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The Genad Committee® erroneousand undemocratic decision to flout the rules of procedure of
the General Assembly N in particular, rule43N and to curtail therights of Member States to
put forward ther points of view onanimportant issue and, moreover, to severdy restrict those
whomthe Committee, inits wisdom, permitted to speak, has forced me to make another
statement today in support of Taiwan@® application for membership of the United Nations.

For over 25 years, my Government has enjoyed a close and mutudly rewarding relationship with
thedemocraticaly eected Government of Taiwan. We are here today, as we have been so often
in the past, to speak for our Tawanese friends who, as aresult of intranggence by the States
Members of the Organization, remain voiceess in this House. Therequest for theinclusonof a
supplementary item in the agenda of the sixty-second session of the Generd Assembly entitled
QJrging the Security Coundl to process Taiwan® membership application pursuant to rules 59
and 60 of the provisiond rules of procedure of the Security Coundl and Article 4 of the Charter
of the United NationOwas, as we expected, rgjected once again by the Generd Commiittee.

On 19 July 2007,an application for membership of the United Nationssigned by the President
of Taiwan was ddivered to the Secretary-Geneal. In Article 4, paagraph 1, the Charter of the
United Nations provides that

QViembership in the United Nationsis open to al other peace-loving states which accept
the obligationscontained in the present Charter and, in thejudgment of the Organization,
are able and willing to carry out these obligationsO



Article 4, paagraph 2, outlines themethod by which the United Nations takes adecisonona
membership application. Essentidly, it states that the Generd Assembly will make a decisonon
thematter based upon the recommendation of the Security Coundl. Tawan isa peace-loving
State and unhesitatingly accepts the obligationscontained in the Charter.

Instead of dedling with the application as heis mandated to do by the Charter, the Secretary-
Gened, apparently upon theadvice of the Office of Legd Affairs, returned theapplication as
QunreceivableO In an accompanying letter, the Under-Secretary-General for Legd Affairs referred
to Genead Assembly resolution 2758(X XVI) and stated, inter dia, that

Qn accordance with that resolution the United Nationscondde's Taiwan for al intents
and purposes to bean integral part of the People@ Republic of ChinaO

That response by the United Nations bureaucracy is adirect attack upon the Charter. My
Government is extremey troubled at the notion that the United NationsSecretariat is now taking
uponitself therole of arbiter of purely politicad decisonsthat are the purview of Member States.
We believe that in thisingance the Secretariat has crossed afine dividing line, and that the
Secretary-Gened has been poorly advised. It is our hopethat, after listening to this and other
statements in support of Taiwan@ rights, and after careful reflection on the matter, the Secretary-
Generd will be persuaded to do theright thing.

Thereisnodoult in our mindsthat it is the States Members of the United Nations tha have
absolute authority to pronoune themsel ves on membership applications. Those of uswho speak
for Tawan, who promoteits right to bea Membe of the United Nations and who stand up and
dedend that right are mosly smal Member States. Neverthdess, we are determined, and we are
sovereign counties with al therights afforded to us by virtue of our membership of the
Organization.

Allow meto spend jugt alittle time discussing resolution 2758(X X V1), its genes's, its provisions
andits effects.

Year after year, when we have the opportunity to raise theissue of Taiwan in the United
Nations, we hear statementsin which Membe States congantly regurgitate that resolution and
base thdr positions onits provisions. Theresolution has been said to, anong other things first,
advance the principle of one China, and secondy, make Tawan, for dl intents and purposes, an
integral part of the People® Republic of China. | venture to subnit that it does noneof that. It is
atruismin these hdls that if you repeat something often enowgh andloudy enowh it is taken to
bethelaw. | often wonde whether those who hide behind the shield of that resolutionand claim
for it extraordinary powers have ever taken thetime to read it.

Theresolutionis very short, andit has been argued cogently that it is not legitimate because it
violates the Charter of the United Nationsin severd respects andis fatally flawed. But that



argument is for another time and another day. Theresolutionwas passed in 1971,at the height of
thecold war. It has only oneoperative paragraph, which readsas follows:

(Decides to restore dl its rights to the People® Republic of Chinaand to recognize the
representatives of its Government as the only legitimate representatives of Chinato the
United Nations, and to expd forthwith the representatives of Chiang Kai-shek from the
place which they unlawfully occupy at the United Nations andin al the organizations
related to it.O(resolution 2758 (XXV1))

Theresolution fals to cite any Charter provision, for thesimple reason tha it was clearly not
based onthe Charter. In fact, it violated severa provisions and achieved membership of the
United Nations for the People@ Republic of China through the back door. Thelegitimate way,
and theway in which Taiwan seeks to enter, is through the Security Coundl. But in 1971tha
would have led to the exercise of theveto. Theresolution purported to do three things first, to
expd a Member of the United Nations; secondy, to admit anew Member; and, thirdly, to
replace a pemanent member of the Security Counadl. Despite tha, the membership at thetime
managed to convnceitself tha theresolution did not dedl with an important question, and thus
did not requre atwo-thirdsmgority, asrequired unde Article 18 of the Charter. In fact, the
resolution succeeded by avote of 76in favourto 35 againgt, with 17 abstentions.

Theresolution does not declare that Taiwan is part of the People® Republic of China, does not
preclude Tawan from future membership and certainly does not support the so-caled one-China
prindple. Furthermore, thefactud and politica situaion that exists today is entirdy different
from tha which prevailed 36 years ago. Taiwan isnot seeking to represent China as the
Government of Chiang Kai-shek didin 1971.Thedemocraticaly eected Government of Taiwan
in this day and age seeks to represent only Taiwan andits 23 million people. It isthefirm
position of my Government that Taiwan@® application for membership is absolutely legitimate.
Member States should examine theapplication fairly and dispassionaely and decide uponits fate
in the prescribed way. Any Member State with aconflict of interest in the debate should recuse
itself from theddiberations

Arewein the Organization guilty of thetrait of fiddling while Rome bums? For too long, it
seems to my Government, the States Members of the Organization have been content to ignore
the plight of the 23 million Taiwanese people, who are denied thar basic rights because of the
intranggence of one permanent member of the Security Coundl. Thewel-known culture of
inaction at the United Nations has given way, in thisinstance, to a culture of expediency in which
it isthe policy of themgority of Member States to do not what isright, but what isleast likely
to cause a severe reaction onthe part of a powerful Member State. | repeat: Taiwan has every
right to bea Member of this Organization.



