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e position of my Delegation in voting

...I should like to explain th
A/C.4/L.777 on the question of South

0
WZ the resolution contained in Document
st Africa and on the amendments submitted by the United States Delegation.

agzlng t@e general discussion on this subject, many delegations expressed

frw their abhorrence at the extension of the apartheid policy to South West

helca, a territory in which the Government of South Africa has undertaken
most solemn international obligations to ensure the social, economic, and

Politica] well=being of all its inhabitants. My Delegation associates itself
essed by the various African-and Asian

22::.Strongly with many of the views expr _
fries during the course of this debate. We are deeply ?OnCGIHEd at the South
nitcan Goyernment's refusal so far to permit the gstabllshment of an effective
5ppo§d‘Natlons presence in this international terrltory by agreeing to the
. intment of a United Nations 1 6PRACaT£ae61 Stafice representative, thus
nilt'l\flng the inhabitants of the territory of the very real benefits which the
mented Ratisns ‘can offer in fields of educaticn hiealth, and economic develop-
thi§° We Were, therefore, most anxious to b? able to agree to a resolution on
s dqugstlon and it is with very deep and sincere ZRUIWI CHCE TN
0 ecided that certain parts of the proposal now before us make it impossible
the resolution to command our unqualified support.
aims of the resolution

We are in complete agreement with the basic aims
join in the censure of

COnta s

gg:ﬁlned in Document A/C.4/L.777 and wholeheartedly e cé
i Africa's application of the degrading policies of §E§£$h§£§ in the
Witiltory’ as well as of the persistent refusal of South Africa to co~operate

ouh the United Nations. We are srofoundly regretful that the Government of

its h Africa hasy and I quote, "persistently and deliberately failed to fulfil
of Slnternational obligations in the administration of the mandated territory

Outh West Africa", unquote.
affirms the right of the people of South

d independencee We support a further
establish a United Nations

We also support Operative

Wegt Afpi The resolution properly re
invit f?1c3 to self-determination an
Preg atlo? to the Government of South Afric§ to
ar ence in the territory of South West Africa.
3graphs 7(A) and 7(C) of the resolution.
egation agrees with the pbasic aims of this
aphs contain judgments and call for

nt is unable to support.

PN T« However,...while my Dele

actibutlon’ some of its operative paragr

N by the Assembly which my Governme

: .« Operative Paragraph 7(B)

5 The greatest source Of difficulty for us 1s ¥ _—. :
Urlng the discussion of a artheid in the Special Political Committee, the

i inted out that the division

anags _
< “idlan Secretary of State for External Affairs point
esponsibilities between the Security Council and the General Assembly had

o Carefully considered at San Francisco and that the balance set forth in
ive negotiations. The imposition

harter . oved after exhaust
OZ Sanctj e only'thleYe umstances was allocated by the Charter to the
‘Writy Council and, in our judgment, it would be wrong for the Assembly to
: It is possible to

at s’ .

fo:empt to usurp the Council's primary responsibility. ; :

®See in the development of the South West Africa situation a time when

aged may be requireds which all members should

Stic . ; .
s action of the kind envis = :
:Dport. In our view such action by the United Nations, acting tbrough the
- CUrity Council, should await the outcome of the present proceedings before
ion to the

COS I'}ternational Court and the South African Government's react
*t's findings. For this reason we cannot agree to Operative paragraph 7(B).



s e

Our reservations about other paragraphs are not as fundamental,
but are still important. Operative Paragraphs 4 and 6 deal with questions
affecting international peace and security. My Delegation shares the opiniof
of most members that any attempt by the Governmgnt of South Africa to annex
the territory of South West Africa would be a violation of its international
obligations, especially those it has assumed 2as a mandatory power; but, in
our judgment, it is not wise practice for the G?peral Assembly to make in
advance of the circumstances a legal determinatlop of aggression which,
under Article 39 of the Charter, is within the primary responsibility of the
Security Council. Similar considerations apply 1n respect to the purported
determination of a threat to international peace referred to in Operative
Paragraph 64

We also have reservations about Paragraph 8§B), since it seeks to
engage. the Secretary-General and United Natlgns agencies in a study which
would not be practicable and in judgments,whlch would not be appropriate.

It is in the light of .these conside;atiogs that we support the
amendments to Paragraphs 4, 6, 7, and 8 contained in Document A/C.4/L.779,
which, if adopted, will enable thgbCa?adian,Delegation to support the
resolution as.a whole., Failing adoption of these amendments we shall be
obliged to abstain on the resolution now before us, L

sy emphasizé once ggain.Canada's great concern  sbot deVelOpméﬁ“

o iy

. in South West Africa. Once agailn we urge the Governmeént of South Africa to
recognize its-international.resp?n5§blllties for the territory and to co-
operate with the United Nations in its attempts to achieve a just solution

safeguarding the rights and aspirations of the People of South West Africas
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