
HUNDRED AND SEVENTY·SECOND
MEETING

Held at the Palais de Chaillot, Paris,
on Friday, 3 December 1948; at 3.30 p.m.

Chairman: 1'frs. Bodil BEGTRUP (Denmark),
later Mr. Charles MALIK (Lebanon).

102. Extension during 1949 of the
United Nations Appeal for' Cllil­
drcn and amendment of the rele­
vant resolution adopted by the
Economic and Social Council
(continued)

Mr. SUTcn (New Zealand) regretted that at
the previous meeting Mr. Ording had not ex·
pressed an official point of view; the Committee
should not have authorized him, to state his per­
sonal opinions, since the General Assembly could
not give a hearing to private individuals. He
feared that, in doing so, the Third Committee
might already have created a precedent.

The representative of the United States should
not reply to questions put by a private individuaL
If she did so, the Committee would be creating
another precedent.

The New Zealand delegation did not wish to.
make any observations on the semi-official ex­
changes of opinion which had preceded Mr.
Ording's statement, but warned the Committee
against the danger of creating the two precedents
to which it had just referred.

He considered that Mrs. Roosevelt should
make a general statement without replying
din:cdy to the questions raised by Mr. Ording.

Mrs. ROOSEV£LT (United States of America)
wished to be assured that no precedent had been
created. She asked the Chairman to' decide the
question.

The CIIAIR~IAN held that no precedent had
been established. It was well known that Mr.'
Ording was an adviser to the Secretary-General,
and that was why the Committee had wished to
ascertain his opinion. No delegation was under
any obligation to reply to him.

Mr. ORDING regretted the difficulties he had
caused and requested Mrs. Roosevclt to make a
general statement, bearing in mind, however, the
questions he had. raised.

Mrs. ROOSEVELT (United States of America)
stated that trye principle object of draft resolution
A/C.3/369 was to restrict the use of the title
"United Nations Appeal for Ghildren" (UNAC).
She was anxious that collections made by national
organizations, and not intended for the Inter­
national Children's Emergency Fund, should be
made in the name of each nation. She did not
consider that the draft resolution would present
any obstacle to the success of the United Nations
Appeal for Children. Neither the incorporation
of UNAC in the International Children's Emer4

gene)' Fund (lCEF), nor the other provisions of
the (lraft resolution would in any way prevent the
specialized agencies, churches or charitable organ-
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102. Prolongation pendant l'annee
1949 de I'Appel des Nalions Unies
en faveur de l'enfance et modifica­
tion de in resolution adoptee par
le Conseil eeonomique et social it
cc sujet (suite)

M. SUTCH (Nouvelle-Zelande) regrette que M.
Ording n'ait pas defini, it la seance precedente,
un point de vue officiel. La Commission n'aurait
pas dii I'autoriser a exprimer des opinions per­
sonnelles parce que l'Assemblee generale ne peut
entendre de personnes privees. Il craint que la
Troisieme Commission, l'ayant fait, n'ait deja
cree un precedent.

La representante des Etats-Unis ne devrait
pas repondre aux questions posees par une per­
sonne privee. Si elle le faisait, la Commission
crcerait un autre precedent.

La dClegation de la Nouvellc-Zelande n'a pas
voulu faire d'observations sur les echanges de
vues officieux qui ont precede la declaration de
M. Onling, mais die met la Commission en
garde contre le danger qu'il y aurait a creer les
deux precedents dont eUe vient de faire mention.

M. Sutch exprime l'avis que Mmc Roosevclt
devrait faire une declaration d'ordre general sans
repondre directement aux questions posees par
M.Ording.

Mmc ROOSEVELT (Etats-Unis d'Amerique) de­
sire s'assurer qu'aucun precedent n'a ete cree.
ElIe demande a la Presidente de trancher cette
question.

La PRESIDENTE estime qu'aucun precedent n'a
etc etabli; tout le monde sait que M. Ording
est conseiller du Secretaire general ct c'est pour
cela que la Commission a voulu connaitre son
opinion. Aucune delegation n'est obligee de re­
pondre it M. Ording.

M. ORDING regrette d'avoir eause des difficultes
et demande a Mme Roosevelt de faire une decla­
ration d'ordre general, tout en tenant compte
des questions qu'i1 a posees.

Mme ROOSEVELT (Etats-Unis d'Amerique)
precise que le projet de resolution AjC.3j369
a pour but principal de restreindre I'usage du
nom: "Appc1 des Nations Unies en faveur de
I'enfance" (UNAC). Elle voudrait que les co1­
lectes faites par des organisations nationales
et non destinees au Fonds international de se­
cours a I'enfanee soient faites au nom de
chaque nation. Elk n'estime pas que le projet
de resolution fasse ohstacle au succes de l'Appel
des Nations Unies en faveur de I'enfance. Ni
le fait d'iricorporer I'UN AC dans le Fonds inter­
national de secours a l'enfance (FISE), ni les
autres dispositions du pro jet de resolution n'em­
pecheront les institutions specialisees, les eglises
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izations from contributing to the success of the
appeal.

Mrs. CORSET (United Kingdom) wished to re­
ply to Mr. Ording's observations..H she omitted
to do so, his observations would be liable to
influence opinion against the solution consisting
of entrusting the Economic and Social Council
with the task of detennining the policy of the
Appeal, of advising the Secretary-General on
administrative questions arising in connexion
with the Appeal and of surveying the progress
made. It had been said that the United Nations
Appeal for Children did not have sufficient funds
to continue its work until the next session of the
Council, but the last paragraph of the United
Kingdom draft resolution (AjC.3j391) was
aimed at overcoming the difficulty. In order to
remove all doubt, Mrs. Corbet asked the repre­
sentative of UNAC whether the funds at the
disposal of the organization would permit it to
continue its work until the next session of the
Council.

