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. . .I have been attending the seventh assembly of
the United Nations and though while doing so I have been
engaged in international discussions ,,; I have been conscious
of the fact during those discussions that there is a very
direct connection between what we have been talking about in
New York at the United Nations and matters of more immediate
domestic concern and, po~;sibly, which have been under discussion
in this House . We have been discussing international quëstions
which bear on peace, welfare and good relations betwee n
states ; mutual aid between states ; and all those questions
have a very direct effect on domestic policies and domestic
interests in this country -even on such matters as trade and
taxation . Indeedy . .09 it has been said that foreig n
policy is merely domestic policy with its hat on .

This afternoon, therefore9 I propose to keep that
hat on and discuss for a short timey I hope, the work of the
United Nations Assembly, and, possibly9 the forthcomin g
NATO Council meeting in Paris, ., . :

The main question before the United Nations
Assembly, the main challenge to the United Nations at this
session, has been Korea . Almost at the beginning of our
session it was agreed, and I tûink it was agreed unanimously
if I recollect correctly9 that that question should be given
priority in our discussions . It was quite right that we
should do that because fighting is going on in Yzraa and
surely it is the first responsibility of the United Nations
to bring that fighting to an end if that can be done on
honourable and acceptable termso In the discussion of this
question of Korea much of the debate and much of our thoughts
centered around the one remaining ohstacle to the achievement
of such an honourable armistice in Korea -the question of
prisoners of war .

In the discussion of that particular question the
Communist delegations have exploited to the full the
situation which they claim, without adequate evidence to
back it up, has existed in the prisoner-of-war camps and
more particularly the Koje Island camp .

. .o This question of prisoners of war, we are
told even by the Communistsy is the only obstacle to the
completion of armistice negotiations . It is the only
question that remains unsettledo In respect of It and of Korea
generally . . . there were four resolutions submitted to



our Assembly which dealt with this question ,

One was a resolution of those members of the
United Nations who had forces in Korea9 participating in
operations there . That resolution became known as the
21mPower Resolution. Canada was one of the sponsoring
members of that resolutione which endox^sed the steps that
had been taken and the' effort that had been made by the
Unified Command in Korea and the other side for an armistice
and called on the other side to accept those proposals and
to bring about an armistice .

There were two other resolutions from delegations
from Mexico and Peru9 which dealt with more specialized
aspects of the quëstion ; and there vas at the same time
introduced by the Soviet 8elegation a resolution which would
have set up an il-power commission representing both sides
of the conflict9 and which would have had authority to deal
not only with the prisoners-of-war question but with Korea
gènerally and indeed with other Asiatic questionso On the
face of it9 that resolution by the Soviet delegation may have
seemed to be not without some aspects of reason and
possibility. The llmpower commission had four Communist
members but, in order to make quïte certain that .this 11- `
power commission would not be able to act, the Soviet ,
within a day of the introduction of this resolution, introducec
an amendment to make it quite clear that that commission
could act only by a twomthirds majority, A two thirds
majority of eleven is seven and a quarter ; that would have
meant that eight members of the commission would have been
required to agree in order to reach a decision. The
meaning of that provision9 of course9 is quite obvious o
It would have given the Soviet and their satellites a veto
on all the actions and all the activities of the
commission .

{lfter the introduction of these four resolutions
the Indian delegation, after consultation with .a good many
Asian and Arab delegations -and indeed other delegations-intro
duced a resolution which narrowed the issue before the
0ssembly and before the Political Committee to the prisonersm
ofmwar question alone and left out_of the resolution al l
that had,gone on before and other aspects of the questions
than that of prisoners of war . They produced a proposal
which attempted to reconcile the two ideas, the one to which
our side clur.g as right aiid just and the other which the
Communists said was a- sine qua r.an of any agreement on their :
part to a prisoners-of-war solution . Those two ideas were,
on the one hand, the right to repatriation guaranteed under
the Geneva Convention of 1949, and on the other the refusal
to use force to drive prisonersmofmwar back to Communist
territories if they did not wish to go .

As to the first, although we had a great deal
of discussion on the subject, I think it is quite clear,
from the legal point of view, trrat the right of repatriation
is guaranteed under the Geneva Convention in question . The
right is clear9 I think, and the right is unambiguous . Itseems that the delegations which made that prisoners-of-war
Convention -that is the Red Cross Convention in Geneva in
1949 -were at that time, quite naturally9 thinking mor e
of a future war when the problem would be forced retention
rather than forced-repabriation . The question of forced
repatriation did not enter into their calculations at that
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time to any noticeable extent . So this right of repatriation,
without that particular qualification in its terms9 does
exist . , , . .. .

On the other hand the other issue -no force to
be used in connection with prisoners--of-war -involves a
principle which we on our side could not and would not giv e
up ; because if we had done so, we wonld have violated the
understanding we had and the undertaking which we gave to
some of these prisoners who came over from the other side o

The Indian resolution was an effort to reconcile
these two points of view in a way which should been
acceptable to all men of good will on either sideo It did
that in terms of the resolution ; and to carry out those
terms and make this'reconciliation effective in practic e
as well as in principlep it set up a i3epatriation Commission
to which prisoners would be immediately released as th e
first stage of their repatriationo That Repatriation
Commission9 which would have taken over the prisoners from
the detaining powersa would have consisted of Czechoslovakia
and Poland9 two Communist states ; Sweden and Switzerland,
two non-Communist states ; and provision was made for the
appointment of an umpire who will be an important member of
that Commission if it is, ever set upe If that kind of
Commission could not be established, an alternativé procedure-ti
for setting one up is embodied in the resolution .

We considered this resolution to be9 on the part
of the Indian delegations an important and constructiv e
move to solve this questiono It was not a perfect resolution ;
it was not clear in all of its_terms9 and there were reasons
for some of those ambiguitieso But we felt that it was a
resolution which could work and whichy if it did work, would
bring the fighting in Korea to an end ; so we in the Canadian
delegation gave it our-support from the beginning o

We were then confronted by two problemso One
was whether we should give this resolution priority over
our own 21-Power Resolution9 and we agreed to do that as
did all the other spnnsoring powers of the 21-Power
Resolution . The other problem was to achieve the maximum
support possible for this Indian resolutiono To do that
certain clarifications -certain changes* if you like -were
required . These in their turn required long and difficult
discussions and negntiatinns between the cf th erwVa~Vi

resolution and certain other governments who wished to see
it clarified in certain respects o

At this stage9 a„p if I mayg I should like t o
pay a tribute bf the honesty of purpose, the industry and the
refusal to give way to discouragement of the Indian
authors of this resolution whog at this time,,-.and at the
United Nations9 took a responsibil ..kty which I think
we must all applaud,• In the pressr of coursey there were
reports of differenceso In the process of negotiating
clarification between the United States delegation and
between other delegations there were such differences,
but they were not as fundamental or as important as might
appear from reading some of the reportso There werey
however9 sincere differences of approach and difference s
of opinion about what should be clarified in this resolution
in ordér to make it acceptable to everybody .
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Eventually, those differences were overcomeo Some
changes were made by the Indian delegation which made the
text perfectly acceptable .to practically all delegation s
at the assemblyo That process of acceptance and that process
of coming together was made less difficult, I think, b y
the Soviet attitude ttiward the resolution, which was one of
complete, unalterable and violent opposition to a constructive
initiative by the nation putting it forward ; indeed it
was referred to by the leader of the Soviet delegation
himself as a"rotten compromise"o Their opposition was
based on the fact that we should first have an automatic
cease-fire declared and then armistice negotiations later,
The objection to that, of course, was that, if the cease-fire
took place and it was without an armistice, the prisoners
would still be prisonersy the issues which centred around
the prisonersmof-war would not be solved9 and there was no
assurance that they would be solved o

