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Vote on the draft resolution as a whole

1. The CHAIRMAN stated that before putting to
the vote as a whole the draft resolution which the
Committee had adopted paragraph by paragraph (A/C.
3/L.69), he would call upon delegations who wished
to do so to explain their vote.

2. Mrs. ROOSEVELT (United States of America)
expressed her delegation’s intention of voting against
the draft resolution as a whole, on the grounds that it
failed to recognize the year and a half of concentrated
efforts of several United Nations bodies tu place con-
tinuing work on behalf of children on a sound footing
in the United Nations structure.

3. The Pakistan representative had stated at the pre-
vious meeting that the United States amendments con-
tained some points that were irreconcilable with the
Australian draft resolution. The United States repre-
sentative thought that, even without the henefit of the
amendments proposed by her delegation, the text under
discussion was of a hybrid nature. It provided for an
Emergency Fund to deal with needs that did not arise
from emergencies and to continue, not for a very
limited period as might be expected, but for another
three years, with the indication that it would be con-
tinued thereafter on a permanent basis. There seemed
:'c; i|:~e flagrant contradictions between the various pro-
sions.

* Indicates the item number on the General Assembly agenda.

4. As the voting on parts of the resolution had indi-
cated, certain governments were not prepared to under-
take the difficult task of beginning o solve the problem
of the needs of children on a constructive basis; they
had chosen the easier path — the continuation of an
emergency programme with some so-called permanent
characteristics. The draft resolution gave no assurance
whatever of any practical assistance to governments
which might enable them to attack the real causes of
children’s problems, nor even of any continued assis-
tance to governments to tackle the emergency problems
in that field. During the discussion preceding the para-
graph-by-paragraph vote, the governments which had
questioned key parts of the resolution were in the main
those which had contributed to the Fund in the past.
Would they continue to do so? That was the question,
Their contributions were urgently required. The Execu-
tive Director of the Fund had stated that his adininistra-
tion would recommend to the Execcutive Board, which
was meeting in November, allocations for country pro-
grammes that would practically exhaust the funds
available for allocation. The future financial situation
of the Fund was in serious jeopardy, and one was
justified in questioning whether the Committee would
be acting with realism in adopting the proposed draft
resolution. .

5. Moreover, the resolution made no provision for
placing the Fund's central administrative expenses in
the regular United Nations budget. The United States
Government had attached great importance to that
point, in the conviction that all governments should
share some financial responsibility for work on behalf
of children. In that way words would be supported
by action.

6. The United States desire was that nermanent
arrangements should be made, within the United Na-
tions structure, for international children’s welfare
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work. All they asked was that the approach to the
problem of the world’s children, as the emphasis shifted
from the regional post-war problems of Europe’s chil-
dren, should be a realistic one and that, so far as
practicable, aid should begin immediately. The United
States would like to see all the resources of the United
Nations, including those of the specialized agencies,
mobilized on behalf of children. The draft resolution
now before the Committee did not satisfy that objective.

7. In voting against that resolution, the United States
Government wished it clearly understood thzt its vote
in no way siguified any lack of concern for children in
other parts of the world, including the under-developed
countries in the East, in particular. The people of the
United States had always given generously to the
peoples in those parts of the world and contributions
from individuals to those countries had totalled over
$US 23 million during the past eighteen months.

8. Nor did its vote signify that the United States
Government would fail in future to contribute to the
aid required to meet the sudden emergencies which
occurred all too often. It would continue to do every-
thing possible to assist the civilian population of Korea
and mitigate the plight of the refugees in the Middle
East, for instance. Its attitude towards any other
emergency would be the same.

9. The United States representative hoped that the
Committee would reject the draft resolution and its
amendments so that it might once again turn its atten-
tion to the real problem hefore it, namely, long-range
activities for children, as presented in the Secretary-
General's draft resolution (A/1411).

10. Mrs. SINCLAIR (Canada) stated that her dele-
gation had already explained its inability to support the
Australian draft resolution in its original form; and in
spite of the subsequent amendments the Canadian dele-
gation still felt unable to subscribe to the revised
version. It regretted the fact that the Committee had
abandoned the recommendations contained in the Eco-
nomic and Social Council’s resolution, which represented
serious thought and genuine compromise on the part
of delegations.

