Uniled Nations

GENERAL
ASSEMBLY
SIXTH SESSION
Official Records

THIRD COMMITTEE 3554

MNEETING
Tuesday, 27 November 1951, at 3 p.m.

Palais de Chaillot, Paris

CONTENTS

Fage

Heport of the Economic and Social Council {(chapter 1V} {A/1884, A/C.3/

L.1627Rev.1) (consinued)

45

e 44 & EESd44LEEEdL EERERNT TR R "R

Chairman : M. Aos Ficusroa (Chile).

Report of the Economic and Soclal Coancll {chap-
ter 1V) (A/1884, A/CI/L-162/Rev.1) eontinued)

{ltem 11)"

JOINT DRAFT RESOLUTION SUBMITTED BY FRANCE,
PakisTaM aND Yucostavia (ASC.I/L.162/Rev.l)
(conatinued)

1. The CHALRMAN stated that she would call upon
the represcntalives of Yugoslavia, the United Kingdom,
the United Siales of Amenca, Lebanon and Chile 1o
reply lo certain obscrvations that had been made al
the previows meeting, since lhose delegations had
claimed the right of reply, in accordance with rule 114
of the rules -:-Iapm:tdurr,

2. Mr. PLEIC (Yugoslavia) wished to eeply in parti-
cular to the allcpation that the sponsors of Lhe joint
draft resolution wished to divert the atlention the
Commiltee from social progress. The revised teat
of the joint dralt resolution (ASC3/L.1627/Rev.1) and
the Soviet proposals (A/C.3/L.160) were not mulually
exciusive, since the methods of oricnting United Nations
cflorts towards practical activities in the social ficld
could in no way hamper the purposes which were
specifically selerred to 1o the USSR amendment. I,
however, the USSR delegation had a genuine wish 1o
solve social problems, especially in under-developed
counirics, it should either have co-operaled with the
sponsors of the joint draft resolution or submitted its
proposal in a scparale dralt resolulion or as a supple-
ment to the joint draft. The fact that the proposals
had been subm’ticd as an amendment served to prove
that they had not been presented ja good faith.

3. The USSR proposals were an exact copy of thosc
which the Sovict Union delegation had submitted 1o
the Social Commission at its seventh session'. At thal
time, the Yugoslav delegation had submitied supple-
mentary amendments to the USSR proposals, in con-
nexion with the protection of factory and agricultural

* Indicales the itlem number on the Geoeral Asembly
agenda
'See document EFACT/LAB/Rev 1

4%

workers. The USSR delcgation had then made every
cilort 1o obstruct the volc oa the Yuguslav proposal
and had subsequenty voled against if, although the
Yugoslav deicgation bad voted tor all e nems i the
UssR draft. Moreover, the Socizl Commission had
already agreed 1o include one of the live problems listed
in the USSR amendment in its programme and to
receive information from the specialized agencies
through the Scerclary-General on e other items.
There was therefore no reasen to brning them belore a
Muin Committce of the General Asscmbly.

4. Il the USSR delegation had introduced any addi-
tional items, the Yuguslav delegation would have voted
for them; since, however, the only motive [or such
repetition could be propaganda, the Yugoslay delega-
lirislnlwnuld vole against the USSR amendment as a
wheole.

% Mr. CORLEY SMITH (United Kinpdom) stated
that he would disregard the irrclevant political allega-
tions that had been made by the representatives ol
the USSR and the Ukrainian SSR al the previous
meetling.  He was surprised, however, that represen-
tatives 10 the General Assembly could display such
ipnorance as lo asserl that there were no malemitly
services in the United States of Adnenca and thal
&0 per cont of the wages of workers in the United
Kingdom way absorbed by lazation.

6. Although ignorance might be pardonable, insin-
cerity was not.  The Ukrainian representative had alle-
ged that the purpose of Lhe Umted Kinpdom amend-
ments was to hamper social s5.  Such remarks
were especially uncalled for from the representalive
of a country that did nothing to further the United
Nations activitics which were carricd on through the
specialized agencics.

