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A1though for obviou® reasons, Canada has no

oncern in this unfortunate dispute, we have
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ade through the United Nations to reach

d just solution. As a member
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I think I can explain my point of view more
by specific reference to the Indonesian draft
(Document A/Col/LalO9)c
ndgnes%an resolution is
e nts of Indonesia a
that it ¢ resume negotiations without delay ndTg?e

_ t unreasonable request: We 7
and that at one time the
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‘concretely
resolution
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Netherl nds and Indonesian governments undertook to



determine the future status of the territory of West
New Guinea by negotiations within a year from the date
of transfer of sovereignty. i

' This exhortation, however, overlooks two
facts. In the first place, ‘the Netherlands and
Indonesian Governments have negotiated and, moreover,
negotiated for more than the stipulated year. The
negotiations were not broken off by the Netherlands
Government but terminated after the Indonesian Govern-
ment had stated, in the report of the United Nations
Commission for Indonesia submitted to the Security
Council on the negotiations, that it was prepared to
resume negotiations with the Netherlands Government
only if it were understood in advance that sovereignty
over West New Guinea would be transferred to Indonesid.
We consider that the proposals put forward in the 1951
negotiations demonstrated the willingness of the Nether~
lands Government to fulfil the provisions of the Charte’
of Transfer of Sovereignty. However, as I have said,
it became evident during the course of the discussions
that a fundamental difference existed in the approach
of the two parties to the problem.

Since the end of 1951, the Indonesian Govern-
ment has seen fit to adopt a still more doubtful
position, claiming that sovereignty over West New Guiné
had been transferred to Indonesia under the Round Tabl®
Agreements, despite the fact that Article 2 of the
Charter of Transfer specifically says that “the statu%,
gquo of the residency of New Guinea shall be maintainediy
and that this article was at least at one time official
interpreted by Indonesian Delegations as meaning that
sovereignty remained with the Netherlands Governmento

Another factor to which the Canadian Delegatﬁw
in particular must give serious and sympathetic
attention is the attitude of the Australian Governmen®:
Sir Percy Spender has described in moving terms the
reasons why the Australian people have such a direct |
and compelling interest in any question which might .ﬁ

involve the transfer of sovereignty of the territory
of their nearest neighbour.

Mr. Chairman; for the AAssembly to call
upon the Governments to resume negotiations without 5
delay, implying as it does to rebuke to the Netherladd®
Government which we consider wholly unjustified, is
unacceptable to my delegation. For this reason, if

for no other, we would be unable to support the
Indonesian draft resolution.

It is nevertheless true that there are a
number of points in the Indonesian draft to which my
delegation would have no objection and could, indeed
support. What we cannot support is to call upon bot
Governments to resume negotiations on what amounts ©
the terms of one of the parties, For, although the
resolution does not say so explicitly, it is clear
Dr. Sudjarwo's statements that his Government persis
in maintaining the pre-conditions which led to the
breakdown of the negotiations undertaken in accorda’ |
with the Charter of Transfer. Moreover, as the IndO%i}
Government well knew, by taking advantage of their *%
to dissolve the Netherlands-Indonesian Union, the
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The Netherlands Government, on the other hand, stands
by its declaration that it will at the appropriate time
give to the inhabitants of Netherlands New Guinea the
opportunity to determine their own future. As Mr ., Munro
well saidy the issue is not colongal but territorial.
And 'I-believe, with the distinguished Representatives
of New Zealand and Colombia, that the Assembly has no
right' tb-consider the revision of treaties. the alterae-
tion of boundaries 'and the wholesale transfer of large
numbers of peoples

The primary concern of my delegation is with
the welfare of the local inhabitants of West New Guinea-
We therefore welcome the assurances given by the distin-
guished Representative of the Netherlands concerning hif
Government's progressive development of the people of HE8
New Guinea and the opportunity which will be given to n

at the appropriate time to determine their own future-

In a matter of this kind, no godd can come £rO%
attempting to assign the blame for the present situatiol
to ‘either party. Certainly my delegation fails to seetm
- ‘'what useful purpose would be served by the adoption of 'y

Inddnesian resolution. For the United Nations to callu%i
the parties to rdsume negotiations when neither party %
the claim of the other has a right to consideration Woulof
be ‘an empty gesture.  And to take it upon the initiative
one of the parties would appear to put the other in the
wrong in a way that my delegation does not consiger t0
justified, v

For these reasons the Canadian Delegation‘”%%
be constrained to vote against the Indonesian resoluti?

, Mr. Chairman, I have up to now confined my
remarks to the Indonesian resolution, A resolution,wat‘A
today introduced by eight powers and an amendment t0 tgﬂﬁﬁ

draft resolution or the amendment and we would hope ﬂwa
will not be put to the vote today. " If they are we woul
probably vote for the amendment ang if it is adopted ¥°
probably not vote against the 8-power resolution as @&

Text of statement made by Mr. D.M. Johnson in
Plenary Session on December 10, 1954,

: 018
The Canadian Delegation wishes brierly to €
its vote on:tthe resolution now under consideration. a

Delegates will  remember the circimstances |
in° which this resolution came to a SOtei;nuﬁie First PYE
Committee on November 30. on that morning the delegat
had before them only one resolution, namely a draft
resolution sponsoreq by Indonesia. Shortly before the
vote was taken, a new resolution was tabled sponsof"d
by Argentina, Costa Rica, Cuba,  Ecuador, E] Salvador?
India, Syria and Yugoslavia. Speaking on behalf © tt
Canadian Delegation I said in the First Committee the
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Realizing that co-operation and friendship -between
them is the common desire of both parties, )

1. Expresses the hope that the Governments of Ind i
: nesia

and the Netherlands will pursue their endeavoursI?no

zesgecg of the dispute that now exists between them

o find a solution in conformity with the ine f

the Charter of the United Nations; R ulocex

’ Requests the parties to report pro
General Assembly at its tenth regulag singinto bea

LIBRARY E A / BIBLIOTHEQUE A E

i

3 503k 45170 8




