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Poge 1
RLFORT OF THE CCMMITTEES ON TdE ATMISSION OF NEW MEMBERS

The Ccmmittee re-excmined the applicetions of the Feople's Repudlic
ef Albani~, the Mongolian Pepple's Repubiic, the Heskemite Kingdcm of
Trensjorden, Ireland and Portugel., and e:emined the new applicailons received
frem Hungixy, Itely, Ausiria, Roumenle, Yemen, and Bulgsriz,

I. ORGANIZATICH AND PRCCETUSE OF THE CCMMITTEE

1. Chalvmenship

The Ccmmittee decided tc follew the prectice of rotating chalvmonship in
cdnfomity with the procedure of the Secwrity Council. The Delegate of
Poleond therefore acted ss Chziiman frem 15 'July to 31 July end was succesded
ty the Delegete of Syrie.
2. Publicity

The Cermittes decided thzt the meetings of the Committee would be open
unless otherwise decided.
3. Record of Meetings

The Ccrmittee sgreed that, as in 1946, swwmary records be kept. Any
delegzte would have the right to reguest thet the full text of any statement
be included es ennsX.

k. The Chronological Order of the Discussions

The Ccomittee agreed to examine =11 applications in the order of their
receipt,

IT. DISCUSSION OF TEG GENERAL PRINCIPLES CONCERNING
THE AIMISSTON OF NEW MEMBESS

Tke Chrirmen pointed oubt thet the Comnittes hed to exemine whether these
epplicatic... wore in order from a formel poimt of view and also whether they
fulfilled to requirements leid dowm in Article 4 of the Chartsr: 1i.e.

(1) wkether the soplicent State wes peace-loving; znd (2) whether it accepted
the obligeticns conteined in the Cherter; (3) whether the Stote was gble to
carry out tkese cbligeticns; znd (4) whether the State was willing to do so.

"he representetive of Syriaz was of the opinlon that unless the
exzmineticn proved thet the eprlicant Stetes did not fulfill the requirements
of Articie & of the Cherter, they should be edmitted. Witd regorld to the

ability of =zpplicent States to cerry out the obligsticns under the Charter,

he specificelly roferred to Article 43 and the obligaticns arising from that
Article. EHe zeld thot “ieace-loving” referred to the future =nd not to the

past.

The revresentetive of fAustrzliaz steted that his Govermment could not

zgree to the bilenket epprovel or disepproval of arplicetions for membership.
Applicaticns hed to be carefully exomined on their merita individuclly.
He could nct zgree thet perticizetion in the lrst World War should be

/nccepted



cecepted as ¢ necessary condltion for admiasion to the United Nations.

Tre crgument used last yecr thet a Stats could not be zdmitted to the
United Netions because of lack of diplcmetic relations with one or more of
tho Members of the United Nations was a direct viclation of the Charter
end, hed such @ conditicon been required, wovld heve grestly limited the
presgent membership of the United Nations,

The reprezentatlive of the Union of Soviet Sccinlist Republics steted

that in the view of his Government, a fifth basic principle hed to be added
to the four principles zlready mentioned. The attitude and behaviour of the
applicent Steates towerds the Nazl eggressors during World War II had to be
taken into accownt. To consider the behaviour of an applicant State during
World Wer IT did not mes=n to investigste the pest of & nation. The last
World Tar wes brought to a successful emd only two years ago. The peace
trecties hzd not yet been concluded and greet parts of the world were still
in ruins as e result of that wer,

The principles which led the democratic nations to fight the Nezl
ageressors had constituted the basils of the Cherter; therefore, it was
impossible to ignore the beheviour of the epplicant States towards the Nazi
aggressors vwhen exemining the applicetlions for membership in the
United Natioms.

The revresentative of the United States stated that his Govermment
maintzined the seme position as in Sub-Committee I of the First Committee
during the lest General Asgembly, ramely thet rarticipaticn in Werld War II

was not 1z2id dewn in the Cherter as a condition for mermbership in the
Tnited Neaticms.

The representative of the United Kingdem stated that the fosition of

Lis Goverrment wos thet each erplicetion should be exsmined on its merits in
accordence with Article 4 of the Cherter. He wes in sgreement with the
etatement mzde by the representative of the United Stctes and wes opposed
to any extreneous new criteria.

The representative of Brazil stated thet his Government hed not changed
its position since the meeting of the Ccmmittee last yeer, It favoured the
admission of all countries which hed applied for membersnip in the
United Netionsg. The applications should be examined separately but the
only criterie which should be taken into account were those leid down
in Article 4 of the Charter,

Tke representative of Colembis expressed his view that the only
criteriz wes that of the principle of universality snd those lzid down
in Article 4 of the Cherter.

/III. RE-EXAMINATION
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III. RE-TZXAINATION QF APPLICATIONS

Applicaticona recsived:

} People's Republic of Albenic, 25 Jenuery 1Gk6.
) Mongoiisn People!s Republic, 2L June 1946.

(3) The Hushemite Zinjdom of Trensjorden, 8 July 1546,
(k) TIreland, 2 Augist 1946,

(8) Portugal, 2 August 19456,

Decision of the Security Councli Concerning Re-examineticn of
Lpplications

() The Genersl Assembly at its forty-ninth meeting on 19 Novewber 1546

adovted the following resciution:

“Appllcetions for memhershir in the United Netions were
sutmitted by the People's Republic of Alhenie, the icngolien
Peorle'ls Republic, the Hoshemits Fingdem of Trensjerdan,
Irelend snd Portugsl. The Security Council, vhich exemined
these applicetions, hos not made ony reccmmsndations.

"Since mewbersinip in the Unitsd Naticms is orpen to 21l
{eace-loving States which accopt tho obligetions contained
n tiae Chorter and which in the Judgzement of the orgenization
are 2ble and willing to carry ou these obligaticns, =as
stated in Article ki

"TEERETORE :
"MER GENEPAL ASSEMBLY EECCMMENIS that the Security Council
ro-excmine epplicetions for membership in the Unilted Nations

of the sbove-mentlicned Steates cn thelr respective merite eg

Klg%?gi'gdﬁg the yardstick of the Cherter, eccordznce with
(b) The Security Council et its eighty-first meeting accepted the
ebove-mentioned recommendsticn of the Generzl Assembly communicated
iﬁ 2 letter of tke Secretary-Genmerzl dated 25 November 1G45.
(c) The Security Council at its ons hundred and fifty-seccnd
meeving on 8 July 1947 decided, in eccordence with Rule 59 of its
Provisicnal Rules of Prccedure, to instruct the Committee on
Admissicn ¢f New Merbers tc re-exzmine the z2pplications fcr mambership
in the United Wations of the People?s kepublic of Llbaniz, the
Mongolian Pecple’s Kepublic, the Hashemite Kingéem of Trznsjorden,
Ireland and Portugei, and to present its report on 10 August or
eexrlier if possibla.

Discussicn of the Applications of the Peuple's Republic of flbanie,
the Mongoliizn Pecple’s Rerublic, the Hashemite Kingdom of Transtorden,
Irsiznd znd Portug=l

People®s Republic of Albania

(2) Summzrs of the Discussion

Tre revresontative of the Union of Scviet Sociallist Republics

made the stetemenis attached es Annexes I end IT. In these sieatements
he referred to the argumentz ard documentary evidence submitted to tLe
Security Council and to the Cormittee in 1946, proving the substantizl

/contributicn



[ h"':)
§£g$ 4

contributlion mede by Albonis to the Allled struagle egeinat the
Izalion end Germon cggressors. This struggle had been proissd by
the higheat military authorities and strteemen of the United Kingdenm,
the Urited States eané the Union of Coviet Sceilalist Republics.

In reply to doubts which hed veen expressed concexrming Albcnionn
verticipation in the Itelien invesion of Greece, the representative
of the Unicn of Soviet Sccislist Republics referred to a letter
frem Mussolini to Hitler set forth on pege 87 of dociment S/133/Corr.l.
This lstter explained the reascns for the feilure of the compalgn
zgelinst Greeco and referred $0 the treachery of slmost 211 of the
Albanion trocps which hed revolted esgainst Itallen units. In one
divisiorn alcme, it had been necesszry to discrm 6,000 Albeniens end
send them to the reer, Ho maintroined thet the charges agalnst
Albania vere unfounded. No prrt of the Charter cbliged the present
Albenion regime to recognize sgreements concluded by the pre-wer
Albenizn regime, The Aibanizn Government comgidered, with some
recson, that scms of these pre-wer cgraements were incomsistent with
the soverelgn righits and interests of the Albenien people. Tke
A-bepien representative had informed the Jcrmittee in 1GL6 that
Albenia wes prepered to revise pre-wer sgreementa and to ecnclude new
ones on the basis of reciprocal respect for the scversign rights and
nutuel adventages of both parties., During the Security Council's
discussion the Albanizn reprecentebive hed convineingly and factvally
demonstrzted the lack of besis znd tendentious character of tke
chexges concerning the shelling of British werships by Albenien
spcre batieries arnd the incidents in the Corfu Chennsl, Thsse chavges
were merely ]inis in the gemer=l chain of efforts to cripple the
goung repudblic, The incidents in thé territorial weters of Albeonia
merely proved how higkly the Albanien people prized their newly won
indevendence. Respecht for the territorizl intogrity and sovereign
rights of 2]l peoples was ccmpletely consonant with the Cherter end
ecticn in defense cf those rights wes nc ber to adrmission to
membership.

The reyresentabize of tho Union of Soviet Sosislist Republics

surmerized the cherges thet Albeniz kod provoked incidents on the

Greek frontier. He stated thet the repreaentotive of the Unilon of

-

Soviet Socizlist Republics on the Security Cowncil and the representative

of three Bzlkan ccuntries had proved by officiel date =nd evidence that
these frentier incidents wers telng provoksd by Greek govermmental
circles. He enalyzod the motives of the Greek Goverrment for these
provocations. Concerning the ellsgations of cn internatiocnel brigecde

[or the Greco-Albznien

.
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cn the Greco-Albeniesn frontier, he pointed out that high Greek officials hed
denied these rumours and that the Subsidiary Group hed reported thet it hed
not discovered eny tangible trsces of the alleged internmetionel brigede.
Certzin representetives hed criticired the behaviour of the Albonien
representative of the recent Scgurity Council meetings. The revresentative
of the Union of Soviet Socielist Republics emalyzed the position taken by the
Albenien representative in the Council and concluded that it was quite proper.
It hed also been ;)bjected thet Albenia hed deloyed in ecmplying with the
Council's reccmmendstion thet the question of the Corfu incidents be referred
to the Internationzl Court of Justice. However, the United Kingdem hed
ellowed six weeks to pass between the Council's recommendetion znd reference
to the Court, an_,d it was unnecessary to make inquiry as to the intention of
the Albenien Goverrment. The Albcnian veople wished to maintein friendly
reletions with all netions on the besis of mubtual respect for sovereign
rights. The demcci-atic government of Albenla hed pledged itself on behalf

of the Albanien psopie to fulfil]l all the obligations of a Member of the
United Nztioms end was cepeble of doing 80. Albanie wes a peece-loving
netion, =nd the Soviet Delegatiicn Tavoured its admission.

The representative of Brazll anoted that the Albanien Govermment hed not
referred the guestion of the Corfu incldents to the Imbternationcl Court,
pursuent to the Security Council's declsion. Without in any wey prejudging
eny finel decisicne by the Council or the Court, he comsidered that the
Cexmittes should formally inquire from the Albenisn Government whether it
intended to accept the Cowncil's recommendation. Pending e reply,
consideretion of the epplication should be pestponed,

The repressntstive of Colembir fully supperted this proposal.

The represenisative of Pelend noted thet Article 4 stated that membership

"is open..." This phrese necesesrily implied that membership was cpen to
any Stete fulfilling the requirements of Article U and it must be casumed
that these requlrements were fulfiiled unless otherwise proved. The Corfu
incidents ked not yet been investigeted by the Internationzl Court of
Justice =nd therefore they could not be advenced 2s s resson cgeinst tke
edmission of Albenin. As to the Gresek allegeticns that a state of war
exlsted with Albenie, =nd the Greei cleoims for Albanien territory, he felt
thet the present tense situetion would improve if Greece ond Albenia ecould
meet on an eduel footing rs Members of the United Naztions. Although
perticipetion in the lost war wes nct c necessery condition of sdmission,
favoursble consideraticn should be given to Albenie's keroic strugale and
to the fact thet her people hed libercted themselves almost without outsids
nelp, The Cormender-in-Chief of the Middle Ezgt hzd expressed his
adm’retion thet the Albeni:n Nationcl Army hod cchleved by its own efforts
the liberstion of its country. EHe hed no objection to the proposed inquiry
to the Altanian Govermment, His Governmant supported the epplicaticn of
Albenie,

/The reoresentetive of Anstreoita
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The representative of Austrelis also noted that three monthe had

vassed without the Albanian Government complying with the Council's
recommendation concerning the Corfu incidents. The behaviour of the
Albanian Govermment towards the Subsidiary Gioup of the Commission of
Inveetigamon concerning Greek Frontier Incidents cauaed. his Government
to have grave doubts with regerd to the peace-loving nature of the
Albenian Govermment. That Government had challenged the legality of the’
Council resoluticn esteblishing the Subsidiary Group although it had, :
by letter to the Secretary-Genersl, accepted the obligations of the
Cherter in that case. Before stating its opinion on the admission of
Alvenia, his Government wished a satisfactory answer from the Albanian
Govermment thet 1t would comply with the resolution of the Govneil
concerning the Corfu incidents and in the Grsek gvestizs.. I+ had been
contenied that Aldania should be regarded as an Ai:iy, bwo bz pointed
out that she had not been admitted as such to the »2vis vzace K
Conference. He could not agree that the Albanian. ‘)gu:: o iad liberated
themselves almost without outside help.

The reprecantative of the United States made the statement attache:
as Annex III. He said that, as in 1G46, his Goverrmént had greve doubt
as to the ability and willingress of Albania to carry out internationelg
o‘oliga.tions Including the obligations undar the Charter. Thess doubts-
were based on the following i:ncontestable facts. The Albanian
Government kad falled to reaffirm the pi"e-l939 bi-lateral treaties,

although they were not of a sinister character, and lncluded an

arbitration treaty, a conclliation pact, a money order convention and
a most-favcured nation agreement. The United States Government had maé._f
it clear that, following reaffirmation,' it would be mere than willing
to consider any revisions in those agreements which ths Albenian

authorities might desire. Seven members of the Security Council hed
found that the mines in the Corfu Channel could nct have been laid :
without the xnowledge of the Albanlan authorities. In this case, the
Albanian Coverouent hed accepted the obligations of pacific settlement:{j
under Articlaz 35 of the Charter, but as yet had not referred the matte;?
to the Cour® s3 veccmrended by the Council. A majority of the members*]

of the Ccrmiasion of Investigation had found thet Albenis hed rendereo.

esgistence to the auerilia bands operating in northern Greece, and the,-‘
Albarion Gorernment had failed to co-operate with the Subsldiary Group
The ve:reuarizii~e of the United States svpgorted the proposel that

inquiry ¢ ~.id be mede whether the Albeniss o ~uentt inharded to :
comply with the Council's recommendation concexi,lilg tuw LLrIa Channel -
incidents.

The revresentative of Frence recelled thet, in 1946, his Governme
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had supported the applicetion of Albanla because of the struggle of the
Albanian people against the Axis powers and because his Government had
established friendly diplematic relations with Albania. However, the
incidents in the Corfu Channel and other new facts must be taken into
consideration, and he felt the Committee should exsrcise great care

in dealing with the Albunian application. EHe agreed that an inquiry
should be made whether the Albanian Government intended to implement
the Council's resolution concerning the Corfu incidents.

The representative of China recalled that his Government had
abstained from voting on the Albanian applicetion in 1946 because it
had doubts concerming Albenia's ability and willingness to carry out
her obligations under the Charter. Pending the propesed inguiry, he
reserved his position.

The representative of the United Kingdom stated that his Government
8till had its doubts, expressed in 1945, regarding the ability and
willingness of the Albanian Govermment, to carry out its obligations
under the Charter. He referred to the incidents in the Corfu Channel
and to the arguments advanced by his Govermment in the Security Council.
He drew attention to the fact that, according to information in the
possession of his Government, the Albanian Government had adopted a
rather unco-operative and discouraging attitude towards the Subsidiary
Group. His Govermment had nothing against the Albanian people, but in
connection with the application it was necessary to examine the
behevicur of the Albanian Goverrnment.

After the above debate, the Assistant Secretary-General vead a
cable (document S/453) received from the Registrer of the Intermational
Court of Justice stating thet the Albanisn Government had, on 23 July,
stated its willingness to appear before the Cowrt pursuant to. the -
Council's resolution. It was agreed that this information made it

wnnecessary to address the previously proposed ingulry to the Albanian
Goverrment.

The representative of Brazil pointed out that the telegram did not
clarify all points on whichldoubts existed and could not prejudge the
Committeels opinion concerning Albania's admission.

The representative of the United States took the sams position and
noted that this was only cne of five questions he had cited as giving
rise to his Government's doubts as to the qualification of Albania for
membership.

The representative of the United Kinzdom said thet his Government
would oppose the application of Albenia owing primarily to her
uncc-operative attitude toward the Commission of Investigation concerning
Creek Frontier Incildents.

The representative of Belgium considered thet Alvania's acceptance
Jof the
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of the Court's Jurisdiction was an important ¢ ement, but it was not the only

cne and should not prejudge her admission. The application required further
study.

The representative of Chine stated that, in view of the new situation,
his Government would maintain the same attitude towards Albania's epplication
a8 In 1945 (set out adove).

The representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics could not
agree that only one of the objections to Albania's admission hed been removed. :
The Committee cowld take into account only formal decisions of the Seeurity :
Council condemning actions by the Albanian Government. Since no such
decision hed been taken, no grounds existed for denying Albanials applicaticn.

The representative of Poland felt that the ashove telegram demonstrated )
that the Government of Zlbaniz was able and willing to fulfill ite obligations

under the Cherter. % was encouraging that the telegram hed been sent before -
the Cormittee made any inquiry.
(b) Attitudes of Delesations

The renresentatives of the Unicn of Soviet Socialiet Republics end
Polend supported the application of Albania.