Meanwhile, from the point of view of military
security9 the ceasemfire would have meant that one side was
under a military disadvantage in comparison with the other
side which had its base close at hand o

Howevers as I said9 the Indian tezt was clarified ;
it was put to the vote a few days ago9 with a result which
is not usual these days in the United Nations Assembly,
Fifty-four nations of the Assembly voted for it, including
every Asian, Latin-American and African state, and only five
members of the Assembly voted against its the Soviet
delegation and its four Communist satelliteso One delegation,
China, abstainedo Therefore that Indian resolution has now
become a resolution of the United Nations ; and in my capacity
as President of the Assembly, under the terms of the
resolution, I have submitted it to the Foreign Minister of
the 6ommunist Government at Peking, and the Foreign Minister
of the North Korean regime9 together with a covering letter
in which I attempted to meet some of the objections whjth
they had previously put forward over the radio, and in other
ways, and to clarify some of the points which they claimed
were still doubtfula At the same time I thought it was
probably not inappropriate, as President of the Assembly ,
to make an appeal to them to accept these proposals as the
basis of an armistice and eventual peace, if .they really
wish to bring the war there to an end o

I do not know, of coursey what the result of this
transmission and appeal will be, It may mean an armistice,
or it may not, I would not like to give odds on one side
of the question ; but whether the Communists accept this
United Nations resolution or not, it surely has very great
value to the United Nations and to us all even if it is
turned down9 because that resolution now becomes the United
Nations' basis from which negotiations must now begin, if
they are to be resumed, And in the future that may turn
out to be a very important and very useful development
because of course, this resolutiony having been accepted
by the United States Government9 now becomes operativ e
in respect of the Unified Command in Koreao And I
suggest, a,o that whatever may happen to this resolution
in Peking and Pyongyang, it has been a very worth-while
initiative to have taken, and a very valuable result has
been achieved, since this initiative was taken by a great
Asian country and supported enthusiastically by every other
Asian, Arab and African stateo
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If this resolution is rejected, what do we do
then? We1l9 of course there are least three courses : The
United Nations can preserve and ' hold on in Korea along the
present line, bringing about as much military success as is
possible within the limits of the present strategya It ma y
be possible within those limits -consider Ation by the military
authorities in the Unified Command is being given to this -to
add to the number of Koreans who are defending their own
country. But in respect of that it should not be forgotten
. . .that at the present time a 155-mile line in Korea is
being defended by 15 divisions, of which I think 9 are from
the Republic of Korea, 5 from the United States and 1

-division fs from the Commonwealth . Of this line, 60 per cent
is being held now by Korean troops ; 25 per cent by United
States troops, and 15 per cent by other United Nations' forces .
This course, following our present strategy, will require of
course a steadiness and patience not only in Korea, among
the soldiers, but at home ; it will require military steadiness,
and it will certainly require political steadiness .

The second course would be to increase military
pressure~ to formulate new strategy in the hope that by doing
so we will bring this struggle to an end by military means .
There are obvious risks in following that course . There is
the risk that we might extend the war to the continent of
Asia without ending the war in Koreaç and that is a risk
which is in all our minds, and which indeed we have discussed
in this house before o

But there is a third course9 to withdraw and turn
Korea over to the aggressor, and that is one that will not
be supported I am sure by any government, any parliament or
any people, which have accepted United Nations° intervention
in Korea against the attacker .

It is interesting ,,, to recall that the President-
Elect of the United States- has returned from Korea and has
already stated that there is no easy, no trick solution ,
no panacea for this Korean campaign, and he is quoted in the
press as having said in Seoul during his visit to Korea a

I
"How difficult it seems to be in a war of this

kind to work out a plan that would bring a positive and
definite victory without postibly running grave risks of
enlarging the war . "

But while we may be discouraged about our lack
of immediate progress in ending this campaign, with its
great drain on resources and men of the United Nations,
and particularly on those of the United States, and those
from the Korean forces, which are bearing the brunt of the
struggle and bearing it steadily and courageously, apart
from that difficulty, we must not forget that we have,
gained also by intervention in Korea, because we have
stopped aggression there, and the lesson of that actio n
is not lost on those who would begin aggression elsewhere .
I suggest . . . that it is not only the course of honour, it
is the course of ultimate safety not to weaken in this
United Nations' operation whfich we have taken in Korea,
while always emphasizing, taking advantage of every
opportunity to emphasize, that we are ready for an honour-
able political solution with the Chinese Communist
government .



The Indian resolution -indeed my letter to the
Foreign Minister of Communist China ~ emphasized that fact,
that once an armistice can be achieved in Korea - and there
is supposed to be only one obstacle to that achievement -
then we should be ready to sit down with the Chinese at a
politibal conference to deal with Korean political problems
generallyo It is not only implicit9 it is actually written
in the terms' of this United Nations ° resolution ,

If the Chinese Communist Government will abandon
the aggression that has been going on in Korea and refrain
from participating in aggression elsewhere they have nothing
to fear from us on the other side9 and much indeed to gain
by that course o

That ,oo is all that I think I need to say on Korea
at this time, But in concentrating on Korea, I .Iwou1d :not wish
the House to be left with the impression - as I am sure it
would not be, because of its knowledge of international
developments - that Korea is the only danger spot in Asiao
One has only to mention IndomChina, where the situation is
not propitious ; Malaya9 where the banditry and the fighting
still goes on, thDugh the situation is improving ; Iran, where
there are elements of discontent which might deteriorate into
chaos, and we know who exploits chaos ; and indeed in the whole
of the Middle East9 where there is division, disruption,
social unrest and political awakening a

There were of course other important questions
before the United Nations Assembly9 and some of them are
still before the Assembly, I heard the other day, at a
plenary session of the Assemblya the leader of one of the
important Asian delegations speaking in connection with a
resolution which has been supported by all the Arab and all
the African, but opposed by a good mary of the Western
powers - I heard this delegate, who is not unfriendly to the
West, in deploring this division on resolutions of that
kind, say that Asia and Africa are on the march, and will
not bè denied ,

We should realize, and the realization is not
always a pleasant one9 that they are not invariably
marching with the West as they moveo That philosopher and
historian, Arnold Toynbee9 in a very interesting article
which appeared the other day under the significant title
The World and The West gives three explanations for this
discouraging development, why Asia and the Asians do not
always seem to be with us on issues that we think are
fundamental to the development of freedom and democracy
in their own part of the world a

These three reasons lie~ he said, in the appeal
that Communist doctrine inevitably makes to the people
in those countries of the worldo It is a three-fold
Russian Communist appeal, and it is not always easy to
resist, Certainly it is not easy to resist at the United
Nations, and the Russians there know how to exploit this
appeal to a maximum value o

The first appeal they make tÀ the Asian is : If
you follow the Russian ezampley Communism will give you
strength to stand up against the West, as Communist Russia
does today, To some Asians the West does not mean what
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we know it should mean - freedom and democracy - and that is
an appeal which makias_its impression on certain Asian minds o

The second appeal is to the Asian peasantry, and
that is that Communism can and private enterprise neither
can nor, if it could, would ; get ride of the extreme
inequality between the rich luxury-loving minority and the
poverty-stricken majority .

Then the third appeal from the Communists, about
which we hear so much in the United Nations and elsewhere -
and it is offered most confidently and dogmatically - is an
appeal for a unity in policy and in doctrine which is some
form or another, is the only alternative to self-destruction
in the atomic age . We know it is a spurious and fatal unity ;
but our knowledge is not shared by all the peoples of Asia
to whom it is addressed .

