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Ten1le au Palais de Cnaillot, Paris,
le vendredi 19 novembre 1948, a1. 5 heures.

President : M. H. V. EVATT (Australie).

163' seance pIeniere

CENT..SOIXANTE.TROISIEME
SEANCE PLENIERE

82. Suite de la discussion 8ur l'interdic
tion de l'arme atomique et la reduc
tioJ). d'un tiers des armements et des
forces arme~s des membres permna
nents du Conseil de securite: rap
port de la Premiere Commission
(A/722 et A/722/Corr. I); projets
de resolution presentes par l'Union
des Republiques socialistes sovieti
ques (A/723) et par la Pologne
(A/732)

...
\'lJ

M. KATZ-SUCHY (Pologne) precise que ce n'est
pas sans hesitation que sa delegation s'est
decide~ it pre3enter son projet de resolution
a I'Assemblee generale; en effet, le rejet de ce
projet de resolution par la Premiere Commission
a reveIe un. manque de sincerite de nature a
porter atteinte a I'autorite de I'Organisation
des Nations Unies; la delegation de la Pologne
a donc hesite a exposer a un nouveau rems de
la part de la majorite un projet de resolution
cependant modere, elabore dans un veritable
esprit de conci!iation.

M. Katz-Suchy rappelle les raisons pour les
queUes sa delegation a presente son projet de
resolution a la Premiere Commission. Le projet
de resolution de I'URSS lui paraissait parfaite
ment approprie et conforme a I'esprit de la
Charte; mais elle a pense qu'un projet de reso
lution qui declarerait axplicitement et en termes
plus precis encore qu.e la regie de l'unanimite
ne s'appliquerait pas au sein de I'organisme de
contrMe viendrait utilement dissiper tout malen
tendu ace sujet. La delegation polonaise esperait
que son projet de resolution rallierait tous les
suffrages de la Commission.

M. Katz-Suc~y souligne que la Pologne est
interessee an premier chef au maintien de la
paix. En effet, la Pologne a terriblement soufl'ert
an conI'S de la derniere guerre. Actuellement
elle rebAtit ses villes et ses villages devastes et
ne peut compter sur l'aide des pays qui n'ont
pas subi I'occupatio~ etrangere et dont les popu
lations n'ont pas ete decimees ni torturees. La
Pologne est donc venue a la Premiere Commis
sion animee du desir sincere de defendre la paix.
Mais, des le debut, un certain nombre de repra..
sentants ont invoque le danger d'un nouveau
conflit mondial et ont parle de la crainte qui
regne actuellement dans le monde•

82. Continuation (,)f the discussion on the
prohibition of the atomic weapon
and reduction by one-third of the
armaments and armed forces of the
permanent members of the Security
Council : report of the First Com
mittee (A/722 and A/722/Corr. I) ;
draft resolutions proposed by the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
(A/723) and Poland (A/732)

Held at tM Palais de Chaillot, Paris, on Friday,
19 November 1. 948, at !J p.m.

President: Mr. H, V. EVATT (Australia).
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Mr. KATZ-SUGHY (Poland) explained that it was
not without hesitation that his delegation had
decided to present its draft resolution to the
General Assembly. In fact, the rejection of that
draft resolution by the First Committee had
indicated a lack of sincerity likely to undermine
the authority of the United Nations. The dele
gation of Poland had therefore hesitated to
expose to a. further rejection hy the majority
a draft resolution, which was couched in moder
ate terms and which had been drawn up in a
true spirit of (}ompromise.

He recalled the reasons why his delegation,
although convinced that the USSR draft resolu
tion was completely appropriate and in confor
mity with the spirit of the Charter, had presented
its own draft resolution to the First Committee.
His delegation had thought that a resolution
which stated explicitly and, in still more precise
~erms, that the unanimity rule would not apply
III the control agency, would be very likely to
clear up any misunderstanding on that matter.
1'he delegation of Poland had therefore hoped
that its draft resolution would be supported by
all the members of the Committee.

Mr. Katz-Suchy stressed the fact that Poland
was highly concerned with the maintenance of
peace. poland had suffered terribly during the
l~s.t war. It was now rebuilding its ravaged
CItles a~d villages, and could not count on the
hel~ of those countries which had not undergone
foreIgn occupation, and whose people had not
heen killed or tortured. Thus Poland had come
to the First Committee with a sincere desire to
defend the peace. From the very start, how
~ver, a certain number of representatives had
Invoked the danger of a new world conflict, and
spoken of the fear now reigning in the world.
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nest interessant d'etudier les origines d'une
teUe crainte. Ace sujet, M. Katz-Suchy fait remar
quer que trois annees a. peine se sont ecouIees
depuis la fin de la guerre et que, pourtant
certains pays se livrent deja. a une veritahl~
course aux armements; ces pays ont commence
de rearmer avant m8me qu'il soit question d'une
nouvelle guerre. II se cree actuellement une
psychose de guerre; on s'efforce de convainere
le monde qU'Uli :nouveau conflit est inevitable.
OIl elabore des ~octrines et des plans, on consti~

tue de vastes reserves d'armes, on fahrique des
bombes atomiques, on invente des engins plus
destructeurs encore.

II est remarquahle que ce ne sont pas les pays
qui ont souffert le plus durement au cours de la
guerre qui semhlent redouter un nouveau con
flit. La psychose de guerre se developpe pteci
sement dans un pays qui n'a pas connu les
horreurs de la guerre, qui n'a pas "ecu sous le
joug nazi, qui n'a subi ni bombardements aeriens
ni destructions, dans un pays qui se situe au
dela. de l'Atlantique, le senl pays qui soit sorti
de la guerre plus riche et plus prospere. Cette
psychose gagne peu apeu le continent europeen,
ravage par la guerre, OU eUe sert a. justifier toutes
les mesures prises a. I'instigation des Etats-Unis
d'Amerique.

Mais les pays qui ont ete devastes par la guerre,
et, au premier rang, la Pologne, luttent energi
quement en faveur de la paix et de la cooperation
internationale. La Pologne a paye tres cher le
droit de vivre en paix; aujourd'hui, elie se con
sacre tout entiere au relevement de ses ruines.
Pour mener a. hien cette Mche, elIe a besoin
de la paix. Et cependant on met en doute sa
bonne foi, on qualifie de propagande les discours
de ses representants en faveur de la reduction
des armements et de l'interdict~on de l'arme
atomique.

Les representants des Etats-Unis et du Royau
me-Uni ont parM de crainte et de menaces de
guerre. Mais comment peuvent-ils expliquer l~
politique suivie par leur Gouvernement respectIf
en AHemagne ? Les Etats-Unis veulent utiliser
l'Allemagne occidentale c011tre I'URSS. Hs recon
struisent les usines allemalldes. Passant eutre
aux inter8ts de la France, ils remettent la Ruhr
aux alltorites aHemandes. lIs reintegrent les
nazis dans l'administration et favorisent toute
propagande dirigee contre la Pologne, l'U~on
sovietique et les autres victimes de l'agre~SlOn

aHemande, parmi lesquelles la France. SI les
Etats-Unis et le Royaume-Uni desiraient co~
vaincre l'AssembMe generale de leur bonne fOl,
ils devraient justifier une teUe politique et repon
~re a hien d'autres questions que les autres
pays leur posent en vain depuis trois ans.

163rd plenary meeting 546

It was interesting to study the source of that
fear. Although hardly three years had elapsed
since the end of the war, certain countries were
already engaged in a real armaments race; thos~

countries had begun to rearm before there was
even a question of a new war. A war psychosis
was being created; attempts were being made
to conrince the world of the inevitability of a
new conflict. Doctrines and plans were being
formulated, huge stocks of armaments huilt up,
atomic hombs manufactured, and even more
deadly weapons invented.

It was significant that it was not the countries
which had suffered most from the war which
now seemed to fear a new conflict. The war
psychositi was developing precisely in a country
which had not known the horrors of war, which
had not been under the nazi yoke, and which
had neither suffered from bombardments nor
from destruction; a country which was situated
on the other side of the Atlantic, the olily country
which had emerged from the war richer and
more prosperous. That psychosis was gradually
spreading over the war-devastated continent of
Europe where it served to justify all measures
taken at the instigation of the United States of
America.

But the countries which had been devastated
by the war - and Poland was in the fIrst rank - .
were striving energetically to ensure peace and
international co-operation. Poland had paid
dearly for the right to live in peace; today it
was devoting all its efforts to rebuilding its
ruins. But to accomplish that task, it needed
peace. In spite of that, its good faith was hein~

questioned, and statements made· by its repre
sentatives in favour of a reduction of armaments
and the prohibition of atomic weapons were
called propaganda.

The representatives of the United States and
of the United Kingdom had spoken of the fear
and threat of war. How, then, could they
explain the policy of their Governments in
regard to Germany~ The United States wanted to
use Western Germany against .the USSR. It
was re-building German factories. Over-riding
the interests of France, it was returning the
Ruhr to the German authorities. It was reinstat
ing Nazis in the administration of the country
and encouraging any propaganda directed against
Poland, the So viet Union and the other victims
of nazi aggr~ssion, France included. If the
United States and the United Kingdom wished
to convince the General Assembly that they were
acting in good faith, they should give the reasons
for such a policy and reply to many other ques
tions which for three years other countries had
been putting to them in vain.

.. 11"1 I j'
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M. Katz-Suchy cite ensuite divers ex:t1.'aits
d'un livre intituIe : Military and Political Com~
quences of Atomic EnerBY 1 par le professeur
Blackett. On lit, a la page 141 de cet ouvrage,
que si le plan Baruch etait adopte, la situation
qui en resulterait serait telle que toute violation
reelle ou supposee de l'accord pourrait, sur un
simple vote a la majorite, servir a declencher
une troisieme guerre mondiale. M. Katz-Suchy
constate que les representants du Royaume-Uni
et des Etats-Unis se gardent de commenter de
telles dec rations. Par contre, lorsque M. Vy
chinsky invoque l'opinion du professeur Blac
kett ou fait allusion a une declaration du secre
taire general de la British Association of Scientific
Workers 1 les representants du Royaume-Uni
et des Etats-Unis accusent M. Vychinsky de se
livrer a des provocations.

M. Katz-Suchy examine ensuite les differentes
objections qui ont ete soulevees par les repre
sentants du Royaume-Uni et des Etats-UUIS
d'Amerique contre le projet de resolution de
I'URSS. Les representants du Royaume-Uni
et des Etats-Unis ont pretendu que, etant donne
la tension qui regnait actuellement dans le
monde, tension dont I'Union sovietique serait
responsable, il serait impossible de reduire les
arm.ements. 11 s'agit la d'une accusation absolu
ment inacceptable, qui a ete le point de depart
d'une campagne de calomnies menee contre
I'URSS; le Ministre des Affaires etrangeres du
Royaume-Uni, M. Bevin, a donne le signal
d'une telle campagne. MM. Be~i.n, McNeil et

, Austin ont cite Lenine et les ouvrages classiques
du marxisme a l'appui de leur these; ils ont
eM imites en cela par M. Oshorn et par divers
fonctionnaires de moindre importance. A l'aide
de ces citations, ils se sont efforces de prouv~i'

la mauvaise foi de l'Union sovietique et son desir
de domination mondiale.

M. Katz-Suchy ne voit pas tres hien le rapport
qui existe entre de tetles citations et I'actuel
projet de resolution presente par l'URSS.
Cependant, celle-ci a repondu a toutes ces accu
sations. M. Vychinsky a prouve que le sens
de ces citations avait ete volontairement fausse;
il a demontre que le Royaume-Uni et les Etats
Unis calomniaient l'Union sovietique, parce
qu'ils cherchaient a detruire la confiance que
pourrait eveiller son projet de resolution. Sir
Hartley Shawcross a reproche alors a M. Vychins
ky de faire preuve d'hostilite et de mauvais
vouloir. Apres s'~tre efforce de deconsiderer
la proposition de I'URSS en accusant ce pays
d'~tre responsable de l'insecurite actuelle, le
representant du Royaume-Uni n'a pas craint
de se contredire en affirmant que la Premiere
Commission devrait concentrer son attention
sur le fond m~me des divers projets de resolu
tion. ,En fait, l'attitude des Etats-Unis et du

~. Katz-Suchy was unable to see the relation
ship between such quotations and the present
draft resolution proposed by the USSR. Never
theless, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
ha~ re£lied to all those accusations. Mr. Vy
shmsky had shown that the meaning of the pass
ages had been voluntarily distorted ~ he had
shown that the United Kingdom and the United
Sta~es of ~~rica were slandering the Union of
SO~let Somallst Republics hecause they were
trYing .to destroy any confidence which its draft
resolution might have aroused. Sir Hartley
Sha'Y~ross had charged Mr. Vyshinsky with
h?stibty and had faith. After all attempts to
dl8cr~dit the proposal presented by the USSR by
accusmg the latter of having hrought about the
present. state ?f insecurity, the representative of
the UnIted Kingdom had not hesitated to con
tradict himself when he stated that the First
Committee should concentrate on the substance

19 novembre 1948 54:7

Mr. Katz-Suehy then cited difl'erent passages
from Professor Blackett's book entitled, Military
and Political Conseq1Mffces of Atomic EnerSY' That
book stated, on page 141, that if the Baruch
Plan was adopted, it would lead to a situation
in which any violation, real or suspected, of
the agreement could, by a majority vote, be
used to precipitate a third world war. Mr. Katz
Suchy noted that the representatives of the
United Kingdom and the United States refrained
from commenting upon such statements. But
when Mr. Vyshinsky Ijuoted the opinion of
Professor Blackett or referred to a statement
made by the secretary-general of the British
ASE!1mation of Scientific Workers, the represen
tatives of the United Kingdom and of the United
States accused Mr. Vyshinsky of making provoc
ative speeches.

Mr. Katz-Suchy then proceeded to discuss the
different objections raised by the representatives
of the United Kingdom and the Uniled States of
America against the USSR resolution. They had
claimed that in view of the present world tension
- for which they held the Soviet Union respon
sible - it was impossible to reduce armaments.
That was a completely unacceptable accusation
which had served as the starting point of a
slanderous campaign against the USSR. The
UnitlA Kingdom Secretary of State for ForeigIi
Affairs, Mr. Bevin, had given the signal for
such a campaign. Messrs. Bevin, McNeil and
Austin had cited Lenin and Marxist classics in
support of their thesis; their example had been'
followed by Mr. Osborn and various minor
officials. All their quotations had been meant
to prove that the Soviet Union was the villain,
and that it sought world domination.
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Les representants du Royaume-Uni et des
Etats-Unis ont egalement reproche au projet
de resolution de I'Union sovietique de ne pas
tenir compte des realites; ils ont objecte que ca
projet favoriserait les pays qui ont peu desarme
depuis la fin de la guerre et que, en outre, on
ne possedait pas de renseignements assez precis
sur les armements et les forces armees de I'URSS.
M. Osborn a ajoute que le projet de resolution
de I'Union sovietique, s'iI etait adopte, ne redui..
rait nullement la superiorite numerique de l'ar..
mee de I'URSS qui, suivant M. Osborn, serait
cinq fois plus nombreuse que toutes les armees
occidentales reunies. A de telles objections,
les pays de I'Europe orientale l"epondent qu'ils
se sont toujours declares pr~ts a discuter avec
les autres pays des modalites du desarmement
et a etudier toute contre-proposition ace sujet.
En outre, I'Union sovietique s'est engagee a
fournir a I'organisme de contr61e tous rensei
gnements necessaires au sujet de ses forces
armees.

Lorsqu'on a parM du manque de realisme de
la proposition de I'URSS, M. Vychinsky a rap
pele que, en 1925, trente-trois Etats avaient
signe un protocole interdisant I'utilisation des
gaz asphyxiants; a cette observation, le repre
sentant du Royaume-Uni a repondu en faisant
observer que les beUigerants n'avaient pas utilise
les gaz asphyxiants au cours de la derniere guerre
par crainte de represailles. Cela revient a dire que,
I'Union sovietique ne possedant pas, de l'avis
du representant du Royaume-Uni, d'armes
atomiques, iI n'y aurait pas a craindre de repra
sailles de sa part et que, par consequent, rien ne
s'opposerait, du point de vue militairp., al'uti
lisation de la bombe atomique dans le cas d'une
troisieme guerre mondiale.

Les representants du Royaume-Uni et des
Etats-Unis sont r.Hes jusqu'a affirmer q~e,
I'URSS ayant rejete les propositions de la maJo
rite dans le domaine de I'energie atomique
comme dans celui des armements de type clas
sique, il ne lui appartenait pas de susciter de
nouveBes difficultes en faisant des contre-pro
positions; ils ont laisse entendre que tout p~ojet
de resolution presente par I'Uni01~ sovietlque
n~ pouvait ~tre considere que comme une ma
nmuvre de propagande. M. Katz-Suchy rappeUe
les paroles prononcees a ce sujet par Sir Hartley
Shawcross. et par M. Austin; ,jes paroles ne
laissent aucun doute sur le point de vue des
Etats-Unis et du Royaume-Uni. n s~mble que
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Royaume-Uni s'explique parfaitement : ces pays
ont dirige de violentes attaques contre rURSS
dans le but de detourner l'attention et de dissi..
muler leur repugnance a examiner le projet de
resolution presente par eBe.

The representatives of the United Kingdom
and the United Statf\r, had gone so far as to say
that as the USSR had rejected the majority pro
posals, concerning both atomic energy and con
ventional armaments, it should not raise fresh
difficulties by making counter eroposals, the
implication being that the Soviet Union amend..
ment should be considered as a propaganda
manreuvre. Mr. Katz-Suchy recalled the words
spoken on the subject by Sir Hartley Shawcross
and Mr. Austin; those words left no doubt as
to the point of view of the United States and the
United Kingdom. It appeared that those coun..
tries wished to impose their demands on the
USSR, yet blamed the latter for its unwilling-
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of the different draft resolutions. In fact, the
attitude of the United States and the United
Kindgom was easily explained. Those countries
had directed violent attacks against the USSR so
as to divert attention from its draft resolution
and conceal their unwillingness to consider it.

The representatives of the United Kingdom
and the United States had also raised the objec
tion that the Soviet Union draft resolution was
of an unpractical nature. They had objected
that the draft favoured the count"ies which
since the end of the war had disarrr d the least
and that, moreover, there was no sufficiently
detailed information available with regard to tb'e
armaments and armed forces of the USSR.
Mr. Osborn had added that the Soviet Union
draft resolution, if adopted, would in no way
reduce the numerical superiority of the USSR
army, which, he asserted, was five times as large
as all the Western armies put together. To
such objections the countries of Eastern Europe
had replied that they were always ready to dis
cuss the methods of disarmament with other
countries, and study any alternative proposal in
that regard. }i'urthermore, the Soviet Union
had undertaken to provide the control agency
with all the necessary information regarding its
armed forces.

When the USSR proposal was accused of a
lack of realism, Mr. Vyshinsky had pointed out
that. in 1925, thirty-three States had signed a
protocol prohibiting the use of poison gas. The
representative of the United Kingdom had
replied that the belligerents had. not used po;,:;on
gas during the last war for fear of reprisals,
which amounted to saying that as the Soviet
Union did not possess atomic weapons, in the
opinion of the United Kingdom representative,
there was no reason to fear reprisals from
it, and consequently there was nothing, from
the military point of view, which prevented the
use of thp, atomic bomb in a third world war.
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ttDecide d'instituer, dans le cadre du Conseil
de securite, un organisme international de contrMe
ayant pour mission de surveiller et de conlrMer
l'application des mesures relatives a la reduction
des armements et des forces armees, etant entendu
~ue le vote aOil matif de tous les representants des

Etatfi memhres permanents du Conseil de securite
ne sera point exige pour l'adoption des decisions de
l'organisme international de conlrole et portant
sur tes mesures de verification et d'inpection par
ledit organisme."

