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CHINESE REPRESENTATION IN THE UNITED NATIONS

FPRO AND CON

The following materials have been selected for their usefulness
in providing arguments in support of and in opposition to the seating

of the People's Republic of China in the United Nations. We have also

included materials which will provide arguments against the expulsion

of the Republic of China from the United Nations.
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I. Debate in the United Nations General Assembly

A. United Nations Monthly Chronicle, December 1969, pages 3-12.

Representation of China
AssEmMiBLy Decision

The General Assembly, on 11 November,
adopted an 18-Power resolution under
which it reafiirmed its previous decision
that any proposal io change the repre-
sentation of China was an important
guestion, reguiring a twe-thirds majority
voie under the terms of Articlc 18 of the
Charter. The resolution, adopted by a rodi-
calt vote of 71 in favour {o 48 against,
with 4 abstentions, was sponsored by Aus-
tralia, Brazil, Costa Rica, Gabon, Hait,
lapan, [esotho, - Madapuscar, Malawi,
Wew Zealand, Micaragua, Paraguay, the
Philippines, Spain, Swaziland, Thailand,
Togo and the United Statcs.

The Asscmbly rejected a. 17-Power
draft resofution which would have had

the Assembly "restore afl its rights to the

People’s Repubtic of China and to recog-
nize the representatives of its Govern-
ment as the only lawlul representatives

of Ching in the United Nations, and to .

expet forthwith the representatives of
Chiang Wai-shek from the place which
they unfawfully occopy at the United Wa-
tiona nnd in 2il organizations related to

it", The vote on this proposal was 48

votes in favour to 56 sgainst, with .21
abstentions, It wes spongored by Albsma,

Algeria, Cambodia, Congo (RBrazzaville),
Cuba, Guinea, Irasg, Mali, Mauritania,
Pakistan, Romania, Southern Yemen, Su-
dan, Syria, United Republic of Tanza-
pia, Yemen, and Zambia, (For details of
rodi-call vote, sce page 11.)

. The request for the inclusion of the
item “Restoration of the lawful rights of
the Prople’s Republic of China in the
United Nations” was made on & Scptem-
ber by Albania, Algeria, Cambodia, Con-
po {Brazzaville}, Cuba, Guinea, Mali,
Mauritania, Romania, Southern Vemen,
Sytia, the United Republic of Tanzania,
Yemen, and Zambia. The explanatory
memorandum accompanying the request
stated that the restoration of the lawfu!
rights of the People’s Republic of China
irn the United Nations was more vital than
evier for the future of the Grganization.
Furthermore, the persistent refusal to re-
store to the People's Republic of China
the seat which rightfully belonged to it
was not only an extremely prave denial
of justice, but it was also inconsistent with
one of the essential principles of the Uni-
ted Natiéns, namely, that of universality,
With a pepulation of more thar 700 mil-
lion, China, a founding Member of the
United Nations and o permancent mem-
ber of the Seccurity Council, had since
1949 been refused by petty artifices the
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right to occupy the seat which had always
belonged to it, The Government of the
People’s Kepublic of China had always
followed a policy aimed at settling by
peaceful means all disputes which might
cxist or arise between independent States,
China's scrispulous observance of the Go-
neva Agreements of 1954 on Indo-China
and those of 1262 on Laog, o which it
was a signatory, was the best possible ex-
ample of this policy. China had demon-
strated and continued to demonstrate that
it earnesily desired peace and peaceful
cocxisience with sl countrizs on a basis
of equality and mutual respect. 1t had ak
ways expressed support for the peoples
strugpling against colonialism in all its
forms in order to excrcise their right io
self-determination and independence in
conformity with the principles of the Uni-
ted Nations Charter, The United States,
by opposing the scating of the represent-
atives of the Feople's Republic of China,
had rejected the principles of peaceful co-
existeree, violating the principles and pur-
poses of the Charter. The “quaraniine”
policy which certain Powers had pursued
for many years with rogard to the Pzo-
ple’s Republic of China was unrealistic
and dangerous, because it was recognized
that no important intcrnational problem
could be solved without the participation
of that country. It was impossible simul-
- tancously to recognize, on the one hand,
the international role of the Feople’s Re-
public of China and to dispute, on the
other hand, its lawful place in the United
Nations whose main purpose was a com-
mon search for sclutions to world prob-
lemns. Such a position was logically and
practically urdenable. The reality of the
existence of the People’s Republic of Chi-
na could not be changed to suit the myth
of 1 so-calied “Republic of China", fabri-
cated out of a portion of Chinese territory,
It was well-known that the unlawhil au-
thfiritics instailed in the island of Taiwan
remained there only because of the per-
manent presence of the armed forces of
the United States. The {fundamental infer-
ests of the Uniled Mations demanded that
it prompily put an end to this unaccept-
able and dangerone situation which some
continned fo seck to impose on the in-
ternational community, in defiance of all
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principles, in order to fulfil and imple-
nient a policy which was being increasing-
ly repudiated. Furthermore, this attitude,
through the unhappy precedent which it
created, could not but give rise to uncer-
tainty regarding the fulure of the national
and -territorial wnity of many Member
Hates,

Consequently, the sponsoring Govern-
ments were convinced that the restoration
to the People’s Republic of China of its
lawful rights in the United Nations and in
all its subsidiary and afliliated bodies, and
the recognition of the representatives of
the Government of the People's Repubtic
of China as the sole legitimate represent-

atives of China to the United Nations.

was absolutely and urgently necessary in
order-to strenpgthen the autherity and
prestige of the Organization, This implied
the immediaie expulsion of the represent-
atives of Chiang Kai-shek's clicue from
the seat which they unjustly otcupied in
the Usited Mations and in all the bodies
affiliated to i,

Views of Delegations

The representative of Cambodia, 2 co-
sponsor of the 17-Power resolution, stated
that it was an honour to open the debate
on the occasion of the twentieth anpiver-
sary of the founding of the Peoople's
Republic of China. For years Cambodia
and other peace-loving States had beea
ceaselessly denouncing the injustice come
mitted against the people of China—the
most flagrant viclation of the principles
of the Charter—instigated by the suc-
cessive Governments of the United States.
The guestion was not that of admitting
a new Member, since China was already
a founding Mcember of the United Na-
tions. It was one of representation, Was
the representative of China the People's
Republic of China, which controlied the
vast continent ¢f 10 million square kilo-
meters, or was it the so-called MNationslist
Governnent of Chiang Kai-shek, which'
had taken refuge in the Chinese province
of Taiwan under the military protection
of a foreign Power? Since the creation
of the United Nations, several Mem-
ber States had hed changes in their
political and social régimes and popular
revolutions, Those covatries neveriheless
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remained Members of the United MNa-
tions. China, like the great majority of
the United hations, had known humilia-
tion and cxploitation by the imperialist
West; it was the duty of the formerly
oppressed people to fight against the
discrimination  and  injustice  instigated
by certain imperialist Western Powers
against the Chinese people. The present
régime of the People's Republic of China
was an emmnation of the sspirations of
the Chinese people, and ihe so-called
Mationalist Yovernment of Chiang Kai-

-shek was corrupt and had been rejected

forever by the Chinese peopic.

Many Usited Siates statesmen bad rec.

ogrized thaf China did not constitnte a
danger to e world. But certain Govern-
ments, in order 10 oppose the restoration
of the lawlul rights of China in the

- United Mations, continued fo claim that

China was warlike and that the United
States was peace-loving, Fowever, the
truih was that the so-called peace-loving
countries shamelessly uvsed their military
power against those who were altempting
to recover or to maintain their independ-
ense, or whe were merely defending their
territorial integrity. The deliberate effort
to keep Chima out of the Upited MNations
did more harm io the Orpanization than
to China. The representative of Cam-
bodia appealed to all delegations to reject
the dralt resolution sponsored by the
United States and others and support the
17-Power rezolution,

The representative of Albania, also a
ca-sponsor, asserted that it was impossible
for the United Natlons {0 solve the im-
portant world problems facing it without
the participation of the People's Republic

of China. The reason for its absence was.

the hostile policy of the United States.
The legitimate place of great China in
the United MNztions was tsurped by the
rernants of a band of traitors in the pay
of the United States, who had been re-
jected by the Chinese people after the
triumph of the people's revolution 20

~years ago. This was one of the main

causes that had brought about the decline
in the Organization. The proposal of the
socin-imperiatists of the Soviet Usion for
the establishrment of a collective security
systern in Asiz and the cynieal draft ap-

peal to all States were the produst of
their dealings with the United Siates im-
perialists, desipned to repress revolution-
ary movements in Asia and to - apply
cernmon plans of encirclement and ap-
gression against socialist China, The col-
lusion of the United States and the Sovief
Urion was danpgerous for the effeciive
operation of the United Nations, particu-
larly the Security Couneil, It was essential
for the recovery of the United Nations to
free the Orpanization from the sinister
collusion of the two Powers. China had
startled the world by tremendous suc-
cesses in all fields, and it was developing
nuclear weapons solely for defensive pur-
poses and in order to break the nuclear

- monopoly, although it would never be the

first to use those weapons. From the very
day of its existence, the People’s Republic
of China had followed a policy of peace,
friendship, good neighbourtiness and non-
intervention. The American imperialists
and the Soviet rovisionists saw it ag the
main obstacle 1o their plans for world
hegemony. As to the. propaganda cam.
pafgn accusing China of aggressive de-
signs, thoge were vain efforts which could
deceive no one. The peoplés of the world
knew about the policy of aggression of

the two Powers, including the barbarous -

war in Viet-BMam, the American-Israeli
aggression agamst the Arab countries,
and the armed agpression of the Soviet
revisionists in Czechoslovakia. In con-
trast, not a single Chinese soldier could
be found outside the frontiers of his na-
tive fand and oo Chinese military bases
existed on foreign soil, The question be-

fore the Assembly was not one of admit-

ting a new Member, but merely a ques-
tion of recognizing the representatives of
a State which was already a Member.

The represeniatives of Algeria, Conpo
{Brazzaville}, Cuba, Guinea, Iraq, dali,
Mauritania, Pakistan, Romania, Southern
Yemen, Sudan, Syria, Yemen and Zambiz,
also sponsors of the 17-Power draft reso-
lution, held that the issue was not an im-
portant question within the meaning of
Arxticle 18 of the Charter, but one of cre-
dentials o be solved by a simple majority
voie, They pointed out that the People’s
Fepublic of China was 3 great nuclear
Power, which was maintaining friendly ra-
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Iations with many Stales in the infernation-
al community, znd that without its partici-
pation in the work of the United Nations,
such itaportant problerss as disarimament
and those relating io the mainionance of
international peace and security could not
be solved, In their view, there was only one

hina and that was the Pecple’s Kepublic
af China. .

The represenistive of Zambia stated
that the opponents of the restoration
of the rights of the People’s Republic
of Chinz in the United Nations were the
same ones who would like to exciude the
micro-States from membership, who have
been proven enemies of the principles of
the Charter by trading with South Alries,
maintaining clandestine diplomatic rela-

“tions with Rhodesia and have armies of

apgression in Souvth East Asia.

The Chiang Kai-shek régime could
only survive ungor the protective om-
brella of imperialist forces, and the Com-
munist régime was able to drive it out of
the mainlend only because it had the
packing of the people. There was no
question of admission of 7 now member
because, both in law and in fact, the
Feople’s Republic of Chinz had been in
cxistence for two  decades, Far from
representing & threat to  international
pence and securily, the tensions that
existed between the People’s Republic of
China.on the oné hand, and the United
States and the USSR on the other, wers
based om the conirary on the solation
and encirclement of Chisga.

With regard to the border disputes
with the USSE, a dialogue had begun
between the two parties and Zambia was
satisfied that neither party “for the pur-
poses of these jssues, certainly not Chipa,
would wish to see 2 oooflagration”. In
the case of the People’s Republic of
China, the United States Government had
rejected the normal criferion for member-
ship in the United Wations, namely, that
it is open to all States. The accusation
that China wes not isferested in the
cause of peace was baseless. The United
States in particolar accused the People's
Republic of China of having contempt
for the United Mations in not secking
membership whereas the People’s Repub-
e of Chine had criticized past astions of
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the United Wations and called for re-
formation of this Organization. No con-
ciliatory attitude from the Chinese people
could be expected while the United States
kept military bases in a number of copg-
trice cloze {0 the Chinese border.

The representative of Yugoslavia em-
phasized that further atternpts at prevest-
ing the Peeple’s Republic of China from
taking its place in the United Nations
would have a negative impact on inter-
national relations and were bound to
affect the position of the Crpanization.
This view was shared by the Tepresenia-
tives af the United Arab Republie and
Nepal, who sald that to delay the restora-
tion of the rights of the People’s Repub-
lic of China would undermine the strenpth

-and cfficiency of the United Nations, The

representative of Cevion declared that
his delegation had observed on a pre-
vious occasion that the restoration of the
lawful rights of the People’s Republic
of China was not merely a matter of rep-
resentation of the people of China, but
of the represeniztion of the people of
Asia. The question was a purely pro-
cedural one and his delepation would
thercfore vote in favour of the 17-Power
draft resolution. ‘Fhe representative of
Somatia pointed out that China had not
been the only State to change its Govern-
ment by revolution. Many States renve-
sented in the General Assembly bad had
their Governments changed by the same
process, the Iatest one being his own
couniry, Yet, the new Governments that
emerged {rom these revolutions had had
their credentials accepted without gues-
tion and their membership of the United
Watiovas had continued as a matter of
course,

The representatives of Bulgaria, Hun-
gary and Poland, in supporting the 17-
Power drafi resclution, called alse for
the inclusion of the German Demooratic
Republic on the grounds of universality.
The representative of Hungary menfioned
in addition the Democratic People’s Re-
public of Korea and the Democratic Re-
public of Viet-Mam.

The represcatative of the United King-
dom said that his delegation would vote in
favour of both rescluiions before the
Ganeral Assembly, There was no doubt
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that the guestion of the representation of
China was an important one within the
mezning of Article 18 of the Charter,
The scating of the Poople’s Republic of
China was important for the people of
Chinn as well as for the world Assembly,

" His defegation looked forward to the day

when the Assembly, by the necessary
majority required by the Charter, would
invile the People’s Republic of China {o
take its place in the Orpanization. His
Government  bebioved  that ali efforts
should be directed ot to keeping the

- People’s Republic of China out, but o

persuading 3t to come in and “lo share
with us our search for infernaticnal un-
derstanding, international  co-operation
and internationad authority®. ‘Te perpetu-

ate the exclusion of the representatives of -

the immense country of China {rom in-
ternational assoclation could bencfit no
one, On the contrary, i might do great
harm and it should be ended. §t was time
that the Peopic’s Republic of China was
brought inie the international commu-
nity, The representative of Mauritiug re-
colled that at the last session, his delega-
tion had abstaincd on the guestion,

However, this time it would give unguali-.

ficd support to the views of the United
Kingdom delegation.

In expressing the view of his delega-
tion, the representative of France de-
clared that the People’s Republic of
China was being unjustly kept out of the
United MNations. China, a founding Mem-
ber of the United Nations and a perma-
nent member of the Seccurity Council,
could be legitimately represenied in the
United Mations only by the People’s Re-
public of Chizia. The question was ong of
vital interest to the Organization. How-
ever, to recognize it as such did not mean

to say that ¥ was important under the

terms of Articie 18 of the Charter. The
problem under discussion was not’ the
question of the admission of a new Mem-
ber to the United Mations, since China
was already a Member. The question did
not come under Article 18 and it counld
therefors be dealt with by 2 simple major-
ity. For that reason, his delegation would
vote against the draft staling that any
proposal to change the representation of
China was gn Importsat gusation, reguize
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ing a two-thirds majority vote, It would
vote in favour of the 17-Power resolution
which, despite his delepation's reserva-
tions reparding certain terms in the opera-
tive part, was in accord with the French
position of principle,

The representative of Irag, 2 new spon-
gor of the substantive draft resolution

“dealt with the constitutipnal aspects of

Chinese representation. Coly. representa-
tives of the authorities which governed
the Btate could lawfully represent that
State, Repiesentation did not depend on
the opinion of other States, Furthermore,
the question was one of credentials which
was considered a procedural guestion,
per se, regardless of the State invelved.
Therefore, the procedural draft resolu-
tion calling for a two-thirds majority
might be considered discriminatory or in-
compatible with the fundumental prin-
ciple of the Charter: the sovereign equal-
ity of States.

In urging that the 17-Power draft
resolution be rejecled, the representative
of the Republic of China szid that, since
the General Assembly rejecied the pro-
posal o seat the Chinese communist ré-
gime in the Unifed Nations last year,
nothing bad happened to warrant a re-
opening of the same debate. The com-
munist régime remained, as it had always
been, the encmy of the Chinese peopie,
of world peace and of everything the
Unrited Nations stood for. Year after year,
Albanja, Cambodia and other countries
of their i1k had =zeen fit to put forward
proposals which sought to seat the Chi-
nese communist régime in the United
Mations. It was the height of absurdity
to call this "the resioration of jawlul

rights”, The rights of the Government

of the Republic of China in the United
Nations extended in an unbroken line
from the time when the Charter was
framed and put into effect to the preseat
day. it was unthinkable that these riphis
could be taken away from their legitimaie
owner and given to the oppressors of the
Chinese people. The fact was, that the
Government of the Republic of China
wag & Chinese Government on Chinese
soil; it sicod as 3 beacon of hope for the
enstaved millions. Were It aot for his
Governmeni, {be woes, hopes and aspira-
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- gime were different and confradictory,

tions of the masscs on the Chincse main-
lond would not be heard in the General

Assembly, The communist réginie in.

Peiping had never had the mioral consent
of the Chinese peopic. It had kept jisclf
in power throush ioriure and terror,
surveillanes and intimpidation. It would
be tragic il the United Nations, oblivicus
of the true wishes and aspirations of the
Chinese people, shonld yicld to the clam-
our of those who pressed for the scating
of Peiping. As to the arpument that it
was unrealistic o ignore the existence of
700 mitlionr Chinese people, the repre-
sentative of the Bepublic of China main-
tained that this was a spurious argument.
In fact, it was precisely because the
interests of the 700 million people should
not be ignored thai the seal of interna-
tional approval must be withheld from a
régime which had commitied so many

cinous crimwes agatnst them, which had
deprived them of every. froodom, and
which hod denied them even the most
clementary of human rights. The Chinese
people and the Chinese communist ré-
gime, far from being one and the sanie,
were in fact distinct and mutvally hostile
entities. The interests of the Chinese
people and those of the communist ré-

Thercfore, the communist régime could
ot represent the Chinese people; it rep-
resenicd- only a tiny minority—ihe Chi-
nese Comimunist Party, whose tota! mem-
bership did not exceed 2 per cent of the
pepulation of China, 1l was arpued that
the interests of world peace required the
presence of Peiping in the United Na-
tions. But it was difficult to believe that
a régime dedicated to reshaping the world
by the force of arms and firmly convinced
of the inevitability of war cowld con-

tribute io the cause of world peace. Tt

was a matter of record that since 1549,
the Chinese communist régime had par-
ticipaied in a number of military ad-
ventuses, either directly or by proxy. It
was clear that the Chinese communists
pegated all the principles and purposes
of the United Nations Charter and re-
jected the ideals of peace and progress
towards which the world community had
cen striving, To seat them in the Urited
Mations would be w encourage nggression
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by rewarding the apgressor, to undermine
the rule of law In international relations

‘and fo undercut whatever claim  the

United MNations might have to being a
moral force in the present-day world,
Mao Tsc-lung once boasted that even
il China suflered 300 million casvalties
from nuclear holocausts, it could still
emerge as a victor. He had nothing but
contempt for United Nations disarma-
ment talks, In fact, in Peiping's view, it
was “nonsensical and unrcalistic” to talk
about disarminment before “mankind has
eradicated  the system of imperialist-
capitalism”™. Such being the unshakable
conviction of the Chinese communists, it
was difficuit o see how the presence of
Petping in the United Nations would

“accelerate agreement on disarmament or

on any other problems of major inter-
national importance., On the contrary, it
might well compound the’ difficulties of
agreement, At any rate, Mao Tse-tung
couwld not be permitted to blast his way
into the United Nations, What was in-
volved was not merely the rightful posi-
tion of the Government of the Republic
of China, but the very future of the
United Mations, His delegation had no
quarrel with the principle of universality
as such. But that did not mean that vital
principles of the Charter must be thrown
overboard in order fo accommodale a
régime which was still under indictment
by the United Nations as an aggressor in
Kores and which continued to make war
and' violence the cornersione of jts for-
eign poticy. Tha right io determine who
should represent China in the United
Nations belonged to the Chinese people
and to no one clse. The Chinese people
had certainly not asked Albania, Cam-
bodia or any other country to call inio
question the rightful position of the Re-
public of China in the United MNatiens.
The United Nations miust not put the seal
of international approval upon the en-
slavers of the Chinese people. Such an
act would surely be interpreted by the
sirugpling millions as meaning that the
world commumnity was 30 flabby and de-
void of moval Gbre that it did not hesitate
to bless the very régime it had con-
demned. The delegation of the Republic
of Chins irusied that the Assembly, inm
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its wisdom, would once again rcject all
‘proposals desipned to seat the Chinese
- communisis, both in the interest of world

peace and of the United Nations itself.
The representative of Yapan, introdoc-
ing the 18-Power resoistion declared that
the guestion of the representation of Chi-
na was onc of the most complex and im-
portant problems that the United Mations
had cver faced; it had a bearing on the
peace and security of the world a3 a
whole, and particularly of Asta. The 18-

Power draft resclution simply asked the

General Assembly to reafliven jts decision
of the past that any proposal io change
the representation of China was an im-
portant question, under the terms of Ar-
ticle 18 of the Charter, reguiring &
two-thirds majority vote in the Assembly.
Any stiempt (0 solve the guesiion of the
representation of China merely by expel-

ling one of the parties direetly concerped

from the place it had legitimately occu-

- pied in the United Nations, and replacing

it by the other, would mevuably increase
existing tensions in East Asia. The Repub-
lic of China was not only an original
Member of the United Natiops, but had
faithfully carsied out is 1f";pcnsibi]ities
and obligations under the Charter and
had consistently upheld the authority and
and prestige of the Organization. As to
the position of the Governmsnt of the
People's Republic of China, one could
not help wondering whether that Govern-
ment was in fact willing to carry out the
obligations and responsibilities enjoined

by the Charter. Therefore, at this time it .

was doubtful whether its membership in
the United Mations would be a positive
factor in enhancing the prestige and au-
thority of the Organization, Japan, for its
part, would continue to be opposed to any
attempt to expel the Republic of China
from the Elnited Nations. However, it

looked forward to the advent of the day

when the People’s Republic of China
would willingly come to an atlitude of
international co-operation and play a con-
structive role for world peace.

