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AGENDA ITEM 9
General debate (continued)

1. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): The
first speaker this morning is the Minister for Foreign
Affairs of South Africa, Mr. Hilgard Muller.

2. Before calling on him, however, I call on the repre-
sentative of Mauritius on a point of order.

3. Mr. RAMPHUL (Mauritius): I am taking the floor in
my capacity as the Chairman of the group of African
States for this month to remind the General Assembly of
resolution 2948 (XXVII), which it adopted last year by
111 votes to 1 and which reads as follows:

“The General Assembly,

““Approves the report of the Credentials Committee,
except with regard to the credentials of the representa-
tives of South Africa.”

As Members may recall, that resolution was similar to
resolutions 2862 (XXVI) and 2636 (XXV).

4. It is our contention that by adopting those resolu-
tions, the Assembly decided that those who claimed to
represent South Africa were not the true representatives
of the people of that country.

5. In spite of the unequivocal meaning of the resolu-
tions which I have just mentioned, this Assembly has for
the past two years allowed the same people whom it had
declared not qualified to speak for South Africa to parti-
cipate in our deliberations. We hardly see any logicin the
attitude of the General Assembly in adopting resolutions
stating that the representatives of the white minority
régime of South Africa cannot speak for the entire popu-
lation of South Africa, while permitting them year after
year to take the floor in this Assembly and its Main
Committees.

and fundaméntal freedoms, by brutal force if necessary.

7. May I remind this Assembly that it has already
condemned apartheid as a crime against humanity and
that at its last session the United Nations Commission on
Human Rights adopted for the Assembly’s consideration
a draft convention on the suppression and punishment of
the crime of apartheid.' It is the representative of a régime
whose policy the Assembly has condemned as criminal
who has asked to speak this morning. We realize that we
cannot discuss, and in fact are not discussing, the
substance of the policy of apartheid. Our point isthat by
adopting resolutions 2636 (XX V), 2862 (XX VI)and 2948
(XXVII), the Assemtly has already decided that any
delegation representing only the white minority of South
Africa cannot speak as the lawful delegation of the whole
of South Africa. We are asking the Assembly to stand by
its decision by not allowing the representative of Mr.
Vorster to take the floor at this time unless, of course, it
wishes to reverse the decisions to which I have just referred.

8. Before concluding, I would quote from the Declara-
tion on the Occasion of the Twenty-fifth Anniversary of
the United Nations [resolution 2627 {XXV)], as follows:

“We strongly condemn the evil policy of apartheid,
which is a crime against the conscience and dignity of
mankind and, like nazism, is contrary to the principles
of the Charter. We reaffirm our determination to spare
no effort, including support to those who struggle
against it, in accordance with the letter and spirit of the
Charter, to secure the elimination of apartheid in
South Africa. We also condemn all forms of oppres-
sion and tyranny wherever they occur and racism and
the practice of racial discrimination in all its manifes-
tations.”

9. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): The
representative of Mauritius has raised a point of order,
which, under rule 73 of the rules of procedure, “shall be
immediately decided by the President in accordance with
the rules of procedure”. As an exception dictated by
courtesy, and as they are certainly going to refer to this
matter, I shall call on the representatives of Senegal and
the United Republic of Tanzania before I expound the
position of the President.

!'See Official Records of the Economic and Social Council, Fifty-fourth
Session, Supplement No. 6, p.75.
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10. Mr. FALL (Senegal) (interpretation from French):
My delegation too wishes to present a point of order to
the Assembly. At its historic session commemorating the
twenty-fifth anniversary of the creation of the United
Nations, the General Assembly, at its 1905th plenary
meeting on 13 November 1970, adopted a resolution
rejecting the credentials of the representatives of the
Government of South Africa [resolution 2636 A (XXV)].
That resolution was confirmed by the Assembly the next
year at its 2027th plenary meeting on 20 December 1971
[resolution 2862 (XXVI)], and, finally last year by resolu-
tion 2948 (XXVII) adopted by the Aszembly on 8
December 1972 at its 2104th plenary meeting.

11. Thus, at this session we cannot but bear in mind
those decisions taken on three occasions by the highest
body of our Organization.

12. There is a body of opinion which holds that the only
binding resolutions are those adopted by the Security
Council. It is obvious that the latter resolutions—which,
as a matter of fact, some States violate with arrogant
insolence—are binding, and Article 25 of the Charter
reaffirms that binding character. ‘

13. In this connexion, I would draw your attention to
the following statement:

“But I believe that the legal basis for the binding

force of resolutions and declarations of the General

Assembly lies in the faci that, since a multilateral
treaty is binding upon the parties to it, the resolutions
and declarations have the binding force conferred on
them by the provisions of the Charter on which they
are based.” [2117th meeting, para. 80.]

Those are not my words. They were spoken by the
President of this General Assembly session during his
opening statement this year. They are now more than
ever of direct relevance.

14. Ifeel I cansay withcut fear of being challenged that
the majority of this Assembly considers that the reasons
underlying the rejection of the credentials of the represen-
tatives of the Government of Pretoria on three occasions
are still valid. What is more, since our last session the
racist tendencies of that Government have become even
more pronounced. Thus, we learned very recently that
racial segregation in South Africa is now applied to
animals in that country. The Capetown Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals has just decided that
dogs and cats belonging to Coloured people will no
longer be allowed in the kennels. The Society apparently
based that decision on the fact that the South African

Government had decided that only whites were author- -

ized to be members of the Society for the Prevention of
Cruelty to Animals. Hence, in South Africa the Coloured
people have not even the right to take pity on animals. I
believe that this kind of legislation pushes the conse-
quences of racial segregation to the limits of absurdity.

15. We also know that a5 % result of a strike of miners at
Carletonviile the police slaughtered 12 African miners,
five of whom came from the independent State of
Lesotho. When the Head of that Government stated that
the Organization of African Unity, the United Nations or

some other international organization should open an
inquiry into that crime, the Vorster Government an-
swered that in the present state of affairs no representa-
tive of any international organization would be permitted
to cross the borders into the Republic of South Africa.

16. Those are a few indications of the kind of régime
whose representatives are presumptuous enough to wish
to address our Assembly from this lofty rostrum, from
which resound the most authoritative voices of the
international community. My delegation considers that
this is a further act of defiance of our Organization, a
further provocation of the people of the African con-
tinent.

i7.  We are well aware that United Nations jurists have
always referred to Articles 5 znd 6 of cur Charter and
rules 27 and 29 of our rules of procedure taken together.
But we wish to emphasize that each one of those
provisions mentions Member States or representatives of
Member States. This leads us to focus our attention on
the provisions of rule 29 of the rules of procedure, which
reads:

“Any representative to whose admission a Member

~ has made objection shall be seated provisionally with

the same rights as other representatives until the

Credentials Committee has reported and the General
Assembly has given its decision.”

That proves that, under our rules of procedure, even the
decisions that the General Assembly is required to take
on the basis of the report of the Credentials Committee
can have a definite influence on the participation of
delegations in our work.

18. Therefore, on the basis of all those considerations
my delegation requests either that the statement of the
representative of South Africa be postponed until the
Assembly has confirmed or rescinded the decisions it has
taken at the last three sessions, or that we immediately
suspend our work and ask the Credentials Committee to
meet forthwith and present a report, on which we would
take a decision very quickly.

19. In any event, my delegation considers that it is
morally, if not legally, impossible to permit the represen-
tative of the racist Vorster Government to address our
Assembly in the present state of affairs.

20. My delegation has intervened at th‘i.s‘ time on a

question of procedure and reserves its right to speak on
the substance at a later stage.

21. Mr. SALIM (United Republic of Tanzania):
Mr. President, I shall be very brief, particularly in the
light of the courtesy you have shown to our delegation.

22. I should like to say that the Tanzanian delegation
fully endorses the proposai made by the Chairman of the
African group of States, our colleague and brother
Ambassador Ramphul, and so eloquently supported by
our colleague the Ambassador of Senegal. In saying that,
I wish to emphasize that we believe that this Assembly -
will be rejecting its own decisions, will be contradictingits
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own previous positions, if it allows the representative of
South Africa to address it. We believe that, in taking its
decision in 1971 and reiterating it in 1972, the General
Assembiy was aware of the fact that by no stretch of the
imagination can the representative of apartheidrepresent
the people of South Africa. The representative of Mr.
Vorster here represents a régime which has been solemnly
elected by a few people, by a group of white men, in a
country where the predominant rights of the Africans, the
predominant rights of the Asians, the predominant rights of
the Coloured people are systematically violated. I believe
that even the representative of South Africa nimself cannot
have the audacity to claim that he represents the 15 million
Africans, that he represents the 500,000 Asians, that he
represents more than 1 million Coloured people.

23. It was against that background that the General
Assembly in 1971 and 1972 in its wisdom decided to
accept the report of the Credentials Committee, with the
singular exception of the credentials of South Africa.

24. For the same reason, I believe that it is the
responsibility of this Assembly to remain consistent with
its previous position and that, in that light, allowing the
representative of South Africa to take the floor at this
stage would be in contradiction with the previous
position of the Assembly.

25. 1 believe that if anything has changed in South
Africa since the time when the Assembly took its decision
in 1971 and 1972, it is that the forces of tyranny in South
Africa have been consolidated. We all know of the recent
massacre which took place in that country. We all know
of the systematic violation by the South African régime
of the decisions of this Assembly. We all know that, in
spite of the efforts of our Secretary-General, in spite of
the resolutions of the Security Council and in spite of the
decisions of the General Assembly, the régime of South
Africa continues illegally to occupy the international
Territory of Namibia. We all know that the African
people of South Africa, indeed the non-white people of
South Africa in general, are subjected to the rule of
terror, the rule of tyranny in all sorts of regulations. How,
then, can we allow a situation where this Assembly will be
put in the position where it has again to be subjected to
the ordeal of listening to a representative who purports to
represent people who have absoltely no rights, who have
been given no right to express themselves in this As-
sembly?