Mais cette proposition, pourtant de nature it
calmer toutes les inquietudes des representants

35.l

Enfin, les representants du Royaume-Uni
et des Etats-Unis ont soutenu que le projet de
resolution de I'Union sovietique place le systeme
de contrMe international dans le cadre du Conseil
de securite et le soumet ainsi a la regie de l'una
nimite. M. McNeil a declare que sa principale
ohjection au projet dt resolution de I'URSS
portait precisement sur ce point fondamental;
a son avis, tout contrMe international serait
inefficace s'il etait soumis a la regie de l'unani
mite. Repandant a une question precise du repre
sentant du Royaume-Uni, M. Vychinsky a affirme
que la regie de l'unanimite ne s'appliquerait en
aucun cas aux decisions prises par l'organisme
de contrMe. M. Molotov lui-m~me avait deja
donne la m~me assurance deux ans auparavant.
Cependant, la delegation de la Pologne a crn
utile de proposer un projet de resolution aux
termes duquel l'Assemhlee generale ~
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ces pays veuillent imposer leurs decisions a
I'URSS et condamnent celle-ci parce qu'elle
n'accepte pas de se soumettre aleurs exigences.
n s'agit la, selon M. Katz-Suchy, d'une etrange
interpretation de la regie de I'unanimite.

11 est hien evident que, si I'Union sovietique
disposait de la majorite au Conseil de securite
et si les inter~ts vitaux du Royaume-Uni ou des
Etats-Unis etaient en cause, ces pays n'hesite
raient pas a recourir au droit de veto. A supposer
que le plan Baruch ne soit pas ce qu'iI est, a
supposer qu'iI ne doive pas, comme l'a ecrit
le professeur Blackett, «entrainer un affaihlisse
ment immediat de la situation militaire de la
Russie et un affaihlissement eventuel de sa
situation economique", serait-il juste de repra
cher au pays qui n'accepterait pas un tel plan
de ne pas ceder au desir de la majorite ? Un pays
n'aurait-iI pas le droit de s'opposer a I'adoption
d'un tel plan si, a son avis, celui-ci n'offrait
pas des garanties suffisantes ? M. Austin devrait
ii manifester de l'indignation parce qy.e I'URSS
n'accepte pas les propositions des Etats-Unis,
m~me si elles sont approuvees par la majorite ?

It was quite clear that had the Soviet Union
had the majority of the Security Council hehind
it, and had the vital interests of the United
Kingdom or the United States of America heen
involved, those countries would not have hesi
tated to resort to the use of the veto. Even if
the Baruch Plan were not what it was and even
if it would not, as Professor Blackett had stated,
«have entailed an immediate weakening of the
Russian military position, and an eventual
weakening of her economic position", was it fair
to reproach °a country, which was not willing to
accept such a plan, for not yielding to the will
of the majority? Did not a country have the right
to oppose the adoption of such a Rlan if, in its
view, it did not offer sufficient guarantees?
Should Mr. Austin have shown indignation at
the fact that the USSR would not accept the
proposals of the United States even if they had
been accepted hy the majority?

And finally, the representatives of the United
Kingdom and the United States bAd maintained
that the Soviet Union draft resolution placed the
system of international control within the frame
work of the Security Council and suhject to the
rule of unanimity. Mr. McNeil had declared
that his main ohjection to the draft resolution of
the USSR referred precisely to that fundamental
point; in his view, any international contlrol
which was hased on the unanimity rule, was
bound to he inefficient. In reply to a specific
question hy the represE1ntative of the United
Kingdom, Mr. Vyshinsky had maintained that in
~o ease would the unanimity rule apply to deci
SIOns taken hy the control agency. Mr. Molotov
himself had already given the same assurance
two years hefore. Nevertheless, the delegation
of Poland had thought it useful to suhmit a
draft resolution, according to which the General
4csembly :

et Decides to institute, within the framework
of the Securitl' Council, an international control
body having al~ its mission the supervision and
contro~ of the application of measures for the
reduction of armaments and armed forces it
being understood that the affirmative vote of all
the representatives of the permanent member
States of the Securi~'JT Council will not he required
f?r the adoption of decisions hy the interna
~lOnal control body concerning checking and
Inspection. hy the said hody."

That proposal, how~ver, which could have
allayed al! the fears of the representatives of the

19 novembre 1948 549

nass to yield to those demands. . That, according
to Mr. Katz-Suchy, was a strange interpretation
of the unanimity rule.
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M. CICMIL (Yougoslavie) rappeUe que la Pre
miere Commission a adopte par 40 voix contre 6
la proposition qlt~elle presente actueUement it
l'Assemhlee generale; la Premiere Commission,
d'autre part, a rejete la proposition de I'URSS.

. La delegation de la Yougoslavie estime que la
proposition de la Premiere Commission est vide
de sens et sans utilite aucune; au contraire,
le projet de resollltion de I'Union sovietique
lui parait tout a fait satisfaisant.

M. Cicmil analyse les dispositions essentielles
du projet de resolution presente par I'URSS. Ce
projet souligne, a juste titre, que «jusqu'a pre
sent, on n'a pratiquement rien fait en ce qui
concerne la mise en application de la resolution
de I'Assemblee generale du 24 janvier 1946
relat:ve a l'energie atomique, ainsi que la reso
lution du 14 decemhre 1946 sur les «Principes
regissant la reglementation et la reduction
generales des armements" ; il reconnait «comme
tAche primordiale l'interdiction de la production
et. de l'utilisation de l'energie atomique a des
1t militaires ", ainsi que la necessite d'une
et reduction substantielle et generale des arme
mente [en vue] d'etablir une paix durable ~t
de consolider la securite internationale"; il
tient compte du fait que «les grandes Puissan~es,

membres permanents du Conseil de securIte,
disposent d'une masse ecrasante de forces armees
et d'armements et qu'elles portent la respon
sahilite principale du maintien. de la pail: et de
la securite generales"; il recommande do~c
aux membres permanents du Conseil de securlte
«comme un premier pas vers la reduction ~es
armements et des forces armees, de redull'e
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du Royaume-Uni et des Etats-Unis, a ete rejetee
par la Premiere Commission.

M. Katz-Suchy souligne que I'hostilit6 mani
festee par le Royaume-Uni et les Etats-Unis
a l'egard des projets de resolution presentes
par I'URSS et par la Pologne n'est qu'un aspect
particulier de la «guerre fruide", dirigee par
les Puissances occidentales contre I'Union sovi6
tique et les democraties populaires. La m~me

hostilite se manifeste toujours, quel que soit
le sujet de la discussion, qu'il s'agisse de la ques
tion grecque, de questions economiques ou de la
question du desarmement. Mais le Royaume-Uni
et les Etats-Unis n'ignorent pas que les peuples
du monde veulent la paix; ils essayent, en accu-
mulant les injures contre I'URSS, de dissimuler
leurs veritables intentions, leur opposition fon
damentale au principe du desarmement.

L'adoption des projets de resolution de l'Union
sovietique et de la Pologne aurait pour resultat
une amelioration sensible des relations inter
uationales et creerait une atmosphere favorable
a la discussion des problemes fondamentaux.

The adoption of the Soviet Union and Polish
draft resolutions would lead to a marked im
provement in international relations and create a
favourable atmosphere for the discussion of
fundamental problems.

163rd plenary meeting

United Kingdom and the United States, had been
rejected by the First Committee.

Mr. Katz-Suchy emphasized that the hostile
attitude of the United Kingdom and the United
States towards the draft resolution submitted
by the USSR and Poland was merely one special
aspect of the «cold war" wRged by the Western
Powers against the Soviet Union a.nd the peoples'
democracies. That hostility prevailed, whatever
the subject under discussion, whether it was the
Greek question, economic questions, or the prob
lem of disarmament. The United Kingdom
and the United States were well aware that the
peoples of the 'World want~ d peace; they en
deavoured, however, by heaping insults on the
USSR, to conceal their· real design, which was
to oppose the whole principle of disarmament.

Mr. CICMIL (Yugoslavia) recalled that the First
Committee had adopted by 40 votes to 6 the
resolution it was submitting at that meeting
of the General Assembly; the First Committee
had, however, rejected the USSR resolution.
In the opinion of the Yugoslav delegation th~

First Committee's resolution was, both meaning
less and useless, whereas the Soviet Union draft
resolution was wholly satisfactory.

He analysed the essential provisions of the
USSR draft resolution. It rightly emphasized
that «up to the present time, practically nothing
has been done to implement the General Assem
bly's resolution of 24 January 1946 on atomic
energy control, as well as the resolution of
14 December 1946 on the 'Principles governing
the general regulation an:l reduction of arma
ments'"; it recognized as a «task of th~ first
importance the prohibition of the production
and use of atomic energy for war aims", and the
«general substantial reduction of armaments ...
for establishing a durable peace and for strength
ening international security". It took account
of the fact that the «great Powers, permanent
members of the Security Council, possess the
overwhelming number of armed forces and arma
ments and hear the main responsibility for the
maintenance of peace and universal security".
It therefore recommended to the permanent
members of the Security Council, «as a first step
in the reduction of armaments and armed forces,
the reduction by one-third, during one 'Year, of
all present land, naval and air forces" and the
immediate et prohibition of atomic weapons as
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weapons intended for :aims of. aggression and
not for those of defence».

The draft resolution of the First Committee,
on the other hand, was based on the assumption
that there was no confidence between the

I

peoples, and that therefore cc no agreement is
attainable on any proposal for the reduction of
conventional armaments and armed forces so
long as each State lacks exact and authenticated
information concerning the conventional arma
ments and armed forces of other States, so long
as no convention has been concluded regarding
the types of military forces to which the reduc
tion would apply, and so long as no organ of
control has been established»; and that the
tt aim of the reduction of conventional armaments

I •

Ilnd armed forces can only be attained in an
atmosphere of real and lasting improvement in
international relations, which implies in parti
cular the application of control of atomic energy
involving the prohibition of the atomic weapon. »

The resolution therefore admitted the need
for improved international relations and control
of atomic energy. It contained certain vague
and ineffective recommendations but it offered
no direct solution of the problem. It made no
reference to the General Assembly resolutions of
24 January and 14 December 1946. As a
concrete proposal the First Committee's draft
r?solution only et recommends the Security Coun
cil to pursue the study of the regulation and
reduction of conventitlnal armaments and armed
forces through the agency of the Commission for
Conventional Armaments in order to obtain
concrete results as soon as possihle » and it
et invites the Security Council to report [to the
General Assembly] no later than its next regular
session on the effect given to the present recom
~endation with a view to enabling it to continue
Its activity with regard to the regulation of
armaments in accordance with the purposes and
principles defined by the Charter.»

He wondered what the contents of that report
would he. Furthermore, he did not see the
Use of collecting information on the armed
forces of aU countries, even the smallest, as that
would represent a heavy and· unprofitable task
for the United Nations. Those provisions clearly
showed, the desire of the United Kingdom and
t~e Umted States to continue to take no effec
tive practical action. to prohibit the atomic

!S5t 1638 seance plem.ere
d'un tiers, pendant une annee, toutes les forces
terrestres, navales et aeriennes dont ifs dis
posent », et et d'interdire l'arme atomique, arme
destinee a des fins d'agression et non a des buts
defensifs ».

Au contraire, le projet de resolution de la Pre
miere Commission part du point de vue qu'il
n'existe pas de confiance entre les peuples et
que, par consequent, cc aucun accord n'est reali
sable sur aucune proposition de reduction des
armements de type elassique et des forces armees
tant que chaque Etat ne dispose pas de rensei
gnements precis et averes au sujet des armements
de tyre elassique et des forces armees d'autres
Etats, tant qu'uucune convention n'est inter
venue au sujet des elements de puissance mili
tau'e auxquels cette reduction s'appliquerait et
tant qu'un organisme de contrMe n'aura pas ete
etabli», et que etl'objectif de la reduction des
armements de type classique et des forces armees
ne peut ~tre atteint que dans une atmosphere
de detente reelle et durable dans les relations
internationales, ce qui implique notamment la
mise en reuvre du contrMe de l'energie atomique
comportant l'interdietion de l'arme atomique".

La proposition constate done la necessite d'une
detente dans les rapports internationaux et la
necessite du contr61e de l'energie atomique; eUe
contient certaines recommandations imprecises
et inefficaces, mais n'apporte pas de solution
directe au probleme. EUe ne fait aucune allusion
aux resolutions de I'AssembIee generale des
24 janvier et 14 decembre 1946. Comme pro
position concrete, !e projet do resolution de la
Premiere Commission et recommande» seulement
et au Conseil de securite de poursuivre l'etude de
la reglementation et de la reduction des arme
ments de type classique et des forces armees par
l'intermediaire de la Commission des armements
de type elassique, afin d'obtenir des que possible
des resultats concrets» et «invite le Conseil de
securite it... faire un rapport [a I'AssembIee
generale], au plus tard asa prochaine session ordi
naire, sur la suite donnee a la presente recom
mandation, afin de. .. permettre [a l'AssembIee
generale] de poursuivre son action en conformite
avec les buts et principes definis par la Charte
en matiere de reglementation des armements".

M. Cicmil se demande sur quoi portera le rap
port en question. En outre, il ne voit pas I'utilite
de recueillir des renseignements relatifs aux forces
armees de tous les pays, m~me des plus petits,
mesure qui imposerait un travail considerable et
sterile a I'Organisation des Nations Unies. Tout
cela montre bien le desir du ftoyaume-Uni et
des Etats-Unis de continuer a ne rien faire d'effi
cace et de concret en vue de l'interdietion de
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l'arme atomique et de la reduction des armements
de type classique. L'attitude prise par les Puis-o
sances occidentales ne s'est pas modifiee depuis
le mois de janvier 1947, c'est-a-dire depuis le
moment Oll les premieres discussions sur ce sujet
eurent lieu a la Commission de l'energie atomique
et a la Commission des armements de type clas
sique. Le projet ne contient aucune disposition
relative a l'interdiction de l'arme atomique et iI
remet a une date indeterminee la reglementation
des armements qU'il subordonne au developpe
ment prohIematique de la confiance dans ~ le '
monde. 11 est intuile de souligner l'insuffisance
d'un tel projet, etant donne la gravite du pro
hleme et son importance vitale pour l'avenir de
l'humanite.

L'attitude des Puissances occidentales est tres
claire : rien n'emp~cherait ces Puissances de se
mettre d'accord avec l'URSS sur les moyens pra~

tiques d'interdire l'arme atomique et de reduire
les armements. Mais cela n'est pas conforme a
leur politique. EHes ne croient pas a la valeur
des accords internationaux portant interdiction
de tene ou telle arme : la declaration du repre
sentant du Royaume-Uni relative a l'interdiction
des gaz asphyxiants est significative a cet egard.
Par contre, ces m~mes Puissances croient a l'effi
cacite de la course aux armements. Pbrsuadees
que l'Organisation des Nations Unies ne leur ofl're
pas de garantie suffisante, elles renforcent leur
potentiel militaire, au prix d'enormes depenses,
au prix de charges considerahles pour les masses
lahorieuses dont les conditions de vie deviennent
sans cesse plus difficiles. EUes mettent la presse,
la radio et le cinema an service de leur propa~

gande en faveur de la guerre. Enm~me temps, elles
cherchent a constituer des hlocr. militaires; c'est
ainsi que leurs hommes d'Etat parlent deja de
la creation d'un «hloc atlantique", englobant
l'Europe occidentale, les Etats-Unis d'Amerique
et le Canada, et que viendrait peut-~tre renforcer
l'Espagne de Franco. M. Marshall n'a-t-il pas
declare lui-m~me que la resolution 39 (I)
relative a l'Espagne ne correspondait plus a la
situation actueUe? Le senateur Gurney est aiM
plus loin encore lorsqu'il a affirme que l'Espagne
s'etait opposee aux communistes depuis 1936 ~t
que tout pays qui comhattait le communisme etmt
l'allie des Etats-Unis. Enfin, on inviterait m~roe
tous les pays du Commonwealth des nations bri
tanniques a entrer dans ce cc bloc atlantique ».

Selon M. Cicmil, it faut tenir compte de tous
ces faits si l'on veut comprendre le veritable ~ns
du projet de resolution presente par la P~eID1ere
Commission, si l'on veut comprendre ausSI pour
quoi les propositions de l'Union sovietique s?nt
systematiquement l'ejetees on leur exeoutlon
indefiniment retardee, m~me, lorsqu'elles 0$
ete adoptees par l'A&HemhIee gev.erale. ;.

The attitude of the Western Powers was quite
clear. There was nothing to prevent them from
reaching agreement with the USSR on the prac
tical means of prohihitin~ atomic weapons and
reducing armaments. That, however,·· was not
in accordance with their policy. They did not
helieve in the value of international agreements
for the prohibition of any particular weapon; the
statement of the United Kingdom representative
on the prohihition of poison gases was signi
ficant in that connexion. On the other hand,
those same Powers helieved in the efficacy of an
armaments race. Convinced that the United
Nations did not offer them sufficient guarantees, .
they were increasing their military potential at
enormous cost and were placing heavy hurdens
on the workers, whose living conditions were
constantly hecoming more diffilJult. They used
the Press, the radio and the· cinema for their
war propaganda. At the same time they sought
to form military hlocs, and their statesmen
already talked of the creation of an (t Atlantic
bloc" which would include Western Europe, the
United· States of America and. Canada, and which
might perhaps he further strengthened by
Franco Spain. Had not Mr. Marshall himself
declared that resolution 39 {I} on Spain no
longer corresponded to present circumstances?
Senator Gurney had gone even further when he
stated that Spain had opposed the Communists
since 1936 and that any country which fought
Communism was an ally of the United States.
Finally, even all the countri\J':: of the British
Commonwealth were invited to join that (t Atlan
tic bloc".

In order to appreciate the true'P"meaning of
the draft resolution submitted by the First
Committee aB those facts had to he taken into
account. They also threw light on the reason
why the proposals put forward by the Soviet
Union were systematically rejected, or their
application indefinitely delayed even when they
had been adopted hy the G~Jlol'al ASflemhlr.

16SJ.'U plenary meeting 1S1S2

weapon and reduce conventional armaments;
the attitude of th~ Western Powers bad not
changed since January 1947, when the subject
was first discussed in the Atomic Energy Com
mission and the Commission on Conventional
Armaments. The draft resolution contained no
provision relating to the prohihition of atomic
weapons and postponed to an indefinite date
the regulation of armaments, suhordinating that
regulation to the prohlematic growth of confi
dence in the world. There was no need to
stress the inadequacy of such a draft in view of
the seriousness of the prohlem and its vital
importance for the future of mankind.
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Yugoslavia, being in favour of any proposal to
consolidate peace, supported· the USSR draft
resolutiG,n. Hs adoption would lead to genuine
progress in regard to disarmament.

T1t8 meeting WQ($ suspended at 6.90 p.m. and
,."mMl at 5 p.m.

Mr. M'.oorILSKY (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic) said he wished to submit some obser
vations on the statements made at the 162nd
meeting by the representatives of the United
States and the United Kingdom before he exa
mined the resolution adopted by the First
Committee.

The two representatives had quoted extraor
dinarily low figures for their armed forces and
armaments which, according to them, represented
at the present time only between 12 and 15 per
cent respectively of their war-time strength. The
veracity of those statements seemed doubtful.

In the first place, experience showed that
general staffs had never given precise figures for
the armed forces and armaments of their coun
tries.