7. The representalive of the USSR had alleged that
the adopiion of the United Kingdom amendments would
result in various disasters, including the abolition of
the Social Commission ; thal allegation scemed to be
inconsislent with the position the USSR, which
had been advocating the abolilion of the Commission
for some lime.
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8, He was glad that the rcpresentative ol the Soviet
Unior bad raned e guesuon of deplicsuon, since
the UbSH amwnumwinl prupesed ine avpucauon ol the
work ol e Wond hcang Cigaoeaton, ine United
Nauons Educabional, Sccnulic and Cunuryl Usganza-
tion and e inlernsuonal Labour Organsation. 'The
SOvICl Umon bad every oppuniunily of beceming a
memer 0 he speciabzed spencies 5 U it did not wish
te do 5o, it should coase o anleruie wilh the work
of thete agencics, whicn most Mempers of the United
Nauens cunsidered 1o be wselul,

9. Mr. ALKOUL (Lebanon) wished 1o remind the
USSR represeolaive that mis own delegation had 3
Well-known reputabion for lugic and consisiency.  He
Wulld atelin Iremt voung on the UssK amendmem
oo the groumds ol thal repeiaion.

1. It was illogical 10 inroduce into the joint dralt
resolulion an cuunkcralivn ol specilie problems which
Vo, in fact, fepresent a list ol excepuons. It was
ok Lhe purpase of Wne resolubon Wostate the prionty
of ceriain secial problems.  Ihe Economic and Sucial
Council had {0 cuncentrole on reviewing the sociul
acivitics of the Umicd Nations and on comsidening
the report on the world social situation ) the USSHK
propinals absclutcly disreganded thuse basic purposes.

11. In conclusion, he poimed oul that it was incon-
sistent for the USSR to propose aclion va udditional
socizl problems when Sovier Union representatives in
the rilth Commillee were proposing the reduction of
funds to be used for social aclivities,

12, Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) wished 10 refute the
Ukrainian representative’s  allepation that his  own
defence of the Economic and ocial Council's work
wis due 1o the fact that he presided over the Council,
Although he had himself cniticized many aspeets of
the Council's work, it was absclulcly incorrect to
asssert that the Cowuncil had ignored it responsibilitics
in social matters.

13. He agreed with the Soviet Union delegation that
the five points it had cnumerated weie vital; never-
theless, the Council considercd the specialized apencics
concerned 1o be perfectly competent 1e deal with those
matiers and gave those organizations annual dircctives
for the improvement of their activities, The Social
Commission had been established especially to deal
wilh malters which were not covered by the specialized
agcocics.

4. Whereas the joint drafl resoiution proposed a
definite plan of action, the USSR amendment mercly
reiteraled the faet thal five sEm:iﬁ.: subjects had 1o by
studied.  Although the specialized agoncies had not
fully achieved their purposes, they had gone funther
than the studics proposed by the Soviet Union ; it was
posssible 1o poinl to cerlain concrete achicvements by
ILO, WHO and UNICEF in the very fields referred
to in the USSR amendment,

15.  With regard te thc Syrian amendn it (AZC.3/
L-171) in which the phrase “both scll-governing and
non-scll-governing™ was included after the words
“under-developed countries™, he supgusted that difli-
culties might be avoided if the phrase proposcd by

Sytia were replaced by the more general t:p:ti:.'lﬂl‘ll

“and regions”.

16. Mrs. ROOSEVELT (Uniled States of America)
waus asionished at the Byclorussion represeniative’s
assertion that there were no mztcraity and child welfare
services in her country.  The Federal Government had
a Children’s Bureau, with the cstablisi..ant of which !
she had been closcly associated, and also a Women's )
Bureau, which dealt mainly with women's labour pro-
blems. Although the lepislation of certain stales in
those matlers lagged behundd, the malemity and child
welfare situation in the country as a whole was advan-
ced, and the Federal Government made every effon
o promole improvements where they were required.

17. She pointed out that all the political questions
that had been raised would be answered in the First
and Ad Hee Commitlees.

13.  Mr. PAVLOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Repub-
lies) did nut wish to make any pelitical statements
and would await the replics made by the United States
delegation in the political commitices,

1Y, Certain  representatives had asscricd  that  the
specific points refersed 1o in the USSR amendment
weee all dealt with by the specialized agencies.  Mever-
theless, the joint dralt resolution referred 10 the Eeo-
nomic and Social Council and the Social Commission
in particular, and the caistence of the specialized
agencics could not be held 1o exoncrale the Council
from its responsibilities in soeial mantars.