26. MTr. President, I therefore believe that the least that
this General Assembly can do and the least that you can
do is to wait until the Credentials Committee has
proclaimed its position on the question of the credentials
of South Africa before allowing the representative of
South Africa to speak. We believe that in doing so we not
only will be consistent with the position that we have
taken before, but also will be expressing the moral
outrage that we must ali feel, the indignation that the
international community feels at the policies of barbar-
ism that the régime of South Africa continues to carry
out.

27. Finally, I wish toreiterate that our opposition to the
representative of South Africa’s speaking here stems

from consistency with the position that the General
Assembly has taken. Our opposition stems from our
recognition of the fact that these persons wiio claim to
represent South Africa do not represent the people of
South Africa. Our opposition stems from the fact that
one of the greatest problems that the United Nations is
facing now is the question of credibility, and we believe
that the credibility of this Organization will be further
eroded if we allow persons who do not represent the
people of a territory to speak before this Assembly; we -
believe that the credibility of the United Nations will be
further eroded if we allow the Assembly to go on
violating the principles and the decisic-as that it has
adopted in previous years.

28. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): As
the Assembly has just heard, beth the representative of
Senegal and the representative of the United Republic of
Tanzania have proposed that we should suspend this
meeting until the Credentials Committee can provide us
with a report on the credentials for the current session.

29. Rule 79 of the rules of procedure fixes a priority in
the order of procedural motions. It says:

*“Subject to rule 73, the motions indicated below
shall have precedence in the {ollowing order over all
other proposals or motions before the meeting:

“(a) To suspend the meeting; . . ..”

Rule 73 refers to points of order.

30. Ishould like to consult the Assembly on whether it
would be prepared to suspend the meeting and ask the
appropriate authorities to convene a meeting of the
Credentials Committee immediately.

31. Mr. BAROODY (Saudi Arabia): The worth and
dignity of the human person were clearly enunciated in
the Universal Declaration of Human Rights as far back
as 1948. I am not talking about democratic governments;
I am talking abcut the dignity and worth of the human
being, the preciousness of the individual, the respect that
we should have for every person regardless of colour,
race, creed or religion.

32. Having said that, far be it for me not to concur with
what my three brothers from Africa have stated about
neglect by the Assembly and by the Government of South
Africa of the worth and dignity of the Coloured people,
who seem not to get the affection or approval of that
Government, which, at the very least, should be pater-
nalistic. This situation cannot go on, because Africa has
awakened, and we Asians have a solidarity with Africa
that nothing can shake.

33. However, I am not going into the substance. I
would like us to exercise vigilance here and not to be
hasty. If we do things in haste and act upon your
suggestion, Mr. President, to suspend the meeting and
ask the Credentials Committee to meet and pronounce
itself, I would draw your attention to the following. As
far as I know—and I stand to be corrected by you or by
any representative in this Assembly—the Credentials
Committee has the authority only to verify whether the
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signatures on the letters of accreditation are authentic: in
other words, that they emanate from a responsible
official of the Government of the Member State; that they
have not been forged or tampered with; and that they
conform to all the rules and regulations that are known to
be the basis in such matters among States, whether they
be States Members of this Organization or parties to
multilateral or bilateral conventions.

34.  We do not want, by acting on your suggestion—
which, in many ways, is wise—to postpone something
which is bound to confront us. The Credentials Commit-
tee might come back to us with, in substance, what I have
just said.

35. If South Africa is to be expelled from this Organiza-
tion, as is the goal of a good majority of the United
Nations, that can be done only by the Security Council.
Admission and expulsion are the prerogatives of the
Security Council. This does not prevent us from recom-
mending to the Security Council that a State should be
expelled. I am speaking objectively, unemotionally and
dispassionately, so if you hear my voice rising do not
think that I am not as cool as a cucumber inside or that I
am worked up. But let usdo the correct thing lest we have
pandemonium in this Assembly.

36. There are two ways of action open to the Assembly.
One is to recommend to the Security Council that it take

up the matter immediately. For ultimately what is

involved is expulsion, not trying to prevent the represen-
tative of South Africa from speaking.

37. This is the essence of the thing. Let us take the bull
by the horns. If you, Sir, ask the members of the
Credentials Committee to look into the matter you may
be embarrassing them, because they may have to come
with a report which in essence will tell us that the
signatures are correct. Juridically the Credentials Com-
mittee has no power. It takes someone like me to draw
your attention to this fact because I am sure, my African
and Asian brothers have faith in me.

38. Therefore, what will happen if the Credentials
Comnmittee tells us that the signature on the letters of the
credentials are correct and they ““pass the buck”—using
an American expression—to the Sixth Committee or,as]
mentioned, to the Security Council? We will be confront-
ed with the same situation. “Ah,” they wiil say—again
using an American e~pression, and I have lived here long
enough to do so—there is a “gimmick” in the question.
Someone in the Security Council will exercise the veto. |
am sure there are friends of South Africa in the Security
Council.

39. I participated in many of the debates touching on
South Africa—I am not going into the substance—and |
told my colleagues from South Africa that they cannot go
on perpetually acting in the way they have been acting.
They know my views. I see the Foreign Minister. I have
had many private talks with him, and have told him that
it cannot go on like this. But unfortunately, he is not the
final authority. They have a constituted government.
Whether we like it or not, they have a government.

40. I want to tell the Assembly to exercise a little
calmness on this question, and not to get worked up.
Please do not think that for one moment that I am mixing
the issues. We all know that, as the result of pressure, a
State emerged illegally in the Middle East in 1947 —all
here know of it, so that I do not need to go into another
question—in contravention of the right of self-deter-
mination. It was condemned 25 times. Many a time there
were motions for its expulsion, and nothing happened.
Nothing would happen in the General Assembly were we
to follow such a procedure. It is an abortive way of
dealing with this question in the General Assembly.

41. 1 want also to draw the attention of my colleagues,
regardless of whether they come from Africa, Asia or
from anywhere else, to another point. Unfortunately,
there are many governments that are not representative
of their people. In everyday jargon we call them dictator-
ships. I am not going to mention names—God help me if
I did! I believe there are about three or four dozen of
them. And these governments, regardless of ideology—
mind you, I am not talking of an ideology, and to do so
might get me in trouble—do not represent their people.
This has nothing to do with colour. Also human worth
and dignity is not only a question of colour but of the
human person, regardless of his colour, creed, belief or
what have you.

42. If we in this Assembly find that the credentials of
South Africa are not valid, what will prevent me, or for
that matter anyone else, from bringing before the Gener-
al Assembly the necessity of expelling States X,Yand Z
on similar grounds? Let us be frank and courageous and
not act merely by solidarity.

43. You know, Sir, you have been here for 12, 13, 14
years—I do not remember the count. I have acted on
many an occasion not only as the representative of Saudi
Arabia but as someone who is a servant amongst you in
the United Nations, because once we are Members we
should serve the United Nations, not only our national
States, lest we get channelled into serving just our petty
national interests. We should rise above our petty
national interests in the United Natiops.

44. To sum up, Mr. President, with all due respect to
your statement and so that we shall not have an
interminable debate on this question, may I express the

hope that—instead of, as it were, taking a couple of

aspirins by adjourning so that our headache may be over
for the time being until the Credentials Committee
submits its report to us—I may be allowed to make, nota
proposal, but rather this mere suggestion to you, as our
honoured and respected President, and to my brothers
regardless of where they come from, that we either have a
motion to refer this question immediately to the Security
Council or, perhaps, find some other way that I have not
thought of for dealing with the subject satisfactorily
without having pandemonium in this Assembly.

45. Thank you, Sir, for your indulgence in giving me
this time. I am ready to be your servant and the servant of
every brother sitting in this Assembly.
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46. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish):
Rule 35 of the rules of procedure confers upon the
President the full right to guide the discussions in a
plenary meeting.

47. On the issue before us, when I called upon the
representative of South Africa to speak, the representa-
tive of Mauritius raised a point of order, after which it
was my duty, in accordance with rule 73, to proceed
immediately to give a ruling.

48. As an act of courtesy, and by way of exception, I
called on two speakers who asked—:iot so much in a
specific way, but in terms couched more in the form of a
suggestion—for a suspension of the meeting or a
postponement of the debate.

49. I read out rule 79, which states that the motions
indicated therein shall have precedence in the priority to
which I referred, subject to one exception, that is to say,
subject to the provisions of rule 73.

50. Therefore, I shall proceed in accordance with rule
73 to clarify the procedural situation as the President sees
it. There is no need for me to say that I have no personal
opinion on this. The President is being guided only by the
rules of procedure that he must apply.

51. The speakers who raised points of order have based
themselves on three decisions taken at previous sessions.
First, resolution 2636 (XXV), which states that the
Assembly approves the report of the Credentials Com-
mittee, except with regard to the credentials of the
representatives of the Government of South Africa. One
year later, resolution 2862 (XXVI) was couched in
exactly the same terms, and two years later, resolution
2948 (XVII) repeated exactly the same language.

52.  For three years the same decision was taken by the
General Assembly. On this point we have statements by
previous Presidents, which I shall venture to read out,

53. At the 1901st meeting, held on Wednesday,
11 November 1970, at 3 p.m., the distinguished jurist
presiding over the Assembly, Professor Hambro, in
connexion with a point raised by the representative of
Saudi Arabia said the following:

“. .. I'reach the conclusion that a vote in favour of
the amendment would mean, on the part of this
Assembly, a very strong condemnation of the policies
pursued by the Government of South Africa. It would
also constitute a warning to that Government, as
solemn as any such warning could be. But, apart from
that, the amendment as it is worded at present would
not seem to me to mean that the South African
delegation is unseated or cannot continue to sit in this
Assembly; if adopted, it will not affect the rights and
privileges of membership of South Africa. That is my
understanding.’*?

That was the opinion put forward by the then President
of the General Assembly, Mr. Edvard Hambro.

?See Official Records of the General Assembly, Twenty-fifth Session,
Plenary Meetings, 1901st meeting, para. 286.

