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STATEMENT BY THE CHATRMAN

The CHAIRMAN' (interpretation from Spanish): I should like first to
express my warm appreciation to all of you for the honour conferred upon my
country and upon me by my unanimous election to the office of Chairman of
the First Committee,

I have long been convinced that the best way to show appreciation 1s to
make a request, This is perhsps somewhat difficult to understand, Névertheless
I want my appreciation to be coupled with a request. I know that you will grant
my request; that is why I take the liberty of nmaking it. I ask for your cordial
but determined co-operation. I know that when you elected me as Chairman and
placed upon my feeble shoulders such a heavy load you were well-intentioned and

ready'to give me your co-operstion and help. Buk_today I want to ask you
specifically for your co-operation,'especially because I am convinced that

the success of our work, after the help that we expect from God, will depend

- primarily upon the co-operation, that friendly and constructive help, that

,can come only from all delegations here. |

I am also convinced of the co-operation of the Secretariat of thevUnited

Nations. I have been told that in a few moments the\Secretary-General will be'
here, I know how occupied he is with grave and serious responsibilities and
tasks, I wish to pay tribute to him. I want to tell him that our Committee
is countiﬁg not only upon his technical co-operation but also upon his

generous lnspilration,
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I do not think I need to introduce to the Committee Mr. Protitch, the
Secretary, He is already an institution in the United Nations, end I am
" 1inked to him by many ties of friendship and co-operation in the Se curity
Council, I am also confident of the co-operation which I shall receive
from Mr, Narayanan, who has elways been extremely helpful to me and to ell
"of uS.

" ELECTION OF THE VICE-CHATRMAN

The CHAIRMAN: The first matter to which we have to sttend 1s the

election of the Vice-Chairmen. According to rule 105 of our rules of procedure,
" the officers of the Committee are elected on the basis of equitable geographical

distribution, experience and personal competence. Are there any nominations?

8ir Leslie MUNRO (New Zealand): It is my perticulsr pleasure to

'nominate as Vice~Chairman of this Committee His ‘Excellency Mr, R,S.8. Gunewardene,
the Ambassador of Ceylon to the United States and the first permenent representative

of his country to the United Nations. Mr,. Gunewordene, it goes without saying,
has had a distinguished career both in his own country and in the field of
international affairs. He is g lewyer and a graduate of London University.
In the forefront of the political 1ife of Ceylon from an errly age, N
Mr. Gunewardene was & founder member, secretary and vice-president of the
Ceylon Netional Congress, an organization devoted to the independence movement
in Ceylon, He was elected to the State Council in 1936 and he served as &
Minister and in other important capacities until l9h7, when Ceylon obtalned
independence within the Commonwealth. In 1947 he was elected to the first
Parliament and was appointed & Minister in the first Cabinet. He ‘has been
his countryt!s Ambassador to Italy and he has been very prominent in the effeairs
of FAO and WHO,
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(Sir Leslie Munro, New Zealand)

I do not need to remind my colleagues here of Mr. Gunewardene's assiduity
and his devbted skill in,procﬁring the admission,of his country to this
Organization, & cause which I and all my colleagues in the Commonwealth were gléd
to embrace and which ¢éme, as we all know, to & triumphant conclusion. I nominate
him because I esteem‘himAas a diplomat and because I esteem him for myself as a
friend, and because he is the representative of & member of the Commonwealth of
Nations -- a great Asian member which we in New Zealand and I may say throughout
the whole Commonwealth, respect and admire. ‘

I have the honour, therefore, and also the greatest pleasﬁre in nominating

Mr, Gunewardene ag Vice-Chairman of this Committee,

Mr. URQUIA (E1 Salvador)(interpretation from Spanish): I am extremely
bhappy to second the nowination made by Sir Leslie Munro of New Zealand for the
election of His Excellency Mr. R.S5.5. Gunewardene ag Vice-Chairman of this

'Committee. He is the Ambassador of Ceylon to the United States and the. permanent

representative of his country to the United Nations. He is also chairman of the
delegation of Ceylon to the present session of the General Assembly.

The political and diplomatic career of our distinguished colleague from
Ceylon, as we learned from the interesting date submitted to us by the
representative of New Zealand, has been fruitful end brilliant not only for his
own country, but for‘tné international organizations with which he has been

associated. He has proved his intelligence, his wisdom, his sagacity and his

" aduirable knowledge of people.

When, in the middle of 1955, he came for the first time as Observer from
Ceylon to the United Nations we gained & very fine lmpression of his hlgh personal
qualities; we saw him as an indefatigable fighter for the admission of his country
to membegship in the United Nations. Iater, as Aubassador and permenent
representative of his country to our Organization we admired without any
regervations his courage and his zeal in studying the‘gravest and wost difficult
problems being discussed by all diplomats and statesmen in the United Nations.

Hig abillities as a parliamentarian were proved when he very wisely presided over
the United Nations Conference on Maintenance Obligatlons six months ago.
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(Mr, Urquis, El Salvador)

Mr. Gunewardene eand his great qualities are so well known tous that I
am sure we are, without exception, more than ready to elect him to the
Vice-Presidency of this lmportant Committee. In so doing, we shall only
confirm once more the high esteem in which he 1s held and the admiration
that we feel for his noble country. |

i e e s i

-

i S

S e e T s A i S
AR S e L s P R



BC/mm | A/C.1/PV.813
6

Mr, Krighna MENON (Indisn): My delegation deems it a great privilege
to support the nomination of Mr. Ratnakirti Senarath Serasinghe Gunewardene as

Vice-Chairman of this Committee. So far as I understand it, Mr., Gunewardene's

first name means "jewel of fame"; thus, when he was born -- or soon after ~--
thisg title of fame was branded on him. .
| Ceylon is a very great and distinguished neighbour of India., I am very
happy that we should have this opportunity of supporting Mr. Gunewardene's
nomination for Vice-Chairman of this Committee -- a nomination which has been
moved by my distinguished colleague from New Zealand, another of India's neighbours,
being only a few thousand miles away from India, and seconded by the leader of
the Latin American group of countries.