Secondly, the United States delegation had
employed unusual methods of calculation to
arrive at the military budget figures of the
United States on the one hand and the Soviet
Union on the other. The Inilitary expenditure of
the United States had been calculated as a per
centage of the national income, whereas that of
the USSR had been calculated as a percentage
of the national budget. Thus, according to the
United States delegation, it would seem that the
Soviet Union devoted 17 per cent of its budget
to military expenditure and the United States
only 6 per cent. Such a method of calculation
strengthened the doubts which could be enter
tained as to the sincerity of certain representa-
tives. .

Thirdly, the figures given by the repr2senta
tives of the United States and the United King
dom could not be regarded as entirely trust
worthy since there was \l whole series of arma
ments for which they were unable to supply
detailed data. It was well known that in the
United States of America the atomic weapon was
surrounded by complete secrecy.
T~e representative of Belgium had maintained

that the USSR delegation had taken up an atti
tude which was in no way conciliatory towards
the opinion of certain delegations, and particu
larly the Belgian delegation. At the meetings of
the First Committee the Belgian representative
had referred to experience gained at the League
of 'Nations. During the twenty years in which
the League of Nations had dealt with the question
1)f disarmament all the iJroposals of the USSR

1638 . seance plentke

La Yougoslavie est pr~te asoutenir toute pro...
position qui tend aconsolider la paix; par conse...
quent, elIe appuie le projet de resolution presente
par rURSS. L'adoption de ce projet de resolution
pennettrait de realiser de veritables progres dans
la voie du desarmement.

La seance est 8uspendue a16 h. 30 tt reprise a
17 heures.

M. M!NOUILSIY (Republique socialiste sovietique
d'Pkraine), avant d'aborder l'examen de la reso
lution approuvee par la Premiere Commission,
tient a presenter quelqu as observations sur les
declarations faites au caurs de la 162 41 seance
pleniere par les representants des Etats-Unis
et du Rora~me-Uni.

Ces deux representants ont cite des chifTres
~xtraordinairement bas pour leurs effectifs et
leurs armements, qui, aleur avis, ne representent
actuelIement que 12 a 15 pour 100 respective
ment de ceux du temps de guerre. La veracite
de ces affirmations semble douteuse.

Tout d'abord, l'experience montre que les
etats-majors militaires n'ont jamais donne de
chiffres precis sur les armements et les efTectifs
de leurs pays.

En deuxieme lieu,· la delegation des Etats
Unis a procede ades calculs peu habituels pour
determiner les chiffres des budgets militaires des
Etats-Unis, d'une part, et de I'Union sovietique,
d'autre part: les depenses militaires des Etats
Unis ont ete calculees en pourcentage du revenu
national, tandis que cenes de l'URSS ont ete
calculees en poul'centage du budget de ce pays.
Ainsi, d'apres la delegation des Etats-Unis, il
semhlerait ·que I'Union sovietique consacre 17
pour 100 de son budget aux depenses mili
taires, alors que les Etats-Unis ni:; leur consa
crent que ·6 pour 100. Un tel mode de wcul
renforce les doutes que l'on peut avoir sur la
sincerite de certains representants.

En troisieme lieu, les chiffres donnes par les
representants des Etats-Uni~ et du Royaume
Uni sont sujets a caution, parce qu'il existe
toute une serie de types d'armements pour les
quels ils ne peuvent pas fournir de donnees
precises, car on sait fort bien que les Etats-Unis
d'Amerique entourent l'arme atomique du secret
le plus ahsolu.

M. Manouilsky attire ensuite I'attention sur la
declaration du repres,:mtant de la Belgique, selon
laquelle la delegation de I 'URSS aurait une atti
tude fort peu conciliante a regard de l'opinion
de certaines delegations, notamment la delega
tion beige. Le representant de la Belgique s'est
prevalu, aux seances de la Premiere Commission,
de son experience de la Societe des Nations.
Pendant les vingt annees Oll la Societe des
Nations s'est occupee de la question du de8aJ.'me--

--------------_...•.----------------
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ment, toutes les propositions de l'URSS sur le
desarmement general, puis sur le desarmement
partiel, ont ete rejetees; il semblerait donc que
le representant de la Belgique m.t plut6t un spe
cialiste du rejet des propositions de reduction
des armements, et son experience n'est donc pas
particulierement interessante.

M. Manouilsky rappelle l'histoire, eloquente
et caracteristique, de la resolution du bloo
anglo-americain, qui rejette les propositions de
l'Union sovietique sur l'interdiction des armes
atomiques et la reduction d'un tiers des arme
ments des membres permanents du Conseil de
securite. 11 est hien connu que les propositions
(A/658) faites par I'URSS au cours de la 143t

seance pleniere, le 25 septemhre, ont ete, des
le debut, I'objet d'attaques energiques de la
part des representants du bloc anglo-americain.
En effet, la delegation du Royaume-Uni a itussiMt
depose, a la Premiere Commission, un contre
projet agressif aI'egard de l'URSS (A/C. 1/319),
projet de resolution que personne n~ pouvait
prendre au serieux car iI poursuivait des fins de
propagande et s'effort;ait de £rayer la voie aUI
fauteurs de guerre des Etats-Unis.. Ce projet
du Royaume-Uni ne put que produire une
impression penible sur l'opinion puhlique an
glaise, etant donne que la victoire electorale des
hommes qui representent le Royaume-Uni a ate
obtenue sous le signe de I'amelioration des rela
tions avec l'Union sovietique.

La majorite de la Premiere Commission eUe
m~me n'a pas reserve un accueil bienveillant ace
projet de resolution, qui a ete suivi d'autrel'i
projets refletant tous la m~me attitude negative
a regard des propositions de I'URSS. On avait
l'impression que cette pluie de projets avait
pour but, d'une part, d'emhrouiller une ques
tion tres clairement posee par la deIeI~ation .de
I'Union sovietique et, d'autrepart" de faire des
pretendues concessions pour donner satisfaction
a celte-ci. Tous ces projets ont disparu les uns
apres les autres pour faire place la un amende
ment de la Belgique, qui est pi'esente maintenant
ai'Assemblee generale comme un projet de reso
lution adopte par la majorite de la Premiere
Commission.

Le projet de resolution beige est fonde sur l~
m~me principe que le projet du Royaume-Um.
Tout comme ce dernier, it evite toute reponse a
la question de l'interdiction de I'arme atomiq?e;
it rejette egalement le principe de la reductIOn
d'un tiers, pendant un an, des armements et
des effectifs des cinq memhres permanents d?
Conseil de securite. D'autre part, bien qu'd
mentionne l'organisme international de con
tr61e, le rejet du principe precedent enleve ac~t
organisme ses fonctions essentielles, a saVOlf
l'inspection et le contr61e des mesures tendant

The Belgian draft resolution was identical
in principle with the United Kingdom draft.
Like the latter it avoided giving an answer to
the question of the prohibition of atomic wea
pons; it also rejected the principle of the reduc
tion by one-third, during one year, of the arma
ments and armed forces of the five permanent
members of the Security Council. Moreover,
although it referred to an international organ of
cf>ntrol, the rejection of the previously men
tioned principle deprived th~t organ of its essen
tial functions, namely inspection and the control
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on general disarmament and then on partial
disarmament had been :.:ejec·ted. It would seem
therefore that the representative of Belgium was
perhaps something of a specialist in rejecting
proposals for the l'eduction of armaments and
that his experience, consequently, was not of
much value.

Mr. Manuilsky recalled the eloquent and
characteristic history of the resolution submitted
by the Anglo-American hloc which rejected the
Soviet Union proposals on the prohibition of
atomic weapons and the reduction by one
third of the armaments of the permanent mem
bers of the Security Council. It was a matter
of general knowledge that the proposals (AJ658)
made by the USSR at the 143rd plenary meet
ing on 25 September had, from the outset,
been vigorously attacked by the representatives
of the .A.nglo-American bloc. Indeed, the United
Kingdom delegation had immediately put for
ward in the First Committee an aggressive
counter-proposal to that of the USSR (A/C. 1I
319). No one had been able to take that draft
resolution seriously since its real purpose was
propaganda and it had heen intended to conceal
the activities of United States warmongers.
The United Kingdom draft could not fail to make
a painful impression on British public opinion,
since the statesmen who represented the United
Kingdom had won the election under the banner
of better relations with the USSR.

The majority in tht First Committee itself
had not accorded a friendly welcome to that
text. It had been followed .by other drafts
which all reflected the same negative attitude
to the proposals of the USSR. The impression
was created that the aim of that stream of reso
lutions was, on the one hand, to confuse an issue
very clearly stated by the Soviet Union delega
tion and, on the other, to ma~ke unreal conces
sions to satisfy the USSR. Those resolutions
had vanished one after the other to give way to
a Belgian amendment which had now been
submitted to the General AssJmbly as a draft
resolution adopted by the majority of the First
Committee.
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aI'interdirtion de rai'me atomique et afa reduc
tion des armoments.

Le projet de) resolution de la Belgique est du type
classique des resolutions de la Societe des Nations;
c'est pourquoi iI est au moins aussi dangereux
que le projet original soumis par le Royaume
Uni. En efl'et, il est des,tL.l.e acreer l'illusion dans
I'esprit de~, hommes credules et naifs que les
representauts du h~oc anglo-americain prennent
des mesures pour interdire la production de
l'arme atomique et pour faire cesser la course
aux armements.

Le sens fondamental du projet de resolution
propose par la Premiere Commission reside dans
le fait que les cercles reactionnaires des Etats
Unis et du Royaume-Uni veulent, par des contre
verites et des mensonges, arracher al'AssemhMe
generale un -- Jte qui donnerait I'impression que
l'Organisation des Nations Unies sanctionne
l'activite des fauteurs de guerre, activite qui
s'oppose ala paix et ala cooperation des peuples.

Apres trente mois de travaux de la Commis
sion de l'energie atomique, l'Organisation des
Natio.ns Unies, acause de la politique intransi
geante des Etats-Unis, est encore plus loin de
l'interdiction de l'arme atomique qu'elle n'en
etait en janvier 1946. .

Les monopoles capitalistes des Etats-Unis
s'efl'orcent de met.tre la main sur toutes les sources
d'energie atomique. Sous le couvert de la crea
tion d'un organisme international de ,~ontr61e

de l'energie atomique, ils s'efl'orcent d'arriver a
la creation d'un trust qui agirait sous le drapeau
de I'Organisation des Nations Unies, mais qui,
en fait, serait au-dessus d'elle et en ferait un
serviteur fidele de ses pouvoirs illimites.

Le projet de resolution sanctionnant le main
tien de l'arme atomique dans les armements
nationaux ne peut pas repondre aux aspirations
des peuples qui sont directement interesses ace
que la homhe atomique soit mise hors la loi et
a ce que la grande decouverte scientifique de
l'utilisation de l'energie atomique soit mise au
service de l'humanite p9ur alIeger son fardeau
quotidien et relever son niveau cuJturel. Co sont
les monopoles capitalistes des Etats-Unis qui
font ohstacle al'utilisation de l'energie atomique
a des fins pacifiques. Seuls les inter~ts egoistes
des monopoles americains peuvent rexp,liquer les
tentatives des organes officiels des Etats-Unis,
qui s'efl'orcent de demontrer, par exemple, que
l'utilisation de l'energie atomique a des fins
pacifiques n'est pas avantageuse du point de vue
economique let est pratiquement ~realisahle

pendant les 20 ou 30 annees a venll'. Or, les
savants hritanniques eux-m~mes considerent
que l'utilisation de 1'energie atomique ades fins
pacifiques est freinee parce· que tout le minerai
est utilise aux Etats-Unis pour des huts de guerre.
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or measures for the prohibition of atomic wea
pons and the reduction of armanlents.

The Belgian draft resolution belonged to the
classical type of League of Nations resolutions
and it was on that account at least as dangerous
as the original United Kingdom draft. .It was
intended to create in the minds of credulous and
simple people the delusion that the representa
tives of the Anglo-American bloc were taking
steps to prohibit the production of atomic
weapons and call a halt to the armaments race.

The real significance of the draft resolution
proposed hy the First Committee was that it
represented an attempt by reactionary circles in
the United States and the United Kingdom to
wrest from the General Assemhly, hy misstate
ments and lies, a vote that would create the
impression that the United Nations sanctioned
the activities of warmongers, activities which
were at variance with reace and. international
co-operation.

After thirty months of the Atomic Energy
Commission's labours the United Nations, he
cause of the uncompromising policy of the United
States, was further from the prohibition of
atomic weapons than it had heen in January
1946.

United States capitalist monopolies were
striving to lay their hands on all sources of
atomic energy. Under the guise of establishing
an agency for the international control of atomic,
energy they were trying to create a trust which
would operate under the aegis of the United
Nations hut which would, in fact, he above it
and would make that Organization the ohedient
servant of its unlimited powers.

The draft resolution, which sanctioned the
retention of atomic weapons in national arma
ments, could not satisfy the a~pirations of the
peoples who were directly interested in outlaw
mg the atomic homb and in seeing that the
great scientific discovery of the utilization of
ato~ic energy was placed at the service of hu
malllty to ease its daily hurden and raise its cul
turallevel. The United States capitalist mono
polie~, however, hindered the employment of
atomiC energy for peaceful purposes. Only
the selfish interests of American monopolies
could explain the attempts that were heing
ma~~ by United States official organs which,
for Instance, were doing all they could to show
that the use of atomic energy for peaceful pur
poses was economically unprofitahle and could
not be realized in practice for another 20 or
30 years. British scientints themselves consid
ered that the use of atomic energy for peaceful
en~s was being held up, hecause all the ore was
hemg used in the United States for war purposes.
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nest bien connu que lea peuples paient aujolfl\.
d'hui les depenaes de la derniere guem, d~..
penses qui, d'apres les renseignements en prQ..
venance des Etats-Unis, ont depasse 1.000 mil
liards de dollars. Mais l'on sait egalement que les
henefices des monopoles americains pendant la
guerre ont ete de 52 milliards de dollars. On
voit clairement, en rapprochant ces chiffres, quels
sont ceux qui ont besoin de la paix et de l'inter.
diction de l'utilisation de l'energie atomique a
des fins militaires, et quels sont ceUI pour qui
la production des armes atomiques et la course
aux armements sont avantageuses. On voit tres
bien ainsi aqui servira le projet de resolution
propose par la majorite de la Premiere Commis
sion, resolution qui ne constituerait un obstacle
ni aI'augmentation des armements, ni aI'accrois..
sement des budgets militaires, ni a la creation
de blocs militaires et politiques. Cette resolutioJl\
ne pourrait avoir qu'un seul resultat : une nou
velle vague de la psychose de guerre. Les peuples
qui ont lutte contre les armees des ~tat8 de
l'Axe ne peuv~mt toterer que les monopoles des
Etats-Unis les entrainent une fois de plus vers
'la guerre, ils ne peuvent toterar qu'on leur
demande de nouvelles souffrances et de nouvelles
privations, ils ne peuvent admettre de se plier
aux desirs insenses d'une clique d'aventuriers
militaires qui se permettent de presenter lem
plans comme etant l'expression de la volonte dr
leurs peuples.

Dans le monde capitaliste, la propagande par
la presse, la radio, le cinema atteint environ
10 pour 100 de la population, tandis que
9O. pour 100 echappent a son influence nefaste.
Mais m~me parmi les 10 pour 100 atteints par
la propagande, l'enorme majorite repousse avee
horreur l'idee d'une nouvelle guerre. Les pens~es

du res-te de la population se trouvent vers le
souci quotidien de gagner son pain, que ron
travaille dans les bureaux, a I'usine ou a la
ferme. Cela ne signifie pas que ces hommes
soient indifferents a ce qui se passe autour
d'eux; au contraire, la guerre de liberation les a
eveilles aune vie politique active et leur a appris
acomprendre ,que personne ne pourra rester a
I'abri de la guerr., si les forces reactionnaires la
declenchent. lis se souviennent des promesscs
qui ont et~ faites par les Gouvernements des
Etats-Unis et du Royaume-Uni et Hs leur deman
dent maintenant de les teilir.

C'est le moment que choisissent lea forces
reactionnaires des Etats-Unis et du Royaume
Uni pour presenter une resolution qui ouvrirait
la porte a une nouveUe course aUI armements,
prelude d'une nouvelle guerre; une telle resolu
tion ne signifierait rien d'autre pour les peuples
qu'une inflation toujours croissante, une aug
'mentation des imp6ts qui ne peuvent m~nque

de peser lourdement sur le niveau de vIe de

In the capitalist world propaganda by the
Press, radio and cinema reached about 10 per
cent of the population, while 90 r \cent escaped
its nefarious influence. But .even among the
10 per cent who were exposed to propaganda,
the vast majority rejected with horror the id:aal
of a new war. The thoughts of the rest of the
population were occupied with everyday prob
lems of earning their bread, whether they
worked in offices, factories, or on the land.
That did not mean t'h~t those workers were indif
ferent to what was happening around them; on
the contrary, the war of liberation had awakened
in them an active political life and had taught
them to realize that no ~ne was secure against
war if it waFj begun by the forces of revction.
They remembered the promise~' made by the
United States and United Kingdom Governments
and they now asked them to keep those promises.

That was the moment chosen by the forces of
reac tion in the United States and United King
dom to submit a resolution tha.t would open the
door to a new armaments race, the prelude to a
fresh war. Such a resolution would mean for
the people only ever-growing inflation and an
incre ase in taxation, the burden of which would
not fail to lower appreciably the living standards
of the broad masses. The ruling classes would
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It was common knowledge that today the
peoples were paying for the last war which,
according to certain United States sources, hrad
cost over 1,000,000 million dollars; but it
was also known th:tt during the war the pro£lts
of the American monopolies had amounted to
52,000 million dollars. Comparing those fig
ures, it was easy to tell who were the people who
required peace and the prohibition of atomic
energy for military purposes and who were those
who profited from the production of atomic
energy and the arma..1llents race. It was, there
fore, clear whose interests would be served by
the draft resolution proposed by the majority
of the First Committee. That resolution would
not prevent increased armaments, or higher
military budgets, or the creation of military and
political blocs. It could only result in a new
outbreak of war psychosis. Peoples that had
fought against the armies ofthe Axis Powers would
not allow United States monopolies to drag them
into a new war; they would not listen to those
who might ask them to endure new sufferings
and new privations, and they would never act in
accordance with the insensate desires of a clique
of military adventurers who had the audacity
to represent their plans as the expression of
their peoples' will.

_..__"'IIIi·.·~.-.·...:t:::, j ::C:: • •&
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classes populaires. Les classes dirigeantes feront
subir aux travailleurs les consequences de cette
desorganisation. L'augmentation des depenses
militaires qu'entraine la course aux armements
aura ineluctablement pour consequence la reduc
tion des credits destines a la construction de
10gements, d'h6pitaux, d'ecoles et a d'autres
buts sociaux et humanitaires; les classes popu
laires devront faire connaissance de plus pres
encure avec la misere, subir des privations encore
plus grandes que jusqu'a present.

Les delegations qui ont insiste a la Premiere
Commission pour que soit adopte le projet de
resolution beIge ne se rendent pas compte que
les peuples sont aujourd'hui differents de ce
qu'ils etaient au debut de la guerre contre les
Puissances de \'Axe : ils combattaient alors pour
une juste cause, pour la realisation de leurs aspi
rations legitime~; aujourd'hui, ils ne veuIent pas
que leurs sacrifices aient ete vains. C'est confor
mement a ces aspirations des peuples que la
delegation de l'URSS a presente son projet de
resolution proposant d'interdire l'arme ato
mique en tant qu'arme d'agression, de reduire
les armements des cinq grandes PGissancies qui
ont la responsabilite fondamentale du maintien
de la paix, et de creer un organisme de contr61e
ayant un mandat precis quant a la surveillance
de l'application de ces mesures.

