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1. The CHAIRMADPM invited the Commiltes to hear
cxplanations of some of the voles.

2. Mr. BAROODY (Saudi Arabia) pointed out that
his amendment (A/C.3/L.168) 10 the joint draftl roso-
lution, consisting in the deletion of the words “those
urgent™ and “early” in paragraph 1 of the operative
part, had nol been put 10 the vote. He would not
however press the point.

i Mis BERNARDING (Dominican Republic) said
that she had not spoken in the course of the discussion
on the joint dralt rzsolulion, because her delegation
had already capressed its views on the important
activitics of the Economic and Social Council and the
Social Commission in the course of the general debate.
The delegation of the Dominican Republic had voted
lor the draft resolution becauss it considered it an
important one for the Economic and Social Council
and the Social Commission. It would votc for any
dralt resolution submitied in the {future which had the
cflect of maintaining and reinforcing any other organ
ol the Council working in the sccial held,

4. The delegation of the Dominican Republic had
voled against the first part of the amendment submited
by the USSR (A/C.0/L.160), because it containcd
accusations againsl the Economic and Social Council,
On the other hand, it Lad voled for sub-paragraphs (b)
and (c) of the amendment because they were based on
principles which the delegation of the Dominican
Republic had always supporied.

* lodicutes ibe lem oumber oo e General Assembly
apenda

5. Her delegation had voled against point 1 of the
amendment submitted by the United Kingdom {A/C.3/
L.163), consisting in the addition of the words and
of the resources available™ in paragraph 1 of the
operative part of the draft resolution, because it
considered thas that amendment would limit the scope
of the draft sesolution. However, it had voted for
point 3 of the United Kingdom amendmenl, consisling
in the addition of the words “as soon as practicable”,
since il belicved that that would have the effect of
cnabling the time limiu within which the programme
was 1o e submitted to the General Assembly 10 be
fizscd with greater Aexibility.

6. Although the representative of Chile had defined
the words -uader-developed countries™ with sufficicnt
latitude 10 allow of their application to all terniones,
whether scil-governing or not, the delegation of the
Dominican Republic had, in the interests of exactilude,
voled for point 2 of the amendment submitted by Syria
{A/C.2/L.171) whercby the words “both scif-gavern-
ing and non-scll-governing” were added alier the
words "under-developed countries”™ in the third para-
graph of the preamble. It had Hk:wu::_vnlgd for
point 1 of the Syran amendment, consisung 1n the
addition of the words “and its commissions™ in the first
paragraph of the preamble, in order that all the Coun-
eil's aclivities might be covered by the resclution.

7. Her delegation had voted for the amendments sub-
mitted by the United States (A/C.3/L.167) and the
United Kingdom (A/C.3/L.163), conceming the
specialized agencies, in order to make it clear that the
specialized  agencics merited consideration.  Finally,
she had voted fo; the amendment submitted by Saudi
Arabia [(A/C.3/L.169), whereby the words “and the
Non-Scll-Governing, Territories™ were added in order
to make il clear that the Economic and Social Coun-
cil's work should extend Lo all regicns in which it was
needed.

8. Mrs. BEGTRUP (Denmark) gave ber reasons for
voling against the USSR amendment (A/C3/L.160).
Denmark was a member of the International Labour
Organisation and supported i work. Thal organiza-
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tion bad arsembled materials on the question of social
insurance with a view 1o cnabling improved intcroa-
tional conventions to be drafted. 1 was therelore
already carrying out the task which the USSR delcga-
tion had wished to scc mentioned in the dralt resolution.

JOINT DRAFT RESOLUTION SUBMITTED BY AFCHANISTAN,
AUSTRALIA, BrRaTIL, NEw ZEALAND, URUGUAY AND

YocosLavia (ASC3/L.155)

9, The CHAIRMAN invited the Commiltee to con-
sider the joint draft resolution (A/C.3/L.155) concemn-
ing the United Nations Interpational Children’s Emer-
gency Fund, and the amendment therclo submitted by
Lebancn (A/C.3/L.175).