Views to this effect were also cAprcsssd
by the represeniatives of Gabon, Haiti,
Madagascar, Miger, and BMalawi., The
represeniative of Haiti maintained that

the policies of the People’s Republic of

China were the very negation of aii the .
fundamental purposes and principles of
“the Charter, The Peking régimic had glor-

ified war as the highest form of class
struggle, and it had established a network
of subversive activities in South East Asia,
the Middle East, Africa, and Latin Amer-
ica, Even the Western countries were not
immune from its intrigoes and manosuy-
res. Furthermore, the Peking régime had
never ceasad 1o cast a greedy eye mot enly
on Viei-Wam, buf also on India, Burma,
Cambodia, Malaysia, aod Thailand, No
one could call the Peking régime peace-
loving. In fact, bhad it been a member of
the Organization, it might well have been

‘the subject of suspension wnder the pro-
- visions of Article 5 of the Charter, or
- expulsion under the provisions of Article

6. The Peking régime had never failed to
manifest ifs coniempt for the United Na-
tions., Moreover, it had repeatedly de-
manded. the reorganization of the United
Nations, the expulsion of the puppets of
imperialism and the correction of past
misiakes. To give 2 seat to the Pcep‘es
Republic of China would be to give 2

false impression that the internaiional .
e

community had neither the will nor the
courage to resist s intransigence. The
Republic of China, a founding Member
of the Organization, had its rightful place
in the United Nations, and his delegation
could therefore never vote for a resolu-

' tion which ealied for its expulsion. The

representative of the Dominican -Repub-
lic also felt that the confused and erratic
policy pursued by the People’s Republic
of China created confiicts with other
States. Such behaviour placad it beyond
the framework of the Unifed MNations
Charter.

. The representative of the United States

stated that the 17-Power draft resolution

was the same proposal which the Assem-
bly had rejected for many years, and his
delegaimn would therefore eppose if.
Since ¢his issue had been raised again, it
became necessary to resolve any doubts

which might exist on the voting proce-

dure applving fo the question. His delega-
tion was 8 co-sponsor of the draft resclu-
tion that reafirmed the validity of the
Assembly's long-established position that

- any proposal to changs the representation

e

ol



of China in the United Nations was an
important guestion, reauifing . a  fwo-
thirds majority vote. The representative
of the Linitcd States stz
civenmstances, his delegation considered
the debate to be superflucus and unneces.

- sary. However, it had no aliernative but

to reiterate its position, The “important
guestion” resolution muszi have priority,
beeause it was subimitted before the 17-
Power resolution, and because of the
manifest, Jogical proposition that a deci-
sio on the voling procedure to be ap-
plied to a substantive draft resolution
should precede the voie on that draft
resolution itself. The issue before the As-
sembly was not simply a matter of re-
placing one sct of representatives - by
another, The very fact that each year this
isste had been debated at lenpth was
testimony to the effect that Member
States regarded the question as being an

- ‘important one. Among the large majority

of Members which had supporied the
“Important  question”  procedore, there
were divergent views on the question of
mainland China's participation in the
United Nations. All were united, how-

" ever, in the importance they attached to

maintaining the integrity of the provisions
of the Charter on this particular point.
Articie 18 of the Charter not oniy re-
quired that decisions of the Assembly on
important questions be decided by a two-

- thirds majority, but it went on to Hst some

of the types of guestions that fell within
this category, including specifically “the
admission of new Members to the United
Nations, the suspensior of the rights and
privileges of membership, the exclusion
of Members”, A close reading of Article

18 made it clear that the 17-Power pro-

posal was an important question. To in-

sist on the inteprity of this Charter provi

sion was in the manifest self-ipterest of
all concermed. To permit perbaps 4 tem-
poraiy shmple majority to exps! 2 Mem-
ber of the United WNations—an act that
had never been taken before—would set
a most dangerous precedent. Therefore,
the United  States delegation strongiy
urged the Members of the Assembly,

‘whalever miight bz their position on the

substance of -the question of Chinsse

representation, onge again to reaffiim the
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tod that, under the |

vital procedural point set ferth in- the

draft resolution sponsored by the United
States and ethers. The 17-Power draft
resolution demanded that representation

_ in this Orgarization and all of its related

agencies be denicd o the Republic of
China, a Government effectively govern-
ing 13 million people—a population
which exceeded that of most of the Mem-

bers of the United Nations. The Republic

of China waz recognized diplomatically
by & rmajority of the United Nations
membership, and it had been a2 Member
of the Organization from its founding. It
had comnmitied no act that would justify
its arbitrary expulsion, and it had con-
tributed constraciively to the work of the
United Wations, including the specialized
agencies, In the circumstances, the expul-
sioit of the Republic of China could only
be regarded as a prave injustice. -‘The
representative. of the Unifed Siates said
that his Government shared the view that

it was Jmportant for mainland China to -

return to the family of nations, but the
obstacles which that country itself raised
to its participation should not be ignored.
The real guestion was when the authori-
tiez in Peking would permit their people
to apply their great {alents in a construc-
tive relationship with the community of
nations. Peking’s conditions, among them
the expulsion of the Republic of China,
could not be accepted by the Assembly.
The United Nations, for its part, made
no special demands. Was it then - the
United Mations or was it Peking which,
by impesing unreasonable conditions and
by pursuing a policy of open hostility to
its neighbours, great and -small, had

. placed obstacles in the path of its partici-

pation in the work of the United Na-
tions? Peking had, for example, con-
demued efforts to end the nuclear arms
race and had rejecied the Assembly's in-
vitation to participate in  disarmament
discussion. It had indicated clearly that it
opposed the negotiation of 2 peaceful
settlement in Viet-Mam, The question was
whether it was a hostile world that iso-
lated Peking or rather a still hostile Pe-
king that isolated itself. The 17-Power
draft resolution would merely reward
Peking’s attitude of self-isolation and dis-

respect for the United Matione by seating

-~

ey
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it here under 1is own terma. That resolu-
tion would be a major step backward, not
forward. It would sncourage Intransi-
genee, debase the Charter, and porpetrate
a grave injustico against a Member of the
United Mations, The United States dele-
gation therefore urged the rejection of the
17-Power draft resoiution.

The representative of Australia stated
that the 17-Power drafl resolution wes
unacceptable to his delegation. There was
a high level of economic prosperity and
political stability in Talwan, and no in-

dication that its nearly 14 million people

wanied to be subjected to the rule of the
Peking régime. Gne of the bippest gues-
tions today was how to fit mainfand China
into the international community, What
was nceded was an accommodation in
whicli mainland China would have to
make some contribution by leiting its
neighbours feel assured that they wonid
not be threatened, harassed or subjected
to armed attacks, The representative of
New Zeatand, a co-sponsor of the 18-
Power draft resolution, declared that the
present time was more propitious than
any in recent years for a fresh and
geauing atternpt to solve the problem,
There were the first signs that commu.
nist China was beginning to reassess jts
attitude towards the outside world and
to.move towards more normal relations
with other countries. However, his Gov-
ernment was opposed fo the expulsion
of the representatives of a Government
which had shown its steadfast adherence

" fo the principles of the Charter. The time

had come for a new attempt to find &
sensible and just sohution to the question,

" but not by denving the right of the peo-

ple of Taiwan to a place and a voice in
the Oroanization. The representative of
the Philippines declared that the coniri-
bution of the People’s Republic of China
to the work of the United Mations would
be welcome, bul such contribution must
be based on a positive desite for world
peace and the readiness o carry out the
obligations of the membership, The Peo-

pie's Republic of China should renounce

its policy of exporting and supporting
armed revolution and fomenting  dis-

orders abroad. The represeniative of

Thailand said that his delegation e

garded the question before the Assembly
as an internal matter for the Chinese
people 1o resolve. Solution could not be
found through the interfcrence of a third
party, or by any ons-sided effort of those
spokesmen who tended to underestimate
its complexities, and io misjudge Peking's
intentions  and  mood. His  delepation.
would ihercfore vote against the 17-
Power draft resolution, The representa-
tive of Liberia siated that his delegation
would not be able (o support any draft

resolution calling for the seating of the.

People's Eepublic of China as the law-
ful representatives of China in the United
Mations uatll there was some evidence
that it would be willing to change is
policies and accept the principles of the
Charter, The representatives of the Cen-
tral African Hepublic and Rwanda did
not consider the People’s Republic of
China to be 5 peace-loving country, and
they- therefore had doubts about its will
ingness to shide by the principles of the
Charter,

Other Statements

Puring the consideration of the guesstion,
statements in exercise of the right of reply
were made by the representatives of Al-
peria, China and Cambodia.

Statervents in explanation of their vote
were made by the representatives of Al
bania, Belgium, Burma, Chile, Colombia,
Cthana, Teeland, Haly, Libya, Mexico, Mo-
rocco, Romania, Seaegal and Sierra Le-
one.

Ror-Cany Vores

I18-Fower proposal; reaffirming previous
decision that any proposal to chonge the
representation of Ching was an imporiant
question under the ferins of Article 18 of
the Charter,

In favour: Argentina, Australia, Belgium,
Polivia, Botswana, Brazil, Camsrocs, Can-
ada, Central African Republic, Chad,_Chﬂe,
China, Colombiz, Conge (Democratic Re-
public of}, Costa Rica, Cyprus, Dzhiomey,
Tominican Republic, Bouador, El Salvadar,
Gabonr, Gambia, Greece, Guatemala, Guy-
anz, Hail, Fonduras, Iceland, Tran, Freland,
Ysrael, Italy, Tvory Coasf, Jamaics, Iapa.n,
Jorden, Laos, Lcbanon, Lesotho, Liberia,
Lurembouts, Madagascar, Malawi, Maldive
Istends, Melia, Miauritivs, Mexico, Mether
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lands, Now Zealdnd, Wicaragus, Niger, Pan-

ama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Rwanda,
Saudi Avabia, Scnegal, Sierra Leone, South
Africa, Spain, Swaziland, Thailand, Togo,
Trinidad and Tebago, Turkey, United King.
dom, United States, Upper Volta, Urnguay,
Yenczuela,

Agpainse: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeris, Bul-
garia, Burma, Burondi, Byelorussian SSE,
Cambodia, Ceylon, Conzo (Brazzaviile),
Cuba, Czechosiovakia, Denmark, Ethiopia,
Finland, France, Ghana, Guines, Hungary,
Tadia, Yraq, Kenya, Libya, dali, Maurjiunia,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mepal, Wigeria, Mor-
way, Pakistan, Poland, Romenia, Singapore,
Somalte, Southern Yemen, Sudan, Sweden,
Syria, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian, 8SR,
USSK, United Arab Republic, United Re-
public of Tanzania, Yemen, VYugoslavia,
Zambia, )
Abstensions: Awnstriz, Barbados, Melaysia,
Portugal, T -

I7-Power proposal; calling for the rextor-
ation of all the righis of the Pecple's Re-
public of China and the expulsion of the

representatives of Chiang Kai-shek

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria,

‘Bulgariz, Burmga, Burondi, Byeslorussinn

8SR, Cambodia, Cevlon, Congo (Bvazza-
ville), ©Cuba, Crechoslovakiz, Denmark,
Ethiopia, Finland, France, Ghana, Guinea,
Hungary, India, Iraq, Kenva, Libya, Mali,
Manritania, Manoritivs, Mongolis, Morocco,
MNepal, Migerin, Norwsy, Pakistan, Poland,
Romania, Somaliz, Southem Yemen, Sudan,
Sweden, Syria, Uganda, Ukrainiann 8SR,
USSR, United Arab Republic, United King-

~ dom, United Republic of Tanzania, Yemen,

Yugosiavia, Zambia,

© Agoinst:  Argentina, Ausirelia, Barbados,

Boliviz, Dotswana, Brazil, Camergon, Cen-
tral African Republic, Chad, Chira, Colom-
bia, Congo (Democratic Republic of), Cesta
Rica, Dahomey, Dominican Republic, El 8al.
vador, Gaben, Gambia, Greeee, Guatemala,
Haiti, Honduras, Freland, Israel, ¥vory Coasi,
Japan, Jordan, Lesotho, Liberis, Luxem-
bourg, Medagascar, Malawi, Malaysia,
Malta, Mexico, Mew Zealand, Micarzgua,
Niger, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines,
Rwanda, Saodi Arabia, Scnegal, Sierra
Leone, South Africa, Spain, Swaziland,
Thailand, Toge, Turkey, United Siates,
Upper Voita, Uruguay, Venezuela,

Abstentions:  Ausirin, PBelgium, Cenads,
Chile, Cyprus, Ecuador, Equatorial Gulnes,
Guyuna, Jesiand, Iran, Taly, Jamoica, Ko
wait, Leos, Lebenon, Melfives, Mathorlonds,

Ty
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Hepresentstion of Chinn
ASSEMBLY DIRCISION

The General Assembly, on 20 Novemnber,
adopied & 19-Fower resolution which re-
affirmed ity previous decision. that any
proposal to change the representation of
China was an important guestion, requir-
ing a two-thirds majority vote under the
terms of Article 18 of the Charter. The
resohution, adopted by a roll-call vote of
65 in favour to 52 against, with 7 absten-
tions, was sponsered by Australiz, Brazil,
Costa Rica, Gabon, Gambia, Haili, Japan,
Lesothe, Madegascar, Malawi, New Zea-
land, Wicaragua, Paraguay, the Philip-
pines, Spain, Swaziland, Thailand, Togo
and the United Staies (resolution 2642
{(XXV}).

An 18-Power draft resclution which
would have had the Assembly resterc all
the rights of (he Prople’s Republic of
China, recognize the representatives of its
Government as the only lawful repre-
sentatives of China to the United Nations,
and expel forthwith the representatives of
Chiang Kai-shek from. the place which
they unlawluily occupied at the United
Wations failed (o obtain the reguired two-
thirds majority. The vote on this pro-
posal was 51 voles in favour to 49 against,
with 25 ebstentions, It was sponsored by
Albania, Algeria, Cuba, Guinea, Iraqg,
Mali, Mauritania, Pakisian, the People’s
Republic of the Congo, Romoania, So-

United Nations Monthly Chronicle, December 1970, pages 27-40.
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malia, Southern Yemen, the Sudan, Syria,
the United Republie of Tanrania, chcn,
Yugoslavia and Zambia, {(For deails of
19{! call voltes, yee poge 390

Following the voung, the representative
of Tupisia presented a proposal which
was later withdrawyn Hader its terms, the
Assembly wouid have decided io include
in the provisinoal a““z‘dv aL its twenty-
sixth session an ftem entitizd “Restoration
of the Jawiul rights of r}«.« Peopie’'s Re-

pablic of China”, apd “i

i entrust the
Scuetdry -toeneral with the task of explor-
ing the possibility of solving this prob-
lem™. The Secreiary-General would have
been asked o report on this meatter, if
necessary, to the tweniv-sixth session of
the General Assembly,

The reguest for the inciusion of the
iten “Restoration of the lawful rights of
the People’s Repub]w of China in the
United Mations” was made on 14 August
by Albaniz, Algeriz, Cuba, Guines, Irag,
Mali, Mmsr!iama Lh“ Pﬂtml s ‘chnbir

Suaan, :»;Lza, ihe Umted kopubhc oi
Tanzania, Yemen and Zambia. The ex-
planatory  memorandum  jn  connexion
with the request stated that the guestion
of the restoratien of the lawful rlg‘us of
the People’s Republic of China in the
United MNations was more vital than ever
for the future of the Organization, It was
imperative &t a time whan Member States
were commemorating the twenty-fifth ao-
niversary of the United Nations that the
lawful rights of the Pcople’s Republic of
China be restored. For years, the sponsor-
ing Governments had unceasingly pro-
tested against the hostile and discrimina-
tory policy followed by several Govern-

ments with regard to the People’s Repub-’

tic of Ching, “the sole genuine representa-
tive of the remarkable Chinese people,
which is heir 1o an ancient civilization
and has irvesistably embarked on the
path of progress”. _

The persistent rcfusal to restore to the
Peop'e's Republic of China the seat which
rightfully belonged to it was obviously
not only an extremely grave denial of

justice, but it was also inconsistent with

one of the essential principles of the
United Mations, that of umvermlity This

Crefusal, bas=d on aﬁurciy political con-
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siderations, was coatrary to the spirit
whicl guided the creation of the Organ.
ization, With a population of more than
700 million, China, a founding Member
of the United Nations and a permanent
member- of the Security. Council, had
since 1545 been refused by systematic
mapoeuvres the right to ocoupy the seat
10 which it was entitled ipso jure. Entruss’
ing the representstion of the Chinese peo-
ie to the Chiang Kai-shek clique was
nothing more than an obstinate, deliber-
ate, absurd and dangerous refusal to rece
ognize realities. The Government of the
People's Eepublic of China had always
followed 2 policy ajmed at settling by
peaceful means all disputes which migh
exist.or arise between independent Siales,

_China's scrupulous observancs aof the

Geneva  Agreements of 1954 on Indo-
China and those of 1962 on Laos, to
which ‘it was a signatory, were ths best
possible examples of this policy, China
had demonstrated and continued to dem-
onsliate that it sincerely desired peace
and peaceful coexistence with all coun.
tries on the basis of the principles of re-
spect for independonce and territerial in-
legrity, non-interference in domestic af
faivs, equality, mutual respect and the
right of each people 1o decide ifs desting.,
Furthermore, China had always expressed
support for the peoples struggling against
colonialism so that they mighi gxercise
their right of scif-determination and in-
dependence, in conformity  with the
United Mations Charter,

By opposing the restoration to the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China of its rights in the
United Wations on the pretext that that
country rejected all internationzl co-op-
cration and would be an irreconcilable
enermy of those couniries which did nol
share its ideology, the United States was
ipso facto wiolating the principles and
purposes of the Charter. Tha sponsoring
Governments wete in a position to contra-
dict such assertions. By maintaining
friendly relations with China, like most
Siates of the international community,
and by doing so despite the differences in
their political, econemic and social syse
terns, they proverd daily the baselessness
of such zecusations of Intransigence on
the part of the People's Republic of




Chira, In this connexion, it should bhe

noted that the People’s Republic of China
. had always displayed full respect for the

independence and dignity of other coun-
tries, The “quarantine” policy whiclh cer-
tain Powers hod pursucd for many years
with regard to the People's Republie of
China was unrealistic and dangerous be-
cairse no important international problem
couttd be solved without the participation
of that countiry.

It was impossible to excluds China, a
great nuclear Power, from major deci-
sions while, at the same time, requiring it
to subscribe to the obligations - imposed
by agreemenis which it had no part in
concluding. Moreover, it was impossible
simultanicously 1o recognize, on the one
hand, the international role of the Peo-
ple's Republic of China and o dispute,
on the other hand, its lawful place in the
United Wations, whose main purposc was

a common scarch for solutions 1o world

problems. Such a position was logically
and practically untenable. The reajity of

the existence of the People's Republic-of

China could not be changed to suit the
myth of a so-called “Republic of Chira®™,
fabricated out of a portion of Chinese
territory. It was well known that the un-
lawful authorities installed in the isfand
of Taiwan, who ciaimed to represent
China, remained there only because of

the permanent presence of the armed

forces of the United States,

The fundamental interests of the United
Nations demanded that it promptly put
an end to this unacceptable and danger-
ous situation which some continued io
seek 1o impose on the international com-
munity, in defiance of all principles, in
order to fulfil and implement a policy
which was being increasingly repudiated.
This attitude, through the unhappy prece-
dent which it created, could not but give
risc 1o uncertainty regarding the future of
the national and territorial unity of many
Member States. Consequently, the spon-
soring Governnients were convinced that
the restoration o the People’s Republic
of China of its lawful rights in the United
Mations and in all its subsidiary and af-
filiated bodies, and the recognition of the
representatives of the Government of the
People's Republic of China as the sols
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legitimate representatives of China in the
United Wations was absolutely and ur-
gently necessary in order to strengthen
the authority and prestige of the Organi-
zation, This implied the immediatz expul-
sion of the representaiives of Chirng Kai-
shek's clique from the secat which they
unjustly oceupicd in the United Nations
and in all the bodies affiliated to it. Te
delay this inevitable move would only
help to weaken further the authority of
the United Mations.