11. In voting against the draft resolution the Canadian
delegation did not intend any criticism of the wotk
already done by UNICEF; its record of interest and
contributions substantiated that. It was however con-
vinced that the United Nations should take a more
positive stand and adopt more energetic measures which
would ensure the support of a larger number of govern-
ments for the future work of the Fund and so make it
more vweful in the future, The Canadian delegation had
already expressed its fear that the effect of adopting
the draft resslution might be to terminate the work of
the Fund because of lack of credits; it did not wish
to be a party to that.

12, That such an outcome was no remote contingency
would be only too apparent to the Executive Board
when it met in November, The Board would already be
faced with urgent requests, most of which it would be
unable to meet. It was true that it had existing credits
which had not yet been allocated to any programme.
But it must be remarked that administrative costs had
only been voted to the end of 1950 and credits must be
reserved for that purpose in the 1951 budget. The

Canadian delegation was fully aware of existing needs
and did not consider that the draft resolution could
meet them in a permanent way; it would therefore
vote against it.

13. Canada’s main concern was that the United Na-
tions should continue its work for children and it hoped
that the fears raised by the draft resolution would not
materialize.

14. Mr. MOODIE (Australia) thought that the
Third Committee could not be accused of having chosen
the easier p2th and having wished to evade difficulties;
he emphasized the fact that on the conirary the inten-
tion of ius delegation’s draft resolution was to solve
some of those difficulties.

15. In voting for the revised draft, the Australian
delegation wished to make a reservation concerning
6 (d). In the opinion of the Australian delegation the
General Assembly was able, at any session, to review
the future of the Fund and that paragraph did not
prevent the Assembly from doing so after only two
years if the Assembly so desired. The Australian Gov-
ernment was opposed to any implicit obligation to con-
sider the continuation of the Fund cn a permanent
basis, when such a review was made, and reserved its
position on any such proposal. It was in favour of
continuing the Fund for the time being because it
believed the need continued to exist, but if at any later
stage it should feel that the situation had changed, the
Australian Government wished to be completely free to
determine its attitude in light of existing circumstances.

16. The Australian representative recalled that resolu-
tion 57 (1) provided that the Assembly should review
the activities of the Fund upon the basis of a special
1eport from the Economic and Social Council. The
Austraiian delegation had not thought it necessary to
reintroduce that provision in its draft but felt that it
would be a useful procedure when the nced for review
arose.

17. Mr, BOKHARI (Pakistan) said that his delega- |
tion did not consider the modified text of the Australian
draft resolution unacceptable. Although it did not solve

the problem of the reorganization of UNICEF, it at
least ensured the continuance of the Fund, which had
done such useful work in the past and which repre-
sented one of the most humanitarian activities of the
United Nations.

18. He recalled that the Committee had begun its
deliberations by considering the Secretary-General’s
draft resolution for the reorganization of the Fund,
which stated that its two-fold purpose was to be: to
provide supplies, training services and advisory assis-
tance in support of the recipient countries’ permanent
programmes for children, and to meet relief needs in
cases of serious emergencies,

@

19, The Pakistan delegation was not opposed to those

Kurposes. It only wished that the Fund should also
eep in mind those needs of a continuinﬁ character
consequent upon serious and persistent deficiencies,
particularly in the under-developed areas of the world,
which were best met by the provision of supplies and
appropriate related assistance, Together with the dele-
gations of Burma, India, Indonesia and I“E.' it had
thurefore proposed an amendment (A/C.J3/L.

the Sceretary-General's draft resolution in that sense.

£
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Had the Secretary-General’s draft resolution and its
amendments been put to & vote and had the Pakistan
amendment not been accepted by the Lommittee, the
Pakistan delegation would nevertheless not have voted
against the Secretary-General's draft resolution.