The revresentatives of Australia, Belgium, Brazil, China, Colombisa,
France, and the United States expressed doubts regarding Albania's
qualifications for admission.

The representative of the Unlted Kingdom opposed the application.
The Mohgolian People!s Republie = .

(a) swmmery of the discussion
The representative of Chinu made the statement attached as Annex IV. In
this statement he noted that the Mongolian Peoplets Republic maintained
active relationas with only one country and had primised to exchange envoys
with only one other. As a result, the world had insufficient information
whether she was a peace-loving Stats and abave and willing to carry out the
obligations of the Charter. Apert from this considerztion, the Chirese :
Goverrment did not attach primary significance to the exchange of envoys, as -
hed been shown by its attitcde towards the application in 1946,

The representative of Chine then stated that Mongolle hed, by armed
invasion, attempted to seize territory in the Peitashan region of the
Province of Sinkiang. It had been alleged that the Peitashen region was ,
Mongelian territory, but as far as the Chinese Government kmew, the clalm of ,if
the Mongolian People's Republic to the Peltashan region had no other basils
then the mere assertion zade after the conflict of 5 June 1947. Peitashan
lay on the Sinkiang side of a boundary which hzd been established in 1915
when Outer Mongolis was made an sutonomous unit and which had remained
unchallenged until 5 June 1947, That boundary was found on all official
maps of Chipa, of which Cuter Mongolia had been an integral part until
granted independence., Duwing that seme period, Peitashen hed been under
Chinese civil administration and guarded by Chinese armed forces sufficient

/to raintein
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to meintain peace ard order, although insufficient to repel a Tull-dress
invasion with the peraphermalia of modern war. If the Mongolilian Peoplels
Ropublic hed a claim to the Peitashan vegilon, there wes mo reason to resort
tc wer-like methc@z. The Mongolian People's Republic had nover atteuptsd
negotiztion or mediation or conciliaticn. Theve hed been no suggestion o>

1 Inguiry or arbitration or judicial settlemsnt. On the centrary, Mongelia
had stexrted an invasion with & forty-eighi-hour ultimatum to the loczl
evtherities. When the Chinese Governasnt had protested and derended
suspension of hostilities and-retivement from the invaded territory pending
invegtlgation, the Momgolisn Govermment had replied by asuerti that the
territory concerned was hers. These acts demonstrated that the Mongolian
Pecple's Republic was not a peece-loving Stete, thet she had acted contrary
to the obligations of the Charter and would not be able or will’ng %o cax
out those obligations after admission. For this reason, it was impossible
for the Chinsse Government to supvort the application by the Hongolian
Peovle’s Rerublic.

The represcntative of the Union of Soviet Socialist Repnblice made the
statement gttached as Annex V. In this statement he stressed the contribution
mede by the Momgoli=n Pecple's Republic to the recent struggle against Axis
aggression, including 1ts successful resistance to Japanese invasion before
tke beginning of the Second World Wer. This contribution had been adequaiely
decurented during the Committee's meetings in 1G46. TIf there were any doubts
concerning the war contribution of Mongolia, these could be resolved by
relayence to the official documents submitted by the Delegation of the Union

cf Soviet Socialist Revublics at thet time. Since the first consideration of
the epplication, tke Mongolian People’s Republic had continued the
reconstruction of its national econowy; with great success, aud the matsrial
and cultural level of its people was rising yeerly.

In reply tc the representative of China he quoted a specizl ccmmunique
issued by tie Mongolian Govermmwent stating that the allegations by the Chinese
"Central News" Agency and by a representative of the Chinese Fcreign Ministry,
regarding venetration into China by Mongolian military units under cover of
aircraft with ldentifying signs of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
were false and had been fabricated for obviously provocative purposes. The
falsity end unlikelilcod o these statements were evident from the fact that
the Peitasnen region was in Mongolian territory. The communicue went on to
describe the circumstances in wiiich Chinese troops hgd entrenched tlemselves
in Mongollan territery and made sorties ageinst Momgolian frontier guards.
Thesc guerds hed sent & spokesman to the Chinese troops to recuest that they
leave Mongolien territory. The spokesman hed becn arreated and the
Mongolian guards had taken zction to expel the intruders, but thel had not

~entered Chinese territory. The guards had recovered the body of the
spokesmen and four frontier guards who had been tortursd and mutiletcd,
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Zaving made thls statemsnt, the rerresentative of the Uaion o2 uoviet
Sociclist Republics said the facts might indicate a hope that these
{rontier incldents would distract attention from the internal sitaati:n
of China., The Committee could not act on the basis of the ong-sldzd
statemsnt by ths representative of China which had been disputed =y
official ccmmnioués of the Mongelian Govermment.

It had been srgued that members of the Commitiee did not heve
gufficient informetion concerning the Mongolian Peoplels Rspubliic.
However, in 154G the Mongolian Gevernmont had supplied gnswers to the
Committeets questlomnzire and had sent an official representative to
araver all questions. The Mongolian Peoplets Rerublic wishad to expand
its diplematic relations and had never refusged to establish diplematic
relations with any country.

In conclusion the revressntative of the Unicn of Soviet Socialist
Retublics submitted that the Mongelian People's Republic possessed all
the qualifications for membership in the Unitéd Nations and stated that
hia delegation supported its application,

The representetive of the United States recalled that, in 1546, his

Goverrment had expressed doubt about the application of the Mongollan ,
Psoplets Republic beceuse insufficlent informaticn was available. The * o
replies to the Committee's questionnelre had not containsd sufficient ‘
inforpation to change thdt feeling. As far as his Government krew,
the Mongolian People's Retublic was recognized only by the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republica and China, had diplometic relatiore only
with the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, and had no eocial or
economic relations with any third powér. The United States Goverrment

had yet to receive informeticn which convinced it that the Mongollien
Peovlels Retublic was in fact an independent State.
The rorrssentative of the United Kingdom stated thet, as in 154G,

his Goverrment had hardly any informetion regerdirg the Mongelien

People's Republic apart frcm thet supplied by the representatives of
China and the Union of Soviet Sccialist Republics. Evidence thet the
Mongolian Goverrment wes peace-lcving end abls end willirg to carry coub 4
the obligations contained in the Charter was mere to the polnt than

eviderce gbout Mocgolien contributione in the Second World War., The ‘
representative of the United Kingdom opposed the application, in view of.v“‘g
the scant information availeble and gince the recemt information on
‘torder clashes estzblished a prime facie dcubt as to Morgolials
qualificaticna. )

The rapresentative of fustrzlia thought that the accusaticrs and

counter-ncousetions set cut above were of a very greve nature, and that .
/the Comeitisa
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the Cemmittee sheunld have all the facts cencerning the mituztion beTore
peseirng eny final Judgment on the application. He understond that the Legal
Perartment of the Secretariat had expressed the opinion tkat a criterion

of sovereignty was that the goverzmmen: of e State should bte solely
resgonsible for ita foreign affairs, The Australian Soverrme 1t had no
eviderce that the Mongolian Covernment fulfillod that condition, since it
24 established diplomatic relstions cnly with the Uanion of Soviet Sceialist
Republice. Pariticipation in the Second World War was desirable , but was
reither nscessary nor sufficient wnlsr the Charter. As to the infortotion
supplied concsrainz the Mongolian war effort, he did not challenge the
alleged facts, but thought it extraordinary that a romsdic cecmmnl iy with
lese than one million inhabiten:s could organize g modern tank brigade.

The represontative of Poland noted that the Mongolian People’s Pegublic
hed been officially recognized as en inderendent State by tie two
nelghbouring courtries, and did not think there could be any real doubt as to
its sovereigaty. Diplowatic reletions bad alreedy been established with one
State erd others wight follow. The answers to the Committee®s guestisrmaire
in 1S46 had teen satisfactory regarding the Republicis Coastitution. A4s
regards the Chinsse accusations, he inguired how it W=s possible that =
large-scale invasion sheunld teke plece in secret and without being brought

to the attention of the Security Council. These facts weuld seelm to
irdicate that the recent events were mersly minor frontier incidents. He
irquired frem the representative of China why the Protccol of Febrvery 1946
trovidirg for estzblishrent of diplcmetic relations between the Govarrments
of China and the Mongolian People!s Republic had not been rut into effecte.
Ir corclusion, he statad on behalf of his Government that it supported the
application. '

The reprecentative of Chira zaid thait it could not bs easumed thet the

invesion wes & minor incident merely tecause China had not referred the
guestion %o the Security Ccuncil. China was & very large ccuniry &as
cémpared with the Mongolian People's Repwblic, and she had not cxheusted the
ordivary diplomatic means of settlément. He stated that he would make the
neceasary irquiries concerning the implementation of the Frotocol of
February 1946,

The representatives of Brazil end Colembia stated that their Governments

were in a difficult position since they had no evideace concernirg the
presernt sifvation other than ths statements by the representatives of China
and the Union of Scvist Socialist Republics.

The representative of Beluiwz stated that, under Article b,

e Cermitiee had firet

ct

o escertain vhether the applicent

@as veelly an independent Stete, The Ccrmittes bed insufficiznt

svidence op this point, end the existence of a stete was not o

be tresumed: only two of the fifty-five Members of the United Nations hod
recognized lfongolia as an independent State, It was also neceseary to teke

into account the situation prevailing on the Chinede-Mongolian Lerder, erd
/hils delefaticn
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delegation was not yet prepared to express any opinion regerding the
admissicn of the Mongolian People's Republic. He &id not consider that absenc:
of diplematic intercourse could of itself bar admission, since States weurs
under no irternational obligetion to exsherge dipleratic suvoys. ;

The representative of China mede the statement attached as Annex VI. As
regards the charge that China had invaded Outer Mongolia to divert world
attention, he revlied thet the facts proved that China had been tho victim of
an invasion and that the Chinese Govermment was engaged in a greve stuvggle
with rebels in north-east China. The invasion of Sinkiang, i1f it were a

diversicn, would more naturally be a diversion {or the rebels in ncrth-cast. -
China and a second front against the Chinese Govermment. As regards the -
sugqestion thet the svents in guestion were mere frontier incldents, he pcirit‘
out that aireraft were being used, that there was a penetration of over 200 :
kiloretres and that the attacks had been repeated in spite of protests., T
representative of China sald that incidents had begun in the autum of 143
end thet Mongolian forces had attacked Chinese troops on nine occasions
within the twenty~-five days Ffollowing 5 June 1C47. :
The revrssentative of the Union of Soviet Sccialist Republics noted thzat
ths representzitive of Chine had not denied that Chinese border trcops.had
invaded the Peitashan region, but hed simply stated that the territory in.
question belonged to China. I this was the case, it was unjustifiable that
the Chinese authorities should allow armed conflict and barberic acts to 'ifa.ke

place on its territory. Mongelian troops had been in the region for oY “th

a year and.a half, ever since the population of the reglon had, by yle‘h‘iséifc«e
expressed their will to be free. In 1946, vhen the Guomitles exanined the
application, the Mongolian Pszople's Republic kad the sexe voundsries as at:
present, including the territory of Peitashan. At that ime, the C‘aiﬁ‘es'e‘,‘
Government had been silent on the question and had supported the Mongmolian
application. It was apparent that the dispute had been cresated at the preéeA‘
time because the civil wer in China had reeched its peai. Incidents hud
occrrrad Just tefore the arrivel in China of a so-called fact-finding missi
from a foreign country. The authorities of the Unien of Soviet Socielist
Republics had officially denled the allegations that pianes with Scviet
identsTying marks had taken part in the conflict.

The rerresentative of Ckinn said that no credence could be attached to

completely false officlal enmouncements by the Mengolian People'!s Reputlic:
Local authorities in Sinkiang had categorically denied the allegeticms of
barberity by Chinese soldiers , and detenticn and slaying cf messengers. He
gurprised to see that the question of Soviet identifying marks was raised or;@;
z2gzin. He Lad certzinly not been awere *thot Mongolian trcops hed been in
Peitzchan before 5 June 1947. There could be no relationship between the
Mongolian invasion ané the arrivel of a fact-finding coimission, since the
invezsion had telren plece long befors.
(b) Avtitude of Delepations ;
The revresentatives of Poland znu the Union of Soviet Socialist Rapubli
supported the epplicaticn of the iionpolian Peoplets Republic.
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The representative of Chine and the United Kingdom opposed the
apollcation.

g’:ie reprezentatives of Belitum, Braz:il and Colecmbia stresszed the
insufficiency of availeble informetion.

The representative of Austrelia stated that because of the leck of

informetion, his delegation could not support the application at thiz time.
Tae rerresentative of the U.ited States shared the view on the

irgufficiency of informetion and expressed doub: as to the =ligibility of
the applicant.

The Hashemite XKingdam of Trensjordan

{a) Summery of the Discussion

The repregentatives of Syriz, the United Kingdcm, Breztl, the

United States, China, France, Belgium, Colcmbia and ‘Australia were in
2

fevour of the adm!ssion of Trensjcrden, The remresentative of Syria

cdded that his Government ccnsidered Trensjordan to te a reace-loving
state -nich hed made valueble contributions to the war effort and hed rode
considerable progress during recent years,

Ihe representebiive of the Union of Soviet Sccilalist Pepublics

recalled that his Govermment had not been able to support the application

of Transjordan in 10k6 end thet he d1d mot consider thet circumstances had
chenged since then. One of the arguments pu: forward by his Government
wes that Tremsjorden did not meintain diplomatic relaticns with the Union
of ‘Soviet Socialist Republics, The Soviet Goverrment etiached greet
significznie to its argument about the lack of diplematic relaticns
between a country and the Unicn of Soviet Socialist Republics, He
emphasized that 1n every cese tlat the Soviet represeniative surmitted
arguments regarding the lack of diplcmatic reliations he hed in mind a very
bread meenipg for these argvments. They should not be considered es
formal ergumen<s but rather as siatements which hed very imporiant reasgonz
which vouched upon the gqualities of a neticn =pplying for membership.

The representetive of the Union of Soviet Socialist Repubdlics

mzinteined that Transjordan vas originelly pari of the territory under

merdate fo the United Kingdcm, Thers were cexrtain legel rulez established

for the termination of mandates but these rules had not teen follou=zd by

the Mandatory Power in this case, The Mendstcry Power had by unilateral
ction declared Trensjordan to be independent. Last yeer 1t hed beon
sa‘d thet the special t'reat;/ of 22 March 1945 which the Mandatory Power

bkad imposedé on Trepsjorden was contrary to the Cherter cof the

United Netiors., The representetive of the Unicn of Soviet Soclalist

Republics on the Security Council last yeer stated that there

weye many questions which remained to be clarified in the matter ¢f how

/Trensjoréan




(+)

Transjordan boceme an independent state and whet kind of “incependence" it
weg. The past rear has not brought the neéessary clerification cn thls
merter, Je stohed thet the Delegation of the Union of Sovist Secclalist
Republics gtlll had serlous doubts =3 to whether indeperndence exists in
reality in Transjorden and could therefore not support the applicatvion for
merbership.

The rerresentative of the United Kingdom said that for reascns advanced
in the Ccrmitiee lagt year his Goverrment did not =admit the obJecticns of tie

recresentative of the Union of Soviet Sosialist Remublie3s, He categorically
denisd thet any treaty ked teoen "imposed" con Tranms)ordon,

v} Attitude of Deleg=iions

The rertrecentatives of Srria, the United Kingdom, Brazil, the

United Stetes, Chine, France, Delgium, Colombia and Australis supported ke
application of Transjorden. '

The representetive cf the Unicn of Soviet Socialist Republics declored

thet L2 could not support the application because his Qovermment still ked
serious doulis regardirg the independence of Transjorden.

The renresentative of Poland reserved his right to meke his comments

regexrding the applicetion at a later date.

(2} Sumery of tke Disscussion

The veprecentatives of the United Kingdom, the United Stateg, China,
Brazil, France, Belgium, Colcmbla, Siria end fustrelizs steted that on hehal-‘;

of thelr Governments they supported the applicatien of Irelend.

"he representative of the Unicn of Soviet Socialist Republics recelled .

thet his Goverrment hed nct been sble to support the applicetion of Irelend.
Circumstarces had not chenped since then and the resscns lor the Soviet

reiection of this applicetion still existed. Ireland did not maintain

diplcmntic relaticos with the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and ke
emphacized cnce again that this fzct was of great significence o liis
Government as to the qualities cf the applicant state. The people of the

Tnien of Scvist Socialist Republics hed mede enormous ceatributions during

the lest war, they 1ad carried the mein burden and thereby seved the world
frcm the Fecclzt aggressors. It wes well-mown that the struggle ned been .
fovaht for the vrinciples of the Charter of the United MNailons and therefore;
Ge lgck of diplomatic relations tetween the Union of Soviet Sceiclist
Renublics and Irsiend hed o perticuler significance and importence ip the
téeraticn of the guzliitie: which a Government requesting edmisazion to the:
Un’ted letlens should heve,
Ancther important facter wes the beheviowr of Ireland during the
lest gorld war, Irelené did pot help the Allfes at ell and had not

helped tc found the Orgenizetion whlch now she wanted to Join, He

cong

recailsd thet Ireland, even in the most eritical steges
Jof the wor
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cf tke war, had exrressed sympatby with the Axis Powers end Frenco 3pain.
Thie cculd not be ignorsd during the examination of the applicaticn of
Ireland. Two years and s hnlf haé pasged since the end of the world wer
and no Jjustificaticn had been breought to light regarding the tehaviour of
Irelend during the war. In these circumstences the Soviet Telegation could
not support the application of Ireland.

The representative of the United States pointed out that i1t was not
lald down as a condition in the Cherter of the United Nationa that
applicant states had to maintain diplomatic relations with all the Member
States. He also rejected the argument that behaviour in the last world
war should be laid down as a criterion since it was not specified in the
Charter.

The revresentative of the United Kingdom recalled the reascns advanced

by hils delegation last year for supporting the application.
(b} Attitude of Delesze.tions

The representatives of the Unlted Kingdom, the United States, Chins,
Brazil, France, Belgium, Colombia, Syria, and Australis supported the
application of Ireland.

The reoresentstilve of the Union of Soviet Socialist Regublics declared
that the foviet Delegation could not support the application for the reasons
rentioned in his statements at the meetingc of the Committes.

The representative of Poland veserved his right to make his comments
regarding the application at a later date.

Portugal
{2} Summayy of the Disenssion .