Views of Delegations
The representative of Algeria, who intro.
duced the 18-Power drafi reselution call-
ing for the restoration of the rights of the
People's Republic of China, declared that
the time had come to end the anachron-
ism of the absence of thai country from
‘the Usited Mations, China wes recognized
as one of the great Powers, with the targ-
est population in the world and with the
richest economic, technical and scientific
potential. It was 2 founding Member of
the United Ngtions and a permancnt
member of the Security Council, The
oresence of the representatives of Chiang
L ail-shek did not result from a failure to
recognize teality, but from the deliberate,
ahsurd, dangerous and irresponsible atti-
tude of the imperialists. 'The prolongation
of such a situation would be fraught with
consequences, The People’s Republic of
China maintzincd diplomatic and friendly
relations with an increasing sumber of
States and its contribution to economic,
technical and cultural co-operation with
the Third World was a model of gener-
osity and effectiveness. Iis assistance to
peoples struggling for their liberation was
an example of solidarity, The Chiang Kai-
shek clique, expelled by the Chinese peo-
ple, had taken refuge in the Chinese
provinte of Taiwan and was maintained |
by the military forces of the United 5States,
The feudalists installed on Taiwan had
set up a police régime which was nothing
more than the instrument of its imperial-
ist masters. There exisied only one China, |
only one Chinese State, and that was the
People's Republic of China, Mon-recog-
nition of this fact by the United Nations
was a flagrant injustice. The Chinese peo-
_ple did not need the Upited Nations to
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advance in their stroggle: it was the
United Nations which needed the prosence
of China. This year again o Uniicd States
draft resolution presenied (he guestion ag
one dealing with the admission of a new
Member, requiring 8 two-thirds majority,
This was a fraudulent and illiclt argu-
ment which was contrary to the Charter,
for China was 2 founding Member of the
United MNations. It was a question of ex-
pelling the unlawiul occupants of China’s
seat and of recopnizing the real repre-
senfatives of a State that was already a
Member, Tan voting for restoradon 1o
the People's Republic of China of all ite
rights and for the immediaie expulsion of
the representatives of Chiang Kai-shek,
the United Nations would be acting for
justice, progress and peace in the world.
There could be no compromise on prin-
cipies. There was only one China,

The representative of Albania, another
co-spornisor, declared that ever since the
triumph of the people’s revolution in
China, the peace-foving Member States
had tried to remedy the anomaly created
in the United Nations when the place of
the Peoples Republic of China was
usurped by a group that took refuge in
the island of Talwan under the protec-
tion of the United States armed forces.
The situation remained unchanged be-
cause of the hostile policy of the United
States which attempted to use the Organ-
fzation in is plans for world hegemony.
During the commemorative session, the
majority of Member States had reaffirmed
their adherence to the Charter, In his del-
egation’s view, the primary prerequisite
for strengihening the United Mations was
the unrelenting struggle to throw off the
harmful infiuence exercised over the Gr-
ganization by the United States, as well
as its anti-popular collusion with Soviet
imperialism. ¥ the pernicious infiuence
of the twe “super-Powers” was rejected,
the conditions would be more favourable
for the United Nations to accomplish its
tasks, The immediate restoration of the
lawiul rights of the People’s Republic of
China would be an important sfep in the
right direction, Member States covld ne
longer allow the -Crganizztion to be de-
prived of the collaboroiion of thiz great
world Power, which firmaly supported ths
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strugele of peace-loving peoples against
the aggressive policy of the two imperial.
ist Powers and their interference in the
domestic affairs of States. The People’s
Republic of China stood firmly behind the
principies of the Charter and for interna-
tional co-operation. That is why the two
imperialist Powers opposed the resiora-
tion of its rights in the United Wations.
In addition to the achievements in the
economic and social fields, the fact that
the People’s Republic of China possessed
ractear weapons and had launched iis frst
artificial earth satellite {estified fo its
great successes in the ficld of technology.
Tt had made an cffective contribution to
the scitlerment of important internaiional
problems and had given assistance (o the
development of many Asian and African
countries. The People’s Republic 61 China
ways supporting the people of Indo-China
arainst the Unlted States sogression, Tt
also sided with the Palestivian people
against Fsracli aggression, and it had con-
demined the aegression of the Soviet so-
cial-imperialists apaingt Crechosiovakia,
As for {he 19-Power resolution spansored
by the United States and others, the rep-
reseritative of Albania waid that it was not
only contrary to the Charter, but it was a
fraudulent manoeuvre Invented by the
specialists in the American Department
of State in ovder to ward off the danper
of & majority vote in favour of the 18-
Power proposal, China was one of the
founding Members of the United Malions
and a permanent member of the Security
Council. The guestion of a country’s ré-
mime fefl exclusively within the purview
of that country's seople, and no interna-

tional organization had any right to inter.”

fere in the affairs of another State. There-
fore the issue was a simple guestion of
procedure, All the efforts of the United
fates and iis henchmen to uphold the
plot of “two Chinas” or “one China and

‘one Taiwan™ were futile and doomed to

failure, "Faiwan was 2 Chinese province—
an integra! part of the People's Republic
of China, and the Chinese people were
resolved to liberate it from the military

“eecumation by the American imperiatist

agpressors. The adoption of the 18-Power
resolution would eliminate .z flagrant and
scandelous  Internstional imjustice, and
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would he an important victery ever the
enemics of the rerresentation of the Peos
ple’s Republic of China in the United
Nations.

Tn urping adopiion of the 18-Power
resolution, the ropresentatives of Cubs,
Guinen, Trag. Mali, Maoritanin, Somalia,
Seuthern  Yemen, Sudan, Syria, the

"United Republic of Tanzanitz, Yermen,

Yuposlavia and Zambia, whose delega-
tionas had co-sponsored the resoiution,
held that the issne was nol &n imoortant
guestion under the terms of the Charter,
but one of credentials to be solved by 2
simpie majority vale. In stressing the ime-
portance of the principle of wniversality,
thev pointed out that, without the narticl-
pation of the Peomle’s Republic of China
in the United Wations, such important
aucttions as disarmament and those re-
Iating fo the maintenance of international
peace and security could mot be solved.
Some of those speakers also relected the
“two Chinas™ concept because, in their
view, Taiwan was an inteeral part of the
People's Berublic of China, The repre.
sentative of Cevion said that international
measures for peace and security could
never be of full effect without the partici-
pation of the Peon'e’s Repubiic of China.
In international economic co-oneration, it
had & vital contrihution to make. 1t was
an ahuse of the Charter to seek to make
the guestion subiect to 2 two-thirds ma-
jority vole. The representative of Afehan-
istan considered that only the People’s
Renvhlic of China truly represented the
entire Chinese peonle and the continued
denial of that Government’s righis in the
Organization was not in conformity with
the norms of aniversality and mutuality
which reeulated relations among nations.
The represcntative of the United Arab
Repuhlic maintained that the faiture of
the United Nations to take the right and
necessarv action on this guestion was 2
grave injustice against the people of China
and deprived the Organization of the sub.
stantial coniribution it could make to-
wards the sofution of intermational prob-
Ierts. The representative of Wigeria de-
clared that China as a State was an origl-
nal Member of the United Mations, and
the question wag whether fhat country
ghould continue to be repressnied in the

Grranlzation by 2 refugee administration
exited to a province of the country, ov by
a2 Government which had hecome Grmly
established and was in cffective control
of the vast territory of the country and
of 13 massive population, constituting
one quarier. of the world’s pomulation.
Those States which obiested to the restor-
ation of the righis of the People’s Repub-
lic of China were the same ones defend.
ing South Africa’s membershin, The rop-
reserifaiive of Mepal rejecied charges that
the People’s Renublic of China was not
peace-loving. Although militarily a sig-
pificant world nuclear Power, it did not
maintain o single soitier owtside ity terri-
torv. Wepal, as a neighhour, had found it
to be most friendly, undersiandine and
helnful. 'The representative of Uranda
opposed the “two Chinas” concent, ashe
ing what nower did the United Nations
have to divide China into {wo nations.
There had been revolutions in many
countrics, and vet régimes that had pone
intg exile hiad not reccived the sort of
treatment that had been accorded the
répime in Talwan since 1942, What would
hapren if there were to he a revolution
in the United States and President Nixon
were forced to flee with bhis henchmen to
Hawsaii or, for that matter to Lone Tdand,
VWould the Gereral Assemblv accent the
régime of President Nixon in Long Tsfand
or ihe new Government in Washingion
as the representative of the United States?
This was a hvpothetical example, but very
pertinent to the question.

Supriort for the seating 6f the Peonle’s
Republic of China was also cxpressed by
the representative of the USAR, who said
that the nosition of his defepration on the
guestion had, throughout all these vears,
heen fundamental, comsistent and un-
changed. It had been frequentiv reit-
erated during the sessions of the General
Assembly, The argoments put forward by
the Soviet Union and others could no
Tonger be contested even by the enermies
of the People’s Republic of China, The
fact that China, one of the founding
Members of the Oreganization and & per-
manent member of the Security Council,
was dentived of the ovportunity 1o {ake
it bawlul plece In the Unlied MNations was
& crylng Injustice fo the Chinese people
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and a grovs violation of the Charter. In
the Declaration on the Twenty-Fifth An-
niversary of the United WNations, i was
stated that the achicvement of universals
ity was an important iosk of the Organi-
zation, Mis delegatinn believed that the
Chinese pecple must be represented in the
Secwrity Coungil, the £eneral Assernbly

and other bodies of the United MNations.

Any detay in the posifive solution of the
problemn would harm ihe Organization
and undermine its principle of universal-
ity, Those who opposed the resloration of
the lawful rights of the People’s Republic
of China were a group of couniries head-
ed by the United States, who used the
stratagem of the slizped requirement that

-this question should be decided by a two-

thirds mazjority vote. Tt was known that
the admission of new Member Stales,

. under Article 18, required a two-thirds

majority. However, in this particular case
it was not a quesiion of admitting a new
Member: it was a matter of restoring the
tawful rights of a Member State, which
had been unlawfully usurped by imperial-
ism. Instead of the People’s Republic of
China, Amcrican puppets-—the Taiwan
clique——were present here, representing
no one, The restoration of the lawful
rights of the People’s Republic of China
wou'd promote the strengthening and ex-
pansion. of international co-operation for
peace and security throughou! the world,
The TISSR delegation would therefors
vote in favour of the 18-Power draft reso-
lution and against the 19-Power resolu-
tion sponsored by the United States and

others. Similar views were expressed by -

the represeniatives of Bulparia, Hungary
and Poland.

The representative of France said that
it was surprising thai from year to year
the United Nationg shied away from what
General de. Gaul'e called “the growing
weight of evidence and reason™. It was
futile to ipnove a great people, the most
numerous of the earth, a country with a
1,000-year-old civilization which covered
a huoe part of the Asian continent. There
was almost no major world problem that
could be soived. or even seriously ap-
roached. without the presence of that
State, The numbar of couniries having
diplomatic relations with fhe Feople’s Re-
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public of China was increasing every year,
MNo one was truly convinced that China
would not inzvitably reassume its place in
the Grpanization. Why, tharefore, should
this inevitable event be delayed? The
United Nations could not maintain an
illegatiy-founded and politically wnreal-
istic attitude without seriously harming
itself and disappointing the hopes placed
in it. The question was not that of admit-
ting a new State, and therefore it did not
comte under Article 18, The Assembly
was rcquested to recognize that China, a
founding Memhber of the Organization,
was the People's Republic of China and
that that Government alone was qualified
to occupy the seat reserved for that State
for 25 years, The procedural draft reso-
lution requiring a two-thirds majority was
ill-founded. It zimed to defer apain the
only just and realistic decision. His dele-
gation wounld vole for the résolution rec-
ommending the re-establishment of the
rights of the Pcople’s Republic of China
in the United Mations.

The representative of Ghana expressed
the view that the twe Chinas enjoyed
separate, viable and independent existence
as a State, and that they equally were off-
shoots of China before the ¢civil war. Con-
sequently, the People's Republic of China
had at least as good a ¢laim as the Re-
public of China to representation. The
General Assembly should not be hood-
winked into adopting any measure to ob-
struct the People’s Kepublic of China
from coming “io sit with us”, as a suc-
cessor of that China which was a founding
Member and signatory to the Charter. In
his delegation's view, the procedural draft
resolution might be such an obstructive
measure, Since his deleaation did not be.
lieve that ihe seating of the Pcople’s Re-
public of Chinz cou'd be detaved. it could
not support the 19-Power resolution. On
the other hand. the deleration of Ghana
believed that the two Chinas were both
successor States and that the United Ma.
tions membership of the one should not
be to the exctusion of the other. Tt was
prepared to vote for the 18-Power reso-
lution if the demand for the expulsion of
the Republic of China was dropped. His
delegation callad on the sponsors of the
two drafy resolutions end ihe two Chinas




w come to terms with the realities of the
situation.

The representative of Tunisia said that
his delegation would not vole for the 15-
Power drafl resolution. Ariicle 18 of the
Charter relcrred to the admission and
suspension of States, not of delegations.
There was no question of excluding
China, which represented 700 million in-

~habitasls. It was a guestion of confirming

ils rights as a Member State of the United
Nations, entitled to enjoy an aceredited
representation by its Governmenl scated
in Peking. His delegation was-in favour of
restoring ihe rights of the People’s Repub-
lic of China in the United Malions. How-
ever, the second part of the operative par-
agraph of the 13-Power drafi resolution
calling for the expulsion of the “repie-
seilatives of Chiang Kai-shek” gave rise

_to a number of questions. There was no

point in expeiling ihe prescot delegation
when it would not itself accept the pres-
ence of the delegation of the People's Re-
public of China and would withdraw as
soon as 2 decision was adepted to accept
the delepation of Peking. The representa-
tive of Tunisia wondered wheiher it would
not be possible 1o transform the preseat
representation into a delegation of For-
mosa. He sugeested that the 18-Power
proposal be reworded cither by making
nc mention of expulsion or by laying
down a provisional status for the present
delegation, which would be juridically
deprived of ils seat because of the in-
stallaticn of the delegation of the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China, until that politi-
cal problem was resolved by the pariies
concerned, oF at least pulling them in
separale paragraphs, which could be put
to the vole separately. The Secretary-
General could be instrucied to contact the

-parties coneerned regardiffg the Imple-

mentation of this decision and to report
on this matier at the next session.

The representative of Canada said that
one of the most imporiant developments
in Canadian external relaticns in recent
years had been its agreement with the
People’s Republic of China on muteal
recognition and the establishment of dip-
lomatic relations. His Goverament be-

- Jieved that the People’s Republic of China

should cccupy the seat of China in the
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United. MNations, and it would look for-
ward e the day when if would be seated

-in the Assembly ang the Security Coun-

cil, The exclusion of the representalives
of the People’s Republic had hampered
the United Mations in its role as a centlie
for harmonizing the actions of nalions,
It was obvious that there was 2 consensus
of the membership that the question was
importent, Canada’s volte in the past had
not been 2 procedural tactic designed to
frustrate the will of the majority. 1n sup-
porting this draft resolution, Canada’s
purpose had been le ensure that a decision
on & quastion which was important per se
did reflect the considered judgement of a
significant proportion of ihe membership.
His delegation would therefore vole in
favour of the 19-Power draft resolution.
However, if in his Govarnment’s judge-
ment continued support of such a resoiu-
tion could in the fulure frusiraie the will
of the Assembly, then his Government
would change itg position.

The represemiatives of Italy, Austria,
Chile and Peru, whose delegations this
year changed (heir vote on the gquestion,
made statements during the explanations
of vote. '

The representative of Iialy said that
his Government had recenily recognized
the People’s Republic of China as the
onty legal Government of Chipa, and thus
considered it to be the Government ei-
titled to represen: China in the United
Wations., Accordingly, his delegation had
voted in favour of the 18-Power draft
resolution. However, it had also voted in
favour of the procedural draft resolution
because it believed that the issue of de-
terminirg the legitimate and gualified
Government to Tepresent a Stale in the
United MNations was of such importance
as {o justify recourse to (he procedure

“provided for important questions so that

the decision .may express the carefully
weighed conviction of a significant num
her of States. The swift evolution taking
place in international life showed a grow-
ing wiil on the part of Member States to
tecognize that only the People’s Republic
of China could cffectively seet the re-
sponsibilities devolving vpon China in the
internationsl commumiy. _
The representative of Austria said that




in previous years his delegation had ab-
stained in . the voting oo the resolulions
concerning the restoration of the lawful
rignts of tne People's Republic of China.
However, ihis year his delegalion had
decided to vole in favour of the 18-Power
draft resolution, By doing so, it had been
guided by the conviction that the time
had come to take a further step in making
the Organization mois representative. The
Ausirian Government held that the seal
of Chins iz the Organization should be
occupicd by the Swate which actually
ruled that vast country, while the island
of Taiwan, which in zcial fact was not
ruled from Peking, should conlinue to be
represented in the United Mations—sub-
ject to the appropriate adjustments n
voling for ibe ¥8-FPower draft resolulion,
his delegazion therefore reserved its posi-
tion with regard to the second part of iis
operative paragraph.

" The representative of Chile said Dis
delegation would vote in favour of the
18-Power draft resclution. He asked
whether the United Metions couid con-
tinue o igoore the existence of a quarter
of mankingd of whether it could ignore a
Goveriment which cxereised sovereignty
over a vast territory. The United Nations
must become a universal QOrganization.
There could be ne peace if one of today’s
preat Powers was disregarded. Conflicts
could not be solved if there was no ne-
gotiation. There could be no doubt that
the presence of China in the United Na-
tions would open up possibilities of dia-
logue and understanding, The People’s
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Republic of China was a great country, -

a nuclear Power, and, in his delegation's
view, it was ths ouly one that could be
considered the legitimaie representative
of the Chinese people. His delegation

would therefore vote against the 19-Yower:

draft resolution.

The representative of Peru stated that
bis delegation would vote against the 13-
Power draft resclution requesting that any
decision en the represcntation of China
be considered an important question. Ar-
ticle 18 of the Charter did not specifically
inciude as an important question the case
covered by the draft. If was only after
the sixtesnth session of the General As-
scmmbly that questions of this kind wers

considered by the Assembly. The malter
had acquired political implications (o such
an exten: that it had pol been possible to
agrze ou & solution in keeping with the
aspiration to universality of the United
MNations., His delegation belicved that the
time had come fo act in accordance with
that legitimate aspiration. ¥fis delcgation

wished to make it clear that its wvote’

shoulg not be regarded as prejudging the
final resolution of the guestion of the
representation of China in the United
Mations, which was the subject of another
draft resclution. Mot would his delega-
ticn state that it was in favour of the ex-
clusion of a Government thal was now
represented in the Organization,

The representative of the Philippines,
introducing the i9-Power resolution, said
that the People’s Republic of China
showed no desire fo join the United Na-
ticns and abide by its rules. His delega-
tion would therefore once again oppose
its admission (o the Organization. While
the General Assembly persisied in elTorts
to resolve the issue of Chinese representa-
tion, the Peking régime continved (0 im-
pugn the integrity of the United Nations
and had noi evinced any interest jno be-
coming a Member. His delegation was
fully aware of the fact that the People’s
Republic of China was a great Power
possessing nuclear weapons and exercis
ing control over & huge populatien. But
precisely because it was in a position to
wield great power, Communist China
should manifest a2 readiness to accept &
corresponding  heavy respoasibility  to-
wards the international community, His
delegation wished to remind those who
invoked the argument of universality that
from the time of iis conception the United
Nations was designed primarily as &0
organization for maintaining and enfor-
cing peace. The principle of universality
had been suggested by some States at San
Franciseo, but it had been rejected in
favour of Article 4 of the Charter which
in effect restricied membership to “peace-
loving States™, The delegation of the Phil-
ippines could not understand the logic of
those who edvoczied the principie of uni-
versality to justify the admission of the
Pecple’s Republic of China and their
corollary proposal for the simulizneous

e



expulsion of the Republic of China from

the United Nations, As one of the found-

ing Members and architects of the United
Natiens, with a noteworthy record of
commitnent to the purposes and princis
ples of the Organization and of construc-
live contribution 10 its work, the Republig
of China had proved itsclf worthy of con-
tinuing its roemibership, 1f had Jought
couragecusly apainst fascist apgression
during the Sccond World War, EH was
thriving in peace and had faithfully com-
plied wilh itz Charter obligaticns. It had
lived up to all requirements of memnber-

ship in the QOrganization, The General

Asscmbly had recopnized the vital impor-
tance of the guestion of Chinese repre-
seitlation since it was first raised sorag 20
veurs ago and had reallirmed its decision
on numerous occasions, Therciore, the
drafe resolution submitted by his delepa-
tion and others would have the Assembly
affiirm again -its decision ihat, in accord-
ance with Articke 18 of the Charter, any
proposal 1o change the representation of
China was an imporiant question, As a
neighbour of the People’s Republic of
China, the Philippines looked forward to
the day when the Peking régime would
manifest in deeds ils respect for the inde-
pendence of its neighbours and iis readi-
ness 1o accept and abide by the principles
of the Charter, particularly those express-
ing the collective will of the international
community t&é uphold the rule of law and
establish world peace based on justice,
Only then would his delegation reconsider
its opposilion 1o Communist China's ad-
mission to the United Nations.