54. Later, the President of the General Assembly,
Mr. Malik of Indonesia, at the 2027th meeting, held on
Monday, 20 December 1971, at 3 p.m., said the following;

“I have been asked for my views on the effect of the
adoption of the amendment which has been proposed
to the draft resolution recommended by the
Credentials Committee. The amendment is essentially
similar to the one which was moved at the last session
of the General Assembly. ‘

“On that occasion ‘he Assembly had before it a
statement by the Legal Counsel on the scope of
‘credentials’ in rule 27 of the rules of procedure of the
General Assembly. It concluded that, if the formal
requirements of rule 27 were met, and if there was no
question of rival claimants, rejection by the Assembly
of credentials meeting the formal requirements would
have the effect of suspending a Member State from the
exercise of rights and privileges of membership in a
manner not foreseen by the Charter.’”?

55. Taking into account the important opinions that
have previously been expounded, I should like to point
out that for three years in succession, despite a decision of
this type having been taken—the three resolutions I have
mentioned—the Republic of South Africa has continued
to exercise its rights, even at the previous session and, I
would say, at the current session because it has exercised
its right to vote, which is one of the rights and privileges
to which Article S of the Charter refers.

56. Ishould like now to define the procedural situation
as I understand it at present. Rule 25 of the rules of
procedure states:

“The delegation of a Member shall consist of not
more than five representatives and five alternate
representatives , . . .”

and rule 27 refers to these five representatives and five
alternate representatives and states that

“The credentials of representatives”—that is, the
persons who represent a Member State—‘and the
names of members of a delegation shall be submitted
to the Secretary-General if possible not less than one
week before the opening of the session.”

That rule goes on to state:

“The credentials shall be issued either by the Head
of the State or Government or by the Minister for
Foreign Affairs.”

That leads me to assume that this refers to the form of the
credentials of the representatives but not to the
qualifications of the Member State.

57. Rule 29 states:

“Any representative to whose admission a Member
has made objection shall be seated provisionally with
the same rights as other representatives until the
Credentials Committee has reported and the General
Assembly has given its decision.”

Ibid., Twenty-sixth Session, Plenary Meetings, 2027th meeting,
paras. 292 and 293.
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58. Although I am now speaking in my capacity as
President of the General Assembly, if the Assembly will
allow me to do so, I should like to refer to some Opinions
expressed at the 1905th meeting, held on Friday,
I3November 1970, at 3 p-m., which reflected my
personal view as well as that of my delegation. With the
Assembly’s permission, I shall read out this interpreta-
tion which I had the occasion to make at that time:

“I wish first to explain that we are not, as someone
said we were, in a dilemma, in which on one side there
are those who are opposed to apartheid and on the
other those who are friends of South Africa. Ever
since this problem arose in 1952 Ecuador”—I was then
speaking on behalf of the delegation of Ecuador—
“has been firmly and constantly opposed to the
inhuman and extremely cruel policy of apartheid in
South Africa. We were opposed to that policy when
very few of us took that stand—not at a time when it
was easy to take that position because of the large
numbers opposed to it. Once again, therefore, the
delegation of Ecuador would like to say that the
Government of South Africa is not a democratic
Government; it does not correspond to the modern
concept of a State, which must be based on the will of
the majority. It is a racist, minority Government,
where a white minority stifles, by the most brutal
means, the thinking of the majority that is, the will of
the true owners of the African soil there.

“But that is not the matter at issue at all; it is a
strictly legal point that is at issue. And on that score |
would say that my Government, my delegation and I
personally”—I said “I personally” and that is why I
am reading out this statement—*“would never sacrifice
a legal principle for a political manoeuvre. Some may
say that that is a mistake, but I believe that to be a
sound position.

“What I have just said was an introduction to make
clear the Ecuadorian position.”

Later on in that statement I quoted rule 27, to which I
have already referred, and rule 28 on the powers of the
Credentials Commitiee.

59. 1 should like to state that I am putting to the
Assembly for its consideration—because what is wanted
is not my ruling, but a decision of this body—the legal
bases or juridical principles which the President feels
should be taken into consideration. And in this
connexion I should also like to draw attention to Articles
5 and 18 of the Charter, the latter being repeated in rule
85 of the rules of procedure.

60. No one has asked me for a ruling. If anyone were to

do so I would immediately put the matter to the vote, in
accordance with rule 73. .

61. The rule I cited is rule 29 of the rules of procedure,
which I shall again read out:

“Any representative to whose admission a Member
has made objection shall be seated provisionally with

a

* Ibid., Twenty-fifth Session, Plenary Meetings, 1905th rﬁeeting, paras.
74-76.

the same rights as other representatives until the
Credentials Committee has reported and the General
Assembly has given its decision.”

62. Mr. FALL (Sencgal) (interpretation from French):
Mr. President, we have listened most attentively to the
interpretation you have given of the proposals that we
have made. In connexion with this point of order I have
two brief comments to make to which I would venture to
draw the attention of the Assembly.

63. The first is that it is not a question here of any
suspension of the rights of a Member of the Assembly.
Hence we are not speaking of expulsion. It is not a matter
of applying the provisions of Article 5 of the Charter. It
does not involve convening a meeting of the Security
Council, as our dean, Mr. Baroody, has stated. It is a
question of determining whether these gentlemen who
are seated here actually represent the State on behalf of
which they claim to speak. In this regard, I also am not
being subjective. I shall follow you in your own field, Sir,
which is that of law.

64. You spoke of rule 27 of the rules of procedure. Our
dean, Mr. Baroody, has spoken of the material checking
of credentials. I consider that the role of the Credentials
Committee is not only a material role, because rule 29
provides that representatives shall be seated until the
Credentials Committee has reported and the General
Assembly has given its decision.

65. What does that mean? It proves that the dccision
that the Assembly would be required to take foliowing
upon the decision of the Credentials Committec . un have
an influence upon the presence of representiatives who
have been challenged or their participation in the debates
of our Assembly. That is the interpretation o be given to
rule 29 of the rules of procedure.

66. You also mentioned rule 27, which states that:

(13

. . the credentials shall be issued either by the
Head of State or'Government or by the Minister for
Foreign Affairs.”

These then are three authoritics of a State.

67. A short while ago I referred to several sentences
from your inaugural address, Mr. President. You
yourself said that the legal basis for the binding nature of
resolutions and declarations of the General Assembly lay

in the fact that ““since a multilateral treaty is binding upon

the parties to it, the resolutions and declarations [of the
Assembly] have the binding force conferred on them by
the provisions of the Charter on which they are based”
[2117th meeting, para. 80].

68. That, therefore, is something that is clear. When the
General Assembly takes a decision, the States Members
in this General Assembly are bound by that decision,
because they are bound by the provisions of the Charter,
which they have freely accepted.

69. This leads me to refer to a resolution of the General
‘Assembly which no one has yet mentioned, and which
was the last resolution concerning the problem of South
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Africa. I am thinking of resolution 2923 E (XXVII) of
15 November 1972. In that resolution we read:

“The General Assembly,

“

“Gravely concerned about the explosive situation in
South Africa and in southern Africa as a whole
resulting from the inhuman and aggressive policies of
aparsheid pursued by the Government of South Africa,
a situation which constitutes a threat to international
peace and security,

“Reaffirming the inalienable right of the people of
South Africa to self-determination and freedom,

(1] ”"”
. .

70. Therefore, our Assembly considers that the 16
million non-white persons living in South Africa have the
right to self-determination and freedom. The representa-
tives of the 3 or 4 million whites living in South Africa
who appear here with the pretension of representing
those 16 million people can in no sense speak on behalf of
them. I think that that is what the General Assembly
must take into account.

71.  That is the reason why we have decided that it is not
a question of the expulsion of a State. South Africa is an
African State; it is a.multiracial African State; but the
Vorster Government does not want to admit that. We,
however, believe it possible for blacks and mestizos and
whites to live together in that State. If the South African
Government accepts that, we are in agreement. If these
gentlemen who are present had been appointed by the 16
million Africans who live in South Africa, we would not
have opposed their presence here. But we do oppose their
presence here because they have been nominated by3ord
million inhabitants, to the exclusion of the other 16
million residents of that country.

72. That is why we raised our point of order. The
African group has not taken its decision lightly. Our
ministers met in order to take it. It is not permanent
representatives who took it but the Ministers for Foreign
Affairs of our respective countries.

73. But today we find ourselves in a rather awkward
situation by virtue of the fact that this Assembly is
presided over by the representative of a country which we
consider as one of our own. You belong, Mr. President, to
Ecuador, a country situated in the Latin American
continent, which we consider to be waging the same fight
as we are waging in Africa. That is why we do not wish to
force a confrontation, on the problem, between Africa
and the President; but we would ask the Assembly to
reflect upon the choice the President has just made

between the position of Africa and the position of South
Africa.

74. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): 1
very much regret that the representative of Senegal
. should have concluded his statement with an inaccurate
premise. I did not take any position against the African
group or in favour of the Republic of South Africa. I

confined myself—and I hope this is clearly understood—
to drawing attention to the rules of procedure and did not
make a ruling or interpret the rules of procedure. I drew
attention to the rules; I indicatec the positions that had
been taken; but I did not make a decision in the sense of
the interpretation of the representative of Senegal. I
would ask him to correct this point in his own mind,
because it is inaccurate.

75. Secondly, I should like to thank him for having
drawn attention twice to a part of the statement I made at
the opening meeting. I stand fully behind every single
word of it. I think that the decisions of the General
Assembly have a binding power derived from the
provisions of the Charter. What I said was that for three
years the resolutions I had cited had not been applied in
the way that today you are asking that they be applied. At
this moment I have in my hands no resolution on this
problem. I was simply citing prior resolutions that had
never been applied.

76. If I am to take it that there is an appeal or a
divergence of views, i shall have to apply the rules of
procedure and put to the vote the point raised by the
representative of Senegal. In that case I would ask himto
put it in concrete terms, because actually we have not
heard any clear formulation on which we could vote. Or
am I to take it that there is a desire to postpone this
problem until there is a decision by the Credentials
Committee which we can discuss?