, 1'1r. Sn..lON (Acting Director of the United.
Nations Appeal for Children) stated that the
remaining funds were sufficient only to pay a
limited staff until the next session of the Council.
It would be necessary to vote additional funds
for any new programme.

Mrs. L10NAES (Norway) began by pointing
out that the Norwegian amendment (AjC.3j390)
did not eliminate UNAC nor seek to introduce a
line of action based on a new principle. A new
principle was in fact introduced by the joint
amendment (AjC.3j369), which stipulated that
the proceeds of all coUections made in every
country should be contributed to ICEF. The
Norwegian amendment e.'(actly reproduced the
tenns of resolution 45 (IV) of the Economic and
Social Council, which was the basis for the agree­
ments concluded between the Secretary-General
and the national committees. The Norwegian
amendment would result in the retention of that
resolution.

In that connexion. it must be pointed out that,
according to the available infonnation, the agree~

ments concluded had given reEF 11 million dol­
lars out of the total contributions of 30 million
dollars. The Norwegian amendment had the ad.L
vantage of not requiring each country to contrib­
ute the total sum collected to rCEF. As a result
of shortages of foreign exchange, only ten of
the seventy countries contributing to rCEF had
given that organization their total collections. It
was therefore difficult to undersand how countries
which had not given ICEF the total sum received
in response to the Appeal could vote for ·the
joint draft resolution and not vote for the Nor·
wegian amendment.

If the joint draft resolution were 10 be adopted,
the Scandinavian countries and Norway, in par­
ticular, would not be in a position to respond to
the Appeal, since they were obliged to consider
not only the problem of foreign exchange but also
the situ<ltion which would result for many of the
large .eharitable organizations engaged in relief
work III foreign countries in accordance with the
principles established by the United Nations.
Those organizations had alreaay proved their
value.

ou les organisations benevoles de contribuer all

succes .de cet appel.
Mme CoRBET (Royaume-Uni) desire repondre

aux remarques de M. Ording. Si elle ne le faisait
pas, (es observations de M. Ording seraient
susceptibles d'influencer I'opinion contre la solu­
tion qui consiste a charger le Conseil cconomiqu~

et social de determiner la politiqlle de l'Appel,
de donner j:les avis au Secretaire general sur
les questions administratives qui se posent a
propos de l'Appel et de surveiller les progres
realises. On a dit .que l'Appel des Nations Unies
en faveur de l'enfance ne dispose pas de fonds
suffisants pour poursuivre ses activites jusqu'a
la prochaine session du Conseil, mais le dernier
paragraphe du projet de resolution du Royaume­
Uni (AjC.3j391) cherche a repondre a cette
preoccupation. Pour dissiper tout doute, cUe
demande au representant de I'UNAC si les fonds
dont dispose cet organisme lui permettront de
continuer ses activites jusqu'a la prochaine ses­
sion du Conseil.

M. SmoN (Directeur par interim de l'Appel
des Nations Unies en faveur de I'cnfanee) de­
clare que les fonds qui restent suffiront seule­
ment a retribuer un personncl restreint jusqu'a
la prochaine session du Conseil. Pour lout nou­
veau programme d'execution, il serait necessaire
de voter des fonds additionnels.

Mrne LIONAES (Norvege) affinne tout d'abord
que l'arnendement de la Norvege (NC.3/390)
n'elirnine pas l'UNAC et ne cherche pas a intra­
duire une ligne de conduite fondee sur un prin­
tipe nOllveau. C'est ]'amendement commun
(AjC.3j369) qui introduit un principe nouveau
en stipulant que le produit de toutes les collectes
effectuees dans chaque pays sera verse au FISE.
L'amendement norvegien reproduit les termes
exacts de la resolution 45 (IV) du Conseil eca­
nomique et social, qui sert de base aux accords
conclus entre le Secretaire general et les comites
nationaux. L'amendernent norvegien aurait pour
effet de maintenir cette resolution.

A ce sujet, il faut dire que, d'apres les
renseignements recueillis, les accords conc1us ont
donne au FISE 11 millions de dollars sur le
ehiffre total des contributions, qui etait de 30
millions de dollars. L'amendement de la Norvege
a l'avantage de ne pas obliger les pays a verser
all FISE le total des collectes. En raison de la
penurie ele devises, dix seulement des soixante·dix
pays qui ont contribue au FISE onl donne a
cet organisme la totalite de leurs colIectes. 11
est donc difficile de comprendre comment les
pays qui n'ont· pas donne au. FISE toutes les
sommes versees en reponse a I'Appel peuvent
voter en faveur du projet de resolution commun
et comment ils peuvent ne pas voter en faveur de
l'amendement de la Norvege.·

Si le projet de resolution commun etait adopte,
les pays scandinaves, et notamment la Norvege,
ne pourraient pas repondre a l'Appel parce qu'il
leur faudrait prendre en consideration non seule­
ment le probleme des devises, mais aussi la
situation ou se trouveraient beaucoup de grandes
organisations bencvoles qui fournissent des se~

cours a l'etranger en se conformant aux prin­
cipes enonces par l'Organisation des Nations
Unies. Or ces organisations ont deja fait 1curs
preuves.
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She proposed to clarify sub-paragraph a of her
amendment as follows: "As to the disposal of the
national collections between JeEF and other ;11­
stitutions". The words "other institutions" would
secure the inclusion of both: United Nations and
national institutions.

Furthennore, if an appeal for relief work was
to be well organized, the national committees
must be inspired by a lofty ideal and must receive
encouragement. rCEF was primarily charged with
the disposal of funds received and UNAC with
their collection. Those were two separate func­
tions and, since all specialization was valuable,
the two organizations must be allowed to perfect
their work.

The Netherlands delegation had proposed an
amendment providing that so far as possible the
proceeds of the collections in each country should
be used for the benefit of rCEF under agree­
ments lo be concluded between the Secretary­
General and the national committees (A/C.3j
396). The representative of Norway accepted
that amend~ent.

