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1. The CHAIRMAN called upon memlers of the
Committee 1o explain their votes on the dralt resclution

adopted at the preceding meeting.
2 M. TOMSIC {Yu.gu-lui:] said that she had
voled for the draft rudmrm the p;uﬂujtﬂ;:
pn:lpclnd would promote p,dnpﬂim o

f %ﬂ,m i

cussion in the Third ittee at the current session

the fact that the covenants were desipned not 1o sang-
tion existing situations, but *o promote better ones, In
deing o, it would consider the difficuliies ol other
eountrics a5 well as its own and hoped that olher States
would do the sume,
4. Mrs. LORD {Unitcd States of Amicrica) explained
that she had abstained from voting on the draft resolu-
tion because her Government did not intend 10 sigm or
ratify the covenants. She had not voled inat the
dralt resolution hecause the United States of Zmerica
had not wished to obsiruct the Third Comimiitee’s pro-
eeddural decision. There seemed to be no objection (o
miast of the purely technical provisions of the dralt reso-
lution., In particular, she hoped that paragraph 4 of the
operative part would be correctly irterpreied as not pre-
cluding the discussion of importan. ltems other than the
draft covenants at the temth session of the General
Assembly,
:;ﬂlir.dﬂﬁ MEIRA Flf.:hﬂ':ﬂi {]Ilr?.ld'].i ﬂll::ﬂhe
voled apainst paragra c) ol raft -
tion for reasoms which had prompted the Epypban
and Lebanese tatives (o proposs substitution of
& mew lext {ﬁ;gﬂ.iﬂ]. The debate had shown that
it was to propose a reference to Non-Sell-Gor-
erning and Trust Territorics in any text and aik for a
roll-call mmﬂmnmﬁinrlhﬂmhmr:n;
symbolic meaning at variance with reality, ]
common scrse. Some members of the Commiltess
seemed to dex]l compelled to wote for such phrascs in
order to prove that they were liberal and progiessive.
&, The Committer’s reactions to the Brazilian delepa-
tion's conciliate (A/CIY/LA412) on the
article on the right of scll-determination had been an-
other case in point. The Lebanese representative had
n'gluu? pointed out that the inclusion of iaslons was
usefu] only if they were acceptable to States con~
cermed. The Brazilian delegation unequivocally m
ported the right of all the e of the ecarth, ineluding
the peoples of Noo-Sell ing and Trust Territo-
ries, to sell-determination ; nevertleless, its votes would
always be motivated by common scnse,

7. Mr. HOON (Paldstan) said that he had voted for
brcpased in s scemed to be siifactory. He had voted
in it to be saiis . He
agunst paragraph 1 (¢), however, because it was open
to scveral interpretations and would nat best serve the
of stimulating public interest In the dralt cove-
rints. Moreover, the wording of the paragraph might
lead to practical difficulties. Many no , 3
organizations were alrcady actively stimu puldic
opnion and, if others were called vpon to do o, dupli-
cation of effort might result.
8 Mrs. CISELET (Belgium) exid that she had voted
::ﬁmtlﬁﬁ::d&mr:nimhmulﬂﬂtbmmm
c adopted. That paragraph was par-
Fpt:lﬂiﬂf unfortunate and ﬂl-ldf:-'lﬁd-p;"ﬂrtnﬂn the rel-
erence te Non-Sell-Governing and Trust Terndoncs
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made e whale dral resalution displeadng to Member
States responsilde for territorics which were nut yet
fully self-poverning,