10, Mr. DA COSTA REGOC (Brazil), associaling
himsell with a previous statement by the Uruguayan
represcntalive, supported the joint dralt resclution.
He appealed to all governments 1o increase ihe
rescurces of UNICEF in order 1o enable it to pive
assivlance to thousands of children.

11. Mr. PLEIC (Yugoslavia), spraking as o co-avthor
ef i. draft resolution, made certan  explanations
concern'ng the work of UNICEF. He soid tha a3 a
resu” of the adoption hy the General Assembly of
resolution 417 (V), the Executive Board of UNICEF
had assigned a sum of $US3I0 million for programmes
applicai’e to Africa, Asia, the Eastern Mediterrancan
countric.. Furope and Latin America, ond for such
emergency assistance as UNICEF might be called upon
to furnish.

12. In order to give an idea of the benefits provided
by the organization, he furnished some details on the
milk conservation programme which UNICEF had
carried out in Yugoslavia, and which was o be
extended to the Eastern Mediterrancan countrics and
Latin America. In Yugoslavia, powdered milk iac-
tories and dairies, the construciion of which had bcen
undertaken or completed with UNICEF assistance, had
enabled the country’s milk production to be considerably
increased. The programme also involved measurcs for
milk protection and conservalion, “Pﬂi‘:“iain arcas

r in transport [facilities. UNICEF had spent
2USE19,000 on the construction of powdered-milk
[2ctories and dairies, and the Yugoslay Governmenl,
on its side, had furnishcd scventeen times as much.
The health of mothers and children had been appre-
ciably improved. Thanks 1o the increase in the
quantity of milk available, the Government had been
able 1o impose stricter milk protection regulations and
to impress on mothers the importance of milk in
children's dict.  On the strength of that experience,
the representative of Yugoslavia felt justilied in staling
that the milk comscrvation programme was of oul-
standing imporiance,

13. The United Nations International Children’s
Emergency Fund had therefore done well 1o aliocate
a sum of *US4 million in ils budget for the milk con-
servation programme in the under-developed countrics.
The aid rendered by UNICEF was modest, but it was
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nonc the Jess valpable on that accounl, end it had
the further advanitage of stimulating social work in
the countrics benefiling from i1, The  dilfeulty
encountered by UNICEF, the activities of which had
just been re-grouped as o result of the adoption by
the General Assembly of resclution 417(V), was 1o
find the [unds which would enacle it 1o implement thal
programme, that is, lo obwia financial suppont from
governments.  However, coniribuiions 1w UNICEF
were falling, and the organization had been able to
distribute only about a third of the allocations planned.
The joint drall resolution (ASC.3/L.155) ealling the
attention of governments to the decline in UMICEF's
resources gave a clear idea of the problems lacing the
arganization ; the only purpose of the dralt resolution
was 1o enable UNICEF 10 conlinue ils good work,

14. Mr. DAVIN (New Lcaland), speoking in suppori
of the draft resolution, refzrred to his carlier statement
(34E8th mecting} that the New Zealand Governmeni
had recently announced a further contribution of
£100.000 sterling. He assumed that could be taken 1o
complele his couniry’s contribution for 1951-52 since
he was nol in a position 0 say what his Government's
position would be towards future contributions. He
hoped the appesl confiemed in the dralt resolution
would find a ready response especially from countrics
which had oot hitherio found it possible to conlribuic
of which had contribuied only 10 3 limited extent

15. Mr. HARRY (Ausuiralia), also u co-nuthor of the
draft resolution, lent his suppon 1o the appeal for
UNICEF lawnched duning the pencral debate by the
Australian Minisier for External Afairs.

16, Mr. DEHOUSSE (Belgiuvm) supported the joint
draft resolution and paid a tribuie to the work of
UMNICEF, 10 which his country had always contributed
to the full extent of s mcons. He pointed ouf,
however, that Delgium bore a heavy responsibility with
respect to maternal and child welfare al home and in
the colonies, and stated that the Belgian SGovernmen
had not yet decided whether 10 pay its contribution
cirect to UNICEF or through the United Notions
Appeal Tor Children. That decision would largely
depend on the attilude of other governments.

