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paragraph 7 of the Charter would have been understand-
able if Tunisia had been an integral part of France
and if its inhabitants had belonged to the same ethnical
groups as the French and if they had been incited to
revolt by a rebel in the pay of a foreign Power with
the aim of overthrowing the French Government. How-
ever, everyone knew that Tunisia was separated from
France by the whole breadth of the Mediterranean,
that its inhabitants had no ethnical links with the
French, and that their language, religion and traditions
were entirely different. If Franco-Tunisian relations
had been very good, it only then could have been said
that the Powers which had asked for that question to
be placed on the agenda had no right to intervene.
But relations between France and Tunisia were bad;
and, moreover, the Asian and African States which
had submitted the question to the Assembly had no
territorial or economic interest in Tunisia, which
clearly showed that they could not be accused of at-
tempting to intervene in the domestic affairs of France.

13. Some delegations thought that nothing should
be done to anger France. It was hardly necessary on
that account to continue to allow three or four million
Tunisians who desired the liberation of their country
to be terrorized by the French. Clearly there could be
no real international co-operation if no steps were
taken to end the subjugation of the dependent peoples
of Asia and Africa. If the colonial Powers had stayed
on in India, Pakistan, Syria, Lebanon, Indonesia and
elsewhere, the domination of those countries by foreign
Powers might well have led to sanguinary conflicts
and exhausting wars.

14. The General Assembly at its seventh session had
adopted resolution 611 (VII). That resolution, which
at the request of the Latin-American delegations had
been very moderately worded, had been designed to
enable the parties to enter into negotiations. Neverthe-
less, France had defied the United Nations by carrying
on its policy of oppression with increasing ruthlessness.
The history of French colonialism in Tunisia and the
reasons for which it was tenaciously clinging to that
country could not be ignored.

15. Everyone was familiar with what had happened
between IFrance and Tunisia in 1881 and 1883. It was
less well known however that, according to Mr. Broad-
ley, correspondent of the London Times, in his book
The Last Punic War—Tunis Past and Present, the al-
leged justification for the French military intervention
in Tunisia had merely arisen from a quarrel between
an Algerian and a Tunisian concerning the ownership
of a cow. In addition, the Bey of Tunis had said in
his message of 5 May 1881 to the Foreign Ministers
of Great Britain and other Powers, published in a
Yellow Book?! that the French, after having given the
assurance that their only intention was to punish the
Kroumir tribe for alleged acts of brigandage on the
Algerian frontier, had occupied the town of Kef, were
moving on Beja and had entered the port of Bizerta.
In the same message the Bey had again called upon
the consular representative in Tunis to testify to his
efforts to give satisfaction to the French Government
in the matter of the Kroumirs. A letter from the British
Foreign Secretary, Lord Granville, to Lord Lyons

1Gee Ministére des affaires étrangéres, Documents diploma-
tiques, Affaires de Tunisie, supplément, document No. 243,
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published in the same Yellow Book? showed that the
English had understood perfectly, despite the denials
of the French Government, that the aim of the French
had not been to punish a few unruly Arab tribes but
to establish a régime on the lines of a protectorate.

16. After the occupation of Tunisia had become an
accomplished fact, the Treaty of Bardo had been im-
posed on the Bey. That treaty and the Convention of
La Marsa had subsequently been violated both in letter
and spirit by the French Government. The most flagrant
violations of the Treaty of 1881 could be summed up
as follows: (1) the usurpation of the legislative power
of the Bey in favour of the French Resident-General
under a decree issued by the President of the French
Republic on 1 November 1884; (2) the establishment
of direct French government in Tunisia; (3) the main-
tenance of the military occupation of Tunisia; (4) the
deposition of the sovereign, Mohammed el Moncef Bey,
for being too independent; (5) the attempt to set up
a Franco-Italian condominium over Tunisia in 1940
in order to purchase Italian neutrality; (6) the over-
throw by force of the legal Government of Tunisia on
26 March 1952 and the forcing of the Bey, by violence,
to sign a programme of so-called reforms.

17. A horde of French immigrants had settled in
Tunisia, clanning together in separate communities
and cornering the richest regions of the country with
no regard for Tunisia’s interests. Little by little Tu-
nisia, like all colonial possessions, had become increas-
ingly important to the French for three fundamental
reasons: (1) it was rich in cheaply-produced raw
materials and provided an export market for French
industry; (2) its geographical position gave it obvious
strategic value; (3) it brought into play national pride,
which favoured chauvinism and served as a cohesive
element. That was why France was so sensitive to any
mention of Tunisia in the United Nations.