The_revresentatives of Brezil, Colombia, the United Ki@gom, Francse,
Belgium, China, Syria, the United States, and Australia expressed their
support of the application of Portugal. The representative of Brazil
steted that his Government hed no doubt whatecever with vegerd to the
peace~loving nature of the Govermment of Portugel and its willingness
and 2bility to fulfil its obligations under the Cherter of the United
Hations. His Govermment copsidered that Portugal had the right to be
admitted to the United Nations and that the Organization would benefit
greatly from the rarticiIpation of Portugsl.

The vepresentetive of the United States emphasized that Portugal
had a long record as a peace-loving State and In the cpinion of his
Govermment wae entirely =ble end willing to carry oui the obligations
of the Cherter, Portugal had taken an active part in recent months
in tuo of the Specielized jfgencies of the United lNetions, mamely, the
International Civil Avistion Organi: ticn and the Internmational Poatel
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Union, both Organizations having expressed confldence in Portugal by
electing Portugzl to their respective governing boards. He concluded
his remarks by reiterating the position the United States had taken
last year - warm suppert of the application of Portugal.

The rerresentative of the Union of Soviet Sccialist Republics stated
that his Qovernment rainta’ned the same attitude towards the application
of Portugal as towerds the aprlicaticn of Ireland. The only difference
was that it considered the behaviour of Portugal during the last world
war still wcrse than that of Ireland. The peace-loving nature of the
Government of Portugal and its ebility to fulfil the obligations of the
Charter was not proved by the fact that it had put 2 number of ships
and bases at the dispcsal of certain Allied Powers. Portugel did not
help the cause of the Allied Powers, in fact, it aided the Axis Fowers
and was a second heme for Fascist prisoners of wer. The ties between

the Govermment of Portugel and Franco Spain were well-known. The deeds
~and behaviour of the Portuguese Govermment afier the last war 4id not
prove that Portugel wes worthy of admission to the United Natioms.

The representative cf Poland drew the attention of the Committee
to the closa )association which had existed between Franco Spain and
Portugel and: tI;e .aid that Portﬁg&l had given to the rebellion ageinst
the legal Govermment of Spain during the civil war, He proposed that
the consideratlion of the application of Fortugel be deferred until e
future date when the situetion in Spain and Portugal might have chanéed..
At present he could not support the application of Portugal.

The represenictive cf the Unitsd States stated that from the
militery point of view Portugal did not aid the Axis Powers in any vay
whetascever. On the conirery, she had extended valusble aid to the Allles
b7y puttlng 2ir tases in the Azores at the disposal of the United Kingdom
and the United States. These beses had been of vitel importance to the
winnirg of the war in BEurope not only on the Western front but on the
Ezstern front as well, and in the re-development of the Allied Forces
efter Ve-day these beses had been an importent contributing factor in
shortening the war ageinst Jepan.

Cn the economic side, Portugzl behaved as a neutral country
under the intermationzl law. He could not understand what 1t was
to which the reprecentative of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
tock excepticn and enaguired on thet point. He thought the relations
betwesn Portugel znd Spain wers not relevent.- the questlon was whether
Portuzzl would live up to the obligations under the Charter and his
Covermment hed no doubts on that score.

/(b) Attitude
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(v) Attitude of Delegations

The recresentatives of Brazil, Colombia, the United Kingdem,

France, Belazium, China, Syris, the United Stetes ard Australis supported
the application of Fortugal. ‘

The revpresentative of the Union of Soviet Socialigt Republigs

declered that his Government could not support the applicé.tiOn for the
reasons mentioned in his statemsnts at the mestings of the Committee.
The representative of Poland stated that his Government would at
Present oppose the applicaticn. '
IV, EXAMINATION OF NEW APFLICATIONS
Amlications Received 2

(1) Hungery, dated 22 April 1G47.

{2) Ttaly, dated 7 May 1547.

(3) Pustrie, dated 2 Juiy 1947.
4) Roumania, deted 10 July 1547.
(5) Yemen, dated 21 July 1947,
&

(8) Bulgaria, dated 25 July 1Sk7.

~

Action by the Security Council Concerning the Examinstion of the

New Applications '

(a) The Security Council at its one hundred and thirty-second meeting
on 30 April 1947 "resolved thet the applicetion of Hungery for admission
into membership in the United Netions, dated 22 April 1947, should be
referred to the Membership Committee for studyinz ard reporting to the

Security Council at the appropriate time."

{b) The Security Council at its one hundred anmd thirty-seventh meeting
on 22 May 1947 resolved that the applicetion of Italy for membership in
the United Nations be refarred to the Committee on Admission of MNew
Members for study ard report to the Securft;,r Council.

(e} At the Security Council's one hundred and £ifty-fourth mee<ng, on
12 July 1Gh7, in acccrdance with Rule 59 of the Pro-}is:onel Rules of
Procedurs of the Securitr Council, the President referred the gpslication
of fusiria for membership in the United Nations to the Ccmrmittee on
tdm:ssion of How Members.

(&} At the Security Council’s one hurdred ard sixty-first mesting on

18 July 1947, in accordance withk RBule 39 of the Frovisional Rules of
Procedurs of the Security Council, the Presidant relsrred the epplicetion
of Rouzania for membership in the United Netlons to the Coxmittee on
Mmissicn of New Merbers,

/(8) At the Security




(e) At the Security Council's one hundred and sixty-sighth meeting on

28 July 1547, in accordence with Rule 59 of the Provisicnal Rules of
Procedure of tile Security Council, the President referred the applicaticn
of Yemen for merbership in the United Nations to the Ccpmittee on :
Admission of New Mombers.

{£) At the Security Council's ope hurdred and seventy-eighth meeting

on 7 August 1947, in accordence with Rule 59 ¢f the Provisionsl Rules

of Procedure of the Security Council, the Iresident referred the
epplicetion of Bulgarias for Membership in the United Natioms to the
Ccrmittee on Admission of New Members.

3. Discussion gf the Applicetions of Hungary, Itﬂ,z, Augtriz, Roumenia end
Yeren

{1} Genmersl Discussion of the Applicetioms of Huppery, Itelw, Roumania ard
Auatria

The representative of the Union of Soviet Sociaslist Republics proposed
thet the Committee postpone ccnsideration of these applicetions until the

peace trestiea with the ex-enamy coumtries hed entered into force and the
Treaty with Austria hed been concluded and entered into force.

The representative of the United Statas mede the statement attached as
Armex VII. He favoured the examination of these applicatiors irdividuelly
and at once, since the facts and merits of the several applications varied
congiderably, Nothing in the Chertar or in the preamble of the tresties
imposed an obligation to postrone consideration of membership applications
from ex-snemy states until the completion of ratification end the entry‘ into
force of the peacg treaties, ard earlier admission wes not precluded. He
rejected the blipd epplication in all cases of the thesis thet restrietioms

in srmistice agreements or other control srrangements were of such & neture
as* to impair sovereignty end thus meke e Stete ‘neligivle for membership.

is question apd that of military occupation should be resclved by ke
facts in each irdividusl instance, In Italy, for Instence, practieslly no
contrcls existed and these were only a token military ccoupaticn. Austriae
vas not an ex-enemy Ftats and no pogsible ovpjection could be feund to justify
the postpcnement of ccugifsration of her application or her admission.

The regrosenta®ive o Brazil thought the applications should be considered
iviéualily anl ca'; in tie lirht of the applicents hehaviour since the

var, for urder Arti ls ¥ of the Charter the appliceiicns could not be opposed
simpl; beczuse the Lrz:zVizg had not eniered inio force, '

Ire_represontativs of Belzium sgreed that Judgement should be made
strictly on the provisicns of the Cherter which made no reference to the entry
into force of the treaties, and thought that each application should te
congidered individually.

/The repregentative of
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The representative of Colombla supported the view that the applications
should te considered individually. He argued that the Charter made
universality of membership imperative, and that the admission of non-Members

would assist the eetilemsnt of any difficulties with precent Members,

The representalive of the Jnion of Soviet Socizlist Repunlics stated

that the terug of az Trsaty prcamblea, together with Chapler IX of the
Potsfen Leclizrzcion 1a%% 2o doubt that the four Poweras corcerred had agreed
thet the Allisd aud fsscsizted Powers would suprert the apolication of the
oxeenciny States only atther the conclusion of the treaties of peace, including
thelr retificoticn. These four Powera had also unaenimcusly egreed on a
preamble tco ihe Austyizn Treaty, which read as follows:
"Whereas the Allied and Asscciated Powers and Austria desire for

thege purposes to conclude the present treaty, which shall constitute

the bagis of friendly relations tetween them, thereby enabling the Alljed

and Associated Powers to suprort Austria's appliceticn for admission to

memtersihip of the Uaited Natioms.” ‘
There was, therefore, no jusiification for supgort of the Ausirien application
until the Treaty hed been concluded and entered into force.

The representative of Australia recalled his obJection to placing these
applications on the agenda for the reason that these States cculd not te

regerdsd 2s scvereign or indsypsndent when they were occupled by foreign troops
2nd spbject to armistice agreements. He 41d not see how the Commiittee or the
Ccuncil could entertain these applications and supporied the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics protosal for deferx\nent.. He subseguently withdrew his
obJection to immediete consideration and while maintaining his previcus
attitude on the legel difficulty of admission prior to ratification of the
troaties, suzzeeted that the Council misht meks g provisional or cenditional
recorrerdation for admizsion of a State othervise eligible. (See Annmex LIV
for full statemsnt.)

The rerressutative of China thought a motion to postpons the considerztion

of an applicstise shouifd have been made in the Security Council and considered

the Commdtisels duty wes Lo examine 211 applications individuelly.

The repregantative of Poland doubted whether it was technically possible
to corsider these zpplicztlions in time for the report to the Council, He
theught discussicn on ihen should be rostpored until the report oz the other
applications had been ccmpleted, since the Counc.l had asked the Cemmitiee to
report on these aprlicztions at the appropriate time.

At 2 later meeting he steted the ovinion thut, from a legel point of view,
the Security Council was not yet in the position to acceot or reject these
applications. Apart frem these legal considerations, the war participation of
E.ngery, Rounania, and Bulgaric gave them the full right to apply for
menbership. The Polish Delegation did not find any reasen to obJect to ths
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acceptance of these States which were attempting to build a new people ta
democracy, and he stressed that nb Member of the United Neticns hed the risht
%0 use the internal affeirs of a country as a reeson for refusing membership.
In due time, the Polish Delegetion would support the application of Italy for
membership. ’

The representative of Firance stated that his Government wae satisfied

with vwhat wes egreed upon during the Peace Confersnce. The French Delegntion
was of the opinion that any decision.on the epplications presented by ex-enemy
States should be postpomed until the treaties of peacg come into force as a
conseguence of an exchange of ratificetions. Ratification procedurs was
actuelly in process and the French Delegation saw no regson why it should
not ve completed rapidly.

The Committee voted on the Union of Soviet Socielist Republiceg! proposal
in two parts as follows:

"The Ccrmittes on the Admission of New Members recommends a

rostpcnement of the taking of the dscision on the applications of the

Z-snemy countries until the peace treaties ‘w1t‘a them come into force."

Affirmative: Australia, Poland and the Union of Soviet Socialiat Rewublics

Nezative: Belzium, Brazil, Caina, Colombia, United K.ngdom and
United Stotes

Abstention: Syris
"The Committes on the Admission of New Members recommends &

postponement on the application of Augtria until the treaty with it

ceres into force.

Affirmative: Polard and the Union of Soviet Socialist Repuolics

Negative: Belgium, Braszii, China, Cclcmbia znd United States

Abstention: BAustralia, Syria and United Kingdom

The Chelrmen ruled tiat since the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics?
proposal was rejected, tke Comnmittee would digcuss the remaining applications -
individually in the order of their receipt.
(2) Bungery

{2} Sumpary of the Discussion

. The rerresenzative of the United States made the statement attached
Armex VIII. He stated that events in Hunger: since the end of Mey 1947
ra.sed doubts on the part of his Government that the reorgarized Hungasr:i«:

Giverrment weuld be zble or willing to carry out the obligations cf ths

Un.-ed Naticns Cherter,

The rerregentative of the Unicn of Soviet Sceial!st Republics stated.

that the statement of the United Stztes representative was unfounded and
2cnta ned no proof of nis accusaticns,

The representitive of Brazil sharsd the dcubts of the United States -
rerregsntative as to vhetker Hungsry wes willing or able to undertake its

ctligoticns of the Charter and he was therefore not zble to support the

apzlication. .
/The representative of the United King




The renresentative of the United Kiumdom regretted the conduct of the

present regime in Hungary, particularly its record in respect of hasic
humen liberties. The United Kingdom x;:ould oppose Hungary's application
in the Security Council irrespective of the question of entyy into foree
of the peace treaty; unless the present Hungarian regime hed showm by
that time that they would abide by the guarantees for humen rights as
set forth in the peece treeties,
{0) Attitude of Delezations

The representatives of Brazil end the United Xinadom cpposed the
apnlication of Hungary.

The representative of the United States expressed doubts zs to the
eligibility of the appilcant.

The rvevresentative of Poland snd the Union of Soviet Soclalist

Republics did not consider it the proder time Lo consider the application.

The revprecentetive of France stated that he was not adle to take 2

decision on the application before the ratification of the vpeace treaty.
(3) Italr .
{2) Summary of the Diacussion

The revresentetive of the United Stateg made the statement attached
as Amnex IX. In hig stetement he Vsaid that the United Statss warmly
supported the epplication of Itzly and believed that Italy well merited
admissicn to the United Notions at this time for the following reesscns:

1. TItaly was declared to be a co-be;ligeren‘f: in the war ageinst

Germany, the only country to be sco recognized, )

2. The Allied Commission was terminated on 31 January 1947. For

all practical purposes this ended Allied Control in Italy.

3. There is only a token military occuration force now statloned cor

the northeastern frontier for the purpose of ensuring 2 peaceful '

solution to that frontier guestion, mot for {he purpose of
controlling Italy.

4, The Italien peace treaty had tzen ratified by all of the Great
Powers except the Unibn. of Soviet Socizligt Republics, It would be
patentily unjust to d.ény the Itallen people, who have done, so much
since becoming a co-belligersnt, membershlp in the United Nations
simpiy becauss the peace treaty had not been ratified by one Great
Pover,

Tre representative of Brazil mede the statement attached as Annex X

In his statement he declared thet &8s a representative of a country which
fought egairst tke former Italian regime, he was very happy to support
the epplicaticn of s demoecretically goverred Italy.
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He steted that Italy had declared her intentionm of fulfilling

the oblimations of the Cherter; =5 she was a goversipn State, fully

capable of Fulfilling her intsrnstional obligations; she hzd normal
internctional relotions with several Statss Members of the Unisd Nations):
che had a democratic Government which had given proof of an international
behaviour in f21l conformity with the aims of the Unitod Nations.

Hs pointed out that the Grect Powers made a certain minimum promise
to the conguered counsry at Potsdom, They intended to supnori the
admission of these countries to the United Nations as soon as they had
set up‘democratic rezimes a2nd as ‘soon asg these democratic Govermments
hzd declared themselves responsible for the acts of war perpetrated by
their predscessgors. The Itolicn Government hod assumed responsibility
to the Allies by the very fact of having signed and ratified a pezce
treaty. )

He nlso stressed Italr's contribution to the Allied war e¢ffort
since she had teen recognized as a co-belligsrent state,

The rewrssentetiva of Ausiralla pointed out that the Committee

should note the fourth paragroph of ths pyeamble and Artiels 30 of the

Italian peace treaty. Without cons-ldertng the merits of the applieation,
he thought the ztiention of the Committee should be drawn to ths definite
abligation to vetify this treety in the shortest time possible.

The representative of France siated that while France had suffered

moet dirsctly from Italian participation in the war, his Govermucnt

was ready to i‘orgét the past and support Italy's application. He
atressed the importance of Ifzlian culture and its close comnection with
French culture. In a sense, the United Nations would not be complete
until Italy was a Member. '_aﬁis Governrent had entertained certain doubts
on the legal position since the Italian psacs treaty hed not been
ratified but he had been impreszed by the statewsnis of the United State
and Brazilian representativea., Ac far back as 1343 Itzly hed obtained

the status of co-bellisersnt. ¥es it not then possible to meke, on this

egsumption, .n exceptlion to the rule of ratification? The French
Delsgation egreed then, with great plesesures, to join the majority im the
Cormittee in favour of the Italian application,

The represeniative of the Unisn of Soviet Socisligt Republics stated

The repressntative of the United Kingdom stated thet in view of

Itzl;i's record as a co-belligerent, her contribution to civilization,
* /Jand her
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and hew Prtendship with the United Xingdom, hes Government weuld 1iks to
support the application of Italy. Heo expreased the hope that the peace
treaty would e yatified in time for Italy's admtission,
(b) Attitude of Delegations ‘

The representatives of ths United States, Brazlil, Colombis, China,
Belgium, France snd the United Ringdom supported the appncatiodof Italy.

The yepresentatives of Poland and the Union of Seviet Soclalist
Ropublics did not consider it the proper time to examine the application

of Italy,
Austria

(e) Summery of the Discussion

The representative of the United States made the statement abttached
as Ammex XI. In his statement he urged the Commlittee to recommend to
the Security Council the admission of Austria to the United Nations
arnd stated that the absance of the treaty, in spite of certain
remaining impairments of Austria's freedom, did not disquelify Austrie

from membership in the United Nations, He was strongly opposed to any
conclusion that the failure to complets a treaty should lead to
postponing the consideration of the application of Austria. The people
of Austria should not be penalized because of disagreements between the
Great Powers,

The representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics stated

that he d4id not consider it the proper time to examine the application of
Austria,

The representetivé: of Brazil shared the views of the United States

representebive that the lack of a treaty should not prevent Austrials
admission to the United Nations,

The_representative of the United Xinpdom considered the Austrian
application was premature since the Austrian treaty had not been completed
and the end of military occupetion was not in sight. His Government

sympathized with Austria's desire to achieve liberation and become a
member of the United Nations; but they were obliged fdar the time being
regretfully to zbstain from proncuncing themselves on her applicationm,
{b) Attitude of Delegations

The representatives of the United States, Brazil, China, Colombla
a2nd Balgium supported the application of Austria.