17, Mr. MARNI {India} leat his whole-hearied support
1o the drafl resalution and recalled that he hoad already
cxpressed his warm  appreciation of the work of
UMICEF in the peneral debate.

18, Mr. PAZHWAK (Alghanistan), a cuv-author of
the jaint draft resalution. repreited thal his couniry, the

resources of which were limited, had been unable to

furpish a higher contribution o UNICEF. He alio
ealended his thanks te UNICEF not only on behall of
the 7 million Alghan children, but also on behall of all
those whe benefited from UMICEF assistance.  He
laid particular siress on one aspect of the matter which,
in hiz opinion, had noi received suilicicnt promincnce.
General Assembly resolution 417(V) was intended not
only to impart & universal character 10 UNICEF
assistance, bul also to make UNICEF a permanent
prganization. He thought that [milure to accord a
permancnt character 1 UNICEF would nullify all that
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had hitherto been sccomplished. Govermments, privale
orgonizations and individualh would contribute morc
generously to UNICEF if they knew that the organiza-
tion was intended to serve the permanenl peeds of
children.

19. Mr. REYES (Philippines) supported the joint
dralt resolution.  The Fhilippines Government had
lsunched a national UNICEF campaign which had
been carricd inlo the remotest villages more than
100,000 volunteer workers. The campaign, which had
recently been extended to 15 December 1951 by pre-
sideniial proclamation, was being directed by the Vice-
President of the Republic of the Philippines and the
national Commissioner Tor Social Wellare. It was an
cxpression of the gratitude of the people of the Philip-
pines 1o UMICEYF, the inviluable work of which they
fully appreciated.

20. Mr. PAMONTIAK (Indoncsia) said that his
delegation had described the work of UNICEF in
Indoncsia during the general debate. As a member
of the Executive Board of UNICEF, Indoncsia mralized
the difficultics cncountered by that organization and
appealed to the gencrosity of all governmenis.

21. MWr. KEAYSER (France) paid a tributz 1o the
work of UNICEF. He was in favour of the joint dralt
resolution.

22, Mr. AZKOUL (Lebanon) said that aid 1o
children was one of the most importanl activities of
the United Nations, because of its practical value as
a permancnt prool of the effectiveness of United
Mations action and as a factor tending 1o bring the
peoples  closer  together  politically.  His  country
regreticd that because of the influx of relugees from
Palestine it had been prevented from making a larger
conlribulion to the URICEF budget.

23, Hc proposed an amendment {A/C.3/L.175) 1o
the first paragraph of the preamble to the joint draft
resolution.  That paragraph recalled the sccond para-
graph of the prcamble 1o Genrral Assembly resolu-
tion 417(¥). Aficr mentioning in that paragraph the
necessity for action to assist children in countrics
devastated by war and other calamitics, the General
Assembly had throughout the remainder of its resolu-
tion stressed the need for assisting children in the
under-developed countrics.  That was the cssentinl
object of the resolution which, although @t did not
completely transform the work of UNICEF, directed it
along mew lines.  The intentions of the Generl
Axsembly would thercfore be misinterpreted il the drafl
resolution cited a paragraph from the General Assembly
resolution which didl not Tully siate those intentions.
Other passages of the General Assembly resolution
should be mentioned, in paniicular the paragraphs
referring 10 the need for assisting under-developed
countries and paragraph 6 (b

24. He proposed [ASCI/L.175) that the Grst para-
graph of the preamble of the joint draft resolution
should be replaced by the following text :

“Whereas the General Assembly al its Glth session
decided that the Exccutive Board of the United

Nations International Children’s Emergency Fund
thould take all pecessary sleps 10 meel cMETECD

and long-range necds of  children and their
continuing needs, paricularly in under-developed
countries,”.

25. M. RODRIGUEZ FABREGAT (Uruguay) was
nol opposcd 1o the Lebancse amendment (AJCY
L.175} and would cxamine it when he had the text be-
fore him. However, the work of UNICEF had a twolold
purposs : 1o provide relief for children suffening from
the consequences of war and to assist children in the
under-developed countries. It would be dangerous not
10 preserve the unity of the activities of UNICEF and
that unity should be undetlined in the resoluilon. The
essential point remained the decrease in the resources
of UNICEF. In that conncxion, he appealed to the
generosity of all States.