The representative of the Republic of
China declared that his delegaticn bad
time and again called attention to the
fact that to seat the Chinese Communist
régime in the United Wations was to ne-
gaie the bhasic principies and purposes of
the Charter. The Charier and so-calied
Mao Tse-tung thought were diametrically
opposed to each other both in purpose
and spirit, The Charter categorically pro-
hibited wvnilatersl use of force except in
legitirnate  sell-defenice. Mao Tse-tung
revelied in war, believing that it was not
oniy inevitable but positively desirable.
The Charter enjoincd Member States to
setile dispuies by peaceful means i com-
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formity with law and justice. Mao Tse~
tung preached force and vielence, Peiping
was the foremost exponcni and the mesi
assiduous praciitioner of camouflaged and

indircet aggression in the form of infilira~

tier and subversion, 1t was the promoter
of what was cailed “peeple’s war”, whose
essential ingredients were force and vio-
lence. The ¢ncouragement, {raining, fi-
nancing and eguipping of guerrillas in 2
whele series of countries could be more
of a2 menace to {he territorial integrity
and political independence of all non-
comrmunist Governments in the vulner-
able parts of the world than even the
direct use of force by Peiping. This was
because in almast all those countries there
were dissident glements that with aid and
support from abroad, were ready (o play
the role which the Viet-Cong were play-
ing in the Kepublie of Wiet-Nam. Peip-
ing’s cxperience in the Korsan War had
taught it to aveid, as far as possible, dircct
confrontation with any military power. It

had, hawever, never ceased 1o unleash a

torrent  of warllke . proncuncements

against both the United States and ihe

Soviet Union, It was clear that thers
could be ne compromise and no possi-
bility of zccommodation between the
Charter ard the cult of viclenge and war
preached and practised by Mao Tse-tung.
It was a matier of record that since 1949
the Peiping régime had participated 1z a
series of military adventures, either di-

. rectly or by proxy. 1t had played a lcad-

ing role in the Korean War. It attacked
India in 1962 and Sikkim in 19635, Iis
rele in Indo-China needed no elabora-
tion, Moreover, 1t was no secret that singe
1967 Chinese Conumunist troops had be-
gun to slip into northern Burma. Radio

‘Moscow, in its broadcast of 7 June 1970,

had made a statement to the effect that
Mao Tse-tung and his followers were try-
ing to dominate South and South-East
Asia by fostering internal confliets and
strife in that part of the world, Radio
Moscow had listed Indiz, Bhusan, Sikkim,

Mepal, Burma, the Philippines, Malaysia

and Indonesia ag targets of Peiping's sub-
versive activities. The Maoist cult of vio-
lence had its wvotaries in cities of the
Western world, where vouthiul ravelo-

tionaries carrisd out politically motivated
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arsy, bombing, muader nnd other iet-
rorist aciivities desipned 10 overthrow the
existing social and pelitical order. Mao's
influgnice on  the revolnionaries  was
Bound to grow should his regime be scat-
ed i the United Nations, Toere could be
no questicn inat the Chinese Communist
régima wag the greatest threat to world
peace and seeurity and the greatest eneny
of national independence and Irecdommn.
There wers those who contended that the
Uniteg ™ations neaded the presence of
Peiping to solve such crucial problems as
disarmarment. Questioning the vahdity of
iney argument, the representative of the
kKepuoue of Cpina sawd it perayed 2 woe-

ful tack of understandisg of the pature

of Chunese commumsim, Il was dilfoult
to understand how a regime dedicated to
reshaping the world by toree of aims and
tse pieaching of tne inevitability and even
the dessranility of war could contribute to
world peace. Peiping’s intervest in the
Uniteq Mauons stemmed primarily from

a desire i¢ banslorm the Urganizaton

into 15 own instrument of policy. it could
wreck the United Nations just as it had

Cwupderpuned the much-vaunted monoclihic

unity of the ivternalional communist
frrovement, Feiping had heaped igsult on
the partial tesi-ban Treaty, the Trealy on
the pok-prodtieration of nuclear weapons,
as well as the Treaty bamning the launch-
ing of nuclear arms in outer space. 3t bad
taken & hostile atutude towards any agres-
reni concerning the limitanen of strate-
gic arois. Since Peiping’s Erst nuclear
biast B2 1946, it had from tme 10 ame
advanced the idea of a world conference
to pronibit and destroy nuclear weapons.
But there was po evidence that this was
anything more than a propaganda move,
The possession of nuclear aims was Ro
ticket fo admission to the United Natjons,
The assumplion that the communist ré-
gime was in efective control of the main-
land ang that it could legitimately speak
for the 700 millien Chinese people was
not supported by facts. Fopular unrest
had been deepening on the mainiand.
Restivenoss was widespread ameng stu-
dents, workers and peasanis, Anti-Mao
and ant-communist organizations ¢xisted
in all pariz of the couniry. The Govern-
mert ¢f the Republic of China was the

legally consiituted Government of China,
It was the only Government that could
give cxpression o the authentic aspiras
tions of the Chinese people, The fact that
the mainland of China had -been under
communist occupation for twp decades
simply meant that the civil war in China
had not yet ended. Tae right to determine
who should represent China in the United
Nations belonged to the Chinese people
alone. They had certainly not asked Al
hania or anyone else (o speak for them
and call into question the rightful position
of the Government of the Republic of
China in the United Nations. The Chinese
people categorically rejected such aflront-
ery, If the Mao Tsc-tung régime was
allowed o continue ils oppression at
home and pursue its course of aggression
abroad, ihere could be no peace in Asia

~or seeurity for the world.

The represcntative of the United States
said that the 18-Power draft reselulicn
differed not-at all from similar proposals
which had been considered and decisively
rejected many times in the past, The
United States had joined other Stales in
co-sponsering a procedural drafl resolu-
tion which affirmed that any proposal to

-chabge (he representation of China in the

United Nations was an importanl gques-
tien requiring a two-thirds meajority vote
for adoption. This was a leng-established
position of the General Assembly, Far
from being some sort of manccuvre, the
“important question” procedure found in
Article 18 ef the Charter was one of the

-most essential protections of all United

Nations Members, whether large or small.
Imporiant questions were defined in Ar-
ticle 18 as recommendations with respect
to international peace and seccurity, elce-
tions to various offices, questions relating
to the Trusteeship System and the budges,
the suspension of rights and privileges of
membership, the admission of new Mem-
bers, and the expulsion of present Mem-
bers. The last two questions were pre-
cisely what the 18-Power draft resolution
would have the Assembly do. To insist
on the integrity of the Charter and to
insist on iis protections were not only
matters of self-interest for ali Members
but were also matiers of simple eguity
and justice. It would set 2 most danger-

ety



ous precedent {o expel o Membor of the

United Nations by a simple majority of

those present and voting, Those who
mizht be templed to disresard the Chare
ter’s safepunrds because of their views
on the present issue should consider care-
fully whether on some future jssuc they
might find therselves in a similar pogie
tion. It was for those Teasons that the
United States had joined in co-sponsor-
ing the 19-Power dralt resolution, and it
urged all Members. to vete to resffirm

this vital procedure. The proposal to expel

the representatives of the Republic of
China was both unwise and unjust, The
‘expulsion of a Member State was 2 most
scrious business. Article 6 of the Charter
reserved. this action for cases in which a
Member had  persistently  vialated the
principles of the Charter and it required
joint action by both the Security Councit
and the General Assembly, There was not
a single act of the Republic of China
which would justify those extreme meas.
ures. The represeniative of the United
States agreed that the People's Republic
of China was a reality that could not he
ignored. The United States had actively
sought to move from an cra of confronia-
tion to an era of negotiation. Renpresenta-
tives of his Government had met with the
representatives of the Peoples Repuhlic
of China twice this year and would have
met more often had Peking been wilfing
to do so. His Government had also taken
a number of concrete actions to ease rela-
tions between the two Governments, The
fact was that the United States was as
interested as anyone in the Assembly to
see the People’s Republic of China rlay
a constructive role in the family of na-
tions, But nowhere did the Charter cone
fer upon States the right to make their
own conditions for United Wations mem-
bership. The represcntative of the United
States thought that it was curious that
some of the same delegations which urged
universality of membership, at the same
time urged, with equal fervour, that one
of the present Members be expelled. The
Republic of China effectively poverned
14 miltion people, a population larger
than that of two thirds of the United Na-
tions Members, {t was recognized diplo-
matically by more than GO States, was a
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founding Mcember of the Orzanization,

had contributed more than its share to the
work of the specialized agencies, and
sought 1o assist the process of develop-
ment. He urged the Assembly to reject de-

«cisively the 18-Power draft resolution.

The representative of Japan declared
that any atfempt to solve the question of
the represenfation of China in the United
WNations merely by expelling one of the
two parties from the place it had legiti-
mately occupied in the Qrganization, and
replacing it by the other, would inevitably
militate against a just and cquitable solu-
tion. The Republic of China was ene of
the principal founders of the United Na-
ticns and had faithfully carried out i's
responsibilities and obligations under the
Charler, While it would be highly desir-
able for the United Nations to be as uni-
versal as possible, it was contradictory to
advocaie the principle of universality in
support of the draft resclution calling for
the scating of the People’s Republic of
China, since this would have the effect of
depriving the Republic of China and its
people in Tafwan of long-standing, loyal
status in the United Nations, His delera-
tion would therefore vote apainst the 18-
Power resolution inasmuch as it could not
offer a satisfaciory sclution.

The representative of Thailand, another
co-sponsor of the 19-Power draft resolu-
tion said that, despite the cloguent pleas to
restote the so-called lawful rights to the
People’s Republic of China, there had
been no clear-cut response from the ré-
gime in guestion, Although this question
had been on the Assembly’s agenda for
nine years, it was a fact that the People's
Republic of China had so far not applied
for membership. Moreover, its leaders had
repeaiedly made statemenis demanding
changes concerning the United MNations
which must be eflccied before the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China would even con-
sider becoming a Member; Tt had de-
manded the expulsion of the Republic of
China, the complele resrganization of the
United Nations, and the withdrawal of the
General Assembly resolution condemning
Peking as 4n agpressor in the Korean con-
flict. His delegation had szen no evidence
that would qualify the People’s Republic
of China as a peace-oving State, Records
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of Peking's policy of open and indireet
aggression and subversion i Viet-Mam,
Laos. Cambodia, Burma, Indiz, Malay-
sia, Indonesia, Tibet, as well as in Thai-
land, were foo well known to need repeat-
ing. One reason that the war in Indo-
China continued unabated was the support
which the agoressors received from the
People’s Republic of China, Furthermore,
Mzo Tse-tung's theory concerning the cx-
pansion of communist doctrine by foice
could hardly be considered to be conso-
nant with the purposes and principles of
the Charter. In his delepation’s view, the
People's Republic of China had so far not
shown that it was willing ar able to accept
the obligations contained in the Charter,
On the contrary, it had scen fit to attack
and throw abuse at the United WNa-
tions. His delesation wonld therefore voie
azainst the 18-Power draft resolution. The
representative of Australia said that the
position of his delegation had been made
clear on the guestion earlier in the session
by the Minister for External Affairs. In
accordance with that policy, his delegation

. would vote for the 19-Power draft resolu-

tion, of which Australiz was a.co-sponser,
His deferation would vote against the 18-
Power draft resolution, znd he urged all
deleoations to vote in the same manner.
The represeniatives of Costa Rica. Ga-
bon, Gambia and Hait, co-sponsors of

the 19-Power draft resolution, had doubhts

about the willingness of the People’s Re-
public of China to comply with the condi-
tions laid down in the Charter. On the
other hand. the Republic of Ching was a
founding Member of the Orpanization
and had faithfully carried out its Charter
ohligations. The representative of Haiti as-
serted that, through insurrection, a Chi-
nese Government obedient to communism
had been able (o seize a large part of the
territory of China and to insiall a povern-
ment which was not a lepitimate eovern.
ment since no plehiseite or regular elec-
tion had ever entrusted the reinz of power
to the Maoist grovp. That usurnation wae
never aooroved bv the maiority of the
people. The Republic of China existed. It
had a lesal constitution as = State. ¥t could
not possiblv be expelied from the United
Wations. The revresenfative of the Do
minicas Republic also supported the 1%«

. Power resolution beeause the Republic of

China was scrupulously complying with
the purposes and principles of the Charter,

The representative of the Demecratic
Republic of the Congo said that his Gov-
ernment would want the voice of 700 mil-
lion people to be heard in the United Na-
tions but it would also want the 14 million
inhabitants of Nationalist China to be
heard. It was not guided by ideological
considerations, but only by its desire to
co-operate with those Stales which re-
spected the sovereignty of his Govern.
ment. The hostitity of the Peking Govern-
ment towards the Democratic Republic of
the Congo was well known, as were its
attempts to interfere in the domestic af-
fairs of the Congo. On the other hand, his
Government enjoyed diplomatic relations

-with the Government of Taiwan, thus

showing “the determination of the two
Governments scrupufously 1o respect the
sovereipnty of each other, The represent-
ative of Malawi stated that {he People's
Republic of China bad been persistently
aiding and abetting subversive activitics in
many countries, including his own, In
view of the innumerab'e acts of ALPression
and subversion which the People's Repubs-
lic of Chins had commitied in the name
of world communist revolutian. his dele-
gation feared that if it was ever admitted
to the United Mations, it micht become
even more militant in its futore conduet,

The vepresentative of Saudi Arabia 5Ug-
gested that a plebiscite might be held on
secession, and if hoth the people of Tai-
wan and maintand China agreed, hoih
might be seated in the United Nations for
the time heing, with the proviso that an-
other plebiscite would be held in five or
10 vears to see whether Taiwan wanted g
merge at that time with the People’s Re-
public of China,

The representative of Malaysia said his
delepation was in agreement with the 18-
Pawer draft resclution excent for the sec-

" ond part of the operative naragraph which

called for the expulsion of the representa.
tives from Taineh. That part, in his dele.

gation’s view, constituted a denial of the

right of ihe peovle of Taiwar to selfa
determination and membership of the Or.
ganization, For that reason, his defepation
would not be able to go all the way In



support of the resolution. However, in
vicw of iis support for the parucipation of
the People’s Republic ¢f China in the
United Matons, it would not voie against
this drait, The representative of Fijt said
that his delegation would like to see the
People’s Republic of China represeased in
the LinHed Nations., 1t would abstain on
the [4-Power proposal hecause It sought
the expulsion of & Member State which
had shiown uself able and willing (o carry
out its Chatter obligations. The represent-
ative of Mauritius said that his delegation
was jn favour of the restoraticn of the
fawful rights of the People’s Republic of
China, but it was alse in favour of ine
principie of universality, 1t ohjecied to the
expulsion of the Kepublic of China. It
would vote apainst the 18-Power draft
resolution, although it had voted for a
similar resolution last year, and it would
abstain ob the 19-Power resolution,

The representative of Ecuador declared
that his Government regarded (he absence
of the People’s Republic of China as ab-
surd, Since the problem of China could
not be ecasily solved, his delegation be
lieved that o negoiiated solution must be
found threugh political and diplomatic
channels, The sentence in the [8-Power
draft resohution which referred to the
Chiang Kai-shek cligue was maore than
rhetoric, It identified a Government with
the people. Taiwan was oot only a Gov-
croment; il was a human rezlity which
couid not be forgotten. And this way of
simptifying the problem made it impos-
sible for his delegation to voie in favour
of that resolution, Since the resolution re.
lated to the guesiion of the restoration of
rights which affecied the composition of
the Sccurity Council, and the expulsion of
a Government which was exercising righis
in “ehalf of a Stale Member, then those
quesiions were of obvious importance and
must be decided by a two-thirds majority.

Explanations of Vote

Statements in explanations of vole wers
made by the representatives of Togo,
Burma, Peru, Turkey, Liberia, Romania,
Cambodia, Madagascer, Chad, Albania,
Guatemala, Chile, Tumisia, Jamaica, Sene-
gal, India, Saudi Arabia, Colombia, Guy-

ana, italy, Austria, Ircland, Sierra Leone,

MMoroceo and Algeria.

RoLL-CanL YVOoTEs

19-Power proposal; reaffirming previous
decision that any proposal to changs the
representation of China was an important
question under the terms of Articls 18 of
the Charter.

in javour: Argeniipa, Australia, Ausiria,
Belgiom, Holivia, Borwana, Brazil, Cam-
bodia, Cannda, Ceniral African Republis,
China, Colembia, Cengo (Demosralic He<
punhiz of}, Costa Rl Cyprus, Duhomey,
Dominican Bepublis, ador, Bt Salvador,
Fiji, Gabon, Gambia, Gresce, Guatemals,
Haiti, idonduras, lceland, Iran, Ireland, Is-
razl, Italy, ivory Coast, jamarca, Japan, for-
dan, Lzos, Lebason, Lesotho, Liberia, Lux-
embourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malia, hMei-
ico, MNeiherlands, New Zealand, Niceragus,
Miger, Panama, Paraguay, Philippioes,
lwanda, Saudi Arabia, Sencpal, Sieira Le-
one, South Alfrica, Spain, Swaziland, Thai-
land, Togo, Turkey, United Kingdom, United
States, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Vencziela.
Against: Afghanistan, Albania, Alaeria, Bul-
garia, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussiag 38R,
Ceylon, Chile, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Den~
mark, Equatoria! Guinea, Ethicpia, Fiatand,
France, Ghana, Guinea, Hungary, lodia,
irag, Kenya, Kuwail, Libya, Malaysis, dMall,
Mauritania, Mongoliz, Morocco, Mepal, Ni-
geria, Morway, Pakisian, People’s Kepublic

of the Congo, Peru, Pojand, Romania, Singa-

pore, Samalia, Southern ¥emen, Sudan, S
den, Syria, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukraintan SER,
USSR, United Arab Republie, United Eepulb-
lic of Tanzania, Yemen; Yugosiavia, Zambia.
Abstentions:  Barbados, Cameroon, Chad,
Guyana, Mauritivs, Portugal, Trinidzd and
Tobago.

18-Power proposzi: calling for the restora-
tion of all the rights of the People's Re-
public of China and the expulsion of the
representatives of Chiang Kai-shek.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeris,
Austria, Bulparia, Burma, Burundi, Byelo~
russian SSR, Canada, Ceylon, Chils, Cuba,
‘Crechosiovakia, - Denmark, Equainiial
Guihea, Eihiopin, Finland, France, Ghana,
Guinea, Hungary, India, krag, Jialy, Kenya,
Libya, Mali, Mauritania, Mongolia, Moroe-
co, Nepal, Migeria, Norway, Pakistan, Poo-
ple’s Republic of the Congo, Polend, Ro-
mania, Somaks, Southera Yemen, Sudau,
Sweden, Syria, Ugands, Urkeininog S8R,

e
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USSR, United Arab Republic, United King-
dom, Uniled Hepublic of Tanzania, Yemen,
Yuposlavia, Zambin. Againsty  Argenting,
Australia, Bartiados, Brazil, Cambodia, Chad,
China, Colombia, Congo {Democratic Repub-
lic ofy, Costa Rica, Zahomey, Dominican Re-
public, Bl Salvador, Gabon, Gambia, Greece,
Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Isracl, fvory
Conast, fapan, Jordan, Leselho, Liberta, Mad-
agascar, hialawi, Malta, Manritius, Mexico,
Mew Zealond, Wicaragua, Miger, Panama, Par-
aguay, Phitippines, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia,
Sierra Leone, South Africa, Spain, Swazitand,
Thailand, Togs, Turkey, United States, Up-
per Volla, Uruguay, Venezuela, 4bsientions:
Beigium, Bolivia, Boiswana, Camercon, Cen-
tral African Republic, Cyprus, Eucador, Fiji,
Guyana, Jcclend, Iran, Ireland, Jamaica,
Kuwait, Laos, Lébanon, Luxembourg, Ma-
laysia, Netherlands, Feru, Portugal, Senepal,
Singapore, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia,
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II. - Statements from United States Sources

A. Statement by Secretary of State William P. Rogers on August 2,

1971 (Reprinted from the Department of State Bulletin, August 23,

1971, pages 193-196.)

Following is g stalemens by Secretary Hogore
made to news correspondenis on Au’,fwﬁ s to-
gether with the transcript of the guefwmg cmaf
answers which. followed.

Press releage 160 dated Aupgust 2
STATEMENT BY SECRETARY ROGERS

The world is approaching the midpoint be-
tween the end of World War II and the
end of the 20th century. The United Nafions,
founded in the aftermath of the war, has passed
its 25th anniversary.

President Nixon has been adapting Ameri-
can Toreign poliey with these facts in mind—
forging policies directed to the future while
taking fully into account the legacics of ths
past.

TFrom its inception the United Nations wos
designed above all else to keep the peaco shat-
tered by two world wars within a generation.
The first words of the United Nations Charter,
adopted at San Francisco in 1945, express &
common determination to “save succacding gen-
arations from the scourge of war.

In October 1069 PrOS}dent Nixon said with
regard to Latin America that “wo must deal
realistically with governments . .. ag they
arc.” Both in Asia and elsewhere in the world
we are sceking to nccommeodate our role to the
realities of the world today. Our objective is to
contribute in practical terms to the buﬂchnw of
s Tramework for a stablo peace.

Ne question of Astan policy has so perplezed
the world in the last 20 yesrs ss the China

question—and tho rolated question of repre-

sentation in the United Nations. Bagic to that
question is the fact that esch of {wo govern-

ments claims to be the sole government of China
and representative of all of the people of China.
Representation in an infernational organiza-
tion need not prejudice ths claims or views of
either government. Participation of both in the
United Nations need not require that result.
Rather, it would provide governments with

" increased opportunities for contact and com-

munication. Jt would also help promote coop-
eration on common problems which aflect all
‘of the member nations regardless of political
differcnces.

The United States accordingly will suppert
action at the General Asscinbly this fall ealling
for seating the People’s Republic of China, At
the same timo the United States will oppose any
action to expel the Republic of China or other-
wise deprive it of representation in the United
Nations.

Qur consultations, which began several
months ago, have indicated that the guestion
of China’s seat in the Security Council is &
matter which many nstions will wish to ad-
dress. Tn the final analysis, of course, under the
charter provision, the Sccurity Couneil will

“malke this decision. We, for our part, are pre-

pared to bave this question resolved on the
basis of a decision of members of the United

Nations.

QOur consultations have also shoiwn that any
action to deprive the Republic of China of 1ts

- representation would meet with strong oppo-

sition in the General Assembly. Certainly, as
T have said, the United States will oppose it.

The Republic of China has played a loyal
and conscientious role in the U,N. since the or-
ganization wae founded., It hag lived up to all
of its charter cblipations. Having made re-
marknble progress in develcping its own econ-
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omy, 1t hag cooperated internaticnally by
providing valuable fechnical assistance to s
number of Iess developed countries, particularly
in Afriea, '

The position of the United States ig that if
the United Nations is to succecd in its peace-
keeeping vole, 1t must deal with the vealities of
the world in which we live. Thus, the United
States will cooperate with these who, what-
ever their views on the stalus of the relation-
ship of the two governments, wish to continue
to have the Republic of Chins represented in
the United Nations. '

The outcome, of course, will be decided by
127 members of the United Nations, For our
part we believe that the decision we have taken
is fully in accord with President Nizon’s desire
to normalize relations with the People’s Re-
public of China in the interests of world pears
and in sceord with our convietion that the con-
tinued vepresentation in the United Nations
of the Republic of China will contribuis to
peace and stabllity in the world.

QUESTIONS AND AMSWERS

Secretary Bogers: T will taks a few quesiions,
, _ ]

. Mr. Secretary, hove you reccived any
indication from either Cling thal they would
be prepared fo sit with one enother in the
United Nationsf

A. No.

Q. Mr. Secretary, in your siatement, you say
that we are prepared lo hove the quesiion of
the seal on the Security Council decided by
the UN. membera, In the previous puragraph
you say that the United Siates will oppose any
effort to deprive Nattonalist China of repre-
sentation in the United Nations. What position
will we take, or are we taking, on the assump-
tion of the Nationalist sect on the Security
Couneil by the Feoplds Depublic of C(hinaf

A. Well, at this time I hove nothing to sdd

40 the statement, As X have aid, this matter

may srise in the discussion in the General As-
gembly, and if it does, wo will be prepared to
certainly abide by the wishes of the meajority
of members of the United Nations.

&. Mr. Secretary, from the wording of this
statement, it would cppear that the United
States would be also in faver of the scating of
both Viet-Nams, both Korews, and bolh Ger-
manys. le that a correct ossumption?