1h. THURROTT (Canada) wished to reply to
some of the objections raised to the joint draft
resolution, of whieh he was a co-author. He re­
called that the existence of the two organizations,
ICEF and UNA~, had caused a great deal of
confusion with the result that certain countries
had not made any contribution. There were diffi­
culties in the way of renewing a c.1.mpaign on the
same basis; in Canada, among other countries, the
local group responsible for collecting funds for
ICEF had already stated that it could not col­
laborate with other organizations.

Mr. CONTOUMAS (Greece) f~und it difficult to
choose between the various draft resolutions sub­
mitted. He was merely concerned to ensure that
no country should be prevented from retaining
the total sum collected for use in its own terri..
tory, if that was necessary. He thought the Neth­
erlands amendment (A/C.3j396) to the Norwe­
gian amendment might provide an answer to that
problem. He pointed out that in its current cir­
cumstances it was difficult for Greece to ask its
people to make contributions for foreiRJl children
in view of the conditions under which so lIlany
Greek children were living. Of the funds obtained
as a result of the last campaign, 10 per cent had
been allocated to rCEF on condition that it waS'.
spent within the country, 40 per cent to the
Greek National Committee, and SO per cent to <V

relief organization under the patronage of !he
Queen, which dealt mainly with the sorely tried
areas of Northern Greece.

Mr. SUTClT (New Zealand) reminded the re~­

resentative of India that the anti-tuberculosIs
campaign undertaken by the International Chil­
rlren's F:merlrCncy Fund in co-operation with the­
World Health Organization extended to CeyIon,
EJM)t, India, Lebanon, Mexico and Pakistan in
addition 10 Europe, China, Morocco and Tunisia.

He pointed out that if India and Pakistan
wished to launch an appeal in their own countries,
they were, under the terms of the joint draft reso-

Mme Lionaes prOpose de clarifier l'alinea a de
son amendement comme suit: "en ce qui con­
cerne la rtpartition etltre le FJSE et les autres
institutions du produit des coneetes effectuees
dans chaque pays". En disant "autres institu­
tions", on inclut a la fois les institutions de
l'Organisation des Nations Unies et les institu­
tions nationales.

D'autre part, Mme Lionaes souligne que pour
bien organiser un appel pour une ceuvre de
seconrs, il faut que les comites nationaux s'inspi­
rent d'une idee C1evee et qu'i1s soient encourages.
Le FrSE est surtout charge de la distribution
des recettes, I'UNAC est charge de faire la coI­
lecte: cc sont la deux choses differentes, et,
comme toute specialisation est desirable, il
faudrait pennettre a ces deux orgallismes de
se perfectieinner.

La delegation des Pays-Bas a propose un
amendement stipulant que, dans la mesure du
possible, le produit des collectes effectuces dans
chaque pays sera utilise au profit du FISE, eon­
formement it des accords qui seront conclus entre
le Secretaire general et les comites nationaux
(AjC.3j396). La representante de la Norvege
accepte cet amendement.

M. TRURROTT (Canada) desire repondre a
certaines objections soulevccs contre le projet
de resolution commun dont il est I'un des auteurs.
Il rappelle que l'existence des deux organismes,
le FISE et I'UNAC, a cause une grande confu­
sion dans bien des esprits, ce qui fait que cer­
tains pays n'ollt fourni aucune contribution.
Des difficlIltes s'opposcnt au renou\'cllement
d'une campagne sur les memes bases; au Canada,
notamment, le groupe local responsab1c des col­
lectes pour le FISE a i:lCja declare qu'il lie
pouvait coltahorer avec d'autres organismes.

M. CONTOUMAS (Grece) trouve difficile de
falre un choix entre les divers projets de resolu­
tion qui ant ctc prcscntcs. on voudrait simple­
ment qu'aueun pays ne soit empckhe, si cela
est nccessairc, de retenir jusqu'a la totalite des
sommes recueillies pour qu'il en soit fait usage
dans le pays meme. 11 croit que l'amendement
des Pays-Bas (AjC.3j396) a t'amendement
norvcgien fournirait line reponse it ceUe preoc­
cupation. It rappelle que les circonstances ou
se trouve la Grece rendent difficile de demander
aux habitants d'apporter leur contribution pour'
des enfants etrangers, etant donne les conditions
de vie de tant d'enfants grecs: Des fonds obtenus
it. la suite de la derniere campagne, 10 pour 100
ant cte verses au FISE, a la condition qu'ils
fussent depenscs dans le pays, 40 pour 100 au
Comite national grec, SO pour 100 a une organi·
sation de secours placee sous le patronage de la
Reine et qui s'occupe surtout des parties eprou·
vecs du Nord de la Grece.

M. SUTCH (Nollvelle-ZeJande) rappelle a la
reprcsentante de I'Inde que la campagne antitu­
berculeuse entreprise par le Fonds international
de secours it l'enfance en cooperation avec
l'Organisation mondiale de la sante' s'etend a
Ceylan, l'Egypte, I'Inde, le Liban, le Mexique
et le Pakistan. outre l'Europe,.la Chine, le Maroc
et la Tunisie.

I1 precise qu'aux tennes du projet de resolu­
tion commun, I'Inde et le Pakistan, s'ils veulent
lancer un appe1 dans:, leur pays, demeurent
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lution, completely free to dispose of the sum re­
ceived. According to their wishes, they could allo­
cate it in whole or in part to ICEF or use it for
their own relief work. Under the same draft reso­
lution New Zealand was similarly free specifically
to allocate the proceeds of the next collection
made in that country partly to ICEF and partly
to Palestine refugees.