20. However, the Committee had decided, at its 283rd
meeting, to consider the Australian draft resolution
first. That resolution did not provide for a reorganiza-
tion of the Fund but for its continuance for a certain
period along the same lines as in the past. The United
States delegation had presented a series of amendments
(A/C.3/L.65) which aimed, inter alia, at reintroducing
the two purposes mentioned in the Secretary-General’s
draft resolution, and were therefore contrary to the
very basis of the Australian draft resolution. More-
over, they had been presented so late that it had not
been possible to suggest altering them. The Pakistan
delegation had therefore decided to vote against them.

21. 1In conclusion the Pakistan representative stated
that his delegation had never been opposed to the idea
ok organizing the Fund on a permanent basis with the
objést_of helping the countries of the world to under-
take lohg-range programmes for the welfare of their
children with the advice and assistance to be offered by
the Fund. Pakistan merely wished to ensure that if the
aims of the Fund were to be spelt out for the future in
greater detail, the continuing needs of children in under-
developed countries would receive the attention they
deserved.

22. Lord MACDONALD (United Kingdom) said
that he fully appreciated the reasons which had led the
representatives of the United States and Canada to
vote a.fainst the draft resolution, though they might
have slightly overstated their argument that the scope
of the Fum}, was too widely defined. The draft resolu-
tion submitted by the Secretary-General (A/1411)
would have enlarged rather than contracted the scope
of the Fund, and as everyone knew, the money likely
to accrue to the Fund in the future would not approach
$US 45 million which it .disbursed on an average
every year. .

23. In the circunmistances, his delegation thought that
the Australian draft resolution was a decided improve-
ment upon the Secretary-General’s text. It was true
that the draft did not deal exclusively with the question
of the Fund but the United Kingdom amendment
(A/C.3/L.66), which had been adopted by the Com-
mittee at its 286th meeting, did provide a means of
iving the Fund its place within the framework of
%Initcd Nations activities.
24, There were, however, certain paragraphs of the
draft which caused his delegation some uneasiness,
particularly the paragraph concerning relations with
8 inlizedy agencies, As it was interpreted by the
Iy;;:ted Kingdom, that ?nragrtq;n meant that specialized
encies concerned with any pauticular programme
should be invited to say whether that programme was
sound from a technical point of view before the Board
considered it, That was the interpretation which his
country would place upon the paragraph if it were a
member of the board,
25. The prospect of re-considering the future of the
Fund and the idea that it would probably ther e placed
on a permanent basis might raise hopes which were

impossible of fulfilment. It was, however, a long-term
project and his delegation simply wanfed to state that
it was not prepared to commit its government to sup-
gor.ting the maintenance of the Fund on a permanent
asis.

26. He also emphasized the fact that the composition
of the new executive board did not entirely meet with
his delegation’s desires. It would be preferable for the
Economic and Social Council not to base the member-
ship of the new board on that of the Social Commission.
His delegation feared that the procedure that had been
adopted might cause the Social Commission to perform
dual functions.

27. With those reservations, his delegation would be
able to vote for the draft resolution as amended.

28. Mr. TSAO (China) recalled that his delegation
had always been in favour of establishing UNICEF
on a permanent basis and incorporating its activities
within the framework of the United Nations. They
would therefore have preferred to take the Secretary-
General’s draft as a basis for discussion. However, as
he had already said, in a question of that kind, ad-
ministrative considerations should not be allowed to
play too large a part, since the problem was primarily
of a humanitarian nature.

29. The Chinese delegation would therefore not vote
against tl.© Australian draft resolution, but would
prefer to abstain.

30. Mr, SANTA CRUZ (Chile) said that his delega-
tion, which was convinced of the necessity of establish-
ing the Fund on a permanent basis, would have
preferred the Commitice to consider the Secretary-
General's draft resolution (A/1411), which represented
a compromise formula produced by the Economic and
Social Council. His delegation could not oppose the
adoption of a resolution in favour of continuing the
work of UNICEF, as it recognized the importance of
the task already accomplished by that body.

31. Although it wished to make certain reservations,
the Chiiean delegation would nevertheless vote in
favour of the draft resolution.