Now, the danger of this kind of appeal is being
shown today, and the effectt that it is having today is being
shown in the other great and difficult complex of problems
which is before the United Nations Assemblyo That complex
of connected problems involves the relationship of colonial
peoples to administering states, and expresses itself in
charges of racial discrimination, in tensions between the
haves and have-nots, and in the responsibility of the former
for technical and other kinds of help for the latter ; it
also expresses itself in worries on the part of the haves
that the have-not blocs are pushing extreme and premature
resolutions through the United Nations by force of a
mathematical majority o

These problems appear in various items of our
United Nations agenda today, some of which have not yet come
up for discussion. In considering them it is depressing to
realize that Asian and Arab states are nearly always
together and not always on our side . On our side sometime s
we are restricted to some of the countries of the Western World .

The United Nations Assembly, with all its fault s
and with all its possibilities9 has become the forum for the
expression of these discontents, confusions and divisions,
for the expression of these aspirations and9 indeed 9
these fears . The problems which they involve and the
solutions we find to these problems may in the long run have
just as important a relatioü6hip to peace and, indeed, to
the future of the United Nations as the question of Korea
itself . We have to try to reconcile the domestic jurisdiction
of sovereign states, and the administrative responsibilit y
of some of those sovereign states over dependent people s
in their progress toward independence - with the legitimate
interest of the United Nations in human rights and racial
discrimination, and freedom for all peoples ,

The United Nations is not having an easy tim e
in this Assembly in making this reconciliation, The United
Nations is not there, I suggest - and its charter did not
intend it - to make this progress, which we all agree i s
so essential either explosive or violent ; but it is there,
to make this progress steady and sure .

In a delegation like the Canadian delegation, as
it confronts these fundamental long-range issues, decisions
on individual resolutions are never easy, especially in
respect of the disputes between colonial powers and members
who have only recently evolved from colonial status, and



others who hav® g one beyond the colonial status e

In thos e disputes many resolutions are put forward
which do not provide an easy problem for a delegation such
as the Canadian delegation,

I should like4 if I may,, for a moment or two9 -to
try to explain some of these diffici~lties and the principles
upon which in our delegation we have tried to act9 principles
which have been approved by our Government o

In the United Nations Charter9 the administering
powers accepted as a binding inzernational obligation a
concept .of progress toward self-government for all dependent
peoples, which they had long recognized as a moral
imperative . Their acceptance was completely voluntaryo At
the time of fiân Francisco there was no external power which
could have forced the victor states to surrender the smallest
portion of this aspect bf their sovereignty . TAeir response
was not due to outside pressure .9 bUt to thQibr own consciences

-and if world opinion played a part in their decision ~- and th~s
it did m it was able to do so only because it reinforced those
irresistible currents that were already at work within the
democratic states p

That is the inevitable consequence of the acceptance

.that they call colonial powers ?

of colonial responsibilities by a democratic state, Yet9
can anyone believe that these same consequences would ever
have been accepted by a totalitarian state? Would they have
been accepted by totalitarian states which at the United
Nations Assembly attack, and very often viciously attack,

Would India and Burma have won their freedom from
a totalitarian systemfl with its slave-labour camps and its
secret police? Would world opinion have been of the slight-
est help to Indonesia if it had been in the grip of such
masters?

For that matter9 has dialectical materialism any
way of ezplaining how such advances to freedom could poslibly
take place, not merely with the assent but with the positive
comoperation of the administering powers ?

We have watched the exponents of this totalitarian
ph??osophy in the L'..̂s~tcd :.T^atlons and e~.sa►,~iiare in their
assiduous efforts to capture such noble words as freedom
and democracy and,put them to slave labour . We have
seen them reduced at this session of the United Nations
Assembly to denying all evidence of colonial advancement
in the face of the plain accomplished facts .

On their side ➢ the administering powers have
pledged themselves to work towards the progressive
replacing of their own authority by that of the peoples
hitherto subject to them . The Charter accepts and
establishes them as the inttruments for achieving this
end . In doing so it recognizes what is called colonialism
as an integral-aspect of the effort to establish peace and
stability . But it gives no comfort to the illusion
that the immediate and unconditional abandonment of
the dependent territories would be a good thing for the
international community .



The whole tenor of the United Nations Charter
assumes a balanced process of evolution, It lays commitments
on the administering powers and it recognizes in every
paragraph that the fulfilment of those commitments must b e
a gradual process whose rapidity will vary with each caseo
Colonialism9 in shortfl is made the inthtrument of its own
disappearance a

That is a responsibility whose formidable nature
must surely be recognized and respected by those of us wh o
do not share it . It is the task of fitting various societies,
some of them primitive societies9 to take place in this
modern and highly integrated world, It is not enough to
waken in these societies a desire to run their own affairs ;
they must also be trained to the necessary level of abilityo
and if this essential process is interfered with or
frustrated9 or if on the other hand it is rushed too
recklessly and precipitatelye it will be to the detriment of
the prosperity and security and future advancement o f
these colonial terx°itories themselves o

While accepting these principlesa Canadian
decisions on specific colonial questions at the United Nations
are based on our judgment of their merïts9 conditioned only
by our sincere desire to help reach . the maximum common
agreement that is consistent with the welfare of the
dependent peoples themselves and the interestd of the
international community o

I think this problem has come mnost concretely to
our attention in connection with the South African items_
which are now on the agenda of the United Nations and which
were dealt with last week, They are not in themselves
colonial problemsg but the represent a problem of the
relationship of dependent ~eople to a sovereign state and a
sovereign government . They are problems of discrimination o

These South African items illustrate the
difficulties of that problem and they also illustrate the
danger of friendly nations dividing in their'approach to ito
Probably the best single example of this difficulty is the
item on the agenda itsel .f called "race conflict in South
Africa" and the introduction under that item of a resolution
by certain Asian states challenging the South African
legislation9 challenging South African policy and setting
up an agency of the United Nations to intPrvene In this
mattero

At the same time there have heencintroduced other
resolutions on the same subject, South Africaos defence
against these charges ~ this defence has been carried on
lengthily9 vigorously and skilfully by the South African
representative at the United Nations ~ has been the legal
defence that the Assembly is simply not competent even to
consider these matters under Article 2g Paragraph 79 of the
Charter9 which reserves domestic jurisdiction to the states
themselves .

On the other hand9 members on the other side of
the argument pointed to articles of the Charter which
pledged its members to co~operate for the achievement of
universal respect for and observance of human rights and
fundamental freedoms without distinction as to race .
Members on the other side of this argumentg that is the
other side from the South African side9 have attempted to
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show that this kind of legislation, this kind of policy
in South Africa is itself a threat to international peace
by what it it stirring up in the minds of the coloured
people on that continent .

As far as the decisions of the Canadian delegation
were concerned - I gather that these decisions have caused
some comment in this couhtry ® we joined the majority of the
Assembly in voting against South Africaas contention that
under the Charter the United Nations was not competent even
to consider these mattersa In voting in that way we drew,.
a distinction between consideration in the form of discussion
and consideration in the form of intervention .

We felt, and I think it is becoming the established
jurisprudence and established doctrine of the United Nations,
that the Assembly is now competent to discuss anything a s
the-town meeting of the world, but that that does not mean
that the Assembly is competent to interfere in the domestic
affairs of member states by certain types of resolutions or
by setting up committees and commissions to visit thos e
countries and report and possibly take action at succeeding
Assemblieso It was in the light of those considerations
that we made our decision in respect to this particular
resolution .