A, No, T don’t think that is a correct assump-
tion, We are dealing now with = problem of
representation in the United Nations of a coun-

try that has been represzented in the United

Nations sines its beginning. That is not true in
the case of the other divided counfries. So the
statement does not direct itself to that peint.

&. A, Secretary, under your formulalion
here, would the present ocoupant of the
Chinese seat in the Security Ceuncil have the
power te velo any change in the membership
inthat seatf

AL Well, that is 2 matter of tactics which I
don’t want to address todey. I think there will
be many guestions raised in the General As-
somably thig fall on matters of this kind. The
purpose of this statement is to snnounce the
policy of the United States. We will be discuss-
ing our tactics with other governments as we
approach the General Assembiy.

¢ A Secwetary, does this mean that we ars
going to drop the claim that this is an important
question?

AL Well, theve again it is o matter of tactics
But insofar as the People’s Republic of Ching
is concerned, I think that in view of this an-
nouncement by the United States, the important
guestion, ingofar as it relates to the P.R.Cs

admission, is scademic. Certainly as far as the °

Republic of China is concerned, we think that
the expulsion cbviously is sn important ques-
tion, The charter so provides. And we will do
all we can to support thab position: that the

expuision of the Republic of Ching is an im-

portant question,

@. Sivy { am not clear af one point whether or
not the General Assembly would decide whether
the Republic of China would retain the Seourily
Jounctl seat.

A. Well, T have nothing, as I say, te add te

. thiz statement, T think the statement spealks for

itgalf, Under the charter, the final decision rests

]
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with the Security Council, But, as vou sos, from

this statement, we have said that we would abide -

by thoe views of the meiority of nations
) ] ¥

. Mr. Seerstary, Fwould ebide by the ma-
jority®? of the Gencral Assembly voies on ths

Security Counctl question?

AL Well, let's wait to see how it develops, Bul
we have made it clear that as. far as the United
States is concerned, we would be willing to abide
by the majority vote of the members of ths
United Nations,

Q. Sir, it was said that the ambassadors with
whom you had spoken all the way along in this
continuing serics of talks would be informed
in advance of this decision of the policy of ihe
United States. Have these embazsadors been in-
formed, and how would you assess the general
reaction to this position?

A. Well, they hzve been informed. We have
worked very closely with the nations primartly
concerned and many others, for that matier, and
we have informed them of this policy decision.

T weald not want o epesk for them. I think it's

up to them to speak for themssives.

Q. Mr. Secretary, the chavier provides that
the capulsion of a member is on imporians ques-
tion. But what about the expulsion of a
delegation?

A, Well, there sgain, that is a matter of tue-
tics. We believe that tha expulsion quastion inso-
far as it relates to the Bepublic of Ching i3 an

Jmportant question. And thst is going te be our

position thig fall.

@. Mr. Seerctary, getting back to the Securily
Council, are you tmplying, then, if e majority of
members of the General dssembly vote to seal
the People’s Republic of China, that they should
have the seat in the Securily Councid?

A. No, I haven’t implied suything beyond
the words of this statement. They are care-
fully deafted. T think it is clear that we have
gaid we will abide by the views of the majority
of the members of the United Nations.

Q. Can we assume, Mr. Beerctary, that this

Government will Leke @ somewhol passive role
on the Sscurity Council gusstion, or whon 1he

2easion arrives will we openly advecate ong po-
sition or the other?

A, We zre not going to speculate st the
moment about the tactics that we wili use at
the United Nations, I think it is important to
focus our sitentien on the decision of this Gove
ernment, which is to vote in fuvor of the admis-
sion of the People’s Republic of Chinn and to
oppose the expulsion of the Republic of Ching.
Now, the yeasong T have seb forth in this state-
ment. We think the realities of the world re-
guire that both be represented. One represents
700 to 800 million people, In Taiwan, there are
14 million or morve people. And we think both
ghould be represented in the United Nations.

Q. Afr. Secretery, cowld you tell us whether
your reference in your stotement to the fact
that it does not necessarily have to resolve the
question of who i the government of all of
Ohing means that we have decided to—rthat
rules out the question e¢f aur recognizing——

A. No, not at all, not at all. The only ques-
tion I am addressing this morning is repre-
sentation in the United Nations.

Q. Sir, President Niwon said in his jirst
news conference tn response to a question that
the policy at this time will be fo conlinue to
eppose Communist China's admission lo the
United Nations, end hs Dsted thres reasonss
One was that Communist Ohina has not indi-
cated any inferest in becoming e membery lwa,
that it has not indicated any intent to abide by
the principles of the charier; and three, that
it continues to call for ewpeiling the Republic
of China from the UN. What has changed since
the President's inilial news conference siate-
ment on this?

A. I think the first change of gignificance

vefers to poin No. 1. Until recently, the Peo-

ple’s Republic of China has strongly opposed
the United Nations, has been extremely criti-
cal of the United Nations, has proposed thab
the charter of the United Nations had to be
amended, &b cotor. :
Now, in the last 9 ;nonths or & year, their atti-
tuda towsrd the United Nations has changed,
and we think that they are now Interested in
becoming members of the United Nations.

~
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Secondly, their attitude toward other gov-

erninents hag changed mavkedly. They have
established diplomatic relations with several
other governments. Certainly their relations
with the United States have improved. And ail

of these things together lead us to the conclu-

sion that it is wise in thoe United Nations to have

-~them represented. After all, they reprosent

about one-quarter of the people on the sur-
face of the esrth. And as ¥ have said, if the
United Nations is to perform its function of

keeping the peace, it is important to have their
- volee heard in the United Nations,

¢ Afr. Secretary, does the United Stoales
have reason to belicve that as far as the Eepub-
lic of China s coneerned, its delegution will not
make the whole question moot wpon the an-
nouncement of this decision by departing on its
own accord from the United Nations?

A. Well, I wouldn® wont to make any com-

ment about the position of tho Republic of .

China. Any statement about their position or
pelicy I think should come from them.

Q. AMr, Secretary, has the People’s Repudlic
of Ching been informed of this policy?

A. No, it has not—of this announcement ov

the policy that 1 am announcing this morning,

Q. Mr. Seeretary, is the United States in
favor of having the twe governments of China
negotiate the differences between themf

A, Well, T don’t want to get involved in that
this morning. We are talking abeout the repre-
sentation question in the United Nations.

Q. Ur. Secretary, has the People’s Repudlic
of China been informed of our desision to sup-
port its bid for admission to the Uniled
Nations?

A. That was the question I just addressed.
The answer i no. -

Q. Mr. Secrvetary, I thought the question was
about the Republiz of (hine.

A. No, no, no. He asked ‘“‘the People’s
Republie of China.” :

Q. Hae Taipei been informed of this?
A. Yes, of course.

The press: Thank you, 8iv,

Secreiary Bogers: All right. Thank you.
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B. Statement by Christopher H., Phillips on November 2, 1970

(Reprinted from the Department of State Bulletin, December 14,.

1970, ‘pages 733-735)

STATERMENT BY AMBASSADOR PHILLIES

11.8./U.N. press releose 166 dated November 12

We have before us for consideration once
again a proposal sponsored by Albania, Algeria,
and 16 other states to expel the Republic of
China from the United Nations and to place in
the same seat representetives from the People's
Republic of China. T use the werds “once again”
beecause this proposal, and tha resolution which
secks to effect it, differ not at all fromn similar
proposals and resolutions which we have con-
sidered-—and decisively rejected—many times
in the past. My delegation hopes that it will be
rejected again this year.

AMr. President, the position of the United
States is well limown., We have joined with the
governments of 17 other states, embracing rep-
resentatives from every continent, in cospon-
soring = procedural resolution which aflirms
that any proposal to change the representation
of Chins in the United Nations is an important
question and requires a two-thirds majority for
edoption. This is » long-cstablished position of
the General Assembly, affirmed and reaffirmed
by large majorities on many cecasions when
thers has been a substentive debats en the issue
of Chinese representation.

We would do well to look into the matter and

understand why the important-question pro-
cedurs has so consistently received overwhelm-
ing support, particularly since wo have already
heard it attacked as nothing move than a trans-
parent device for withholding from the People’s
Republie of China something which, it is
claimed, is'its own. The fact of the matter, how-
ever, is that far from being some sort of

“maneuver, the important-question procedure

found in article 18 of our charter is one of the
most essential protections of all members of the
United Nations, whether large or small. The

‘plain Janguage of article 18 is that decisions of
the General Assembly on important questions.

shall be made by & two-thirds majority of mem-
bers present and voting. Important questions
are defined in that article as recommendations
with respect to international peace and security,
elections to various offices within our organiza-
tion, questions relating to the operation of the
trusteeship system and the budget, the suspen-
sion of rights and privileges of membership, the
admission of new members, and fhe expulsion
of present members—and this is precisely what
document A/T.605 would have us do.

Mr. President, to insist cn the integrity of
the charter, to reaffirm the protections which it
provides, and te insist that these protections
must be available to all members without dis-
tinction, is not only & matter of self-interest for
a1l of us within this room; it is also a matler

-of simple equity and justice. It would set o
most dangerous precedent to expel s member of

the [nited Wations—an act that has never been
taken in this organization’s quarter contury of
life—by a simple majority of thoss present and
voting. Those who may be tempted to disregard
tha charter's sxfegusrds because of their views

i
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on the present issne should consider carefully
whether at seme fubure time on some future
issue they might find themsclves in a position
similar to that in which some have sought to
piace the Republic of China, We should remain
faithful to the plain woerds of the charter and
insure that these words apply to 211 without dis-
crimination. In thus reafirming tho important-
question principle we will be taking an action
that relates to far more than just the question
of Chinese representation.

It is for these reasons that my country has
]omed in cosponsoring the resolution sot forth
in document A/L.098. It is for these reasons
that I strongly urge sll members, regardiess of
their position on ths substantive guestion of
Chinese representation, to vote to reafficm this
vital procedurs.

My, President, I turn now to the substantive
resolution, contained in document A /1,605, You
are all well aware of my Government’s firm
opposition to this draft resolution. Its proposal
to espel the representatives of the Republic of
" China is both uinwise and unjust.

Mr. President, the expulsion of a maomber
state 1s a mest serious business. Article 6 of the
charter reserves this action to cases in which a
member hins per%istcntly viclated the principles
upon which cur 01gﬂmw tien was founded, and
it requires joint action by both the Secumty
Council and the Assembly. There is not a single
act of the Republic of China that would justify
these cxtreme measures. Yet the resclution
before us has deliberately joined the cencept of
admitting the People’s Republic of Chins to
the call for expelling the Republic of China.
Indeed, they are so joined as to prevent the
extrication of one from the other,

We have heard it ssid before, and doubtless
it will be repeated dering the course of this
debate, that the People’s Republic of China is
a reality that cannot be ignored. Indeed, that
is so. And I do not believe any of us here today,
or any of the governments that we represent,
ignores that reality. As far as the United States
is concerned, as most ars aware, we have actively
sought to move from an ers of confrontation
to an era of negotistion, Representatives of my
Government have mst with repressntatives of
the People’s Hepublic of Chins twice this yesr

and would have met more often had Peking .
~ been willing to do so0. And my Government has

taken a number of concrete actions, actions for
which we naither proposed nor anticipated a
quid pro quo, to case relations between us, Tha
fact of the matter is, the United States 1s as
intercsted as any in this room to see the Peoplc 8
Republic of China play s constructive rols
among the family of nations. All of us are
mmdiui of the industiy, talents, and achieve-
ments of the great people Who hivein that cradle
of civilization.

But let us also remember, Mr. President, that

the charter nowhere confers upon states the
right to mals their own condmons for member-
ship in the United Wationa. Neither in the char-
ter nor in any resolution is it written that a state
muny say “We will join, but only if you expel
member . What the charter does say is that
memnexshlp shall be open to all peace-loving
states able and willing to carry out the obliga-
tions of membership and that members may be
expelled only if they have persistently violated
the prineiples of the charter.

Al of us must recall that many times during
the period of general debate earlier in this ses-
ston, and in the speeches delivered during the
special commemorative weel, we have heard
distingaished delegates, Forcign Ministers, and
even heads of state warmly endorse the prin-
ciple of universality of membership of the
Vnited MNations. How curious it is that some of
the same delegations who then urged universal-
ity of memberghip now with equal fervor urge
that we expel one of our present members.
Surely if universality means anything at sll, it
means that we add to our present membership,
not subtract frem it. My Government falls to
sece how. it is possible for a delegation that
favors universality of membership—or for any
delegation at all—to vete ¢o expel from cur
midst a government which:

—effectively governs 14 million people, a
population larger than that of {wo-thirds of the
members of this Assembly;

—is recognized diplomatically by more than
60 of the members of this organization;

—haa besn & membsr of ths United Nations
sines the organizbion’s founding;

i
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@ _has worked faithfully and constructively
for the good of the organization; '

—-has contributed more than its share tu the
work of the specinlized ngeneies; and

—has consistently sought to assist the proc-
ess of development throughout the world.

Tho sponsors of the resolution now before us,
as they hove done in previous years, would have
us ignove such considerations and, by spurious
appeals to the principle of wniversality =and
misrepresentation of fact, eall on us to expel &
member which has faithfully abided by the
charter of this organization. Sueh & demand
clearly violates the principles of equity and
justice, Tt should be opposed by all those who
beliave that these principles should guide the
aetions of this organization and who maintain
that the charter must be upheld if this organi-
zation itself is to survive and be effective.

Mr. Prosident, we believe that these reasons
reguire that this Assembly reject this propesal
to expel the Republic of China from the United
Nations. Whatever views members may hold on
the question of Peking’s participation, we do
not see.how the purposes of this organization
can be served by expelling any member which
has long and faithfully observed the obligations
set forth in its charter. -

Tt is on this basis, Mr. President, that 1 urge
the distinguished delegates of this Assembly to
reject decisively the resclution contained in
document A/L.605.

L]
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C. Excerpts from Issues. Communist China (Reprinted from Department

o_f State publication: Issues: No. 4 -- Communist China.

Washington, U.5. CGovi. Print. Off., 1969. Pages 26-27.)

" The Sase for Peking

in the United Matlonz

Those who support Communist Chinese
membership in the United Nations make
thess arguments:

¢ The United Mations should be a
universal organization.

" » Mainland China contains one-
fourtlr of the population of the world. As
long as these B0OO million people are un-
represented the United Nations cannot
function properly.

e After 20 vears, the Communist
regime must ba recognized for all prac
tical purposes as the Gevernment of main-
land China.

¢ A Communist China drawn into the
community of nations might be more likely
to shift to a more moderate policy than a
Chine which is forced into isolation and
perpetual insecurity.

¢ Arms limitations treaties—particu-

iar!y those involving nuclear weapons—

can never be fully effective so long as
fnainland China is not & party io thesg
agreements. ’

Some of those advocating U.N. mem-

bership for Communist China support a -~

*“¢wo-Chiina'’ approach in which the Re-

" public of China ang Communist China

would both be rapresented in the United
" Mations. Others say'(a) Taiwan is legiti-

mately 2 part of China and (b) tha Govern-
ment in Peking is the only effective govern-
ment of China; therefore, (¢} China's seat
in the United Nations should be occupisd
by the Communist government and by no
cther. it is this latter view which is re-
flected in the Aibanian resolution defeated
in the United Nations in 1968 and 1969,

The Case Agsinst

Those who oppose the admission of Cem-
munist China to the United Nations 21 this
time make these arguments:

€ Peking continues to advocate vio-
lent revolution, contrary to the .M.
Charter,

¢ Peking has conducted 3 campaign
of abuse and vilification of the United
Mations and exhibits litile interest in join-
ing the arganization.

& Under present circumstances,
Communist China's participation in the
Security Councii would seriously weaken
that body's ability to deal constructively
with international problems.

© Pgking opposes any "two-Chinag"”
solution, as advocated by some LLN. mem-
bers, and, indeed, the Republic of China
also reiects such a soltution. '

e Admission of Peking on terms
which rasuit in the expulsion of the Re-
public of China would be inconsistent with

the principle of universality, a principle‘

invoked by those supporting Peking's
admission. Morsover, it would ignore the
constructive, cooperative role which the
Republic of China, a founding member,
has played in the United Nations, whose
charter principles it has consistently
upheld,

& The President, in & news con-
ference on January 27, 1969, said: “The
policy of this country and this administra-
tion at this time will be to continue to
oppose Communist Chinag’s admission to
the United Nations. . . . Untl some
changes occuy on their side . . . | see

no immediate prospect of any change in

our policy.””

B
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D. Debate. in the House of Representatives on October 6, 1971

(Reprinted from the Congressional Record, October 6, 1971,

pages H9293~9300)

CROBSROADS FOR THE U,

The SPEANER pro tempore. Under a
brevipus order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. Sozes) s rece
ognized for 60 minutes,

Mr, BIKES, Mr, Spesker, within the
morth, the Uniied Nations wil pot o &

msitter of the srovest concern to this

@ggre—ss——--thﬁ seating of Cormmunist

Chins at the expense of one of our ¢ld

and valued friends—the Republic of

China.

Fhis must ot happen. Congress can
help o make certain that it does not
happen. Strange to relate, Congress has
not been consulted in this matter and
this g difficult to understand. Congress
i5 & pariner in Govermment and Con-
gress hag & very conslderable Interest in
the aperation and in the financing of
the United Mations, As & matter of fact,
there are many whoe have serious mis-
givings aboul the value of $he Tnited
MNations In comparison with the share of
the cosls which {he United States beers.
The views of Congress should have im-
portant bearing.

The geating of Communist Ching is
not 2 new issue but the real confromta-
tion on the guestion is now geliing cloger
and closer, The fact that the showdown
is to come this year has probably besa
precipitated by our own administration’s
prececupation with establishing & rap-
potrt with Communist China. This has
taken some of the fight out of those whe

oppose that country's admission. The

" problem is further aggravated by the an-
nouncement on the eve of debate on the
fssue that Bir. Kissinger is to make &
new, highly publicized trip to Peking.
This one-way traffic of personnet and
eoncessions to the seat of government of
Chingse communism is very unfortunale,
It strengthens the hands of the Com-
mutists at & most inopportune time.

A new angd very sevious issue has now
surisced. The Chinese Communists are
demanding that the Republic of China
be expelled, I is incomprehensible that
hls shonld take place but there is prave
cencerty over the outcome, This despite
the fact that guring the hiztory of the
United Natlons dozens of comniries have
been admitted, many of them smaler
in gres and population than the average
congressionsl  district. Two-thirds of
the nations in the YN, have poptlations
smaller than Taiwan. kMany couniries
have contributed nothing to the UN. but
obstruction. Most have been in arrears
at one iime or anoiher on their pay-
merits. Yeb none have been expelled.
There has not even been & proposal for
expulsion,

The simple fact is {he forees of world
eonmurdsm are eslling the tume, and
sadly ¥ must say that our State Depart-
ment i dancing to their {uns in this vital |
mistier, The Biste Department has nol
provided the wigorous defense which is
necessary to ofizet the Communist drive.
For instance, thete are those of us whoe
firmly belleve the Unlted Siates has the
legal suthority to velo any decision to
expzl the Republe of Chins, Russiz has
exercised its veto time and again, We
have not guestioned their right to do so.
Mow it is very important that the United
States exercise s velo power.

Amazingly, it is the State Depart-
ment's own opinion that we cannot exer-
cise o velo in this sifuabtion. There are
meany legzl authorities who say differ-
ently. The State Department should re-
examine its pesition and reveras if forih-

“with. I cannot eonegive of the forves of

Comnyission commitiing themselves so

e



naively to the detriment of their inter-
ests. That is what we are doing and this
ma¥es the task of America’s earnest rep-
resentetives in ihe UN. doubly gifficult,
the 1.8, Government sheuld make it vary
clear that we do hava the power to exer-
cise & veto and that we shall exercise it
when free world interests require it.
There must 1ot be a reluctance in this
crucial moment £n actively and openly
defend those Interests with all the power
we possess. This Iz not & time to turn the
other cheel.

The Congress now has a responsibility
to express itself very clearly on this seri-
ous matter, The Congress also has a re-
sponsibility to dook more carefully into
the substsntial ¥.8. financial support
for the United MNations. I personally
question that the American taxpaver is
gelting o justifishle return for hisvinvest-
-ment in the UK. We are paying 40 per-
cent of the Mudgeted costs of that or-
ganization—mneariy §110 million per vear.
All other countries pay much less, Some
of them pzy nothing, That means the
American taxpayer is carrying well gver
halfl the financial burden of the United
Wations. Russia pays far less than we, vet
Russia has three votes fo our one. The
dozens of small countries which ragke
token or nc payments all have a vote
equal to curs. Fhis makes no sense. A
complete reassessizient of U.S. financial
znd moral support of the Ynited Na-
tions is long overdue, The Congress has
responsibility to the American people,
much maore thair to world commitments,
We should exercize these responsibilities
more vigorously znd the United Nations
is a good place to start,

1, for one, sincerely hope that ench of
the 130 member pations take note of the
growing eongressisnal concern on this
impoertant guestion. The nations which
have indicated they plan to oppose us in
thiz matter have shown no reluetance in
the past to receiving U8, foreign aid and
military assistance. This should alse be
# matter Tor reassessment.

To demonstrate congressional concern
over this guestion, there have been cip-~
culated in recent days petition forms
calling on the President to take heed of
the volce of this Congress in ifs opposi-
tion to the expulsion of the Fepublic of
Ching from the 1937,

To date, more than 300 Members of
Congress have signed that petition which
we hope fo be able to present o f{he
President next week and to Ambassador
George Bush of the United Nations later
in the month, prior to the U.N. vote on
the expulsion question.

The pelition represents the clear con-
sensus within the House of Representa-
tives-~a consensus that, as the petition
itself states: -

We, the undersigoed Members of Con-
press, wre strongly mnd wnslterably opposed
to the expulsion of the Republic of China
from the United MNziions.

That, Mr. Speaker, Is the message the
United States must convey to the world.
It is the raessage this Congress will trans-
mit to the President and to the Unifed
Mations in unmistakable terms.