There had been some confusion in the matter.
The object of the draft resolution was not to pre-

, vent the free distribution of the proceeds of col­
lections, but to forbid the use of the title United
Nations Appeal for Children in cases where the
funds were not wholly destined for that Organiza­
tion. The question at issue was in effect to decidt'
in which cases a national committee might be
authorized to use the title when organizing a col­
lection. An advisory committee had been set up to
assist the Secretary-General in that purpose. It
was, however, just as impos~ible for the Secretary­
General as for. the Advisory Committee to ensure
that the funds received were used in conformity
with the principles of the United Nations, which
had neither observers nor advisors to guarantee,
for e."(.3mple, that distribution would take place
without racial, religious or political discrimina­
tion. Irregularities might occur in the course of a
campaign for which neither the Secretary-Gen­
eral nor the United Nations Appeal for Children
should ~ held responsible. For that reason the
Secretary-General and the Advisory Committee
were asking to be relieved of that responsibility,
which the International Children's Emergency
Fund was also no longer in a position to fulfil.

As regards the objections raised by the repre­
sentative of Nonvay, Mr. Sutch pointed out that
if the proceeds of the collection were contributed
to ICEF, it did not follow that it was necessary
to export money. ICEF could make use of the
money it received in the country in which the col­
lection had been made and was already following
that practice.

He considered that all the' amendments to the
joint draft resolution merely served to weaken its
text. The Australian amendment to the second
paragraph of the preamblc, consisting of the in­
troduction of the words "throughout the world"
with regard to ICEF's sphere of action, ignored
that organization's need to develop its activities in
accorMnce with its resources.

In conclusion, he emphasized that control of
. the United Nations Appcal for Children by the

International Children's Emergency Fund would
meet the twofold wish of the Sccretary-General,
namely, to simplify the administration of the Ap­
peal and to remove all causes of confusion.

Mr. JOOSTE (Union of South Africa) said his
oou!"try was not in favour of prolonging the
Umted Nations Appeal for Children in 1949. The
success of the collection organized in the Union
of South Africa in 1948 had been due to the con­
centration of efforts on the United Nations Ap­
peal lo the detriment of charitable organizations;
that could not be repeated. The Union of South
Africa would. however, attempt 10 conform with
!he decision adopted. In his delegation's opinion
It would be preferable not to deprive ICEF of the

entierement libres de disposer du montant
rccueilli; ils peuvent, seIon leur dcsir, le verser
cn totalite ou en partie au FISE ou l'utiliser
pour leurs propres reuvres de secours. De meme,
la Nouvelle-Zclande est libre, en vertu de ee
projet, de destiner specifiquement le produit de
la prochaine collecte effectute sur son territoirt
en partie au FISE ct en partie aux rCfugies
palestiniens.

11 y a eu confusion. En realite, le but de cc
projet n'est pas d'empCclter la libre rcpartition
du produit des collectes, mais d'intcrdire I'utilisa­
tion du nom de t'Appel des Nations Unies en
faveur de l'enfance lorsque Ies fonds ne sont
pas entierement destines a cet organisme. La
question se pose, en effet, de savoir dans que1s
cas I'on peut autoriser un comite national a
utiliser le nom de l'Appe1 lorsqu'il organise une
collecte. Une commission consultative chargtt
d'assister le Secretaire general a ele cree a cd
effet. Mais i1 est impossible, tant au Sccretaire
general qu'a la Commission consultative, de veri­
fier si les fonds recueillis sont employes 000­
formcment aux principcs de l'Organisation des
Nations Unies, car l'Organisation n'a ni observa­
teurs ni conseillers pour assurer, par cxcmple,
une distribution ne s'inspirant d'aucune discri­
mination pour des raisons de race, de religion
ou d'opinion politique. 11 palt se produire, au
cours d'une campagne, des irregularites qui ne
doivent pas engager la responsabilite du Secre­
taire general ni celle de l'Appe1 des Nations
Unies en faveur de I'enfancc. C'est pourquoi le
Secrctaire general et la Commission consultative
demandent a etre decharges de ceUe responsa­
bilitc que le Fonds international de secours a
I'enfanee n'est plus a meme de rcmplir.

En ce qui concerne les objections soulevees
par la reprcsentante de la Norvege, M. Sutch
fait observer que si le produit de la collecte
est verse au FISE, il n'en deeoule pas qu'il soit
neccssaire d'exporter I'argent. Le FISE, comme
il le fait deja, peut utiliser I'argent recucilli dans
le pays mcme Oil la collecte a ete cffectuce.

,
Pour M. Sutch, tous les amendements au pro­

jet de resolution commun ne font qu'affaiblir
le texte. L'amendemcnt proP,Ose par l'Australie
au deuxieme alinea du preambule et consistant
a introduire les mots "dans le monde entier", a
propos du champ d'action du FISE, meconnait
la necessite pour ce dernier de deve10pper son
action en tenant compte de ses possibilites.

En conclusion, M. Sutch souligne que le con­
trole de l'Appel des Nations Unies en favcur de
I'enfance par le Fonds international de secours
a \'cnfance rcpondrait au double vceu exprime
par le Secretaire general: simplification de
I'administration de l'Appel et suppression de
toute cause de confusion.

M. JOOSTE (Unio!1 Sud-Africaine) d&lare que
son pays n'est pas en faveur de la prolongation
en 1949 de l'AppeJ des Nations Unies en faveur
de I'enfance. Le succ~ de la collecte organisCt:
dans J'Union Sud-Africaine en 1948 a cte dli
a la Concentration de tous les efforts sur I'Appel
des Nations Unies, au detriment des organisa­
tions de bienfaisance; ce fait ne pourrait se
reproduire. Mais l'Union Sud-Africaine s'ef­
forcera cependant de se conformer a la decision
qui sera prise. De I'avis de sa dCJegation, il
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help of non-governmental organizations and of
recourse to public or voluntary contributions.

With regard to the nature of contributions to
the Fund, a question raised by the Norwegian
and Netherlands delegations, he associated him­
self with Mr. Sutch's remarks and went on to
point out that paragraph 2 ~vthe operative part
of the joint draft resolution merely specified the
allocation of the proceeds of collections, which
might be in cash or in kind as each country
wished.