9, Mr. DUKLODP (New Fealand ) explained that he
had voded apainst the daft resolution as a whole and
apainst parapraph 1 () lecause of the implication that
it might refer o non-povernsnental organizathons other
tan those i eonsultative stafus, Although it was not
impassible fur the General Assenbly to address itselfl to
private cilizens, it should not do so indiscriminately.
10, AMre. HARMAN (lerael) said tha, although she
had voied for the drafl resolution as a whole, the had
alntained from voting on parapraph 1 (¢), in the belief
that specifiz referenee should have leen made only to
non-povernmental ofganiztions in consultative and
other status with the United Nations, the majority of
whicly Thad :Im-rllr followed the work on human rights
in the United Nations and were therefore capable of
infﬁ"_pc.ﬁt;ﬂ:ﬂt issucy accurately and responsibly oo the
pu

o dmh;li? ¥ ﬁ?’i’ i I-q::ll“:ind' instra.
pericnoe ties in drafting inp inslrg-
ments and Member States and the efariat should
consider the ibility of constituting drafting sub-
eommitiers within the Committes at the next sexsion
of the General Assembly, 1o assist with the technical
process of legal dralting,

12, Finally, the draft resolution o atained no reference
to the woik of the Commission on Human Hights, The
Commission should deal at its forthcoming session with
all the outstanding items which had not been discussed
owing 1o ils preoccupation with the dralt covenants,

13, Mis LIONAES (Norway) said that she had
voded for paragraph 1 (¢} because of the important part
that would be pla hrwﬂtapnmhw
intplementalion of ihe covemanis, It would haye
contrary Lo the spirit of the covenants to restrict the
invitation to ofganizations in consul-
tative status. Her de ion did not underestimate the
wurk of these orpanizations and was aware that the pro-
codure might raise diiculties for the Secretariat, but
wia sure that the Secretariat would make every effort
to overcome the obstacles, in view of the importance of
the principle of universality.

14. Mr. HOARE (United Kingdom} said that he had
been obliped to vole apainst the drafi resclution as a
whole in -urdtrh; muark his debegatin’s ﬁ]}eﬁt?ﬂ}miﬁh
i methods ia poragra ). His
delepation a mmi'lm::dur: proposed in the
remainder of the draft resolution, bt ted that it
had been decided, in a discuaion which had been other-
wise iots, to press for the inclusion of an otiose
paragraph, in the face of sirong opposition, and thus 1o
prevent the possible unanimous ion of a

durzal dralt resalution, It was also regrettalde that the
constructive p-:%ml ef the Epyplan and Lelenese
delegations (ASC3/1.429) had not been adopted in its
entirety.

15. Mr. JUVIGNY (France) approved of most of the
provisions of the dralt resolution, which set forth pre-
cise terms of reference for the Third Committer's work
at the tenth seation of the General Apeenshily and would
eralde Member States 1o do sound work oo the hasis of
eatensive docompentation. Nevertholess, he had leen
ohliged to vate against the draft resolution a4 a whale
Tecause paragraph 1 {r) had beoen incladed, Extension
of thee Ceeneral Assemldy’s invitation to all erganizations
woald reandt in a welter of irrelevamt eommusications

and implied disparagement of the non-governmental
organizations in consultalive status, apparently lecaise
some of than held views at variance with those of the
m:jnrilr of the Third Cinnmsitice. Moreover, the hetre-
tarial lad no meare o determining whether or not any
given organization was conceried with the promotion
ul human rights. o the conlusion of the delate on the
paragraph, ne niention had been made of Article 71 of
the rter, which dealt with the competence of the
Econamic and Social Council and the procedure of con-
silation. Those Haed, as well a5 the isaues raised hy
Article 2, paragraph 7, had hxen igmored.
16. The relerence to organizations in Non-5el[-Gov-
erning ard Trust Territories was discriminatory and
could serve no uselul purpose. It was evidint from the
statements made in many United Naijons s by the
representatives of non-povermmental orgamizations in
consultative status that they were perfectly capalde of
ex ng public opinion on matters relating to
rights, and the figures given by the Seeretariat (333ed
meeting ) on the lranches of those arganizations in Non-
‘Governing and Trust Territories amply proved
that the Territones’ views were not ipnorad. In many
Territories where civic life was devﬂor:d, opinion
could be expressed at least as fully and frecly as in some
sovereign States.