Mr. Gunewardene is well known in this building for the active work he did
in prdmoting.the membership in the United Nations not only of his own country, but
also of all those countries which were waiting to be admitted. We are all
familiar with Mr. Gunewardene's capacity for making friends, for taking an
objective view of questions and for working very hard, For us from India, however,
Mr, Gunewardene is most outstanding for his association with his country's
nationalist movement and for his participation in the campaign for his cquntry’s
freedom.

It is a matter of note that, in the very first year of Ceylon's membership
of the United Nations, the Chairman of Ceylon's delegation to the United Nations
should be nominated for the high office of Vice-Chairmen of the First Committee.
I have no doubt that the Committee will elect him unanimously.

It is both a personal honour and a privilege for my delegabtion and country
to sﬁpport the nomination of this distinguished son of Ceylon for the Vice-

Chairmanship of the First Committee.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): If there are no other

nominations, I shall, in conformity with the Committee's usual practice, declare
Mr. Gunewardene unanimously elected Vice-Chairman of the First Committee.

Mr. Gunewardene (Ceylon) was unanimously elected Vice-Chairman,
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ELECTION OF THE RAPPORTEUR

The CIAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): Are there any ncminations
for the post of Rapporteur of this Committee? ‘

Mr. VITEITI (Italy): I have the honour and the pleasure to propose the

nomination of Mr. Franz Matsch, permanent representative of Austria to the

United Nations, as Rapporteur of the First Committee. Mr. Matsch's distinguished

performance in his many years in the Austrian diplomatic service and hisvlong
eXperience with international organizaticns end conferenceslmake his electioh to
the post of Rapporteur highly desirable.
Arong the many assignments which Mr, Matseb has carried out and which make

‘ﬁim worthy of our highest consideration are the following. He was a member of
+the Austrian delegation to the Disarmament Conference in 1932, at which I had the
pleasure of meeting him for the first time. He was a delegate to the United
Nations Trade Conference in Havana in 1947 and 1948. He was a delegate to the
United Nations Technical Assistance Conferences in 1950, 1952 and 1953. He was
Chairman of the Austrian Atomic Energy Commission in 1955-1956 and head of the
Austrian delegation to the Conference on the Peaceful Uses of Atomic Energy in
Geneva in August 1955. Coupled with his personal qualities, these and many other
responsibilities -~ discharged with the highest competence -- make Mr. Matsch
worthy of our confidence and equal to the outstanding requirements of the

post of Rapporteur of the First Committee., I therefore propose and recommend

Mr. Matsch's election to that post.

Mr. de la COLINA (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): I am very happy

to second the nomination of Mr, Franz Matsch for the post of Rapporteur of the
Pirgt Committee.

Mr. Matseh is a well-kmown Austrian diplomat and jurist. He is his country's
permanent representative to the United Nations. My friend, Mr. Vitetti of Italy,
has with his usual eloquence already given the high points of the career of the
. representative of Austria. The experience which Mr. Matsch has had represents,

I think, the best guarantee that he will carry out his tasks efficiently. The

traditional ties between his cocuntry and mine and the fact that my Government
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(Mr. de la Colina, Mexico)

was one of the Governments most deeply interested in the admission of Austria --
a centre of the art and culture of the Western world -- to membership of the
United Nations are additional reasong why I am pleased to be able to support

Mr, Matschls nowmination as Ragyorteur of the First Committee.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): If there are no other
nominations, I shall, in conformity with the Committee's usual practice, declare

Mr. Matsch unanimeusly elected Rapporteur of the First Committee.
Mr, Matsch (Austria) wos_unanimously elected Rapporteur,
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Mr. GUNEWARDENE (Ceylon) (Vica-Chairmen}: I eppreciate very much the
compliment you have pald we and m& little country by unanimously electing me
Vice-Chairmen of this very important Committee, a committee in which many of the
burning questions of the day will be disiussed. I am conscious of my own
limitations, I bave been in this Assembly for bevrely s year, and it {8 = high
honour indeed to be elected as Viee-Chairman to help in the deliberaticns of
this Coummittee, I am heartened, however, by the faed that during the short time
I have been herse I have made many friends and received the hoarty co~aperation
of all delegations,

I am also heartened by the fact that we have, to preside over our
deliberations, an elder statesman of the calibre of Mr. Belaunde, who has always
been sn inspiration to me. I welceme the opportunity of collabarating with him,
sinee I had the opportunity only a few months ago of being assoelsted with him
in & greet enterprise, when I made efforts to secure the edmission of my country
to the United Nations. I still remember with gratitude the bearty eo-operation
I received from all sections of this Assembly, and I sball never forget ﬁhe part
‘that was personally played by Mr. Belaunde. :

I am deeply grateful to my many friends who bave been mosh generous with
regard to me. I particularly wish to refer to my old and esteemed friend,

Sir Leslie Munro, who has always been a model of correct parliamentary conduct,
and & man for whom I have the greatest eéteem, respectd and regard.