32. Mr. DAVIN (New Zealand) said that his delega-
tion would vote for the resolution although it was not
in agreement with sub-paragraph (d) of paragraph 6,
which spoke of considering the future of the Fund
at the expiration of three years, with the object of
continuing it ‘'on a permanent basis. His delegation
had, throughout. been of the opinion that the Fund
should continue only as long as contributions were forth-
coming. He doubted whether it was necessary to pro-
vide for the continuance of an agency to deal with
long-term problems in that field, since its functions
would overlap with those of the Social Commission
and the specialized agencies.

33.  Apart from that, his delegation did not think that
the General Assembly should avprtwe a text establish-
ing the Fund on a permanent basis, and thought that
the Assembly would be better fitted to decide the matter
on its merits in three years time, His delegation, which
would vote for the resolution, wanted to state that it
reserved the right to act as it saw fit when the question
of establishing the Fund on a permanent basis came
up for discussion,

{
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34. His delegation, like that of the United Kingdom,
was concerned about the interpretation of the paragraph
on collahoration between the Fund and the specialized
agencies. In that connexion it deeply regretted that the
Committee had rejected the United States amendment,
proposing that the necessary steps should be taken to
ensure the close collaboration of the administration of
the Fund with the specialized agencies particularly
concerned with family and child welfare. His delegation
hoped that the Fund, when putting such programmes
into execution, would act in accordance with the letter
and the spirit of the agreements concluded between the
United Nations and the specialized agencies.

35. Mr. MARIN (France) said that it was only to
be expected that the proposed text should be consider-
ably altered after two weeks discussion and as a result
of the numerous amendments which had been made to
it. The French aelegation thought that the text, like
the one which had been discussed by the Economic and
Social Council at its eleventh session, was not quite
satisfactory, but would nevertheless vote for it hecause
it allowed the Fund to continue with the best and most
useful of its activities, particularly as regards assistance
to under-developed countries.

36. In order to facilitate the drafting of an acceptable
compromise text, the French delegation had inten-
tionally kept to the most general considerations, and
had proposed only the brief amendment (A/C.3/L.59).
He regretted that members of the Economic and Social
Council had suggested amendments whici made a
considerahle difference to the proposed activities of
the Fund, and which might destroy the halance reached
as a result of the Council’s discussions.

37. In an attempt at conciliation, he expressed the
hope that everything possible would be done to prevent
any hindrance to the favourable progress of the Fund,
to which his government was prepared to continue to
contribute. He hoped that as large a majority as
possible would vute in favour of the proposed text.

38. Mrs. LIONAES (Norway) said that she would
vote against the draft resolution because she thought
that the text, by omitting to mention the long-term
action recommended in the Secretary-General’s draft,
would fail to solve the fund imental problem of child
welfare,

39. Mr. AZKOUL (Lebanon) said that he would
vote for the draft. He stated that his delegation was not
opposed to the reorganization of the Fund, and its
establishment on a permanent basis, but at the same
time it did recognize the necessity of maintaining direct
assistance in kind, He expressed the hope, however,
that it would be possible to reach an agreement on the
first point within two or three years.

40. Mr. ANZE MATIENZO (Bolivia) said that his
delegation had sought throughout the discussion to
adhere to the position which it had originally taken up
(280th meeting) concerning the problem which the
Committee was about to settle.

41, His delegation had expressed its sutisfaction at
the lines along which the activity of UNICEF had
recently been developed; it would also be ready to
support the transformation of that body into a perma-
nent organ of the United Nations, He was all the more

ready to support the proposal to that end since it
was assured of the support of the principal contributor
to the Fund; he would also support it because he
thought that if the General Assembly was free to take
the decisions it thought best, it was not advisable for it
to undervalue the recommendations made by technical
organs such as the Economic and Social Council. His
delegation had thus voted against the easy way out
offered, in its opinion, by the adoption of the Australian
resolution.

42. But the majority of the Committee had decided
to hase its discussions upon that draft. It would thus he
illogical to try to reorganize the Fund, since that text
had only suggested that it should be continued in its
existing form ; all the more so since partial reorganiza-
tion, hastily decided upon, might do more harm than
good to the functioning of the Fund. That was why his
delegation had heen regretfully obliged to vote against
all the amendments proposed by the United States,
although it was fully aware of the lofty motives
inspiring them.