17. Mr. HOOD (Australia) said that, alithough his
ion considered most of the provisions af the dralt
ution 15 be uielul and npecessary, he had been
obliped 1o vole zpamst it in order to record disapproval
of paragraph 1 (¢}, which distorted the funciions of the
United MNations with repard to the dissemination of
information. The correct procedure, which the i
anil Lebanese representatives had had in mind when
subninnting their amendment, was well illusirated by the
fact that over two hundred representatives ol non-gov=
ernmental orpanisations were attending a special con-
ference on United Nations inlormation eonwened
the Depariment of Public Information of the Secre-
tarat. .
18. The Australian delegation took exceplion to the
pratuitous reference (o Non-Sell-Governing and Trust
Territaries, which introduced an inapprojpriate politieal
favour into the draft resalution. He hoped that delega-
tions would reconsider the matter while there was still
time.
19. Mr. TUNCEL (Turkey) explained that he had
abatained [rom voting on the dralt resolution as a whale
and had voled apainst paragraph 1 {¢) because, in the
first place, Governments should now consider the draft
covenants in the light of their national legislation, See-
ondly, the drafis as they stood constituted only 2 hasis
for United Nations work, and to stimulate public in-
terest in them at that stape would lead to confusion.
Firally, the reference to unspecified non-go
OFFAnIZLLIONE was ; the provisions on cusal-
tation in Article 71 of the United Nations Chartes
should not be ignored, The Secretary-General had to
ahide Iy tlese provisions and could address his invita-
tion anly 1o the naticnal organiztions of ihe Member
Statea which had voied for the draft rewlution.

20. Mr. AZKOUL (Lebanon) said that le had voted
apainst paragraph 1 (), although be oonabdered that
public interest in the covenarte should be stimulated at
the current stage and that pollic opinin theasghost
thse wrrld, including the Neon-Sell-Governing and Trust
Teeritnrics, should be informed on the subject. The hest
way of informing public epinion, however, was ta Inflow
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the nomal procedure of appealing 10 the von-grvom-
mental orpanistions in conauliative status and wang
the services of the Department of Puldic Infor..ation.
An invitation to unidentificd non oigani-
zations, irrespeclive of whether they were legally or
lllezally cstablished, to stimulate public opinion by
means which might even be illegal and contrary to the
Charter of the United Nations was quite vain and could
be Nevertheless, the adoption of paragraph
1 {¢) had not prevent=4 him from voting for the draft
fesolution 3s 3 whaole bocause its positive provisions
were pot nullified by that sub-paragraph,

2l. Mr. PAZHWAK (Afghanistan) took exceplion
to the view that the majorty of the Commitice had
voted for the draft resolution without realizing its impli-
cations. In the first place, the draft resolution reaffirmed
the need to adopt the covenants in their final form 2a
soan as possilide. Secondly, the principle of universality
was stressed by the fact that the observations to Le sub-
mitted would nut be limited to those of Memlber States.
Thirdly, the principle that public opinion should conbi-
tivie to express itsell freely on the subject was stressed.
Fourthly, all non-governmental organizations com

with the promotion of human nights were inviled to
stimulate pullic interest in the covenants. Filthly, that
provision was extended to organiza-
tions throughout the world. Sixthly, the draft covenants
were 1o be o the wideat Fpu'hltltr lhrq.gh
United Naticns informuation media. Fimally, a positive
step forward had been taken by deciding that the Third
Commitiee should devote itsell mainly to the discussion
of the draft covenants, with a view to their final adep-
tion. He considered that those reasons more than justi-
fied his vote for the draft resolution.