I should alsv like to mention the seconder of my nomination, the
representative of El Salvador, who aleo played & very vital part in my efforts
to secure the admission of my country to the United Rations. X have had the
privilege of his 2ssistence in other conferences, aund he is also & geptlempn fOr
whom I have an extremély high regard. His high juridical knowledge, his experisnce
and his eminent fairmindedness bave always ettrasted my attertion. It is also,
of course, a great privilege that a distinguished Asian leader, Mr, Krishne Menon,
whose name is & household word in all parts of Asia, should have associated
pimself with this proposal, I am deeply grateful to him. I am equally graeteful
4o sll the members of the Committes for so genercusly secepting me &s .
Vice-Chairman. o
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(Mr, Gunewardene, Ceylon)

It remains for me to express %he hope that, at the end of thie session, this
Committee, under the sble guidance of Mr, Belaunde, will have to its credit
distinguished work done for %he peace ang well-belng of the world.

Mr. MATSCH (Austria) (Rapporteur): I wish to thank the members of this
Committee for the honour they héve bestowed upon me by electing me Rapporteur of
this Committee, In Particular, I should like to thank the representative of Ttaly
for submitting my nomination in such flattering terms, and the representative
of Mexico for seconding that nomination, I consider my election to be a tribute
to my country, and I can assure the members of this Committee that I shall do my
best to Justify the confldence they have placed in me.

AGENDA OF THE COMMITTEE: LETTHER DATED 15 NOVEMBER 1956 FROM THE FRESIDENT OF
THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY TO THE CHAIRMAN OF THE FIRST COMMITTEE (A/C.1/777)

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spenish): The Committee has now to
consider document A/C.l/777, which 1s the letter dated 15 November 1956 from the
President of the General Assembly to the Chairman of the First Committee, and
which containsg the agenda of this Committee, According to rule 100 of our rules

. of procedure, this Committee "shall adopt its own priorities” with regard to the

items on its agenda. Therefore, it is for the Committee to decide in what order
the items shall be discussed.

Hr. WMANA BERNAL (Colombia) (interpretation from Spanish): I should
like to make s very simple suggestion to the Committee. As is usual, sll the
items on the agenda of this Committee are important, and we cannot make any
assessment of the urgency of these items. However, some order of discussion must
be set up, and we must recall that in this session of the General Asgembly a
situation different from that of other sessions obtains. A number of extremely
thorny questions have been thrashed out, many speeches have been made, and
countless words have been spoken. The attention of all representatives has been
80 concentrated on these debates that the majority of the delegations have rot
bhad sufficient time to study any of the other items or to consider the many other

questions.
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Therefore, I should like to suggest that we should first discuss the first
two items thet appear in docunxent A/C.l/???, that is, the Korean question with
its two fundamental aspects, and then the question of disarmament. These are two
pre-eminently topical questions in the United Nations that have a tremendous
bearing on the international situation. In order to make oﬁr work easier, 1
believe we should postpone the discussion of the order of the remaining three
items until later. As we progress in our work, we could set up the order of
discussion of items 3, 4 and 5.

Mr., KASE (Jepan): I had thought that some of my colleagues of the

Asian-African group woﬁld have wished to speak on this question, so that this is
an unexpected honour for me. However, I justify my intervention by the coincidence
-or, perhaps, accident that I happen to be fha Chairman of the Asian-African group
for the month of January.

With regard to the order of discusslon of the ltems on the agenda of this
Committee, the Asian-African group met and exchanged views fully and carefully.
As a result of their deliberations, the members of the group came to the conclusion
that, because of the urgency of the qﬁestion of Algeria, we should request the
Committee to take up that matter as its first item. Later, after carefully
weighing the situation prevailing in the United Nations, we came to the conclusion
that we might proceed first with the Korean item and then, if possible, discuss the
Algerian question. However, we are in the hands of the Commitiee, and we do not
wish to insist that the Algerian gquestion should be taken as the second item,
although that still remains the desire of the group. If the Committee cannot see
its way to accept this suggestion, then I think the group might be persuaded to
accept the Algerian question as the third'item on the qgénda.
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(Mr. Kese, Japan)

But 1f the Committee takes up this qpestion as the third 1tem, the group would
accept it, I hope. ~ At least, that is the manlmum shall I say, request on the |
part of the group. “'In my humble capacity as President for the month of January,
I ask the Chailrmen and the Committee to be good enough to have this desire of the
Asien-Africen group weighed caréfully{ I also appeal to the members of the
- Committee to give the Algerianvitem at least the third place.

Mr. CASSIMATIS (Greece) (interpretation from French): First of all,
there is a question of principle., I regret that I am at variance with the views

of the representative of Colombia who feels that the various delegations have not
yet crystallized their positions on various issues. As & matter of fact, the
Assembly has been in session for over two months; two-thirds of the present
duration of the Assembly has dlready elapsed. Therefore, we must determine the

* sequence of all the items. 1In fact, I am prepared to esk for a vote on this
points The Committee cannot select two questions and relegate the others to

the Greek calends. I do not say this Just because the Greek delegation feels that
the Cyprus question 1s an important one, but because I believe that the prestige
of the United Nations is directly involved. If the United Nations gives the
impression that it is seeking to eliminate problems releting to colonielisw and
if it gilves the impression that it is unwilling to discuss anti-colonial issues,
the prestige of the United Nations will be endangered, even though its prestige is
now risiag.

That is why I ask, as a question of principlé, that we decide on the sequence
of all the itéms. For me it is g question of principle. Therefore, I am
opposed formally to the sﬁggestion of the representative of Colombis.