As regards paragraph 3 of the Australian
amendments to the operative part of the resolu­
tion, he agreed with the view of the United States
representative and preferred the original text. His
attitude to paragraph 4 proposed by Australia was
similar, since the text of the joint draft resolution
concentrated the functions in a single organiza­
tion, thus avoidil)g any administrative complica­
tions, in accordance with the desire of the Secre­
tary-General. Finally, he shared the views ex­
pressed by the representative of New Zealand
with regard to the Australian amendment to
the second paragraph of the preamble of the
resolution.

Mr, Malik (Lebanon) took the Chair.

The CHAIRMAN" put the joint draft resolution
(A/C.3/369) to the Committee and announced
that it would be voted paragraph by paragraph.

He put to the vote the New Zealand amend­
ment. to the first paragraph of the preamble
(A/C.3/393).

The amendment was adopted by 26 votes to 7,
with 4 abstentions.

The first paragraph of the preamble, as
amended, was adopted by 36 votes to none, with
1 absteJltion.

Mc WATT (Australia) withdrew his delega­
tion's first amendment to the second paragraph
of the preamble (A/C.3/388/Rev.l).

The CHAIRMAN then put to the vote the Aus­
tralian delegation's second amendment to that
paragraph consisting of the addition of the words
"throughout the world" at the end of the para­
graph.

The O1nlmdment was adopted by 15 votes to 7,
with 12 abstentions.

The seeo/ld paragraph of the preamble, as
amended, was adopted by 36 votes to none, with
1 abstention.

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the Australian
proposal to delete the third paragraph of the pre­
amble.

The propo.ml was rejected by 19 votes to 17,
with 1 abstentiOll.

The third paragraph of the preamble was
adopted by 20 votes to 16, with 1 abstention.

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote paragraph 1 of
the operative part of the Australian amendment
(A/C.3j388jRev.l) to the joint draft resolution.

A vote was takm by roll-call, as follows:
The Netherlallds, having bem drawn by lot by

the Chairmau, was called upon to vote first.

serait prCferable de. ne pas priver le FISE du
concours des organisations non gouvernementales
et du recours a des souscriptions publiques ou
a des contributions votontaires.

A propos de la question de la nature des con~

tributions au Fonds, soulevee par les delegations
de la Norvege et des Pays-Bas, M. Jooste
s'assoeie aux re&arques faites par M. Sutch;
il fait observer, en outre, que le paragraphe 2
du dispositif du projet de resolution commun ne
specifie que l'aflectation du produit des collectes;
eeJui-ci peut etre, au gre de ehaque pays, en
nature ou en espeees.

En ce qui concerne le paragraphe 3 des amen­
dements proposes par l'Australie au dispositif de
la resolution, M. Joo.'>tc s'associe au point de vue
defini par la rcpresentantc des Et:l.ts-Unis et
prCfere le texte primitif; de mcmc pour le para­
graphe 4 propose par I'Australie, car le texte du
projet de resolution commun concentre les fonc~

tions dans un seul organisme, ce qui evite, coo­
formement au V(eU exprime par le Secn~taire

/{ellcral, toule complication administrative. Enfin,
M. Jooste partage I'opinion exprimee par le re­
presentant de la NouveIle-Zelande a propos de
I'amendcment propose par l'Australie au deuxiemc
alinea du preambule de la resolution.

M. Malik (LibQ1t) prend place au fallfellil pre­
sidentiel.

Le PRtSIDENT soumet a la Commission le pro­
jet de resolution commun (A/C.3/369) sur
lequc1 il sera procede au vote, paragraphe par
paragraphe.

11 met d':l.bord aux voix l'amendement propose
par la Nouvelle-ZClande au premier alinca du
preambule (AjC.3/393).

Par 26 voix contre 7, avec 4 abstentions, cet
amendemCJIt est adopte.

Par 36 voix cOlltre ::ero, (Wec uJle abstention, le
premier alinea du preambufe, ai1l.Si amende, est
adopte.

M. WATT (Australie) retire le premier amen­
dement propose par sa delegation au deuxieme
alinea"tiu preambule (A/C.3/388jRev.l).

Le PRESIDENT met' aux voix le deuxieme amen­
dement propose par I'Australie a cet alinea; it
consiste a ajouter a la fin de l'a1inea les mots
"dans le monde entier".

Pp.r 15 voir cO/lfre 7, wec 12 absttmtiolls, cet
ammdelJlmt est adopte.

Par 36 VOU cO/ltre ::ero, avec ~me abstentioll, le
deuxieme alinea du preambule, ainsi amende, est
adopte.

Le PRESIDENT met aux voix la proposition de
l'Australie visant a supprimer le troisieme alinea
du .preambule..

PM' 19 vou- contre 17, avec une abstention,
cette propositioJl est reje/h.

Par 20 vou contre 16, avec ~me abstNltion, le
troisieme alineo. dlt preambule est adopte.

Le PRESIDENT met aux voOe le paragraphe 1 de
I'amendement de l'Australie (AjC.3/388/Rev.l)
au projet de resolution commun.

II est procide att vote par appel nominal.
L'appel cOlJlmetlCC par Ies Pays-Bos, dont le

"Om est tire all sort par le Preside/It.
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In favour: Netherlands, Norway, Poland, Swc­
den, Syria, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Kingdom, Venezucla, Yemen, Australia, Burma,
Byc10russian Soviet Socialist Republic, Chile,
Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Greece, India, Iran.

Against: rC\t Zealand, Panama, Union of
South Africa, .United States ISf America, Af­
ghanistan, Argentina, Belgium, Brazil, Canada,
China, Dominican Republic, France, Honduras,
Iraq.

Abstailling: Pakistan, Peru, Yugoslavia.
Paragraph 1 of the amendment was adopted by

19 votes to 14, with 3 abstentions.

The CllAIRMAK put to the vote the Australian
amendments (A/C.3/388/Rev.l) to paragraph 2
of the joint draft resolution.