22, Mrs. AFNAN (Irag) said that she had voted for
the draft resolution as a whole and for paragraph 1 (¢)
of the covenants would depend y on their univer-
sality. Some of the peopies of the ﬁm-Sﬂlanmmn:
and Trest Territoncs might be more advanced than
those of couziries which had ketely scquired independ-
ence, but the fact remained that they were not repre-
sented in the Usited Nations. It was ivable that
they should net lave an opportunity of vosang their
opmnions on human rights. _
23, Mr. BAROODY (Sauwdi Arabia) objected to Ih:
Commirtee’s being told that it had voted for a politi-
e e aneest of the United Nations
1 i the i 2
was anjversal both Hm:h:rhﬂﬁmﬂ‘m r-;;h'!d""
peoples and nations, wathout any H tting
aboeet their stalus. 1 (¢} scemed to have
rvoked the ire of the colonial Powers. He had woted {or
it, not with any evil intenticnz, ‘L'-utu ; r;.:lgnmm
o B thide Fowers o Moy
tion pﬂm

on homan rights amang the ender their yoke,
with whom United Nations po direct contact,
He would have withed 1o the Greek amendment

m.fc.m..mm w&m d lhl-'h!-‘:l;:!un
fepresentati ot since it re=
jm&hrdhdmdﬁnhtumhnpm&u
paragraph 1 (¢).

24. Mr. RODRIGUEEZ FABREGAT {Unlj:'lf-l;} EX=
ﬂ*ufrddrrp-ﬁ“: hcﬁllldddmtmhl:nt&ig:h parts ;l'l I.:

s e SO

Tihe draft resolution had been exsential once the Com-
mittes had decided 1o do its work on the draft covenants
- two stapes; it provided a mecessary link betwesn

them, The dralt resolution set in motion Member States,
non=memlsr blli-'llm il I-Iﬂi-‘l“-ll‘l:ll ppctwics aml the
non-povernmenial orpanizations, fnchalicg 1those in
Moti-Sell-Governing and Trust Trl'rEI!m-ir;F:'n a pruoce-
dure desigmed to link together 1*= two stages. He would
have preferred the inclusion ol a provision keeplig the
corplation and preparation of the oommsents in the
ha.nr.lll of a subcommittes of the Thind Committer, bait,
dn-Fit: that oimission, believed the resolution to be
wscful,

25. Mr. KING (Literia) explained that he had voled
for the dralt resolution and did not think that 3 state-
ment that the whole Commitiee had not known what it
was doing when it had adopted the dralt resclution
would make for harmonious work. Any delrgation could
of course take e with any oiber with which it dis-
apreed ; but 1o accuse the whale Committes was a direct
reflection on it and betokened an undesiraldy doctrinaire
spirit on the part of those who made such 2n accusation.
26, Mr. JUVIGKNY (France) replied that he had
cimply analysed opcrative paragraph 1 (e), which, in
his cgdnion, was sadly deficient in precision. He had
qpuestiined each of its ubjectionable elauses and had re-
ceived no reply. Accordingly, the Committice did not in
fact know precisely what it had voted for, That was a
quile objective oluervation,

Z7. Mr. HUREZ ([Cosia Rica) smaid that many of
those who had voled againat the draflt resalution had
contributed cffectively to its dralting, Despite that, they
had tried to use their explanations of vote to

the debate when they knew perfectly well that others
could not do so. The Costa Kican draft resolution had
been the result of romises ; it had not been drafied
ftresponsibly. No one had cast deubt en the sincerity of
thae who voled against the drafi resolution, and
he had never for 2 moment anticipated that a paragraph
desipned to express the Coamitiee's in the
Powers responsible lor Non-5Sell-Governing Territorics
would be regarded by them as offensive.

ACENDA ITEM 12
Report of the Economic and Socla]l Council (chap-
ters IV and V) (AS2686, A/C3/573)
Procrnies roR CONIIDERATION OF THAE RIFORT OF THE
Ecosouic AND Soctat Couscit

2. The CHAIEMAN said that the Committee had
dealt with chapter V, section [, and chapler IV, section
v, nlhfﬁt{ﬂm Esonomic Sacizl Council

(ASIGEG). witr apenda items still to be dexlt with
related to wections VI, VI and XI of cha V. It
would therelfzry save lime and eliminate double docus-

sion if all those sctions were omitted from the Commit-
tee’s discussion of the report.