26. Mr. CORLEY SMITH (United Kingdom) said
that earlier in the general debate, the representalive
of the Uniled Kingdom had indicated the United
Kingdom's goodwill with regard to the programmes
of UNICEF. His delegation would vote for the joint
draflt resolution.

27. Al the .ame time he wished 1o make it guite
clear th»* s affrmative vole did oot commit his
Government in any way as regards a contribulion to
UNICEF during the following financial peried. Tt
was, moreaver, probable that the new government
would wish lo rcview the entire question of United
Kingdom contribulions to ecxtra-budgetary United
Nations funds, taking up a position in the light of
the relative importance of the activities concemied and
the circumstances prevailing at the time.

28. Mr. DE ALBA (Mexico) associated himsell with
the tributes paid to UNICEF. The generous work
underiaken by thal corganization showed that Lhe
modemn generation recognized ils crors and  was
atlempting 10 prevent the innocent from bearing the
burden of those errors.

29. The zppeal for volunlary contributions made in
the joini draft resolution would enable cortain prvileged
countries to relicve the scfferings of children in poorer
or cconemically Jess advanced countries.

30, He would votc for the joint dralt resolatien.

3. Mrs. AFNAN (lIraq) unrcservedly supporied the
substance of the joint drafl resolution, recalling that
whousands of Arab children had been cnabled to live
throughout the winter months owing 10 the unstioted
sid given by UNICEF.

32. The lragi Government hoped that UNICEF would
continue to recelve government cootributions and
thought that thal body, which represented one of the
United MNations' most successiul achievements, should
be established on a permancnt footing. Her Govern-
menl hoped that coatributions for the year 1951 would
suffice 10 cnable UNICEF activities 10 be conlinued
on a scale that would lead to unapimous acceplance,
in principle, of its permancol cxistence when the
question of ils fate again came up for discussion.
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3. Mr. TSAOQ (Chima), referring to the preamble
to the joint draft resolution and the Lebancse repre-
senlative’s suggestion, recalled that, in jiz resolulion
417 (V). the General Aszembly had adopicd threc
principles in determining the general policy of UNICEF,
which had served as a guide 1o the Executive Board
in apportioning allocations : the Assembly had reco-
gnized the nccessity for continued action to relisve
the sufferings of children, particularly in  under-
developed countrics and countrics that had been sub-
jected to the devastation of war and ather calamities ;
it had reafirmed lts approval of the policy of the
Execulive Board of UMNICEF to devole a greater share
of UNICEF resources to the devel nt of pro-
grammes oulside Europe ; lastly, it had decided that
the Exaccutive Board of UNICEF should allocate
UNICEF rcsources for the purpose of meeting omer-
gency and long-range needs ol children, particulasly
in under-developed countrics.

34, The Chinese delegation decmed cach of those
three principles cqually important @ nevertheless, it
endorsed the wording of the first parmpraph of the
preamble, embodying only onc of those principles,
because the General Assembly resolution had dealt with
the general policy of UNICEF, whereas the sole
object of the joint drafl resolution was 1o make an
appeal 1o povernments and private persons (o contri-
bute to UNICEF., Hence, it fully answered its purposc,

35, He considered that one of the surest ways of
obtaining concrele resulis from the implementation of
the resolution would be to ask members of the
Commiltee to present their respective  governments
with a list of the activities of UNICEF, at the same
lime inviling them to contribute to that organization.

36. He recalled that, despite grave firancial dificul-
tics, China had made a contribution to UNICEF. His
counlry had unbounded admiration for UNICEF and
complete confidence in il

37. Miss BERNARDINO (Dominican Republic)
stated that her country had been among the first to
answer the appeal made by UNICEF on behall of
children. The Dominican Republic had already made
a conlribution cquivalent to hall a million dollars and
it intended to conunue its effons.

3B. She whole-heartedly supponied the joint drall
resolution, because she considered it the quty of
poveraments and privale persons o seck to improve
the lot of suffering childres. and hencc to assist
UNICEF in its humanitarian activitics by providing il
with the requisile funds. She hoped that the resolution
would be implemenicd as rapidly as posuble.