We voted for a resolution inspired by the
Scandinavian states and supported by, I think, 18 delegations
which, while not singling out South Africa in terms, while
not setting up any machinery to go to South Africa, and
while not calling on South Africa to rescind any item of
domestic legislation, called upon South Africa and all other
member states to bring their policies into conformity with
their obligation under the Charter to co-operate for the
achievement of and universal respect of human rights and
fundamental freedoms o

It has been said that in voting for this and
abstaining from voting on other resolutions we wer e
avoiding our responsibilitieso As the head of our delegation
the Minister of National Health and Welfare9 Mr . Martin,
said ;

"The Scandinavian resolution is not just a means
of dodging the issue9 but rather of dodging a reaction
which will be harmful to the people who would like to help . "

As far as the Asian resolution was concerned ,
we abstained on that because we thought it was of doubtful
legality . For the same reason we also abstained on the
South African resolution which said that thi s
particular Asian resolution was ultra vires . In the
committee considering this matter 21 other delegations
joined us in abstention on this issueo In the plenary
session, which was held last Friday, most of thes e
delegations switched their vote from abstention to voting
against the Asian contention and-in favour of the South .
African contention that a particular clause of thi s
resolution was ultra vires o We did not switch ; we remained
and abstained on that issue .

FIowever, abstention on this particular issueg
which was caused by doubt in our minds as to the legality
of this action and as to the practical effect the action



would haves, did not mean on our part any judgment one way~
or the other on the issue of the question . As the Minister
of National Health and Welfare pointed out when he spoke
on this measure o

"Our friendship for the South African people is -
deep and abiding . We in Canada recognize the immensity of
the racial problem m which is not only a South African
problem9 but we are also very acutely conscious of the
concern of the Canadian people and of people throughout the
world on questions involving racial discrimination . Dis-
criminatory policies of any kind anywhere are contrary to
the spirit both of the Charter and of our timeso We do not
believe that in the long run history offers much hope that
such policies can accomplish their purpose or can endureo "

There are other questions of this kind which are
before the Assembly but which have not yet come up for
decision and I think it would be inappropriate for me to
speak of them at this timeo In concluding my observations
on the United Nations and on the Assembly Ishould like to
make one or two general remarkso The United Nations
organization - and this Assembly certainly shows it - is in
a very diffi•cult stage of its development . It is having
troubles and new obstacles to overcomea It is having its
discouragements and its defeats, but those of us who are
inclined to criticize it too prematurely, too rashly or too
strongly should realize, I think9 that the United Nations is
not either a court or a superstateo If I may put it this
way, it is only a mirror which reflects the picture o f
what is going on in the world today9 and if the picture is
unpleasant, and indeed at times terrifying9 that is not
the fault of the mirror if the reflection is an honest one .
It is the fault of those who belong to the United Nations
and who, by their policiese do not make it possible for
that organization to work as it was intended it should work
by those who drew up the charter at San Francisco .

Above allp it is the fault of this division of
the world into two camps, which is reflected in the cold war .
Practically every item that comes before any United Nations
body now, including the General Assembly9 is interpreted
in terms of the cold war9 even the most minute and technical
itemo That indeed is a tragic development and one whic h
we could hardly have foreseen when the Charter was drawn u p .
When you are confronted at New York now with a resolution ,
a proposal or a Gtâtement.i the first raaction of most
people is not "what does it say" but "who said it" or "who
wrote it"? That in itself gives a fairly discouraging
picture of our chances of making constructive progress in
these major political issues as long as this tragic
division continues .

These difficulties are increased9 I think, by
the uneasiness and low morale in the secretariat of the
United Nations which is the agent for conducting the day
to day business of the organization . It is a fact that
in some minds and because of certain developments the
international character of the Secretariatp which we so
rightly stressed at San Franciscoa may be lost and that
members of the Secretariat will merely hecome the nominees
of their respective governments owing loyalty not primarily
to the international organization, which should be the
case, but to these governments .
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Yet with all these difficulties9 difficulties
outside the United Nâtions and diff iculties inside the
United Nationsy I suggest that this is no time to weaken
in our support f or5 let alone abandon support for„ this
indispensable piece of international machinery merely because
it has falsif ied some of the illusions that we may have had
when the Charter was draftede After a119 we do not throw
away a car because the wrong kind of gas stalls it ,

Having painted a rather gloomy picture of some
aspects of the work of the Assemblyy I think it is only fair
I should add that real achievements are being made in the
Seventh Assembly9 and that in one sense it is a tribute to
the United Nations itself and to the importance of the
Assembly that these controversial political issues are being
discussed there and that the bIg powers take this agenc y
so seriously as to discuss them in the terms that they do,
It would indeed be the end of all hoge for the United
Nations if it became a body merely for the ezchange of
meaningless courtesieso Furthermore9 headline controversie s
should not lead to ignoring the soiid achievemeY~lts made by
the United Nations in the social9 humanitarian and economic
fields, Progress is being made along those lines in this
seventh session but the progress is not such as to command
very much attention o

I should like to say a few words now on another but
not unrelated subject9 the North Atlantic Treaty Organization,
the Ministerial Council of which meets in Pais a week from
todaya In NATO we have continued to make progress sinc e
the last report I made to the house Gh this mattero The
accession to membership of Greece and Turkey, with their
considerable national forces, -has added to ,the strengt h
of the Organization9 particularly on the southeastern flank,
A NATO command on the Atlantic has been established, with
headquarters at Norfolk5 Virginia, General Ridgway°s
forces in Europe have been increasïng in numbers and
improving in effectiveness from the point of view of defence
installations, particularly airfïelds, and through training
ezerciseso I had the privilege of attending one of the
latter last September, and it showed how much ezperi,ence in
co-operation between national forces has been gained i n
the relatively short time that these operations have been
conduc~ed,

Z`hçre have }►eon comment s in trie press f rom time
to time that the NATO program for 19 .52 g agreed upon at Lisbon
last February and so strongly criticized in certain
quarters4 will not be 100 per cent completed by the en d
of this year, This wi119 I suppose9 turn out to be the
case, though we do not yet know exactly what the total
NATO forces available by the end of this year will bea
Yet on the information that has been made available to
me I am quite confident how that the so-called "Lisbon
goals" for 1952 - this will surprise many who thought thes e
goals were unattainable and that the very effort to reach
them would result in economic chaos - will be in very large
measure achieved, I do not think I should say anything
more on this subject until after the Council meeting ,

In any event9 I do not thtnk we should lay too
great emphasis on mathematical targets for any given date
for forces under arms, provided we are making steady
progress towards our goals and are not at any tlme
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dangerously short of what has been planned for a particular
periodo

In one important respect9 which is sometimes
overlooked9 the NATO countries certainly are much strong.era
Production lines for military equipment are now rollin g
in North America and in the United Kingdomfl and very
considerable progress has been made in this field in Western
Europe, The .equipment position of NATO forces is steadily
and encouragingly improving .

If there are some signs of lessening international
tension m and there are m this is because of the growing
strength and continuing unity of the North Atlantic allianceo
But there is certainly nothing, to warrant resting on our oars
because of that fact9 though, as we settle down to the long
pull - I believe this is good rowing technique m we may
decide to strike a somewhat slower rate . There is certainly
no evidence that the Russian military strength has been
reducedo There is evidence that an increasing proportion of
their military budget is being spent In developing and
producing new equipment to strengthen their already huge
forceso They are certainly preparing for the long pull,,
confident that they can outlast the West and, if necessary,
wait for the "inherent and inevitable contradictions and
conflicts of capitalist society'B to divide, weaken and
ultimately destroy us a

In this long pull we must not ignore of course -
and we do not m the effects of rearmament on the economies
of member natioxiso The national economy of nearly every
European member of NATO has been a tender plant since the
wars and in the case of European members particularly
rearmament has meant continued sacrifices for their peoples o
However urgent rearmament is,0 it has to proceed in accordance
with the economic and political capabilities of the member
stateso Otherwise we would invite those economic and
social conditions within member nations which would create
a favourable climate for the growth of Communism in our
society, .