E. I-..:.i". COATON {Uni-:nﬂﬁmthﬂ!:rinj n.n:%l::h
hoped to make & speech on report
would refer to chapters IV and V a3 a whole, He could
not agres that the discussion of the should ex-

clude the sections specified by the Chairman.

that the Ssuli Arsbian represcriative bad sopcte
that the i Arabi had ed
[mmmﬁr%} that there should be a n‘ﬁu
on chapters IV and V of the report, seemed &
uselul sdea, provided that discuzzion was limited to the
draft resolutions 1o be proposed in the Committes,

PO Resl Reeovdr of thi Genoral Avsewdly, Niaih Sizres,
S-Hﬁ:rﬁnl. f s
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- 3. Mr. SAKSIN (Union of Sovict Socialist Repule
lics) hoped that there would not be a procedural dis-
cussion on every item of the apendda, The United S1ates
suppesticin was nol in line with (he Commitice’s pre-
vious decision (ASC3/L401fRev.1), which should L=
followed,

(ENERAL DEBATE

32, Mis DE VINK (Netherlands) said that she
would confine her stz sment on the report 19 the prob-
lem of socul . Economsc t had
to be accompanied by social and cullural dev to
ensure the social adaptation of its beneficiaries. Expan-
sion of indusiry especially l=d j0 immense social prob-
lems entalling the danger of social disintegration. Not
only was the individual often faced with problems of
adaptation to industrial life, but his family and relatives,
capecially the invalid and the =ged, might well be
deprived of the protection aff by the traditional
family or tribal erganization.
"}, The problem of urbanization of the rural popula-
tion as a result of industrialization was well known. The
Netherlands had undergone 3 pradual process of indus-
trialiration, but experience there had slhown that con-
stant attention had to be given to the social problems
arising out of economic and that it was
Letier 1o prevent rather than to remedy their evil effects,
Thus, it a oeared that in many cases in the under-
developed o antries it would be necessary to begin the
process of social development before intreducing exten-
sive mwasures of industrialiration, assuming that the
of such industrialization was to benefit human-
ity as well as to secure reassnable feturns,

H. It was clear from the Secrctary-General's report
(AS2663)® that those ideas had been taken into con-
sideration. There was to be & special investigation of
sacial obstacles to, and the social im of, industriali-
zation. The | letherlands delegation that the sur-
ey, maunly concerned with peneral problems,
woald out the need for detailed study of particular
problems. Living conditions were largely determined by
religious, social a.d cultural factors, varying {rom coun-
Iry to country and from district to district, and no
stternpt should be made 10 lay down a general pattern
for cach indiﬁ-vid;.;ﬂ n.sr;[mhe um]-ﬂ:ig;;hm “h?u have
to deal specifically with ¢ ems of youth, the aged
and the handicapped, with industrial organization and
eredit, and with erime,

5. In wview of the limited means available for the

social mie, it would be fortunate if the publica-
tion in 1955 af the international survey of s
of soacial development made some of the detailed investi-

Fations unnecessary by supplying the required data
36, The Secrctary-General's idea of alling vpon uni-
versities and iEaLh i
in research work was welcome. The ides might usefully
be extended by enlisting the help of universities in the
countrics where there were special problems. Not only
would their staffs and students have a more intimate
knowledge of their own problems, but their interest in
their country’s progress would be stimalated. Additional
help could be obtained from foreign universities and
research institutions and from the non-povernmental
ofganicalions.

7. The fusion of the Department of Feononie Afains
and the Department of Social Afairs of the Secretariat
inta a single dejartment would mean a gain in efficicney,

*IMd, Supplement No. 1.

particularly by [acilitating co-ordinated research, Lut
there was a danger that social probilems might be a
proached from an coonomic point of view. It should be
rememlered that wocial projects had an aim in them-
selves, that of assistance (o people in distress, and they
should continue even if they could not be linked 1o eco-
nomic projects. The peneral policy should Le flexible
enough to permit that.