If the Republic of China sheould he
expelled from the United Nations, take
it from me that country will be leaving a

dying organization. Concern for the fu-
ture of the United Mations is not reserved
for the China question alone. The grad-
ual decay in that erganization’s prestige
is pinpointed many ways. It'is well stated
in an editerial! which appeared in the
Washingion Evening Star on Thursday,
September 30, entitled, “Crossroads for
the U.N.” This is indeed the crossroads
for the U.N. ¥ submit the editorial for
reprinting in the ConcrEsztonat. ReEcorp.
CuoBsSROADE ¥»OR THE UN. ’

~There iz near-unanimity on one thing:
The 268th anuual eession of the United Na-
tions Gteneral Assembly that opened In New
York last week will be simong the most fate-
ful in the history of the world organization.
The decislons that must be made in the

. coming weeks can meske or break the UM, ex

en effective Internationsl lnstitution. .

It 1z not just 8 gusstion of membership
in the YU.N, for mainland China, However the
voling may go st this sesslon, the issue i &5
good s settled. The principle of universality
in the world organization—applying not only
to Peklog but to East and West Germeny,
MNorth and Bouth Rores and the two Vist-
nams—is supported by 8 substantial major-
ity of the member nations.

Even more Inportant, perhaps, for the {u-
ture of the UN, are two other items high on
the agenda: The search for a peaceful scluw
tion to the conflict in the Mlddie Bast and
the eelection of & new pecretary general ms
the successor to ¥ Thant. Between them, the
resclution of these two lssues could deter-
mine the status of the U.IN. as & peace-keep-
ing institutlon for many years to come.

The two have o direct relationship with
each other. 1t waos under the relatively as-
sertive leadership of Sweden’s Dag Ham-
marskjold that the "IN, plaved its most dy-
namic peace-keeping role, neotably in the
Middle East in 19566 and in the Congo after
1880, And it has been under the hesitend
guldance of U Thant that the organization
has recorded its most conspicuous failures-—
in Vietnam, Biafra, Freland, Pakistan and,
once again, In finding a solution to the con-
tinuing Arab-Israell confiict.

‘But perhaps, as U Thant has often com=-
plained, this is In the nature of the nstitu-
tion, The U.N., bowever 1t may evolve, 18 hot
likely 1o become anything approaching g
world government for a long time to come.
In the case of infernal disputes, such as
those in Biafra, Treland and Pakistan, its im-
potence has been convincingly demonstrated,
Arnd in situations where national survivsl is
Involved, as 1s the case with Israel, even
the smallest couniries have shown a reacdi-
ness to defy a consensus of the world forum.

N
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The leadership of the TN, must accept
these realities. If the coming kiiddle Eastern
debate merely serves to consolldate opposi-
tion to Tsrael in the CGenersl Assembly, the
result will ba to increase, rather than dimin-
ish, tensions in the ares sand the danger of
renewed war. A Tar wiser cowrse would be a
revival of the qulet diplomacy of UN. envoy
CGunnar Jarving in sn effort to reach anl ac-
commodntion between the two sides. Bo far
&8 the Middle East is concerned, medlation,
rather than cosrcion, is the best the UM
can offer.

MF. BRICE of Texas, Mr, Speaker, the

United States will soon make an impor-

tant diplomatic and moral chelee at the
United Nations.

Our Government, which pays hearly
half of the bilis to keep the United Na-~
tioris in business and has been one of ity
most ardent supporters even when that
body has contributed litéle ja reluwn o
American or world security, will either
haif-hesrtediy aliow the Reoublican of
China and her people on Talwan fo be
unceremoniotsly expelied from member=-
ship in the UM, or for onee will stand
with a friendly power and traditionad
ally to vigorously oppose and prevent £x-
pulsion. I ask simply, which will it be?

This is not a guestion that should
givide us in this Chamber. The principle
iz not ene of rariy or of faction or of
outipok on foreign policy. The principle
is justice. Are we going to sbandon an
ally in the face of the combined offensive
being exerted by the Communist and all-
too-oftenn  anti-American third world
bloc? Would US. and free world
interests be hetter served by irading a
friendly vote in the United Nations for
that of s rebidly anti-American Cormimu-
nist dictatorship? For once let us stand
up and say "no” to appeasement and
capituiation.

And in this respect, T ant prepared to
offer a suggestion for a course of action:

Let the United Staies reguest a meet-
ing of the United Nations Secwrity Coune
cit, The meeting called into session, the
United States should then request that
the President of the Council make a rul-
ing that any action by the Security
Council o vnseat the Republic of China
and accent, insiead, the credentials of
the “very different government” of the
People's Republic of Ching, he conhsidered
a “substantive matter, thereby requir-
ing the concurring voles of the perma-
nent members of the Council. Using the
French text of the rules, if the Presi-
dent should so rule in favor, and if his
ruling is challenged by the USSR, or
other opponeng, that challenger must
locate nine votes to -overrule the Presi-

dent or the ruling shall stand. Themn,

when the challengers take the next step
of offering a resolution calliing for-the
rejection of the credeniizls of the Re-
public of China and the acceptance of
tne credentials of the People’s Republic
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of China—Red Chins—Iollowing debate
the resolution can then be vetoed by the
Republic of Chrina—and the United
States—-as & permanent member of the
Council, The Red Chinz offensive will
have been appropriately defeated.

Mr. Speaker, lef us join bogether in &
united efort to teke immediate, decisive,
end vigorous action to assure the pro-
tection in the United MNaticns of the
rights of the Republic of China. Any
ogther course of action or lack of action
would be an inexcusable Tailure for the
United States and a Ifrustation of our
own best intevests.

Mr., BARER. Mr. Spesker, I welcome
this opportunity to join with the gentie-
man [rom Florida (Mr, S1res) and other
colleagues in taking fime on the foor of
the House o reemphagize those things
which need to be said, time snd time
agzin, sbout the effort fto realine the
membership of the United Nations in
{favor of Red China, T commend all who
take part in this special order as a means
of wielding some influence on dzclsions
vet to be made on the reshaping of UM,
history. .

A1 of us recognize that the present
meeting of the U.N., General Assembly
will be onz of the most faleful in that
history, There are raany gucstions to he
decided which will detfermine the effec-
tiveness of the United Nations as an fn-

sirumend of internafional cooperation.
Paramount among thess guestions is the
seating of Cornmunist Chine snd how
this will sffect the membership of one
of the respected charter members of the
organization—ihe Republic of China.

They say we must face facts and bow
to the realism of the moment. They say
the handwriting is on the wall—Red
Chins, has the votes to be sdmiited 0
the United Nations this yesr, just as it
did Iast year. The onky quesfion is, will
its admission cause the expulsion of Na-
tionalist China?

I stand steadfastly with those who
maintain that the Republic of China
must not be excluded, even if it means
that the some 206 million people on the
mainland of China never have repre-
sentation in the United Nations, This is
why T have joined with 21 Senators and
33 House Members of hoth pariies in the

issnance of the statement declaring that -

if the Republic ¢f China were {o be ex-
pelied from the United Nations, we would
feel compelled to recommend a complete
reassessment of .8, financial and moral
support of the UM, .

That is also why I accepled the invl
tation this week from Willism L, White,
publisher of the Zmporia, Kans., Gazette
and Prof. Prank Trager of New Yorlk,
cochalrmen of the organizing commiites,
to join and serve on the “Comumnitfes to
Feep the Repubdic of China in the United
Mations,”
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The inessage of the mailgram extend-
ing the invitation sums up the parpose
and nead for such & commities. It baars

Tepeating herg:

Invite you jein group of prominent Amer-
icans serve on the “Commivies 10 Keep He-
public of Chidw la the United Kations”,
Activitisn Himited strictly to purposes stated
in Comunittes's titles, Commities taked no
positlon on other questions concerning
American-Chiness relations. In March Pres-
ident Nixon stated Republic of Uhing should
not be expelled from Tnited Nations, On
July 15 ke pusrsnteed thiz projecied main-
lend China trip wonld not involye actions
“ah expense of old Irtends”. Becretary Rogers
August 2nd reafirmed U.s. would oppose any
action expel Hepublic of Chins irem world
hody., This week 22 Senators snd 33 Cone
gresymen expressed support this position,
For quarter century Republic of China has
faithinliy chomrved lefior and spirit of U
Charter. Amerlea cannol Ny ranepge o0
solemn pledge backed by tresty obligation.

Mr, Speaker, I was honored {o wire my
scceptance. I do net know who else is
serving on the committee, but T join with
thermn in zeeing thai the United SBtates
keeps its word and that we do wot {try
to circiomvant the letier of the TN
Charter in seeking to accommodate a
new member, .

1 am awsare 0f the *“Two China” policy
which has been formulated o handle this
delicate situation. Ambassador Geoorge
Bush prefers to call it 2 “dual representa-
tion” policy bhecause it accommodates two
existing realities. As he points out, no cne
at this point knows whether it will be
acceptable o elther of the Chinss, er
whether it wili be approved. Ambassador
Bush sees & reasonably good chance for
suceess, but he admits the vote will he
close.

He puts the issue in perspeciive when
he ohserves: :

There are peaple in this country who don't
want to ses Peking represanted adb 2ll and
who want to see the Republic of China as
the sole represenlative of the people of China,
What they must face up to is the fact thai
last vesr & majoriiy of the nations voled to
seat Peking end throw the Republic of Ching
cut. That wes prevented by procsdural mea=-
neuvering on our part-maneuvering that
would unguestionably fail this year,

I respect this assessment; T am sure it
is realistic, but I think that all concerned
should be put on notice that should Na-
tionplist China be expelled froin the
Tnited Nations, because of any realing.
ment, then there should definitely be =
reassessment of our owm role in the
United Nations, especially of the money
we contribute and the moral support we
pive.

It seems to me the renowned China
expert, Walter Judd, a former member of
this body, poses the proper question when
he agks:
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Would the Amerlcan people continus 1o
support the United Nations if it were iilegal
to expel one of its founding and iaw-abiding
members in order to seat o regime whose
words nnd- sotions prove it an internstional
ocutiaw, a regime which cannot possibly be
cleirped to reprossnt the Chinese paople and

" their interests? To sdmit Peking's vulers into
the UM and thevsby sirengihen thelr siran-
glehold on the Chinese peopls could only
prevent the construetive participation of
those 756,006,000 Chinese in the world com-
raunity and iis search for paace.

Mr. LANDOREDE, Mr. Speaker, my

immediate reaction io President Wizon's
cannouncement of s planned visit fo

PeZing was & favorable one, Wihile T
fingd the prineiples end practices of the
fdeo regime to be folelly repugnant to
those of freedom-loving peopls every-
where, T heleve that little harm and
much good can come from opening a
door of conmmumiecation to this enigmatic, -
potentially dangerous power.

I sl suppoert President Nixon's
e orts to enter into an ers of negotiation,

“gnd I believe hie meand his public pledge
not to sell out our friends, potably the
Republic of China, in the process. But
lately there have come disguieting
runblings from high places ihal cast
some doubt on-bow Srmly wa intend to
stand by our friends on Taiwan, espe-
clally as yecards the Nationalist seat in

© the United Nations.

Strong indieations are that Red China
Is not all that anxicus to jeoin the TJN.
pnyway. They sppear {0 be much more
Jdnterested in the expulsion of the Chi-
nese Wationalists, This was never morg
cleariy showli than in  vesterdsy's
unequivocal statemnent by the Albanian
delegaiion, long considered in be the
TN, voice of Chiairman Mao. T

Mr., Speaker, I.submit that it is time
for a reordering of priorities in our for-
eign policy, While ii is important that
we do all that we can responsibly do to
betier relations with our enemies, we
need to give far gredter emphiasis 1o our
defermination to stand by our proven
friends. Mever should we betray.cur ailies
in the vain hope that our enemies wiil
sornehow think betier of us.

If we make it o practice to sell out our
friends to appease our encmies, we are
soon geing to find ourselves Jriendless,

probebly with our chemles’ hostility
unremdtied. :

I st supporf the President’s initia-
“Hives towayd befter relations with Red
Ching. ¥ think that it would not reslly
hurt snvihing to sllow BMeg’s regime a
seat in the United Nations; it could even
irnprove the prospects for woerid peace.
But it the price of Red Chine's admis-
sion is the expulsion of & good and faith-
ful slly, then the U8, delepation should
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take every available measure to stop this
treacherous proceeding. If the members
of the Uniied MNaiions decide {o dump
Taiwsan, we should male matiers much
simpler by giving Peking our seat. Let
themn pay the bills for & change.

Mr. Spesker, just as I was pondering
what to sav today about the need o stand
by our friends on Teiwan, a mosh exeel-
lent editorizl column by naticnzly syn-
diceted Columnist Helmes Alexander
was brought to my aftention, The article
appears in the Velparaise, Ind., Videhte-
Meszenger of October 2 and deserves the
attention of every Member of this body.
¥ insert Rir. Alezander's articls ab this
point in the Record:

) MATIONAL SCENE
{By Holmes Alexander)

WasHincTow, DUC-—T0 Hon, Charles ¥ost,

United Nations, Mew York (Please Forward) :

Hey, Charlie, cut 1t out. I read an srticle - .

under your name thet cowld heve been {ttled,
"Perfidious Americs.” or “How To Paint A
Black Lie Waite” We've nowt one another
sines college days, and ¥ haye never bafore
found you io bz devious—not until that
plece you wrTote on our relations with the

- bwoe Ohinas.

Why, last winter ¥ turned President Mixon's
ricture to the wail for & couple of days ufter
he fired you fram your Job at the UN end
yaplaced vou Ry & lome duck Congressiman,
George Bush, who'd just been besten in his
roce for the Texnz Senate seat.

FHAS BECOND THOUGHTS

But now I've had second thoughts about
those regrets, Qeorgs couldn't posalbly know
ws much shout International matiers ss you
do, but I would rother hinve the Uoitod Biries
represented by {ihe Villsge Bipckemith §f
that's what i% takez to keep America honest
oven in & den of thizves like the UN.

We wouldn't be playing fair and sguere if
we followed the advice given in vour article,
You say that we should "devoully hope™ that

the United Siates gets besten on its policy for |

twoy Chinas, or what Is now called dusl rep-
resehtation. -

Not only mre vou pulling sgainst ug, but
you're telling Bush, Secretary of State Rogers
and President Wixon {o play ib crecked and
to throw the game.

WAWT US TO REFRAIN

You wani us to refrein from lobbying for
our policy, end to go into the smoke-fllled
room with representatives of other nations
and scheme 1o defeat the policy which we
profess te faver. You want us to be the éovert
patron of Hed China, snd the smiling be-

trayer of Natlonallst China, an unofiendlog .

friend and aliy.

If yeur machinations worked cut, to use
your own words: “Feking would be seated in
the Becurity Counell ard the Gensrsgl As-
sexnbly and the Netionalist Chinese would
consequently lose their seats.””

I esk you—is thai cricket? I8 I even smark
poltica? When the Hepublic of China was
made ong of the original five members of
the SBecurlty Councll, it was & blg couniry
and o Major power.
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LOSES ALL BUT OWE

It’s true that Hationalist China has lost
&}l but one province of what was & vasy do-
malin, but if that's o good reason for betrayal,
when do we begln to sall out Great Brizaln
whiclh hes losi the front pert of that name
aleng with & whole emipire since the Security
Council was formed? .

France, another charter member, has last
all its holdings In Indochina and North
Africa. When do we say, "Lafayette, herz's
your hat. What’s your nurry?”

People who know about such things in
Washlngton icll me that the smaller coun-
tries ot the UN will refuse to go along with
eny skull-duggery that would result in the
total ousting of the government on Formosa.

WHO 15 NEXT?

The gquestion In the minds of insecure

countries would be, “Whno's nsxt?” The so- *

clalist notlens of north Euvope would be
temipted to gang up on the dictatorships of
Spain, Portugsl and Greece,

Some President, following your proposal,
might declde to glve Israel’s seat to a future
People's Republic of Palestine,

... There isn't any real good time to plunge
the dagger in & Iriendly back, but right now
is rbout the worst time. Our {roops are shanm.-
Ing us In Europe, and we hardly have any
face o save in Asia.

) & BIZADLE HINT

There's & sizable hint, which very much
resembles & threat, in the section of your
article where you imply.that i Red China
doesn’s get what 1t wents in Ocfober, the
invitation for the President to pay his later
visit maey be withdrewn,

T4 seems to me, Cherlie, that we slready
have reason to lement that we ever cpened
any denlings with Bed Chinsa.

Here's en enemy natlon which now has
the opportunity of humilisting cur President
and of reducing his chance of re-election.
Some days It just deesn't pay te play Ping
Fong. )

Mr, WAGGONNER. Mr. Speaker, now
that T have read a legal memorandum
prepared hy the Siate Department re-
garding the question of admitting Red
Chinga to the inited Nations, I can un-
derstand why we have taken the turn we
have in our foreign poliey with regard to
this guestion, I would expect nothing
mare from the State Department, How-
ever, I would have hoped that President
Nixon, as President Johnson before him,
would have stopped listening to the
“America last’’ bunch at State. It is in-
deed a pity that the President did not ful-
fili his eampsign promise to the Ameri-
can people and clean house at State as
he szid he would do.

The one legal wespon the United States’

has in refusing fo admit Red China to
the U.N. and at the same time refusing
to allow Nationalist China to be expelled,
is the power to exercise the veto im the
Security Counell, Unifortunately, the
State Department has deeided in advance
to admit Bed Chine and has prepared a
memorandum 1o “legally”™ justify that
position, veto power notwtihstanding.
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. Well, T can tell you one thing. I, for
one, am getting pretty sick and tired of
ihe “America last” group in the State
Department, and pretiy sick and tired of

he United Mations as a whele, It is past
time that we here in the Congress began
thinking about decreasing our support—
financially and otherwise—to the United
Nations. Why should the American peo-
ple continue tocarry the financial burden
of ~an orvganization that consistently

_works against those things which are in

the interests of the United Sfates; and
particulariy 2t & time when we are hav-
ing our own economic problems., Presi

dent Mizon has suggested cutting hack on.

Federal spending. T agree, & good place o
start would he the United Nations.

To admit Bed China to the UN. when
the U.N. Charter itself precludes gdmit-
ting any nalion other then a “veace lov-
ing” nation, would make even more of a
moeckery of the U.N. than it is already.

Now, I see in this morning's Washing-
ton Post where the T.N. has agreed to
allow a known Soviet agent, "a veleran
officer of the 8Soviet Secret Police—
HGB"—to serve on for 2 more years in

his ostensible eapaeity as a director of

cxternal relations for the UN. office of
public information. Is that not a joke?
He is in the public infornation business
alright. Stealing classgified information
from the UM, Government. Ths same
article mentions that American sccurity
experis hiave said that one of this Soviet
agent’s key assignments “was to culii-
vate American scienidsts.” And we won-
der why the Soviets wre on the verge of

- passing us it scientific fechnology ? Well,

I think there is one thing we can Ay
about the United Netlons, And thad is %
is a good place to harbor snfi-American
spies.

I insert in the ReEcorp at this point
the above-mentioned State Department
memorandum and the article from the
Washingtonn FPost for today, Ceclober 8,
1971:

MEMORANDUR

A question has been reised a8 lo the legal
hasis for seating the People’s Republle of
Chilna-in the UI¥ Security Council ag one of
the five permanent members of the Council.

it should be noted that the guestion of

- participation of the People's Republic of

sirina in the UN does not involve the ques-
tion of admission of a new member to the
UN. China 1s already & member, and the

©guestion te be resolved 1s “How shall China-

be represented?’”’ The proposael thet both the
People’s Republic of Chlna and the Republic
of Ching be represenied in the CGeneral As«
sembly, with the People’s Republic of China
seated as one of the five permanent members
of the Becurity Counell, would sccord fully
with existing realitles and the objective of
permilting all of the people on both sides of
the Talwan Strait to be effecilvely repre-
sented in the UH, .
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Since the Ceneral Assembly represents all
the membership of the UN and is the TUWs
only completely representative body, it Is en-
titled to state its oplnion to the Security
Councllt on the guestion of the Chinese seat
in the Council. Indeed, somsg twenty years
ago, in 1950, the General Assembly adopted
Resolution 208 (V) which states that “in
virtue of its composition” the General As-
sembly should conslder guestions concerning
competing governmental clalms of this ¢har-
acter. While, undsr the Charter, the Security
Councll muet of course AOnally determine
questions concerning its compositlon and
operations, it is perfectly clear that the merm-
bers of the Becurlty Councll would pay the
most serlous attention to a General Assembly
expression of opinton. Amendment of Articie
23 of {he Charter would not be reguired in
order to sert the People's Republic of Ghine
as one of the five permanent merbers of
the Council, since the right of representstion
of the PRC in the Security Council would be
derlvative from the status of the ROC a5 an
original member of the U.N. dating from the
eniry into force of the U.N, Charter pursuang

to Article 110 (para 3) of the Charter,

U.H. ExTeENDs ConTRicT OF RUSSIAN CALLED
Sev

Unitens Wations, October B—~—The United
Nations extendsd for iwo yenrs today the
contract of 2 Ruesian working gs a8 U.N. in-
formation oificlal who was named in g hews
report &85 Y& veieran offlcer” of ths Sovist
seorct police (KGR).

A UN, spoxesman said the Soviet mls-
slon had agreed to a request to sllow the
officlal, Viadimir P. Pavlicheuko, 10 gerve two
moere years mS director of external relatioma
for the U.N. office of public information.

The NMew York Times sald Sunday thed
Paviichenko was identifled by “American se-
curlty experts” as a KGE ageni and that
one of his “key gssignments’ was to "ewlti-
vate American scientiste.”

Pavlichenko denied the report last night,
terming it “slanderous and false”

The U.M. spokesman sald Secretery Goene
eral U Thant had recelved “no officiel infors
mation from the US. govermment on the
subject” and that Thant was not going 1o
“dignify an unsubstantisted report of this
kind” by making an inguiry.

U3, Ambassador to the United Natlons
George Busb told newsmen that “at this
point . . . ¥ must say nothing on that sub-
fect.,”

Howsever, American and UN. officials sald
privately they believed Pavlichenke would
soon develop a “diplomatic lliness” and leave
the United Nations.