20. He questioned the United Kingdom's represen-
tative’s right to infec that the USSR ought 10 be a
memhber of certain specialized agencics; that was 2
matter for the USSR 1o decide.  His counlry had lehi
ILO because its proposal fer the reorganization of that
specialized agercy on a more democratic basis had
been rejected. 1

21. The United Kingdom amendment concemning the
duplicution of work scemed to be dirccted against the
USSR amendment, whercas the adoplion of the latter
would imply ne eriticism of the intentions of any other
counlry. There was nothing in his country’s amend-
menl that could be wnacceplable 1o anyone who
penwinely wished to improve world social conditions.
The Soviet Union had every intention of co-operaling
with other countries in the implementation of United
Mations social activities, if its propasals were adopied.

21. The Lebanese representative’s argument that the
report on the world social siteation had to be 1aken
as a basis for work in that ficld merely represented an
excuse for hindering social progress. " The USSR had
submiticd its proposals in the form of an amendment
because the problems concerned were so urgenl and
because there was no guarantee of the subsequent
adpation of measures in connexion with the five specific
pomnls.

2. In view of the fact that certain delegations might
object to the preamble 1o his amendment, but might
be in favour of cerrain concrete proposals in the first
paragraph of the operalive part. hz proposed that
the amendment should be veted on paragraph by
paragraph.
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24, The CHAIRMAN announced that those delega-
tons wishing 10 do so could explain their voles, in
accordance with mle 127 of the rules of procedure.

25. Mr. GARCIA BAUER (Guatemala) said that his
deizgation would support the joint drafl resolution sub-
mitted by France, Pakistan and Yugoslavia (A/C.3/
L.162), the operative paragraphs 1 and 2 of which
contained wseful recommendations.

26. As regards the amendmenis suppested 1o the
preamble of the joint draft resolution, Guatemala would
support the joint Afghan and Lebanese amendment
to paragraph 3 (A/C.3/L.172}, which had already
been incorparated in the revised toxt of the joint drali
resolution {AAC3SL.162/Rev.1). and aln the oral
smendment proposed by Chile.  Guatemala would
fikewise support the Svrian amendment o paragranh 3
of the preamble (A/CI/LITIY. calling for addition
of the words “hoth sell-poverning and non-s2lf-
governing” after “under-developed countries”, hut would
reject the Svrion amendment to the fimt parapgraph of
the preamble, suepesting re-inscrtion of the words  and
it commissions™ afler ~Economic and Social Couneil™,
since the Economic and Social Council in any case
isswed directives to those commissions,

27.  As reeards the operative part af the joint dralt
resolution, the joint Afghan and Lebanew amendments
[AJCI/LTAY woere already  incarporated in the
revised fear, Guatemala would support the propesal
made in the Unired Stotex amendment fA SC3 /11667
Rev. 13 to insert (he words “topether with the perliinemt
activitics of the soccialized arencics™ afler the words
"United Mations™ the Saudi Arahian amendment
ASCA/N 69 suerecsline the addition of the words
“and the Non-Self-Governing Terntores™ al the end of
parapranh 1 of the ancrative nart, and the Chilean aral
pronoeal 1o add the words "and reeians™ after “under-
develaped countries™ a' the end of the third paragraph
ol the preamble.

2R, Cuatcmalpy cowld, however., rol agree fa the
amendmenl nul forward hy the UTniled Siates (A0S
L.167 replacing the lnited Kinedom amendmient
(AACA IR 1o maragranh 1 of the anerative part
by the followine texr: “without durlication between
the activitics of the United MNations and (he specislired
apencies”. He thraehl thal nhrace micht lead te mic-
wnderstandine. The lnited MNations had, after all,
st up specialired agencies Tor the purpose of perform-
ing certain specified duties.