The S1lbstitutiOlI of the words "calls for" for
the word "iltvites" was rejected by 16 votes to 8,
with 14 abstelltiollJ".

The additioll 0/ the WOrd "Govermnellts" was
rejected by 20 votes to 8, with 8 abstentions.

The addition of the words "and 1I0n-govern­
tnmtal organizations" ~va.r rejected by 14 votes
to 11, with 10 asbtultions.

The CnAIR:\lAN put to the vote the New
Zealand amendment (AjC.3j393) to paragraph I
of the joint draft resolution.

The amelldmmt was adopted by 24 votes to 4,
with 7 abstmtions.

The CnAIRM AN put to the vote the whole of
the former paragraph 1, as amended (AjC.3/.
369). Following the adoption of the first para­
graph of the Australian amendment, paragraph 1
of the joint draft resolution became paragraph 2.

Paragraph 2 was adopted by 35 votes to ,zone.

The CHAIRMAN put to the votc the Chilean
amendmcut (AjC.3/394) to paragraph 3' of the
Australian amendment (A/C.3/388/Rev.l).

The amendlnClIt was rejected by 24 votes to 5,
with 5 abstClltions.

The CUAIRMAN put to the vote the Netherlands
amendment (A/C.3/396) to paragraph 3.

The amendmmt was rejected by 20 votes to 10,
with 5 abstentions.

The CllAIRUAN put to the vote paragraph 3 of
the Australian amendment (A/C.3/388/Rev.1).
A separate ,'ote was taken on each of the various
modifications proposed;

The addition of the word "primarily" was re~
jected by 24 votes to 12.

The addition of the phrase "or other United
Nations bodies for their work in connexion with
children" was rejected by 23 votes to 12, with
1 abstention. I

The CnAIR~fAN put to the vote the new para~

graph 3 (formerly paragraph 2) of the operative
part of the joint draft resolution ·(A/C.3/369).

The paragraph was adopted by 23 votes to 8,
with 4 abstentions.

The CnAIR)!AN put to the vote Australian
amcndment (A/C.3/388jRev.l) to the first sub-

VOtNIt pour: Pays-Bas, Norvege, Pologne,
Suede, Syrie, Rcpublique socialistc sovietique
d'Ukraine, Union des Republiques socialistes
sovietiques, Royaume-Uni, 'Venezuela, Yemen,
Australie, Birmanie, Rcpublique socialiste sovie·
tique de Biclorussie, Chili, Tchecoslovaquie,
Danemark, Greee, Iude, Iran.

VotC1lf COlare: Nouvelle-Zelande,' Panama,
Union Sud-Africainc, Etats-Unis d'Amcrique,
Afghanistan, Argentine, Bclgiq'ue, Bresil, Canada,
Chine, Republique Dominicaillc, France, Hon­
duras, Irak. .

S'abstiennent: Pakistan, Perou, Yougosla\'ie.
Par 19 voix COlltre 14, wee 3 abstentions, le

paragraphe 1 de l'ammdemellt est adopte.

Le PRI,SIDENT met aux voix les amendements
de l'Australie (A/C.3/388;Rev.l) au paragraphe
2 du projet de resolution commun.

Par 16 voix cOlltre 8, wee 14 abstelltiOlIS, fa
sllbstitJItioll d" mat "demallde" OIL mat "invite"
est re;etee.

Par 20 vo;x C01lfre 8, wec 8 abstentiollS, t'ad­
jonction des mots "anx gouvernemellfs" est re­
jetee.

Par 14 voix c01ltre' 11, avec 10 abstentions,
l'adjOllction des mots "et aux orgOllisati(t/fs nOll
gouvemementafes" est re;etee.

Le PRESIDENT met aux voix l'amendement de
la Nouvelle-ZClande (A/C.3/.393) au paragraphe
1 dll projet de resolution commun.

Par 24 voi% contre 4, wec 7 abstentions, ut
amcIldemelzt est adopti.

Le PRESIDENT met aux voix l'ensemble de
J'ancien paragraphe 1 ainsi amende (A/C.3/369).
Par suite dc l'adoption du premier paragraphe
de l'amendemcnt auslraliell, le paragraphe 1 du
projet de resolution eommun dcvient ·le para­
graphe 2.

Par 35 voir cOl/tre zero, le paragraphe 2 est
adopti.

Le PRESIDENT met aux voix l'amendement du
Chili (A/C.3/394) au paragraphe 3 de l'amende­
ment de l'Australie (A/C.3/388/Rev.l).

Par 24 voir contre 5, avec 5 abstenticms, cet
amelldement est rejete.

Le PRESIDENT met aux voix I'amendement des
Pays-Bas (A/C.3/396) au paragraphe 3.

Par 20 voix contre 10, avec 5 absttJzlians, eet
amelrdement est rejete.

Le PRESIDENT met aux voix le paragrnphe 3
de I'amendement de l'Australie (AjC.3j388/
Rev.I). Le vote alieu separcment sur les diverses
modifications proposees.

Par 24 voir contre 12, l'addition du tIlol
"esscntiellement" est rejetle.

Par 23 voir contre 12, avec 'Une abstent~on,
l'addition du membre de phrase "0" ad'autre~ t?'~­

tUtltions des Naliolls Unies pour {curs actwrles
CO'll.ceYllallt ies ell/allts" est rejetee.

Le PREsIDENT met aux voix le nouveau para­
graphe.3 (ancien paragraphe 2) du dispositif du
projet de resolution commun (A/C.3/369).

Par 23 vou- COntre 8, wee 4 abstentions, ce
paragraphe.est adoptc.

Le PREsIDENT met aux voix I'amendement de
l'Australie (AjC.3/388jRev.l) au premier alim!a
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\paragraph of the former paragraph 3 of the
operative part of the joint draft resolution.

That amclldment was rejected by 23 votes to 10,
with 2 abst(:lttiolls.