It was to avoid this sort of danger that the
Council of NATO o0o established at its Ottawa meeting
over a year ago a .temporary committee to review military
requirements and national programs in the light of the
economic, social and political capabilities of member nationso
A similar review for the current year is now under way
and will be shortly completeds but that review has been
conducted in a different fashion. I think this is of some
interest in the light of the fears that were expressed
here at the time of the last meeting - that NATO might
fall completely under the militaryo The Council of NATO,
which has established its positionp is the directin g
and controlling body of NATO and is now in permanent
sessiono That Councily through its Secretariat, i s
conducting these annual studies and will control the decisions
which will be made and passed on to various government s
and parliaments arising out of•,:rthe studies o When this
review is concluded,, and it should be concluded shortly,
NATO members will no doubt have further guidance on NATO
requirements and on their national programs . Thesea while
agreed plans, must be flexible and constantly reviewe d
in the light of changing circumstances and requirementso



aoowith respect to military security and national
security, it is certain that we have yet achieved it .
Although we have made real progress there is still a long
way to go in making NATO a defensive bulwark against
aggression and as one element in that security., The risk
of aggression remains and our recent gains in defensive
strength must be consolidated and extended, and our
co-operation strengthened and enlarged before we can feel
safe . So, I suggest, we must press ahead in our own country,
and in other countries of NATO, not merely with strengthening
the military side of the alliance but also with building its
political, economic and moral strength as well where progress
is sometimes difficult and discouragingly slow .

We have no reason to assume on our part that there
has been any change of policy or of heart on the part o f
the Kremlin and its satellites in recent months since Stalin
has laid down the new party line - characteristically enough
in an article in a magazine, It is possible, however, that
there has been a switch in tactics in Moscow9 as ha s
frequently happened before in the history of Communist
imperialism, During the immediate postwar period its aim
in the West was to extend political control over whatever
areas its armies occupied9 and to exploit the postwar
instability in other countries of Western eZrope so as to
bring into power governments which would be friendly and
could ultimately be controlled .by the Kreiilin . But the
governments and peoples of the democracies have awakened
to the danger and, particularly through NATO, have begun
to organize their defences against it, An immediate
present aim of the Kremlin is clearly to stop this progress
toward security and unification by dividing and wrecking
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization, by exploiting distrust
of the United States within and without that organization .

With this object in view, Communist imperialists
have mounted an offensive of propaganda and subversio n
designed to weaken, confuses and discourage the democracies .
The main vehicle of this offensive, that is up to the
present àlthough there have been some signs that it has
been reduced, is the so-called peace campaign in which not
only the formal peace organization but all Communist-front
organizations are actively workingo Meanwhile, much
emphasis is being placed ony the possibility of peaceful
co-existence between the Communist world and the democratic
world which only the warmongering policies of the United
States prevent - so goes the line, and some misunderstanding
is being caused by it .

The ideal of "peaceful co-existence", in which
indeed every man of good will must believe, presupposes an
absence of aggressive intention . The Communist imperialists
have not produced any evidence that their policie s
have in fact become compatible with their peaceful professions .
They certainly have not produced any such evidence .in the
present /lssembly of the United Nations . A genuine policy
of peaceful co-existence implies a readiness to co-operate
for the purposes of peace and for the promotion of human
welfare . Instead of a readiness to co-operate for these
purposes, the Communist imperialists resort to propaganda
campaigns of hatred and falsehood . "Peaceful co-existence",
in Soviet terminology, seems indeed to mean simply all
mischief short of war, just as Soviet policy seems to mean
military aggression if necessary but not necessarily military
aggression .
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. . .I hope to have another opportunity before this
session has gone too far of making another statement on the,
final results of the United Kations assembly and, indeed,
on the results of the NATO Council meeting which takes place
this month. What I have said, however, about our policies
at the United NtLtions, and about the policies which we
continue to pursue in the North Atlantic Treaty Organization,
does, I hope, confirm what indeed probably does not need
confirmation - that Canadian policy is directed solely
toward bringing about in the United Nations and in NATO,
and in any other organization devoted to peace, a peace which
will be more than the kind of peace we have today . It is
directed toward a peace which will mean more than merel y
the absence of fighting ; and to the bringing about of a
security that can ultimately be based upon something stronge r
and more permanent than force .

S /C



APPENDIX

TELEGRW.7S DATED 5 DECE1,1BER 1952 ADDRESSED BY THE PRESIDENT OF
THE GENE~~.l ASSEh:1BLY TO THE "~?ITIISTERS FOR FOREIGN AFF _f IRS OF
THE PEKING GOVERPTi,,1EVT AND OF NORTH KOREA ; KOREAN RESOLUTIONS ;

RESOLUTIONS ON RACE CONFLICT IN SOUTH AFRIC A

December 5, 1952

Sir,

The General Assembly of the United Nations, at its
399th plenary meeting on December 3, 1952, adopted a resolution
under item 16 (a)-of its agenda-Korea : Reports of the United
Nations Commission for the Unification and Rehabilitation of Koreaa
Under the terms of that resolution, originally sponsored by the
Government of India, the President of the General Assembly is re-
quested "to communicate the following proposals to the Central
People's Government of the I'eople's Republic of China and to the
North Korean authorities as forming a just and reasonable basi s
for an agreement so that an immediate cease-fire would result and
be effected ; to•invite their acceptance of these proposals and to
make a report to the General Assembly during its present session
and as soon as appropriate"o In discharge of the duty placed upon
me by the terms of that resolution, I have the honour to transmit
to you the text of the resolution and to invite your acceptance of
the proposals contained therein o

2 . I send this message to you against the background of the
casualties, the sufferings, and the destruction in Korea which are
the inevitable consequence of war, and I add my personal appeal that
you should give it your most thoughtful and sympathetic considera-
tiono when the First Committee of the General Assembly, by an
unanimous decision, agreed to treat the Korean question as a matter
of urgency, its decision reflected the concern of all members of
the United Nations, a concern which I am sure is shared by the
peoples of the world, over the tragedy of war and devastation in
Korea, and their deep desire to bring this war to an end on terms
acceptable to both sideso To this end negotiations have been pro-
ceeding for some sixteen months at Panmunjom, in the course of
which a wide measure of agreement on the terms of an armistic e
has been reachedo The sole remaining issue which has not been
settled in the course of these armistice negotiations concern s
the principles and procedures by which the repatriation of prisoners-
of-war can be effeeted .

3 . In itself, the prisoners-of-war issue is a challenge to
the fundamental humanitarian instincts which are shared by all
mankind and urgently calls for solutiono In camps on both sides,
human beings have been kept for long months under military deten-
tion while the lengthy negotiations concerning their fate have
been continuing. There is an inescapable moral obligation on
both sides in the Korean conflict to make every possible effort
to ensure that these prisoners-of-war shall be free to return to
their homelands, and their speedy return facilitated a

4 . The discussion of this matter in the first committee of
this assembly has made clear the general agreement in the United
Nations that this problem should be dealt with and the repatria-
tion of prisoners-of-war should be effected under the terms of the
Geneva Convention relative to the treatment of prisoners-of-war of
August 12, 1949, under the well-estLblished principles and practice
of international law, and under the relevant provisions of the
draft armistice agreementa It was also generally agreed that
prisoners-of-wrzr should be released from the custody of the detain-
ing powers to a repatriation commission so that they can be free
to exercise their undoubted right with respect to repatriation,

I



and that it was inconsistent with co=aon humanitarian principles
that a detaining power should offer any hindrance to the return
to their homelands of any prisoners-of-war . Yinally, there was

general agreement that the Geneva convention cannot be construed
as authorizing a detaining power to employ force to effect the
return of individual prisoners _of,-war to their homelands .