As for the order of our work, I think that we should nob examine first the
mést important questicns, as all the questions. are important, but we should take up
those that are most urgent, those ou which the peace of the world depends.,

Two items may be classed in that category: the problem of Algerie and the
problem of Cypruss Blood is flowing in these two countries, eand we must first

decide on these two iteus,
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‘The problem of Korea is one which has slipped into the background. The
disarmament. question is an important one, but for the United Nations its importancé‘
is rather theoretical, 1In fact, I do not know if the two great Powers concerned,
the United States end the Boviet Union, ere in fact prepared to advance concrete
proposels which will enable us to edvaence under thls item.

Therefore, in my opinion, the seguence to be chosen is thist  the
Algerisn question; the question of Cyprus; disarmament;and the question of Korea.

Thet is the order I suggest.

Mr. FREITAS-VALLE (Brezil): I should like to support the Colombian proposal

suggesting to exawine first the Korean question and then the disarmament question.

My information is that the Asian-African group has decided on two alternatives:
first, the question of disarmament, then to take up the Algerian question;
secondly, to discuss the Korean question and then the Algerian question afterwards.
Therefore, if we vote for the Colomblan proposal, we will almost be meeting the
alternstive of the Afro-Asian group,which means first taking up the question of
Korea and then the question of disarmement. Both alternatives are there.
I therefore propose that we should first teke up the Korean question end then
disarmament. I do not think that because & question is being discussed more
fully in the world now thet there is more chance of a solution of that question
here. We must hope that solutions will be found for these questions end that
we can have such a solution before the Assewbly disbands.

Tuerefore, I support the proposel of the Colombian delegation.

Mr. KUZNETSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from

Russian): The Soviet delegation would like to #eke some observations as to the
suiteble sequence of items on the agenda of this session of the Assembly, a questidn
which has been referred to the First Committee for consideration.

, As the meterial before us indicates, we are to examlne a number of items.

In our opinion they are all of greet importance, with the excepbion of the Korean
question, for the reduction of tension in various parts of the world. However,
relations in some parts of the world affect relations throughout the world.

These problems awalt solution in the interests not only of the peoples of these

countries, but also they have a bearing on the meintenance of peace in general.
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(Mr. Kuznetsov, USSR)

I should like to dwell on one problem in our agenda, a problem of importance

" which, in our opinion, calls for careful consideration. This problem is the problem’

of disarmament, the cessation of the armaments race and the prohibition of the
atomic weapon. The peoples of the entire world are vitally interested in the
maintenance and strengthening of peace and in the consolidation of international
security. This relates equally to the peoples of the Western countries and to
the peoples of the Eastern countries, to the peoples of under-developed countries
and to peoples of advanced countries. All people are interested in the
meintenance of peace, regardless of the cociel systems under which they live and
regardless of their ways of life. Is 1t not clear that the continuing armaments
race, especially the race for new types of weapons of mass destruction, has
implanted insecurity end uncertainty for the future among peoples, causing anxiety
end alarm? This is so because the people know that the danger of a new war
grows together with the arwmaments race. It is impossible to live in peace and
calm on top of a box of dynamité, especially when there are certain parties which
play with fire near that box of dynamite.

" We are obliged to draw the proper conclusions from the lessons of history.
We must ell take measures to ensure that the tragic events of the past should not
be repeated. We must do everything in our power to prevent a new war. There is
no special need to prove that decisive significance for the umaintenance and
strengthening of peace is held by the cessation of the armaments race, the
prohibition of atomic weapons and the carrying out of general disarmament. The
peoples resolutely repudiste the armaments race which is a straight roed to war.
They demand that internationel relations be seriously recast with the ensuring
of lasting, genuine and sound peace.

The more rapidly that States, especially States which possess the largest

nilitary potential, reach agreement on disarmsment, the more quietly and calmly

will the peoples live in peace throughout the world.
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, Some have said that this is not the proper time to deal w1th disarmament.
However, I would say that the contrary is true: {f we wish to remove the danger of
a new war, the present international situation requires insistent efforts
toward the solution of this problem precisely now, and more than ever before,

The cessatlon of the armaments race would contribute to the strengthenlng of
lnternational confidence. The reduction of the vast expenditures allocated to
armaments would lead to a raising of the well-being of the people. The Soviet
delegation is convinced that given a modicum of goodwill, all the necessary
conditions are at hand for successful progress toward the solution of the
problem of disarmament.

The Sov1et Government's well-known proposals of 17 Noveriber on disarmament
and on the prohlbition of atonmic and hydrogen weapons and the testing of such
weapons, and on the questlon of ensuring effective international control over
observance. of these measures, Open new possibilities for agreewent. We are
profoundly conv1nced of this, i

It is qpite obvious that the Committee faces an important and difficult ' ‘
task 1n finding ways and means to bring about a rapprochement of comtroversial
points of view on the basis of existing proposals, working out an agreed position,
and giving the peoples hopeful and promising prospects for the solution of the
disarmement problem. This is the most 1mporuant task before all of us, and the
Committee must tackle this problam ab the very outset of its vork, as being the
most urgent one.

The main task of the United Nations, as 18 well known, is to be a mighty
instrument for the mainbenance and consolidation of international peace. The

harter of the United Netions confers directly upon the Orgenization the duty of
examining end working out principles governing disarmament and the regulation of
armaments., The Organization as a whole and its important organs have all the 5
necessary facilities for carrying out this great and important mission, The
peoples expect the General Assembly to take genulne gteps for the ereation of ]

necessary conditions for a tranquil and peaceful life and for the creation of
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The affirmative solution of the disarmament problem meets the vital interests
of peoples and would also create favourable conditions for the solution of other
problems which are on the agenda of this Committee, It is therefore our duty to
deal with this problem without delay. :

However, the agenda presented to the First Committee places the Korean item
first. There is no need to prove that the consideration of such a question before
other questions would be entirely unfounded,and the peoples would fail to
understand it if the First Committee, to which the General Assembly has entrusted
the disarmament question, were to decide to postpone that question until a later
stage. It would be difficult to persuade world public opinion that the United
Nations has more important and urgent problems than the questions of disarmament
and the prohibition of the atomic and hydrogen weapons, these latter being
problems which are of such essential significance for the maintenance of péace
and security.