77. I am somewhat perplexed. I do not know whether
the representative of Senegal would ke to spe!! out what
he wants put to the vote. If he would not, I do not know
what I am being asked to submit to the Assembly for its
consideration. On what point, on what resolution, are we
to vote?

78. Mr. FALL (Senegal) (interpretation from French):
Mr. President, you have thrown the ball back to me, but
the ball is still in your court, because you have referred to
rule 73 of the rules of procedure, and rule 73 states:

“During the discussion of any matter, a representa-
tive may rise to a point of order, and the point of order
shall be immediately decided by the President in
accordance with the rules of procedure . . . .”

So it is for you te decide upon the point of order. Rule 73
goes on:

“A representative may appeal against the ruling of
. the President. The appeal shall be immediately put to
the vote, and the President’s ruling shall stand unless

overruled by a majority of the Members present and
voting.”

If the decision of the President is not maintained, we are
in an impasse. That is why the African group refuses to
enter into a confrontation with you, for the reasons I have
mentioned. But it is for you to interpret rule 73, to which
you yourself referred earlier.

+19. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish):

Rule 73, as the representative of Senegal has pointed out,
makes it necessary to take a decision. I have mentioned
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and even quoted the opinions on which I based myself,
opinions expressed many years ago to the effect that so
long as we have no document on which we can take a
decision, we shall have to give the floor to the
representative of South Africa. When the Credentials
Committee submits a report, we shall then begin to
discuss the legality or illegality of that report, but now we
shall have to deal with the matter on the basis of
resolutions that have already been adopted.

80. Mr. NUR ELMI (Somalia): After the eloquent and
unequivocal statements made a while ago by the
representative of Mauritius, Senegal and the United
Republic of Tanzania, I feel that there is very little, if
anything, to be added to those statements in respect of
how the African delegations in this Assembly feel about
the policy of apartheid. We have on many occasions
spoken from this very rostrum about this problem. It was
my own country, the Somali Democratic Republic, that
in 1970 proposed® for the first time opposition to the
recognition of the validity—the legal validity—of the
credentials of the representatives of the Government of
the land of apartheid.

81. I think it was very clear when my colleagues
spoke—and more particularly when Mr. Fall of Senegal
spoke—that what we were seeking, as Mr. Fall said, was
to suspend this meeting until the Credentials Committee
could present to us a specizl report on the question of the
validity of the credentials of the Government of apartheid
in South Africa, which does not represent the people of
that country. It would seem to the delegation of the
Somali Democratic Republic that this has not been the
course, and it falls upon me as a duty to request formally
the suspension of the meeting at this stage until such time
as you ask the Credentials Committee to present a special
report to the General Assembly. I should like to
emphasize this point, in order not to have any
equivocation on this question. We are in favour of the
suspension of the debate at this stage before the
representative of South Africa takes the floor.

82. The PRESIDENT (interpretation Jfrom Spanish): On
the understanding that there has not been any challenge
to the President, I shall now apply the provisions of rule
78 of the rules of procedure, which reads:

“During the discussion of any matter, a representa-
tive may move the suspension or the adjournment of
the meeting. Such motions shall not be debated but
shall be immediately put to the vote. The President
may limit the time to be allowed to the speaker moving
the suspension or the adjournment of the meeting.”

As such a motion has been proposed, I must, in’

accordance with rule 78, put it to the vote immediately
and without debate.

83. Mr. BAROODY (Saudi Arabia) (from the floor):
Point of order.

84. Mr. von HIRSCHBERG (South Africa) (from the
Sfloor): Point of order.

3Ibid., Twenty-fifth Session, Annexes, agenda item3, document
A/8142, para. 4.

85. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): If 1
were to give the floor to any speaker at this time I shou;d
be running counter to the provisions of rule 78 of the rules
of procedure. We shall proceed to the vote.

86. I would request the representative of South Africa
to take strictly into account the provisions of rule 78,
which says “Such motions shall not be debated”; which
means without any statements, even in the form of points
of order. I would ask him to co-operate with me as we

proceed now to the vote on the motion for suspension.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Argentina,
Bahrain, Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Cameroon, China, Colombia, Congo,
Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Dahomey,
Democratic Yemen, Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial
Guinea, Ethiopia, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic
Republic, Ghana, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras,
Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ivory Coast,
Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Laos, Liberia, Libyan
Arab Republic, Madagascar, Malaysia, Mali, Malta,

‘Mauritania, Mauritius, Morocco, Niger, Nigeria, Oman,

Pakistan, Peru, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Sudan,
Syrian Arab Republic, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United
Republic of Tanzania, Upper Voita, Venezuela, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia

Against: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Den-
mark, Finland, France, Germany (Federal Republic of),
Greece, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Luxem-
bourg, Malawi, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua,
Norway, Paraguay, Portugal, South Africa, Sweden,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United States of America

Abstaining: Brazil, Fiji, Uruguay

The motion was adopted by 80 votes 1o 26, with
3 abstentions.

The meeting was suspended at 12.15 p-m. and resumed at
3.10p.m.

Address by General Mobutu Sese Seko,
President of the Republic of Zaire

87. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): It
is now an honour for me as President of the General
Assembly to present the respectful and warm greetings of
the General Assembly to His Excellency the President of
the Republic of Zaire. We all know the extraordinary
work that he has done for the progress and
transformation of his country, and we feel great
admiration for his country, his people, and for him. Now
that he has honoured us with his presence, I would
request him to be kind enough to address the Assembly.

88. President MOBUTU SESE SEKO (President of the
Republic of Zaire) (interpretation JSrom French): Mr. Pres-
ident, first of all may I thank you for allowing me to
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address the Assembly from this rostrum. Furthermore,
on behalf of the nationals of the countries commonly
called the countries of the third world, 1 wish to
congratulate you on your brilliant election to preside
over the General Assembly of the United Nations. I have
no doubt that, owing to your well-known reputation as a
statesman, you will carry the heavy burdens it imposes
with competence and to the immense satisfaction of the
General Assembly and to the pride of the so-called third
world. Glancing at your biography, Sir, I find both
pleasure and pride in discovering that you, like myself,
were at one time a journalist.

89. The people of Zaire, at one with the Popular
Movement of the Revolution, our national party, has
entrusted me with presenting the thanks of the citizens of
Zaire to the United Nations through this august
Assembly.

90. If a small minority of States Members of this
Organization refused to participate in the Congo
operation at that time, the great majority nevertheless
spontaneously placed troops at the disposal of the
Organization, or assisted financially in the carrying out
of the operation that allowed us to maintain peace and
the unity and integrity of national territory. Through the
United Nations, Zaire wishes to give heart-felt thanks to
all parties.

91. I will take advantage of this opportunity to pay a
tribute also to the Secretaries-General of the world
Organization who have worked so hard and have been
able to assure us of our existence.

92. My thoughts go out particularly to the late Dag
Hammarskjéld, who died in the service of this important
Organization and of the Republic of Zaire.

93. My tribute must also be addressed to his successor,
UThant, who gave himself body and soul to the
maintenance of peace in the world and who paid special
attention to the cause of Zaire.

94. 1 am very grateful, finally, for the appointment of
Mr. Kurt Waldheim as Secretary-General of the United
Nations. I wish for him a brilliant and fruitful career.

95. All the world knows the circumstances that
surrounded the accession of my country to independence.
In 1960, Zaire, which was still called the Congo, collapsed
one night like a house of cards. A number of experts in
colonialism had decided hastily that our people were
congenitally incapable, attempting to prove thereby that
the independence of new nations was an unsuccessful
operation. We were presumed and judged incapable of
governing ourselves without the colonizers.

96. But we believe that the accident that occurred in
Zaire was foreseeable. Despite the fact that by the Act of
Berlin of 1885 the Zaire river basin was opened to the
entire world, Zaire itself was isolated from the world. It
was outside the pale of progressive ideas.

97. Furthermore, at the time it attained independence,
my country, 80 times larger than its one-time

metropolitan area, had only 10 national cadres that had
completed their university studies; and in the administra-
tion, in the army and in the private sector, there was not a
single Zairean cadre.

98. It was for that reason that 1960 to 1965 were
dreadful years for us and we are forced to recognize that
anarchy, chaos, disorder, blindness and incapacity
prevailed in Zaire. '

99. Some of you may have to consult your dictionary to
find out precisely what the word “anarchy” means, but
we in Zaire were so well acquainted with it that many
people felt that the word ““anarchy” was an invention of
Zaire. That is why disorder in any part of the world was
baptized ““‘congolization”.

100. Our country suffered because of its lack of political
preparation; but it suffered above all because of the greed
of the West and the East. Both of them tried to gain a
decisive influence over us so that they could control our
important natural resources. Some wanted to recolonize
us economically, whereas others wished to dominate us
ideologically.

101. Zaire, which went through indescribable chaos to
become an organized and well-governed country, after its
unfortunate experience finally recognized its true friends.
The Zairean experience is based on a political philosophy
that we call authenticity. This is an awareness on the part
of the people of Zaire that they should return to their
beginnings and search for the values of their ancestors in
order to appreciate the values which contribute to the
country’s harmonious and natural development. It is the
refusal of the people of Zaire blindly to espouse imported
ideologies. It is the affirmation of the worth of the
Zairean, or of any man, as he is and where he is, with the
mental and social structures that are his own. A return to
authenticity is not narrow nationalism, a blind return to
the past. On the contrary, it is a useful instrument for
peace among nations, a condition for existence among
peoples, a platform on which co-operation among States
can be built. For authenticity not only implies a profound
knowledge of one’s own culture, but also a respect for the
cultural heritage of others.

102. Thus, strengthened by this experience, we in all
modesty believe that Zaire can now give to the world its
own interpretation of problems that confront us |,

103.  'We shall start by dealing with our own continent,
Africa. For Africa today remains the only continent
where colonization, racial segregation, apartheid and
contempt of man because of the pigmentation of his skin
persist. Africa is a continent that has suffered some of the
greatest humiliations of recorded history.