18. Even assuming that the Treaty of Bardo and the
La Marsa Convention had been useful to Tunisia at the
time they were signed, no one could deduce from that
premise that France’s subsequent record in Tunisia had
been so clean that the United Nations would commit
sacrilege if it proposed to study the development of
Franco-Tunisian relations in the light of those treaties
and of the French attitude. But the strife, turmoil,
rebellion and bloodshed were also facts which showed
that France and Tunisia were far from enjoying good
relations.

19. DBetween 1943 and 1953 thousands of Tunisians
had been killed or arrested. In January and February
1952 the French, under the pretext of searching for
arms, had carried out systematic mopping-up opera-
tions marked Dy the looting of villages, acts of violence
against the inhabitants, the desecration of religious
objects and the torture of prisoners by all sorts of
methods—beating, whipping, hanging by feet or by
one hand, suffocation under water, or strangulation
by means of a rubber inner-tube wrapped around the
waist and gradually inflated. The person responsible
for those mopping-up operations was General Garbay,
who in 1947 had directed a so-called security operation
in Madagascar, and according to official French esti-
mates, had caused the death of 80,000 persons.

20. Reference should also be made to the repressive
and bloody measures employed by the French in Al-

2 Ibid., document No. 257, p. 28.
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delegation, the colonial Powers’ delegations had man-
aged to prevent the convening of a special session
requested by as many as twenty-three Members of the
United Nations (A/2137).

30. Not until the seventh session, thercfore, had the
question of the United Nations competence been de-
cided against the colonial Powers, whose case had been
largely discredited, although the same threadbare argu-
ments were heing put forward at the current session.
Tunisia had never in fact been an integral part of
France, since both the Treaty of Bardo and the La
Marsa Convention maintained the legal personalities
of both parties. FFurthermore, the General Assembly
was competent to deal with the question under Article
11, paragraph 2, and Article 14 of the Charter.

31. Resolution 611 (VII) certainly did not compel
France to take any concrete measures, and its ineffec-
tiveness, due to the efforts of the United States dele-
gation, was the reason for the developments in the
situation which had led fifteen African and Asian coun-
tries to submit the question anew to the General As-
sembly. The explanatory memorandum (A/2405/Add.
1) made it clear that the policy of the French Govern-
ment, far from complying with the recommendations
of the Genceral Assembly, had only aggravated the
situation.

32.  As previous speakers had pointed out, the French
authorities were stifling the aspirations to freedom of
the Tunisian people and preventing them from partici-
pating in the government of their country or exercising
their political rights. In practice, Tunisia was governed
by the Resident-General with 20,000 officials, 19,000
of whom were I'rench. There was, to be sure, a Grand
Council, but 130,000 French settlers had the same
representation on it as 3,000,000 Tunisians, and in
any case, the Council was a purely advisory body under
Irench control. The Tunisians were clearly not de-
ceived, for in the elections of April and May 1953 only
15 and 10 per cent respectively of the electors had
voted.

33. In those circumstances Tunisia was open to ex-
ploitation by the settlers. Detween 1950 and 1952 the

profits of the Crédit foncier d’Algérie et de Tunisie had
risen from 90 million to 150 million francs. The local
industries were being stifled by the combined onslaught
of foreign capital and the settlers. The workers were
paid starvation wages, and in February 1953 there had
been 500,000 unemployed persons, and no unemploy-
ment benefit had been paid. The lot of the peasants
was no more enviable, for one-third of the arable land
was held by five or six thousand settlers.

34. The growing hostility of the population had been
countered by the repressive measures described in a
letter from the representatives of Tunisian political
organizations and communicated to the delegations in a
note dated 17 June 1953 : in one year the French courts
had passed thirty-seven sentences of death, fifty-five
sentences to hard labour for life, 380 sentences to terms
of hard labour, and 1,050 sentences to terms of im-
prisonment of five years or more.

35. A situation of that kind constituted a threat to
international peace and security calling for a decision
by the United Nations, more particularly since it was
aggravated by the presence of American bases for
aggression against the peace-loving countries. Although
the existence of those bases sufficiently explained the
attitude of the United States, the United Nations mis-
sion should be to develop friendly relations among
nations, to remove the causes of international tension,
and to establish conditions favourable to the liberation
of peoples in conformity with their right to self-determi-
nation. In that spirit, and in order to meet the aspira-
tions of the Tunisians, the Polish delegation was pre-
pared to support any proposal leading to the applica-
tion of the principles of the Charter. The draft resolu-
tion (A/C.1/1.64) appeared to meet those require-
ments.

36. The CHAIRMAN asked speakers in the general
debate to speak on the draft resolution (A/C.1/1..64)
since, as the representative of Syria had pointed out,
delegations were anxious to have a specific text on
which to base their comments.

The meeting rose at 4.55 p.m.

Printed in U.S.A,

M—42200—November 1953—2,000