Proceeding from these propositions, the Soviet delegation proposes that this
Committee should cénsider the disarmament problem among the first and that the
Korean item should be listed last in our order of priority. This would certainly
be in line with the relative significance of the disarmament problem and other
problems and would moreover command the assent and support of all the peoples of
the world, .

For its part, the Soviet delegation is prepared, as always, to make every
effort, in concert with other delegations, in the direction of carrying out
practical steps for the solution of the disarmament problem.

We have listened to the observations of the representatives of Japan and
Greece, If the Committee considers it proper to deal with the Algerian problem
first, or, for that matter, with the Cyprus problem first, the Soviet delegation
will not press for consideration of the disarﬁament problem as the first item,

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I recognize the

representative of Japan on a point of order.
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Mr. KASE (Japan): I am sorry to intervene again; I do so because I fear
that, when I seid a short while ago that the prioriby of the items should be
(1) Xoree, and (2) disarmament, I perhaps did not explain the position of the
Asian-African group quite adequately. I now want to say that the view is quite
strongly held among the members of the Aslan-African group that that priority
should be changed to reed (1) disarmament and (2) Korea. As regards the Algerian
item, what I said before stands -- that is, the Algerian item should be given as
high a priority as possible, That is the position of the group,

Mr. JAWAD (Iraq): I agree with the representative of Colombia that

all five items on the agenda of this Committee are important, end I also
-support his elaboration of that matter. But, to me, it is a question of the
arrangement or sequence ¢f these items., There are questions among these five
which have been discussed by this Committee and the General Assembly in the past,
while others have not yeb received sufficient attention by this Organization.

To my mind, the item concernlng Algeria should receive very high priority.
It is a question of war and a question of degtruction. A war which has been
carried on for more than two years by organized armies, with modern armaments
manufactured in France and other NATO countries, should not receive simply
the same weight which is given to other matters concerning disputes and
differences between States, What has been going on in North Africa has been
disturbing the whole region -- politically, econcmically and socially, Moreover,
it has created tension tetween a large number of Member States of this Organization,
Thus, failure to consider this matter of the war in Algeria or to give 1% a high
priority would simply represent neglect on the part of this Orgenizaticn of its
duby regarding a matter involving the destruction of a wiole people by orgenized
and advanced industrial countries,

e are faced hers wilh two cuestions. One is the guastion of settling a war.
The other is an =ffort to promote & vasls Tor furthering prace, I think that
everyone here sgrees that the settlement of a war and the enling of the Wutchery of

people musi receive higher priority,
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To settle such a war has its own advantages. First of all, it will create a
new atmosphere of peace in the world; secondly, 1t will increase the confidence
of the peoples of the world in the United Nations as an organization capable of
settling disputes and wars; thirdly, it will pave the way for the consideration
of other highly important questious, vhigh have already been referred to,
ineluding the question of disarmament. N

For that reason, I think it should be the first item on the agenda'of this
Committee; if not, it should receive second plece,

Mr, Krishna MENON (India): I should like to state the view of my
delegation in regard to the arrangemeut of these items. ' A
It so happens that we meet here in this Committee after a recess without
any adequate time for delegations to come to an agreement with regard to thelr

respective points of view, It is unfortunate that our main business has been
interrupted in this way. Thet perhaps explains our difficulty. |

My delegation wiehes”to meke known its position in regard vo the Korean item,
We think it not only undesirable but extremely inconvenient that this item should
be placed first on the agenda. Either it must be argued that it is of very great
urgency and importance or it may be that some people regerd it as merely a
formality. We cannot subscribe to either of these views but, especially as the
time available to.the Assembly is.limited and importent items are on this
Committee's agenda, we have no desire to prolong procedural discussions. We hope
it will be possible to obtain some decision whereby the Korean item will come at
a later part of the agenda where it may be possible to reconcile the different
views that existed in the Assembly last year in sowe form, If that is not
possible, in view of the fact, as I understand it, that some delegations that are
\ principally concerned are not yet ready to open the discusslon on disarmament,
then I hope that at least the resolution stage of the Korean item will be
postponed to a later time. That is to say, if the Assembly in its wisdom should
decide that the Korean item must come first -- if a vote should be teken, we
should vote against it or probably not participste -- but if it is decided that
the Korean item must come first because those primarily taking part in initiatingthe
disarmement debate are not ready or it is not possible to take the other two items
on Cyprus and Algeria &g number 1 and number 2, then we should request
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that those who are initiating the Korean debate would through the usual channels
have consultations and aspproach you, Mr, Chairman, to see whether the resolution
stage on Korea can be postponed after the general debate is over, thus giving time
for representatives to L2 ready for the discussion of disarmament and at the same
,time glving us time to see whether such resolutions as may come will not divide
those who need not be dlvided unnecessarily,

The view expressed by ny colleague from Japan shows the general mixture of
ideas that exists among everybody. Ve are concerned about gilving urgency to the
disarmament question. We think it is the most important question before the
Assembly, ilrrespective of the fact that over the'years we have not been able to
come t0 any fruitful decisions in the way of accomplishing disarmement, but both
in order to asswre world public opinicn of the concern of this Assembly in this
matter and also because the problem itself, as each day goes on, becomes more
urgent If my delegation i1s participating in the beginning, we should prefer
that the disarmament question come first, but we quite realize that there may be
technical and procedural difficulties, the Disarmament Commission having met only
a short time ago.