The CHAIRMAN put la the vote the Netherlands
amendment (A/C.3/395) 10 paragraph 4 (J of
the Australian amendment (AjC.3/388jRev.l).

That amclldmClJt was rejected by 18 votes fo
7, with 6 ohstClltiollS.

The CUAIRMAN put to the votc sub-paragraph
4 a of the Australian amendment.

The text was rejected by 14 votes to 10, with
6 abstmtions.,

The CHAIRMAN put to the votc the New Zea­
land amendment \(AjC.3/393) to sub-parag'raph
3 a of the joint draft resolution (A/C.3j369).

The amendment was adopted b'j' 21 votes 10 2,
,(>ith 8 abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the new para­
graph 4 (formerly paragraph 3) of the operative
part of the joint draft resolution (A/C.3/369),
as amended.

The paragraph was adopted by 27 votes to 5,
wilh 3 abstentions.

Mr. VlAT'T (Australia) having withdrawn the
fifth parag-raph of his delegation's amendment
(A/C.3/388/Rev.l), the CHAIRMAN put to the
vote the whole of the joint draft resolution sub­
mitted by the delegations of Argentina, Canada,
Dominican Republic, Iraq, Pakistan, United
States of America and Uruguay (A/C.3/369), as
amended.

The draft resolution as ammded was adopted
by 29 votes to nOlle, with 5 abstentiolls.

\
Although his delegation raised no objections to

the issuance of the Appeal, Mr. MOROZOV (Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics) felt obliged to
point out that the USSR position on the subject
h:id already been outlined during the discussion
of the question in the Economic and Social Coun­
cil, and especially during the Council's fifth
session.

The Government and peoples of the Soviet
Union were spending large sums on rehabilitating
war-devastated areas, and were giving children,
mothers and the disabled all appropriate care.
Government bodies, trade unions, collective
farms, local authorities and various social organ­
izations had taken measures to render the neces­
sary aid on a large scale, and the USSR delega­
tion considered that there was no need for further
collection of relief funds.

Miss nERNARDINO (Dominican Republic) stated
that she would have liked to support the joint
draft resolution just adopted. Nearly 250,000
dollars had been contributed by her country to
the previous Appeal campaign, of which a third
had been- sent to ICEF. The Dominican ReDublic
had therefore generously fulfilled all its obliga­
tions in that sphere. It faund, however, that the
work of aiding children, as carried out by two
bodies, had suffered from a certain regrettable
confusion.

de l'ancien pmagraphe 3 dll dispositif du projet
de resolution commuo..

Par 23 voi.x amtre 10, avec 2 abstclf/ions, cet
amelldemcllt est rcjc/e. .

Le PRESID£NT met aux voix l'amendement des
Pays-Bas (A/C.3/395) ayant trait a une modifi­
cation a apporter au paragraphe 4 a de l'amende­
ment de l'Australie (A/C.3/388jRev.l).

Par 18 voix con/re 7, avec 6 abstelltiolls, cet
amelldment est rejete.

Le PR~;SJDEi\'T met aux "oix l'alinca a dll para­
graphe 4 de I'amendement de I'Australie.

Par 14 '/Ioix contre 10, auec 6 abstcll/ions, ce
tcx/e est rejete.

Le PR(,:STDENT met aux voix l'amendemcnt de
la Nouvclle-ZClande (A/C.3/393) relatif a alinea
a du paragraphe 3 du projet de resolution com­
mUll (A/C.3/369).

Par 21 voix cOlflre 2, uvcc 8 abs/m/iolls, cet
amelldemell/ es/ adopte.

Le PRESIDENT met aux "oix le nouveau para­
graphe 4 (ancien paragraphe 3) du dispositif du
projet de resolution comnmn (A/C.3/369), te!
qu'il a ete amende.

Par 27 voi.. cO/ttre 5, avec 3 Mstmtions, cc
paragrap/le est adoptC.

M. WATT (Australie) ayant retire le cinquieme
paragraphe de l'amendement de sa delegation
(A/C.3/388/Rev.l), le PRESIDENT met aux voix:
l'ensemble du projet de resolution COlllmlltl pre­
sente par les delegations de l'Argentine, du
Canada, de la Republiquc Dominicaine, de I'Jrak,
du Pakistan, des Etats-Unis d'Ameriquc et de
l'Uruguay (A/C.3/369), tcl qu'i] a the amende.

Par 29 voi.r cOlltrc ::ero, uvcc 5 absll"lIliollS, le
projet de resolufio1/, lel ql~'il a ete amende, est
adopte.

M. MOROZOV (Union des Republiques socia­
listes sovietiques) declare que sa delegation, tout
en ne s'opposant pas a I'organisation de l'Appel,
jugc ll(~cessaire dc souligner que la position de
l'URSS ClI la matiere a deja ete exposee au
cours des debats que le Conscil economique et
social a consaeres a la question, notammcnt lors
de sa cinquicme session.

Le gouycrnement et les pellples de l'Union
sovietigue COllsa.crent des sommes considerables
a la reconstruction des regions devastees par la
guerre et i1s donnent aux ellfants, aux meres et
aux invalides taus les soins qu'ils requihent. Les
organisrnes gouvernementax, les syndicats, les
ferrnes collectives, les autoritcs locales et di­
verses organisations socialcs ont pris les mesures
necessaires pour organiser l'assistance sur une
base tres large. La delegation de l'URSS estime,
en consequence, qu'iI n'est point besoin de pro­
ceder aune nouvelle collecte de fonds de secours.

Mile BERNARDINO (Rcpublique Dominicaine)
declare qu'elle aurait bien voulu souscrire au
projet de resolution commun qui viellt d'Ctre
adoptc. Son pays a contribue a la derniere cam­
pagT)e de l'Appel pour environ 250.000 dollars,
dont Ull tiers a ctc verse au FTSE. La Rcpuhlique
Dominicaine a done dans cc domaine de gene­
rosite rempli toutes ses obligations. Elle trouve
cependant que l'CCtlvre de secours it l'enfal1ee
exercce par deux: organismes a souffert d'une
~ertaine confusion regrettable.
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The Dominican Republic had not voted against
the continuance of UNAC, but its attitude had
been dictated by the desire to preserve clearly the
true role of the campaign for children.