43, He stressed the point that the United Nations
could perhaps do more good in the field of child welfare
than in any other. He emphasized the importance of
social work, which could not be subordinated to eco-
nomic or technical assistance. It was not enough to
provide under-developed countries with the material
means of achieving progress: they must first he placed
in a position to use those means. The work accom-
plished by UNICEF was calculated to prepare the way
for general progress; that institution should then be
helped to continue the good work and to inspire con-
fidence in governments and in private individuals who
would certainly he eager, as in the past, to contribute to
an enterprise which had already given proof of its
efficiency.

44, Those were the considerations which had led the
Bolivian delegation to vote for the Australian draft
resolution in its amended form.

45. Mrs. AFNAN (Iraq) recalled that her delegation,
which had always considered that UNICEF should be
established on a permanent basis, nevertheless could not
accept without amendments the draft resolution pre-
pared by the Secretary-General (A/1411), which in
fact set up a hody with absolutely new functions.

46, She would vote without reservations for the
Australian draft resolution, although she regretted that
the Fund could not be organized permanently before
two or three years had elapsed.

47. She stated that the anxiety expressed by the
Canadian representative could not be Xibregarded. but
recalled that UNICEF had succeeded beyond all ex-
pectation, thanks to voluntary contributions. After
three years, its success should he bound to continue,
in view of its experience, the co-operation given to it
by the specialized agencies and the prestige it enjoyed
throughout the world. If that were not s0, they would
have to lay the blame on a certain lnck of faith and good-
will, and not only on the Australian draft resolution,

48, Mrs. FORTANIER (Netherlands) stated that
her delegation could not mﬁport the Australian draft
resolution, and considered that that text should never
have been substituted for the draft resolution submitted
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by the Secretary-General, which was based on the
principles laid down by the Economic and Social
Council.

49. Mr. VLAHOVIC (Yugoslavia) stated that he
would vote for the Australian draft, because it cor-
responded in many respects to his delegation’s views
and because it met the wishes of the majority, which
sought to maintain and strengthen the activities of the
Fund. He specified that he would vote the more will-
ingly for that text because he thought it showed the
majority’s desire to take into consideration the views
of the minority.

50. Mr. VAZQUEZ (Uruguay) stated that his dele-
gation would vote for the Australian draft resolution,
though not without some reservations and in a spirit
of limited optimism.

51. He regretted that certain members of the Com-
mittee had seen fit to distinguish between the “perma-
nent” and “continuing” needs of children in certain
under-developed regions. That distinct.on had intro-
duced a regrettable element of confusion into the
debates. The needs of children were either accidental
or permanent ; they called for extraordinary or perma-
nent action and funds, according to the case. Whatever
the reason for those needs might be, however, the action
to be taken in order to meet them remained the same:
to be effective, it should be founded both on material
assistance, which was immediate, and on technical
assistance, which was aimed at the future.

52. It was in that spirit that the Uruguayan delega-
tion was prepared to support the draft resolution
prepared by the Secretary-General (A/1411). For the
same reasons, it was prepared to vote for the Australian
draft resolution, although certain aspects of the problem
were somewhat disquieting.

53. The Uruguayan delegation was especially con-
cerned about the financing of the Fund. The contribu-
tion of the United States of America represented more
than half of the $US 137,500,000 received in contribu-
tions from governments. Voluntary gifts from individ-
uals, in spite of the almost mystical enthusiasm aroused
by c mpaigns launched by UNICEF, amounted to
only $US 11 miilion and it was to be feared that popular
support would dwindle. The Uruguayan delegation was
extremely anxious, therefore, that a system should he
organized whereby governments would undertake vol-
untarily to provide the Fund with definite assistance,
either in money or in kind. He regretted that the
Committee had not decided to adopt his delegation’s
proposal to that effect (A/C.3/L.57/Rev.2).

54. He then recalleg that hifs delegation had voted
against sub-paragraph (d) of the sixth paragraph,
which g;'olonged the existence of UNICEF for three
years. He thought that the General Assembly should
he free to reconsider the question at any time that it
might think fit, and hoped that it would do so fairly
soon.