319. Mr. MENDEZ PEREIRA (Panama) wishcd 10
siress, as the Uruguayan representative had done, the
Tundamental nature of aid to children as an integral
part of any action in the social spherce.

40. Panama, a young country, was persuaded thal
cducation was the surcyl means of securing the cman-
cipation of a people. It had cndcavourcd 10 promole
the education of its children by instituling free pnmary
education, special child welfare services, including

juvenile courts, and child health clinies. More than
a quarter of the national budget was devoted fo
cducation, and schools for cvery stage had been opener
in large numbérs.

41. The Panamanian dclegation believed that any
country truly desirous of aiding must perforce endorse
the substance of the joint dralt resolution and that aid
to children, 10 be eflective, required the co-operation
and conceried efferts of all counirics. He hoped that
no country would refuse to contribule to UNICEF,

42. Mr. ALTAF HUSAIN (Pakistan) noted the
statcment in the second porapgraph of the preamble
to the joint dralt rcsolution that UNICEF aid was
currcnlly poing 10 projects that would benefit 42 million
children. Since the purpose of the dralt was 10 selicit
conlributions from governments so that those projects
might be exccuted, the paragraph in quesiion could,
with advantage, be anended slightly to say that |
UNICEF was contribu'.ng to proprammes which, "if
carricd out™, would beaefit 42 million children.

4}, He Ilgnuglut it should bc siated that UNICEF
was appealing 10 the generosity of governmenits, and
therefore suggested replacing the words “within the
limits of their possibilities™ in the second operative
paragraph by the words “with the uimost possible
pencrosily ™.

44. Those were mere suggestions, nol formal pro-

pasals, which he hoped might be acccpied without the
need of a vole,

45. Mrs. MARSHALL (Canada) observed thal the
Canadian Government had time and again demonstra-
led, by the contributions it had made, s desire 1o aid
the children of the whole world by raising their living
standards and relicving the sulferings endured by some
of them as a result of the war and other calamities. It
could thercfore support the appeal o governments set
vut in the joint dralt resolution {AfC.3/L.1%5). The
new appeal was already assured of the sympathetic
consideration of the Canadian Government, but it
might ncvertheless need to be thoroughly examined.

46. The members of the Third Commitlee, like the
members of the Economic and Social Council, were
unanimous in their approval of the reorientation of
UMNICEF's aclivities towards programmes o meel
crergency nocds, rather than long-lerm programmes.
However, the Canadian delegation hoped that UNICEF,
in the course ol thal development, would not overlook
the importance of carrying out programmes likely to
E}\':_ concrele resulls in a comparatively short space
tumie.

41, The Canadian Government alse hoped that
further encouragement might be given 1o the principle
of mulual aid between coniribuling and receiving
countrics. Increased collaboration belween UNICEF
representatives and the authorities of the countries in
which il was operating would make Lhe work of
UNICEF doubly cflective and would arouse greater
interest among the peoples of those countrics in
UNICEF programmes and in all other projects for
assistance 1o children.
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48. There was a tendency in Canads to regard the
uﬁﬁﬁnﬂumceru_mnrupmdmmm
assistance programme. adoption of the princ
of mutual aid m!ghcl..fmﬁhﬁ permit of a more mpk
cal, mors cvaoomical and mere effective solution of
the problem uf child wellare, through action within
the expanded framework of tachnical assistance rather
than by the payment of cootributions to a s
body such as E.N'HI.E pecite

49. Canada was abo concerned about the equitable
distribution of the financial burden entailed by UNICEF
activities. 1t attached greal importance 1o a just
apportionment between governments of the financial
burdeos of the projects, an apportionment which would
be based on the number of contributing and receiving
governments, but which would also 1ake into account
the total contributior those povernments mighl reasona-
bly be expecied to make,

50. She wished 1o make it clear that the Canadian
Government had not so far committed ftsclf to &
further contribution to UNICEF, One of the im
lant considerations influcncing s decision would be
the way in which other governmenis responded te the
appeal made to them. The Canadian Government and
Canadian people considered that humanitarian acti-
vitics, and capecially aid to children, <hould be piven
a greater and wider welcome than in the past.