104.  For centuries the situation of the black man in
Africa has deteriorated. Under the pretext that they had
come to Africa to civilize us, the first whites, the pioneers
of that civilization, began by emptying our respective
countries of their fundamental substance through the
shameful practice of slave-trading—and even at that
period the chief offenders were the Portuguese. Our
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ancestors were not considered as men, or even as beings
with intelligence and feeling. They were considered as a
set of muscles fit for mechanical labour such as we expect
from an animal—a horse, a buffallo, a donkey or an ox.

105.  Slavery continued and in the nineteenth century
became a veritable catastrophe for the African continent.
To justify themselves, these colonialists and slave-traders
pitted us against our Arab brothers., affirming their role
in slavery. They pretend to forget that the Arabs were
only brokers and commissioners, because slave-trading
of the blacks was carried on for the sole profit of the
whites.

106. The colonial countries of Europe very rapidly
learned the meaning of the adage that you can never be
better served than by yourself. Thus, in 1885 the great
slave-traders of the period met in Berlin and, like
vultures, carved up the African continent among
themselves. No more would slave-trading raids cost them
dear. Unorganized occupation would not occur again; it
would now be premeditated and organized. The
exploitation of the blacks would not be sporadic; it would
now become systematic, permanent and definitive by the
pure and simple appropriation of the African territories
by the slave-traders. The black had no longer to escape
the raids he lost his rights, his country and his freedom.
The process of dehumanization had begun. The black
had to give up his personality, his mental and social
structures—in a word, his authenticity. ‘

107.  Pseudo-scientific arguments in which the black
was alleged to be an inferior being were not lacking to
Justify this business of dehumanization. They maintained
that the white colonizers were different from the blacks
whom they colonized and, therefore, superior to them. In
order to perpetuate the exploitation of the black by the
white, the colonizers systematically set about destroying
African traditions, African languages, African culture—
in a word, making a brute of the black man so that he
could only speak, think, eat, dress, laugh or breathe as the
white man did.

108.  Despite the huge organization created to per-
petuate the siavery of the black man, the whites of Europe
could not extinguish the flame of freedom and dignity in
black Africa. Thus, about 1960 an irresistible and
irreversible feeling for freedom seized all the peoples of
Africa and led to disarray among the colonialists who
were not prepared for it. The black man broke his
shackles and said “No” to exploitation and to his
alienation by the West.

109. A fruit falls only when it is ripe; but in the storms

and the tempests of history the fruit falls, whether ripe or
not. .

110. From that time on, we believed that the
colonialists finally understood that history cannot be
turned back. But today’s experience shows that Africa
has not yet reached the end of its suffering, for the
colonialists are still waging a rear-guard action. In fact,
white mercenaries paid by certain countries have tried to
reconquer some countries that have already gained
independence. This was the case in the Democratic

Republic of the Sudan, the Federal Republic of Nigeria
and in my own country, Zaire.

111, In the town of Bukavu, in eastern Zaire, a white
mercenary from Europe, seriously proclaimed himself
President of the Republic of Zaire. Had a black man done
so in Europe, he would immediately have been taken fora
hoaxer or a mental case; but, since he was a white man
doing so in Africa, the colonialists mobilized the press,
radio and television and placed them all at his disposal,
not only to offer him publicity, but also to ridicule the
Chief of State of Zaire, myself. My position has not been
challenged in my own territory, or in any of the countries
represented here. But such provocation was an
intolerable insult to me which I cannot pardon.

112. At this very moment that I am speaking to you, the
anachronistic situation at present prevailing in Angola,
Rhodesia, Mozambique, Namibia and South Africa
would be unthinkable without the hidden support of
certain Powers.

113. How can one explain the fact that a country like
Portugal has the strength to control enormous territories
such as Angola and Mozambique unless it is upheld by
more powerful nations than itself? In fact Portugal is an
economically, socially and culturally under-developed
nation. It has no democracy. It has no military force. Its
sole record is that of having the highest level of illiteracy
in Europe. Its strength and its arrogance are directly
linked with its membership in NATO. Portugal, with its
colonies, is strategically necessary for that military
organization.

114. The volume of investment and capital coming
from the West to the Portuguese colonies increases daily.
The building of the Cabora Bassa dam, which will serve
mainly the Republic of South Africa, shows unequivo-
cally that the interested Powers will always oppose the
liberation and independence of the countries I have
mentioned. Furthermore, the Minister of the Interior and
of Information, Mr. Cornelius Mulder, recently stated
that the Republic of South Africa was ready to supply
military support to all the countries of southern Africa,
including Mozambique and the other Portuguese
territories, in order to combat what he called terrorism—
in ‘other words, the heroic struggle of the African
nationalists. Mr. Mulder made that statement when he

. Was ona visit to Rhodesia to inspect the units of the South

African army that are fighting, together with the
Rhodesian forces, against the Zimbabwe patriots,

115. Between the two Portuguese colonies of Angola
and Mozambique there is a country where some years ago
a similar situation developed. Call it what you will, it is a
scandalous situation. I am referring now to Rhodesia.
One morning we learned from the press that after a
number of secret meetings between the Government of
Her Very Gracious Majesty the Queen of England and
the British settlers in Rhodesia, the latter had rebelled
against their Government, their country and their
sovereign and that the authorities of Great Britain were
unable to induce their compatriots in Africa to change
their minds.
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116. The motto of Great Britain is Dieu et mon Droit—
God and my right. I presume that means that the role of
the Government of that country is to ensure that justice
prevails where it has authority; but glancingat the history
of that great people we note that it has largely justified the
existence of that motto and even gone beyond mere
justice at times to what it might term the sole right of the
great island. To be convinced, all we need do is recall the
innumerable movements of rebellion and independence
that have been so violently squashed by Great Britain in
the course of its history. As regards Africa, the example
of Kenya suffices—strikingly so. In fact, the injustice of
the British Government, which reserved the best lands for
its own settlers in that country, led to the legitimate
revolution of the Mau Mau. That revolt was savagely
squash- ° by the butchery of approximately 15,000
persons.

117. The case of the United States of America, which
valiantly struggled to attain its independence, is far too
well known to be dwelt on here. Everywhere, in Kenya,
India, Guyana, Cyprus, Aden, Palestine, Gibraltar,
Anguilla, Great Britain has resorted to force to ensure
that its authority would prevail—everywhere except,
strangely enough, in Rhodesia.

118.  And yet the Africans of Rhodesia, counting on the
justice of that great country, had earlier trusted the
British Government; unfortunately they had to change
their tune. One day 2,000 black rioters who had climbed
the trees around Salisbury airport to welcome the then
Prime Minister, Harold Wilson, chanted the following:
“We are black. We are the orphans of Rhodesia. No one
helps us. No one loves us.” The white police answered,
“Leave those damned monkeys. Let them go back to the
trees they came from.”

119. That is why we denounce racism. It is
premeditated; it is ignoble; it is inhuman.

120. Much has been said about economic sanctions to
put down the secession in Rhodesia but in point of fact
Great Britain carefully protects its friend in NATO,
Portugal, and the latter in turn protects its friends the
British settlers of Rhodesia. Paradoxically, they do not
manage to discourage the secessionists, but they are
managing to stifle an independent ccuntry—Zambia.
Great Britain, which considers itself the most tradi-
tionally democratic country in the world, the defender of
fundamental freedoms and the legitimate rights of man,
accepts, tolerates and implicitly upholds its 200,000
rebellious subjects who, contrary to the elementary rules
of democracy, keep 4 million blacks in slavery.

121. The situation of the Portuguese and British
territories reaches as far as South Africa. That is the only
country in the world where the whites have raised
segregation to the level of an institution. The term
apartheid would not exist in human language ‘had the
whites not been in South Africa.

122. Instead of being logical with themselves and
consistent in allowing blacks and whites to be separated,
each group developing according to its own fashion, the
whites push their barbarism by exploiting the black man,

as they did in the old days of slavery. Thus, thanks to an
almost free labour force, 420,000 blacks extract by hand
two thirds of the world’s production of gold, for the
profit of the whites. And the blacks of South Africa have
no right to strike, no trade union rights, no rights at all.
They have asked for an absurdly small increase in their
wages, taking account of the present world price of gold,
but they have simply been beaten down by the South
African authorities. '

123. The Republic of South Africa has plagued the
United Nations for over 20 years with the problem of
Namibia. Now the South African racists are Balkanizing
that great African territory.

124, Faced by this conspiracy against independent
Africa, three countries, those most directly concerned,
have tried to co-ordinate their efforts in order to ensure,
on the one hand, their own security and, on the other
hand, the freedom of the countries at present occupied. I
take advantage of this opportunity to pay a warm tribute
to my brothers, Julius Nyerere and Kenneth Kaunda, for
their wisdom and their determination to secure African
liberation. The pooling of our resources within the
framework of a permanent tripartite conference. will, I
am sure, allow the creation of an axis of dissuasion,
Kinshasa-Lusaka-Dar-es-Salaam. All those who love
Africa should assist Tanzania, Zambia and Zaire in
shouldering their responsibilities.

125. On a number of occasions, particularly in the
Lusaka Manifesto,® Zaire has joined other African States
to convince and persuade the racists of southern Africa to
give up their wrong ways, but that attitude of good will
has been received with complete contempt.

126. Now that we have achieved political, economic
and social stability, we cannot be happy while our
brothers of Angola, Mozambique, Zimbabwe, South
Africa and Namibia are still languishing under the yoke
of the Portuguese colonialists, the British settlers of
Rhodesia and the racists of South Africa. Furthermore,
Zaire is the link between a number of African countries.
We are surrounded by French-speaking, English-
speaking, Portuguese-speaking and Arab-speaking coun-
tries.