L'avantage de ce projet de resolution est
qu'il repond aux inter~ts les plus nobles des
peuples et qu'il contribue a l'effort de coopera
tion internationale. Ce projet constitue un tout
dont on ne saurait arracher une partie sans
affuihlir la porMe de l'ensemble. C'est ce qui
explique pourquoi ses adversaires desiraient
arriver a une decision sur la question de l'energie
atomique avant l'examen du projet de I'URRS.
Mais ces manreuvres n'ont pas pu en emp~cher

l'etude, ni a la Premiere Commission, ni a
I'Assemblee generale;" leur seul resultat a ete
que les delegations des pays slaves ont eu l'occa
sion a deux reprises differentes de defendre leur
position de principe sur les questions qui ont
ete soulevees par la delegation de l'Union
sovietique.

.Le projet de resolution de l'URSS est organi
niquement lie a toute8 ies propositions ~ui ont .
ete presentees par le Gouvernement de 1Union
sovietique pendant les deux ans et demi qui
viennent de s'ecouler : la proposition du Ministre
des affaires etrangeres de l'URSS sur la reduc
tion generale et la reglementation des arme
ments, le 29 octobre 19461; le projet de con-

1 Voir les Documents oJfici8ls de la 'econde parti8 de ll' pflBmidf',
""ion de I'A"81nb18e lf6nbale, 42' seance pleniere, p. 847.
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make the workers suffer for the consequences
of that disorganization. The increase in mili
tary expenditure resulting from the armaments.
race would inevitably lead to reduced credits for
the construction of houses, hospitals and schools,
and for other humanitarian and social activities;
the broad masses would come to know even great-
er poverty and suffer even greater privations
than they were suffering now.

The delegations which, in the First Committee,
had insisted on the adoption of the Belgian
draft resolution failed to realize that the peoples
today were different from what they were at the
beginning of the war against the Axis Powers.
They had fought then for a just cause and the
attainment of their legitimate aspirations. Today
they did not want their sacrifices to have been
in vain. It was to satisfy the aspirations of the
peoples that the USSR delegation had presented
its draft resolution proposing the prohibition
of atomic weaponR as a means of aggression; the
reduction of the armaments of the five great
Powers which bore the main responsibility
for the maintenance of peace, and the creation of
a control organ with carefully defined terms of
reference for the supervision of the implemen
tation of those measures.

The value of the draft resolution lay in the
fact that it sought to promote the highest inter
ests of the peoples and that it strengthened the
efforts made to achieve international co-operation.
The draft constituted a whole from which no
part could be removed without weakening its
general effectiveness. That explained why its
')ppOnentf; had wanted to reach a decision on
atomic energy before examining the USSR
draft; but their manreuvres had not prevented it
being considered both in the First Committee
and in the General Assembly. The only result
was that the delegations of the Slav countries had
been afforded on two different occasions an
opportunity of defending the position they had
adopted on the questions raised by the Soviet
Union delegation.

The USSR draft resolution was organically
related to all the previous proposals of the Soviet
Uniop Government during the past two and a
half years, namely, the proposal of the USSR
Foreign Minister on 29 October 1946,1 regard
ing the general reduction and regulation of arma
ments; the draft convention on the prohibition

h,l :ee Ql/icial Record. of the 'econd part of the!i"t M1I8ion OJ
t enerafABBembly, 42nd plenary meeting, p. 847.
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) See Official Record.~ of the Atomic Ennrgy Commission,
First Year, No. 2.

S Ibid.• second report to the Security Council, page 88•
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of atomic weapons on 19 June 1946,1 and the
concrete proposal for the establishment of atomic
energy control on 11 June 1947.2 The draft

.resolution that was now being submitted was
not of a temporary character hut represented
the continuation of the policy of defending
international peace and security which the
Soviet Union Government had stuhbornly pur
sued throughout the thirty-one years of the
existence of the Soviet State, and from which it
had never deviated.
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vention sur l'interdiction des armes atomi~e8

le 19 juin 19461 ; la proposition concrete d eta:
hlissement du contr61e de I'energie atomique, le
11 iuin 19472• Le projet de resolution pro
pose" actuellement n'est pas un document de
caractere temporaire, mais represente bien la
continuation de la politique de defense de la
paix et de la securite internationales que le
Gouvernement de l'Union sovietique a defendue
opini~trement pendant les trente ot un ans d'exis
tence de I 'Etat sovietique, politique dont il ne
s'est jamais ecarte.

La delegation de I'URSS, prenant en considera
tion le fait que la proposition de M. Molotov, en
date du 29 octobre 1946, a ete rejetee par le
bloc anglo-americain, a introduit dans son projet
de resolution une proposition de reduction par
tieHe des armements et des forces armees non
pas par tous les ,Etats, mais seulement par les
cinq grandes Puissances. Les moyennes et petites
Puissances ne peuvent que gagner a l'adoption
du projet de I'Union sovietique, qui ne pourrait
que renforcer le sentiment de securite de cas
Etats. Les grandes Puissances gagneraient egale
ment a l'adopter, car cela dissiperait la tension
internationale et favoriserait la cooperation entre
les Etats.

Il faut egalement souligner que le projet de
resolution de I'URSS repond aux huts essentiels
de l'Organisation des Nations Unies, car il se
fonde sur l'Article 11 de la Charte et sur les
resolutions 1. (I) et 41 (I) de I'AssemhIee gene
rale; on ne peut pas en dire autant du projet
de resolution adopte par la majorite de la Pre
miere Commi!3sion, qui est contraire aux buts de
I'Organisation, a la Charte et aux resolutions
precedentes de l'Assemhlee.

La proposition de l'Union sovietique ne con
natt pas cet esprit d'incredulite et 'de pessimisme
qui se manifeste dans le projet de resolution du
bloc anglo-americain; au contraire, eUe est pene
tree d'une croyance ferme en l'existence de la
force creatrice du peuple qui, en fin de compt~,

resoudra le conflit entre les partisans de la paIX
et ceux de la guerre.

Le marechal Staline a prononce, le 29 octobre,
au sujet des fauteurs de guerre, des paroles cou
rageuses et lucides qui seront entendues dans le
monde entier. Inspiree par ces paroles et fer
mement convaincue de defendre la cause du
hien, la delegation de la Republique socialiste .
sovietique d'Ukraine votera contre le projet de
resolution de la majorite de la Premiere Com
mission et appuiera sans reserves celui de la
delegation de l'URSS.

.__...... --"-~ - .",... ... --. - ..... -- --.....~---, .......

Furthermore the USSR draft resolution was
in keeping with the hasic aims of the United
Nations, for it was founded on Article 11 of the
Charter and on resolution 1 (I) and 41 (I) of'
the General Assembly. The same could not he
said of the draft resolution adopted by the major
ity of the First Committee, which was contrary
to the aims of the Organizatiou, the Charter and
previous Assembly resolutions.

The Union Soviet proposal was free from that
spirit of mistrust and pessimism which was to
he noted in the draft resolution of the Anglo
American hloc; on the contrary, it was permeated
by a :firm helief in the creative force of the peoples
who, in the end, would decide the conflict be
tween the partisans of peace and the partisans of
war.

On 29 October, Generalissimo Stalin had spo
leen courageously and clearly on the subject of
warmongers and his words would be heard
throughout the world. Inspired by his state
ment and firmly convinced that it defended a
nohle cause, the delegation of the Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic would Yote against the
draft resolution of th,~ majority of the First Com
mittee and would unreservedly support that
of the delegation of the USSR.

Taking into consideration tho fact that Mr. Mo
lotov's proposal of 29 October 1946 had heen
rejected by the Anglo-l:...;.nericall hloc, the USSR
delegation had introduced in its present draft
resolution a proposal for the partial reduction
of armaments and armed forces, not hy all States
hut only hy the five great Powers. '1'he medium
sized and small Powers were bound to gain hy
the adoption of the Soviet Union draft, since it
could only enhance the feeling of security of
those States. The great Powers would also
gain by its adoption, for it would remove inter
national tension and encourage co-operation he
tween the different countries.
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M. HOFF}IEISTER (Tchecoslovaquie) declare que,
au cours du debat qui suivit la proposition de
l'Union ~ovietique, les orateurs s'efforcerent de
discreditel' aux yeux de I'opinion publique
l'au'i.eur de la proposition en vue dn desarme
ment; ces tentatives echouerent. D'autre part,
la presse des pays occidentaux fit le silence le
plus complet sur l'argumentation impeccable de
M. Vychinsky, afin que l'opinion populaire ne
filt pas au courant de la realite. Toutes ce~\ ten
tatives furent inutiles, car il est impossible de
desarmer cette puissance : la verite. La verite
invincible transformera la majorite en minoriM,
le jour Oll les peuples qui desirent vcritablement
la paix et le desarmement prendront conscience
du fait qu'ils sont representes par des hommes
qui, en realite, ne sont que les porte-parole de
l'opinion d'une minorite qui ne se maintient au
pouYoil' que parce qu'elle detient la puissance
economique.

La verite et la logique sont du c6te de la
proposition de l'URSSS en vue du desarmement.
Les eclats de la presse n'expriment pas I'attitude
silencieuse du peuple. Les bruits alarmistes
qu'eUe repand n'expriment plus que l'opinion
d'une minorite extr~mement restreinte, celle qui
a rejete la proposition de l'Union sovietique
tendant a reduire les armements d'un tiers.

Dans tous les pays, des millions d'8tres recla
ment la pail: et le desarmement, dans le sens
simple et non equivoque qui marque l'esprit
de la proposition de l'URSS. Le peuple des Etats
Unis, entre autres, desire la paix, mais cc desir ne
se reflete pas dans les discours de ses represen
tants, qui dissimulent le refus de desarmer sous
des pretextes derisoires et negligeables. De m~me
le peuple laborieux et eprouve de la Belgique
desire sincerement la paix, mais les discorns dn
representant beIge ne sont pas l'echo de ce desir.

n est impossible d'admettl'e l'objection selon
laquelle la creation d'un organisme complique~

charge de preparer des propositions en vue du
desarmement, doit prec6der le vote sur le prin
cipe de ce desarmement.

Si l'on considere que le budget des depenses
pour l'equipement militaire des Etats-Unis
represente pour l'annee prochaine 11 milliards
de dollars environ, on ne peut s'emp~cher de
penser au bien que l'on pourrait faire al'huma
nite en epargnant un tiers de cette somme. Le
plan quinquennal de la Republique tchecoslo
vaque, plan de realisations pacifiques, est fonde
sur un programme d'jnvestissements dans les
domainesde l'industrie, de l'agriculture, de la
construction et des transpol'ts, ainsi que sur un
programme social et culturel; les depenses pra
vues pour ce plan sont loin d'atteindre le chiffre
qui figure pour l'annee en cours au budget
militaire des Etats-Unis. Il est pourtant inutile
de souligner eombien le budget de l'armem~nt

Truth and logic were on the side. of the USSR
disarmament proposal. Outbursts in the Press
did not represent the unspoken attitude of the
people. The alarmist rumours it spread e.hroad
only expressed the views of the extremely small
minority which had rejected the Soviet Union
proposal to reduce armaments hy one-third.

Millions of human beings in all countries were
calling for peace and disarmament in the simple
and unequivocal sense in whjl'h it was set out
in the USSR proposal. The people in the United
States, like others, desired peace, but that desire
was not reflected in the speeches of its representa
tives who concealed their refusal to disarm by
ridieulous and unconvincing pretexts. Similarly
the toiling and sorely tried people of Belgium
sincerely desired peace, but the speeches of the
Belgian representative did not echo that desire.

The objection that the creation of a compli
cated organ entrusted with the preparation of
disarmament proposals shouid precede the vote
on the principle of disarmament could not be
admitted.

If they considered that the United States bud
get for the coming year provided a sum of nearly
11,000 million dollars for expenditure on mili
tary equipment, they could not but think of the
benefits that could be conferred on mankind by
saving a third of that sum. The fire-year plan
of th~ Czechoslovak Republic, a plan for realizing
peaceful aims, was founded on a programme of
mvestments in industry, agriculture, building and
transport, as well on a social and cultural pro
gramme. The estimated expenditure for that
plan represented much less than the figures
quoted in the current year's United States
military budget. There was, however, no need
to emphasize to what extent an armaments budget
was an unproductive investment. If the sums
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Mr. HOFFMEISTER (Czech1aslovakia) declared that
in the debate which followed the Soviet Union
proposal, speakel's had made every effort to
discredit the author of the disarmament prop6sal
before public opinion; those attempts had failed.
Moreover, the Press of the Western countries
had maintained absolute silence about Mr.Vyshin
sky's fau1t~ess reasoning. in. the hope t~at public
opinion mIght he kept In Ignorance 01 the true
state of affairs. All such attempts had proved
futile, for it was impossible to disarm the power
of truth I Invincible truth would transform
the majority into a minority on the day when
peoples who really desired peace and disarma
ment became aware that they were represented
by men who in reality were nothing but the
exponents of the views of a minority that main
tained itself in power only because of its eco
nomic strength.
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M. Hof}'meister se demande pourquoi tou~es

les delegations etaient d'accord, le 24 janW\f
et le 14 decembre 19 i6, pour eliminer des
armements nationaux, les armes atomiql1es et
toutes autres armes permettant des destructions
massives, alors qu'aujourd'hui la piupart d'entre

Alors que la discussion etait en cours al'Ac;sem
bIee generale, le et bloc atlantique" etait defini
tivement etabli. PeJ.'sonne n)ose nier que ce bloc
Boit dirige contre certains Etats Membres, plut6t
que contre un danger qui pourrait resulter de la
resnrrection des forces d'agression des Etats
fascistes vaincus. La conception d'un tel bloc
est en contradiction directe avec la Charte des
Nations Unies.

Les Etats-Unis ont un inter~t majeur adisso
cier la question du desarmement de la question
de l'interdiction des armes atomiques, parce ,
qu'ils produisent ces dernieres et en detiennent
le mode de fabrication.

19 November 1948

constitue un investissement improductif; si l'on
pouvait utiliser a des fins productives les
sommes ainsi gaspilIees, le choc economique
qui en resulterait pourrait mettre en marche leB
rouages d'un me"canisme qui assurerait le hien.
~tre mondial.

La proposition en vue du desarmement se lie
au souvenir de la guerre; celui-ci devrait pro.
jeter devanttous les yeux l'image de l'enormite
des perte,g e,~()nomiques subies. La reduction des
armements enrichirait le monde, materiellement
aussi hien que sur le plan de la justice soeiale et
sur celui de la culturCl. 11 est difficile de compren
dre pourquoi, a la Premiere Commission, leB
representants des pays qui ne jouissent pas d'une
opulence manifeste se sont jetes si opiniAtre
ment dans la lutte contre la proposition de dasar
mement, ou Hs n'etaient d'ailleurs pas vises
eux-m~mes. Ces representants ont sans doute
oublie tout le profit qu'iJs retireraient d'un
arr~t de la course aux armements et de l'etahlis
sement d'une atmosphere de collaboration
pacifique. Un tel revirement de la situation ac
tuene serait surtout profitable aux petits Etats,
pour lesquels la paix represente une condition
de vie ou de mort et la base du progres social
et du bien-~tre general.

Les d6bats sur la question du desarmement
ont demontre que rares sont ceux qui ont assez
de force morale pour exposer franchement leur
opinion. Aucun representant n'a eu le courage
de dire, tant a la Premiere Commission qu'a
l'AssemhIee generale, qu'il ne desire pas vraiment
l'interdiction de l'arme atomique ou la reduction
des armements. Tout le monde propose des ~\olu

tions lentes et compliquees, alors qu'il s'agit
de resoudre la question immediatement.
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thus wasted could be utilized for productive aims
the economic impetus that would result could set
machinery in motion that wouldlsure world
wide welfare.

$I

The disarmament proposal was connected with
the memory of the war. That memory should
conjure up hefore the eyes of everyone an image
of the enormous extent of the economic losses.
Areduction in armaments would enrich the world
materially as well as from the puint of view of
social justice and culture. It was hard to under
stand why, in th~ First Committee, representa
tives of countries that did not enjoy any remark
ahle opulence had flung themselves so stub
bornly into the fight against the disarmament
proposal, which in any ca&e was not aimed at
them. Those representatives had doubtless for
gotten all the benefits they would derive from
a halt in the armaments race and the establish
ment of an a~mosphere of peaceful co-operation.
Such a change in the existing situation would,
above all, prove advantageous to the small States
for which peace was a matter of life and death
and the basis of social progress and general
welfare.

The debates on the question of disarmament
had demonstrated how few were those who had
sufficient mQral strength to state their opinion
frankly. Not a single representative had had'
the courage to say, either in the First Committee
or in the General Assembly, that he did not really
want the banning of the atomic weapons or a
reduction in armaments. Everyone proposed
slQW and complicated solutions whereas it was
an E)ssential matter to settle the question imme
dilltely.

While the discussion was taking place in the
General Assembly, the ((Atlantic bloc" had been
definitely formed. No one dared to deny that
that bloc was directed against certain Member
States rather than against the danger which
could result from a resurgence of the forces of
aggression in the conquered fascist States. The
conception of such a bloc was directly contrary
to the United Nations Charter.

It was greatly to the interest of the United
States to separate the question of disarmament
from the question of the prohibition of atomic
weapons, since the United States was producing
atomic weapons and had the means of manufac
turing them.

Why was it, Mr. Hoffmeister wondered, that
whereas on 24 January and 14 December 1946
all the delegations were agreed that atomic
weapons and all other weapons for mass destruc
tion should be eliminated from national arma
ments, today most of the delegations regarded
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eUes voient dans'le desarmement et dans l'inter...
diction des armes atomiques deux points essen
tiellement distincts et sans rapports l'un avec
l'autre.

Le representant de la Tchecoslovaquie est per
suade que la proposit,ion de l'URSS verra sa rea
lisation dans un avenir plus ou moins proche.
L'humanite constatera alors avec effroi comhien
de valeurs, comhien de milliards eUe a perdus
le jour OU l'AssemhIee generale s'est prononcee
contre la proposition de l'Union sovietique et
en faveur d'une proposition qui ne donne aucune
garantie. Les espoirs de l'humanite se transfor
ment en certitude avec l'implacable precision de
la marche de l'histoire. Si l'AssemhIee generale
n'agit pas aujourd'hui dans le sens du progres
mondial, il sera decide dans ce sens plus tarde

M. KISSEL1!JV (Republique socialiste sovietique
de Bielorussie) dit que le projet de resolution
de la majorite, qui n'est autre au fond que la
solution proposee par le bloc anglo-americain,
propose de remettre la solution du probleme
de la reduction des armements a une date inde
terminee, jusqu'a ce qu'il soit possible de retablir
la confiance mutuelle entre les Etats et de rece
voir toutes les donnees necessaires sur la valeur
et l'etendue des armements de trne classique et
des forces armees des differents Etats.

Le projet de resolution de l'URSS, au con
traire, recommande aux memhres permanents
du Conseil de securite, comme premiere etape
dans la voie de la reduction des armements et des
forces armees, de reduire d'un tiers, dans le
delai d'un an, leurs for\'es terrestres, navales et
aeriennes, et prevoit la creation d'un organisme
de contr61e international; il recommande en
outre l'interdiction de l'arme atomique.

