeu exercise. They have been deprived of the liberty
in which you glory. Andlastly, they have been deprived
of what is dearest in human life--of the dear homes
you enjoy and the homeland you adore. &

125. Thus, the er~argence of Israel is not the legiti-
mate established of a legitimate State. All of you
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have come to the United Nations as a people lawfully

rooted in your ancestral homes. Unlike Israel, you
have displaced np one, and no one have you robbed*
unlike Israel, none have you expelled and none have
you dispossessed Your statehood was a triumph
against imperialism. But Israel's emergence was the
reverse; although only for a time, it was a triumph
of imperialism.

126, When I relate Israel to imperialism, I do so not
out of malice or hkias, It is a solid fact. Israel is the
embodiment of imperialism, the symbol of colonialism,
the fruition of capitaliom, the founder of racialism and,
finally, the author=-and do not be surprised when I
say this-of antisemitism. And this is not an indictment
without evidence,

127, Israel is the embodiment of imperialism, for it
was the United Kingdom==in its not so great days of
imperialism--that conceived the establishment of a
Jewish State in Palestine to serve as a military base
to defend the route to India and the Suez Canal,

128, Israel is a symbol of colonialism, for Israel is
neither Asian nor African. It is a foreign ingathering
of alien people from all parts of the world, bent on the
domination and exploitation and the dispiacement of the
native people.

129, Israel is the fruition of capitalism, for Israel's
very existence is a capitalist adventure aimed at
dominating the economies of Asia and Africa. It was
Lord Rothschild, the great financier of British im=-
perialism, who in 1917 received the written pledge of
the United Kingdom Government, known as the Balfour
Declaration,¥ to support the establishment of a Jewish
national home, Ever since, alleconomichelp toIsrael,
as well as all fund-raiging campaigns led by the Zionist
organization constitute nothing more than capitalist
enterprises. At present, the penetration of Israel into
Agiz and Africa is backed by imperialist financiers
from France, the United Kingdom, Belgium and other
States.

130, Israel is the founder of racialism, for Israelhas
_created a race of no race, disrupted their loyalty to
~ their mother country, making of Israel a ghetto open
only to the Jews, to no cne but the Jews.

131, Lastly, Israel is the author of antisemitism, for
it was the misunderstood philosophy of the "chosen
people" which led to self-segregation, self-seclusion
and non-2ssimilation, which, in turn, have led to the
reaction of antisemitism-—the most heinous crime
against mankind,

132. That is Israel=its genesis and its evolution, Its
existence in Palestine is no more than the existence
of the relics of imperialisin in Asia or the vestiges
of colonialism in Africa. The problem of Palestine,
viewed by Africa, should be regarded as the problem
of Algeria, Angola and Soutn Africa multiplied a hun=
dred times. For in Algeria, Angola and South Africa,
the people are there==they are at home, But in Pales=
tine the people have been overpoweredby imperialism
-3 million refugess have now been living in exile for
the last thirteen years,

133, That is why Palegtine is, for the Arabs, the prob=
lem of all problems, The problem is neither racial,
religious nor political, It is the problem of a homeland
which has been usurped, invaded, and literaliy robbed.

The United Nations itself has furnished the figure

_/ Official Records of the General Assemkly, Second Session, Supple~
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that Israel up to the present moment owns only 5 per
cent of Israel--and that is all; this, 1 repeat is a
United Nations statistic,

134, It is therefore absolutely necessary that the
Arab position on the question of Palestine should be
fully understood by all, once and for all, Palestine ig
an Arab homeland, and we are not prepared to sur=
render one inch of our sacredland. Israelis in Palegs
tine by a military occupation, by the sheer force of
arms, And, just as many countries in Asia and Africg
have been freed from imperialism, so, in the same
manner, Palestine shall be freed from Israel.

135. At the present moment we ask nothing of the
United Nations., Torn by power politics, the United
Nations is too feeble to redeem a country for its
people or to repatriate a people, Thus far, the General
Agsembly has adopted fifteen resolutions urging the
repatriation of the refugees, but not a single refugee
has been repatriated.

136, What we urge——and this a legitimate demand=
is that a policy of dissociation be followed on the
question of Palestine, Let Israel alone. If justice for
the people of Palestine cannot be supported, letno one
support this flagrant injusiice called Israel.

137, For four consecutive days the United States
identified itself with Israel four times—a per diem
exercise, On 6 August 1961, the Legislature of
California passed a resolution in support of Israel, On
7 August 1961, the Foreign Relations Committee of the
United States Senate passed a resoluticn in support of
Israel, On 8 August 1961, Governor Rockefeller issued
a statement in support of Israel. On 9 August 1961,
Secretary of State Rusk wrote a letter at the end of
which he expressed support for Israel,

Mr, Slim (Tunisia) resumed the Chair.,

138, We should like to ask on behalf of the people of
Palestine, and indeed on behalf of all decent citizens
of the world, is Israel the sole business of the United
States? Is there no other business=-useful business=
for the United States to do? Is Israel the fiftieth state
of the United States across the Mediterranean? Is
Israel more vital to the United States thanthe questions
of Germany, Berlin or Soviet test explosions?

139. The United States, througheconomic and ailitary
assistance, has made the existence of Israel possible,
Even the very creation of Israel was manipulated by the
United States through every form of pressure. Is there
no end to this policy on the part of the United States?
Is there no end? .Should the Arabs wash their hands
entirely of the United States? Should they lose all hope
of any sense of justice in the United States? I hope
the United States will answer these questions indseds
rather than in words. Let the United States answer
these questions-=before the Arab peoples make the
anzwer--although many of them have already made the
answer themselves.

140, The Arab peoples have patiently waited for sc
long, hoping to see a basic change in the policy of the
United States on the question of Palestine. A change not
to favour the Arabs, but to be just, to be equitable to .
be impartial, to be neutral, to start a policy of dis=
soclation, and; in plain words, to leave Israel on its
own. If we are to stockpile all the resolutions passed
by the United States in support of Israel: if we are to
add up the grand total of United States economic and
military assistance extended to Israel, the conclusion
is dreadful=and is dreadfully dreadful. One would g



1622nd meeting — 3 October 1961 .

209

——

ihen be led to believe that this country is not the
United States, it has become a Greater Israel. It is
s source of pride-—I repeat, it is a source of pride—
and satisfaction for the Arab peoples to have the best
relations with this great nation of the United States,
well known for glorious traditions and values. But the
Arab nations would not want to have relations with the
United States if the United States jdentifies herself
as Greater Israel,

141. I have set out the Arab position onthe Palestine
question, because particularly at this session of the
brink, this rostrum of the United Nations should be
employed for what it is intended: to examine the
problems that endanger peace and security in.the
world. The problem of Palestine is relatively dormant
now, but it may explode at any moment. As long as

Israel is there, divided.Jerusalem may prove to be
more dangerous to world peace and security than
divided Berlin.

142, For our part, we shall do everything inour power
to help Palestine regain its unity, Jerusalem redeem
its integrity andthe people rebuild their national entity.

We shall do everything in our power {o make peace .

reign again in the land of peace.

143. Peace based on justice is our ultimate goal in
Palestine, so that the Holy Land canagainbecome holy
for its people and for all the millions of believers all
over the world,

144, May God the Almighty extend peace to the land
that gave the world the greatest Messenger of Peace.

The meeting rose at 1.5 p.m,

Lithe In U, .
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