5 . The General Asseu:lbly Resolution clearly states the
above principles with respect to the solution of the prisoner-of-
war issue, and, in addition, makes concrete proposals with re gard
to the machinery of repatriation . It represents ideas put forward
by many governments represented in the General Assembly whose un-
animous desire is to bring peace to Korea . The resolution can ma!;
this desire effective because its acceptance will make it possible
to achieve an armistice and a complete and immediate cessation of
hostilities .

6 . The resolution, in addition, makes reference to the desin
of the Qeneral Assembly to expedite and facilitate, once an arm-
istice is effective, the convening of a political conference pro-
vided for in Article 60 of the draft armistice agreement already
accepted by the military negotiators at Panmunjom .

7 . It is my earnest hope that the Central People's Govern-
ment of the People's Republic of China will accept these proposals
of the General Assembly as a basis for the solution of the one
remaining issue which has prevented the conclusion of an armistice
during the negotiations at Panmunjom . Once this i ssue is solved,
it will become possible to bring the fighting to an end and complet
the programme for a peaceful settlement in Korea leading, we must
hope, towards a more general settlement which would contribute to
peace in Asia and in the world .

8 . The United Nations is determined to do everything possib'_
to bring the fighting to an end in Korea . This is also the declare
aim of the Central People's Government . This common aid can be
achieved if the proposals which are now submitted for your conside:
tion are, as I earnestly hope will be the case, accepted in the
spirit in which they are put forward . In this hope, as president
of the seventh session of the General Assembly of the United Natiod
I appeal to you to accept these proposals of the United Nations as
forming a just and reasonable basis for an agreement which will
serve to bring about a constructive and durable peace in Korea .

9 . I shall look forward to receiving as soon as possible
your reply to this communication, which I shall report to the
General AssciaVly when i t 1s l'Cceiveci .

10 . In accordance with the decision of the General Assembly,
the text of the resolution has also been communicated to the North
Korean authorities, to thom I am sending a similar message .

11 . Please accept, sir, the assurances of my highest con-
sideration .

LESTER B . PEARSON
President

General Assembly .

His Excellency,
Mr . Chou En-lai ,
Minister for Foreign Affairs ,
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Central

People's Government of the People's
Republic of China ,

PEKING, China



KOREA

21-POWER RESOLUTION

(This resolution did not conte to the vote )

Australia, Belgium, Canada, Colombia! Denmark, Ethiopia, France,
Greece, Honduras, Iceland, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Nicaragua ,
New Zealand, Norway, Philippines, Thailaxd, Turkey, United Kingdom,
United States, Uruguay : Draft resolution on Kore a

THE GENERAL ASSIIVIBLY,

1 . HAVING RECEIVED the special report of the Unified Comman d
of 18 October 1952 on the status of military action and the armis-
tice negotiations in Korea ,

2 . NOTING with approval the efforts of the United Nations
negotiators to achieve a .just and honourable armistice to bring an
end to the fighting in Korea in accordance with United Nations
principles ,

3 . NOTING FURTHER that disagreement on one remaining issue has
prevented the achievement of such an armistice ,

4 . REAFFIRMS the earnest intention of the United Nations to
reach a just and honourable settlement of the Korean conflict ;

5 . NOTES WITH APPROVAL the tentative agreements which the United
Nations Command has reached on behalf of the United Nations ;

6 . NOTES WITH APPROVAL the principle followed br-the United
Nations Command with regard to the question of repstriation of
prisoners of war, and the numerous proposals which the United
Nations Command has made to solve the questions in accordance
with this humanitarian principle ;

7 . NOTES FURTHER that other suggestions consistent with the
basic humanitarian position of the United Nations Command have
been made by various hiembers of the United Nations ;

8 . CALLS TTPON the Central People's Government of the People's
Republic of China and upon the North Korean authorities to avert
further bloodshed by having their negotiators agree to an armistice
vrhich recognizes the rights of all prisoners of war to an un-
restricted opAortunity to be r?ratriated and a :*oids the use of
force in their repatriation ;

9 . REQ,UESTS the President of the General Assembly to transmit
this resolution tb the Central People's Government of the People's
Republic of China and to the North Korean authorities, and to make
a report to the General Assembly as soon as he dèems appropriate
during the present session on the result of his action .

KOREA

(This resolution did not come to the vote )

Mexico : draft resolution

The General Assembly ,

HEREAS it is the purpose of the United Nations to restore peace
and, therefore, to achieve the cessation of hostilities in Korea
through the conclusion of a just and honourable armistice ;



WHEREAS from official reports at the disposal of the General Asse,t
it follows that the only obstacle to the conclusion of the arnmistic
lies in the fact that it has not been possible to reach an agree-
ment in regard to the exchange of prisoners-of-war ;

WHEREAS the United Nations must safeguard the application of the
humanitarian principles that underlie the international instrument,
in force relating to prisoners-of-war ;

A

REQULSTS the President of the General Assembly to invite, through
the channels that he may deem appropriate, the Military Commanders
of the North Korean and Chinese forces in Korea to consider the
following general bases for the exchange of prisoners of war, With
a view to facilitate the early conclusion of the armistice :

1 . Prisoners-of-war held by either of the parties, who
have voluntarily expressed their desire to return to the country
of their origin, will be repatriated without del&y upon the con-
clusion of the armistice .

2 . Other prisoners-of-war held by either of the parties,
desirous of establishing temporary residence in other States, woulLu
not return to the country of their origin until the coming into
force of the decisions that, in order to achieve a peaceful settle-
ment of the Korean question, might be adopted in the Politicdl
Conference that will take place after the armistice, in comformity
with the agreement reached by the r,âi litary Commanders, on poin t
5 of the Armistice agenda .

3 . Pending the entry into force of the above-mentioned
decisions, the situation of the prisoners-of-war referred to in
paragraph 2 shall be governed by the following rules :

(a) The General Assembly, acting in the manner and through the
channel it may deem appropriate, will negotiate with each
State agreeing to participate in the plan envisaged in
this Resolution, - on the number of prisoners which such a
State may be prepared to receive in its territory, as well
as on the conditions inherent to their admission .

(b) Once in the country of temporary residence, the authorities
of that country shall grant them a migratory status which
would enable them to work in order to provide for their
needs .

4. When the situation foreseen for their repatriation
arises as described in paragraph 2 above, the authorities of the
countries of origin would grant facilities for the return of the
ex-prisoners-of-war and would furnish guarantees for the sub-
sequent protection of their freedom and their lives .

5 . In the case of those ex-prisoners-of- war, who, by
virtue of the present Resolution, would be provisionally residing
in another country and would express their will to return to their
country of origin before the situation foreseen for their repatrie
tion in the terms of paragraph 2 has arisen, the United Nations
would provide the means to carry their wishes into effect .