The representetives of Poland, the Union of Soviat Soclalist Republics

a2nd the Urited Xinrdom did not consgider it the proper time to examine
the apnliestion,

/The reprecentative
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The_represontative of Frence stated that he was not sble to take

a decizion on che application before the ratification of the peace

treaty.

—
"
—~—

Jgurenia

{2) Summerv of the Discussion

The representative of the United Statss mwade the statersnt

attached as Ammex XIT. In hig statewent he pointed to the grave
suppression of human rights and liberties in Roumenia and he expressed
hig doubts as to the abllity and the willingness of the present
Rouranian regime to carry out intsrnationsl obligations and declaved
he had doubts therefore 2s to the application of Rouzenis,

The representative of Brazil shared the doubts expressed by

N the United States representative and regrotted that he could not
support the application of Roumania at this time,

The representative of the Union of Soviet Soclalist Republica

seid that the statement of the United States representative was
ussubstantlated and the Roumenian Goverrment had repeatedly replied

to these charges, It was very difficult to understand the objections
of the representative of Brozil since he Joined in the accusation of
the United States representative without presenting any proof. The ‘_
representative of tke Unlen of Soviet Socialist Republics alsc pointed
out that it was not the proper time to examine the application of
Roumenia.

The rewresentetive of the United Kinzdom regretted the conduct

of the present regime in Foumania, particularly ite record in respect
of besic human liberties., Apart from the question of entry inbo force
of the peace treaty the United Kingdom would oppose Roumania's
application in the Council unless the Roumanian Govermment had indicated
by that tine that it would abide by the gucrantees for hurman rights

as set forth in the peace ireaties,

{v) attltude of Delegations

The reprzsentatlives of Brazil and the United Xinsdem opposed the
epplication of Roumania,

The reoresentative of the United States expressed doubtes as to tke

elizibility of the applicant.

The reprecentative of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics did

not consider it the proper time to exanmine the applicatisn.

Th2 rsvresentative of France stated that he was not able to take

a decislon on the application before the ratification of the peace treat;-‘.::

/(5) Yomen
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{6) Yemen
(2) Summery of the Discussicn

The representative of Syris stated thet since Yemen, cne of the
oldest Kipgdcms in the world, fulfiiled the requirements of Article b4
of the Charter and was a peece-loving State, he proposed that the
Ccomittice advise the Security Council Yo reccrmend the admissicn of
Yemen to membership in the United Nations,

{b} Attitude of Delegchicns

The epplication wes supported by Syria, the United Stetes , Chine,
Colecmbiz, Brezil, the United Kingdem, the Union of Soviet Sceielist
Republics, Frence, Belgiwm, Austraiis end Polend.

Tke applicaticn of the Kingdem of Yemen having wet no objecticn in
the Ccrmittes, the Ccmmittee cons" ders ’che‘b the Security 'COuncil may
277 reccumend. to.the Genersl Assemoly_ the a(h!ussion o??é;; ;:o the Mewbership @
of the United Netions,
(7T} Bulzaria

{z} Sumery of the Discuesion

The yeoresentetive of the Unlted Stetes mede the stetement attached
2s Ammex XIIT. He sald the United States hed seriocus doubts with
respect to the =bility end willingness of the present Bulgarien regims
to cerry out interneticnsli obligstionms snd with respeet to its peace-

loving cheracter and therefore had doubts as to the eligibility of
Bulgarizs for edmission to the United Ncticns at this tims.

. Tre repreeentzflve of the United Xingdcm supported the point of
view of the United Ctetes representetive. He pointed out thet , according

to tke infomat;cn of his Government, a joint ccmmunlaue iseﬁed..'by the

Bulgarisn end Yugoslav Goverrments on 2 August re*‘erred to egreed action
tetween the two Govermments "with regard to the Tnited Neticns
Svbeidlery Group of Enguiry, in view of its hevetofore bizsed activity”.
He a2€ded thet the Umited Fingdom Govermment were uneble to look with
favour on the cendidature cf Bulgarias if her Government had entered into

en ocgreement ih whichh a United Nzticns Ccn::ulssion wag specificelly
... eriticized as biesed.. . T v e

L

The representstive of Brazil regret*ed thet he must also sh..re the
Goubts on Bulgarials eligloility for edmission end would be happy to

chenge his view if thig government gzve evidence of = different conduct
in the future.

The representztive of France wisked to ¥now if Bulgariz hed -
retified the pecce treety with the Allled Povers and reserved hls
Goverrment's pesition cn tke Bulgerien epplication.

The répreseptative of Colombie saild he was not sure of whether

/Bulgarie
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Bulgeris hed ratified the peace treaty, ~nd would like to reserve his
Government's positicn on the Bulgerisn application.

The yépresentative of Poland sald he did not understend the
United 3tetes statement thet Bulgaries hed violated clauses of the peace
trecty since the treaty had not entered into force. He noted that
certain cleims on Bulgarizn territory hed been rejected by the Paris
Pence Conference end thet the prezmble of the peace treaty referved to
Bulgerials sctive perticipetion in the wer sgeinst Germeny. Furthermore
ncne of the resolutions cn the Greek question hed pleced bleme on
Bulgariz. He favoured deferment of the opplication until the peace
treety had entered into force.

{o) Attitude of Delegetions

Revresentatives of the United Kingdcm end Broazil opposed the

zpplication of Bulgaria.

The representative of the United Statee expressed doubts as to the
eligibility of the epplicent.

The representztives of Poland and the Union of Soviet Sociallst
Republies d1d not consider it_ the proper time to examine the
epplicetion.

The representative of Fraonce stated that he was mot able to take a
_decisicn on the application bhefore the retificaticn of the peuca treaty.

(8) Strtement by the Ropresentative of the Union of Soviet Social
Republics on the Applicaticong of Hungery, Italy, Austrie, Roummia
and Bulgerie

At the twenty-s‘econd meeting the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics s
ryoprecentotive mede a zenerzl stztement on the application of Hungary, Italy,
Austriz, Roumenia and Bulgeriz, which is atteched to Anmex XV. He sald that N
since the Union of Soviet Sociazlist Republics propesal to defer these

epplicotions had been unjustifisbly rejected, he must comdenm the unjus;b
statements by certain representeotives who had divided the epplications into
two groups in order to meke unfounded charges ageinst Hungaery, Roumania and
Buigaria. Theee Govermments had alreedy reJected these charges znd in reply
hed given documentery evidence expleining the conduct of certaln rsactlonary
circles which were supported by certein foreign powsrs. He quoted the
declaration of 31 July 1547, mede by the Hungarien Netionel Front of
Liberaticn vhich consists of four democratic peoples of describing the attempts
to split this demccratic cozlition and re-esteblish resctionaxy rule, adding
thet this statement showed the tendentlous nature of the United States
representative. He zlso gquoted a ccmmunique of the Roumenlen Council of
Ministers published on 30 July concerning the e.ttempts of leeders of the
Netional Peasant Pexrty to undermine the present Eoumanim Government, and
the statement by the Bulgarian Prime Minister =t the end of June thet the
/Bulgarien
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Bulgarian Governmsnt had consistentl; cerried out {'s internstional
ovl.zetions and requesting those who accused Bulgarie of suppressing
individual 1!'berties and human rights to await the documentary evidence to
be sutmitted ‘n the forthcoming trial of those circles which would have
lired to cee a Bulgarian regimes sim!lar to the present react ijonary Creek
regime., He asked the United States and Brezilian representatives how their
Goveruments would reply if other Covernments proteated matters of their
domeatic concern and he gave examples of such charges. Independent of tho
wish of certain foreign circles the Goverruents of Hunger,, Foumania and
Bulgar:e had already entered the road to true democrac; end the charges
egainst them could be considered on;y in this light.

The repregentative of the United Xin-dom thought it would be a waste of
time to reply to these remgrks,

f— . s e -

Ths reprssentective of Brazil thought that if the Union of Soviet Sociallist
Redelicbj;;presénfatjve hed been betier informed he would not have made the
cherge concerning Brazilian elections. He wished it clear that his Govermment
had teken is attitude on the apnlications with ccmplete irderendance.

The revresentative of Colombie supported the remarks of the
representat.ve of Brazil and stated that h!s Government had always acted
independently in the United Nations with the scle objJective of conciliation.

The renresen-at:ve of the United States said he would not reply in
detail to the statemen®t of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics as thlis
would cause & very lengthy debate indeed, 2s he would £ind it necessery to
disagree with almost every remerx ip tie statement, He explained he did not
give details on the condit!ons c.ted in Roumania, Hun .ary and Bulgarie in
crder to conserve the Cormi‘tee's time, but thet he had by reference cited
the published statements and notes of his Governmen: on tals subject. He
adCed that h:is Government Las sent notes in v‘ew of being a party to the

Yalta Agreeren:, the Allled Control Commission and the projected reace
treeties,

V. PROPOEAL BY THE REPRESENTATIVE COF SYRIA
CCNCERINING ALL APPL-CATIONS

At the twenty-seccrd meeting on 8 August the repregsentative of Syria
mede. the following proposal:

"Whereas all applicant states for membership in the United Nations
fulfill the provis.ons of Article 4 of the Charter ard in implementation
of Ar<icle 2, paragraph 6 of the Cherter, and with & view of making the
United Nations a universal organizetion comprising all peace-loving
democratic nations of the world, the Membership Committee resolves tkat:

1. The five postpored appliceticns from Albenia, Mongol:ian

People's Republic, Transjordan, Portuzal ard Ireland be recommended

/for gemtership
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for memborship in the United Netions;

2. The applications of the four ex-onemy stotes, ncmely Hungary,
Italy, Roumernia and Bulgerin, as scca s the juridloal techniculities
vre ccmpleted by yatifying their pecoe treztles, mey be reocmmonded
for cdmission for membership without further detailed dissusaion by
the Membership Ccaxmittee.

3. Ag Austria is not considered nn ex-enemy state, h¢ ecdmission
mey be reccomended forthwith."

Innemuch as the Committee considered thot the time limit did not permit
the Ccmm‘ttee to give full discussion cnd unonimous approval to the Syrien
propoocl, the Syrien representative reserved the right of his delegoticn to
bring up the matter in the Security Council,

/ANNEX T



S/s7
Pége929

ANIEX T
STATEMENT BY THE REPRESENTATIVE CF TAE UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST FEPUBLICS
AT THE SIXTEENTH MEETING ON 21 JULY 194-7 CONCERNING
THE APPLICATION OF AuBAI

Exactly a year and a half agzo the apyplication of the People’s Republic
of Albania for sdmissicn to the United lations was filed with the Secreteriat.
This application was considered last yesr by the present Committes, énd, as
you know, was rejected, althcugh all the information available spoke in favour
of admitting the People's Reyublic of Albania to “he Organization.

During last yeer's consideretion of tihe Albanian application, I
produced numercus indicetions and dccumentar; evidence which conclusively
demonstrated the substentiel contribution made by Albanie to the Allied
strugsle against the Italien and Germsn fascist aggressors. I think thers
is no need to repeat these facts now, since anyone can find them in my
last year's statements, which are recorded both in the minutes of the
Committee's meetings, and im iis repvort wo the Security Council. I need
only remind you that the fight waged by the heroic pecple of Albania wes
Very warmly commended by the hiyhest military euthorities and statesmen of
the United Kingdom, the United States of America and the Soviet Union. These
appreciations were cited both by me and by the Albanian representative last
year. None of this can be either forgotien or wiped out, whatever the
calumsies heaped on the Albanian people. The charred and shattersd itowns
and villages of Albanie, the many frosh sraves of her patriots who fell in
the fight egainst the occupying Powers in the Second World War are further
end still more convincing prcooi of how the Albanian people defernded the
principles which underlis the Charter cf the United Naticns. None of us has
any rizht to ignore or forget this when the Albenien epplicaticn is 'bsing
considered. The people of Albania have shown themselves worthy of being
numbered among the United Nationms. )

In the hope that Albania's Sppcnents will chenge their positiocn this
year with regerd to her application for edmission, I shell abstain now of
proving the groundlessness of the accusations levelled et Albenie last year
end for past days.

Aibanie's desire end ebility to ccmply with z11 the obligations of the
Charter have been strengthemed sti11 further since her application for
admission was congidered last ;ear, The Albenien peorle are engrossed in
the peaceful task of rehebil:tatin; tlsir shatiercd domestiec zconcmy. They
are filled with & desir:; to mairta’n friendly relations with ell nations,

both great and emall, on the bzsis of muatuzl respect for sovereisn rights,

* Original Rusaian
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The Goverrment of the Pecple's Republic of Albania has done 2ll in 1ts power
to estiablish sound diplomatic, economic and cultural relations with all the
countries vhich wished to meintain similar relaticns with Albania, baged
on mutual respect for the rights of a sovereign State, ‘
Being a peace-loving nation the Albanien people are most anxious to
maintain peace and security throughcut the world. The admissicn of Albania
to the United Nationms would only be an act ¢f Justice towards her people
and one that they heve earnmea, both during the Second World War, end since.
The democratic government of the Paopie's Republic of Albanie has
pledged itself, on behalf of its people, to fulfill 21l the obligestions
of a Member of the United Netions, and it is capable of doing so.
The Soviet delegation supports the Albenien request for admission
and hopes thet It will be supported by the other members of the Security
Council also,

JENNEX 1T
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ANNEX IT
STATEMENT BY THE REPTESENTATIVE OF THE UNION OF SC‘VIET SOCIALIDT REFUBLICS
AT THE SEVENTZENTH MEZTING ONN %; qﬁﬂ R
CONCIRNING THE APFLICATION ALBAY

Tha speeches made at the last meeting of the Ccmmittee, and events of
the last pericd »f time, have shown that some representatives are jJust es
before stubbornly reveating their charges against the Albanian Peonle's
Republic, though these charges have mcre than mnce already been.Ciscussed
oy the Security Council and convincing decimentary data have been advenced
nroving the charges to be unfounded. No metter how conv:ncipg ther are,
however, they make nc impression on those renresentatives. They, and a great
meny newspapers entirely ijgnore the fact that documents, figures and facis
against them, and refuse and demcnstrate the baselsseness and falsity of
the charges brcught against Albania. These charges are no novelty to anyone
but they cornstitute an unbroken chaln of provecation and falsehocd firom
many sources divected unceasingly egainst the young Dsmecratic People's
Republic of Altenia vhich is Just getting on its feet, Thke method of
countlessly repeating day by day grovecative fabrications and lies with the

—~ose of getting public cpinion to believe a1l of it was used previously
during the recent World War by the well-Xnown Propeganda Minister of :
Fascist Germény. The failure of these efforts and methods is elso generally
knovm. Unfortunately, however, this method is still being used even at
the nresent time.

Let us analyze briefly what are the “crimes” of the Albanisn people
vhich disqualify them for admimsion to the United Dfaticns. We ere told that
tne present Albanis- regime unconditlonelly refuses to recognize agreements
concluded by the pri-w Altanian regime, 3But mey I ack you, Genblemen,
vhat Article of the Un.: s« Hscions Charter deprives a Govermment of the
right to decide for itself what is uwseful and what is prejudicial to the
well-being of its own people. The Albanian Govertiment comsiders, end with
sems reason, thet amcng the agreements concluded by the previcus Albanian
Govermment ere agreemsnts which ere inconmsistent with the soversign rights
end interssts of the Aibanlen pecple, The representatives of the Albanien
Govermment repeatedly sent last year to the Committee statements that
Albania was prepared tc revise nre-war sgreements and to conclude new ones
cn the basis of reciprocal respect for the sovereign rights end mutual
adventage of bo*h parties.

Aprarently, however, that wes not satisfactcry to those dissentients
who possessed old agrzemente with Albanis and that wds one of the reascns for

refusing tc admit Albania to merbership of the United Natioms. Us hear the

* (Original Ruasian,
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game charges this rear. It shcould be piain to any ccrmon-sense individual
and anycne with the sligh%est expérience of inkernationel relations what is
being demanded in this case from an econcomicelly weak Albanian Government.
It is scually plain too that what is being proncsed to an econcmically
weak Albanian state is the acceptance of dictated terms governing its econcmic
and cther relations with a foreign power. Vhy should Albania be deprived
of the rights to have and ccnelude agresmenis conscnant with her sovereign
rights? Uhy should the Albanian Goverrment have tc accept the ponditions
of the "dollar beg” and why should a refusal to eubtmit to the demands of
that "beg" be a reasgon for refusing Albania's application for admission

to membership of the United Naticne? That is the only wey to regard the
charges made against Albania of sc-callsd non-compliance with international
agreements.

The second "offense" attributed to Albania is to have creeted incidents
vith one of the grest States in the United Nations. Thet cherge has already
teer discussed by the Security Ccuncil and the Albanian represcntative
convincingly and factnally demonstrated not only the baseless but alsoc the
tendentious character of thome charges. The shelling of British warships
by Albanian shore-batteries, when thoss ships were infringing the inviolability
of Albanian territorial waters, and the incident in the Corfu Straits are .
merely links in the general chain of efforts to cripple the young Albanian ’
People!'s Republic. The pecnle of the Soviet Union are familiar not only

th such methcds of pressure but 2lso with methods of direct armed
intervention within the borders of the young Soviet Republic which was born
in 1917. The results of and the people who tock part in those events are
very well-known to representatives present here, Some of the latter may
findé thet some of those who took pert in the ermed intervention egainet the
e young Scviet Republic in the past are the ssme es those involved in the

o ineidents in Albanian territorial waters caused by the liberties zalcen by
foreign warshipe, The difference is merely thet in the past such actien
was on a conslderably larger scale and was more open and obvious than that
vhich 1s now called incidents in the Corfu Straite or armed clashes oﬁ the
Greek-Albanian freptior, ebout which I shall speak later. The incidents
in the territoriel waters of Albania merel; prove how highly the Albanian
pecyle prize the indevendence they have for the first time received. Respect
for the territorial integrity and scovereign rights of all gevernments 18
well-known to be ccmpletely comsoment with the provisicns of the United Nationsf

Charter and action in defence of those rights cannot be presentsd &3 an
argument ageinat the admission of a Gevernment to Membership of the
United Nations Crganizatien. '

/The Soviet
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The Sovict Delegation hes cited mumsrcus documents in the Security Council
proving the absurdity of the charges dirscted sgainst the Albvanian People's
Republic and I see no need to refer again to those documents mow, espesially as
it is so evidient from the nature of the cherges made against Albanla that
there are scme representatives who reject any reasons that mey be glven, and
are rotivated in this matter by principles incompatible with the provisions
of the United Nations Charter. ’

We have also heard thaet Albenia is elleged to be guilty of bringing
about frontier incidents with one of her nelghbours, At the lest meeting
of the Committes 1t was also rererked thot in the year that has elapsed since
the firet examination of thie Albanian Appiication and especially in recent
weeks Albania's behavicur has sericusly wcrs’ened and still greater doubts,
it is alleged, are entertained of the peace-loving cheracter of the Albanian
Goverrment. Added to this also ére the recent provecative fabrications
about the so-called incursion of guerrillas Trem Albasnia, and the particivation
of the "internationsl brigade" in the fighting against tho regular trcops of
the Greek monsrehy.