Mr., BEVILL., Mr. Speaker, there has
been & lot of discussion within recent
weeks over the possible admission of
Communist China to the United Nations
snd the expulsion of Talwan. I would
like to take this time to say that I am
strongly snd unalterably epposed to the
expulsion of the Republic of Ching—
Taiwan—irom the United Natlons.




_When the FPresident first announced
_ his inteniion to visit Communisi Ching
_ I made the statement that in my m:'m:
don thds trip, which hag many mb'»;ieus
dapggrs, could ‘be very instrumentsl in
bringing about peace in Zouthesst Aszis.
I sfill hold to this opinion., However, I
havg some’ serious reservations over the
pcas;sible admission of Red China to the
United Nations, especially if il means
that Talwan will lose her seak

_We mush, of course, eventually have
dialog with Red China. But T strongly
Oppose rushing to accept Red China as
_a friend and at the same time repudiate
our friends en Taiwan who have stoond
with us throuvgh the vears in our fight
agzalnst Communist  domination of
Southeast Asia, -

It is probable that Hed Ching iy
headed for eventual membershin in the
L_Tnited MNetions regardiess of the POgi-
tion we take. But T plan to do every-
thing within my power to see that Tai-
wan retains her seat in the United Na-
tions.

I do not believe Communist Ching will
spddenly change her revolutionary tac-
tics simply because there iz o change in
hier relationship with the Usited States.

We must not forget that Communist
Chiing poses a threat to the entire world
with s continued development of in-
tercontinental ballistic missiles and itz
announced goal of subverting the world
to Magist Marxism-Leninism by every
mieans at its command.

Mr. ZABLOCKI, Mr. Speaker, I wish
to thank the gentleman from Florida
(Mr, Smxes) and commend him for ar-

ranging this specisl order in order that
we may.have this oepportunity to discuss
# most lmportant issue: the China
guestion,

The issues which have heen raised with
respect bo the represeniation of China in
the United MNatlions go to the very core
of the integrity and world standing of
that organization,
~ If the United Maifions, in order to ae-
commodate jtsell to what scime peoble
describe as “the reality of the world
situaticn,” should turn its back on the
Government which has represented the
Chinese people in thai organization for
the past guarter of a century, then the
United MNations shall suffer the conse-
quences of its own lack of principle.

I hope that the United Nations will
not be 2 party to any such action. Cer-
tainly the United States should not, must
not be & party to any stuch action,
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What puzzles and concarns me, there-
fore, is the course of action which Presi-
dent Nixon's sdministrationn has pro-
posed with respect to the issue of Chinese
representation in the United Nations.

In a document purporting to explain
“tire Tegal basis for ssaling the People’s
Republic of China in the U.IN. Security
Council a8 one of the five permanent
members of the Counell,” the adiminis-
tration has argued that “existing reali-
ties and the objective of permitiing sl
of the people on hoth sides of the Taiwan
Strait to he effectively represented in the
U.N.” gictates thia course,

In short, the administration’s position
meintains that China should be repre-
sented in the United Nations by two gov-
ernments-—just the way the Soviet Union
is.represenied by three delegations and
three votes: the Soviet, the Byelorussian,
and the Ukrainian, ‘

X am not opposed to the membership
of the People's Republic of China to the
United MNations, but I would hope that
such adrission could be accomplished
within the framework of arficle 4 of the
UV.N. Charter which provides that mem-
bership in that organization is open—

To all . .. peace-loving states which accept
the oblipations contained in the ,,, Charter
end, in the judgment of the Organization,
are able and willing to carry out Lhose obli-
gations, :

Whenever the People's Republic of
China is willing to abide by the provi-
sions of the charter, the doors of the
United Maticns showld be open to her.

I am, however, concerned about the

. administration’s suggestion that the Re-

public of China should be kicked out of
the Security Council and that the perma-
nent seat, and veto power, in that body
should be given 1o the People's Republic
of China, : :

Article 23 of the U.N. Charter provides
specifically that the “Republic of Ching”
ghall be a permanent nember of the
Security Counecil. How can fhat provision
be changed without amending the Char-
ter—and without the concurrence of the
Republic of China?

The administration’s “legal” posilion
is that— .

The right of representation of the People's
Republizs of China in the Security Counell
would be derlvative from the stetus of the
Republic of China as en original member of
the UN., ., . .
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This kind of a “derivative right” would
be in order if the Republic of China did
not exist, But it does exist—Irom ihe
very existence of the UN. Reéptublic of
China was & confributing member, al-
ways in good standing. ¥urther, in the
sdministration’s view, not enly exisis buf
is entitled to represent “Chins,” at least
& part of il in the Ceneral Assembly.

It seems to me thal the administra-
tion is doing its best to stretch the UN.
Charter—and to stretech it beyond rea-
sonable ‘Hmits-—in order to make it fit
what it ealls the existing realilies.

There is one other things that concerns
me about the way in which this eniire
igsue has been approached by our Gov-
ernment i recent months.

In addressing fhe issue of the Chinese
representation in the United Nations, ths
United States has filed two resoluations in
the TN, General Assembly.

The ong resolhution embodies the “two
Chinas” concept. :

The other one proposes that the Gen-
eral Assembly decide that-—

Any proposal . . . which would result in
depriving the Hepubllc of Chins of repre-
sentation in the United Nefions is an Im-
portant Question under Article 18 of the
Charter. - :

All important guestions must be settled
by two-thirds vote in the General As-
sembly.

On the surface, this U8, proposal
seems reasonable and solid-—except for
two things:

Pirst, the Charter already provides, in
article 18, that “the admission of new
members fo the United Watiens, the sus-
pension of the rights and privileges of
membershin, the expulsion of members,”
and certain other issues are “important
guestions™ which require a two-thirds
vote.

Surely the expulsion of the Republic
of China from its permanent zeat in the
Security Council is already covered by
article 18 and should not require a sepa-
rate action by ithe General Assembly to
make it so. )

Buf there is a gsecond aspect to fthis
matier: The “important question™ reso-
ution filed by the United States can be
defeated iIn the General Assembly by a
majority wvote——not a two-thirds vote
called for in the Charter for settling
“important guestions.””

This would seem to mean that the

United States is in effect proposing io
amend the requirementis of the U.N.
Charter by a simple majority vote in the
Ceneral Assembly—an action which
would have to be considered most ex-
traordinary, to say the least.

Mr, Speaker, I am ceriain that there
is room i the UN. Charier for the ne-
commodation of conflicting claims, and
for a reascnable solution of perplexing
and complex probiems. Bub in my view,
such solutions showld heve some founda-~
tion in justice and equity--or else the
{United Nations will find ifself going down
the road of the defunet League of
Mations. :
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In a report which Congressman JAMES
Furzow of Pennsylvania and I submitied
to the Congress afler our services as
members of the 1.5, delegation to the
l4th General Assembly of the Uniied
Naticns, we wrote:

We are deeply concerntied lest, in the resort
to gxpediency, 8 race may be sst off in the
United Nations to settle issues on the basis of
strength and of & number of votes, not on
the basis of right or wrong., We must deter-
mine to face issues sguarely, We must also
gotively discourage the apparent willingness
of Some natichs to 20w a wrong 1o be swept
under the rug. Unleas we do this, (s, the
positions on the baeis of right or wrong) the
latter sifitude can spread with disastrous
congequences for the future of the Usited
Wations On gur part, we kelieve that under
certaln circumstinces, the U.S. representa-
tion in the United MWatioms must have the
courage w fall for principle—or slse we may
uitimatzly fsil because of lack of principles.
What we sald in 1959 siill applies today.

I earnestly hope, therefore, that when
the hour of hard decision arrives, that
our Governmnent will do not only what
needs to be done bul aiso, and more -
portantly, what cught to be done.

Mr, Speaker, in coencluding my re-
marks I place in the Recorp the full text
of the memorandum from which I
guoted, relating {o the so-called “legal
basis”’ of the current 1J.8. position on the
Ching representation issue:

MEMORANDUM

A question hss been raised as to the legal
hasis for seeting the Pecple’'s Republic of
China in the UN Security Council ss one of
the Ave permenent membeors of the Councll.

it shounld be Toted theid the guestion of
participationr of the People’s Republic of
Chinga in the UN does not invoive ithe gues-
tion of sdmission of & new member o the
U3, China is already a member, and the
guestion to be resolved is “How shell China
be represented?” The proposal that both the
Penple’s Republic of China and the Repub-
lic of Chine be represented in the General
Assernbly, with {he People's Hepubiic of
Chinn seated as one of the five pormanent
members of the Security Counecil, would ac~
cord fully with existing realifies and the Ob-
jective of permitting all of the peoplis on
both sides of the Taiwan Streit to be efizc-

~ Hvely represented in the UN.

Since the General Assemply represents ail
the meinbership of the UN and is the UN's
only completely representative body, it is en-
titled to state ifts oplnion to the Security
Couneil on the guestion of the Chinese seat
in the Council. Indesd, somes twenty years
ago, in 1950, the Generzl Assembly adaopted
Resolution 398 (V) which states that “in
virtue of its cowmpesition” the Gensryal As-
sembly should consider guestions concerns-
ing competing governmentsl claims of this
charscter. While, under the Chearter, the
Seeurity Council must of cowse finally de-
termine questlons concerning its composi-
tlon and operations, it is perisctly clear that
the members_of the Sscurlty Councli would
pay the most serious sttention to o General
Assernbly expressicn of opinion. Amendment
ot Article 23 of the Charter would not be re-
guired in order to seat the People’s Republic
of China as one of the five permanent mam-
ters of the Council, since the right of rep- -

i



resentation of the PIRC In the Securlvy Coun-
c¢il would be derivative from the status of
the ROC a5 an origine! member of the T,
dating from the eniry into foree of the U.H.
Cnerter pursuant to Article 110 (pars 3) of
the Charter. '

Mr, FISHER. Mr. Speaker, within a
month the United Nations is to decids
on the admission of Red China., Within
& month & resolution in the United Na~
tions is to be considersd which would
exnpel the Republic of China Trom the Se-
curily Council and {rom the United
Mations. )
© If the latter shouwld oecur, such an
action would in my judgment mark the’
beginning of the end of the United Na-
tions zs 8 peacekeeping infernstional ea-
tablishmient.

These developments and {he actions
that are taken must be of grave concern
to all Americans who think of the United
Mations as & place where yiations are sup-.
posed to be engaged in the business of
promoting peace and not in warmaking.
On that scere Red Ching simply does not
qualify. Admitting {the Peking regime
would be like adding a known outlaw to
a police board to meainiain order in &
community.

Above everything,. the Republic of
China must not bhe expelled from the
Security Council. Its place lhere is sg-
cure from a legal and morsl standpeoint.
It was placed there when the United
MNations was established, as a spokesman
for the people who live In Pormosa and
those who live on the Chinese mainland,
That status and that responsibility has
not changed. its status was established
then, and nething has ccewred since $hat
time to change that status.

1f it comes to that, the United States
should and must exercise its veto power
in that council, should that hecome hwe-
essary, It can assert that authority if 18

chooses, notwithstanding some legalistic |

eyrations indulged by some, I the United
States is to remain a member of the UN.
it is high time, and it is imperative, that
we assert ourselves there firmly and
forthrightly, and not eguivoceie over
leganlistic theories.

Moreover, Mr, Speaker, if our veto au-

thority In the Security Council should
be challenged, snd if by some fortuitous
Tuse of accommodation that challenge
_ s sustained, then we should immediately
withdraw frem the United Nations.
Moreaver, the time is overdue for the
Congress to reexamine the smount of
gur contribution to the U.N. budget, and
this faet is accentuated by the develop-
ments sbout which I have spoken. In-
deed we must make crystal clear that we
will take sopropriste steps through the
sppropristion process to immedistely re-
duce our commitment snd heneeforth
have it relate to our populstion and the
size of our national debt—as compared
porcentagewise with the public debt ol
other member nations.
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My, Spesker, the issuc of treabment
secoraed our proven friend—eand the
friend and defender of pesce and free-
dom, the Republic of Ching—is of
trﬂns.cendont importance, On this issue
the Unifed States must not equivocate
or compromise. Regardiess of whethor
the Peking regime is admitted or not ad-
mitled, we must insist, and indeed de-
mand, that the Republic of Ching retain
its rightful seat in the UN. and in the
Security Couneil,

I am convincsd the vast majority of
Americans subscribe to what I have said,
It is the duty of the Congress, and it
is the duty of all who represent gur Gov-
ernment, to confirm our policies and
conform our actions with the conposite
will ef the American people,

Mr. CRANE. Mr. Speaker, there is
much discussion today about the Alba-
nian . resolution which is hbefore the
United Natlons, propesing to expel the

Nationalist Chiness from that body and
replace them with the Communist Chi-
ese Government of Mao Tse-tune.

Pew of those who have entered into &
discussion of this question have done so
with any evident awarensess of what the
Chayter of the Unifed Nations has to say
with regard {o the question of expelling
8 meimber.

Section -2 of article 128 states guite
clearly that—

Decislons of the Genersl Assembly on 1m-
poriant guestions shell be made by a two-
thirds majority of the members present and
voting. These guestlons shall include:
the expulsion of members,

According to the charter itseif the ex«
pulsion of any membher is an impor{ant
question requiring a two-thirds major-
ity vote. Yet, we hear that the Genersl
Assemibly is being asked to decide
whether or not the expulsion of National-
ist China Is an important question.
These concerned with maintaining the
Integrity of the United Mations Charter
should read seciion 2 of article 18 with
sS0mMe eare,

In a recent statement published in the -
Weshington Post for October 1; Jen-
Chao  Hsleh, convencr of the Foreign -
Relations Committee of the Legislative
Yuan of the Repubhc of Chma notes
that—

Without a recormnmendsiion of the Security
Council, the General Asssinbly has nbsblutely
no right to deboate or to vole on any resclu-
tion to expel any member, As 8 matter of
fact the Repubile of China is a founding
member, Artlcle 6 of the charter states: “A
member of the Unlted Hatlons whirh has
persistently viclated the prizicipies contained
In the present charter may be expelled from
the orgenization by the General Assermbiy
upon the recommendation of the Seeurlty
Couneil.” The first thing to do iz to provs
that the Repubiic of Chins , . . has “Ypers
slstently violated the principles of the pres-
ent charter.”




It is net the Republic of China which

" has violated the Charter. The Commit-

nist government of Mao Tse-tung, how-
ever, has been declared an aggressor in
Horea by the United Nations itsell. The
Peking Government has launched an at-
tack upon India, snd has commitied
genocide in Tibet. It has eliminated re-
liginus freedom snd barred exit and en-
try from the country. By doing these
things it 15 in clesr vielation of the
TU.N’s Declaration of Human Rights.

To admit Communist China and expel
Nationelist China weuld be making a
mockery of the Uniled Nations Charter
and, accordingly, of the United Nations
itself.

Beyond this, the Republic of China is
a permanent’ member of the Sscurity
Couneil. This is a right that cannol be
taken away except by an amendment
to the Charter. Those who seek o by-
pass the Becurity Couneil and io deglare
that the egpulsior! of a Member-of the
United Nations iz not “an importanti”
question are clearly vielating the very
rule of law which the United Nations is
pledee to uphold. :

¥ share ¥r. Jen-Chao Hsieh'’s state-
ment with my colleagues, and insert it
in the Reconp at this time:

TAIWAN ANWD ¥HE UnNITED NATIONG
Concerning the Chine debate In the United

" Nations there seems s greal deal of coun-

fusion which should be alsrified. They have
all forgotien the TIN. Charter—the “con-
stitution™ of thiz world body., Any resolu-
tion violating ithe cherter is “unconstitu-
tional™; snythicg unconatitutionsl cannot
be debated, if debated, cannot e voted, and
if voted, 1t is legally Invelld,

{1) Without & recommendetion of the
Becurily Council, the General Azsembly abe-
golutely has no right to debate or o vote on
any resolution to expel any member, As g
matter of fact, the Republic of China is &
founding memhber. Article 6 of the charter
states: “A member of the United Nations
which has persistently viclated the prineci-
ples contained in the present charter may be
cxpelled from the orgenization by the Gen-
eral Assembly upon the recommendation of
the Seeurity Council.,” First thing 1o do s to
prove the Republic of Chins, 2 founding
member, has “persistently viclated the
present cherter.” Second step, the Seccurity
Council-—only the BSecurlty Council-—con-
siders this resolution. Then, & recommenda-
tion is made by the Security Council to the
General Assembly. Now the so-called Al-
bania resolution and even the American resn-
lution are debated In the General Assembly
without sny recommendstion whatsoever
from the Security Council. Evidently the de-
bate itself is “unconstiiutional.”

(2) Any resolution to expel & member must
“he & two-thirds majority of the members.”
The General Assembiy has ne right to vote
whether “a two-thirds majority” is reguired
or not to expel a member. ¥ a vole s made
by the Clenersl Assembily, the vote itself 1s
“unconstitutional,”
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Please read Section 2 of Article 18: “De-
clsions of the General Asserobly on lmpor-
tant questions shall be made by & two-thirds
meajority of the members present and voting.
These questions shall includs: . . . the ex-
pulsion of members . . 7 “The expulsion of
any member” Is always an “important ques-
tion™ and neturally it is entively not neces-
sary for the General Assembly to consider
whether it is an important quaestion. A reso-
lution to consider i 1s legully “unconstitu-
ticnal” in violating the charter,

The so-called Albania resolution proposing
to expel s member is evidently governed by
Becltlon 2 of Article 18; and a two-thirds ran-
Jority i= always required. This requirement
is stated In Sectlon 2; 1t is not a category
under Section 3 for a majority of the mem-~
bers to decide whether a two-thirds majority
is requlired or not.

(3} Ths Republic of Chins is ¢ permanent -
member of the Security Councll—sn in-
alienable right thaef cannct be tzken away
by eny means without an “amendment” {0
the chorter. The Article 93 states: ‘“The
Republic of China ., , shall be a permanent
member(s} of the Security Council.” Any
resolution of the General Assembly to take
away this constitutional rvight of the Re-
pubiic of Chinn or even thinking of such
a thing is clearly “unconstitutional ™

I shell be gratefu) o you If you would
kindly print this letter of mine sent to vou
direclly from the Legislative Yuan (Con-
gress) of the RBepublic of China. )

JEN-CUiAo Harew,
Convenor, Foreign Relations Commitice,
Legislative Yuan, Republic of China.
TAIPEIL

Recently, 2 paper has come info my
possession which s purported fo be a
position paper prepared by the State De-
pariment, This paper totally rejécts the
position advanced by Jr. Jen-Chao
Hsieh. It argues, instead, that the “ques-
tion of participation of the People's
Republie of China in the U.N. does not in-
volve the question of admission of 2 nes
member Lo the UN.” This paper goes on
to state that—

China Is alreaciy a mepber, and the gues~
tiom to be resolved is; “How shall China bhe
repireseuted?”

It iz rather unusual for our own GOV-
ernment © sdvance e position which
serves the interests of Commundst Chins,
eliminates the intevest of tlwe Republic
of China, to whom we have beth moral
and legal obligations, and, most impor- -
tantly, viclates both the spirit and letter
of the United HMations Charter.

1 share this surprisinig decument with
my collecgnies:
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TEXT PREPARED BY STATE IMEFARTMENT

A guestion has been rslsed as to thse legal
basizs for sestlng the People's Republic of
Chine in the UN Beecurity Counecil as ons of
the five permanent members of the Council.

It should be noted that tha guestion of
participation of the Peopis's Republle of
Ching in the UN doea 1ot invelve the gues-
tion of sdmission of & hew member o the
UHN. Ching is alresdy & maomber, and the guss-
tion to be resolved is "How shsall China be
represented?’ The propessl that both the
Paople's Republic of Chine and the Republic
of China be represented In the General As-
sembly, with the Peopls's Republle of Ching
sented es one of the fve permanent merabers
of the Security Couneil, would accord fully
with existing realitles wnd the objoctive of
permitting sil of the people on oth sides of
the Talwan Siralt to be eflectively represented
in the UH,

Since the Genersl Assembly represents all
the membership of the UN and is the UN's
only coinpletely representative body, it is
entitled o state its opinicon to the Security
Council on the guestion of the Chinese seat
in the Council. Indeed, sorae twenty years
age, in 1850, the CGeneral Asgsembly sdopted
Resolution 386 (V) whleh stetes that “in
virtue of ils composition' the General As-
senibly should consider guestions concerning
competing governmental clalims of this cher-
acter. While, under the Charter, the SBecurity
Council must of course finally -determine
questions congerning its composition and
operations, it is perfecily clepr that the
merbers of the SBecurlty Council would pay
the most gerious attention to & Genersl As.
sembly expression of opinlon, Amendment of
Article 23 of the Cbarter would not be re-
gulred in order to geat the People's Republic
of China es one of the five permanent mem-
bers of the Council, since the right of rep-
resentation of the PRO in the Secnrity Coun-
cll would be derivative from the stafus of the
ROC as an origlnal member of the U.N.
dnting from the entry into force of the U.N.
Charter pursuant to Article 110 {pars 3) of
the Charter, .

COur own Government, for many years,
has taken an unustual position with re-
gard to the United Nations. While we
have paid a preponderant portion of the
U.M.s bills, we have had only 2 single
vote—which is Just and proper according
to the Charter. Yel, we have not objected
to the fact that the Soviet Union has
three votes—including three of iis
states—the Ukraine, Georgiz, snd Byelo-
russia-——ag independent members. Thus,
each iime & vote iz taken the Soivet
Union outveies us 3 ta 1, for no other
reason than that we have permitted such
an unfaly and illegnl position to exist.

Given the fact that there is precedence
for a single country having more than
one vote, it is difffcult to understand how
the United Watliens Communist members
can argue {hat such & situation could not
exist for Communist China end the Re-
public of China. To argue that Hation-
alist China shoud be remaved from the

United HNations while Peking is to be
admitted and to have such 2 motion
voted upon by such allsged “independ-
ent'” states as the Ukrsine, Georgia, and
Brelorussia, makes & mockery of thatl
organization.