B

REaUESTS the President of the General Assembly to report to the
Assembly in due course concerning the result of the steps which
he is asked to take by this Resolution .
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KOREA

(This resolution did not come to the vote )

Peru : draft resolûtion

The_ General Assembly ,

Expressing the desire of mankind for an immediate, just
and honourable peaee, and considering that the only issue whieh has
prevented the conclusion of the armistice is that relating to the
repatriation of prisoners -of-war ,

Decides_._.~

1 . To set up a five-member Commission on which each of the
parties tà the conflict shall be represented by one delegate . The
General Assembly, for its part, shall appointtdvo delegates and in- .
vite the collaboration of a neutral state, not a lliember of th e
United Nations, to be a member of the Commission and to serve as
its Chairman .

2 . The Commission appointed as aforesaid shall immediately
take steps to co-operate in the repatriation of prisoners in accord-
ance with their freely expressed wishes .

3 . Prisoners not wishing to be repatriated shall remain under
the protection of the Commission in a neutralized zone so long a s
no provision has been made for their future .

4. The said Commission shall propose to the United Nations
at the earliest possible moment the most suitable measures for
the final decision as to the future of the prisoners remaining
under its protection, one of the measures to be considered being
their transfer to the territory of such Powers as may be prepared
to receive them, or their settlement in Trust Territories in
agreement with the Administering Power concerned . Prisoners
shall, in any event, be free to make a decision later concerning
their return to their place of origin .

5 . In the performance of its f unctions, the Commission
shall be guided by the principles of the United Nations Charter
and by the Declaration of Human Rights ,

KOREA

(This resolution was rejected by the
General Assembly )

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics : : revised draft resolution

The General Assembly ,

Naving considered the report of the Commission for the Unifica-
tion and r~ehabilitation of Korea ,

Considers it necess4ry :

To establish a Commission for the peacef ul settlement of
the Korean question with provision for the participation of the
parties directly concerned and of other States, including States
which have not tahen part in the Korean war . The Commission shall
consist of the f ollowing members : United States of America ,
United Kingdom, France, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics ,
leople's Republie of China, India, Burma, Stivitzerland, Czechoslovakia,



People'.s Democratic Republic of Korea and South Korea e

To instruct the said Commission to take immediate
steps for the settlement of the Korean question on the basis of the
unification of .Korea-to be effected by the Koreans themselves
under the supervision of the above-mentioned Commission such steps
to include comprehensive action to promote the repatriation of al l
prisoners-of-war by both sides .

-REV-hSION . OF-'SOVIET :RESOLUTION ON KOREA

The Soviet delegation on November 23 submitted the folio .,
ing addendum to be inserted as the first paragraph of the réviséd
Soviet resolution :

-"To recommend to the belligerents in Korea an immediate
and complete cease-fire, i .e . the cessation of military operations
by both sides on land, by sea and in the air, on the basis of the
draft armistice agreement already approved by the belligerelitq,
the question of the complete repatriation of prisoners-ot'-vaar to
be referred for its solution to the commission for the peaceful
settlement of the Korean question provided for in the U.S .S .R .
draft resolution, in which commission questions shall be decided
by two-thirds majority vote of its members . "

TEXT:OF RESOLUTION ON KOREA

ADOPTED BY UNITED NATIONS GENF.,RAL ASSIIûBLY ON
DECIItiIBER 3, 1952 .

(This resolution is based upon and consists principally of alre-
solution introduced by the Delegation of India )

"THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

HAVING RECEIVED the special Report of the United Nations Command
of the 18 October 1952 on "the present status of military action
and armistice negotiations in Korea" and other relevant reports
relating to Korea; -

NOTING WITH APPROVAL the considerable progress towards an armistice
made by negotiation at Panmunjom and the tentative agreements to
end the fighting in Korea and to reach a settlement of the Korean
question ;

NOTING FURTEE,R that disagreement between the parties on one re-
maining issue, alone, prevents the conclusion of an a rmistice and
that a considerable measure of agreement already exists on the
principles on which this remaining issue can be resolved ;

MINDFUL of the continuing and vast loss of life, devastation and
suffering resulting from and accompanying the continuance o f
the fightino ;

DEEPLY CONSCIOUS of the need to bring hostilities to a speed y
end and of the need for a peaceful settlement of the KQrean questi c

AIJKIOUS TO EXPEDITE AND FACILITATE the convening of the political
conference as provided in Article 60 of the Draft Armistice Agree-
ment ;

AFFIRMS that the release and repatriation of Prisoners-of-War
shall be effected'in accordance with the "Geneva Convention relative
to the treatment of Prisoners of War", dated 12 August 1949, the
well-established principles and practice of International La w
and the relevant provision of the Draft Armistice Agreement ;
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AFFIRMS that force shall not be used against Prisoners-of- War t o
prevent or effect their return to their homelands, and that they
shall at all time be treated humanely in accordance with the ,
specific provisions of the Geneva Convention and with the general
spirit of the Convention ;

ACCORDINGLY REQUESTS the President of the General Assembly to
communicate the following proposals to the Central People's
Government of the People's Republic of China and to the North
Korean Authorities as forming a just and reasonable basis for
agreement so that an immediate cease-fire would result and be ef-
fected ; to invite their acceptance of these proposals and to make
a report to the General Assembly during its present session and
as soon as appropriate ;

PROPOSALS

1 . In order to facilitate the return to their homelands -
of all Prisoners,-of-War, there shall be established a Repatriation
Commission consisting of representatives of Czechoslovakia, Poland,
Sweden and Switzerland, that is the four States agreed to for the
constitution of the Neutral Nations Supervisory Commission and
referred to in paragraph 37 of the Draft Armistice Agreement ,
or constituted, alternatively, of representatives of four States
not participating in hostilities, two nominated by each side, but
excluding representatives of States that are permanent members of
the Security Council .

2 . The release and repatriation of Prisoners-of-War shall
be effected in accordance with the "Geneva Convention relative to
the treatment of Prisoners-of-War", dated 12 August 1949, th e
wéll-established principles and practice of International Law and
the relevant provisions of the Draft Armistice Agreement .

3 . Force shall not be used against the Prisoners-of-war
to prevent or effect their return to their homelands and no
violence to their persons or affront to their dignity or self-
respect shall be permitted in any manner or for any purpose what-
soever. This duty is enjoined on and entrusted to the Repatria-
tion Commission and each of its members . Prisoners-of-War shall
at all times be treated humanely in accordance with the specific
provisions of the Geneva Convention and with the general spirit
of that Convention .

4 . All Prisoners-of-War shall be released to the Repatria-
tion Commission from military control and from the custody of the
data ining side in û,~recd nc::.i'ocrc and 4t abreed exchange points in
agreed demilitarized zones .

5. Classification of Prisoners-of-War accordinU to nationality
and domicle as _r.roposed in the letter of 16 October from Genera l
Fïim IL Sung, Supreme Commander of the Korean t,eople5 Army, and
General henF, Teh-Huai, Commander of the Chinese 1-eople's Volun-
teers, to General Mark W . Clark, Commander-in-Chief, United
rations Command, shall then be carried out imriediately .

6 . After classification, Prisoners-of-War shall be free
to return to their homelands, forthwith, and their speedy return
shell be facilitated by all parties concerned .

7 . In accordance with arrangements prescribed for the
purpose by the Repatriation Commission, each party to the conflict
shall have freedom and facilities to explain to the Prisoners-oP-
,lar "depending upon them" their rights and to inform the Prisoners



of-âVar on any matter relatin; to their return to their homelands
and pa rtieularly their full freedom to return .

8. Red Cross teams of both sides shall assist the Repatria-
tion Commission in its work and shall have access, in accordance
with the terms of the Draft Armistice Agreement, to Prisoners-
of-War while they are under the temporary jurisdiction of the
Repatriation Commission .