29. The amendments put Tarward hy the Soviet Union
delepation (ASCALIAM would likewite bz reiected
by Gualcmala. The USSR amendment sugpesied that
the third paracraph of the drall resolution (A/C.3/
L.154) should be renlaced by a narazraph stating that
the Economie and Social Council and its Social Com-
mission had ignored certzin important social problems.
That was not the case, since in fact the wark of the
specialized apencies set up by the Council did include
a study of the subiccis listed in the Sovict Union
amendment.  Similacly, the second maraeraph of the
Saviet Union amendment suerested that the procramme
of work pf the Council and itx Socinl Commission for
1952-53 should inzlude study of a number of subjects

which had in fact already been considered by the spe-
cialized agencies for a numier of years. To tzke an
cxample, the International Labour Organisation had
been dealing with the problem of social insurance
apainsl sickness, old age, ditablement, etc., for twenty
years. The remaining problems mentionced were being
studied by others of the snecialized apencies, including
WHO and UNESCO. The Guatemalan delegation
would therelore reject the Sovict amendment as repe-
litious,

30. Mr. DE ALBA (Mexico) said that neaither the
lcxt of the joint draft reselution ner the arguments
advanced during the general debate had altered his
fecling that the whole subject was far too vapucly deali
with and that it would be best for the Eccnemic and
Social Council and the specialized apencics to shoulder
their own responshilities, as indeed they had done in
the past.  The General Assembly could do no pood by
interfering: it might in fact imnede the Council’s work,
The President of the Council had hinsclf piven the
specinored apencics due credit for initiating fmporiant
programmes  in the social field. UNESCO, for
cxample. had made rapid strides in promoling hasic
cducatinn; thus, there wac no necd for the Third
Committee to intervens,

3l. His delegation would therefore  abstain  from
voling on the joint dralt resolution and all amend-
me=is thereto.

12, Mr. REYES {Philippines) took the opportunity
o explain his delegation’s vote, as he had been atiend-
ing another committee when the list of speakers was
climed. He would support the joint draft resplulion
and any constructive amendments thereton which would
ensure thal the Economic and Secial Council’s work
re-orieniated on the broadest nossible hasis consistent
wiin the Uniled Natinns Charter.  The need ior new
and preater cfforts in the =accial ficld was wreent,
because. as the Seccretary-Gieneral had  rencatedly
stated in his annual reports, the eap belween the social
and cconomic levels of the uwnder-developed and the
sdvanced coundrics imperilled infernational reace and
seonrity. Tt was to be honed that the report on the
wotld social situation pnd (ke practical procrammes
developed therefrom would match in their boldness
and scone the nolitical plans for eollective =ecurnily
advanced in General Astembly resolution 377 0OV,
cntitled “Uniting for peace™.

A3, Mr. ICHASO [Cuba) said that the UISSH amend-
menls were enlirely new proposals.  The proposcd
first paracrarh of the preamble conlained a plain mis-
stalement in its depreciation of the Economic and Social
Council’s work, The remaicder of the propnsals con-
tained nothing new. To sav that the Council was not
carrvine out procrammes 2t least as eood as, il not
belter than, those proposed in the USSR amendment
was ahsurd.

3. Ax the USSR amendments were simply designed
nt palitical propaganda. he would vote against them
and for the joint draft resolution and all amendments
likely to improve it

35, Mr. PAZHWAK (Afchanistan) would support the
revised joint  draft resolution, im which his own
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amendment (A/C.3/L.165) had been incorporated; his
support would be whole-hearted il the Sydan (A/C.3/
L-171) and Saudi Arabian (A/C.3/L.169) amendments
referring to the Non-Sell-Governing Terrilorics were
adopled.

36, M they were rejecied, he would support the
Chilcan oral amendment on the understanding that
it would be interpreicd as the Chilcan representative
had explained.

¥1. When the various parts of the USSR amendment
wire voled on separately. he would vote against the
proposed naragrash of the preamble, in favour of the
propoted first and second paragraphs of the operative
part. He would abatain on the remainder and he
would abstain on the amendment as 3 whele. He
would ahstain ffom voling on the amendmenl as a
whole because he sunported the prncinles behind it
but felt that the incorporation of the Alghan (ASC3/
L1651 and Lebanese (A/CY L1644 amendincnts
into the revised joint draft resolution had already
covered many of the points raised. becouse the maticrs
enumerated in 'he proposed first paragraph of the
operative part had been directly dealt with hy the
annronfiale apccialized aeencics Tor many years and
becauze such an conumeratinon was not only outside
the seome of the dralt resolution bul also could not fall
o be incomplete,

38, He wenld nnt wofe for the Chilean amendment
(ASC 3 173 He withed In make it clear. hows
ever. that his abstention did net imply that a selerence
ta the specialired acencies” work was wnnecessary, hul
anly that nothing should he dope io inledere with that
work, He would prl vole against that amendment
because, as 2 memhber of most of the specinlized
acencies. his Grvernment would nover nppose any
gctinn  that would redound o the credit of those
apencies.