The facts of life in teday’s world are
that many nations are divided. Bast and
West CGermany, North and South Koreg,
North and South Vietiiam, provide exam-
ples of such an unfortunate division.
Ching is slso divided, and for the Unifed
Nations to expel that portion which has
lived up to its obligations under the
Charter and which is specifically named
s & permeanent mamber of the Securily
Counecil and to repizces it with {hat por-
{ion that has been condemned by the
Uniied HNations 2s an outlaw, hardly
makes sense, It is, of course, & raw show
of power. What makes it even moie re-
gretable is that our own country scems
to be assisting rather than resisiing ihis

- rejection of the Republic of China.

Both we snd the United Mations have
an obligation to the Covernment of Ma-
ficnalist China. If we abandon it, our
commitments fo other nations will
hardly be credible, and the United MNa-
tions’ silegped dedication to rale by law
will be shovn to be no more than a sham.
These are the real choices hefore us, and
it is to be hoped that we will grasp the
nature of these cholces before it is loo
late,

MMr. BUCHANAN, My, Speaker, for the
United Nations to even consider the ex-
pulsion of the Republic of China from its
membership is, to my mind, unthinkahle.

The Government on Taiwen is a char-
ter member of that body and has, with-
out question, lived up to the principles
prescrived by the United Nations. Not-
withstanding this and the fact that Com-
munist China has participated in a war
with the United Nations forees—a war
not even today ended by treaty—tihere
are those who would expel the Republic
of Chinga, because that is the price de-
manded by Communist China for its par-
ticipation in the UM,

I am dismayed and outraged thai such
a step should even he considerved by the
United Nations. Such action would con-
stitute an immoral and illegal viclaiion
of all the principles upon which the
United Wations was founded.

Taiwan has been a medel for the de-
veloping nations, refiecting o hroadly
shared economic progress within a
framework “of individual freedom un-
heard of in the repressive sociely of
Communist Ching.

In every way except in control of ter-
ritory and people, Taiwan is the frue
Ching, If the Republic of China falls, the
hope of all the Chinese peopie falls with
it,
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In vivid eontrast {0 the poveriy and
repression which mark the mahisng of
China, Taiwan has plossoied like a roge,
Iis impressively suecessful land reform
program end its growing indusiry have
made it an outstandineg exaample for the
developing world. Indeed, Free China hag
joined the United Stafes and others as
an aid-giving country to develoning na-
tions and its fechndeal azsistanoe in ag-
riculfure is g particularly impressive
story in Africa.

The Bepublic of Chinz is 2 moving
forcs for peace and develepment in an
organization which was created to pro-
mote world peaee. |

How can the fact that it controls less
territory and population than iis com-
munist counterpart justily the expulsion
of 5 government which clearly and di-
rectly represents more people than do 90
other governments holding seets in the
UM, General Assembly and which claims
the suppert of many other Chinese peo-
ple living under the heel of a repressive
government on the mainland? .

In the UM, does all power come from
the barrel of 2 gun? Is that organization
willing to deny representation to mdi-
lions of Chinese in order io appease a
Commnnist government, because it con-
trols more millions of Chinese?

If s0, the United Nalions has become
a whited sepuichre filled with desd men's
bones, and all its lofty statements of
principles are reduced to “a tale told by
an idiet, (ull of sound and fury, signify-
ing nothing.”

Mr. Speaker, should the Republle of
Ching be expelled from the United Na-
tions, I for one, will not vote one penny
in further support for an organization
which would so abandon its principles
and so unjustly and despicably abuse
one of its charter members.

Mr. SCHMITZ, Mr. Speaker, I wel-
come the chance to participate in this
special order. There is very little question
in my mind, and indeed ihere should be
little guesfion in the mind of any rea-
sonable man—whether friend or enemy
of the United Naticns, that the expul-
sion of Nationalist China from that body
would be the final proof that it is unwiil-
ing even to attempt to aehicve the goals
which are set forth in its charter. Ex-
pelling a nation whieh bas lived up to
the charter and made every effort 1o
coniribute to the peace and security of
the world, and accepting in place of such
a nation & group of international out-
laws who have heen rightly branded as
an aggressor by the United Nations ii-
self, is to encourage aggression af the
expense of peace-~loving nations.
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The Thaited States showld not contrif-
ute one mickel to an organization which
encourgges and promotes ageression,

I'{Gwever. there s another guestion
F‘Vthh has not been adeguately addressed
in thg general discussion surrounding the
que?stmn of Chinese representation in the
United Nations, Why acquiesce in the
a-dn?ission of Red Chinz to the United
Natiens in any case? By focusing on sim-
ply retaining membership in the United
I\Tat-mns for Mationalist China we are
sidestepping a mest important queastion.
Man_y say that Rad China's admission is
inevitable and, therefore, we should ig-
nore this guestion, ’

The myth of inevitability is one of the
moest important weapons of the world
Communist movement. It is designed

both to molivate the followers of this
doctrine of ¢lazs hate and continuing war
and {o demoralize the opposition. Tts de-
moralizing effect is based on the sound
premise that few people will determin-
edly zresist something thab they feel g
boungd to cotne Lo pass no matter . what
they do. It is designed {0 introduce s
sense of fatalistic restgnalion in the op-

posttion and provide a “reasonakle” ex-
planation for fsiiing to fight what we
know to be undeniable evils, Although
few Americans accept the absurd Marx-
ist myth of mysterious maberial produc-
tive forces delermining the course of
history with “tle inevitability of 2 law
of nathre,” it is unguestionably true that
a myth gathers its sirength not from
being tree or false, but from bheing be-
lieved, and that there are mally ways
other than dectrinal dissertations on the
fundamentals of Marxism-Leninism 1o
produce ihe sapping of enemy sirength
which comes with acceptance of the no-
tion of inevitability. )

A good example of this myth, which
is sometimes referred to as the self-ful-
filling wrophecy, can be seen in a book
written in the 1530's by pro-Mao The-
tung writer BEdgar Snow. In his bock,
“Red Star Over China,” the inevitable
conquest of Ching by the Chinese Com-
munists is the majeor theme, Now the fact
that the Communists did in fact succeed
in concuering China, and have destroyed
irom 34 to 60 million of the Chinese peo-
ple, is Iess o proof of the foresight of Mr.
Snow, and others like him, than of thelr
own efforts Lo destroy the resistance ic
this conguest. The prophecy was fulfilled
because, among other things, many in-
filuential individuals were induced to ac-
cept it. Mr. 8now and the others did not
once refer to the infivencs of the mate-
riz] productive forcas as the causal factor
but used srguments to which the non-
Conmuninist Western mind was morve re-
ceptive; that is, Mao Tse-tung was an
aerarian reformer who had the over-
whelming support of the Chinese people
while Chiang Kai-shek was a corrupt
tyrant. ’



While the situation we face today is
not identical, as no historical situstion
can be, the myth of inevitabllity has
again raised its hydra head. The adminis-
tration has in truth brought about a sit-
uation in which it secms unlikely that
Red Chinag will be denied entry to the
T.N. When the adminisiration uses the
inevitability srgument to rationalize its
abandonment of o longtime policy and o
longtime ally, we ought to remember that
the administration bhas been pursuing a
policy toward Red Chive which had to
bring zbout exacily this state of aflairs.
The administration has heen meaking
various meoves to “‘normalize relations”
with the Chinese Communists since the
outset of Bir, Nixon's term. This hes all
beenn documented by the President him-
self in his two state of the world mes-
Sapes.

However, there is one point not gen-
erally known which T would like to bring
to the attention of my colleagues, On

April 15, 1971, the date when the Presi-

dent snnounced the easing of ecertain
trade restriclions which had applied to
Red China for 20 vears, Mr., Harrison
Salishury of the New York Times made
aninteresting statement over BBC Radio,
Mr. Salisbury claimed that the President
had told him of his intention to “normai-
ize relations” with Ied Ching prior to his
clection and went on Lo state that—

In gulet, persistent snd very inteliigent
winys, he and the State Department have
steadily moved in this dlrection ever since.

If Mr. Salisbury 15 telling the truth it
{s unfortunate that the President did not
see fit to announce fo the voters that he
was golng to “normalize relations’ Wwith
Red China prior to this election. It was
obviously an important issue of which the
voters should have been made aware in
order {o intelligently assess thie merits of
the various candidates. It will be an issue
in the upcoming election and it is im-
portant that the voters understand that
the possible admission of Red China io
the Trnited Nations, and the possible ex-
pulsionn of Nationalist. China from that
body, was brought to pass by the con~
scious action of the administration, Al-
though the administration may put up &
fight over the expulsion i possihly can
be laid at the door of the policy actively
pursued by our current President.

Mr. Nixon knows, as well.as everyone
else, that forelgn policy decisions do not
take place in & vacuum but in the resl
world where appeasement is taken as a
sign of weakness and cther nations make
their plans not according to the professed
desires of the American leaders, but ac-
cording to their own national interests
ps they understand them. The flcod of
support for the admission of Red China
to the United Nations and the expuision
of Nationalist China has manifested it-
self, hecause ihe administration began
tearing down the dikes of free world
solidarity.
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_The admission of Red China fo the
United Nafions s not inevitable. Since
Red China has not been admitied to the
United Nations at this poin there is still
the possibility that it wili not be. The
administration could reverse its position
and the course it bas been following for
the last several vears and take a strong
stangi against admission. A strong stand
consists of reminding all the members of
tl_lc U.N. that we foot gne-third of the
Bill for that organization and it is not

inevitable that we continue to do S0,

There is nothing in the Constitution de-
manding that our taxpayers suppord a
?od.y which has shown itself not only
Incapable of pressrving ths pence but
has actuelly served as sn instrument of
ageression. The case of Katanga immedi-
ately comes {o mind,

Whether or not the administretion
takes suclhy a stand, Congress can do 50
on its own. Many Members of Congress
see no merit whatsosver in the admission

__of Red China to the United Nations,
whether Free Ching retains its member-

ship or not, The attitude and past action
of the Chinese Communist leaders should
be well known to all of us. They are ar-~
dent followers of the Leninist cult which
has bLeen accurately described as “the
dogmatic worship of a self-righteous idol
derived from logical absurdity snd deeeit
and maintained through power fanstie-
ism and blood.” The men in charge of the
Chinese Communist Party are some of
the worst butchers of our timie. The fol-
lowing table showing the deaih which
can he definitely attributed to ithese
Tanaties appeared in the Senate Internal
Security Bubeommittee report entitied,
“The Human Coszt ¢f Communism in
Chinsa'": :

irs
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CASUALTIES TO COMMUNISM IN CHINA

Range of Estimates

1, 1st Civit War (1527-36)________ 250, 054 800, 000
2. Fighting during Sino-Japanes

War (1937-45y ________ . 50, 000 50, GO0
3. 2d Civil War (1945-49)__ 1, 250, 000 T, 256, ooe
4. Land reform prior to .

“Liberstion™ . ____ .. _.__. 500, 400 1, 000, 000
5, Politica] liguidalion campaigns

(1540-58)__ 15,000,000 30, G40, $00

6. Korean war_________

500,000 1,234,000
7. The "'Great Leap Forward”

and Lhe eommunes________ 1, 600, 000 2, B0, 000
8. Struggles with minority
nationaiities, inclyding Tibet._ - 560, 060G 1, 000, 000

9. The “'Great Proletarizn Gultural
Revelution'" and ils
gftermath___ . .. ... ___ 250, 000 506, 000
10. Deaths in forced labor camps )
and frontier development. ___ 15,000, 000 25, 0G0, 02

Total. ... e 36,500, 000 63, 784, 600

Please note that 90 percent of the kill-

Ings took place nfter Mao Tso-tung, Chou

En-lai, and their apostles came o power,

If the. United Nations admiis these
people to meimbership, the Congress of
the United States must take it upon it-
self to reassert congressional prerogative
and move to stop all funding of the
United Nations, There is no other sen-
sible course to follow. To those who 5BY

this iz unreslistic, I s2y thet we are the

ones who have the power to decide
whether the U.N. continues to gel U5,

. Tunds. For those who say that the admis-

sion of Red China is inevitahle I say if the
Unifed Nations 1s so devoid of justice,
reason, morality, and sound purpose as
to bring the Red Chiness in, thus helping
to sead forever the fate of over 750 million

_People then it is time the Congress re-

turn from myths to conimonsense and
end our participation in the United Na-
tions, If tyrants and their friends want
to hold a continuing dialog that is theip
business, There is no resson for the
American taxpayer to help pay for these
discussions, and that is cur business,

ey
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con and pro
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By Bostes Drummond

Washingion
"-There gre eamest and
honest people who believe it
would be immoral and un-
wise for the United States

to help put mainland Chinz
in the United Nations.

The purpese of this col- -

umn is to explain why some
still hold this view, and
why President Nizon is re-
versing long-standing Amer-
ican poliey by ftrying to
normelize relations with the
People's Republic of Chins,

Past record

Most critics of the move
to seat People’s China at the

UN would argue that this

step will provide Peking
with a forum which its past
record suggests it might
well use destructively. They
have in mind these circum-
sianees:

The Chinese Comimunists
gave the Chinese people no
more opportunity to decide
whether they wanted Com-
raunist rule than did Lenin
or Castro. Mao Tse-tung has
often said that power cumes
from the “‘barrel of a gun'

— and he has practxced :

what he preached.

The Mzo government was
formally found by the UR
to be an aggressor in the
Korean war. Peking has
sitated, on different occa-
sions, that it would not join
the UN until this resoluticn
wag repealed and replaced
by gnother resolution citing

the U.5. s the aggresser.
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Reproduced with permission.
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The Chinese Army in-
vaded Tibet, liguidated iis
independence, and seized
by force many thousands
of sguare milex of Indian
territory after Chou ¥En-lail

© had assured Prime Minister

Nehru that Peking “had no
territorial  dizpute’’ with
India. ’

China has provided much
of the arms to help North
Vietnam in its effort {o con-
quer South Vieinam by
force,

Mot & force for pesce

This record suggests that
Communist China may not
likely be a foree for peace
in the UN or elsewhere.

But President Nixon has
cencluded that these argu-
ments are ouildated by
events, In a recent issue of
Far FEastern Economic
Review, published in Hong
¥ong, its Washingten cor-

" respondent reporied:

"1t is almost dizzying to
reflect how far Nixon and
hig fellow Americans have
come sinCe the days when
any Chinese gesture would

have met with insult and an .

automatic rebuff. It is only
12 years since Republican
leaders paid regular dues
to the ‘Chinz lobby' and
tatked about ‘unleashing’
Chiang Kai-shek.”

But American hostility to
Communist China,
many inside and outside the
U.5. Government felt had 2
solid foundation, is ,not
limited to Republicans or
conservatives generally.
Just 10 years ago the House

which

P

Christian Science Monitor,

Point
vView

2]

of Representatives voted

395 - to - § against admitting -

mainlang China to the UN.

World a5 &8 is .

What has changed? Why -

is Richard Nixon moving
steadily to expand twe-way
travel, trade,
matic contacts with Com-
munist China?

things

Twa have

changed:

-1t is evident that the Mao

government has eflfective
control of the mainland,

It is evident t{hat Chiang
has no prospect of return-
ing to power,

Under the Charter nations
are. not denied membership
in the UN becsuse their
governments acquired office
without eleciions.

The UN  is designed to
deal with the werld as it is,
not as we would like it {o
be. Universality of mem-
bership is its goal.

To keep-Red China in an
isolation ward will not make
M more peaceful. The pros-
pects of influencing Chinese
policy can be greater if it is
a participant in the UN than
isclated from the UN,

One month after he took

office in 1969 President Nix-
on directed the State De-
partiment to begin fo explore
how to improve relations
with mainland China. This
policy is now bearing some’
{ruit and it rests, in pari,
on the President's convie-
tion that no long-term, stas
ble peace iz possible with-
out Ching’s participation. -

P

e

and diploe- ¢

o T LI T g e T

June 26, 1971.
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All too often, the lightof &
new fruth blinds men o the
validity of socme old ones.

There is a real danger of
that happening at the United
Nations this fall as the world
body grapples with the China
guestion.

The new truth has dawned
on most people that Commu-
nist China ought io be in the
U.N. It scems to be & {oregona
conciusion that Peking will be
vofed in, now that the United
States no lenger is {ighting {o
keep the Mao government out,

A corollary fruth alse has
become obvious: Since Taiwan
under Chiang Hai-shek never
was a great power, and never
did veprescnt all of China, it
had no business holding a per-
manent seat, with veto pow-
ers, on the UN. Secrurity
Ceuneil. In recognition of this,
U.N. members almos{ cerlain-
Iy are going to vole to seat
Peking in the Council,

Byl these nations ought nef
become so intoxicated by their

new wisdem that they walk,

blindly over the compeliing
reasons why Taiwan ought not

be thrown out oi the General‘

Assembly,

Reproduced with permission.

for f aivan |

- of the UN,

- es,

e CRS-49

Laoking at the world as it is,

we see g separate political en- -

tity of 14 million people on Tai-
wan. There are 97 countries”
in the U.N. with smaller popu-
iations than Talwan's, and it
makes ne sense, . either in
terms of these people’s rights
or the long-range eifectiveness
to throw Taiwan
out.

The U.N. maust be moved in
ithe direction of embracing all
of mankind, so the exclusion of
Taiwan would be a [oclish step
away irom universal member-
ship.

Then there is a moral issue
before many nations, especial-
Iy those of Africa. Over the
years, the right-wing inclina-
tions of the China Lobby have
created some anti-Chiang bias-
especially among liberal
Americans. Thus & lof of peo-
ple have failed to acknowledge
that Taiwan has been a *“‘good
citizen” internationally.

Not only have the citizens of .

Taiwan made exfracrdinary
social and economic progress
themselves, but they bhave
been generous in giving tech-
nical mﬂ othﬁr mmt&me %)

in @5"@ fﬁf@ arnel

Washingten Stér,

A Role for Taiwan in the General A.ssembiy

’}"’é‘

other nations, especially the

poorer natiens of Africa,
These African nations will

want to acknowledge the new

_reality by voting Peking in

without resgriing {o the ingra-

titude of  summarily voling

‘Taipei out,

As U.N. members {ake this

- historic step-of putting main-

land China in ihe security
couacil, it might be time for
them f{o think sericusly of
going even further to nake the
U.N. more reflective of the
real world.

OF every 10 people on this.

globe, § of them live in Asia.
By what logic should anyene
say that Peking alone repre-
sents Asia 33 a permanent
council member while Britain,
France, the Soviel Union and
the United States hold the oth-
er four seats of power? That is
a throwback to the old colenial
mentahty as to who deserves
“great power" sialus.

Japan- is clearly & werld

power and ought to have a.

permanent seat on the Securi-
ty Couneil. What entitles Brif-
alr and France {o permmanent
status when thaf{ rank is de-
 nied Indin snd her 600 million
" people?

August
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There is fear, of course, that
a move te give India and Ja-
pan permanent rnembership
on the Sceurity Council would
invite passionate demands
that one African and one Latin
American nation be given per-
manent status, Such demands
could be reasoned away, espe-
elally when members from
those continents are far from
agreement that ahy one coun-
try stands out so clearly as a
world force that it deserves
“super’’ status.

Se much attention is being
devoled to the ouestion of
whicii Chinz, or Chinas, will
ba in the U.N. next year that
pecple have stopped asking
the even more crocial ques-
tion: Who is going to take
what steps to make the UN.,
worth being in?

Many reforms are needed
before the UN. can play a
mere effeclive role in moving
the world {oward those lofly

* goals -set forth in San Francis-

co in 1845, A good start would
be to make membership and
the makeup of the powerful
Security Council more in keep-
ing with the world th@ U.N.
secks fo save. -

29, 1971.

-
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C. Talwan and the United Nations

Tun seat of Nationalist China in the _

Uuited Nations appears {o be more

_threatencd day by day.

If the United Nations aclually votes to
expel Taiwan, as s now likely, it will be
a shamelul act, quita uwnwerthy of the
world grganization,

The government of Chiang Kai-shek,

a charter member of the Uniled Na-
ticms, has plaved a useful role there for”

26 yvears. 11 has, for example, given for-
cigin akd aud fechnical help e many
jess-developed states.

In. terims of population, Taiwan is
larger than 92 of the 127 U.N. members.
It khas a stronper moral right to a seat
in the iniernational body than many
counivics thot will sell-righteously vole
against it, '

All this, of course, will not decide the
cutcumie. alany countries will vote to
expel Taiwan not because it has trans-
cressed, bul because they seck the fa-
vor — and trade — of Communist Chi-

‘na. Seme may cail this epporiunism.

We prefer the late Gen. Charles de
Gaulie's line: “Nations are coid mon-
sters,” : )

The United States properly is fighting
to keep Taiwan in the United Nations.
As 2 tactical manuever, Washington
has proposed that China's permanent
seat — and vete — in the Securily Coun-
eil be given to Peking,

The Nixon Administration was pushed
into that step by Auslralia and New
Zeatand. They said that without it they
would not cosponsar (.S, resoluiiens
aimed at preserving Taiwan's seat in
the General Assembly.

L
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Positions taken by Japan, the Philip-
pines, New Zealand and Ausiralia are
too caleulating {or our lasie. They sus-
pect that Nationalist China will lose oul
anyway, so why antagonize Peking by
cosponsoring the U.S. resolutions?

These countries are all Pacific allies

“that would expect the United States io
coma o their aid i1 2 crisis. Yet they
-are heing fairly callous when the diple-
malic fate of yet another ally -« Taiwan
-~ is at stake, )

~ -

: ii :the Natfonalists lose their UN.
raembership, it will be a defeat but not
a disaster. Taiwan is a busiling, pros-
pering isiand of 14 mitlion indusiricus
people. West Germany lhias cone very
well oulside the United Nations, and
there is no reason Taiwan shiould not.

A great danger, however, is that Coni-
munist China might misinterpret a U.N,
victory as a license to carry out its old
threat to “liberate” the island hy mili-
tary force., .

In fairness and juslice, President Nix-
on should make two points very clear to
Peking: One is that we welcome ils en-
{ry into the United Nations {and pray it
plays a constructive role there) if that
is {he will of 2 majorily of states. The-
olher is that we will nol telerale an
armed attack on Taiwan, an old ally
with whom we have a solemn defense
treat. :

Reproduced with permission. Washington Daily News, September 17, 1971.
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