127.  Frantz Fanon used to say that Africa looked like a
revolver whose trigger was in Zaire. It is therefore an
imperative political duty for Zaire to make its material
and military contribution to all its neighbours that are
still subjeeted to colonialism of any sort. The daughters
and sons of Zaire have entrusted me with informing this
Assembly that as of this moment Zaire as a whole is
mobilized to fight against all the racists and colonialists
of southern Africa. If we must place our finger on the
trigger of the African revolver of Frantz Fanon, Zaire is
ready to shoulder all its responsibilities. All countries
that call themselves our friends will, T trust, be on our
side, and in practical fashion. For as far as we are
concerned, passivity in this field is equivalent to
complicity.

_—

571_%(2 Twenty-fourth Session, Annexes, agenda item 106, document
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128. My country is ready to undertake this sacred
struggle, whatever may be the sacrifices involved. And we
shall never retreat, regardless of what may happen,
regardless of what it may cost. The struggle for African
liberation also has its moments of satisfaction, and it was
with enthusiasm that we welcomed the birth of a new
independent State, Guinea-Bissau. Zaire hastens to
support the candidacy of that new State for membership
in our Organization.

129. It is obvious that Portugal feels that it has been
undermined by this new victory for Africa. For, despite
its belonging to NATO, despite the quantities of weapons
and troops used to keep Guinea-Bissau under its thumb,
the daughters and sons of that country have just thrown
Portuguese colonialism out of their national territory.
Thus any new intervention on the part of Portugal in
Guinea-Bissau will have to be considered as aggression,
pure and simple, against an independent State.

130. Every continent has its problems, and Africa has
its own. It is the situation I have just described to you.

131.  But there is another problem also of the greatest
interest to our continent, namely the situation in the
Middle East. In plain words, it is the Israeli-Arab
question that concerns us.

132. The situation prevailing in that part of the world is
without doubt the most complex and the most delicate
confronting mankind today. To listen to the protagon-
ists, one is tempted to conclude that the point of
departure agreed to by all is Security Council resolution
242 (1967). But each of the parties has its own
interpretation of that resolution, and in any casenooneis
implementing it.

133. You may perhaps be wondering where Zaire
stands in this matter. In Zaire, before taking any decision,
we try to analyse the facts objectively. It seems to us both
childish and unrealistic to believe in the myth about
throwing the Israeli people into the sea. That people does
- exist and it has a right to live. But it is also true that the
Palestinian people has the same right as the Israeli
people, that is, the right to have a homeland and to live in
peace. It is therefore inadmissible that the refugees of
1947 should have been displaced to become refugees a
second time in 1956 and a third time in 1967. The Jewish
people, which suffered under nazism and from all sorts of
racism, should understand better than any other people
the sufferings of the Palestinian refugees, who for a
quarter of a century have been without a homeland.

134. Time and again Israel has called for secure and

recognized frontiers. But Israel has never said what they
should be. For 1956, replaced 1947, and 1967 replaced
1956. Perhaps tomorrow other frontiers will be demand-
ed, and for that reason the Arab people believe, in their
turn, that they run the risk of being thrown into the sea,
only this time it would be the Indian Ocean. In the Middle
East there exist three kinds of reflexes: the reflex of fear,
for the Israeli people; the refiex of ‘despair, for the
Palestinian people; and the reflex of humiliation, for the
Arab people. That, we believe, is how the problem stands.

135. Lately, when an African country takes a sovereign
decision in the Israeli-Arab conflict, the Israeli author-
ities declare that that decision was dictated purely and
simply by the Arab countries; and what is more, that the
African leaders were paid for taking such a decision. Such
allegations are serious and insulting.

136. Furthermore, we can only be astonished at the visit
to Israel just recently made by the Minister of the Interior
and for Information of the racist State of South Africa,
Mr. Cornelius Mulder. That visit gives us a lot to think
about with regard to the orientation of Israel’s African
policy, and hence, the future of Israel’s relations with
independent Africa. Zaire, which has now reached the
moment when it must choose, must dispel all misunder-
standing and remove a certain ambiguity resulting from
its African vocation. Zaire has therefore to choose
between a friendly country, Israel, and a brother nation,
Egypt. But between a friend and a brother the choice is
clear, and our decisions are made in full independence
and freedom from all pressures.

137.  Therefore, by virtue of the prerogatives conferred
upon me by article 24 of the Constitution of the Republic

-of Zaire, I announce to all the world the breaking-off of

diplomatic relations with Israel, such severing of rela-
tions to continue until Egypt and the other Arab
countries involved have recovered their territories at
present under occupation.

138. Like the Middle East, concerning which I have just
spoken, Asia has for some decades been torn by savage
wars. Nevertheless, we are gratified at the development of
the situation in Viet-Nam and Laos. And here we must
straightforwardly recognize the political courage of the
President of the United States of America and his
Government in having realized that a military victory
was impossible despite the resources being employed.

139. Concerning Cambecdia, we believe that what goes
for Viet-Nam and Laos also goes for that country. |
fervently wish for the people of Cambodia a rapid return
to conditions of domestic peace.

140. Regarding the problem of Korea, the Republic of
Zaire enjoys excellent relations with both parts of that
land, North and South, that share the votes of the Korean
people. For this reason, we suggest to all Members of our

. Organization that they refrain from taking any action

that might widen the gulf between the two parties, and
that, rather, they help them to pursue the course that they
have freely chosen for themselves, namely that leading to
reunification. In the meantime, they can be admitted as
observers. And if they succeed, as we earnestly hope they
will, in reaching unity, we will, needless to say, have a
single 'Korean nation represented here by a single
delegation. But if, unfortunately, the goal at present
being sought is not reached, then we shall have to bow to
the inevitable and admit two delegations, just as we have
done in the case of the two Germanys.

141.  Zaire believes that the admission of ths iwo
Germanys to membership in the United Nations is a
contribution to the maintenance of peace in the world.
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Zaire, therefore, through me, welcomes the presence in
this hall of the representatives of those two countries.

142.  Turning now to the Conference on Security and
Co-operation in Europe, according to information in our
possession, that security also concerns the Mediterranean
basin. But when we speak of the Mediterranean basin we
are also talking about the coastal countries, and this
inevitably brings into the work of that Conference our
brother countries in Africa, namely, Egypt, Libya,
Tunisia, Algeria and Morocco.

143. I would like to say something now concerning
some problems very close to us, those involving
international economic relations between the rich coun-
tries, commonly called the “developed countries”, and
our countries, arbitrarily called the “countries of the
third world”. I am speaking here, of course, as a
representative of my country, but also as an African
leader and a citizen of what is known as the “‘third
world”’.

144. In Zaire we challenge that term, “third world”,
which to us makes no logical sense. For if what is sought
is an economic definition, that is to say, if we talk about a
country with a capitalist system, which belongs to one
category, and a country with a collectivist system, which
belongs to another, that would mean that all the others
are neither capitalist nor collectivist. And this is not quite
true from the economic point of view, for certain so-
called “third world” countries have in fact either a
capitalist system or a collectivist system. Nor can one
Justify the term ““third world” from either a geographical
standpoint or a population standpoint, because the
*“third world”* does not constitute one third of mankind,
but rather two thirds; and that is why we find that the
term “third world” is accompanied by a feeling of
condescension. Consequently, this term is outmoded.
For those who invented it, there exists a category of
countries known as “Western" countries, and others
which form the club of what is known as “the East”.
Apart from these, all other countries are pigeonholed
under the same label: “third world”. '

145.  The element of scorn, of contempt felt by certain
colonial countries does not stop there. They began by
calling the so-called third world countries *“backward®’
countries. The people who coined this word found it too
strong themselves and tried to mitigate it by replacing it
with the word “under-aeveloped”. And now, in order to
avoid wounding diplomatic sensibilities, we are called
“developing” countries.

146. In Zaire we wonder exactly what development
means. Is it possible to term ““developed countries™ those
which possess an impressive number of cars, which build
thousands of miles of roads, which pollute the waters, the
seas and the air? Shall we call “under-developed
countries” those whose inhabitants are poor—as cer-
tainly they are—but which have fewer cases of suicide,
fewer murders and fewer disturbed and sadistic people?

147. T must confess that I have never considered Zaire,
my country, as under-developed, because my people are
disciplined. hard-working, full of dignity and pride, while

the countries which call themselves *‘developed” are the
scene of social disturbances, of strikes. That is why we
prefer the term “equipment” to that of “development”.
We are quite willing to recognize that we are under-
equipped by comparison with other countries, and that is
precisely the understanding of the specialists in the
Western economy when they are in a mood to face the
facts.

148. The United States of America is the leading
member of the club of the 10 richest countries of the
world and it has proved this by landing the first man on
the moon. But it is never said that the other nine members
are under-developed by comparison; all that is said—as
we say—is that they are under-equipped by comparison
with the United States.

149.  What I have said proves that the concept of
“developing countries™ is wrong and specious because
for each of us there is always someone who is better
equipped or worse equipped than himself, and we are all
in a perpetual stage of development; that is to say, we are
developing. Also, those who call themselves developed
should realize that the under-equipped countries have
themselves realized their own condition. Indeed, the
latter have finally understood that the division of the
world is not a function of ideology or a degree of
industrialization of the various countries.

150.  The world is divided into two camps: the domina-
tors and the dominated, the exploiters and the exploited.
The poor countries are not what they are because of
congenital incompetence; they are so because of history -
which has resulted in certain countries dominating,

exploiting and robbing others in order to get rich

themselves. It is a matter of mathematical logic: when the

rich exploit the poor, the rich become even richer and ¢he

poor become even poorer.

151. Today it is good publicity to talk of the assistance
given by the rich countries to the poor countries. ¥When a
rich country gives only one kilo of medicine to a poor
country, the press, radio and television are called in,
diplomatic speeches are exchanged; some boast of the aid
and others give thanks for it. This propaganda has even
aroused, among certain theoreticians of rich countries,
opposition to assistance to poor countries because they
say it is the poor of the rich countries who enrich the rich
of the poor countries. Nothing could be less true because,
if you take a good look at the situation, you will note that,
paradoxically enough, assistance benefits the donor
country above all.