39, Mr. WAHTI™T} (Swedend exnlained that his
opm=xilinn Tn the 1I55R amendment d°d ant imnlv that
ke did not think tha! the Fronomic and Sacial Croaneil
shouid enver ac hroad o feld acz pewcdble in dealine
with social wellare.  The Third Committee should nol,
howewer. immwrte on the Council at that stage on over-
amhbilious proeramme.

40, Mrs. HARIMAN (Toraeh) would support the revised
fext of the joint drafl resalution.

41. Meost of the amendments wounld not materially
alter itk smnal. Desnite The immorfance of s ohigg-
tives, the amendmenl submitted by the UISSE deleca-
tivn was nremalure in view of the reeommendatinne
contained in i <ince moet of the items sueseaed Tell
within the <cone of the werk currently nerformed by
the specialized arencics.  The view thal the Council®
proeres, should be in conformity with ifs resources
wat adeauately menvided [ar in the initial deaflt af the
resninfinn angd did nnt reowire additional emnhasis
Moreawer, if the srecizlired apencies were workine
effectivelv. there wonld he no duplication of woik
between them and the Council.

42, Mr. ULLRICH (Crechoslovakia) said thar the
directives for the Economic and Social Council had

been clearly stated in the United Nations Charler, and
the General Assembly should sec that they were
carricd oul.  True, the joint draft resolution cited the
text of the Charter, but out of context and vaguely; nu
appropriate practical action was recommended. ™ The

SSR amecndment staled clearly the basic problems:
which the Council should tackle., whereas there was
ne reference to them in the joint drall resolution or in
the other amendmenls submitied. These representa-
tives of the under-developed countrics who believed
that the joint draflt resolulion would answer their hopes
were doomed lo disappointment. The joint draft
resolution was based on misconceptions which could
not prevent the workers' living standards from being
sacrificed to the needs of armaments programmes,
whereas the USSR amendment would make for poace
throuch the raising of social standards and the spread
ol cducalinn.

43 The joint draft resolulion would be a step towards
the hnal climination of the Fconomic and Social
Council and the Social Commission: he would vole for
the USSR amendment.

44. Miss BERNARDING (Dominican Republic)
reserved her right to explain her votc at a iater stage.

45, Mr. PAVLOV (Union of Soviel Socialist Repu-
hlics) recalled that it kad been reresd 1o take a :e?m-
rale volc on cach paraeraph of the operative pant of
th= Soviet Unien amendment (A/C3/L 1601 to the
imint draft resalution, and he asked that the veres might
be taken by rolleall.  He understood that each of the
suh-paracraphs of the first onerative paracraph of the
Saviel Union amendmenl would he voled on in eon-
junction with the introduclory clause “proposes to
include in the procramme of work of the Council and
recommendations thersan”™,

46, The CHAIRMAN agrecd. She announced that
the revived inint deaflt resolution (A/C3/L.162/Bev. 1)
wauld be laken as a basis for voling.

47.  She put 1o the vole firl the Syrian amendment
(ASC.310T1) to the first paragraph of the preamble.

That amendment was rejected by 27 voltes io 7 with
1% ahytentions,

4R.  The CHAIRMAN nhserved thal no - nendment

had heen submilted to the weccond paracranh of the

armmhh: of the joint draflt resolution (ASC.A/L.1627
ev. 1)

49. Shc put 1o the vote the USSR amendment
(ASCA/L.160Y to the third paragraph of the preamble.

Thar amendment was rejected by 40 vores 1o 5, with
& abstentions.

0. The CHAIRMAN put 10 the vote sub-para-
granh ) of the first paraeranh of the operative pan
of the USSR amendment (A/C.3/L.160).

A volte was taken by rolfcali.

Haiti, having been drawn by lor by the Chairmun,
way called upon to vote first.
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fn faveur : Iran, Liberin, Poland, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Sovict Socialist Republics,
Byclorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Czechoslovakia.