The Scviet represcntative onp the Security Council and the representatives
of three Baliken ct.;untries bhave proved by oﬁ‘ic.;ial date and facts that the
frontier incidents are being provoked by Greek Goverrment circles to conceal
the ressona for the civil war in Greece and to divert the attenticn of world
public opinion frem the reactionery policy of the existing regime in Greece
and from the momstrous terror directed agealnst \‘;he democratic populaticn
of the country, to conceal acts of violence done to the people, fully as
great as the violeace and contemptucus treatmsnt suffered at the hends of the
German-Fagcist occupation regime in Greece. These frontier lncidents are
needed by the resctionery-monerchist regime in Greece to Justify direct
Porelgn intervention in the internal affsirs of Greece, because without that
intervention Greek reaction could not hope to suppress the democratic movement
in the country. Aé regards the recent provocative clamour sbout the so-called
ineursicn of guerrillas from Albenia and the participetion in the fighting
of an "internaticnal brigade”, the provocation was sc gross end So monatrous
that, as we are told by the nress, the Greek Minister of Defense himself
and Brigadier-General Stailianos Manideilcis, one of the military leaders
of Greco-Mcnerchist Army, had to igsue & donial of the febricetion. We
should also bear in mind the subsidiary group of the Securlty Council
Commission of Investigation stated after investigating the matter on ths
Greco-Albanien frontier that it had not discovered aeny tengible traces
of the international biigads which according to the Greek Government's

complaint wes supgposed to be responsible fer the incursion into Greece.

[Thet 1is
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Thet 1g the real state of affairs and the truth regerding this series
of cherges ageinst Albenia. Tuat 1s still not all, however, In addition,
some repregentatives have gtated that their grave doubts regarding Albania
end their scrrowful reflections heve been still further intensified by the
behaviowr of the Albanian representative ®t the last meetings of the Council.
Vhat wes "improper" in the Albanian representative?!s behaviowr in the Council?
The representative of Alhania defondsd his country's rights to independence
and the henowr of his pecple; he frenkly and simply proved bty facts and
documents that charges levelled agairst his country were provocative and
false, that those charges were based mainly on depositions made by the scum
of human socisty, nemely by trajtors to the Albanian pecple, quislings,
criminals, people vho hed collaberatad with the Germen arnd Italian Fescist
occupants. The Albznian representative proved that the tragedy of the
Grzek civil wer was due ito the terror end violence which prevailed in Greece
and which was unbearzble to the Greek psovle. It is-likely frcm the

accueatione towards the Albanian representative that the prinecinal impropriety

commitied by the Albanian representative was, of course, that ke proved

Greek reactionaries in pover, but also those foreign Governments which by
their open intervention in the internal affalrs of Greece support, defend
and perhaps sven encourage the present rulers of Greece in thelr fight

ageinst the Greek decmocratlc population and inclte them to committing acts

of proveeation against Greece's Balkan neighbours in the Norta. 4s you see,

tkat is really a gerious reason for some peopvle to be incensed by the
behevicur of the Albanien rspresentative. It is less explicable only why

the representative of Frence should also suffer frem these "sad reflections”

and dcoubts.

I think I should elso refer to the disclosure made by the British
represcntative thet the present Albenian Govermment is not suprosed 1o
represent the Albanian people. Thet ig also 2 point which should be cleared

p. Frcm the British revresentative’s statements here and from the atiltude

of the British Delegation in the forvent support of the existing regime in
Gréece, it may be inferred that a Government would represent the people of .
its country if it: '

1. delegated ccmplete freedcm of action inm the country to two Greab

Powers speeking the same language, who would have to be the real masters

in the country whers they were staying;

2. unconditiocnzlly accepted "aid" and concluded agreements on condition

daictated by these two Creat Powers, or even dy one of them;

/3. alletted
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3. allotted geats at General Staff meeti'ng to the representatives

of at least one of thcse Powers, L '

4., accepted the edvice and directives of the military and other

experts of thess Powers in the internal strugele against the democra.tic

popular rovement, etc.

The Al‘bmian ‘Jovermment does not meet any of these requirements ‘and
it 1s likely that there you have the veasens for the attacks on Alba.me. and
the reasons for tie- refusal of Alha,nia's prineipal opponents to admit her.
to membership of the United Nations. '

The representative of Australia 1s no less lavish in his bsseles's
charges. In his view, Great Britain hed ocdmivebly complied withk the
Security Council's reccrmekdation te submit the Bo-called Corfu Straits

affair to the Interna.tional Court of Justico’ imediately, though she let
8ix weeks pass between the t:Lme when the Council adopted the recomendation
apd the time when she su’bmitted the case to the Court. On tbe other hand,
the fact that Albanie. has left ‘the Secretaria.t of the United Nations without
any im’omtion on the case in question for three months < that in the - -
“jmpartial® view of “the Australgaa reprasentatd.ve 1a a cr:!me ccmitted by "
Alvenia egainst the United. Nations,’ N o !

‘Ihe Soviet Delega.tion considers that Al’ba.nia ‘stands in no need of being
reminﬂ.ed to discharge her o‘bligatiens under the Chrwter. The Albanian
Goverment ia emmently amare of those obligations a.nd there is no necessity
vhatsosver to send 2 specia.l telegram to the Albanian Govermnent a8 ‘the
renresentatives of Brazil and the United. Statea have, ‘with the support of
other representatives s proposed

The Belgian representative's last etatement is no 1gss strangs than
his first. While stating that he d.oes not qnestion Albem'.s.'s participation
in the- fighting aga:lnst the Ita.lian and Germs.n Fascist oceupying forces
on the side of the Allies the Belgian representa.tive at the same time
reneef.a the old hackneved ar.d lying. Greek charges to the effect that the
Albenian’ people took a voluntary part in the military operations of Fascist
Italy against Greece. How cen these two notions be reconciled? “If the
Belgian- representative really needs informetion regarding the ccnduct of the
Albenién people d.uring Fuecist Ital,;'a military aggression against Greece ’ I
ecan draw my Belgian colleaguets attention to the text of the letter sent
by Mussolinl to Hitler on 22 November 1940, as read by nyself last year
in this Ccmnittee. 'l'he ‘Belgien represente.tive mey £ind the text of t'his
letter dn page 87 of the committee's report (document S/133/Corr.l). The
third paragragh’ of this letter from Mussolini expleining to Hitler the reasons
for the failure of the campaign ageinst Greece reads:

/'i..--'IhB
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" ... The treachery of a.l.most all the Al'ba.niar, tyopps who have rovolted
egainst our units, In ore of cur divieicns alene 6060 Alﬁanie.ne hod
to be disarmed and sent to the rear. i . syl
That decument alone leaves no doubt a8 tc the conduct cf the Albenien
peopie in Fasecist Tt aﬂ;"s fight aga.mst Gresce in the Second ¥orld Wer. -

The Albanian nation deserves bettur troatment then it has received
at the hande of certain countries tﬁrot.gho.xh the entire post-wer period.
It is rebuilding its.life peaces ull:,r on genulnely demccratic principles,
and no one has any legel or mora_L right to interfere with its sc deing.

Its right to admissicn inte the ;am v of the United Nations is indisputable.

o
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ANNEX ITT

STATEN JI'BYTEE i TEE UHTIED STATES AT 1TE SETZNTEENTH
MEZTING ON 23 JULY X 7, GNCERNI\G THE APFLICATION OF AIBANIA

I do not intend to dignify with a detailed reply the utterly fantastlc, .
the utterly ridiculous, and the largely irrelevent remsrks of Mr, Kresilnikov.
I do, however, resent the genmeral tencr of the Smriet sta.tement.

I prefer to reply by *'eviewing ‘briefly the re\.sons giving riee to the

grave doubts of my Governmsnt as to the qua1~ fications of Altenia and to show

.

how each doubt is based on a fact, an incontestable fact.
First, there is the fallure of the present Albenian regime to raffirm the -
we-1939 billateral ireatles. This is & fact. No reaffirmation hes been
received. This fact reasonably ralsea doubts ip our minde as to-the ability .
and willingness of the Albenlen Government to garry out international ;
obligations including the cbllgations contteined in the-United Netions Charters ..
Let we say a few more words on this treaty question. There is nothing '
ginigter about these treatles as has besn ‘suggested. They~;1.n¢lud;e en . ’
arbitration treaty, a concilietion pact, & modey ‘6rder‘ conventi‘on, & most‘ :
favoured nation agreement. And we have made. it- abundantly clear that,
following reaffirmation, we would be more:than willing to consider ax:y :
revisions in these agreemsnts which the ‘Albanian: authorities might deeire.
Next is the Corfu case. This has two facets. The first fact is thet
seven Members of the Security Council voted for:a resolution contamins the
statement that the mines couwld not heve been laild: w*thout the knovledge of he
Albanian euthorities. I might add that this findlng would. have- been adop‘ce
bsd 1t not been frustrated by a Soviet veto. This fact lsads us-to entertain
serious doubts as to the peace-loving charascter of the fAJ.be.uian;r,egime. ; '
Then we have the fact that prior to the 'hearing of this: cage:in the
Security Council, Albanie accepted the obligation of pacific settlement under
Article 35 of the Charter but has thua far feiled to refer -the matter "#o ‘the ‘
Internatioral Court of Justice as reccmmended by the Security Council and-hes:
been done by the United Kingdem. This fact increases, we think quite ‘
reasonably, our already existing doubte as to the ability end willirgness of

ths Albanian Government to resyect internstional undertr-iings ipcluding,
specifically in this czss, the obligetions of the Cherter of the United
Netions.

Now we come to the case involving the violations of the northern borders
of Greece., This also has two facets. The first fact is thet a ma Jority of
the Members of the Investigation Ccmmission has found that Albanla rendered

essistance to the guerriilics. This feoet incresses, cnd we think reasondbly so,

Jour alrsady
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our already serious doudts as to the peace=levirg character of the Albanian
rezice.

he other facet of the Greek case 13 the fallure of the Albanian
Goverrzent 'tio co-operate with the Subsidiary Group. This fact increases e7en
more our serious doubts as to the ability and willingness of the Albanian
regime to carry wut internatiozal obligations, irsludirg again specifically
the obligations of tke Charter of the Un..ed Nations. |

JAEX IV
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ANNEX IV
STATEMENT BY RIPRESE ATIVE OF CHINA AT TBE RIGHTTZNTH
MEETING OH 28 JULY 1947, CCNCERNING THE AFPLICATICN CF
THE MONGOL PECPLE'S RERUBLIC

Menmbers of the Membership Ccmmittee who served in the same capacity
lact year, may be able to recall that when the applicaticn of the Mcngolian
People's Republic was before the Ccrmittee the Chinose Delegaticn adviged
caution, although it later voted in favour of reccmmendaticn for mombership
when the case ceme up in the Security Council,

By lagt summer the applicant State had ccme into existenco half a year.
In spite of this fact she maintained active relaticns with only one country
and prcmised {o exchenge envoys with only cne other. As a result, the world,
including the country of which ghe had been an integral part for centuries
and frcm whem she had Just .received..blessings {or her independence, was in tho
dark as to whether she vas a peace-loving State which was able and willing
to carry cut the obligations ccntained in the Charter of the United Naticns.
china stocd, as she still stands, for universality nf membershiy in the United
Naticns, Furthermore, gshe was coneciocus of her cwn ccngent to the separate
existence of the applicant State, besides being in general in sympathy with
peoples who struggled for freedcm and independence. For these brcader
ccnaideraticns hor Delegaticn waived its objecticn in the final stage of
examinaticn, But the mystery that surrcunded the applicant State was so great
that not all Delegaticns were prepared to run the same rigk as the Chinese,
and in the end no recammendation for membership was gpade by the Security
Council.

Another year has ncw elapsed in which China, like many other countries,
waited fcndly for assurance that her Delegation's doubts were not substantial
go that 1t could ccme to the 'nited Naticns to vote for the applicant State's
adnigsgion with a peaceful mind., But what has she got? It s ncne other than
an armed invasion cf her provinge o Sinkiang by the applicant State, with
attompta to seize territory in the Peitashan regicn there,

This aggressicn tock place in the last couple of mcaths and has not
ended even tcday, Its alleged bYasis 1is that the Peitashan regicn is the
territory of the applicant State, not of China, As far as facts go, the said
rogicn 1s cn the Sinkieng eide of a ccmmen houndary, the record of which is
clear ané undippuiable, That bcundary was egtablished a little over three
docades ago when an autcncmous area, knewn by the name of Cuter Mcengolia, was
created, and as such it rerained to the day of invasicn unchallenged, even
when Cuter Mengelis wag granted independence under the name of Mcngolian
Peoples' Republic, During the lcng years the said regicn was alwiys under
Chinese civil administraticn and guardsd by Chinese armed forces sufficient
to maintain peace and order - thcugh not sufficient to repulse a full-dress

/'nvasicn
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invasicn vith peraphernalia of modern warfare, including aircraft, like thc
cne we have witnessed and are witnessing.

Granting, for the sake of argument, that the applicant 3late has a claim
to the P:itaghan recion, cr part of it, there !s no remson why she shculd
resort to warlilie methods to zive eflect to i1t. She had never tried
nagotiations, or mediation, or ccnciliaticn, or suggested inquiry, or
arbitration or Judicial ssttlement, On the contrary, the first thing she dcer
is to stage an invasicn with a forty-eight hour ultimatum to local authoritioe
and whon the Chinese Governuent protested aad demanded suspsnsion of
hostilities and retirement frcm the invaded territory perding investiga‘icn,
she roplied by asgerting that the territory concerned was hers.

Mr. Chairmen, the Mongolian Peoples' Republic has acted contrary to the
obligaticns contained in.the Charter of the United Nations which she premiged
to accept when she apnlied for mombership in the Organizaticn., She would not
.be able or willing to carry out those obligations after admissicn, She has
not shown hersslf to be & peace-loving State., Whereas the Chinese Delegatic
had merely dcubts as to her qualificaticn for memtership before, it has ncw
ccue to believe sho does not possess it, TFor thie reascn it finds it not
possible to give hor eupport as last year,

/ANNEX v
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TATEVENT BY THS REORBSEUCTATIVA OF TAR-JNION CF SOVIRT SGUTALIST
E(El'b'\n.wb AT TR EIGETERWT MEEOLG ON 28 UL 1347, CONCEIUING
TR ABPLICATION OF THI MONGCLIAN FROPIE 'S REFURCLI{H

The applicaticn of the Mongzolian Peoplets Republic fer edmission to the
Un:wed Not’onz nzd been in the hznds of the Se.c::e tariat for more thon 2 vear.
Yot a single represensative in the Cecuriiy Council gave grounds for the
reloction of this application last *‘eﬂ.r, the reasons for rejecticn of the
azplicatlon wers nob sven Tormuilated propesrlr.

ferertnelesc, the roung MOEQngiB_'I Peoplels Rzpublic made a very largs
contribution, in sccordance with {5 mweona, to the recens struszle of
the Allies szainst Germen ond Japaness Fascist apgrssaion. The Mongelizn

Paople’s Republic underwent Japanese aggresaion and successfully repulszed it

leng befere the begimning of the Second World War. At laet year's meoting of

o
=3

¢ Cormibtee, mony uncontrovertible documentary focts were brought Iferward,

&

4bick gave a clesr impression of ths vaiuable contribution of the Monrolicn
feorle's Rapmblic to the struggle of the Allled Staiss against the Fascist
agaressora., 1 do not consider it necossary to subtmit these facts now, sincs
thoy were contained in official docurents. Certain representatives, hovover,
refused to give due conzideration to the roie of the Momgolian Peopla's
Fepublic in the stmagle against Fascism, end to the peace-loving nature of
the zppiicant State, and the Security Council was unabh to cdopt the
rzievznt rocormondation regarding this epplicaticn, ‘I‘ae Union of Eoviet

Soclelist Fopublics Delegzte therefore considered this to be en inequitabls
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cwards the Morgolian People of that country.

Sfinee tre congldsrction of this cpplicetion last year, the Morgolian
Psonle's Ropublic had continued the rsconstructicn of its naticnal eccnomy.
Tre Bspublic has achieved great success and the material and cultural level
cf the Mcrngolizn Pso waz Tising every year. The governmental systen of
the Movgolisn Pzcnle ;s Papublic vas founded on o truly dumccratic basis,
and trere could be no Zoubt that the iorgoiian Poople's Republic was zbls to
317111 the otligatioas incumbent upon Members of che United Nations.
Becording to all the dccumentation ond inmforzation, tke Mongolian Pecple's
Pepudl’c porsessed all ths gualificaticas for mewbership in the United Hotions.
Toe Tnisn of Soviet Scci-list Bupublics Delesaticn supported the
the Morzslion Paonle's Republic for zemktership of the
United Botion: and hopod theb a similarly Just attitude will te demonstratad
b7 o.kzr delorations this Jear,

¥ Orizinel Russian,
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But es we soe from the statement which has just been mode by the
Benresentative of Chins, tho latter is golng to make serious obstecles ard
troutle not only on the frontiers of the Morgolian People'z Republic, it alszo
in the matter of admicssicn of this Republic to the United Nztions. Dr. Esu
radc a lo% of absurd and very serious accusations towards the peace-loving
State of Mongolia,

Allow me, Mr. Cheirman, to prove that the trouble-makers in China go
teo far in %his case. I have in my hends the officilel document of the
Morgolian People's Fepudblic, which gives a *rue picture of events about
which Pr. Hsu nes just complaimed to us, This is z special cormniqud
isoued by the Government of the Mongolian People's Republic and publi she
by its press on 15 June ard by the Soviet press en 16 June. I am starti
the cuotation of this Important document:

"On 3 June the Chinese Agency *entral News® publishad. a comminiczbio
stating that on 5 Juns a cavelry battelion of the Mongollan Peopls's

4
ing

Republic aitacked 2 Chinese unit in the region of the Baltashen mountain
range (Baltak-Bogdo in Mongolia) in the oastern part of the Sintsizn
Province and that four aircraft with Union of Soviet Socialis®t Republics
‘1denfificetion marks allegedly also took part in this. The 'Central i‘ba.w's"
egency then issued a r-omunication stating that Mongolian military units
penztratel 203 miles irnto C:r nese territory.