,
. Miss KLOMPE (Netherlands) stated that she
had abstained from voting on the last item for
reaSOnS which she had explained at length at the
170th meeting of the Committee.

The meeting rose at 6.50 p.m.

HUNDRED AND SEVENTY·TIlIRD
MEETING

Held at the Palais de Chaillot, Paris,
Qn Friday, 3 December 1948, at 9.15 p.m.

Chairman: Mr. Charles MALIK (Lebanon).

103. Advisory social welfare services
(A/635)

Mrs. CoRBET (United Kingdom) pointed out
that the Social CommissiQn, 'at its third session,
had recommended that the Governments of re­
cipient countries should assume a greater share
of the expenses of the advisory social welfare
services.' At its seventh session, the Economic
and Social Council had adopted that recommenda­
tion in its resolution 155A (VII). She would like
to know what steps had been taken to implement
that resolution.

The United Kingdom Government had received
a letter from the Secretariat, dated 31 August
1948, asking the Governments concerned to give
a detailed indication of the way in which they
wished to benefit from that programme of the
United Nations. The letter set forth the principles
which should guide the financial participation of
the recipient countries. In that connexion it
quoted resolution 58 (I) of the General Assembly
as well as the resolution adopted by the Social
Commission at its second session,z. but it did not
mention that Commission's resolution of April
1948, at its third session,' or resolution l55A
(VIl) of the Economic and Social Council.
Pointing out that the two latter resolutions were
more categmical, the United Kingdom representa­
tive asked the representative of the Secretariat
whether there was an explanation for that
omission.

Moreover, she wished for some explanations on
the contributions of the recipient countries. "Vhen
her delegation had . raised that question in the
Fifth Committee, it had received no satisfactory
reply. The Secretariat had referred to the diffi­
culty of assessing contributions which often took
the form of supplying offices, means of transport
or administrative facilities. She hoped that it
would nevertheless be possible to obtain some
explanations on that subject at die next session
of the Economic and Social Council.

She also wished to know what elements had
been taken into consideration in the calculation

I See E/578, section VII, re.'IOlutioll No. 5.
I Sce Official Records of tile Economic and Social

Council. Third Year, Seventh Session, Su/JPfemr'lt No. 8,
annex 11, pages 40 and 41 and annex In, page 47.

La dcICgation de la Republique Dominicaine
n'a pas vote contre le maintien de I'UNAC, mais
son attitude a ete dictce par le souci de main­
tenir clairement la veritable mission de celte
campagne en faveur des enfants.

Mile Kr..oMPE (Pays-Bas) declare qu'elle s'est
abstenue au dernier vote pour les raisons qu'elle
a longuement dcveloppees au cours de la 17aem·
seance de la Commission,

La seance est levee a 18 h. 50.

CENT SOIXANTE-TIIEIZIEME
SEANCE

Tnme au Palais de Chaillot, Paris,
le vendredi 3 decembrc 1948, a21 h. 15.

President: M. Charles MALIK (Liban).

103. FonctioDs cODsultatives eD matiere
de service social (A/635)

Mme CORBET (Royaume~Uni) rappelle que la
Commission des questions sociales a recommandc,
lors de sa troisieme session, que les gouveme­
ments des pays benefieiaires partieipent dans une
plus grande mesure aux frais des fonctions con­
sultatives en maticre de service sociaP. Lors de
sa' septieme session, le Conseil economique et
social a fait sienne cette recommandation, par sa
resolution 155 A (VII). La representante du
Royaume-Uni voudrait savoir queUes ant ete les
suites donnees a cette resolution.

Le Gouvernement du Royaume-Uni a re~u une
lettre du Secretariat, en date du 31 aout 1948,
qui dcmande aux gouvernements interesses d'in­
diquer en detail de queUe maniere ils voudraient
beneficier de cc programme de l'Organisation des
Nations Unies. Cette lettre expose les prineipes
qui doivent guider la participation financiere des
pays bcncfidaires. Elle cite a ce propos la reso­
lution 58 (I) de l'AssembJee generale, ainsi que
la resolution prise par la Commission des ques­
tions soeiales lors de sa deuxieme sessionz, mais
die ne mentionne pas la resolution de ceUe com­
mission prise en avril 1948, lors de sa troisieme
session" non plus que la rcsolution 155 A (VII)
du Conscil economique et social. Faisant re­
marquer que ces deux dernieres resolutions sont
plus eatcgoriques, la representante clu Royaume­
Uni demande'au representant du Secretariat s'il
y a une explication a cette omission.

D'autre part, Mme Corhet voudrait avoir quel­
ques precisions sur la contribution des pays bcne­
ficiaires. Lorsque la delegation du Royaume-Uni
a souieve cette question au sein de la CinquicJ?le
Commission, elle n'a pas re~u de reponse satlS­
faisante. Le Secretariat a cvoque la difficulte
d'evaluer des contributions qui consistent souvent
dans la mise a disposition de locaux, de moyens
de transport ou de faci1ites administratives. ~~me
Corbet cspere qu'il sera ncanmoins pOSSIble
d'avoir des preeisions a cc sujet lors de la p~o­
chaine session du Conseil economique et social.

Elle voudrait egalement savoir qucls sont les
elements qui ont servi all calcul des prcvisi.ons

'Voir E/578/Rev.l, section VII, resolution No 5.
'Voir Ics Proce.r-vrrbaux officirl$ du COI1$nl eco­

nomiqut It $or:ial, troisieme annee, sl.1ltieme session,
Sul'Plimml No 8, annexe n, pages 40 et 41, et annexe
In, page 47.
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