55. Mr. HAHN (Union of South Africa) considered
that the Australian draft resolution ignored the warn-
ings of the representatives of certain specialized agen-
cies, especially FAO and WHO, against the establish-
ment of a special agency for young people, and that
such an organization would give rise to much overlap-
ping between the Fund and those specialized agencies.

56. The South African delegation would therefore
vote against that draft resolution.

57. Mrs. BEGTRUP (Denmark) stated that her
delegation, fully realizing che extent of children’s re-
quirements in many parts of the world and particularly
in countries with continuing needs, had been disap-
pointed to note that the Committee had not seen fit to
support the virtual crusade which the Economic and
Social Cousicil had wished to organize to cope with
those needs, a crusade which had been assured of the
support of the United States of America, the principal
contributor to UNICEF.

58. Her delegation was asionished that the Committee
had not understood that it would be advisable to
organize a long-term activity while at the same time
giving attention to immediate needs. Such a solution
would have placed the United Nations in the forefront
of global action on behalf of children.

59. As matters stood, however, it might be feared
that the Fund could not continue its activities for lack
of financial means. The Danish Government, which had
always been deeply interested in the work of UNICEF,
as shown by the BCG vaccination campaigns which it
had helped to organize, hoped that that would not

happen.

0). Nevertheless, in order to indicate its position in
the current discussion, her delegation would have to
vote against the Australian draft resolution, as
amended.

61. Mr. VOS (Belgium) said his delegation’s attitude
had been clearly stated during the general debate.

62. He fully appreciated the arguments advanced by
the United States representative, whose thesis was
perfectly logical. Still, it was tco early to deal with the
reorganization of UNICEF, a matter that it would be
extremely difficult, if not impossible, to settle forthwith.
The circumstances had called for a compromise solution
t(r;ore mloderate than the draft prepared by the Secretary-
eneral.

63. Although his delegation felt bound to make the
same reservations as the delegation of the United
Kingdom, it nevertheless believed that paragraph §5,
sub-paragraph (a), represented a step towards a more
rational policy which, if not decisive, was at least
extremely useful at the current stage.

64. In a couciliatory spirit, and anxious to preserve
continuity, the Belgian delegation would accordingly
vote for the Australian draft resolution.

65. Mr. PEREZ PEROZO (Venezuela) said his
delegation would also vote for the Australian draft
resolution.

66. Still, his delegation felt bound to repeat that it
disagreed with paragraph 6, sub-paragraph (a), which,
while stressing the need for ensuring representation of
the principal contributing and recipient countries, never-
theless failed to respect that very principle. Indeed, it
provided that the members of the Social Commission,
numbering eighteen, should be among the twenty-six
countries which would be members of the executive
board of the Fund. The members of the Social Com-
mission were not appointed by virtue of their relations
with UNICEF, so that the principle concerned would
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apply only in respect of eight members, which was
inadmissible.

67. He requested that the sub-paragraph concerned
should;é)ursuant to rule 128 of the rules of procedure,
be voted on separately.

68. Following the statement by the CHAIRMAN
that the request cf the represeniative of Venezuela was
out of order inasmuch as the Committee had already
voted on the tevt paragraph by paragraph, that being
tantamount to a vote on each part, Mr. PEREZ
PEROZO (Venezuela) did not press his proposal.

69. Mr. CABADA (Peru) conceded that the Aus-
tralian draft resolution did not actually settle the
problem at issue. It was, however, difficult for the
Committee to embark upon a different course, the
more so since its efforts to come to an agreement on
the draft resolution prepared by the Secretary-Geners!
had failed.

70. Because the Peruvian delegation attached great
importance to the work. of UNICEF, it would vote for
the compromise solution offered by the Australian draft
resolution.

71. Mr. ABADA (Philippines) stated that his delega-
tion would vote for the Australian draft resolution
because of the seriousness of the situation which per-
sisted in several parts of the world, particularly in Asia.

72. His delegation was not opposed in principle to the
transformation of UNICEF into a permanent body.
It felt that, in child welfare as in all other matters, the
essential object of internationa! action should be to
help governments to help themselves. The time of
charity must cease.