"2 representative of the Cairese Foreign Ministry, commenting on thes
comrunicasions of the 'Central FHews! agency 2t 2 press conforence at

Neniring on 11 June, not only did not dery the agency's false asssriions

ion into Chinese territory by Mongoliian troous But, in
z3csriions stated thet the Balteashen moun X

izese territory, far from the fronbtisr of I

'The Foreirn Ministry of the Mongolian Peovle’s Fepubli

to stale ilhabt the afovzmeniioned communication of ti: 'Certral Nows! sgency

ard zlso thae siatemsrny of e olffwcia

of tuzsz Chinece

[

&
Foreiza Ministry regardins pernetrztion into China by Morgollan military
Q
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units urder cover of -ircraft with Uunion o oyizt Sooialist Republics
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ion signe »ve Toise vl have [ren

vieasal for obviously

» i unlitmainedl of *hise stateuments:

purposz:. The 1a

+ s + . - e de E)
Freo the Tueb U

et v Paltak-Eogho (Bal.:-:.sh:n in Chirnese)

cd not on Chincsc territory, as the reprzscnfative

orzign Ministry avers, but on the territory of the
ifenzolizn Peopla®s Republic.
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™Iith regard to the inciden* which actusllyr tocx place on J June
or. t.3 Mongolian-Sintasian froutier, the facis vers as follovz:

"A deiochment of Chinsse lroops, which hod violeied the frontier

cf the l-iqn;olian Peonle's Republic, tock up z position ?
¥iloostvee from the frontier line in the vel zy of ths river
Huzhirtin Gol, northeast of Ihe Tihlltu Ula mountain (in the Baltak-
Eortio rarme? and bescn there %o entrench and build emplocsments,

¥’ ing scriiod agelnst the Mongolien frontier posts psimensntly
established at this voint.

"When the commond of the Mongolian {rontier guords dlecovered
tnls armed Chinsse dotachmont, which hod 11lomally visicted the
territory of the Mongolian Foople's Fspublic, in order vo escepe
a cenflict, and motivated by the fricndly relcticns betwoen the
Mongolian People's Republic ana Chine, sent a regusst tnrough a
spokesman to the commndor of the detachment with the demand to
leave Mongclizn territory.

"Tae commender vefused to meet thic lcgitimete reguest.
Furthsrmore, contrary o accepied intermationsl usage, the Hongoliar
spokesmsn was arrested by the Chinese and the Chinese Getachment
remainad on the territory of the Mongnlian Pesopls's Rerublic. In
view of thi:z, the Morgzolizn frontier juards wers compelled to tzke

cteps in order to exmel the violators of the frontier from the

ct

arritory of theiy couniry. The Mongolian frombier unit, with the
support of a fcw atrcraft of *he HMongol alr forces, forced the
violators of the frontier Lo lsave the territory of the Mongolian
Poopls!s Pepublic. The Morgolian fromtier gusrds did cot cross
into Chinecse herwitory.

.

" territory of the Mongolizn

ihen the Chirsse detochrent left i

.

sl

*zcple’s Pepublic, the dead body of the slain Mongol spoissmun was
found on 5 June at the ploce where the uni. hed been. It wes seen
frem the condltion of the corpes that the cpokesman hed been
brutally tortuved, for his bands end feet had been buried end his
sicmach cub open. In addition, four corpses of Momgelicn frombier

Suerds were found with ths elyes agousged cut,

"These sre tho actual Tacts, which arc deliberatsly and provecatively
distorted by the *Centrel Mews' and by the of{icial represent:bive of the
Ciincse Foreirn Hinistry,

"Tnig brutal Tiolation of the froatier of the Mongelian 2oopla's
Republic by 2n ormed Chinese dstochmonce and the bartarcus trzatzont of
the Momgol snokeer=n, the couniry and in the break of the asceptsd norms

/ of intcrnztionzl
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quiiz @iffcrent from vhat was said to us by tho ropresentative of China.

I;

in China. It is likely that scme clreles in Chinn, by provoking the

frontisr incidents with the Mongollun People's Republic, went to divert

br the civil wer, It is likely that scme circles in China, by provoiring
ths frontler incidents with ths Mongolian Peaple's Republic, want to

Justify the neceseity of the presence in China of the so-called Tact-

ac!

&os

Chirgse gide is guilty in these fronbtier incidents. |
the
coreapond to the inersots of thelr neigbibour, end not to their owm
incterects, Ther
accuectlons and recomrend the cdmission of tke Mongolian People's Republic

te the United Miiioms,

teirg »sz2d by the ruling circles in Greece cnd arc going to use them also

rorad public opirion from the serious internmal situation of China creatcd

vianions by tke Chincse reprecentative which owe officially and by

v

cwrentary materisd rejfected by the Horgol

s

tanemesionel relat.ons are arousing 2 legitimang feelling of doep

mzmhion and protest smongst ohe Moncelizn people,

"Tas Govermmeont of tic Mengolicu People’s Republic lodges o decisive
protest avainst che Chincse Guvermment and recerves the right to demend

fi.om the Chiness Government the severe punisimeni of those rosjoncible
for *he violation of the frentisr of the Mongjolizn People’s Republic
and for the bruizl trentment of the Mongelian spokeSmen snd frontier
cuords, ond to demand reparations for the logses suffered by the Mongolian.
sidz os o result of this incidsnt, which was eroused by provocative action
of the Chiness srmed detochment.”

As you gesc, Mr. Chesirmen, from this document, the real situation is

is 2ikely that soms circles in China like provecative methods that zre

ding Mirsion and to justify more cpen intervention into thz internal
re of Chirs by a forelzn Great State which had sent this Mission.

revefore the Cormibtce cannot act on the bosis of one-sided false

'n Government. TFrom this

icicl communigné of the Momgolian Government it is zlsar that the

The ¥ongolian people were interested only in peaceful pursuits on

ir ovm territory and these threatening incidents on their frontisr would

o

fore the Committee should disregard these disterted

PR n i X
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AWNIX VI
STLITMENT 3Y TEE RETRESANPATIVE OF CEINA AT TG NINUTWINTH MIELVING O
30 JUY 1GHT7, CONCERNING THE APPTICATION OF THE '
MCNGOLIAN PEOPLEYS REPUBLIC

T regret that until yesterdey evening I could not kase access o “.e
suInery recuri of Iy Soviet collczgue's statements In cur last 2esting, and
ag a result, T ax unable to reply peint dy point. But perhaps I can diapense
with this proceduvre and answer him in & nore general way, for after all whab
Le tried to say was guite simle: he said Tirstly, that it was Chirna vho
invaded Onter Mongoliz, uot the other way, and secondly, that China inwaded
Outer Mongoliz just to divert world attention to her mertherm boxder.

The cuestion of who invadse who depends upomn o whem dees the torritory
irwolved belong. Outer Mongoliae mey differ with China in otaer questicams,
but shs agress with her that the srmed conflict of 5 Juns 14T, took plsce
ir Peitacshan. The question is therefore wkat is the sfatus cf Feiteshan.

As fer as we know, the claim of Quber-Mergolia to ths region 15 based unen
nothing better then a mere asserticn male after the conflict of 5 June.
Againet this asserted claim China has the following facts:

(2) Peitashan lies on the Sinkiang side of a boundary which was

established in 1915 when Outer Mongélia was made an autoncmous unit,

and remeined as suth until 5 June 1947 unchellenged by angybody,
including Outex-Mongoliz even the day she wes grented independence;

(o) Dwring the same period the toundary could be %traced on all

official maps of China of which Outer Mongelia was an integral part

wntil grented independence;

{¢) During the same period also, Peitashen was under Chinese civil

administraticn end guarded by Chinese armed Torces.

Mr. Chairman, from the foregoing facts it should be evident to anybody
tkat Peitashan is Chinese; that the armed conflict which took place on
5 June 1947 a2t & zoint more than 200 kilcmeters from the border is en
invasion of Chinese territory by Cuter Mongolia; and that ell staterents made
by the foviet Delegate are Quter Mongoliaum lies.

On tzs sacond Soviet ckarge that China invaded Cuter Mongolia just to
divert world attention to her northern border, we need not kave to spend
ruch sime. Being invaded rather then the invadsr, as it hes bsen so proved
by facts, China nsturally does not fit in%o the picture. As & matter of faci,
even cormon sensSe alone would have shown that the charge is unfoundsd.

Just think of the strugzgle the Chinese Governument 1s having with the rebels
in Yorthezst China, or Maachurie as it is called abroad: China simply
could not afford to pick a quarrel with Outer Mongolia et a time the rebels
in Forthezst Chine launched an attack upon Ssupingkai with an attemp® %o

[out Coangchun



cut Changchun frem iukden. The Sovis® Delegate would have deronstrated a
wotter inaight iato the political eituation in the Far Eust, if he had
cme with tihe statement that Culer Mongolie invadsd Sinkiang as a divers-on
for the rovels In Fortheast Chine and as a Sscond Front agaiast the

Chirese Gourerszent.

Mr, Cheirman, T menticned Cutev Mongoliale invasion of Sinkimng last
woeting Just to show the Commlttes that she wis not guallfied for werbership.
Ist us not e diverted by the Soviet Dalepate's unfounded counter-charges.

tave srhown thabt Peitashan helongs to China., Craunting for the saks of
argument that Outer Mongolia has e elaim to 1%, may I ask hew cur Soviet
colloazue ia to Juetify the condvct of Outer Mongolia in resorting to arms?

While blamlng sgeiescion upoa China in the place of Ouler Maugolia, ouy
Sovizt coileague did not fail to prepars for the worst by mirimizing the
armed corflict Into border incidents. I would like to ask him three
guezvions: First, 1s 1% customeyy for torder incidents to be fought with
aircrart: Second, should a depth of over 200 xilometers bs considered torder
as the texm is used in the presgnt connection? Tuird, can atlacks that are
repeated in spite of protosts be shtill célled. incidents?

The berder cof Sinklang on ths Outer Mongollen slde had ecme horder
Incidents bafore. In fact, the attack of 5 June actually was preceded by a
period beginning with the ::ail of 1646, of what looked like incidents.- Bub
tha attack of 5 June itself was no {ncident, Tt waa carried cut by regular
armed tnlts with up-to-date equipwent and & formal forty-oight-hour ultimetim

o the Chinese local authorities, and it was followed by ohher attacks on

rany poinits in the sames reglon afterwards. The Thiness Dsliegahilon has

rerorts up to the end of June. Ascordlsz

were atiacked by Cuter Mongolian armsd forces, land, or air, 2r boih, on
nire occasicns within twenty-five Cays after 5 June, nauwely, on %the 6bh,
Tth, Sth, 9th, 13%h, 17+th, 26th, 28th, and 30%h, averaglng cnce in three
dazrs. .

¥r. Chaivran, Cuter Mongolia hes shown herself to be not psace-loving
by invading Chinese tevritory, by attacking Chinese axrwmsd forces, and by
continuing her attacks even after the Chinese Covormment indtiatad dliscussion
to have tha case setiled peacefully. I suwbmit inat she is net qualifis
for cembership in the Unilted Kziions.

JANNEX VII
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ANNEX VIX
ST.";‘.:"WINT BY OLE TUORISTITATIVE OF THE UNITRED STATES AT TES
.\.ﬂtu.'l'ﬂ x&* ’ln_\\: O ACUsT l T, CCGUCERILNG THE
AZPLICATT I AX-ENEMY STATES ) AUSTRIA

i Goverment Favours the precedurs suggested at our last meetin- by

+he reoreseaiubive of Beigiuvm that the propeer procsdurse 1s to exsnmine
those new sppliccticns from the ex-enemy atetes and from Ausiria Individuell
end 2t once.

In visw, however, ef the proposal made by our Soviet colleague, to
vhich I recffirm the strong oppesition of wy Covernment; I recognizs that
scme generol discussicn mey have to feke plzce. I hope, however, it can
be brief end that we can proceed gquickly this morming to the individuel

e consideration of tho =prlications. I intend to demcnstrate that this
gerorel discussion by ibself will be rether pointless. The facts end the
merits of the severzl spplicsbicns very scnsiderebly emd the only logicel
procedure will be to exemins the treaty question and other relsvent factors
in the lizht of the merits or dewerits of ezch epplicotion.

Tt is not poasible to find e single word in the Cherter which inmposses
uron us the obligellen to postpone congideration of membership epplicotions
Trem ex-enemy states unbtil the ccmpletion of retificstion and the entry into
fcrce of the peace treeties. There is also nothing In ths peace trazties
themselves containing such an cbligetion to vostrone. Scme menbers of tze
Ccrmittee may refer to the wording of the praerole of the treatles, an” I
guote: ¥...thersby ensbling.the cllied end assccinted powsrs to ouprors
epplicaticn to become = menber of the United Netioms.” Thst statement
dces rot in any way preclude or orohibit earlier support or cdmisulon to the
Tnited Metlons of ex-enemy sbates. If such bzd been tke intent certainly
the wording of the prearble would have bsen mors precise snd wouwld have
mede such an infention cleer.

Mcy I point oub now as a mattsr of record the treaties were finelly
sigaed on 10 February 1S4T end have bzen yatified by all but ome of the

Stotes whose ratificeztion 1s necessary for thelr entry into force. Swurely
tke peorles of Steates which merit adnission shouid not be penelizad solely
because cf the fellure on the pert of one State S0 retify.

The completion of the finzl step by which the peace trecties ceme into
force should of courss te tzken es quickly es possille, but ve ceannot
imore thet 2 number cf iwportznt steps in the normelizeticn cf releticns

totwesn the Allies and the ex-ememy stabes bave clveedy bsen taken.
Bestilities have bheen termineted by momistice errengsments ccncluced for
cn indsfinite perici. Formel diplowatic relations love besn ye-estoblished
in 2 nuwibor of instences. Tals re-esteblislment of nommal releolions srould

Justify coasideration of the gpplicetilons of ex-emnsmy stakes cn their meritao.

/I »apeet
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repeswt there is nc gocd rsescn why the ebsence of ratificzticn by cne
Ziete £hould be used os the pretest for not considering cn their merits sach
cf the =2ppliczticns now before this Committee. Scme ma‘y point out thet
regivictions in armistice aegreements or cother centrol zsrengements ore cof
stek o notwe 28 bo ingoir scvereignty end thus noke e state dnecigible for

memtarchiy. Mr Government relects the apelicoticn of such a thesis blindly

te 21l ceses. In the case of scme zpplicaticns, the way zrmistice agreemenis
keove been implemented mey well have reeiricted sovereigznty to such an extent
2e t¢ cast sericus dount on the evplicetion of = stcte, but in mmy instzaces
such 28 Itely, on which I will have much more to say vhen we conzider the
Ttelizn applicztion cn its merits, controls ere praoctically non-sxistent.

ne A1l:

ns filied Cormissicn, for instance, was termineted on 31 Jonwary 1Sh7,

+

end I may odd teimineted with the approval cf the Zoviet Union. This
illustrotes the point which is the mein thesis of my remarlks - that we heve
to exomine each zpplication to determine whether zimistice arrangements and
cthaer focotors sre such as to raise doubts a2s to the eligibility of =2 state
for mwembershin. We cannot generclize. The question should be resoived by
tke facts in each individwel instence. '
Scme mey reise the gquestion of military cccupztion in ccomnnection with
sovereignty. I submit thet under intsrnationel 12w this cannot be
eubstantizted. I shall cite two 1llustratiors. If my French colleague will
perdon me mey I refer to the fect that following the treeties in 1815, the
Scvereicn Ttete of France - ond sovereignty was not gquestioned - was
cceupicd by spproximetely 150,000 foreign trcops for three years. I can a2lso
citc tke oceupotion ¢of the Rhinelend after ths first World Ver, during =
pericd when the sovereignity of Gexmeny wos nod o matter of dispute. In
brincing the mevter un to the present, this is another gquestion on which the
fzcis znd conditions very =s between ths seversl 2pplicant stztes. For
ingtznce perticul-eriy in the cease of Itely, there is only = token occupation

I will give further detzils on this when we ccnsider the Itelien spplication

indZyidualliy.
I nctice that the Soviet proscesal includes the defercent of the
eprlicaticn of Austriz as well as thot cf the ex-vpemy stctes. This is mest

diffigult for ms to undersiend. Agein T wiil go inbo this matter in detail

wken vwe congider the fustrizn epplication individuclly as I hore we com vely

shertiy, but I weuld like o scy now thet in our judgment tlhe Eovied

icetlen to censidering ber cpplicaticn at this time is completely withous

Pecundzticn. She is not on ex-enemy soets, and ao possible oblligaticon can be
W,

feun? to justify the vestponement of censilerziicon of her cpplicaticn, o
o - & b

o]
]

tact motier, her cdmission to the United Netions.

Cne moro word es to Austriafs eppliccticn, the word "psace™ dees not

[eppser in thoe
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apren» in the tresty title to which the Soviat Union hes egreed. The title
for the tresty is, and I quecte "Treaty for tho Re-estcblishment of an
Independent end Democratic Austrie”, and this wes based on the rocognition
in the Mesecw Declaration thet Austria wes the first victinm of Nezi
cgarecsicn and forced amnexation.

T sincerely hope I hove convinsed thie members of this Ccmmittec that
tre caly sound and proper wey to proceed is to consider ths applicoiicns
individuelly. I urge the members of this Committee, if 1t is nocessary to
vote on the Soviet proposzl, Lo reject 1t promptly mo that we cen begin our
excminzticn of the epplicatiocas.