Against : Haiti, Netherlands, New Zzaland, Norway,
Peru, Sweden, Turkey, Union of South Africa, United
Kingdom of Greal Britain and Northern Ireland, Uni-
ted States of America, Avstralia, Belgium, Bolivia, Bra-
zil, Canada, Chile, China, Casta Rica, Cuba, Denmark,
France, Greece, Gualeinala,

Abstaining : India, Indonesia, Irag, Israel, Lebanon,
Luxembourg, Mexico, Pakistan, Paraguay, Philippines,
Saudi Aralwa, Syna, Thailand. Venczucls, Yugoslawvia.
Afghanistan, Argenlina, Burma, Colombia, Dominican
Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia.

Sub-paragraph (a) was reiected by 23 votes 10 7,
with 23 absrentions.

51. The CHAIRMAN pul to the volc sub-paragraph
(b} of the frst parzgraph of the operative pant of the
USSR amendment {ASC.3/L.169).

A vole was taken by rollcall,

Luxembourg, having been drawn by It by the Chair-
wan, wiy called apon o vate first.

In favour @ Poland, Saudi Arabia, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Sccialist Republics,
Burma. Byclorussian Sovict Socialisn Republic, Chile,
Czechoslovakia, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, France,
Indonesia, lran, Irag, Liberia,

Against : Netherlands, New Zealang, Norway, Peru,
Sweden, Turkey, Union of South Africa, United King-
dom of Great Brotain and Nertherm Ireland, United
States of America, Belgium, Brarl, Canada, China,
Costa Rica, Cuba, Denmark.,

Abstaining - Luzembourg, Meaico, Pakiswen, Paru-
guay, Philippincs, Syria, Thailand, Vencruela, Yupo-
slavia, Argentina, Awustralia, Bolivia, Colombia, Egypt,
Ethiopia, Greece, Guatemala, Hait, India, lsrael, Lebo-
THfL,

Present ond not voting © Alghanistan,

Sub-paragraph (b) was rejecied by 1 vides 1o 15,
with 21 abstentions.

52. The CHAIRMAN put 1o the volic sub-para-
graph (c) of the first paragraph of the operative part
of the USSR amendment [ﬂ..n"l.".'.ML.Iﬁm.rt i

A vote was faken by rollcall,

CGuaremala, having been drawn by lor by the Chair-
man, war colled upon to vore first.

fn favour: Iram, Iraq. Liberia. Pakistan, Poland,
Synia, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, Burma, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Crechoslovakiz, Dominican Repu-
blie, Ecuador,

Agpainst ;: Gualemala, Haiti, Netherlands, New Zza-
land, Norway, Peru, Sweden, Turkey, Union of South
Alrica, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ircland, United States of Amcrica, Australia, Belgium.
Bolivia, Braml, Canada, Chile, Chinas, Costa Hiea,
Cuba, Denmark, France.

Absiaining : India, Indonesia, Israel, Lebanon,
Luzembourg, Meaico, Paraguay, Philippines, Saudi
Arabia, Thailand, Venezucla, Yupgoslavia, Afghanistan,
Argentina. Colombia, Egypt. Ethiopia, Greece.

Sub-paragraph (c) was rejected by 22 voles 1o 13,
with 18 absieniions.

51, The CHAIRMAN peot to Lhe vole sub-para-
graoh (d) of the Frst parapraph of the operative pan of
tiwe USSR amendment (A/C.3/L.160).

A vore war raken by rollcall.

Svria. having been drawn by bt by the Chairman,
was cal’sd upon 1e volr firsr

In fovour : Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union af Soviel Socialist Republics, Byclorussian Sovicl
Socialist Republic, Crechoslovakia, Ecuvador, Indonesia,
Iran, Irag, Liberia, Poland, Saudi Arabia.

Against ; Turkey, Union of South Alfrica, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and MNorthem Ireland, Uni-
led States of America, Auvstralia, Belgium, Drazl
Canada, Chile. China, Costa Rica, Cuba, Denmark.
France, Haili, MNetherlands, New Zealand, Nooway,
Peiu, Sweden.