73. It would accordingly have been preferable if the
Committee had adopted a resolution which took into
account not only the immediate needs of children but
also the need for organizing long-term action. Since the
Secretary-General’s draft which had pursued that ob-
ject, had not been generally acceptable, his delegation
believed that it was necessary, above all, to avoid a
break in the work; for that reason it would vote in
favour of allowing UNICEF to stand in its existing
form, in spite of its misgivings about the financing of
the future activities of the Fund.

74. With reference to paragraph 6, sub-paragraph
(d), he said his delegation was among those which
thought that a period of two years would have sufficed
to enable governments to judge whether or not it was
necessary to alter the organization of the Fund. At any
rate, it interpreted sub-paragraph (d) as leaving gov-
ernments free to take a decision at whatever time they
deemed proper, and perhaps even, should they so
desire, to embark again on the road indicated by the
Economic and Social Council.

75. Miss BERNARDINO (Dominican Republic) re-
gretted that the Sub-Committee, which had been
established to study the numerous amendments sub-
mitted to the draft resolution prepared by the Secretary-
General, had not succeedecf in reaching agreement.
She would have welcomed the adoption of that draft
resolution subject to ceriain amendments. Since the
Committee had, however, decided otherwise, there was
no choice, if there was to be continued welfare work for

needy children, but to vote for the {\ustralian drgft
resolution which, at least, assured indispensable assis-
tance immediately.

76. She hoped that governments, private persons and
international organizations would spare no effort to aid
the Fund in its fine work. She wished in that connexion
to pay a tribute to the admirable generosity of,the
Government and people of the United States of America
to whom the cause of children was never a matter of
indifference.

77. She reiterated in conclusion that, in spite of certain
reservations, her delegation would vote for the
Australian draft resolution.

78. Mr. Danton JOBIM (Brazil) said that while his
delegation fully appreciated the position of the United
States and the disinterested motives which had caused
it to propose the reorganization of UNICEF on a
permanent basis, it had not been in a position, at that
stage, to support the amendments submitted by the
United States. His delegation was not, however, com-
pletely satisfied with the decisions that had been taken
so far and regretted that the support which it would
give to the Australian draft resolution could not be as
enthusiastic as it might have wished.

79. His delegation felt, in particular, that it was not
possible to mortgage the future: accordingly, it did not
interpret paragraph 6, sub-paragraph (d), as forthwith
committing governments to confer upon UNICEF =z
permanent character in three years.

80. Having stated those reservations, he expressed the
hope that UNICEF’ future activities would be crowned
with the same success as in the past.

81. Mr. BAROODY (Saudi Arabia) said that the
fact that Saudi Arabia was not yet one of the contribut-
ing or recipient countries did not preclude the
possibility that it would participate in the work of
UNICEF in the future.

82. His delegation supported the Australian draft
resolution, first, because it approved of the way in
which the activities of UNICEF had been extended to
embrace the whole world; seccndly, because it thought
that the immediate assistance contemplated in no way
precluded the possibility of organizing long-range activi-
ties to suppcct the individual efforts of the govern-
ments; and, thirdly, because it considered that the draft
resolution left the door open to the possible review of
the question in three years.

83.  The endeavours which had been made to alter the
aims of the Fund after it had palliated the urgent needs
of children in Europe had been, to say the least, un-
timely. He feared that such endeavours might give
the impression in Asia and in other regions that the
United Nations was drawing a distinction between the
children there and the children in Europe.

84. In order to remove that impression, the Com-
mittee should adopt the draft resolution submitted by
the Australian delegation. His delegation would there-
fore vote for it.

85. Mr. LAMBROS {Greece) agreed that the Aus-
tralian draft resolution suffered from certain omissions ;
but his country attached considerable importance to
the retention of UNICEF and therefore would vote for
that draft resolution, although his delegation agreed
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with the reservations expressed by the United King-
dom, New Zealand, Australian and Belgian delegations,
particularly with regard to paragraph 6, sub-paragraph
(a).

86. Mrs. MENON (India) proposed that the title of
the agenda item and of the Australian draft resolution
should be amended to read as follows:

“Continuing needs of children. United Nations
International Children’s Emergency Fund”.