We support the priority for the Algerian problem, that is to say, a proposal
to give it as high a place as possible, Therefore, my delegation will refrain
from moving any resolution or taking part in any vote on this question. We hope
it can be decided, in your great wisdom, in some form that will suit everybody.

Our main caveat is on Korea, and,if we can so persuade those who are
respénSible for it that we may leave this item after the general debate and take
the resolution at some other stage,that would probably be a way out.,

Mr. TSIANG (China): The choice that the Committee faces in regard to
this matter of priority of items is obviously a difficult choice. ' There are sll
sorts of reasons for placing this or that item at the top of the list.

So far as my delegation is concerned, we suppert the proposal made by the
representative of Colombia and are particularly pleased that he saw fit to put the
item of Korea at the very top of this list. Members of the Committee cannot
forget that 1t was 1n Korea that the Unitéd Nations made the greatest effort in the
ten and more yeers of its sxistence. Sé gany of the sons of so many Member States

gsacrificed Shelr lives in Korea that that any attempt here to minimize or belittle
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the importance of the Korean problem would not be fitting. The Korean problem is
also an unfinished task of the United Natlons, If today we should leave the
impression that the United Nations regafds the Korean problem as a routine matter
not of urgency or importance, ii vould creamé the general lmpression that the
United Nations cannot hold steadfastly to any set purpose. ,

"For these reasons, I hope that Korea remains at the top of the 1list and that
Tfor the time belng at, least we go ahead with the proposal made by the.-

representative of Colombia.

Mr, LODGE (United Stetes of Amefica): The United States believes that
the proposal made by the representative of Colombia is reasonable and we also
think that the remarks Jjust made by the representative of China are extremely
cogent and really very persuasive. The United States also supports consideration
of the disarmament item upon the conclusion of the discussionson Korea. I might
say that we agree with the Soviet Union on the vital importance of this |
disarmament question. We attach great weight to the early discussion of
disarmament, The meeting of the Commission on 20 December has opened the way
for this discussion, and we believe that within a ve=i enough time will have gone
by for the delegations to have studied the reporis of the Commission and its

sub-comnittee,

Mr, BEN-ABOUD (Morocco) (interpretation from French): The views so far
expressed are justified by factore in the background of each item. I do not
think there is a single item on our agenda that does not deserve adequate

consideration, ,

Korez ias been a scene of war, Peace prevails in that area today, but a
solution, as has Just been very aptly pointed out, has not been completed.

The problem of disarmament is one of topiecal and universal importance, No
delegation present can question the importance of urgent discussion of such a
problem for the present and for the future, '

In general, however, the United Nations has to think about human beings first
end speclfic problems next. We also have to take into sccount the necessary time
that must be devoted to study, consideration and possible compromise.
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The Colombian propossal is a bit odd, as we gsee 1t., It selects two items
and relegates all the other items to the magician's box. What is going to happen
to these cther items? Are they to be relegated to the Greek ealends, as the
representative of Greece has just stated, and he should certainly know the
meaning of the expresslon very well? Are they to be kept in suspense until
circumstences decide what should be done? We have no right to think or act
vagueiy on, this question.s The question of the agenda must be decided in & clear=
eut manner. : .

In the world today the order of urgency of problems must be measured by the
blood which is flowing, and that flow must be stopped. The delegation of Moroecco
speeks with knowledge of this matter becauee the Mcrceean and Tunisian problems
have been discussed in the past in this Committee. What was of primary interest
to us was not the particular MoroCcan‘br Tunisian aspect of the matter but the
stopping of the flow of blood, That is why we believe that any priority sﬁould
be commensurate with the moral value of the quesgtion, rather than the reverse,

Prompt consideration of'the'Aigerian question might avoid certain great
dangers, such as the extension of ‘the conflict. Everyone knows either from
experience or from reading that wherever there has been an insurrection in a
country it has never been, stopped except by the just fulfilment of the natlonal
aspirations of the people. There is no other way of stopping it. If we take
this into account,, then we should realize that the requirements for agenda
priority are clear, Ve should bear in mind that there is always a possibility of
the spreading of the conflict from country to neighbouring country. Insecurity
mey spread in the Same WaYe Algeria is flanked on one side by Tunisia and on the
other side by Morocco, These countries.are closely linked with the destiny of

Algeria, | :

Therefore, without in any way questioning the importance of the Korean
question, not to mention the Importance of the disarmament question, which 1s.a
universal one, the Algerian queefion, logically and morally, towers above the other
questions and deservee priority. | , ‘

Other questions are of great imporﬁange to various delegations, and we are
anxious to understand their points‘ef view, >:In conformity with the spirit of
compromise, which always characterizes United Nations'discussions, we are eager to

reach mutual understanding, I shall propose no particular order for the agenda
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items, butmy delegation would be happy if the following order were accepted:
the disarmament question, the Algerian question, the question of Cyprus == blood
is also flowing in Cyprus and that question should follow the Algerian question
because of certain considerations of numbers -~ the Korean question and the -
questioh of West Irian. Before arriving at any decision we should determine

the criteria for establishing priority for agenda items.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spenish): I call upon the
representative of Colombla, who wishes to exercise his right of reply.