Le projet de la Belgique, devenu le projet de
resolution de la majorite de la Premiere Commis
sion, est con~u !lour exclure tout accord sur
l'interdiction de farme atomique et la reduction
des armements et des forces armees. Il tend a
mettre obstacle a l'application des resolutions
1 (I) et 41 (I) de l'AssembIee generale en date
des 24 janvier et 14 decemhre 1946. Si ce
projet de resolution est adopte, la solution de
l'un des problemes les plus critiques de l'his
toire moderne sera rujetee dans les tenebres.
L'opinion publique mondiale est fortement
inquietee par le manque de confiance mutuelle
et de cooperation entre les divers Etats, et par
l'absence d'accords sur l'interdiction de l'arme
atomique en tant qu'arme d'agression et sur la
reduction et la reglementation des armements et
des forces armees, comme le prevoit 111 Charte,
accords qui libereraient les peuples des horreurs
de la guerre et aUegeraient le fardeau toujours
croissant des depenses militaires, qui pese lour
dement sur les epaules des masses laborieuses.

36
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disarmament and the prohibition of atomic
weapons as two quite separate and unrelated
problems?

The representative of Czechoslovakia was
convinced that the USSR proposal would be real
ized in the fairly near future. Humanity would
then realize with horror how much wealth, how
many thousands of millions it had lost on the
day when the General Assembly had rejected the
Soviet Union proposal in favour of one which
gave no guarantee at all. The hopes of huma
nity were transformed into certainty with the
implacable precision of the onward march of
history. Even if the General Assembly did not
now follow the path of human progress, the
decision to follow it would be made later.

Mr. KISELEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Repub
lics) stated that the draft resolution of the
majority, which was in fact me:.;ely the draft
rewlution of the Anglo-American bloc, proposed
postponing the solution of the armaments prob
-lem for an indefinite period, until the moment
when it became possible to re-establish mutual
confidence between nations, a.nd until the neces
sary inf~rmation on the strength and size of the
conventional armaments and armed forces of
the various States became available.

The USSR draft resolution, on the other hand,
recommended to the permanent members of the
Security Council, as a first step in the reduction of
armaments and armed forces, the reduction of
their land, sea and air forces by one-third during
one year. The resolution provided for the set
ting up of an international control organ, and
also recommended the prohibition of atomic
weapons.

The Belgian draft, which had become the draft
resolution of the majority in the First Committee,
was designed to rule out any agreement on the
prohibition of atomic weapons and the reduction
of armaments and armed forces. Its aim was to
prevent the implementation of General Assem
bly resolutions 1 (I) and 41 (I) of 24 January
and 14 December 1946. If that draft resolu
tion were adopted, the hopes for a solution of
o?e of the most acute problems of contemporary
hIstory would recede into the darkness. World
public opinion was deeply concerned about the
lack. of mutual cont1dence and co-operation be
tween nations, the absence of agreements on the
prohibition of atomic weapons for aggressive
purposes and the reduction and regulation of
armaments and armed forces, as provided for in.
the Charter; agreements which would free the
peoples of the world of the horrors of war and
e~se the ever-growing burden of military expen
dItures which weighed so heavily on the shoulders
of the working masses.
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Les peuples ont le desir de mettre fin, une
fois pour toutes, aux guerres qui entrainent tant
de desastres et de destructions. C'eat dans ce hut
que fut creee l'Organisation des Nations Unies
pour realiser les aspirations de tous les peuple~
et pour assurer la paix et la securi16 interna
tionales. Il faut se rappeler les paroles du
marechal Staline, qui a declare, le 6 novemhre
1944, que les actions de cette Organisation
seront efficaces si les grandes Puissances agia
sent dans l'avenir avec le m~me esprit d'unani
mite et de CDoperation que dans la lutte contre
I'AUemagne hitIerienne. '

L'Union des Republiques socialistes sovie
tiques, fideIe it sa politique traditionnelle de
paix, a e16 le promoteur de tvutes les mesures
destinees it assurer la paix, it reduire le fardeau
des imp6ts militaires, a relever le niveau de
vie des peuples du monde. L'une de ces
mesures est la proposition relative it la reduction
generale et la reglementation des armements et
des forces armees, faite par M. Molutov lors de
la 42u seance pleniere de l'Assemblee generale.
Contre les arguments donnespar M. Molotov,
on declara qu'aucun desarmement ne pourrait
~tre commence tant que la securi16 collective
ne serait pas garantie et qu'un systeme interna
tional de contr6le et d'inspection ne serait
pas cree.

On a declare que la'signature d'une conven
tion sur l'interdiction de l'arme atomique devait
~tre accompagnee de la creation d'un systeme
efficace de contr6le et de garantie. Ces conditions
et ces reserves ont ete presentees de fa~on ohs
tinee et intransigeante par les delegations des
Etats-Unis et du Royaume-Uni. CeHes-ci vou
draient beneficier d'une securite leur permettant
d'imposer leur volonte aux autres Etats, en aug
mentant leurs armements au lieu de les reduire.

Dans tous les organes des Nations Unies, les
representants des Etats-Unis et du Royaume-Uni
ont presente des reserves et pose des conditions
dans le but de faire echouer les efforts de I'Assem
bIee generale; its se sont efforces de separer de
fa~on artificieHe la question de la reduction des
armements de celle de l'interdiction de l'arme
atomique. Pour atteindre leurs buts, ils se sont
servis de calomnies sur l'intransigeance de
I'URSS, ils ont organise une propagande po~r
jeter le discredit sur cet Etat. Cela fait parbe
du plan general de psychose de guerre dans les
pays f pitalistes.

Le projet de resolution beIge convient fort
bien au bloc anglo-americain, car il lui permet
de continuer de s'armer et d'augmenter ses
forces arwaes; iI lui pp-rmet egalement de CODS

truire des bombes atomiques et de procurer des
benefices enormes aux monopoles qui fahriquent
les armements. Tout ce projet de resol~ti~n est
dirige contre la resolution de l'Union. SOVletIqUe :
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The peoples of the world desired to put an
end, once and for all, to wars, with the disaster
and destruction they hrought in their train. It
was for that reason that the United Nations had
been formed, to realize the aspirations of people
all over the world, and ensure international
peace and security. Mr. Kiselev recalled the
words of Generalissimo Stalin, who, on 6 No
vember 194.6, had declared that the activities of
the United Nations would he effective if the great
Powers acted in 1;he future in the same spirit of
unanimity and co-operation as they had shown
in their fight aGainst hitlerite Germany.

The Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, true
to its traditional policy of peace, had been the
initiator of aU measures designed to ensure
peace, to reduce the burden of military taxatIOn,
and to raise the standard of living of the peoples
of the world. One of those measures was the
proposal for the general regulation and reduc
tion of armaments and armed forces, made hy
Mr. Molotov at the 42nd plenary meeting of the
General Assembly. In opposition to the argu
ments given by Mr. Molotov, it had been
stated that no disarmament could begin until
collective security was guaranteed and an inter
national control and inspection system estab
lished.

The conclusion of a convention for prohibition
of atomic weapons, it was stated, must be accom- .
panied by the creation of an effective system of
controls and guarantees. Those conditions and
reservations were obstinately and uncompro
misingly put forward by the .United Kingdom
and United States delegations, which wanted a
form of security such as ~Uow them to impose
their will on other State15, whilst building up
their own armaments instead of reducing them.

In all the organs of the United Nations, the
United States and United Kingdom representa
tives had made reservations and conditions to
wreck the efforts of the General Assembly. They
had tried to draw an artificial dividing Jine be
tween the question of reduction of armaments
and that of the prohibition of atomic weapons.
To achieve their purpose, they had made sland
erous accusations of intransigence against the
USSR, and organized propaganda to discredit it.
That was part of the general plan of the capitalist,
countries to build up a war psychosis.

The Belgian draft resolution suited the Anglo
American bloc very well, since it enabled them
to continue to arm and to increase the strength
of their armed forces. It also allowed them to
manufacture atomic bombs and to amass enor
mous profits for the armament monopolies.
The whole of that draft resolution was directed
against the Soviet Union resolution : its purpose
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was to discredit that resolution, and to sabotage
the concrete proposals contained in it.

30.
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il est destine a jeter le discredit sur cette reso
lution et a saboter les propositions concretes
qui y figurent.

Les evenements recents montrent que l'on
cherche a constituer un bloc militaire unique
avec les pays qui participent au plan Marsball,
cela ne tranquillise pas I'opinion puhlique
mondiale, bien au contraire.

M. Kisselev rappelle que le representant des
~hilippines a declare que le projet de resolution
de l'URSS manquait de realisme et reposait sur
une philosophie mensongere. On pourrait se
demander sur quelle philosophie repose le projet
de resolution de la Belgique. Le representant du
Royaume-Uni a egalement declar(, que les pro
positions de l'Union sovietique ne tenaient pas
compte des realites et qu'il fallait les considerer
comme une arme de propagande. Les represen
tants des Philippines et du Royaume-Uni sont
contraries de ce que le projet de resolution de
l'URSS permet de sortir de l'impasse dans
laquelle on se trouve en ce qui concerne
cette question; en effet, il repond pleinement
aux resolutions adoptees par I AssembIee gene
rale en 1946 et ses dispositions tiennent essen
tiellement compte des realites.

L'adoption des propositions de I'Union sovie
tique renforcera la certitude que I'Organisation
des Nations Unies est reellement penetree d'un
sincere desir de paix durable; ce sera un coup
serieux porte am tendances imperialistes des
groupes qui n'OITlt pas encore tire la leQon de
l'ecroulement de l'AHemagne fasciste et du Japon
imperialiste. Cela contribuera au renforcement
de la paix et aidera a ecarter le danger d'une nou
velle guerre. Cela contribuera a renforcer la
securite internationale et correspondra pleine
ment aux desirs de toutes {es nations pacifiques;
il en resultera un allegement du lourd fardeau
qui pese sur les peuples ala suite du montant
toujours plus eleve des depenses consacrees nux
armements.

Les propositions de rURSS repondent aux
vraies aspirations des peuples qui ont connu
toutes les horreurs de la guerre . l'histoire et
l'humanite ne pardonneraient pas a l'AssembIee
generale de· ne pas prendre les mesures neces
saires pour renforcer la paix et ecarter la menace
d'une nouvelle guerre.

En consequence, la delegation de la Republi
que socialiste sovietique de Bielorussie s'oppose
categoriquement au projet de resolution beIge et
appuie sans reserves celui de rURSS. Elle tient
it exprimer la conviction que ce dernier recevra
l'approbation de I'AssembIee generate, comme il
a deja reQu celle de l'opinion puhlique mondiale,
dont il reflete entierement leB aspirations et les
in'ter~ts veritables.

Adopiion of the Soviet Union proposals would
reinforce the conviction that the United Nations
was really -inspired by a sincere desire for peace.
It would be a serious blow to the imperialist
tendencies of those who had not learned the
lesson of the collapse of fascist Germany and
imperialist Japan; it would reinforce peace and
help to avert the threat of a new war; it would
serve to strengthen international security and
would fully meet the desires of all peace-loving
na~~ons; it would also ease the heavy burden
weIghing on the shoulders of the peoples as a
result of the ever-growing expenditure on arma
ments.

~he. delegation of the Byelorussian Soviet
SocIalist Republic was therefore categorically
opposed to the Belgian draft proposal, and fully
supported the USSR draft. It was convinced
that the Soviet Union draft resolution would
~eceive ~he approval of the General Assembly,
Just as It had already received the approval of
:*orld public opinion, the as,pirations and true
Interests of which it fully reflected.

~he pSSR proposals corresponded to the true
aSpll'atlOns of the peoples who had known all the
horrors ~f war; history and humanity would
not forgive the General Assembly if it did not
take the measures necessary for reinforcing
peace and avert the menace of another war.

Recent events had shown that an attempt was
being made to form the countries participating
in the Marshall Plan into a single military bloc;
that measure was not calculated to calm public
opinion but had the opposite effect.

The Philippine representative had said that
the USSR draft proposal was unrealistic, and
based on a fal~o philosophy. One might well
ask on what philosophy the Belgian draft reso
lution was based. The United lGngdom repred
sentative had also said that the Soviet Union
proposals were unrealistic, and must be regard
ed as a propaganda weapon. The represen
tatives of t';he Philippines illlld of the United
Kingdom were annoyed that the USSR draft reso
lution showed the way out of the deadlock
reached ou that subject. The resolution cor
responded fully to the resolutions adopted by
the General Assembly in 1946, and its provisions
were essentially realistic.
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19 November 1948

Le PRESIDENT met aux voix le projet de resoiu..
tion presente par la Premiere Commission
(A/722).

Par 49 voix contre 6, avec une abstentz·on, la res(}o
lution est adoptee.

Le PRESIDENT met aux voix le projet de resolu..
tion de l'Union des Republiques socialistes
sovietiques (A/723). Il annonce que, sur la
demande de diverses delegations, il sera proced6
au vote par paragraphe et par appel nominal.

PREMIER PARAGRAPHE

11 est proced8 au vote par appel nominal.

L'appel commence par l'Islande, dont le nom e,t
tire au sort par le President.

Votent pour : Pologne, Republique socialiste
sovietique d'Ukraine, Union des Republiques
socialistes sovietiques, Yougoslavie, Republique
socia!iste sovietique de Bielorussie, Tchecoslo..
vaqUle.

Votent contre : Inde, Liban, Liberia, Luxem..
hourg, Mexique, Pays-Bas, Nouvelle-Zelande,
Nicaragua, Norvege, Panama, Paraguay, Philip
pines, Arabie saoudite, Suede, Syrie, Turquie,
Union Sud-Africaine, Royaume-Uni, Etats-Unis
d'Amerique, Uruguay, Australie, Belgique, Boli
vie, Bresil, Birmanie, Canada, Chili, Chine, Cuba,
Danemark, Republique Dominicaine, Equateur.
Salvador, Ethiopie, France, Grece, Haiti, Hon..
duras.

S'abstiennent : Iran, Irak, Venezuela, Yemen,
Afghanistan, Argentine.

Par 38 voix contre 6, avec 6 abstentions, le pre
mier parasraphe est re,jete.

DEUXIEME PARAGRAPHE

It est proced8 au vote par appel nominal.

L'appel commence par la Nouvelle-Zelande, dont
le nom est tire au sort par le President.

Votent pour : Pologne, Republique socialiste
sovietique d'Ukraine, Union des Republi~ues
socialistes sovietiques, Yougoslavie, Repubhque
socia!iste sovietique de Bielorussie, Tchecoslo~
vaqule.

Votent contre : Nicaragua, Norvege, Pana~a, .
Paraguay, Suede, Turquie, Union Sud-Africame,
Royaume-Uni, Etats-Unis d'Amerique, Urugu~y,
Australie, Belgique, Bolivie, Bresil, Birmanl~,
Canada, Chili, Chine, Cuba, Danemark, Repuhli~
que Dominicaine, Equateur, Salvador, Fr?llce,
Grace, Haiti, Honduras, Luxembourg, Mexlque,
Pays-Base

S'abstiennent : Nouvelle-Zelande, Philipp~es,
Arabie saoudite, Syrie, Venezuela, Yemen, Afgha~

--'''- -.......,.-,..... --- - ~ ... -.,- .....~
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The PRESIDENT put to the vote the draft reso
lution submitted by the First Committee (A/7 22).

The resolution was adopted by 43 votes to f),
with 1 abstention.

The PRESIDENT put to the vote the draft.
resolution of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics (A/723) and announced that, at the
request of several delegations, the vote would
be taken by roll-call, paragraph by paragraph.

Against : India, Lebanon, Liberia, Luxem
hourg, Mexico, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nica
ragua, Norway, Panama, Paraguay, Philippines,
Saudi Arabia, Sweden, Syria, Turkey, Union
of South Africa, United Kingdom, United States
of America, Uruguay, Australia, Belgium, Bolivia,
Brazil, Burma, Canada, Chile, China, Cuba, .
Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El
Salvador, Ethiopia, France, Greece, Haiti, E.on
duras.

Abstaining : Iran, Iraq, Vj3nezuela, Yemen,
Mghanistan, Argentina.

The first paragraph was re,jected by 88 votes
to 6, with 6 abstentions.

FIRST PARAGRAPH

A 'Vote was taken by roll-eall, as follows.

Iceland, having been drawn by lot by the Chair
man, was called upon to vote first.

In favour : Poland, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Repl1blic, Union of ~oviet Socialist Republics,
Yugoslavia, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Repub
lic, Czechoslovakia.

SECOND PARAGRAPH

A vo~e was taken by roll-call as follows.

New Zealand, having been droawn by lot by the
Chairman, was called upon to vote first.

In favour : Poland, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Repuhlics,
Yugoslavia, Byelorussian Soviet Sccialist Repub
lic, Czechoslovakia.

Against : Nicaragua, Norway, Panama, Para
guay, Sweden, Turkey, Union of South Mrica,
United Kingdom, United States of America,
Uruguay, Australia, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil,
Burma, Canada, Chile, China, Cuba, Denmark,
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador,
France, Greece, Haiti, Honduras, Luxembourg,
Mexico, Netherlands.

Abstaininc : New Zealand, Philippines, Saudi
Arabia, Syria, Venezuela, Yemen, Afghanistan,
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14 abstentions, le
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Ethiopie, Inde, Iran, Irak,nistan, Argentine,
Liban, Liheria.

Par !J0 voia: contre 6, avec
deumieme paragraphe est reJete.

36 A

TROISlEHE PARAGRAPHE

QUATRd~ME PARAGRAPHE

1"1 est prorMe au vote par appel nominal.
•

L:1appel commence par le Perou, dont le nom est
tire au sort par le President.

Votent pour : Pologne, Repuhlique socialiste
soviet; ~iue d'Ukraine, Union des Repuhliques
socialistes sovietiques, Venezuela, Yougoslavie,
Repuhlique socialiste sovietique de Bielorussie,
Tchecoslovaquie, Inde, Mexique.

Votent contra: Arabie saoudite, Suede, Turquie,
Union Sud-Mricaine, Royaume-Uni, Etats-Unis
d'Amerique, Australia, Belgique, Bolivie, Bresil,
Birmanie, Chili, Chine, Danemark, Repuhlique
Dominicaine, Salvador, Gl'ece, Haiti, Islande,
Luxembourg, Nicaragua, Norvege, Panama, Para
guay.

S'abstz"ennent : Philippines, Syrie, Uruguay,
Yemen, Mghanistan, Argentine, Canada, Colom
hie, Cuba, Egypte, Ethiopie, France, Honduras,
Iran, :rak, Liban, Liheria, Pays-Bas, Nouvelle
Zelande.

Par 24 voix contre 9, avec 19 abstenti:;:;,s, le
quatrieme paragraphe est reJete.

11 est protide au vote par appel nominal.

L'appel commence par l'Union des Republique,
sodalistes sovietiques1 dont le nom est tire au sort par
le President.

Votent pour: Union des Repuhliques socialistes
sovietiques, Ven.8zuela, Yougoslavie, Repuhlique
socialiste sovietique de Bielorussie, Tchecoslova
quie, Pologne, Repuhlique socialiste sovietique
d'Ukraine.

Votent contre : Royaume-Uni, Etats-Unis d'Ame
rique, Australie, Belgique, Bolivie, Bresil, Bir
manie, Canada, Chili, Chine, Danemark, Repuhli
que Dominicaine, Equateur, Egypte, Salvador,
Grece, Haiti, Islande, Liheria, Luxembourg,
Pays-Bas, Nouvelle-Zelande, Nicaragua, Norvege,
Panama, Paraguay, Philippines, Arabie saoudite,
Suede, Turquie, Union Sud-Africaine.