87. The CHAIRMAN put that proposal to the vote.

The proposal was adopted by 42 wvotes to none, with
& abstentions.

88. The CHAIRMAN called for the vote on the draft
resolution submitted by the Australian delegation as a
whole, as amended (A/C.3/L.69).

89. Mrs. ROOSEVELT (United States of America)
asked for a vote by roll-call.
A vote was taken by roll-call.

The Netherlands, having been draun by lot by the
Chairman, was called upon to vote first.

In favour: New Zealand, Pakistan, Peru, Philippines,
Poland, Saudi Arabia, Syria, Thailand, Turkey,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Arghanistan, Argentina, Australia, Del-
gium, Bolivia, Brazil, Burma, Byelorussian Soviet So-
cialist Republic, Chile, Colombia, Cuba, Czechoslovakia,
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, France,
Greece, Guatemala, Haiti, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq,
Israel, Lebanon, Mexico.

Against: Netherlands, Norway, Sweden, Union of
South Africa, United States of America, Canada, Den-
mark, Liberia.

Abstaining: China.

The Australian draft resolution, as amended, was
adopted by 43 votes to 8, with 1 absention, 8 delegations
not being represented when the vote was taken.

90. Mr. PATE (Director-General of the United
Nations International Children’s Emergency Fund)
told the Committee that, after following its discussions
with great interest, he could give it his assurance that
UNICEF in its new functions would be in a position to
organize its activities taking into account the different
views which had been expressed during the general
debate.

91. He had noted that approximately forty countries
had expressed their approval of the work accomplished
so far by the Fund. On behalf of the administration of
that Fund he pledged himself to continue making the
same efforts in the future. The Fund would continue
to co-operate as closely as possible with the Social
Activities Division of the United Nations and with the
specialized agencies. He had in fact already concluded
agreements to that effect with some of the latter.

92. During the past three years he had visited the
majority of the countries which had received assistance

from the Fund. He had visited not only their capitals
but also their towns and villages and he had been able
to ascertain that a combination of material aid and
technical assistance was the most effective and most
useful way of carrying on the work.

93. An essential factor was the maintenance of con-
fidence in relations between UNICEF and the con-
tributing countries. That was the more important
because the Fund could not act without financial sup-
port. He hoped that every member of the Committee
would become an ambassador of UNICEF to the
people of his country and that, when it met in Novem-
ber, the Executive Board of the Fund would have at
its disposal the $US 6 million which it would need
immediately to finance the schemes contemplated.

Draft first international covenant on human rights
and measures of implementation (A/1384,
A/C.3/534, A/C.3/535 and E/1681)

[Ttem 63]

94. Mr. LAUGIER (Assistant Secretary-General in
charge of the Department of Social Affairs) said that
the steady efforts made by the United Nations for four
years to promote and develop respect for human rights
and fundamental freedoms for all had already met with
considerable success.

95. As a case in point, the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights adopted in Paris in 1948 had been in-
voked on several occasions by the General Assembly
and by other organs of the United Nations. Even out-
side the United Nations that Declaration had had a
great influence. The Indonesian Constitution, for ex-
ample, reproduced the majority of its articles almost
tt;xtually. It had also been quoted in national courts
of law. v

96. The Committee was entering the second stage of
the study of the draft international covenant on human
rights. That document, the origins of which went back
to the beginning of the work of the Commission on
Human Rights, was the outcome of long and hard
work.

97. The Economic and Social Council had decided, by
its resolution 303 I (XI), to transmit the draft cove-
nant to the General Assembly for consideration with
a view to reaching policy decisions on the general
adequacy of the first eighteen articles, the desirability
of including special articles on its application to federal
States and to Non-Self-Governing and Trust Terri-
tories, the desirability of including articles on economic,
social and cultural rights and the adequacy of the
articles relating to implementation. That was the sub-
ject which the Council had transmitted to the Com-
mittee for diseussion.

98. The covenant to be prepared in the light of those
recommendations would be of historic importance, and
he assured the Committee that the Secretariat placed
itself entirely at its service in order to achieve that
purpose.

The meeting rose at 1.5 p.m.

Printed in U.S.A.
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