Absigining . Syria, Thaland, Urugvay, Yenezuela,
Yugoslavia, Afghanistan, Argentina, Bolivia, Burma,
Colombia, Dominican Republic, Egypt, Ethiopia,
Greeee, Guatemala, In<ia, Isracl, Lebanon, Luzcm-
bourg, Mexico, Pakistan, Paropuay, Philippinzs.

Suheparagraph () war rejected By 23 vates a0
with 23 abslentinns,

54, The CHAIRMAN put to (hc volc sob-para-
graph (¢} of the hirst paragraph of the operative part
of the USSR amendment (A/C.3/L.160),

A vote was token by rollcall.

Sweden, having been drawn By It by the Chairnian,
war ralfed upen fo vole first,

In Juvewr ; Ukrginian Sovict Sociziist  Heopublic,
Union of Sovict Socialist Republics, Byclorussian Soviel
Socialist Republic, Crechoslovakia, Ecuador, Indonesia,
Iran, Iragq. Libecria, Poland.

Againat : Sweden, Turkey, Union of South Alrncs,
United Kingdom of Greal Britain and Northern Ireland.
United States of America, Australia, Belgium, Baolivia,
Branl, Canada. Chile, China, Costa Rica, Cuba, Den-
mark, France, Guatemala, Huiti, Luxembourg, Nether-
lands, New Zealand, MNorway, Pero.

Absigining : Syria, Thailand, Urupeay. Venczucla,
Yugoslavia, Afghanistan, Argentina, Bupma, Colombia,
Dominican Republic, Egypt, Ethiopia, Greece, India,
Isracl, Lebanon, Mexico, Pakistan, Philippines. Saudi
Arabia,

Sub-parugraph {c) was rejecred by 20 voics 1o 1,
with 20 absientions,

35, The CHAIRMAN put to the volc the sccond
paragraph of the operative part of the USSR amend-
ment {(ASC 3L 160).

A voie was taken by rolicall,

Colombia, having been drawn by fod by the Chai -
man, war called upon 1o vore firn.
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In favour ; Crechostovakia, Indonesia, Iran, Libéris,
Poland, ULrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of
Savict Socalist Republics, Afghanistan, Byclorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic.

Against ; Couta Rica, Cuba, Denmark, Ecuador,
France, Greece, Luzembourg, Metherlands, New Zea-
land, Norway, Peru, Sweden, Turk;y. I.?nitln al South
Africa, United Kinpdom of Great Britain and Noerthem
Ircland, United States of America, Australia, Belgium,
Brazl, Canada, China.

Abstaining : Colombia, Dominican Republic, Egypt.
Ethiopia. Guatemala, Haini, India, Iraq, lsracl, Lcba-
non, Mexico, Pakistan, Philippines, Sawdi  Arabia,
Syria. Thailand, Uruguay, Venczuela, Yugoslavia,
Argentina, Bolivia, Burma, Chile.

The paragraph wa, rejecied by 21 votes to 9, with
21 absientions,

56. The CHAIRMAN called for the vote on the
Syrian amendment {A/C.3/L.1T71) to the third para-
gragh of the preamble,

57. Mr. OVERTON (United Kingdom) requesied a
separate vote on the words “in accordance with Ithe
Charter ot the United Nations™ which, in his opinion,
were controversial,

5K, Mr. BARMADA (Syria) withdrew that phrise,

sy M PAZHWAK (Afphanistan) asked for a wote
iy rollcall.

s vode was rakea by rallcall.

El Salvador, having bren drawn by lot by the Chir-
ian, wur called wpon fo vile first

fn  Jevenr: Ethiopia, Greece, Gualemala, Huili,
India. Indonesia, Iran, Irag. Lebanon, Liberia, Nether-
lands, Norway, Pakiston, Philippines, Saudi Arabia,
Sweden, Syrin,  Turkey, Ukrainian  Sovict  Socialist
Republic. Union of Sovict Socialist Republics, Uniled
Kinpdom of Great Britain and Worthern [reland, Uni-
ted Stues o America, Yenezucla, Yugoslavia, Algha-
nisian, Argentina. Australia, Delgivm, Bolivia, Brazil.
Hurma, Oyclorussian Soviet Seciahst Republic, Canada,
China. Colombia, Costa Rica, Cuba, Czechoslovakia,
Dominican Republic, FEcuador, Egypt.

