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of a conference, a place where it might be held and a
time limit after which, if Peking did not reply, we
would assume that they would not accept it . In those
points we tried to remove from the aegis of this seven-
power conference--which included a good many states who
were not joining in the police action in Korea,
including the U .S .S .R ., which had refused to support
action from the beginning--the negotiations for a cease-
fire and send them to a more appropriate body of three ;
the United Nations Corirlission in Korea and the United
States and the Peking Governments . If those points
which vie put forward and had discussed previously with
the Indian delegation and the United States had been
included in the Indian resolution, we would have voted
for it . One of them was included. The others were
not, I presume because it ;ras felt that the inclusion
of those other points might have made it more difficult
for Peking to accept the resolution .

The United States' position with regard to our
points was a simple one . They felt that the time
for any further approach to Peking was over until the
resolution of condemnation and setting up the good offices
committee had been passed . So when the Asian resolution
came to the vote, we could not vote for it, for the
reasons which I have indicated . Vie could not vote against
it because the principle of negotiation was one . which vie
had stood for . Therefore we abstained from voting . In
our attitude on this matter, so far as Canadian polic y
is concerned, I do not think anybody in India has any
reason to feel that they were let down .

The second resolution was submitted by the United
States . We had been unsuccessful in our efforts to
secure postponement of that resolution . We had been
successful in our efforts to get that resolution changed
and also to get it clarified and interpreted by the
United States delegate, which interpretation removed
most of the doubts we had had with regard to it at the
beginning . Our first objective, postponement, was not
successful . Our second objective, to get the proper
kind of resolution voted on, I think was reasonably
successful . We were anxious to make clear beyond any
possibility of doubt that any resolution which th e
United Nations passed on this subject would be exceedingly
clear indeed on the following points . We were anxious
that it would not establish any new aggression but tivould
emphasize that the Chinese Govern:nent at Peking had
merely participated in an old aggression and therefore
was guilty of that but not of starting a new aggressio n
in any other part of Korea . We were also anxious that
the paragraph of condemnation should be couched in
unprovocative ter.ls, and it was . That paragra~oh does
not brand anybody as an aggressor . It is a finding of
fact that, by assisting the aggressors in Korea and by
invading North Korea from China, the People's Government
in Peking had itself engaged in aggression. That was a
finding of fact which we certainly could not deny . The
third point we were anxious to make clear was that the
collective measures co:imittee set up by this resolution
and as to which many delegations had grave doubts, would
not be a vehicle for rash and unwise action but migiit
indeed become a brake on such action ; and that this
collective measures committee, far from jumping into
resolutions and reports on sanctions at once, should not