3l. Mr. JIMENEZ LOPEZ (Colombia) observed
that he had watched from afar, but with interest, the
progress of the work camied out by UNICEF, He
strongly approved the joint dralt resolutlon submitted
by six delegations and hoped that there would be
unanimous agreement on it. He deemed it important
thai cflorts should be devoted 1o improving the tragic
lot of children, not only on humanitarian grounds,
since children were the weakest and most innocent of
human beings, but also for practical reasons, because
only well nourished and healthy children could bring
peace and sccurity 1o the world, For that reason, the
representative of Colombia enthusiastically endorsed
the joint drafl resolution, and the Colombian Govern-
ment would contribulc within the limits of ils possi-
bilitics to the work of UNICEF, which had already
benefited his country.

32 Mr. RAAD] (Iran) stated that he would wvole
for the joint draft resolution. He wished nevertheless
10 capress his delegation’s hope that the children of
the Middle Cast would in future, through a more judi-
cious and cquitable distribution of the resources of
UNICEF, receive assistance cqual 1o that granted by
UNICEF 1o children in other parts of the world,

53. Mr. MUFTI (Syria) said that the joint dralt reso-
lution had the whole-hcarted support of his delegation.
Syria had already piven tangible proof of its interest in
wd 1o children by developing social scrvices within its
own tormlory and providing considerable assistance 1o
the children of the Palestine refugecs, actions which
taken together absorbed a large part of the navonal
revenue.  However, since the joint dralt resolution
included a fpancial undertaking for the year 1952, the
Syrian dclegation was obliged 10 make ils approval

dependent upon what it regarded ma an important
rescrvation.

54. The Syrian dekegation's attitude was alse influen-
ced by the fact that Syria would not be ropresented
on the Executive Board of UNICEF, and it was difficult
for it to subscribe to work which was in general out-
gide the basic preoccupations of Syria in the ficld of
child wellare,

55. That did not mecan that the Syrian delegation
would not vote for the joint dralt resolution, but it
would only do so if the Committee accepted the Leba-
nese representative’s amendment (A/C.3/L.175) 1o the
first paragraph of the preamble.

£6. Mr. SANTA CRUZ {¢-Hs) Aid not think that he
nced apain stress his counio, - . it in the work of
UNICEF, and he ‘supported the joinl dralt rcsolulion.

37. In reply to the argument adduced by the Leba-
ness represenlative in explanation of his amendment,
be pointed out that the draft resolution submilted by
the six delegations in no way signified a further change
in the policy adopled by the General Assembly. On
the other hand, the Lebanese amendment seemed to
be designed 10 deny the assistance of UNICEF Lo coun-
tries devastated by the war and other calamities, which
had czriainly oot been the intention of the Geoeral
Assembly.

58. He was therefore afraid that ¥ the amendment
was maintsincd, the represenlatives of the war-devas-
lated countries would engage in lcngthy debale in an
altempt to prevent their couniries from being deprived
ol l.'ﬂ*ﬂ:(.’li.lE assistance. He also thought that il the
Commilter adopted the amendment, il would be fal-
sifying the intention of the General Assembly, which
was certainly not 1o abandon those countrics, for they
were atill in need of UNICEF assistance, and it would
b:l: unlair to refuse it.

59, He therefore urped the Lebancse represcntative
10 withdraw hiz amendment. '

60. Mr. AZKOUL (Lebanon) said thal the ideas of
General Auembly resolution 417 (V) must not be
distoried, no matter how slightly. If the Committee
wanted to quolc a passage from that resolution, it
should choosz not the first paragraph of the preamble
but the baslc paragraph, that is, the ore in the opera-
tive part which emphasized the necd to allocate
UNICEF rcsources for the purpose of meeling the
needs of children in the under-devcloped countrics.

61. ‘The facl that the children of countrics devastated
by war or other calamities were not specifically men-
tioned must not be taken to mean that they were cul
offl from UNICEF assistance, but simply that the
General Assembly had withed to give special emphaus
te assistance lo children in the under-developed
counlrics,

G HBJ" quoting that last paragraph, the Commitice
would simply be cxpresting more [aithfully the wisth
of the General Assembly.