9 . Prisoners-of-War shall have freedom and facilities to
make representations and communications to the Repatriation Com-
mission and to bodies and agencies working under the Repatriation
Commission, and to inform any or all such bodies of their desires
on any matter concerning themselves, in accordance with arrange-
ments made for the purpose by the Commission . ,

10 . Notivithstandinü the provisions of paragraph 3 above
nothing in this aepatriation Agreement shall be construed as
derogating from the authority of the Repatriation Commission
(or its authorized representatives) to exercise its legitimate
f unctions and responsibilities for the control of the prisoners
under its temporary jurisdiction e

11 . The ternis of this Repatriation Agreement and the arrange
ments arising therefrom shall be made known to all Prisoners-of-~re

12 . The Repatriation Commission is entitled t o call upon
parties to the conflict, its own member governments, or the Mem-
ber States of the United T3ations for such legitimate assistance
as it may require in the carrying out of its duties and tasks and
_in accordance with the decisions of the Commission in this respec t

13 . When the two sides have made an agreement for repatriati
based on these proposals, the interpretation of that agreement
shall rest with the xepatriation Commission . In the event of
disagreement in the Commission, majority decision shall prevail .
When no majority decision is possible, an umpire agreed upon in
accordance with the succeeding paragraph and with Article 132
of the Geneva Convention of 1949 shall have the deciding vote .

14. The Repatriation Commission shall at its f irst meeting
and prior to an armistice proceed to agree upon and appoint the
umnire who shall at all times be available to the Commission and
shall act as its Chairman unless otherwise agreed . If agree-
ment on the appointment of the umpire cannot be reached by the
Commission within the period of three weeks after the date of the
first meeting this matter should be referred to the General Assem~

15. The Repatriation Commission shall also arrange after the
armistice for officials to function as umpires with inspecting
teams or other bodies to which functions are delegated or assigned
by the Commission or under the provisions of the Draft Armistice
Agreement, so that the comnletion of the return of Prisoners-of-
War to their homelands shall be expedited .

16 . When the Repatriation Agreement is acceded to by the
parties concerned and when an umpire has been appointed under
paragraph 14 above, the Draft Armistice Agreement, unless other-
wise altered by agreement between the parties, shall be deemed
to have been accepted by them, The provisions of the Draft
Armistice Agreement shall apply except in so far as they are
modified by the Repatriation Agreement . Arrangements for re-
patriation under this agreement will begin when the armistice
agreement is thus concluded .
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17 . At the end of ninety days, after the Armistice Agree-
ment has been signed, the disposition of any Prisoners-of-War
whose return•to their homelands may not have been effected in
accordance with the procedure set out in these proposals or as
otherwise agreed, shall be referred with recommendations for
their disposal, including a target date for the termination .
of their detention to the political conference to be called as
provided under Article 60 of the Draft Armistice Agreement .
If at the end of a further thirty days tiliei-e are any Prisoners-
of-VJar whose return to their homelands has not been affected
under the above procedures or whose future has hot been provided
for by the political conference, the responsibility for their
care and maintenance and for their subsequent disposition shall
be .transfexred t o the United Nations which in all matters relating
to them shall act strictly in accordance with international law . "

TEXT OF 18-POWER RESOLUTION PASSED BY THE AD HOC POLITICAL
COKMITTEE ON NOVEMLBER 20, 1952 .

The General Assembly ,

Having taken note of the communication dated 12 September 1952,
addressed to the Secretary-General of the United Nations by the
Delegations of Afghanistan, Burma, Egypt, India, Indonesia, Iraq,
Iran, Lebanon, Pakistan, the Philippines, Syria, Saudi Arabi a
and Yemen, regarding the question of race conflict in South Africa
resulting from the policies of apartheid of the Government of the
Union of South Africa ,

Considerin:- that one of the purposes of the United Nations is to
ac eve international co-operation in promoting and encouraging
respect for human rights and fundamental freedom for all, without
distinction as to race, sex, language or religion,

Recallin that the General Assembly declared in its resolution
103 I that it is in the higher interests of humanity to put an
end to religious and so-called racial persecution and called upon
all Governments tor,conform both to the letter and to the spirit
Of the Charter and to take the most prompt and energetic step s
to that end ,

Considerin? that the General Assembly has held in its resolutions
an 511 (VI) that a policy of "racial segregation" (a ar-

theid ) is necessarily based on doctrines of racial discrimination,

1. Establishes a commission consisting of , to study
the racial situation in the Union of South Africa in the light of
the Purposes and F'rinciples of the Charter, with due regard t o
the provision of Article 2, paragraph ?, as well as the provisions .
of Article 1, paragraph 2 and paragraph 3 . Article 13, paragraph
1 (b), Article 55 (c) and Article 56 of the Charter, and the
resolutions of the United Nations on racial persecution and dis-
crimination and to report its conclusions to the General Assembly
at 4ts eighth session ;

2 . Invites the Government of the Union of South Africa to
extend its_f_u_1=c o-operation to the Coiamission ;

3 . . Requests the Secretary-General to provide the Commission
with .the necessary staff and facilities :

4 . Decides to retain the question on the agenda of the
eiE;hth re gu r:r session of the General Assembly of the United Nations,



TEXT OF SCANDIVAVIAN RESOLUTION

PASSED BY THE AD HOC POLITICAL COhIMITTEE ON NO Ta BER 20, 1952

The General Assembly ,

Having taken note of the communication dated 12 September 1952,
addressed t o the Secretary-General of the United Nations by the
Delegations of Afghanistan, Burma, Egypt, India, Indonesia, Iraq ;
Iran, Lebanon, Pakistan, the Philippines, Syria, Saudi Arabia and
Yemen, regarding the question of race conflict in South Africa
resulting from the policies of apartheid of the Government of the
Union of South Africa #

Considering that one of the purposes of the United Nations is to
achieve international co-operation in promoting and encouraging
respect for human rights and fundamental freedom for all, without
distinction as to race, seg,-language or religion ,

Recallin that the General Assembly declared in its resolution
I that it is-in the higher interests of humanity to put an

end to religious and so-called racial persecution and called upon
all Governments to conform both to the letter and to the spirit of
the Charter and to take the most prompt and energetic steps to
that end

. 1. Declares that in a multi-racial society harmony and res-
pect for human rights and freedoms and the peaceful development of
a unified community are best assured when patterns of legislation
and practice are directed towards ensuring equality before the
law of all persons regardless of race, creed or color, and when
economic, social, cultural and political participation of all
racial groups is on a basis of equality .

2 . - Affirms that governmental policies of Member, .States
which are not directed towards these goals, but which are designed
.to perpetuate or increase discrimination, are inconsistent with
the pledges of the Members under Article 56 of the Charter ;

3 . Solemnly calls upon all Member States to bring their
policies into conformity with their obligation under the Charter
to promote the observance of human rights and fundamental freedoms .

Text of South African Resolution Defeated in Ad Hoc Politieal
ConAlittee, November 20, 1 952

Havin,z re ,,r ard to the provisiona of Article 2, Ÿaragraph 7, of the
Charter of the United Nations ,

The Ad Hoc Political Committee finds that it has no competence to
consider the item entitled "The Question of Race Conflict in South
Africa Resulting from the Policies of Apârtheid of the Government
of the Union of South Africa" .

Text of South African Resolution Defeated in Plenary Session of
the GeneralAssembly, December 6, 195 2

The General Assembly,

Having regard to the provisions of Article 2, paragraph 7, of the
Charter,

Finds that it is unable to adopt the proposals on the item entitled
'ff_TTe7Question of Race Conflict in South Africa Resulting from the
Policies of Apartheid of the Government of the Union of South Afric
contained in the Rapporteur's Report of the Ad Hoc Political Commit
dated December 2, 1952 .