152. 1In fact, what are the forms of assistance? One can
distinguish three forms in particular: fellowships for
students, assistance in personnel, and financial assist-
ance.

153. When a fellowship is granted to a young student
from a poor country, it is spent entirely by the student in
the rich country. It may even happen that the scholarship
is not sufficient, that the poor country has to provide a
supplement; that is to say, in fact, what amounts to a
transfer of capital from the poor country to the rich
country.
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154.  The same goes for those who are called technical
assistants; their salaries are spent in the country of which
they are nationals. In Zaire, for example, we house them,
we provide them with transport, we pay their salaries,
and we pay for their annual vacations and their return
tickets. As for their salaries, half is transferred monthly to
their accounts in their home countries. A large propor-
tion of our external payments is made up of transfers of
salaries from expatriate workers. Again in the case of
Zaire, every year we have to grant a sum of $40 million for
salary transfers for technical assistants.

155.  Reference is often made to financial assistance, but
if one takes a close look at that too, it will be seen that the
credits of the donor countries are accompanied by
conditions with regard to the provision of equipment and
by exorbitant interest rates and very short repayment
periods. Furthermore, they remain in the vaults of the
banks of the rich countries, and the beneficiary countries
do not receive a single cent to spend at home. So it is
actually as if the poor country were financed without
actually benefiting from this financial assistance. It might
be said—to use the language of financiers—that what we
have here is a kind of self-financing of the rich countries.

156.  Furthermore, my country transfers annually to the
former metropolitan country, as payment for services
and in dividends of the private companies established in
our country, a sum which ranges from $300 million to
$350 million. And that is why I am wondering who is
helping whom. I am convinced that in this particular field
we are not really speaking the same language.

157.  Thatis why, if the rich countries really want to help
the poor countries, they must protect them from credit
facilities, research departments and international ex-
perts. Let me explain. At the drop of a hat, unscrupulous
merchants in the West offer us all kinds of credit facilities.
They may sell us paper, cigarettes, water, even air, on
what they call easy terms, without taking account of the
way in which this causes our external indebtedness to
deteriorate.

158. The rich countries should not be concerned only
with assisting their industries to export on any terms
whatsoever, but should also take account of the financial
situation of the importing countries.

159. T have just said that we in Zaire prefer the term
“equipment” to that of “development”, and there is ho

disgrace in recognizing that we are behind in terms of

equipment in comparison with many countries in the
world. This is the result primarily of a lack of sufficient
skilled manpower. This lack has given rise to a category
of individuals known as experts. These experts should
come to do a precise kind of work and for a limited time,
until their counterparts have been trained. But what we
very often see, unfortunately, is that, instead of
considering themselves transient elements, they cling to
their jobs, working in ivory towers and hiding their files
so that they will always be needed.

160.  As tothe research departments, they are rather like
the tongue of Aesop: the best and the worst of things.
While it is true that a good research department can carry

out a useful survey for the country, 1t is also true,
unfortunately, that often a research department does not
work towards the solution of a problem, but rather to
identify many problems which give rise to new surveys.
Many research departments are therefore not really
doing their proper work—that is, solving a problem—
but, rather, are working to create new markets.

161. If I criticize the organization of technical
assistance, it is not just for the sake of doing so, and it
does not mean that ! am not sincerely grateful to all those
who have helped my country to overcome its difficulties,
but because 1 consider there are other ways which are
more disinterested and more effective.

162. Take, for example, co-operation between China
and Zaire. Since the month of January this year, Zaire
has been the scene of a unique experiment in the field of
co-operation: that is, the assistance given by China to my
country. The Chinese technical assistants in our country
receive no air tickets from us and they transfer no salaries
to their home country. The Chinese experts adopt the
same way of life as their Zaite counterparts. The Chinese
moves about, lives and eats exactly as does his Zaire

. counterpart. In the field of financial assistance, China has

made us a large loan on a very long term and without
interest. This, in my view, is z fine example to follow if
you want to help an under-equipped country.

163.  We should always have present in our minds the
fact that the world is at a cross-roads. It is no longer
divided by ideology, nor even all that much by.race or by
political geography, but by economics, and this is the real
essence of the question of relations among the peoples of
the world today.

164. More than once the poor countries have uttered
cries of alarm, asking the rich countries to understand
their precarious situation in the economic world today.
The last summit meeting of non-aligned countries in
Algiers,” whose report will be given from this rostrum by
the current President, Mr. Boumediene of Algeria,
stressed unequivocally the danger of allowing such a
situation of flagrant injustice to persist.

165. More than once we have denounced the
scandalous deterioration of the terms of trade, and
certain theoreticians of the West, in order to ease their
consciences, have attempted to demonstrate that the
quality of manufactured products has improved while
primary commodities have remained the same, and that
hence it is logical for manufactured products to cost more
than primary commodities. Such theoreticians have
demonstrated obvious bad faith. For example, when you
are making up a menu, you may have meat, vegetables,
fruit, coffee and tea. Now you may think that those
products have not changed much over the years, but the
prices of the products of the rich countries—meat, for
example—have soared upwards, while coffee and tea
remain subject to permanent fluctuations. Rubber, which
we produce, costs less than it cost 20 years ago, while the

"Fourth Conference 6f Heads of State or Government of Non-
Aligned Countries, held at Algiers from 5 to 9 September 1973,
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tires that we buy have constantly gone up in price. The
petroleum produced by the under-equipped countries is
cheaper than the mineral water produced by the equipped
countries.

166. The consequence of all this is the appreciable
improvement in the standard of living of the equipped
countries, to the detriment of the under-equipped
countries. As an example, the peasants of the Kivu
molntains, who grow tea, are always barefoot, while the
management of Lipton, which markets the Zaire tea,
lounge about in the finest mansions of the world.

167. 1 think that this injustice stems from the fact that
the rich countries are at the same time judges and
litigants, because it is they and they alone who set the
prices for our primary commodities and the prices of
their manufactured products.

168.  This situation is often aggravated by the policy of
the large multinational companies which, when they
invest in a country, take no interest in ¢hat country but
simply in their profits; and when those companies come
to us they do not create a new company, but a tenth or a
hundredth or even a thousandth branch. The host
country therefore becomes a simple pawn at the mercy of
the might and power of a given multinational company.

169. The problem of the poor countries is merely a
reflection on a world scale of the problems which exist on
the national level. Thus, the workers and peasants are
often in revolt in the rich countries, and the leaders of
those countries find this quite normal; whereas our
revolt, just as legitimate, is passed off as obliviousness,
demagogy and political instability.

170. It is quite wrong, therefore, to believe that the
assistance of the rich countries has the result that the poor
of the rich countries enrich the rich of the poor countries.
I believe that you will come to the same conclusion as I,
after what I have just explained: that it is the poor of the
poor countries who enrich the rich of the rich countries.

171.  Itistime, in my humble judgement, to think of true
solidarity and of assistance on the world level. Assistance
must be genuine and not a matter of publicity. In Africa,
primarily in Zaire, when you help someone you should do
it with discretion. You must be sensitive to the dignity of
the recipient, because any assistance which humiliates the
recipient is never appreciated. Assistance must be deep-
seated and not simply a passing matter.

172. The drought which has afflicted the Sahelian
countries in Africa has certainly led to some bursts of
generosity. Food parcels have been sent—but I have not
heard of a single rich country which has decided to make

a gift of those countries’ debts to it. That would be true
aid.

173. 1 would request this great Assembly to adopt a
resolution requesting the rich countries to remit the debts
of the drought-stricken African countries because the
scourge of the drought has only served to aggravate their
already precarious situation. Let us not forget that
several of those countries have the sad privilege of being

among the poorest countries of the world, a fact
recognized by the United Nations Conference on Trade
and Development.

174. Br+ assistance should not only be the business of
certain rich countries vis-a-vis all poor countries. In my
view, we must all help each other. A poor country always
can find ancther country poorer than itself that it can
help, and it is not impossible that in the rich countries
there are poor people who are even poorer than the poor
people of the poor countries. They also need everyone's
help.

175.  That is why it is time to talk of world solidarity. All
countries must participate in aid, everyone giving to
those more unfortunate than himself some assistance
which comes from his heart. That is what we intend to do
in Zaire, because everything we do is without publicity,
without conditions, without calculation and without
ulterior motives.

176. Among the claims of the under-equipped
countries, particularly the former colonial countries,
there is a matter of vital importance. This relates to the
cultural heritage of our countries. During the colonial
period we suffered not only from colonialism, slavery,
economic exploitation, but also and above all from the
barbarous, systematic pillaging of all our works of art. In
this way the rich countries appropriated our best, our
unique works of art, and we are therefore poor not only
economically but also culturally.

177. Those works of art, which are to be found in the
museums of the rich countries, are not our primary
commodities but the finished products of our ancestors.
Those works, which were acquired for nothing, have
increased in value so much that none of our countries has
the material means to recover them.

178.  What I am telling you is fundamental, because
every rich country, even if it does not possess all the
masterpieces of its best artists, has at least the bulk of
them. Thus, Italy has those of Micheiangelo; France, of
Renoir; Belgium, of Rubens; and Holland, of Rembrandt
and Vermeer. Another circumstance which demonstrates
that what I am saying is right is that Hitler pillaged the
Louvre during the Second World War and took away the
magnificent works of art which were there. When
liberation came, even before thinking of signing the
armistice France did everything in its power to recover its
art objects, and that is quite right. That is why I would
also ask this General Assembly to adopt a resolution
requesting the rich Powers which possess works of art of
the poor countries to restore some of them so that we can
teach our children and our grandchildren the history of
their countries.

179. 1 believe also that it is my duty to draw the
attention of this august Assembly to the collective
responsibility of the human race. All leaders are
responsible not only to their own nationals but also to all
their fellow-men. Indeed. it is no longer enough to sweep
the street outside your own house to have done your
proper duty; you also have to see if your neighbour has
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done the same as you and particularly if he is not passing
over to you the dirt in his own household.