63. However, as the question was not onc of defining
or modifying the policy of the General Assembly, be
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would be willing to withdraw his amendment, il the
sponsors of the draft resolution would agree to replace
¢ first paragraph of the preamble by the [ollowing :
"Wheregs the Geperal Assembly in resolution
417 (V), adopted at its Afth session, confirmed the
nccessity for comlinued action 1o relicve the suffer-
ings of children®.

64. Mr. ROY (Haiti) recalled that his country, which
had already received assistance from UNICEF and had
seen it at work, had taken a stand in iis favour at the
filth session of the General Assembly. He could nol
let slip the new opportunity of joining in the appeal
10 governments and prizate persons for their conlnr
butions.

65. M. LIONAES (Norway) said that her counlry
had followed the work of UNICEF closely and felt
that it would help considerably in the establishment of
a lasting peace. Norway had contribuled 1o UNICEF
as generously as its means allowed . She had no infor-
mation regarding the amount of the contribution which
her cov try would be able to make in the next financial
year and she could not give any undertaking on behall
of the Morwegian Government on that point. She
would, however, vote for the joinl draft resolution.

66. Mr. ORTIZ LINARES (Bolivia) recalled that his
country had received aid from UNICEF and bad con-
tributed to it as generously as it could. Bolivia was a
member of the Escculive Board, and knew thercfore
how difficult it was to meet all requests for help. 1t
was aware that no matier how large the rcsources of
UNICEF were, they could never cover more than a
small part of the nceds.

67. In conclusion, he said that he would votc for the
draft resolution submiticd by the six delegalions.

68. Mr. HARRY (Australia) 2aid thal, although he
could not fully appreciate the arguments of the Leba-
nese representative, he was ready to accept the Leba-
nese amendment and the amendment of Pakistan,

69. Mr. PAZHWAK (Alghanistan), together with
M:. DAVIN (New Zcaland) and Me. PLEIC (Yugo-
slavia), thought that the Lebanese and Pakistani amend-
ments improved the wxt of the drafl resolution and
accepled them.

70. The CHAIRMAN put to the voic the joint draft
esolution (A/C.3/L.155), as amended by the rcpre-
sentative of Lebanon.

The droft resolution war opproved by 51 voles o
sy, with 2 obgprenlions.

DaAFT RESOLUTION SUBMITTED BY GREECE
(A/C.3/L.161/Rev.2)

71. The CHAIRMAN invited the Commiltes 1o con-
sider the dralt resolution submitted by Greece (A/C.3/
L.161/Rev.2) conceming housing and town and coun-
try planning, and the amendment thereto proposcd by
&.ih: {A/C.37L.174).

72.  Mr. ACRITAS (Greece) said that be bad already
staied in the general debate (349th meeting) his reasons

for submittin
and country

73, Aler consuluation with other delegalions and
with the Secrctarint of the United Nations, he had
twice revised his draft resolution. Thus, he had mede
it plaiu that housing facilides should be increascd for )
people in the lowes! income groups in particular, \

74. In addition, in the latest diaft, be had provided
for recourscito all appropriate machinery, whether or
not attached 1o the United Nations, and had modified
his conceplion of co-operation with the International
Bank for Reconstruction and Development, taking inlo
account the agreement concluded between the Uniled
MNations and the Bank.

75. Lastly, thé resolution cnvisaged an appeal
other financial institutions, not necessarily international.

76. Mr. DA COSTA REGO (Brazil) noted with
zalisfaction that the Social Commission had devoled
altention to housing problems. He thought that the
appropriate agencics of the United Nations should work
in close co-operation with Member States. He also
felt that the Secrelariat should avoid overloading the
questionnaire.

77. M. MARSHALL (Canada) thought that ‘he
United Nations should play a part in the ficld of hou-
sing techniques and programmes. 1t was her intenlion
lo vote for the Greek dralt resolution, althowgh she
felt that it was more a matter for the Sccond Com-
mitlee or the Joinl Second and Third Committee. She
wished, however, 10 make it clear that the resolution
should nol in any circumstances be inlerpreted as jus-
Lfying an expansion of the Secretariat services and
that the work would have to be donc within the lim'ts
of ealsting resources.