Apainst ! Nong.

Abstainine ;. Franege. lsracl, Lusembourg, Mexico,
Kew Fealand, Pere, Poland, Thailand, Union of South
Africa, Uruguay, Chie, Denmark.

The amendment - 1 adopted by 41 voies 1o none,
with 12 obstention

), The CHAIRMAN observed thatghe Chilean oral
amendment to thal paragraph thus fell.

61. She called for tizz vote on the Uniicd Kingdom
amendment {(A/7C.3/L.163) 1o paragraph 1 of the ope-
ralive part.

62. AZMI DBey (Egypt) asked for a vole by rollcall.

A vole war faken by roticall,

feelond, haviap been drawn by lur by the Chafrman,
wit coffed wpon fo vote first,

In javour: Iran, Netherlands, Mew Zealand, MNor-
way, Peru, Sweden, Turkey, Union of South Africa,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United States of Auncrica, Australia, Belgium, Brazil,
Canada, Colombia, Denmark.

Agoinst ;' India, Indonesia, Irag, lsracl, Lcbanon,
Liberia, Pakistan, Philippincs, Poland, Saudi Arabia,
Syria, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, Urupuay, Venezuela, Yugo-
slavia. Aighanistan, Belivia, Bormma, Byclorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Chile, Costa Rica, Cuba,
Czechoslovakia, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt.
Ethiopia, France, Greeee, Guatemala, Haid.

Abstaining : Mexico, Thailand, Argentina, China.

The amendment was rejected by 32 votes 1o 16, with
4 abstentions,

6). The CHAIRMAN pul 1o the vote the revised
United Stafes amendment {A/C.3/L.166/Rev.l) o
paragraph 1 of the operative parl.

The amendment was adopred by 3} votes 1o §2, with
G ubsientions.

64, Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile), Mrs. ROOSEVELT
{United States of America). Mr. BARCODY (Saudia
Arabia) and Mr. OVERTON (Upited Kingdom) con-
sequently withdrew their amendments to that para-
graph (ASC.3/L.173, A/C3/L167, A/CA/L1T0 and
ASCILG3, second poind).

65, Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) withdrew his oral
amendment.

66. Al the request of Mrs. ROOSEVELT (United
Stares of America), Mr. BAROODY (Saudi Arabia)
amended the second point of his amendment (A/FC.3/
L.16Y%) 10 that paragraph 1o read “and both the soli-
governirg and Non-Sell-Governing Temitorics™.

67. The CHAIRMAN pul 10 the vole the revised
text of the Saudi Arobian amendment (ASC 3/L.165,

Hl:rinl1 2) to the joint draft resolution (A/C.3/L.162¢
v, 1)

The amendment war odepied by 44 voies e noar,
with 3 absicmiions,

6%, The CHAIRMAN put 1o the vote the USSR
amendment to paragraph 2 of the operative part
(A/C.I/L.AD, point 3).

The ameadmen: was rejecied by 38 votes 1o 5, with
¥ abitentions.

69. The CHAIRMAN pul 1o the vole the Syran
amendmeat (A/CI/L.IT7]. point 3) te paragraph 2
ol the opcrative part.

The omendmen! wor adopied by 23 vores to 3, with
20 ahirenrions,

0. Mr. OVERTON (United Kingdom) observed that
his delegation had amended 1z own amendmemt
(A/C.37L.163, paint 3) 1o thal paragraph, replacing
the words “as soon as practicable™ by the words “if
possible”,

-
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71. The CHAIRMAN put the revised Unjted King- The preamble, as amended, wos adopied by 48 voies

dam amendment 1o the vote, fo none, with 3 absientions.
The amendment was adopted by 22 voter 1o 7, with The operative part, as amended, was adapted by 41
19 abstentions. voler fe 5, with 3 absteniions.

. . . The joint draft resolution (A JC /L1682 Rev ) as
72. Mr. PAVLOV (Union of Sovicl Socialist Repu- g u-hpif as amended, way approved by 43 voies 1o 5,
blics) asked that the voic should be taken separatcly on  with I absreniidns.

the preatable and on the operalive part. both as
amended, The meeling rose al 6.45 p.m.

Frigted in France SPI-=931210—December 1931 —1,8{H)