180. Now the whole world is talking of the
disappearance of the human race because of the pollution
in all environments. The misfortune in such cases is that
we are witnessing a true inflation of texts and books
which, in their desire to draw attention, in fact do the
opposite.

181.  Without any doubt, it is a matter of prestige to
possess the atomic bomb or even better the thermo-
nuclear bomb; but to make it operational, and
particularly to miniaturize it, you obviously have to carry
out tests, and that is not always convenient. We condemn
all nuclear tests wherever they take place and we do not
condemn any one country more than another. In this
particular area, we do not agree with the atomic countries
which are asking all others to ratify Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons [resolution 2373
(XXII), annex]. For our part, we have ratified it with
enthusiasm; yet, we do not manufacture bombs or even
bullets. But the countries concerned are telling us every
day about the invention of evermore sophisticated
weapons. Now what is responsible about that?

182. In Zaire we are flattered when we are considered
the champions of the conservation of nature. But what is
the use of this national effort if our efforts are cancelled
out by people thousands of kilometres away from us.
That is why we had no hesitation in paying our
contribution—sizable when compared to our means—to
the United Nations Environment Programme.

183. I propose to youthat the United Nations sponsora
world study to identify all forms of pollution and ways of
fighting them. This study should logically be financed by
the rich countries, not just because they can afford to do
so but particularly because they are the principal
polluters.

184. If T have primarily addressed myself to the so-
called developed countries, it is because we, who must
endure the backlash of what they do, have to cry out
loudly in order to be heard. But it is my duty to level some
criticism also at the so-called third world countries,
which is in fact tantamount to a kind of self-criticism.

185. It is not enough just to condemn colonialism,
imperialism and racism; it is important too to measure
our strengths and weaknesses and to unite in fighting the
battle of development. If Africa were really united, there
would no longer be any racists in Africa, there would no
longer be any British colonialists to massacre our
brothers in Zimbabwe, there would no longer be any
Portuguese colonialists to enslave our brothers in
Angola, Mozambique and the Cape Verde Islands.

186. If the Arabs were also united, they would force the
great Powers to impose a just solution in the Middle East.
187. A few examples will suffice to illustrate the lack of
unity among the under-equipped countries.

188. Aslongastelephone communications and air links
between our different States still pass through the former
metropolitan, making them even richer, we cannot talk of
harmonious development. As long as trade among our
States remains haphazard because we produce the same
products and compete with each other in the markets of
rich countries, we shall always be playinginto their hands
and enslaving ourselves. As long as those of the so-called
third world countries which are rich, particularly those
which are petroleum producers, while complaining of the
exploitation of the industrialized countries, let their
savings rot in Western banks, our development will
always be in jeopardy.

189. That is why I utier a warning that we should all
forget our small rivalries and our petty sordid interests in
order to constitute among ourselves, in harmony, a great
force, not a force against the East and the West but a
force which would enable us to sit down and talk as equal
partners with both sides. Furthermore, we have a real
advantage by comparison with the rich countries because
they have made mistakes which we can avoid, and that is
particularly the case with the conservation of the
environment, water pollution, urban concentrations,

- noise pollution and all the unpleasant aspects of modein

life. And if the economists of the equipped countries were
sincere, they would confess that our populations in the
countryside incontestably possess the greatest riches, and
ones they themselves do not possess—calm and quiet.

190. Moreover, there is a difference, in our view,
between poverty and wretchedness. We are called “poor
countries” because some of our compatriots go barefoot,
do not wear many clothes and sleep in rudimentary
dwellings. But the modern life of the sophisticated
countries shows that millionaires leave their Cadillacs in
garages and make long journeys to our countries
precisely to walk barefoot, sleep under the stars and sun-
bathe. No doubt, what thcy are looking for is natural
happiness and a genuine joie de vivre. Does that mean
that one has to be rich to be able to afford to live like a
poor African?

191.  Our world, which thanks to evolution has become
small, is ceaselessly undergoing rapid transformations,
which make imperaiive an adaptation of mental
attitudes. At the national level, each State is adapting
itself to modern developments by all kinds of decrees
taken as the days pass. What is true for each of our States
should be all the more so for the United Nations itself.
Our Organization, which has now survived foi 28 years,
has not evolved much, although the circumstances
obtaining at its creation have changed entirely.

192. The Powers which at Yalta imposed their
hegemony on the world—just as the Powers did in 1885
and were able at their whim to carve up Africa into a
thousand pieces—proceeded from hot war to cold war,
one side fearing the capitalist danger and the other the
Communist danger.

193. Today peaceful coexistence has become a reality
and the circumstances prevailing at the time of the
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drafting of the United Nations Charter in San Francisco
have changed, and there is no longer any reason for the
gr-at Powers of 1945 to be the only permanent members
of :he Security Council, alone possessing the right of
veto. We cannot understand how, 28 years after the war,
Europe should be represented by three countries with the
right of veto, Asia by a single country with the right of
veto and the American continent by a single country also
with the right of veto. The maintenance of peace is no
longer the monopoly of a few privileged States but rather
the business of everyone.

194. The defeated countries of yesterday—Japan, Italy
and the two Germanys—have since then acquired
economic, political, demographic and cultural power
which it would be ridiculous to ignore. The United
Nations has gone from 45 Members at its founding to 135
today. The African continent, which in 1945 was nothing
but a mass of colonies with no say in matters, now
numbers 41 independent countries, or nearly cne-third of
the entire membership of our Organization.

195.  And that is why logic, justice and equity dictate,
among other things, the permanent presence of the
African continent in the Security Council. A thorough
review :f the Charter of the United Nations is long
overdue, otherwise we ourselves would be guilty of
institutionalizing imperialism.

196. In conclusion, I should like to sum up. I have
spoken at length of Africa to denounce two scourges
which no longer exist anywhere except in: that continent:
colonialism and racism. The situation in the Portuguese
colonies amounts to racism of white against black. The
injustices of the British settlers in Rhodesia against the
Zimbabwe patriots is the domination of the black by the
white. Apartheid in South Africa and the problem of
Namibia also represent contempt for the black by the
white.

197. We can no longer accept a situation where
throughout the world all races are free except the black
race of Africa. And that is why we are determined to do
everything in our power to change this state of affairs.
The domination and exploitation of the black on the soil
of its ancestors by the white foreigner must cease.

198. I have tried to analyse the situation in the Middle
East and I have concluded that true friendship consists in
telling the truth. Zaire supports the right of the Israeli
people "to existence and peace, but we can find no
justification for the occupation of Arab territories by
Israel.

199. I have noted a favourable development towards
peace in Indo-China, and all the Members of this
Organization should support the strengthening of that
peace. It is urgent that the Member States concerned by
the civil war in Cambodia should help to restore peace in
that country. '

200. With regard to the Korean problem, I have
proposed a solution which would promote the
unification sought at present by the two parties. In the
_initial phase, it would be a matter of admitting the two

entities as observers until a favourable solution is reached
which they deem appropriate for the future and the
happiness of the Korean people itself.

201. I have denounced the injustices committed by the
rich countries against the poor countries, because the
former have everything to say and the latter nothing to
say. I have stated that we cannot be at the beck and call of
the great Powers that flatter racists for the sake of their.
alliances. .

202. I have suggested a revision of the Charter of the
United Nations to adapt it to the present situation in the
world, taking into account particularly the representa-
tion of the African continent and also the fact that those
that were defeated yesterday have, in their turn, become
today great Powers, and the decisions of our
Organization should be applied by all its Members
without differentiation and should not remain a dead
letter in this forum. I have also suggested, for
humanitarian reasons, that the great Powers should remit
the debts of the drought-stricken African countries. I
have supported the candidacy of a new African State for
membership of the United Nations, namely Guinea
Bissau. I have proposed that this august Assembly adopt
a resolution requesting the rich countries to return works
of art to the countries that have been the victims of
expropriation. I have suggested that a study be
undertaken, at the expense of the rich countries, “~
determine the causes of the different kinds of pollution in
order better to fight this scourge throughout the werld.

203. I have pointed out that security in Europe also
implies the security of the Mediterranean basin and that it
is imperative for the African countries that border on the
Memtviranean to'be associated iff any work affecting that
security. They are the fraternal countries of Egypt, Libya,
Tunisia, Algeria and Morocco.

204. Tt will have been noted, I hope, that in Zaire we
express ourselves freely and clearly. And I would ask all
the friendly countries represented in this hall that may
have taken offence at anything I have said to realize that
in Zaire our judgement is based on justice alone.

205. Like any other human endeavour, the United
Nations is not perfect because of, among other things, all
the reasons that I have mentioned. Severe criticism is
often levelled at it from many quarters—by some because
it does not fully meet their aspirations, and by others
because it is not at their beck and call.

206. For our part, without passing any value judgement
on the United Nations—and we are certainly far from
wishing to make an assessment of it here—we do note in
Zaire that the achievements of the United Nations are
more positive than are it. shortcomings. We hope that,
thanks to it and through it, we shall be able to do more to
promote co-operation among the inhabitants of our
planet in the economic, cultural, scientific and technical
fields, for the building of a better, fairer and more just

world, in absolute respect for the authenticity of - -

cveryoime.
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207. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish); |
propose to suspend the meeting for one hour while the
Secretary-General and I escort His Excellency the
President of Zaire from the hall.

The meeting was sdspended at 4.30 p.m. and resumed at
6.35p.m.

- Statement by the President

208. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish):
First of all, I should like to apologize for having imposed
such a lengthy wait on the Members of the Assembly, but
of course they will understand that efforts were being

made to find the best way of proceeding with this
meeting. Therefore, may I ask not only that they allow me
to adjourn this meeting, but that they forgive me for
asking them to allow this, and to be kind enough to
remember that this evening we have an important
rendezvous that we all have to keep. I am afraid that if we
reopened the discussion now it might turn out to be
unduly prolonged. Therefore, if there is no objection, we
shall continue the discussion tomorrow.

It was so decided.

The meeting rose at 6.40 p.m.