JANVEX VIIT



AUNEX VIIT

STWIZUEST BY Tob EEPRISENTATIVE OF THE TNITED STATES AT THE TWHITIETH
“‘EE'IA\. oM A\KRIST 1Gk7, CONCIRNING TEE APFLICATION OF ZUNCARY

Evonts in Hutgary since the end of May 1947 raise dovists on the pert
of wy GoverTaent that the reorgarized Hungarian Government will e atle or
willing to ¢arry cut the obligacions of the Charter of the Unitzd Hationa,
This reorganized Hungarisn Government came into beinz by metheds whick, in
tie cpinion of wy Govermmeni, are inconsistent with hasic international
grrsauents in forcs applying to fungery.

Furtper stops ers now being taken by the preocoat Jangarizn suthorities
vhich wiil dexy to tho Bungarian people, even more drastically, ths human
rigats envisaged in ths vesce treaty. For instamce, pelitical meetingu of
moderate grouns not dominsted Dy the laft are being disrupted by Communist
gyrTathizers with the obvious tacit approval of the police zuthoritise.
Arctimer illustration, Cermunist pressure has resulted in the postponexment
of the armual convention scheduled for 18 July of the Natiocnal Commitise of
the Sra2ll Holders Party, the perty to which the Hungerain people gave a
majority in an election. A ravised elsctlon law, which will éisenfranchise
various non-Commnist elemsrts in fortheoming elections has been paszed.

Thess illustretions should suffice without going into the situation in
greet detail, io indicate why my Government has doubts as to the sligibility

of the reorganized Hungarian Goverrment for United Nations membership.

Joanumn T
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ANNEY I
STAYEMENT SY THE RERTFWIALTUE OF T95 UNTTED STAINS
‘-_T'T TR TR MEETOG OF b4 DLCL‘ Sk

NG TEE ABFL*CAW¢CH lTAL
The United States wermly supporis the cpnlicaticon of rialy end bslieves

tpat Itelr well merits oém’sslon at this time to the United Nations.

In comrerison with other ex-ensry states, Itaely is In ap entirely wilque

prositicn, This statement i1s based cn two major vremises: flrst, Italy

s deciared to be a combelligércnt n the wor agalnst Germany in a Joint
stotewent issucd to tne world on 13 Cohobsr 10643 by the President of tiis
United 3%tases, the Prime Minister of Great Britein azd the Premicr of the
Uaica of Sovist Soclalist Republics. You will note the Soviet Union wes a
tartr to this declareticn. I amphasize thet no other ex-enemy alate was
grantad this statua of co-balligarency.

™5 second rsascn for the unigue position of Ilaly is the fact that
it 13 to all intants end purposes not restricted whatsoever as to sovereigniy.
The Allied Ccmaission wee terminated on 31 Januory 1847, I sheculd add that
this terninetion was approved by the Soviet Union as well es by the other
powers =t the time the statemont was made thai the nzed for the fllled
Cormission -- which in paraphrese resas ths need for conirol ~-- no longer
existed. .

The situztlon toéay is that 21l Allled conirol over Italy hes teen

relinguished with the exception of Vemezla Guilia and Udins. In those areas

there 1s still 2 smell militery occupation force of Britiech and American
troops. This should te considered, however, only as & token occupation.
They ere situated on the porthesst frontisr of Italy for the purposs of
insur’rg a nesceful soluticn to the bourndary problem existing in that area,
They are not there for the purpose of ccniroliirg Itely, A corollary of
what T hsave said i3 thas military goverrmert hes been entirely withdrawn
frcm Ttaly except for the aress cited and for smell adninistrative forces
pecessery for its support.

The pext point I would like to meke is that the Italien peace treaty
hes been retifisd by 2il of the Great Powers whecse ratifiseatlon is nocecsary

tc trinz it into full force except for the Sovict Unlom., It hos also been

b e subetaniizl vote of the Italien Parliament. It would be

patenily unjust -- inm feet a travesty on Justice -~ to deny to the Italien

pecple wao havs dorns so much since veccming @ cc-velligevent Yoth te assiast

e Allies sné to develcp their democratic procesaes of goverrment, membership

in the United Keticns simply beccuse the psece treaiy has not been rutifled by
cue Cree’ Power. Italy mode ¢ splendid recerd in her period of co-~belligerency.

She hcs established democracy within her own bwovders, ;

/She nes
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€a9 has showa faithful respset for the otligaticns sssumed under the treaty

of ~tace, and she hes shown 2 willirngpess to collaborate with the United
Tasions in all international conmtacts and with the specizlized agencles

whica the hes 2lready Joined, In the coplnlon of zy Goveinment, Italy's
geodwill end ler eliglbility for membership in the United Nations are
beyond guestion. I urge most stronglyr that this Commlttee recommend to

the Security Cowneil her admisulon to the United Felions.

JPMEX X
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ANNEX X
TATEMENT BY THE REPRESENTATIVE OF BRAZIT, AT THE TWENTIRTH
MEETING ON 4 AUGUST 1947, CONCEZRNING THE APPLICATICH
OF ITALY*

As you all kncw, my country fcught on the Allied side during vhe last war.,
Cur soldiers fought side by side with American and Britlsh soldizrs cn the very
soil of Italy. OCur attitude towerds Italy was governed by differences in
ideology at the time when that country was under a Fascist government.

I meke this preface in order to show that, as the representative of a
countyy which fought against the foruer Italien regime, I am Very happy to
support the apvlicaticn of a demccratically governed Italy.

It mey be said that, by tke Potsdam Declaration, the Great Powsrs
committed themselves to supporting the admissicn .of Italy to the Unitgd Nations
after ihe entry into forcs of the Psace Treaty. It may also be said that thils
Treaty provides for the admisaicn of Italy to the United Natlons and that, since
this Trsaty is not yet in forces, Italy camnot be admitied to the Crganization.

Nevertheless, it must be horne in mind that the Great Powers made cervain
minimum promises to the ccngusred countries at Potsdam. They intended to
support the admissicn of these countries to the United Nations as socn as they
had set up democratic regimes and as socn &s these democratie governments had
declared themselves responsible for the acts of war perpetrated by thelr
predecessors. It secmg cbvious to me that the Italian Govermment, which is now
demccratic, has assumed responsibility to the Allies by the very fact of having
signed and ratified a Peace Treaty. Thus, it is guite fallacicus %o argue thati
the victoricus Powers cannot support the entry of Italy iru.o the United Netions
cn the grounds that the Peace Treaty is not in force. Obvicusly, if the Treaty
Zs not in force, its provisicns specifying the exact time for Italy's admission
do not bind sny of the signatories gnd cannot be cited in support of an
argument vhich 1s exactly contrery to the idea ccentained in cne of 1us Articles.
Thus, cn the strength of what I heve Just tcld yeu, I do.mot think that the

3 signatory States can argue that those provisions preclude them from supporiing
Ttely's claim,

The idea, the epirit send the very meaning both of the Treaty and the
Potsdam Declaration spesk in Italy's favour, Perhaps the letter of this
Declaration does not entirely Pavour her, but I would ask you whether the
Great Pcwers should abide by the lstter of the Declaration endé in so doing
depart frcom its yeel spirit? In the cpinion of the Brazilian delegati<n, this
wenld teco slavish adherence to an empty formaliem that has no legal
Justification.

In additicn, I should like to esk whether the fact of the Feace Treety
not being in force becauss cne Great Pcwer has not ratificd it can prevent us
from recognizing Italy as a peaceful State.

P— /There can
#* Original French
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Thers can be no doubt that for scms time past Italy has ceassd %o be
treated as a ccnguered or enmemy country. We would be arguing cn much too

narrcw lines if we allegsd taes a /‘s:rica Treaty wes the only way of putting a:

end o & atate ol war., A auwlie of war nr svea s ended by tacit agreement

when ths Lol wRilusles wotun fae nterticn of wagling we

no lanew, soasoded witk 2 Ly ia order to seitls !

o e

g oout of toe riepmioliaiity of war, tut it 1s undeniabl

the xa22vasing arisl
that toln Tialy =nd the Allied Pewsrs have 2lzealy given evidence of thelr
intertisae 0% 63 6o o vaglilg war,

=l of the war Italry wes no lon-ar cungldered as an enemy

co-prliigsrent,

Agresment relabing to Italy it is said thaet toe l'a:

over tawon and tiot ths three Great Dowers will hsip b choose a democrakic

governmamy, It cagrot be seld that Izaly was tir sefier treatsd as an e-..m'r

Stase. lorsover, we ere rexialiod of tkiy fact in the preambie to the Peace '
Treaty. The Mllisd Piysrs acostied Ilaly 23 & co-bslligerent after having
treated her ag ar ansxy, Italy has elready acknowledged the respemsibilivy
laid =upon her under in tefna ional law as a result of the acticns of the

~ Fascist government, After this, can we deny Italy the right of being

' ccnsidered as a peaceful State? We cannot denmy her this right. Isaly's
relaticns with the United Nations must not, and camnct furtker be regulated
Article 107 of the Charter.

taly is no lcnger subJect to the control of the Allied Miljtary Coumant
Since 30 Jenuary 1G4S, the Allied Chiefs of Staff heve acinowledged ker nev - |

positicn as soon as the Allied Ccnirol Camigsion became an adviscry body an-.f‘

the Italian Government reassuzed the "Jjus imperii, Since that time I a.l he

reassumed all the prerogatives of a sovereign State. Th2 Ttalian Government
is free to make nominaticns and to proamulgate laws withou™ having to ask fcf;"«
the agreement of the £11ied Commission, Normel diplemetic relaticns have te
re-established and Ttalian foreign trade has been fres since 2 August 1585,
When the Armistice terms were revised in Mey 1946, the Allied Centrol
Ccrmissicn was ccmpletely abolished. The sovereign nature of Italy's
executbive, l='fisle,uvve and Judiciary powers, which had existed throughout t;..
previcus year, thereafter became incontestable. \
The presence of Amnfican troops in Ttaly dces not detract frem her s\.at
as a soversign country. The presence of thess trcops is the result cf a ;|
diplcmatic decument, en interneticnal agresment concluded between the Un: :e"
States and Italy in May 1ck6, when the Aimistice was reviesd, It has ncn? c
the characteristics of the military occugaticn of a conquereé countiy. E
Briefly, Ttaly has stated her intenticn of fulfilling the obligaticns c
the Charter; she is a sovereign State, fully capable of fulfilling her 4
internaticnal cbligations; she has normal international relations with
‘Jeeveral
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several States Memters of the United Natvicns! she hes & demecratic Goveroment
wrich hes ziven preof of an internaticnal behaviour in full conformity with
the aima ¢f the United Naticng.,

It cniy remains for we to give you scme facts cn Italy's ceniributicn to
the Alllied way offort since she was recognized as a co-belligerent State,

Ttaly co-cperated with the Allies in the commen struggle azeinst Germeny.

1is co-operaticn was sincere and spentanecus on the part of the I*alian
Government end psople. I* began after the Armistice of September 1643 and
¢nly ceesed after Germany had surrendsred. The Allies promiged Italy that
they would take into account the assistance which she gave to the Allied cause,

We mugt not forget the co-cperasticn of the Itallan army in the final
phase of the wer; the actlvities of the Italien Liveration Corps; the yart
played by Ttalians in the re-coenguest of €orsica and their resistance in the
Aegean Islands, at Leros and at Cephalcnia. When the Armistice was anncunced,
Italien troops in Yugeslavia went unézsrground to fight with Tito's rartisanms,
or, in other cases, thsy preferred to be interned by the Germans rather than
to collaborate with them; 530,000 Italians were interned by the Germans;
scattered units often gave valuable agsistance at the individual requests of
Americen and British commanders.

The Italian Nevy went to Malta and to other Allied poris as socn as this
was possible. It co-operated with the Allies In a disciplined and willing
mznner, It lost several vessels in fighting against the enemy. ter the
Armigtice, this Nevy increased the naval strength of the Allies by 2 crulsers,
10 destroyers, 36 submarines, 23 torpedo-beats, eic.

In September 1943 a naval agreement between the Italien and the Allied
Navies established a normal basis for routine co-operation., This censisted
not so much of armigtice clauzes of a coercive chavacter, as of a Ireely
nerotiated pact embedying certain mutual obligaticns. These otligations
greatly lightened the tasks of the Allied Navies in the Mediterraneen.

Battleships and other vessels were used for the instruction of Allied
persconel. Apart from thelr normal functiona, cruisers transported many
wmdreds of thousands of soldiers engazed in the struggle. After Italy became
a co-belligerent the Italian Fleet lost 26 vegsels, with a total displacement
of 135,443 tens.

Ths ccntributicn of the Italian air force wag also as large &s it could
t2 in the circumstances, It carried out more than 11,000 flights for the
Allies; it deatroysd approximately 0 enemy aircraft and 423 vesgels and
land vezhicles,

Partisans apd guerillas sabotaged the ememy's war eifort, cut his lines
ot cersmmnication end provided valuable informaticn for the Allies.

/The Itelian
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The Italisn civilian populaticn gave proofs of 1ts hestility towards the
azis as socn as the Armistice had bsen sizmed, The exampie of ths peopls i :
Maples wnd the _surrqund.ing districts was per"haps. the first of 1its kind in
western Europe.' h -

When hostilities agalinst Gefmany came to an end, Italy declared war
against Japan in June 19‘1150 and only the fact that the Armieticé was ghortly
eftervards ccncluded in the Far East prevented Italy from taling veart in the
operations against Japen. '

In considering Italy's request for admissien to the United Naticns we
cannot ignore her centribution in lives, in war material, and in sacrifices «|

all kinds by which the United Natioms benefited at the end of the war.

by hor sacrifices. It is understandable that the new Italy should, to scme
extent, pay for the faults bf the vast, but it is inccnceivable that she ﬁ.
should be denied the right of taking her proper place in ocur Qrgenization
az:icngst the peaceful naticns of toéay. :

Italy plays a traditicnal role in our civilization and in the destiny cf

the world; she is meking determined and sincere efforts to pursue a path

her present efforts should be recognized and we should, therefore, admit

to her place amcngst us.
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ANMEX XI-

STATEMENT BY THE FEPFESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED STATES AT THE TWENTIETH
MEETING ON 4 AUGUST 1547, CONCERNING THE APPLICATICN OF AUSTRIA

The United States believes that the abaence of the trcaty in spite of
certain remaining,‘ impéﬁ'ments of Austria's freedcm does not disqualify Austria
from membership in fhe United Nations. The United States bases its views on
these grourds: '

1. The Actual Restoration and International Recognition of a Separate
Augtrian State,

The Allied Powers have recognized in several internaticnel acts
that Austrie wes a victim of Nazi aggression and in the Moscow
Declaeration regerded the edministration imposed on Ausiria by Germeny
as null end void. This nullification has subssguently been accepted in
fact by the establishment of & recognized Austrian Goverpmeni and by
approrriate measures for the ssveraznce of Austrie from Germany.

2. 1ns Provisions of the New Control Agreement on 28 June 1GL6.

The New Control Agreement expressly provides that Austria may
establish diplcmatic relations with Goverrment of United Natioms,
enter into interpational agreements and exercise other attributes of
statehood. In our view, therefore, internationel recognition has
already been given without the conclusicn of a treaty to the existence
of fustria as a state capable of maintaining normel relations with
other states in the intermetionsl community =zs evidenced by the exchange

of accredited diplcmetic representatives between Austria and e number
of couniries since the signing of the New Conirol Agreement.
3. The Character of the Projected Treaty.

It should be realized ‘Ehat the treaty in process of negotilation is

not a peece treaty esgential to the restoration of gocd relations between

former telligerants, The treaty, accordipg to presently egreed provisions,
will be sizned only by the Four Occupying Powers and Austria, It is of

dual character providing not only for engagements by Austrie but slso

for certain committments between the Four Powers themselves. It is at

one ard the same tine a treaty with Austria and a Four-Power Agreement.

In view of this we canmot say that the treaty is in any way necessary

to the establiskment of normal relations between Austria erd members of

the United Faticns other then the Four Occupying Powers or neceseary to

Austria's sbility to perticipate generally as an active member of

internetional organizations.

4,  Undue Deley
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k., Imdue Delay in the Conclusion of a Treaty.

The essential task of the occupation have been completed. The need -
of occupation no longer exists. As a consequence, the United Stetes

has eernestly endeavoured to bring sbout completion of a treaty before

this date, but has met an uncempremising attitude on some issues. It

would be a manifest injustice toc penalize Austrie for this protracted
delay ceused by disagreements among the Four-Powers, concerning, smong -
other things, some highly technical problems. The zbsence of an Austrier]
treaty caused by this inability to agree to certain asrticles and the
continued unjustified occupation does not justifyy, in our opiniom, the
peatponeent of the admission of a state that otherwise has the essentizl.
atiributes and institutions of statehood. !

Under these circumstances we strongly opposed and ave continuing to
oppose any conclusion that the failure to complete a treaty should leed us to -
posipcne consideration of Austria's application until next year or léter. I
strongly urge this Committee to recommerd to the Security Council, of
edmission to the United Nations of Austria mow. .

/ANNEX XII
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ANNEX XII

STATEMENT BY REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED STATES AT TWEN
MEETIIG ON E%GUST lgh?; CONCERNING TRE APPLICATION O;E%CURvIANH]’:FTH

My Government has doubts as to the ability and willingness of the
progent Roumanian regime to carry out international obligations.

These doubts arice because of the flagrant vioclations of human rights,
the suppression of human rights, which have taken place in Roumania in clear
disregard of international agreements applying to Roumaenia. Thore is a
gpecific provieion in the peace treaty regerding human rights. This portion
of the treaty is being violated in advance. It is a serious matter which oy
Goverrment Las publicly deplored in statements and notes to the Roumunien
regime.

In additicn Roumania gave a specific asourance on this matter of human
rights to the Tripartite Commission sent to Bucharest in January 1946 by
the Moscow (1945) Conference of Foreign Ministers.

I submit that these suppressions of human rights constituting as they
do violations of international undertakings and assurances, to put it
mildly, do not breed confidence as to the ability and willingnese of Roumenia
to carry out international obligations inclading the obligations of the
Charter of the United Nations.

My Government, therefore, expresses its doubt as to the eligibility of
Roumania for United Nations membership.

JANNEX XIIT
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ANNEX XIIL
STATEMERT BY THE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNTTED STATES
AT TEE TWENTY-SECOND MEETTNG ON 8 AUGUST 1947,
CONCERNTIG THE APPLICATION OF EUILGARIA

The United States has serious doubts with respect to the qualifications
of Bulgaria for meabsrship in the United Nations.