38, Although there had been steady p in social
deve I, there were still 2 number of problems to
be solved. First, it appeared from the various reports
and from General Assembly resolution 732 (VIIT) that
there was 2 serious shortage of auxiliary socal workers,
to the extent that some projects could not be carried
through. It would be necessary to increase the number
of Jocal training courses, to improve the training pro-
grammes in the light of expericnce and to extend the
period of tralning for auxiliary workers, Undue spe-
cialiration should be avoided: workers wha failed to
cope with complex problems in the feld because of
inadequate or over-specialized training would become
frustrated and incfficient. Workers skilled in a particu-
Lar field should of course be employed in that held if
local needs 0 required, but they should alss have
general wnderstanding of related problems, and to
achieve that, their training should be on a broader basis,
The status of the various aategories of social workers
should be defined by law,

3%, Secondly, some thought should be devoted o the
problem ol ensuring that soclal work, once begun in a
particular Jocality, would continue after the experts had
teparted by arranging for contineed ﬁrum.-i.:rcluppurt
from government lmcrpriﬂlc sources and by organiz-
ing the work in such a way that it would not collapse
for lack of leadership and talent. It might be uselul to
co-cr-linate particular projects with other social activi-
ties at the Jocal and national level.
#0.  Thirdly, there was the pooblem of sacial insurance,
its mature and scope, its legal basis, its fimancial re-
sources and adminutrative orgznintion,
41. Firally, co-ordiration of policies and programmes
at the highest level, a em that was being consid-
ered by the Administrative Committee on Co-ordination,
was of the highest importance. There was an urgent
need for preater inlegration of the activities of the ipe-
cialized agencies and of the United Nations, subject to
structural limitations,
4Z. Those problems were highly technical and seemed
to call for study by ad hoe working groups of experts
of the Social mission. The question whether the
composition and the number of the scusions of the Comn-
mission had 1o be changed had been discussed by the
Commitier at the eighth session of the General Azsem-
by, t;ul the Eccnomic :lj.:d Social Council had sulsme.
wenitly decided against changing the composition of the
guculﬂmmmim.Shtwuprrmrcdmmuwﬂh

that decision if ed hor working were established,
There was no need, however, for working proups

to be made up of members of that Commission, and
they should still be established with a membership of
technical experts,

41, It appeared from the statement of the Director-
General of the Technical Assistance Administration at
the 458th mecting of the Fifth Committee that funds
for technical assistance were far from adequate to meet
requests for assistance, It would be regrettable if the

1ons of funds allotted te econamic and 1o social
projocts were to be weighted still further on the aide
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of economic assistance, so thit only the [unds made
available by General Assembly resolution 418 (W)
could, in ice, be used for social purposes. The
funds avai under resolution 418 (V) amwunted in
the regrular budget to $768,500, while the amount avail-
able for the Expanded Programme of Technical Assist-
ance, which was mainly concemed with economic devel-
opmsnt, wal :J:l-:t ﬁ millon. The I"Eﬁ]'hl-:thnd.l deles
gation would there be prateful if o Sc:fctaav
mnl;:m tative ;mH sy hnh; much ol