S'abstiennent : Uruguay, Yemen, Mghanistan,
Argentine, Cuba, Ethiopie, France, Honduras,
Inde, Iran~ Irak, Lihan, Mexique, Syrie.

Par 31 voia: contre 7, avec 14 abstentions, le
troisierne paragraphe est re,jete.

A vote was taken by roll-call as follows:

Peru, having been drawn by lot by the President,
was called upon to vote first.

In favour : Poland, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
yenezuela, Yugoslavia, Byelorussian Soviet Social
Ist hepublic, Czechoslovakia, India, Mexico.

19ainst : SaUdi Arabia, Sweden, Turkey~
UnIOn of South Atrica, United Kingdom, United
Stat~s of America, Australia, Belgium, Bolivia,
B~azIl, Burma, Chile, China, Denmark, Domi
mean Republic, El Salvador, Greece, Haiti,
Ieela:nd, Luxembourg, Nicaragua, Norway, Pana
ma, Paraguay.

Abstaining : Philippines, Syria, Uruguay,i~men, Afghanistan, Argentina, Canada, Colom
la, Cuba, Egypt, Ethiopia, France, Honduras,

IrZan, Iraq, Lebanon, Liberia, Netherlands, New
ealand.

The f~urth paragraph was reJected by 24 votes
to 9, wzth 19 abstentions.

.-..~

FOURTH PARAGRAPH

Against : United Kingdom, United States of
America, Australia, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil,
Burma, Canada, Chile, China, Denmark, Domi
nican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador,
Greece, Haiti, Iceland, Liberia, Luxembourg,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway,
Panama, Paraguay, Philippines, Saudi Arabia,
Sweden, Turkey, Union of South Mrica.

Abstaining : Uruguay, Yemen, MgIlanistan,
Argentina, Cuba, Ethiopia, France, Honduras,
India, Ir~n, Iraq, Lebanon, Mexico, Syria. \~

The third paragraph was reJected by 3J votes
to 7, with 14 abstentions.

THIRD PARAGRAPH

A vote was taken by roll-call as follows.

The Union of Soviet Socialist Republz'cs, having
been drawn by lot by the President, was called upon
to vote first.

In favour : Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
Venezuela, Yugoslavia, Byelorussian Soviet Social
ist Republic, Czechoslovaida, Poland, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic.
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Argentina, Ethiopia, India, Iran, Iraq, Lebanon,
Liberia.

TIte second paragraph was reJected by 30 votes
to 6, with 14 abstentions.
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SIXdJME PARAGRAPHE

19 November 1948

CINQudMB PARlGRAPHE,

11 est Pr0cetU au vote par appel nominal.

L'appel commence Par l'Afgl~an?:sta1fl" dont le nom
est tire au sot't par le PreS'ident.

Votent pour: Republique socialiste sovietique
de Bielorussie, Tchecoslovaquie, Pologne, Repu..
blique socialiste sovietique d'Ukraine, pnion des
Repuhliques socialis'tes sovietiques, Yougoslavie.

Votent contre : Afghanistan, Australie, Belgique,
Bolivie, Bresil, Birmanie, Canadti) Chili, Chine,
Colombie, Cuba, Dapemark, Repuhlique Domini..
caine, Equateur, Egypte, Salvador, Ethiopie,
Grece, Haiti, Honduras, Islande, Inde, Lihan,
Liberia, Luxembourg, MeXique, Pays-Bas, Nou
velle-Zelande, Nicaragua, Norvege, Panama, Para..
guay, Philippines, Arabie saoudite, Suede, Syrie,
Turquie, Union Sud-Africaine, Royaume-Uni,
Etats-Unis d'Amerique, Uruguay, Venezuela.

S'abstiennent : Argentine, France, Ir,lln, Irak,
Yemen.

Par 42 voia; contre 6, avec 5 abstentions, le an
quieme Paragraphe est rejete.

11 est procede au vote Par appelnominal.

L'appel commence Par le Venezuela, ,lom Is nom
est tire au sort par le President.

Votent pour : Yougoslavie, Repuhlique soda
liste sovietique de Bielorussie, Tch6cr-dova
quie, Pologne, Republique F.Jocialiste SOYlet'qUti

d'Ukraine, Union des Republiquas soeialistcs
sovietiques.

Votent contre : Australie, Belgique, Bolivia,
Bresil, Birmanie, Canada, Chill, Chine, Colombie,
Cuba, Danemark, Republique Dominicaine, Sal
vador, France, Grece, Haiti, Honduras, Islande,
Inde, Liberia, Luxembourg, Mexique, Pays-Bas,
Nouvelle-Zelande, Nicaragua, Norvege, Panama,
Paraguay, Philippines, Arabie saoudite, Sued~,
~urquie, Union Sud-Africaine, Royaume-Um,
Etats-Unis d'Amerique, Uruguay.

S'abstiennent : Venezuela, Yemen, Afghanistan,
Argentine, Egypte, Ethiopie, Iran, Irak, Lihan,
Syrie.

Par 96 voix contre 6, avec 10 abstention., le
sixibne paragraphe est reJete.

SEPTI:E:ME P!RAGRAPHE

Il est procede au vote par appel nominal.

L'appel commence par la NOrv6ge, donI le nom e"
tire au sort par le President.

Votent pour : Pologne, Republique soci:iliste
sovietique d'Ukraine, Union des Repuhliques
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The fifth paragraph .was ;oeJected hy 42 votes
to 6, with 5 abstentions.

SIXTH PARAGRAPH
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FIFTH PARAGRAPH

A vote Wll8 taken by roll-call as follows.

Afghanistan, having been drawn by lot by the
Pres'ident, was called upon to vote first.

In favour : Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Czechoslovakia, Poland, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, Yugoslavia.

Against : Afghanistan, Australia, Belgium,
Bolivia, Brazil, Burma, Canada, Chile, China,
Colombia, Cuba, Denmark, Dominican Republic,
Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Greece,
Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, India, Lebanon,
Liberia, Luxembourg, Mexico, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway, Panama, Paraguay,
Philippines, Saudi Arabia, Sweden, Syria, Tur
key, Union of South Africa, United Kingdom,
United States of America, Uruguay, Venezuela.

Abstaining : Argentina, France, Iran, Iraq,
Yemen.

A vote Wll8 taken by roll-call as follows.

Venezuela, having been drawn by lot by the
President, was called upon to vote first.

In favour : Yugoslavia, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Czechoslovakia, Poland, Ukrai
nian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics. ..

Iad iSm

Against : Au:tralia, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil,
Burma, Canada, Chile, China, Colombia, Cuba,
Denmark, Dominican Republic, El Salvador,
France, Greece, Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, India,
Liberia, Luxembourg, Mexico, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway, Panama, Paraguay,
Philippines, Saudi Arabia" Sweden, Turkey,
Union of South Africa, United Kingdom,
United States of America, Uruguay.

Abstaining : Venezuela, Yemen, Afghanistan,
Argentina, Egypt, Ethiopia, Iran, Iraq, I lebanon, .
Syria.

The sixth paragraph was reJected by 36 votes
to 6, with 10 abstentions.

SEVENTH PARAGRAPH

A vote was taken by roll-call as follows.

Norway, having been drawn by lot by the Presi
dent, Wll8 called upon to vote first.

In favour : Poland, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
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Le PRESIDENT met au voix, amain levee, l'en
semble du projet de resolution de l'URSS.

Par 99 voix contre 6, avec 6 abstenti(ms, le
proiet de resolution est rejete.

8'abstiennent : Arabie saoudite, Syrie, Vene
zuela, Y~men, Mghanistan, Argentine, Iran, Irak,
I~ihan.

Par 97 voi3; contre 6, avec 9 abstentionBJ le
I6ptieme paragrapM 61t rejete.

HUITIF:ME PARAGRAPHE

11 est procMe au vote par appel nominal.

L 1appel commence par l'Afghanistan, dont le nom
est tire au sort par le President.

Votent pour : Repuhlique socialiste sovietique
de Bielorussie, Tchecoslovaquie, Pologne, Repu
hlique socialiste sovietique d'Ukraine, Union ues
Republiques socialistes sovietiques, Yougoslavie.

Votent contre : Australie, Belgique, Bolivie, .
Bresil, Birmanie, Canada, Chili, Chine, Colom
~ie, Cuba, Danemark, Republique Dominicaine,
Egypte, Salvador, France, Grece, Haiti, Honduras,
Islande, Inde, Liberia, Luxembourg, Pays-Bas,
Nouvelle-Zelande, Nicaragua, Norvege, Panama,
Paraguay, Philippines, Arabie saoudite, Suede,
Turquie, Union Sud-Africaine, Royaume-Uni,
Etats-Unis d'Amerique, Uruguay.

S'abstiennent : Mghanistan, Argentine, Ethio
pie, Iran, Irak; Liban, Mexique, Syrie; Venezuela,
Yemen.

Par 36 voix contre 6, avec 10 abstentions, le
huitierneparagraphe est rejete.

Against: Norway, Panama, Paraguay, Philip
pines, Sweden, Turkey, Union of South Africa,
United Kingdom, United States of America,
Uruguay~ Australia, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil,
Burma, Canada, Chile, China, !~olombia, Cuba,
Denmark, Dominican Republic, Egypt, El Sal
vador, Ethiopia, France, Greece, Haiti, Honduras,
Iceland, India, Liberia, Luxembourg, Mexico,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua.

, A vote was taken by roll-call as follows.

Afghanistan, hawing been drawn by lot by the
President was called upon to vote first.

In favour : Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Repulilic, Czechoslovakia, Poland, Ukrainian
So,rtet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Social
ist Rep~lics, Yugoslavia.

Against : Australia, Belgium, Bolivia, Erazil,
Burma, Canada, Chile, China, Colombia, Cuba,
Denmark, Dominican Republic, Egypt, El Sal
vador, France, Greece, Haiti, Honduras, Iceland,
India, Liberia, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway, Panama, Paraguay,
Philippines, Saudi Arabia, Sweden, Turkey,
Union of South Africa, United Kingdom, United
States of America, Uruguay.

Abstaining : Mghanistan, Argentina, Ethiol)ia,
Iran, Iraq, Lebanon, Mexico, SYJ.:a, Venezuela,
Yemen.

The eighth paragraph was reJected by 36 votes
to 6, with 10 abstentions.

The PRESIDENT put to a vote, by show of hands,
the USSR draft resolution as a whole.

The draft resolution was reJected by 99 votes to
6, with 6'abstentiortl.

EIGHTH PARAGRAPH

Abstaining : Saudi Arabia, Syria, Venezuela,
Yemen, Afghanistan, Argentina, Iran, Iraq,
Lebanon.

The seventh paragraph was reiected by 97 votes
to 6, with 9 abstentions.

Th~ PRESIDENT, at the request of the repra- Le PRESIDENT, sur la demande du representant
sentative of Poland, put to a vote, paragraph de la Pologne, met aux vou, par paragraphes, et
by paragraph, by show of hands, the Polish amain levee, le projet de resolution de la Po-
resolution. logne (A/732).

The first paragraph was rejected by 21 votes Par 21 MX contre 6, avec 17 abst81tcions, le
to 6, with 17 abstentions. premier paragraphe est rejete.

The second paragraph was reiected by 29 votes Par 29 voix con~re 6, avec 19 abstentions, le
to 6, with 19 abstentions. deuxibne paragraphe est re;ete.

________-- 3.6.A,_.._.1
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Yugoslavia, Byelo!,ussian Soviet Socialist Repub- I socialistes sovietiques, Yougoslavie, Repuhlique
lie, Czechoslovakia. so~ialiste sovietique de Bielorussie, Tchecoslova

qwe.
Votent contre : Norvege, Panama, Paraguay,

Philippines, Suede, Turquie, Union Sud-Afri
caine, Royaume-Uni, Etats-Unis d'Amerique,
Uruguay, Australie, Belgique, Bolivie, Bresil,
Birmanie, Canada, Chili, Chine, Colombie, Cuba,
Danemark, Republique Dominicaine, Egypte,
Salvador, Ethiopie, France, Grece, Haiti, Hon
duras, Islande, Inde~ Liberia, Luxembourg,
Mexique, Pays-Bas, NIJmvelle-Zelande, Nicaragua.
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Par 28 voix contre 7, avoc 20 abstentions, le
troisieme paragraphe est rejete.

Par 18 voix contre 7, avec 18 abstentions, le
quatrieme para8rapke est reJete.

Par 90 voix contre 6, avec 6 abstentions" 19 cin
quieme paraurap/te est re,jete.

Par 90 voix contre 6, avec 8 abstentions, le
sixieme paragrapke est rejete.

Par 92 voix contre 6, avec 10 ab,tlJntions, le
septt'eme paraarap/te est rejete.

Par 92 voix contre 6, avec 10 abstentions, le
huitieme parafP'apke est rejete.

Par 99 voix contre 6, af)eC 5 abstentions, l'en
semble du projet de resolution de la .PoloBnB est reiele.

M. VAN ROIJEN (Pays-Bas) tient a expliquer
pourquoi, lors du vote sW' les projets de resolu
tion de la Pologne et de I'UnSS, sa delegation
s'est ahstenue de voter sur certains paragraphes,
tout en votant contre certains autres.

Ces projets de resolution traitaient de la m~me

question que le projet de re$olution propose par
la Premiere Commission, et dont I'AssembIee
generale vient de faire une resolution. La delega
tion neerlandaise a vote en faveur de cette resoluM

tion. ERe avait, au contraire, de graves objections
aopposer aux dispositifs des projets de resolution
de la Pologne et de I'Union sovietique qu'elle
juge incompatibles avee 19. resolution deja adop
tee. La delegation des Pays-Bas a vowu rejeter
les proj~ts de resolution de la Pologne et de
l'URSS dans leur ensemble. .

Tout en reconnaissant que certains conside
rants en etaient acceptahles isolement, la delega
tion des Pays-Bas estime que c ellt ete un non
sens que de les adopter en les separant de leur
contexte. D'ailleure, ces consideran,ts se retrou
vent, et sous une fOI'me meilleure, dans la resolu
tion adoptee par I'Assemhlee generale. En adop
tant isolement quelques considerants des projets
de resolution de la Pologne et de I'URSS, l'As
semhlee generale aurait couru le risque de voir
surgir, en cas de divergence entre les differents
textes aOloptes, des discussions sur la question
de savoil' quel texte devait prevaloir.

Les diyerses nuances du vote de la delegation,
neerlandaise n'expriment pas forcement un desae
cord avell} le principe ~nonce dans tel ou tel
paragraplle. La delegation neerlandaise s'est tout
simplement retusee avoter une seconde fois d~s
dispositions deja adoptees sous une forme mail
leure.

Certes, ces votes n~gatifs ou ces abstentions,
sur des palragraphes qui ne soot pas inacceptables
en soi, pOllrront semr les desselos d'une propa
gande dirigee contre ceux qui se refusent it
accepter les doctrines communistes. La del~88'"
tion des Pays-Bas n'en persiste pas mains a SUlvre

la voie de la logique et de la raison.
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The third paraeraph was reJected by 29 votes
to 7, with 20 abstentions.

The fourth paragraph was reJected by 18 votes
to 7, wt'th 18 abstentions.

The fift/~ paro,grap/~ was reJected by 90 votes
to 6, with 6 abstentions.

The sixth paraeraph was reJected by tJ0 votes
to 6, wit/~ 8 abstentions.

Tlhe seventh parauraph was reJected ~y 92 votes
to 6" with 10 abstentions.

T~le eiBhth parauraph was reiected by 92 votes
to 6)1 with 10 abstentions.

The Polish draft resolution as a whole was reJected
by 99 votes to 6, with 5 abstentions.

Mr. VAN ROIJ'EN (Netherlands) said that he
wished to explain why his delegation had
abstained from voting on certain paragraphs of
the Polish and USSR draft resolutions· whereas
it had voted against other paragraphs.

Those draft resolutions had dealt with the
same question as the draft resolution proposed
by the First Committee, which the General
Assembly had just adopted. The Netherlands
delegation had voted for that resolution. It
had, on the other hand, serious objections to
the operative part of the Polish and Soviet
Union draft resolutions which it believed to
be inconsistent with the resolution already
adopted. It had wished that the Polish and '
USSR draft resolutions should be rejected in
their entiret)r.

Although it admitted that certain parts of the
preambles might be acceptahle when taken
separately, there would have been no sense in
adopting them apart from their context. More
over, those preambles were found in a better
form in the resolution adopted by the General
Assembly. By approving some parts only of the
preambles to the Polish and USSR draft
resolutions, the General Assembly would have
run the risk, in case of divergence between the
various texts adopted, of discussions arising on
the question of which of the two texts should
prevail,

The variations in the Netherlands delega
tion's vote did not necessarily mean that it dis
agreed with the principle set forth in one para
graph or anuther. It had simply refused to
vote a second time on provisions already adopted
in a hetter form.

It was true that such negative votes or ab
stentions on paragraphs which were not unaccep
table in themselves might be used for propa
ganda purposes against those who refused to
accept communist doctrine. Despite that, the
Netherlands delegation would continue to fol
low the path of logic and reason.
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Le PRESIDENT croit savoir que la question de
l'aide aux refugies de Palestine ne soulevera pas
de discussion.

'L'AssembIee generale est saisie du rapport de
la Troisieme Commission et de celui de la Cin
quieme Commission, ce dernier proposant cer
taines modifications au projet de resolution ela
hore par la Troisieme Commission.

En l'absence de M. Saint-Lot, Rapporteur de
la Troisieme Commission, le President donne la
parole El M. Machado, Rapporteur de laCinquieme
Commission.
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83. Troisieme partie du rapport interi
maire du Mediateur des Nations
Unies pour la Palestine : assistance
aux refugies ; rapports de la Troi
sieme Commission (A/725) et de
la Cinquieme Commission (A/726)

M. M!CHADO (Bresil), Rapporteur de la Cin
quieme Commission, presente le rapport de cette
Commission relatif aux incidences financieres du
projet de resolution soumis par la Troisieme
C01mnission. La Cinquieme Commission s'est
declaree d'accord sur le tene propose, sauf sur
trois points de detail, qui font l'objet des alin~as

a, b et c du paragraphe 2 du rapport.
L'alinea a constitue un amendement au para

graphe 2 du dispositil du projet de resolution
presente par la Troisieme Commission : il com
plete ce paragraphe et evalue it 2.500.000 dol
lars environ les depenses administratives et les
depenses d'execution sur place.

L'alinea b constitue un amendement au para
graphe 3 du dispositif du projet de resolution:
il propose l'insertion des mots «en consultation
avec le Comite consultatif pour les questions
administratives et budgetaires" El la suite des
mots r.cAutorise le Secretaire general ... ".

Enfin, l'alinea c constitue un amendement au
paragraphe 9 du dispositif du projet de resolu
tion, amendement qui porte sur le choix du lieu
Oll s'installeront les services du Directeur de
l'aide, et qui confie au Secretaire general le soin
d'exercer ce ch<»ix.

Il appartient a l'AssembIee generale d'accepter
Oli. de rejeter ces trois Iegeres modifications. La
Cinquieme Commission accepte le reste du texte
propose par la Troisieme Commission.

Le PRESIDENT donne lecture des paragraphes
2 et 3 du dispositif du projet de resolution et .
indique les modifie~tions que leur apportent les
aI?e~dements proposes par la Cinquieme Com
mISSIOn.

Quant au paragraphe 9 du disp08itil du projet
de resolution et El l'amendement qui s'y rapporte,
il s'agit la d'une question un peu plus delicate,

In the absence of Mr. Saint-Lot, Rapporteur
of the Third Committee, he called upon Mr.
Machado, Rapporteur of the Fifth Committee.