We have doubte with regpect to the ability and willingness of the
present Bulgarain reglme to carry out international obligaticns, ineluding the .
obligations of the Charter of the United Nations, These doubts arise in the '
first instance because of the very serious suppression of huien rights and
freedoms which have taken plece in Bulgaria in clear violation in advance of
the specific section of the Bulgerian Peace Treaty referring to human rights.
The positicr of my Govermment on this point is well known, having been
stated publicly and having been prought to the ettention of Bulgarian
authorities on mcre than one occasion.

The second doubt with respect to ability and willingness of Bulgeria to
carry out internstional obligationsg is caused by the record of non-cc-operatioﬁ
on the part of Bulgarie with the Subsidiary Group on the Northern Greek :
Border, and this doubt, of course, relates specifically to the Charter of the
United Natlons itself.

We also heve doubts pertaining to the peace-loving character of the
Bulgarian regime. This 1s based on the fact that the malority of the
Balken Investigation Commission found that Bulgeria had rendered asslstance
to the guerilles operating in Northern Greece. Furthermore, this doudbt is
relnforced. by the fact thet nine members of the Security Council itself voie

in favcur of a resolution which, in effect, endorsed thet portion of the
Ccmmission?s report.

In suimery and conclusion, T repeat that my Goverrment has gerious
doubts for the reasons I have cutlined as to the eligibility of Bulgaria
at this time for admission to the United Netions.

JAIER XIV
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ANNEX XTIV
STATTMLJT BY THE REPRESENTA OF AUS IA AT THE TWENTY-SECOND
TS, BT A S R T
’ ’ ’

The Committes will recall that during discussion of the Italian
epplication, the Australian representative drew attention to the faot
that Article GO of the Italian Peace Treaty imposed a definite obligation
on the Allied and Associated Powers to ratify the Treaty and required that
the instruments of ratification should, in the shortest time pcasible, be
denosited with the Government of the French Republic,

The Australian Government considers it cleerlj unjust that the peace
treaties should be provented from entering into force by the unilateral
:failure of one power to ratify the treaties, or by delay in the negotiation
of a treaty especially where such & dolay 18 not attributable to the country
concerned, We have, therefore, ccme to the conclusion that we should
withdraw our objection to the immediate consideraticn of the applicaticns
of Italy, Austria, Hungary, Roumania and Bulgeria, This does not in any
vay affect the view that we have held that because the state of war with
these countries is not formally at an end they remain techni~ally inelipidle
for membership. I must sey bewever, that ot the time when we first opposed
the consideration of these applications we had naturally assumed that the
treaties would be ratified in ample time for the applications for membership
to be considered before the next session of the Assembly, This may still
be possidle but in view of the extreme uncertainty, and the fact that if
action 1s not taken within the next few weeks, admission would have to be
postponed until the regular session of the General Assembly in September 1948,
ve have been obliged to reconesider our previous attitude. We feel that the
correct course, in existing circumstances, is for each application to be
considered on its merits and that where an ex-enmemy country ccmplies with
~ the conditions laid down ip Chapter 2 of the Charter, that a provisional
or conditional recommendation should be made to the General Assembly for
the acceptance of its application, The Assemdly might in & similar way,
1f the tresties are not by then ratified, make a decisicn for the provisionsl
or conditional admission of the country concerned, vhich would be
sutcmatioally operative after ratification of the treaty, We do not
propose at this stage to suggest the re-opening of the debate on individual
sountries, but wish to make this statement now tc reserve our right to make
proposals along these lines in the full Council.

JANNEX XV
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ANNEX XV

STATIMENT BY THE REPRESENTATIVE QF THE UNT N OF SOVIET SCCIALIST

REFUBLICS AT THE IWENTY-SECOND MEETING ON 8 AUGUST CONCERNIIG THE

AP2PLICATIONS OF HUNGARY, ITALY, AUSTRIA, ROUMANIA AND BULGARIA

The procedure approved by the Committee for considering applications to
Join the United Nations from countries with which peace treaties have not
Jet come into force (as well es from Austria with whom no treaty hos yet
been drawn up), the character end tone of the speeches made during the discussi
of the individuel epplications, as well es the United States representative's k
denend to include in the Committee's report his speeches with their direct
and ccmpete'v beseless attocks on the Govermuents and régimes at preasent in
pover In Hungary, Roumenis and Bulgaria, oblige me to meke e more detailed
objettion against such procedure in the Commitiee's work and egninst the way
certain representatlves have behaved in discussing this gquestion.

In gpite of the incontrovertable legal and documentary evidence )
supplied of the correctness of the propcsel of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics to postpene consideration of the ebove-menticned countr_iee'

zpplicetions until the tresties came into force, our proposel was rejected

by a wall of unjustifieble votes. Furthermore, ignoring the treaty prcvisionsi
and -the declaration of the Potsdem Confersnce on this subject, and
adopting the procedure of individual discusaion of each of these applications
certain representatives quite unJustifiebly split up these countries into

two categories - e group of peace-loving countries capable of complying with
the United Nations Charter, in vwhich Itely and Austria w;re included, and

a group of non-péace-loving countries, incepebls of ccmplying with the

United Natiocns Cherter, in which Hungary, Roumania and Bulgeria were included

Moreover, the United States representatlive, by asking that a selecticn of his
tendentious accusations against the second group of countries should be
ermexed to the report, apparently meens to brend these. three countriss

with this incriminatory lsbel snd consolidste these vocifercus asccusations
for the future.

/ Leavi,né
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Leaving aside the questicn of substance underlying the consideration
of theze nountries' avplicaticns, which the delegation of the Uni-n of
Scviet Saclaligt Republics considers it premature to discuss, I must
ewphatically condemn svch behavicur on the part of the repressntatives of
ceriain countries, as at the very least unfalr and not in conformity with
the interssts of the United Natlons.

In zeking these sericus accusations egeinst the Governments of
Hungery, Roumanie and Bulgaria, the representatives of the United States
and United Kingdom apparently forget, or rather do not wish to reuember,
that the Amsrican and Bfitish Jovernments have alreedy m=de the same
allegations to these three Goverrnments and been given a proper answer which
rejocts the accusations asg entirely unjustified and tendenticus. The
repiies of the Hungerisn, Roumanian and Bulgarian Govermments contained
indisputable official documentary facts and, in certain cases, revealing
evidence implicating the representatives of those circles for vwhich the
Governments of the United States and Great Britain feel so much concern
and anxiety. The documentary data and evidences show that the persons
vhom the United States and British Govermments so warmly defend, were
agents of certein Powers; it was they who worked clandestinely and openly
to overthrow the existing democratic régimes in Hungery, Roumania and
Bulgeria. ’

I will not repeat those patent facts which explain the true reasons
for the attacks on the pressnt régires in Hungery, Rovmenria and Bulgeria.
T deem it necessary only to glve a few documentary facts of recent times.

On 31 July, only a week ago, the Hungarien rewsrapers published a

declaration xzade by the electorel union of the pertiss of the Eungerian
Hational Imdependence Front, comprising four political parties. This
declarztion states: "A split was created in the union of coelition parties,
forming the Hungerien Netional Independence Fromt, by rsacticneries and
conspirators who had infiltrated into the democratic renis and were trying

to restore the o0ld order. Thelr subversive actlvitiez threatened the
gains mede by democracy, and paralyzed the work of the National Assembly
and the Government. The activity of the cecnspirators end of the Tformer
leaders of the Smallholders! Party who have now fled the country, led to
a series of crises inm that Party and in the Coalition. We are ready to
draw ali the inferences frem the conspirecy and will not allcw the enemies
of the pecrle to drive ancther wedze between the democratic parties, which

represent ths overvhelmirs majority of the urban and rurel vorkers."

/As you see,
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As you see, the four democratic parties declare that they
represent the overwhelming majority of the wrban and rural workers
and tLus categdrically deny the fables about the so-callsd "Communist
coup d'etat",

Not the least interssting part of the declaration 28 the closing
passage stating that the develorment of Hungarian democracy is based
on the co-operation and close union of peasants, workers and
trogreasive intellsctusls, For this reason the parties have declared
thet, in the spirlt of this union and of democratic netionasl unity, they
will maintain the Government Coalition after the elections and jointly
essume responsibility for ths govermment of the country in the Interests
of its peaceful development and of augmenting the Hungerian people's
well-being and defencs. According to the Eungerian Press the following
nins parties have announced their desire to take part in the Hungarien
rarliamentary elections: Social Democratic, Hungarian Independent
Democratic, Smallholders', Communist, National Peasent, Redicel,
Democratic Citizens'®, People's Democratic and the Hungarian Independance
Party.

This documentary information leaves no- doubt 28 to the tendentioueness
of the cherge of the rerressntative of the United States -
that the adoption of the new Hungarian "elsctoral law deprives the
various non-Communist elements at the forthcoming election cf their
civil rights”, From this document also 1t is clear thet the aumber of
rarties rerticipating in the forthcoming elsctions is greater than the
nuwber of parties which perticirate in elections, for excmpie, In the
United States, Brazil, or Great Britain, whose rsiiescitztilves hers
have tried to condsmm the Hungarian Govermmart. as you will a3ce, the
condemnatica of the criminal activit.y of Bungary's fomwor reasslonery
states:izen ca.e not from the Corrunist ravty only, but also from thrse
other porties to wiich tie recssiongvy sia%eszuen, o warnly Geaendzd by
eertein Greas Powsty, praviounzly belongsd., ‘fre tolk aboun & Communiatb
coup d-etat in Huczery, tnerefore, eucrates from circles wanse tiue
motivss are not ths defeace of the demccratic and humen rishta of peoples,
but scxsihing elsw. Soms pecile, 8rverently, cenncs reciucils
themselves to the Zzct thet L.nzary Las no desirs to becime the

zewn of twentleth-zentury foreign imporiallam.

/I will say




3/u79
Paze

Oy
M

I will sey & fow words zbout the accusatisns made here zzainst the present
Government end existing régime in Roumanie. On 30 July, i.e about =z week ago,
the Presidium of the Roumenian Council of Ministers lssued @ communiqué
in which the following refersnce 1z nmede to the recent abtempted escepe of
geverel criminal members of the Opposition:

"A group of censpirctors trieca to give effect sbrocd to a decisicn
end to directives issued by the leeders of the Netional-Tsaranist Party under
Julius Moniu. These directives included orgenizing operaticns designed

%o detract from nationel soverei;_ﬁty, to create a threet to peace and to

launch 2 civil wer. This entl-national activity is in line with the whele

poliey which the Naticnel-Tgeranist Party hes pursued with great energy
since 23 Ausust 1944, when, having gathered ell the reactionsry forces

cf the country sround itself snd in agreement with certain reacticmary

circles abroad, the Nztional-Tserenist Party worked to prevent Recumeniz

teling cn enthusicstic cnd effective part In the eonti-Hitlerite war, to .

prevent the denezificeticn of the cdministreoticn, the pun.usl'.ment of Fascisﬁ

¢riminzls 2nd the estebliskment of a democratic régime.’

This communigué glves a resl idee of the "victims" of the Reunsnian
régime who are being defénded by soms big Powers. These Powers do mot
went to take account of the fact that the Roumenisn people da.fe no
desire to return to the time when powerful fore:.gn capit..l w'ﬁ
in Reunanie. Is this not the resson why certezin c.-.rcles" in:g 'me Bi" :
are enxicus end disturbed, const-ntly mekinz e fuss, Drotestmch an' ‘defending
certain opposition parties, whose leaders: were c.gosely connected wit, »fo*'e*gn
firms and banks? Rt

T would elso refer to the abtacks which heve been: m_d.e in this: "C'cii&iiﬁie
zgeinst the Bulgcrizn Gevernment end cgeinst the genuinely democratlv regims oW
existing In Bul’“ax“ 2. In the second half of June of this vear, the
Prime Minister of Bulgarie, Georgii Dimitrev, replied to chmgec mades by some
Great Powers egainst the Peoplefs Reputlic of Bulgerile. The Bu..'"‘rian ‘
Prime Minister stated that the Bulgecrian Govermment wzs s’ce'-o.lly 'F‘ulfilling
in due time the oblizeticns placed upon it by the Peace Treety and: 1n+ernet10nal
egreements. The Head of the Bulgerien Govermment elso added: thet where: 'che~m

1iberty and the righis of every men are at issue, nobody understocd. nor cen
umderstand this tc meen now that liberty snd rights should be guersntesd
to persons who are clesring the way for the return of Feseism, preaching
disobedience to the laws of the People's Republic, and especially of those

persons who are preparing end orgenizing a coup d! état.

/The Heed
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The Heald of the Bulgarlan Governmen®t appeeled to those making charges
against Bulgsrie.’to walt until the Bulgariea Courts try the cases of
those who are imeglned by some foreign powers to be victims of the
Sre’ent Bulgarian reglms.

The statement by the Bulgarian Frime Mirister and those indiaputeble
dosumeniary dzta which are at the disposal of the Bulgarlan Government
and which will be submitted in evidence at the trlal of thosge who have
endesavoured Lo overthrow the demccratic regime in Bulgaria end
who ars being so persistently defended by some Great Power circles,
leave no doubts of the fact that those clrcles desire to see in
Bulgaria the same reactionary terrorigt and anti-demooratic regime
ag exists in Greeca, As for the charges against Bulgaria regarding
+he role ascribed to her in supporting one of the rarties in the
Civil War in Greece, I would recommend the representatives of this

Committas, once again to read and study the facts and documonts submitted

by the representatives of the three Balkan countries and by the representativ'e;«;‘
of the Unlen of Soviet Socialist Republics .in the Security Council, These :
facts glve nobody eny right or justification for accusing Bulgeria of
fomenting civil war in Greece. .The tendentlousness of these charges
is obvious to everybody. You also know that in the Security Council,
ever the authors of. the resolutions supporiing the Greek reactionary
reglme, were obliged to sxclude therefrom charges ageinsti the
Northern neighbours of Greece.

Incontsstable documsnta state that the Roumaenian, Hungarian

2nd Bulgarien reactioneries with the support of certain forelign

rowers would like to bring Rourania, Hungary and Bulgerie to the
same ess as Greece, and they bava aimed at lignideting the
democratic conquests of the people and the prevention of prograssive

raforms for the creation of real democretic forms of government and
1ife in those countries.

Permit me to ask the represeniative of the United States of America
on what basis be hurls charges against the pressnt regimes in Hungery,
Rouzania and Bulgeria for "open violation and suppression cf bumen
rigkts” in these countries, when the present regime in ths Ualted
3tetes of America may bs the object of inccmparebly more serdous charges
by the Governments of the three countries referred to, or ty any other
country., Permit me to a2sk the representative of the United States of ‘
America what answer he would give and how his Government would react, 1f the
Bungerian, Roursnian and Bulgarian Governments or eny other Government
wers to send protest notes regarding the dismissal from their official

/ pogitions
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ositinons 1a United Stetss Governaent devzriments of Americun cit.zens
suspected of a so-called disicral attitude towards the American Government?
Bow would the American Govermment respond, if the Govermments of Hungarr,
Recuuania and Bulgarls or any other Government were to send notes or
protest against minimizing the rights of tens of millions of weriers and
employees in the United States of Awmerica, ard depriving them c¢f 2 whole
series of impcrtent righits by the passage in Congres3 of anti-labour laws,
srd also protest notes ageinst, for exampie, the receant trial of the
leader of & political opposition party in the United States of America?

If thet constitutes an internal affalr of the present goverrment regime of
the United States of America, why have the United States Government and
its representative the right to interfere in the interncl affairs of those ‘
countries which he literally shcwers with accusaticons and protest notes?
Pormlt me to asik the represertative of Brazil on wkat grcunds he Jollows
in the footsteps of the representative of the United States in supporting
the latter cherge regerdirng Hungary, Boumania and Bulgaria? Permit me tc
ask the representative of Brzzil what the Brezilien Sovernment wculd reply,
and how it would react, i1f the Governments of Hungary, Rocumenia and
Bulgaria, or any other Govermment, were to make cherges ageinst and send
protest notes to the Brazilian Government regardirg, for exemple, the
outlawing of one of the largest political perties ia Brazil? If such
charges znd notes were to be characterized as interferencs in the intermal
affalrs of Brazil, on what grounds does the representative of Brazil
support the cherges mede by the United States Government against Roumania,
Hungary and Bulgerie wnich represent a direct interference in the intermal
effeirs of those countries?

It must be perfecily clear to every person whose conceptions of
democracy extend beyond the bounds of faithful service to the irierests of
monopolistic big capitel, what purpose 1s reglly Seing pursued by the
protests ard cherges sgainst the Governments of Hungary, Roumeniz and
Bulgaris, and why certain psople are not pleesed with those Govermments.

+t muat be comprehensidle to evsry person whose conception of human rights
and liberiies exiends beycnd the ideals cof cwning a cottags with a bath-tub,
& refrigerator and e motor car, what are, in fact, the ailms and

aspirztions of those who accuse the Goverrments of Rourmania, RHurgery and
Bulgaria of suppressing humen rights end liberties in these countriea.
Irrespective of whether or not scme clrcles in cortain Great Power countriles
chocse to regard the pecples of the Balken countries and Eungery as being
really democratic and independsnt, those countries end peoples have already
started and are proceading on a new genuinely democratic path of progress

/erd nobody
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and nosod; has ory right to interfers in their internal effairs. The
repeated charges mads here apainst Hungary, Rourania and Bulgaria sheuld
e considersd only in that light.

I do not wish to enter into the substance of the exeaminaticn cf the
applications of Hungery, Roumania and Bulgarie for admission imto the
crganization, which I would repeet cnce again that the delegation of the
Uninn of Soviet Socialist Republics considers premature, but I thought it
necessary te make this statement and also think it fitting tc ermphasize
that the charges made here against Hungary, Roumznia eand Bulgaria as
arguments for refusing the application of those countries for admissicn
tc membership of the United Netlons organication, cannot serve in the
futurs as argurents ageinst such admissions.

The Commitiee on the Admission of New Members has nc. factuzl basis
for ledbelling the Governments of these countries with such charges. I
the Cormittee supports the request of Mr. Raynor to have the incriminatory
statements of the American and other representatives added tc ths
Comzittee's report, I shall ingist thet 21l statements by the representative
of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics are also to be amnexed to the
Commitiee's report.