© Expanded Progranme been devoled
to social projects in recent and how much would
be available for such prejects in the near future.
44, Birs. FOMINA (Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
publics) said that the Charter of the United Nations
flaced upon the Economic and Social Council special
z ibilities for socicl matters. She would accord-
I;:i}' concentrate on that general responsibality and

deal with the specific subjects presented as scpa-
rale items in due course,
45. At previous sessions of the General Assembly the
USSR ion had repaatedly pointed cut that the
Economic and Social Council, despite some meritorious
action, had been remiss in dealing with such important
subjects a8 social security, public health, equal access to
medical services and the improvement of social condi-
tions in Non-Sel{-Governing Territorics. Some delega-
tions had pone out of their way to divert attention from
the problems before them by adducing unlounded alle-
gaticns, as had oecurred with the item on freedom of
information at the Council's seventeenth session. The
Council had shown a lack of purposclulness and had
tended to deal only with secondary natters. Dunag the
past year, however, the Councl had made some effort

o remedy its omissions, especially with to its
orpaniratson and ion, and, in » . to the
reduction of documentation and the discontinuation of
the Fiscal Commission,

46, In connexion with the Council's (A JS26B6)

ftsell, she wished to remind the Committes that many
delegations had pointed out during the general debate
on the dralt covenants on hunan nghts haw wrong the
Council had been at its & th session in returning
to the Commission on fomas Rights the recommenda-
fions COnCTITiNg i respect for the right of
peoples and nations to scli-determination. The USSE
delegation had that action in the Couril and
had uphcld the recommendations at the Commission’s
tenth session.

47. +An cssertial point had arisen it connexion with
chapter VIII of the report, concerning consultative
arran with pon-governmenial organizations.
48. . Mr. ATTLEE {United Kingdom), _l-'pl:ilﬁn: of 2
point of order, observed that the Commitice was dis-

cussing onl'y chapters 1V and Vool the Council’s i
the General Comumnitiee had allccated chager VI 10
the plevaty mceting of the Gieneral Assemlily.
49, The CHAIRMAN rolerred 1o the stateinent made
l;a the USSHK representative at the S4h meeting {par.
Y. That sepresentative bad stipulated that, in con-
pexion with chapters 1V and WV, the Commitlee might
be called upon to cansider questions which related maore
or less directly 1o (the matter under discussion, but which
were dealt with in other chaplers of the report and
were not expressly referred to in the agenda. For ex-
ample, he had continued, that was the case wath the
question of the organization and tion of the Coun-
cil and its commissians and the activities of non-govern-
mental organirations, He had stated that it should be
clearly understood that any representative would be
free to speak on those problems in so far as they related
to social matiers or to human rights. No delegation had
raised any objection to that statement.

5. Mre LORD (United States of America), speak-
in;maﬁm{m.uduﬂmﬂmﬂﬂ&mhi
tee had ted chapters IV and V to the Third Com-
mittee, while chapters I, VI, VII and VIII kad been
allomated to the ry mecting. Under rule 99 of the
rules of procedure, Commitiess might not intr
items on their own initiative. She could not secept the
Chairman's interpretation and appealed against it under
rule 114 of the rules of procedure.,
51, After a procedural discussion in which Mr, ROD-
RIGUEZ FABREGAT (Uruguay), Mr. AZKOUL
Lebanon), Mr. ATTLEE (United Kingdom), Mr.
ARSIN (Unaben of Soviet Socialist Republics), Mr.
HOOD (Australia) and Mr. BAROODY (Sauwdi
Arabia) took part, Mr. PAZHWAK (Aflghanistan)
pointed out that the Chairman had not in [act made any
ruling but had referred to 2 statanent made at
the S44th mecting. Committee did not yet know
what the USSR representative was poing (o say, She
might be allowed to proceed, and then, il her statement
was out of order, the Chairman could rule accordingly.

52, Mrs. LORD (United States of America) said that
ake had thought that the USSE representative was in-
tending to deal with the substance of chapter VIII,
wich should nronerly be discussed i the lemary meet-
ing. The Chairman had asked ives ned (o
discuns. ||?1!ﬁn;: that would be discussed elsewhere,
Chapter V111 was not on the Third Commitiee’s agenda,
80 that any discussion of its substance would e out of
order.

51, She maved for the adjournment of the meeting.

The wiohion for adjournment vy adopled by 13 voler
to 5, with 23 abstentions,

The meeting rose at 6,10 pom.
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