The PRESIDENT said he believed that the ques
tion of assistance to the Palestine refugees
would not give rise to discussion.

The General Assemhly had before it the reports
of the Third Committee and of the Fifth Com
mittee, the latter proposing certain modifica
tions in the Third Committee's draft resolution.
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83. Part III of the progress report of
the United Nations Mediator on
Palestine: assistance to refugees;
reports of the Third Committee
(A/725) and Fifth Committee
(A/726)

,
Mr. MACHADO (Brazil), Rapporteur of the Fifth

Committee, submitted th~ r~port ofthat Commit
tee on the financial implications ofthe draft reso
lution presented by the Third Committee.
The Fifth Committee had declared its agree
ment with the text submitted, except on three
points of detail contained in sub-paragraphs (a),
(b) and (c) of paragraph 2 of the report.

Sub-paragraph (a) was an amendment to
paragraph' 2 of the operative part of the draft
resolution submitted Ey the Third Committee :
it supplemented paragraph 2 and estimated
administrative and local operational expenses
at approximately 2,500,000 dollars.

SUb-paragraph (b) was an amendment to
paragraph 3 of the operative part of the reso
lution : it proposed to insert the words «in
consultation with the Advisory Committee on
Administrative and Budgetary Questions" after
the words «Authorizes the Secretary-General".

Finally, sub-paragraph (c) was an amendment
to paragraph 9 of the operative part of the draft
resolution. The amendment dealt with the
choice of the place where the headquarters of
the Director of Relief would be established and
authorized the Secretary-General to make that
choice,

.It was for the General Assembly to accept or
r~Jeet those. three slight modifications. The
Fifth Comnuttee accepted the remainder of th~
text proposed by' the 1'hird Committee.

The PRESIDENT read out paragraphs 2 and 3 of
th~ operative part of the draft resolution, and
fOInted out the modifications thereto suggested
y th? am,endments proposed by the Fifth

CommIttee.
Paragraph 9 of the operative part of the draft

resolution and the amendment thereto referred
~ the more delicate question concerning the
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Naturellement, cette declaration du Secretaire
general ne lie en rien l'Assemhlee generale; mais
elle apporte une solution satisfaisante ace pro
hlame particulier.

ANDRAOS Bey (Egypte) croit devoir fournir
quelques explicati,ons sur l,es raisons pour les
queUes la delegatIOn de I'Egypte, avec celle de .
l'Arabie saoudite, se l'allie en fin de compte ala
formule de conciliation que l'on vient de propoM
ser.

Au dehut de la discussion, les differentes dele
gations, comme les constructeurs d'une pyramide,
ne pouvaient voir qu'un des angles de l'oouvre
commencee. Mais, amesure que l'edifice s'elevait,
le regard s'etendait plus loin et emhrassait flna..
lement l'ensemble. C'est ainsi que les repreBe\n-
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celle du lieu ou s'installeront les services centraux
du Directeur de l'Aide des Nations Unies aux
re£ugies de l'alestine.

Afin d'aplanir. les divergences qui se sont eIe
vees entre la Troisieme et la Cinquieme Commis
sion en ce qui concerne le paragraphe 9 du projet
de resolution relatifal'aide aux refugies de Pales
tine et d'acceIerer l'adoption de ce plan si urgent,
il est propose d'omettre toute mention du mo~

tt siege" dans le texte du projet de resolution.
Le paragraphe 9 serait ainsi conc;u :

cc Invite le Secretaire general a designer un
Directeur de I'Aide des Nations linies aux reru
gies de Palestine, a qui le Secretaire general
pourradeleguer toutes responsabilit6s qu'iljugera
appropriees pol1I' la preparation et I'execution
de l'ensemhle du programme d'assistance.»

Le Secretaire general a autorise le President
adeclarer que, si cette proposition est adoptee,
il est dispose a supprimer dans son plan (A/C.
3/SC.2/14) toute allusion au lieu ou s'installeront
les services du Directeur de l'Aide et a retirer
toutes les declarations qui ont eta faites 0n son
nom a cet egard. 11 est convaincu que, pour
l'accomplissement de sa tache en vertu des dispo
sitions de la resolution et des accords qui doivent
~tre conclus avec les institutions chargees de
l'execution, le Directeur aura hesoin de locaux
~itues ailleurs que dans le Moyen Orient, mais
qu'il aura aussi, sans aucun doute, hesoin de
locaux situes dans cette region et estimera im
portant, necessaire m~me, d'y passer une honne
partie de son temps et de designer, en cas d'ab
sence, une personne disposant d'une autorite
suffisante pour le remplacer dans cette region.

Cette solution semble parfaitement raison
nable : elle concilie tous les points de vue, ene
permet au Directeur de l'Aide de s'installer
aiHeure que dans le Moyen Orient, tout en ayant
certains services administratifs sur place.

I

At the beginning of the discussion, the
various delegations, like men huilding a pyramid,
could only see one special angle of the work
they had hegun. As the huilding grew, however,
so their view of it was widened until it finally
embraced the whole. Similarly, at the outset

In order to reconcile the difference of opinion
hetween the Third Committee and the Fifth
Committee in regard to paragraph 9 of the
draft resolution concerning aid to the Palestine
refugees and to hasten the adoption of that urgent
plan, it was proposed that any mention of the
word cc headquarters" should he omitted from
the paragraph in the text of the draft resolution.
Paragraph 9 would thus read:

cc Requests the Secretary-General to appoint
a Director of United Nations Relief for Palestine
Refug~es, to whom he may delegate such respon
sihility as he may consider appropriate for the
overall planning and implementation of the
relief programme."

The Secretary-General had authorized the
President to state that if that proposal was
accepted he was pre~ared to delete from his
plan (A/C.3/SC.2/14) any reference to the
Director's headquarters or its location, and to
withdraw any statements made in that regard
on his behalf. The Secretary-General's helief
was that while, for the discharge of his respon
sihilities under that resolution and the agree
ments to he entered into with operational
agencies, the Director would require premises
elsewhere than in the Middle East, he would
also undouhtedly require premises in that area
and would find it important and necessary to
spend a considerahle part of his time there and
to designate when absent a person with suffi
cient authority to carry out his duties in the
area.

That solution seemed perfectly reasonahle;
it reconciled all the views and made it possihle
for the Director of Relief to have premises else
where than in the Middle East, while he could
keep certain administrative services on the
spot.

That declaration of the Secretary-General did
not, of course, hind the General Assembly in
any way; it did, however, offer a satisfactory
solution to that particular prohlem.

ANDRAOS Bey (Egypt) thought that he ought
to explain the reasons why the Egyptian dele
gation, together' with that of Saudi Arabia,
had finally agreed to the formula of conciliation
which had heen proposed.
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site for the headquarters of the United Nations
Director for Palestine Refugee Relief.
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Le Directeur sera sans aucun doute une per
sonnalite eminente, inder.endante, d'une haute
valeur morale, ayant deja si possible quelquQ
experience dans le domaine d.e l'assistance sociale.
Il devra ~tre d'une grande abnegation et d'une
immense bonne volonte.

La delegation de l'Egypte, reconnaissant l'es
prit de conciliation que manifeste le Secretaire
general, accepte sans reserve la suppression de
toute allusion au siege du Directeur de l'Aide.

M. DAVIES (Royaume-Uni) est persuade que
toutes les delegationssauronthOD gre au represen
tant de l'Egypte de l'esprit de conciliation dont
il vient de faire preuve sur l'un des points du

Mr. DAVIES (United Kingdom) was convinced
that aU delegations would appreciate' the spirit
of conciliation shown by the Egyptian delegation
on one of the most controversial issues raised

He recognized that a doctor should be close
to the bedside of his patient; but it had been
maintained that the Director was not the doctor

'treating the case, but rather one who had been
called in for consultation, and that the various
local agencies would fulfil the role of the doctor
treating the case.

To avoid prolonging the discussion and in
order to take into account the extreme urgency
of the P!oblem, the Egyptian delegation would
not insist on the question of the Director's head- I

quarters. It would thus show that its attitude
was not dictated by considerations of prestige
and that Egypt had merely sought to prepare a
concrete and workable scheme. The Egyptian
delegation asked the delegations which had
previously supported it during the discussion
of that question to agree now to 'the compromise
accepted by the Secretary-General. It would
no longer be a question of the tt headquarters"
but of premises of the Director, which would
be both in the Middle East and elsewhere.
In any case the Director would always leave
in the Middle East a representative with suffi-
cient powers. \

The Director would, without any doubt, be
an eminent person of independent character
and high moral standing, if possible with pre
vious experience in the field of social assistance.
He should be self-sacrificing and have a great
deal: of goodwill.

The Egyptian delegation recognized the spirit
of conciliation shown by the Secretary-General
and unreservedly accepted the omissiun of any
reference to the headquarters of the Director.
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the representatives of Egypt and Saudi Arabia tants de I'Egypte et de l'Arabie saoudite esti-
had considered that the Director should be maient tout d'abord que le Directeur devait
as close as possible to the area where his assis- s'installer le plus pres possible de la region ou
tance was needed. Many other delegations, l'assistance aUait intervenir. De nombreuses
which shared the opinion of the SecrBtary- autres delegations, partageant le point de vue du
General, had thought that it would be the Secretaire general, estimaient que le Directeur
Director's principal task to collect funds and de l'Aide aurait pour tAche principale de recueillir
to ensure the co-ordination of the various les fonds et d'assurer la liaison entre les diverses
voluntary organizations to which he would organisations benevoles a qui l'Aide doit faire
appeal for help. . appel.

The cl.elegations of Egypt and Saudi Arabia Les delegations de l'Egypte et de I'Arabie
had 'wished to give precedence to humanitarian saoudite voulaient donner la primaute aux pre·..
considerations. They had thought that with occupations humanitaires, elIes pensaient que
the help of the radio, telephone and telegraph, grAce a la radio, au telephone et au teMgraphe,
the Director could doubtless obtain informa- le Directeur de l'Aide obtiendrait sans doute des
tion concerning supplies, purchases and trans- renseignements sur les approvisionnements, les
port, but that such technical means would not achats, les transports, mais que de tels moyens
he sufficient to maintain a living and intimate techniques ne lui permettraient pas de se tenir
contact with the suffering refugees. en contact vivant ~t intime avec les souffrances

des refugies.
Cependant, tout en reconnaissant qu'un mede

cin doit venir au chevet de son malade, on alM
guait que le Directeur ne pouvait se comparer a
un medecin traitant, qu'il etait plutbt un medecin
appele en consultation, et que les diverses insti
tutions rempliraient Silr place le rble du medecin
traitant.

Pour eviter de prolonger la discussion et pour
tenir compte de l'extr~me urgence de ce probleme,
la delegation de l'Egypte n'insistera pas sur cette
question du siege du Directeur. Cela demontrera
que l'attituda de la delegation de l'Egypte n'etait
pas dictee par un souci de prestige, que I'Egypte
cherchait simplement aelaborer un plan concret
et pratique. La delegation egyptienne prie les
delegations qui partageaient son point de vue lors
de la discussion de cette question de bien vouloir
se rallier maintenant au compromis accepte par
le Secretaire general, a savoir qu'on ne parle plus
de «sieges", qu'o:u admette simplement que le
Directeur de I'Aide aura des locaux tant dans le
Moyen Orient qu'ailleurs. En tout cas, le E'jrec
teur laissera toujours sur place un representant
muni de pouvoirs suffisants.
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Ces premiers efforts sont cependant insuffi
sants, leurs resultats sont, helas, minimes en com
paraison des miseres qu'ils doivent soulager. La
somme de 29.500.000 dollars, augmentee des
2.500.000 dollars prevus par la Cinquieme Com·
missionJ ne couvrira qu'une periode de neuf mois
se terminant le 31 aoftt 1949. D'autres mesures
s'imposeront donc d'ici la prochaine session de
I'Assemblee generale, et tant que l'on n'aura pas
retabli la paix en Palestine et resolu le probleme
du rapatriement. S'il faut penser a l'avenir, iI .
n'en faut pas moins faire face aux necessites
urgentes du present.

C'est pourquoi le Gouvernement du Royaume
Uni, conscient de ses obligations internationales,
a deja decide de verser, tant en especes qu'en

Le projet de resolution reconnait les efforts
qu'ont deja deployes de nombreux Etats, notam
ment les Etats arabes, pour venir en aide aUI
refugies. Sans leur aide genereuse et sans celle
des organisations benevoles, la situation serait
hien pire; iI est donc juste que la resolution
reconnaisse de tels efforts. .

M. Davies tient a faire observer que, par le
dernier considerant du projet de resolution,
l'Assemblee generale n'a pas la pretention de
retablir la paix en Palestine par le seul fait de
venir en aide aux refugies; elle n'a m~me pas la
pretention de resoudre le probleme que pose leur
deplacement. Elle estime simplement, et ce fut
la seule intention de la Troisieme Commission en
redigeant ce considerant, que l'Organisation des
Nations Unies, en remediant sans delai a la
detresse des refugies palestiniens, remplit une
des conditions minima du retablissement de la
paix en Palestine.
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projet de resolution qui ait e~uleve le plus de
controverses. La delegation du Royaume-Uni
accepte egalement ce compromis. C'est d'ailleurs
la delegation du Royaume-Uni ~ui prit l'initiative
d'attirer l'attention de la Troisleme Commission
sur l'urgente necessiM de porter secours aUI
refugies palestiniens.

On se souvient que le projet de resolution de
la Troisieme Commission se fonde sur les rapports
de feu le comte Bernadotte1 dt du Mediateur par
interim (A/689, A/689/Corr. 1, A/689/Add. 1),
rapports qui revelaient la situation atroce de
refugies palestiniens, en majoriM des femmes,
de jeunes enfants et des vieillards, sans ahris,
sans nourriture, en proie aux maladies infec
tieuses. Le projet de resolution tend a leur procu
rer l'aide dont Hs ont un si urgent hesoin.

------_.- --- - _. -" _.."., ..... ·.¥I"I"·~ ....
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by the draft resolution. The United Kingdom
delegation 'also accepted that compromise. If
was the United Kingdom delegation which had
taken the initiative of drawing the attention of
the Third Committee to the urgent necessity
of bringing relief to the Palestine refugees.

1 See Ojficial Records oJthe third 8es8ion ofthe General A88embly, 1 Voir leB Document8 officiel8 de la troisiAme 1888ion de I'A88C11l-
Supplement No, 11. bUe gonorale, Bupp16ment nO 11.

He recalled that the draft resolution of the
Third Committee was based on the reports of
ihe late Count Bernadotte1 and of the Acting
Mediator (A/689, A/689jCorr.l, A/689/Add.l).
Those reports had revealed the terrible condi
tions of the Palestine refugees, the majority
of which were women, small children and old
men, withQut shelter and food and exposed to
the ravages of infectious dis~~ses. The draft
resolution was designed to obtain for them the
relif)f they so urgently needed.

In connexion with the last paragraph of the
preamble of the draft resolutbn Mr. Davies
wished to point out that the General Assembly
knew that it could not bring peace to Palestine
merely by assisting the refugees; it did not even
think that it could solve the problem created
by their displacement. It considered simply,

, and that alone had been the intention of the
Third Committee in drafting the paragraph in
question, that in relieving without delay the
distress of the Palestine refugees, the United
Nations was fulfilling one of the minimum condi
tions necessary for the re-establishment of peace
in Palestine.

The draft resolution recognized the efforts
which had already been made by many COUJll

tries, especially the Arab States, to bring relief
to the refugees. Without their generous aid
and without the help of the voluntary organi
zations, the situation would have beeL much
worse; it was therefore right that the resolution
should recognize those efforts.

Those first efforts had, however, not been
enough and their results had heen pitiably
small in comparison to the distress which had
to he relieved. The sum of 29,500,000 dollars
plus the 2,500,000 dollars provided hy the
Fifth Committee, would only cover a period
of nine months anding 31 August 1949. Other
measures would therefore have to be taken by
the time the Generel Assembly met again, unless
peace had been re-established in Palestine and
the problem of :repatriation solved. Although
they must look to the future, the urgent neces
sities of the present should nevertheless, be
faced. .

It was for that reason that the United Kingdom
Government, with full recognition of its inter
national ohligations, had already decided to
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Naturellement, et la resolution le prevoit, Cf~

seront surtout les organisations benevoles telles
que la Croix-Rouge internationale et le (1.. oissant~.
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nature, une contribution d'J'~ million de livres
sterling.

n compte qu'un grand nombre d'autres Gou
vernements fohrniront un effort comp'arable. Si,
par des mesures pratiques, les autres Etats mani
festent leur solidarite vis-a.-vis des refugies,
l'AssembIee generale y gagnera en reputation;
car c'est le bon renom de l'Organisation des
Nations Unies qui est en jeu dans le Moyen
Orient.

Les mesures prises jusqu'a. present sont tres
insuffisantes, faute d'approvisionnements et faute
d'argent. Or, en dehors des contributions versees
immediatement, l'Organisation des Nations Unies
ne peut disposer que des disponibilites du fonds
de roulement. Ce n'est qu'apres m"tire reflexion
que le 'Gouvernement du Royaume-Uni a decide
d'appuyer la proposition tendant aprelever une
avance de 5 millions de dollars sur le fonds de
roulement. Une telle avance se justifie du fait
de l'urgence de la situation, mais il faut esperer
que les Membres verseront des contributions
assez rapidement pour que l'on puisse eviter de
prelever la totaliM de cette somme sur le fonds de
roulement.

C'est aussi a. cause de l'urgence de la situati~n

que la delegation du Royaume-Uni a demande
que le Fonds international de secours a. l'enfance
poursuive et developpe son reuvre et consacre la
moitie des 80mmes qui lui sont revenues a la suite
de la liquidation de l'UNRRA a. secourir les
enfants et les meres qui sont en si grand nombre
purmi les refugies palestiniens. Cette mesure se
justifiait etant donne le temps qui a ete necessaire
pour que d'autres plans soi3nt presentee a J'As
sembIee generale. Bien plus, l'action menee par
le Fonds international de secours a l'enfance a ete
la seule a. soutenir le prestige de l'Organisation
des Nations Unies, avant que soit elabore le
projet de resolution. Mais ce n'est la. qu'une aide
compIementaire, il n'emp~cheque les 29 millions
500.000 dollars devraient ~tre souscrits rapi
dement.

Quant aux modalites de l'organisation des
secours, elles ont donne lieu a. de nombreuues
discussions. La resolution fournit sur ce point
des conclusions fort nettes. C'est le Secretaire
general qui est responsable de l'administration
du fonds special; il nommera un directeur qui
recevra les contrihutions, se procurera des appro
visionnements et coordonnera les efforts de tous
ceux qui veulent aider les refugies palestiniens.
Le Directeur sera aide par des volontaires de
tous les pays. Des equipes se constituent deja au
Royaume-Uni et sont pr~tes a. partir pour la Pales
tiue et dans les pays voisins.
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make a contribution of one million pound;; ster
ling, part in cash and part in kind.

It was given on the undeutanding that many
other Governments would endeavour to con
tribute proportional amounts. If the other
States showed ~heir sympathy for the refugees
in practical terms, they would enhance the repu
tation of the General Assembly, for the good
name of the United Nations was jeopardized
in the Middle East.

The measures taken so far were most inade
quate, because of the want of supplies and money.
Apart from the contributions made immedi
ately, the only money available was the Working
Capital Fund of the United Nations. It was
only after careful consideration that the United
Kingdom Government had decided to support
the proposal that an advance of 5 million dollars
should be taken from the Working Capital
Fund. Such an advance was justified by the
urgency of the situation, but it was to he hoped
that Members would pay their contrihutions
sufficiently quickly to avoid having to take the
'whole of that sum from the Working Capital
Fund.