78, M. BAROQODDY (Saudi Arabia) was in favour of
the dralt resolution submiticd by Greece.  He wished,
however, o make onec objcction to :ub-paﬂgratg:
() (i) of the pperalive part. On the onc hand,
adjustment of taxes and subsidies would have the dis-
advantage of encouraging only onc group of entrepre-
neurs, those in the building trade. Omn the other hand,
it would be unfair to encoursge privale investment and
at the same time to remove all the risks involved.
Morcover, it lay with the parliaments of the countrics
concerned 1o take such decisions, in which the United
Natons could not interfore ; it would creatc a danp:-
rous precedent if it were to meddle with the fiscal policy
of Member States.

79. He therefore suggested thal the words “tax adjust-
ments, subsidies and he introduction of incentives 1o
privatz investors™ should be Celeled from sub-para-

graph {¢) ().

80. He asked for a separatc vole on the sub-pars-
graph and said that i his amendment were rejected,
hi;'nuld have 10 abstain on the draft resolution as a
whole.

81. He abo withed 10 associate himscll with the
comment of the Canadian representative and to poinl

& draft resoluton on bhowing and town |
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out that the draft resolution was more & matter for the
Second Committee or the Joint Second and Third Com-
mitlee,

82. Mr MENEMENCIOGLU {Turkey) said that the
progress achieved in building was 1ifling in compari-
son wilh the progress in other indusirics. It was, of
course, an industry subject to cycles and was by lts very
natur= hard 10 organize. Those facts, however, went
1o prove that internationul action would be wseful in
irying 1o remedy the situation and oblain cuncrele
results, It might even be rfm:nil-.-tn lo &t up a specia-
lized agency to devote itszlf 1o & matier which was as
important as, for example, civil 2iation,

#3. He realized that the Econcmic Commission for
Asia and the Far East, the Social Commission and a
sub-committes of the Economic Commission for Europe
had alrcady worked in that Geld with seccess. He
understood Lthat the author of the drall resolulion
wished to bring inte play all the appropriate technical
and regional machinery, but he was afraid thal, in
praclice, 1o refer the same queslion 1o scveral agencies
might involve considerable wasic of tme.

#4 He would support the draft resolution in pnnciple.
However, he would not commit himsell on paragraph 4
ol the operative part, because he was not surc ol the
interpretation which should be placed on it. He hoped
thal the resl of the dizcussion would make that point
clear, and reserved the right to speak again later.

g85. M SANTA CRUZ (Chilc) said thot the housing
situation had become worse during the lust few years
as a result of the growing worlkd population, the con-
sequences of the war, and the economic difficuliies
arising from . The housing crisis raised not only
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social but bealth and other problems, such a3 the
spread of tuberculosis.

BS. He em that despite the inlerest laken
in the subject by the Eummi:p::nd Social Council and
the Secretariat’s siudies, plans were still at the prcpara-
tory He therefors approved in principle the
Greek rosolution.  However, he recalled the
objections made by certain delegations with rcgard o
the draft resolution Jn general and certain peinls in
particular.  He Felt, therclore, that for tI3= timz being
delailed recommendations should be aveided and that
the resolution should remain gencral.

87. He submitted an amendment (A/C3/L.174) 1o
the Greek draft resolution and made an oral proposa
to replace the whole of sub-paragraph (c} of the ope-
rative part by the following : “Assistance o govemn-
ments in developing practical methods of fn=nciog
housing programmes by national and internalional
means.”

88, He also supgested that sub-paragraph (dy al the
operative part should be deleted.  In point of [act, the
Chilean deicgation regarded the Economic and Social
Council as the principal organ which should fix the
terms of reference of subsidiary organs and it fell that
the General Assembly should nol paralyse the work of

the Council by giving it detalled recommendations.

B9, Mr. ROY (Haili} submiued a motion for Lhe
adjourmnment of the meeting.

The motion way adopted by 27 voles 10 6, with 10
chxentions.

The mecting rose at 6.10 pm.
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