The urgency of the situation had also promp
ted the United Kingdom delegation to ask that
the International Children's Emergency Fund
should continue and expand its work and should
devote half of the moneys the Fund had in-·
herited from the residual assets of UNRRA to
helping children and mothers who constituted
such a large proportion of the total number
of Palestine refugees. That measure had heen
justified in view of the length of time it had
token for bringing other plans hefore the
General Assembly. Moreover, the activity of
the International Children's Emergency Fund
had alone upheld the prestige of the United
Nations until the draft resolution had heen for
mulated. That was, however, only supplemen
tary help and did not lessen the urgent need
for the 29,500,000 dollars.

There had been much discussion concerning
the organization for administering relief. The
resolution incorporated some very clear co~~lu

sions on that point. The Secretary-General
was made responsible for the administration
of the Special Fund; he would appoint a director
who would receive contributions, procure 8UP

plie~ and co"ordinate the work of all those who
wished to aid the Palestine refugees. The
Director of Relief would be helped by volun
teers from all countries; teams of volunteers
were already being formed in the United King
dom and were ready to leave for Palestine and
the neighhouring countries.

The actual distribution of supplies would of
course be carried out largely by the voluntary
organizations, such as the International Red
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M. BURGER (Pays-Bas) rappelle que I'AssembIee
generale et le monde entier ne sont au courant
que depuis quelques semaines de la detresse d'un
demi-million de refugies de Palestine.

On s'est rendu compte tout de suite que les frais
seraient considerahles : on n'en a pas moins
estime qu'il falIait ahsolument donner aces rem'"
gies une aide effioace et immediate. On pensa alors

La delegation du Royaume-Uni adresse done
un pressant appel aux Etats Membres, non seu~
lement pour qu'ils adoptent a l'unanimite la
resolution, mais pour qu'ils pressent leur Gou~

vernement de verser leur contribution aussiMt
que possihle. Rien ne peut arr~ter la marche des
saisons : l'hiver vient, des ~tres humains sont
dans le hesoin. Leur misere doit emouvoir la
conscience du monde.

M. BROUSTRA (France) indique que la France,
ayant vecu des heures douloureuB.:;,s, mesure
toute l'ampleur de l'effort que les Nations Unies
doivent entreprendre pour soulager la misere
des refugies de Palestine.

La delegation franQaise avait propose que lea
premieres contributions fussent ohligatoires pour
tous les Etats. Membl'es, et proportionneHes a leur
participation au hudget de 1'0rgt>'isation. Cette
proposition a ete ecartee, mais la ligne de conduite
de la France reste la m~me.

La France a deja fourni une aide 8ubstantielle
en nature; elle veut contribuer a rendre aUI
refugies unt existence digne de la personnalite
humaine. Le Gouvernement franQais se propose
de demander au Parlement le vote d'un credit de
500 millions de francs, representant sa contri
bution en nature et en especes.
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Rouge qui assureront la distribution des secours.
La resolution envisage egalement le rMe que
devront jouer les institutions specialisees de I'Or~

ganisation des Nations Unies. C'est le Directeur
de I'Aide qui coordonnera l'action de tous ces
organismes, mais c'est le Secretaire generallui~

m~me qui doit avoir I'entiere responsabilite de
l'administration du fonds, tAche pour laqueHe if
pou.rra prendre l'avis d'un comite consultatif spe
cial de sept memhres nommes par le President
de I'Assemhlee generale.

·Le representant du Royaume-Uni espere que
l'Assemblee generale, comme la Troisieme Com~

mission, adoptera a l'unanimite la resolution qui
cree un fonds special pour venir en aide aUXteru~

gies de Palestine et qui etahlit l'appareil nece8~

saire a l'administration de ce fonds. Ces mesures
ne sont pas encore suffisantes. On prevoit une
somme de 32 millions de dollars, mais la resolu~

tion elle-m~me n'apporte rien si ce n'est une
avance prelevee sur le fonds de roulement.

Mr. BURGER (Netherlands) recalled that the
General Assembly and the whole world had
only been aware for the last few weeks of tho
distress of half a million Palestine refugees.

It had been immediately realized that the
necessary expenditure would be oOJl51iderahle.
The feeling had prevailed, however, that efl'ec..
tive and immediate assistanoe should he given
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Cross, ana the Red Crescent~ and the resolution
had made provisions for that, as well as for the
part to be played by the specialized agencies of
the United Nations. It would h~ the duty of
the Director of Relief to co..ordinate the acti..
vities of all those organizations, hut it would
be the Secretary..General himself who would
assume full responsibility for the administra..
tion of the Fund. To help him in that task,
he could be assisted by an ad hoc advisory
committee of seven members to he appointed
by the President of the General Assembly.

The United Kingdom representative hoped that
the General Assembly, like the Third Committee,
would unanimously adopt the resolution to
estahlish a special fund for relieving distress
among the Pa1dstine refugees and to set up the
necessary machinery for the administration of
that fund. Those measures were not yet
enough. A sum of 32 million dollars was
required, hut the mere passing of the resolu
tion provided nothing except an advance from
the Working Capital Fund.

The United Kingdom delegation, therefore,
made an urgent appeal to Member States, not
only to adopt the resolution unanimously, hut
also to ask their Governments to make their
contributions as speedily as possihle. The
seasons could not he held hack; winter was
approaching and human heings were in need.
The conscience of the world should he stirred
by their misery.

Mr. BROUSTRA (France) said that his country
had endured much suffering and could therefore
realize the magnitude of the effort required from
the United Nations to relieve the distress of the
Palestine refugees.

The French delegation had suggested that the
first contributions should he compulsory for
all Member States and proportionate to their
-eontrihutjons to the hudget of the United
::Nations. That proposal had heen rejected
but France's policy remained unchanged.

France had already supplied suhstantial aid
in kind and now wished to help the refugees
to regai~ a mode of life worthy of human nature.
The French Government was going to ask
Parliament for a credit of 500 million francs
representing #s contribution in kind and in
cash.
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to those refugees, and that the United Nations
was one of the few institutions with sufficient
authority and means to undertake so great a
task. The General Assembly had set to work
immediately and had now to take a decision.
To do so it had to realize clearly the facts and
principles involved for it might create a precedent.

In the opinion of the Netherlands delegation,
assistance to the Palestine refugees was an excep
tional measure which did not form part of the
normal work of the United Nations. The neces
sary funds would not be obtained from the budget
of the Organization hut would be covered hy
voluntary contrihutions.

As one of the initiators of the plan, he wished
to draw the Assemhly's attention to some parti
cularly important details.

First of all, the relief should he1rapidly forth
coming and for that reason the work had heen
entrusted to experienced voluntary organiza- I

tions and not to a special agency set up for the
purpose. .

The task of the United Nations would be to
collect funds and place them at the disposal
of various private organizations. Authority
should therefore be concentrated in the hands
of the Secretary-General, assisted by the Director
of Relief ind the ad hoc advisory committee of
seven members, from whom he could seek advice
on questions of principle or general policy,
Moreover, the voluntary organizations should,
while accounting for their actions, enjoy a large
measure of autonomy.

In view of that distribution of work, there '¥as
no need for the Director of Relief to establish
headquarters in the area. The Netherlands
delegation readily accepted the compromise
suggested by the Secretary-General and hoped
that it would satisfy all the voluntary organi
zations.

He did not wish to deal in detail with the
differences which had arisen hetween the Third
and the Fifth Committees but desired to makE:;
it clear that it was not only the right but also
the duty of the Fifth Committee to state its
opinion on administrative questions even when
that opinion was at variance with the views
of ot~er General Assembly Committees. It was
for a plenary meeting of the General Assembly
to take the final decision.

He hoped that that great movement of sym
pathy for the Palestine refugees would yield
tangible results. Considerable funds would
no doubt be necessary but, without forgetting
that the plan covered only a period of nine
months, the utmost should be done imme...
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que I'Organisation des Nations Unies etait l'une
des rares institutions qui dispose de l'autorite
et des moyens necessaires pour mettre sur pied
une entreprise aussi considerable. L'AssembIee
generale se mit au travail immediatement; elle
a aujourd'hui a prendre une decision. ERe doit
pour cela se rendre clairement compte des faits
et des principes qui sont en cause. ERe risque, en
effet, de creer un precedent.

Selon la delegation des Pays-Bas, l'aide aUI:
refugies palestiniens est une mesure de caractere
exceptionnel, qui ne' fait pas partie des tAches
normales de l'Organisation des Nations Unies.
Les credits necessaires ne seront pas preleves s~
le budget de l'Organisation, ils seront couverte
par des contributions volontaires.

Le representant des Pays-Bas, etant du nomhre
des promoteurs de ce plan, aimerait attirer l'at
tention de l'Assemhlee sur quelques points de
detail particulierement importants.

Tout d'abord, l'aide doit ~tre rapide; c'est
pourquoi, au lieu de creer un organe special, on
a juge bon de confier le travail d'execution ades
organisations volontaires deja tres experimen
tees.

La tilche de I'Organisation des Nations Unies
consistera a reunir des fonds et ales mettre a la
disposition de diverses organisations privees.
L'autorite devra donc ~tre concentree entre le8
mains du Secretaire general, aide du Directeur
de l'Aide et du comite consultatif special de sept
memhres, auquel il pourra demander avis sur
des questions de principe ou de directives gene
rales a suivre. D'autre part, les organisations
benevoles doivent conserver une grande autono
mie, tout en rendant compte de leur action.

Etant donne que le travail sera ainsi reparti,
il n'est pas indispensable, a l'heure actuelle, que
le Directeur de l'Aide s'installe sur place. A ce
propos, la delegation des Pays-Bas accepte volon
tiers le compromis que suggere le Secretaire
general; elle espere que ce compromis satisfera
toutes les organisations henevoles. .

Quant aux divergences de vues qui sont appa
rues entre la Troisieme et la Cinquieme Com
mission, sans vouloir revenir en detail sur cetta
question, M. Burger tient a preciser que la Cin-.
quieme Commission a non seulement le droit,.
mais le devoir de faire connaitre son avis sur leB.
questions administratives, m~me si cet avis est
contraire a celui d'autres' Commissions de I'As
semblee generale. C'est a l'Assemblee generale,
en seance pleniere, qu'il appartient de prendre
une decision definitive.

M. Burger conclut en exprimant l'fJelpoir que
ce grand mouvement de sympathie enters les
refugies palestiniens donnera des resultatt" tan
gibles. Certes, des sommes considerahlas seront
necessaires, mais, sans oublier que le plan ne
couvre qu'une periode d'environ neuf mois, il
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L'ammJement est adoptS.

Le PRESIDENT indique que, s'il n'y a pa3 d'ob
jection, iI considerera comme adopte l'amende
ment tendant Et rediger comme suit le para..
graphe 9 du dispositif du projet de resolution :

(t Invite le Secretaire general a designer un
Directeur de l'Aide des Nations Unies aux reru
gies de Palestine, Et qui le Secretaire general
pourra deIeguer toutes responsabilites qu'il
jugera appropriees pour la preparation et,l'e~e..
cution de l'ensemble du programme d aSSIS
tance."

L'amendement est adopte.

Le PRESIDENT met aux voix l'ensemble du projet
de resolution de la Troisieme Commission modifie
par les amendements qui viennent d'~tre adoptes
(A/7S1).

A I'unanimite, la resolution eat adoptee.

M. RODRIGUEZ FABREGAT (Uruguay) regrette la
hAte avec laquelle I'AssembIee generale vient
d'adopter ce texte. Il aurait voulu pouvoir annon"
cer it l'AssembIee generale le vote favorable de sa
delegation sur la resolution qui vient d' ~tre
adoptee.

La delegation de l'Uruguay s'interessait d'au..
tant plus Et ce projet de resolution qu'elle avait
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faut tout faire des maintenant pourremedier ala
detresse des refugies de Palestine et pour leur
rendre des c0nditions de vie normales.

Le PIlESIDENT fait ohserver que s'il a mis en
discussion ce point de l'ordre dujour Et une heUl'e
aussi tardive, c'est parce qu'il croyait que I'As
semhIeo generale adopterait sans debat le projet
de resolution de la Troisieme Commission.

Le President annonce la c16ture de la discus
sion. Avant de mettre aux voix le projet de reso
lution, il tient Et souligner que eette question
depasse de tres loin toute politique locale ou
internationale. Si certains aspects du mecanisme
administratif ont souleve des discussions assez
vives, tout cela est ouhHe main~enant. La Troi-

. sieme Commission tout entiere, ouhliant toutes
les divergences politiques que suscite la Pales
tine, a pour seul desir de venir en aide aux reru
gies. Tel est l'esprit du projet de resolution, et le
President espere qu'il sera adopte Et l'unanimite.

Le President indique que, s'il n'y a pas d'objec
tion, il considerera comme adopte l'amendement
propose par I" Cinquieme Commission au para
graphe 2 du dispositif du projet de resolution
de la Troisieme Commission.

L'amendement est adoptee

Le PRESIDENT indique que, s'il n'y a pas d'objee
tion, il considerera comme adopte I'amendement
de la Cinquieme Commission au paragraphe 3
du dispositif du projet de resolution.

1576

The amendment was adopted.

The PRESIDENT put to the vote the draft reso
lution of the Third Committee as a whole,
modified by the amendments which had just
heen· adopted (A/7 31).

The resolution was unanimously adopted.

Mr. RODR{GUEZ FABREGAT (Uruguay} regretted
the haste with which the General Assembly
had just adopted the text. He would have
liked to be able to announce to the General
Assembly his delegation's vote in favour of the
resolution which had just heen adopted.

His. delegation was all the more interested
in the dralt resolution since it had taken an
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mately to ,remedy the distress of the Palestine
refugees and create again normal conditions of
life for them.

The PRESIDENT said that he had opened the
discussion on that item of the agenda at such
a late hour because he had thought that the
General Assembly would adopt the Third Com
mittee's draft resolution without any debate.

He declared that the discul5zion was closed.
Before putting the draft resolution to the vote,
he wished to stress that that. question transcen- ,
ded all local or international politics. If certain
aspects of the administrative machinery had
given rise to somewhat keen discussion, all
that was now a question of the past. The whole
Third Committee, forgetting all the political
differences connected with the Palestine question,
desired only to assist the refugees. Such was
the spirit of the draft resolution, and the Presi
dent hoped it would be unanimously adopted.

The President indicated that if there were
no objections, he would consider as adopted
the amendment proposed by the Fifth Committee
to paragraph 2 of the operative part of the Third
Committee's draft resolution.

The amendment was adopted.

The PRESIDENT indicated that if there were
no objections, he would consider as adopted
the amendment proposed by the Fifth Committee
to paragraph 3 of the operative part of the
Third Committee draft resolution.

The amendment was adopted.

The PRESIDENT indicated that if there were
no objections, he would consider as adopted
the amendment to draft paragraph 9 of the
operative part of the draft resolution as follows :

(t Requests the Secretary-General to. appoint a
Director of United Nations Relief for Palestine
:Refugees to whom he may delegate such re
sponsibility as he may consider appropriate for
the overall planning and implementation of the
relief programme. »
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CEN~SO~T&QUATmffiME

SEANCE PLEN'IERE

Ttmue au Palais de Chaillot, Paris,
le vendredi 26 novembre 1948, a 10 h. 30.

President: M. H. V. EV!TT (Australie).

84. Rapport du Gouvernement de
l'Union Sud-Africaine sur l'admi
nistration du Sud~,Ouest Africain.
Rapport du Consen de tutelle : rap
port de la Quatrie~e Commission
(A/734)

M. 1ANNUNG (Danemark), Rapporteur~ presente
le rapport de la Quatrieme Commission sur la
question du Sud-Ouest Africain, ainsi que le
projet de resolution qui l'accompagne.

RI

IMe seance pleniere

pris une part active dans les discussions qui
avaient eu lieu a la Troisieme comme a la Cin
quieme Commission au sujet du paragraphe 9.
La delegation de l'Uruguay avait toujours juge
preferable que le Directeur de l'aide ne fl1t pas
trop eloigne de la region Oll les evenements se
deroulent. Certes, le Directeur de l'aide devra
proceder ades enqu~tes sur des points fort eloi
gnes les uns des autres, mais c'est tout de m~me
sur place, la on sont les refugies, qu'il faut leur
porter secours. L'AssembIee generale a d'ailleurs
regie cette question.

11 s'agit la d'un probleme de solidarite, il s'agit
de soulager des miseres et des souffrances
humaines. On a eu raison de rejeter toute autre
consideration et de traiter ce probleme d'un point
de vue purement humanitaire.

C'est dans cet esprit, et aussi parce que les
representants de l'Egypte et de l'Arabie saoudite
n'ont pas cru devoir maintenir leur opposition,
que la delegation de l'Uruguay a egalement cesse
de s'opposer ace que le Directeur de l'Aide pl1t
se trouver loin des refugies.

M. Rodriguez Fabregat exprime l'espoir que
tous les Gouvernements fepondront al'arpel qui
leur est adresse et que, selon leurs legIslations
respectives, ils pourront fournir des contri
butions.

M. Loyo (Mexique) declare s'~tre abstenu lors
du vote. Le Mexique a toujours accorde une large
hospitalite aux refugies, notamment a ceux de
l'Espagne franquiste. Cependant, nul n'ignore la
situation particuliere du Mexique~ ni la position
de la delfc;l.:;ion mexicaine dans la question pales
tinienne. 'i'eUes sont les i'aisons de son abstention.

Le PRESlDENT exprime la satisfaction qu'il
eprouve du fait de l'adoption al'unanimite d'une
resolution aussi importante.

La seance est levee a20 h. 1O.

HUNDRED AND SIXTY-FOURTH
PLENARY MEETING

Held at the Palais de Chaillot, Paris,
on FriJay, 26 November 1948, at 10.90 a.m.

Pre81,'uent : Mr. H. V. EV!TT (Australia).

84. Report of the Government of the
Union of South Africa on the AdmJn
istration of South West Africa.
Report of the .Trusteeship ConneD :
report of the Fourth Committee.
(A/734)

Mr. LANNUNG (Denmark), Rapporteur, presented
the report of the Fourth Committee on the ques
tion of South West Africa~ together with the
accompanying draft resolution.
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aetive part in the discussions in the Third and
Fifth Committees on paragraph 9. His dele
gation had always thought it preferable th~t

the Director of Relief should not be too distant
from the area in which the events were taking
place. Certainly, the Director of Relief would
have to carry out enquiries in places very distant
from each other but all the same it was on the
8pot, where the refugeefl were, that he must
bring them aid. The General Assembly had
moreoyer settled that question.

The problem was one of solidarity and reliev
ing human wretchedness and suffering. They
had been right to reject every other considera
tion and to treat the problem from a purely
humanitarian point of view.

It was in that spirit, and also .h,ecause the
representatives of Egypt and Saudi Arabia had
not felt bound to maintain their opposition,
that his delegation also had acquiesced in the
possibility of the Director of Relief being far
from the refugees.
, He expressed the hope that all Governments
would respond to the appeal addressed to them
and that they would be able to furnish contri
butions in accordance with the laws of their
respective countrieG.

Mr. Loyo (Mexico) said he had abstained from
voting. Mexico had always granted extensive
hospitality to refugees, especially to those from
Franco Spain. Everyone knew, however, the
special situation of his country, and the position
of his delegation on the Pdestine question.
Those were the reasons for his ahstention.

The PRESIDENT expressed satisfaction that
~o important a resolution had been adopted
unanimously.

. The meeting rose at 8.10 p.m.
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