Mr, UMATIA BRRNAL (Colombia)(interpretation from Spanish): I should
Alike to clarify scmevwkat the meaning of the suggestion vhich I made at the '
beginningvof the debate. In particular, I should like to élarify one point for
the benefit of the represgentative of Greece. In referring to my suggestlon, 3
he stated that I 1ntended to eliminate the ot er items of the agenda., That is
not at all what I proposed, ‘I stated that all items were important, It would

not bevcorrect to say that I would eliminate anything that I recognized to be

1mportant. , - ,
The other observatlon that were made by the representative of Greece were:

extremely interesting, but I feel that I need not refute them in view of the
magnifident statement made'by the representative of the Soviet Union, He
1llustrated quite clearly the exceptional 1mportance of the discrmament question.
‘He stated that we were sitting on a powder-keg. We certainly agree that before |
we can sit back and relax on this keg we should meke sure exactly what it contains.
I believe that we cen arri&e at a cordial agreement. The representative,
ofiﬁapan, in clarifying his proposal, also accepted my suggestion in principle.
I stated that it might be better to put as the first item of the agenda the
disarmament question,and, as the second item, the Korean gquestion. The
importénce'of the Kprean question is increased because it has already figured
first on the agenda.: As the‘representative of China has pointed out, there
would be no Justification in now setting aslide a question which had been discussed
previously and which called for the first international armed force to be used by
the United Nations. We feel that world public opinion would not forgive us if
we jumped around from one questlon to another. Ve must act here calmly and

carefully. I believe that we can arrive at an agreement before our discussion

ends teday.



BHS/mrm A/C1/PV.813 R
335=35 ' '
(Mr, Umsns Bernal, Colombia)

Our suggestion hap been most cordlally supported by the representatives of
Brazil, China and Irag. I believe that we could leave for later the decision.
" on the other three agenda items. Ag regards the disarmament question, I believe
there is unanimous agreement on the urgency of discussing it either first or
seconds '

‘I think that our differences are, very small and that this discussion could

easily result in a unanimous decision.

Mr, CASSIMATIS (Greece)(interpretation from French): The representative
of Colombia has asked for agreement on his proposal, but that 1s quite impossible,

In the meantime, however, I have noted from the statements of the representatives
of the United States and the Soviet Union that they are prepared and, in fact,
willing to begin the consideretion of the disarmament question forthwith.

Therefore, in order to facilitate this discussion, I shall make a formal
motion which I request the Chairman to put to the vote. We should determine
immediately the sequence of all items of the agenda. = Since the two great Powers
have stated that the disarmament gquestion should be considered first, I submit
the following motion to be put to the vote, setting out the order of priority of
agenda items: - the disarmament qQuestion, the Algerian question, the question of
Cyprus, the Korean question and the question of West Irian. This is an
amendment to the order as proposed.

3
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I call on the
representative of the United States on a point of order,

Mr, LODGE (United Stetes of America): I think that I did not make
myself clear to the representative of Greece. What I said was that we favoured
teking up ‘the Korean item first and the disarmament item second, and we thought
that by the time a week or so had expired we would then be ready. The United
States dld not say that we were ready now. .I Just wanted to make that clear

as to our position,

Mr, ZEINEDDINE (Syria): I think that the amendment just presented
by the representative of Greece 1s, from more than one point of view, the one
that would take into consideration both the importance and the urgency of the
questions before this Committee, It has at least the advantage, and a very
practical one, of not leaving us in the dark with regard to the consideration

of the other questions. It is quite lmportant for meny delegations to know
the actual order of the items so that they can arrange their work accordingly.

At the present time there is only one war going on in the world, That war
is the one in Algeria. It is not a war on a small scale, for over half a
million troops are being employed. Destruction is being carried out every
day. Blood is being shed, and the organized resistance of a whole nation
up in arms has also, in its turn, caused this conflict to continue for over
two years now. This is a situation which is not only of interest to France
and Algeria; it definitely has very wide international implications, It stands
to resson therefore that the problem which is more urgent than any on the list
of items we have before us is the problem of Algeria,

As regards the question of disarmement, despite the fact that discussilons
have been golng on with regard to this question for about ten years now -~ and
this is a matter of universal importance to all the Members of the United Nations --
and because there is a hope, though slight, that some further step can be taken
through the United Nations, my delegation, like that of Greece, would agree to
having this problem studied first, Therefore, the problem of disarmament would
be considered first and the problem of Algeria would come next. But the problem
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of Algeria is in fact of the same nature as the one in Cyprus, though of
dimensions far bigger than the second probleﬁ. Therefore, the question of
Cyprus might be considered, in our view, after the consideration of the guestion
of Algeria,

As to the question of Korea, we all know that for all practical purposes
the question of Korea is now at a standstill. Little more can be done than
has been done in the past, and in that respect there ie very little urgency
attached to this problem, On the contrary, perhaps some discussions going
on now might in the near future offer a possibility of teking a further step
in the Korean problem, Such discussions would not, as it seems, be sure to
-bring about results at the present time, ‘

Therefore, in all objectivity and in order to accommodate the various
points of view expressed around this table, we believe that the amendment
presented by the delegation of Greece would at one and the same time have
the advantage of co-ordinating all our work ~- not leaving any blanks --
in a manner which is relatively most sppropriate and most useful for the -
discussion of the Committee. Therefore, we will support it and vote for
it.

The CHATRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I think that I should sum
up the results of the debate as objectively as possible, As the represéntative of
Colombla has said, thils discussion has been maintained at a very high level, and T
am sure that we can come to & constructive decision on it. At present we have a

number of proposals before us. Some are suggestions; others are formal motions.
The delegation of Colombia has proposed that we should decide today that the

agenda should, for the mcment, consist of the questions of Korea and disarmement,

, leaving for later -- and this in no way presupposes hierarchy of values but rather
giving each of the problems its due importance -- the decision as to thevorder in

which the other three items will be discussed. The representative of Japan has

hinted -- because he made no concrete proposal -- that we ought to discuss the

question of disarmsment first, then go on to the Korean question, and thirdly

to consider the question of Algeria or the question of Cyprus.
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The *representative of Greece modified his initisl suggestion as follows:
The order of the items on the agenda would be complete, Nothing would be
postponed for a later decision., We would decide immediately on the following
order of items: Disarmament, Algeria, Cyprus, Korea, West Irian.

Now the representative of the Soviet Unlon has proposed that we should
begin immediately with the question of disermament, and that later we can
continue with the third or fourth item, but that we should postpone the
discussion of Korea until the end of the agenda.

We have listened with great interest to what was said by the representative
of Syria., But according to the rules of procedufe'and the usage in the Political
Comittee =~ and I am rather aware of usage in our Committee -~ there is no
amendment possible to these questions, because gn amendment either adds to,
deletes from, or changes a stbstantive question. These are all substentive
questions and the only way that any suggestion can be made is through a
separate suggestion or moticn, If the Commlttee has no contrary views,

I will have to put to tlie vote the motions formally submitted. Basically,

there are three proposals. There are two which only cover part of the agenda,
namely the Colombian and Soviet proposals. The third one covers the entire
agénda, and that has been submitted by the delegation of Greece. The proposals
have been submitted in the followlng order: +the first proposal has been submitted
by Colombia; the second proposal was submitted by Greece, and substituted

by a new proposal; and fhe third proposal was submitted by the Soviet Union,
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Mr, KUZNETSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics){interpretation
from Ruesisn): I should like to meke the position of the Soviet Union clear.
The Soviet delegation attaches great importence to the problem of

disarmament. However, having listened carefully to the cbservations and
proposals of various representatives, we consider that the proposal of the
representative of Grekce will meet the interests of our delegation. For this
reason the Soviet delegation supports the proposeal of the representative of

Greece and will vote in favour of it.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish) In view of the statement

of the represenvetive of the Soviet Unicn, we have only two proposels before

us: the proposal mede by the representative of Colombia, and that of the
represcntative of Greace. Apparcatly these two proposals have been discussed

sufficizatly.

Mr, ULIRICH (Czechoslovakia): The discussion concerning the order
in which the items on the agenda of the First Comaittee should be taken up has
shown that the importance of the disarmement question 1s generally recognized.
All those who have spoken before me have stressed both the lmportance and |
the urgency of the problems concerminn disarwmament, the prohibition of emms
of mass destruction zad the beaniug of nucleer tests. The Czechoslovak
delegation fully shares the opinion that not only is tha present {ime
sppropriate for discussion of the disarmament question, but that the matter
requires urgent action on the part of all concerned in order to achieve the
solutions of which sll mankind is so desirous. '

In deciding the order of business of our Committee, we should keep in
mind the fact fhat progress in the field of disarmement would have good effects

as far as outstanding international problems are concerned and would contribute
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to diminishing the present international tension. For these reasons the :
Czechoslovek delegation supports the proposal that priority should be given @

to deliberations on the question of disarmement.
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The Czechoslovek delegation is not uneware of the importance and the
urgency of the situation prevailing in Algeria, If we support thé proposal
for priority to be glven to the disarmement question, therefore, it does not
mean thet we are opposed to en early discussion of the Algerien question.

In this connexion, the Czechoslovak delegation considers t?e order suggested
by the representative of Greece to be most appropriate and is prepared to

support his amendment.

Mr. MENEMENCIOGILU (Turkey)i I should like to have some clarification,
The Cheirmen has summarized for us the position and hes told us exactly where

the two proposals stand. However, my delegation is not clear as to the exact
proposal made by the representative of Japan, which was not taken up by the
Chairman as a separate proposal. That is why I venture to ask whether my
understanding is correct.

My understanding is that the representative of Japan seld that certain
Members of the United Nations shared his view that the first two items -- as
the representative of Colombia had suggested -- could be accepted as such and,
&8s I understand him, he wishes to go further and to fix a precise place for a
third item, nemely, the question of Algeria,

Therefore, if my interpretation 1s not erroneous, I think that the
representative of Jepen has, in fact, proposed a formal emendment, which adds
something -- as you, Mr. Chairman, seid a moment ago -- to the proposal of the
representative of Colcmbia. In other words, it is between the two proposals.
The representative of Japan wishes us to discuss the first two items, then a
third one. That, if I em not misteken should be consldered as an smendment in
itself,

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spenish): T shall try to clarify the
matter for the benefit of the representative of Turkey.

I understand that the representative of Japan did not meke a formal proposal.
However, in order to satisfy the view of the representative of Turkey, snd so
thet the Committee will understand the matter fully, may I mention -- of course,
if the representative of Japan wishes to change his suggestion and make it a
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formal proposal, naturelly it will be taken into account by the Chair -- that
the representative of Japan summed up his views as follows: first, disarmament,
then Korea, and third, either Algerie or Cyprus. Therefore, basically, we have
only two formel proposals before the Committee -- unless, as I sald before, the
representative of Jepan wishes to change his suggestion to a formel proposal.
Unless he does so, I cannot consider his suggestion as a formal proposel and
put it to the vote, becsuse of the rules of procedure.

~Mr, RIFAI (Jordan): Since, as I understand it, the representative
of Japen has not made a formal proposal -- and perhaps he does not intend to
do s0. == it seems to me that we have two proposals before us, namely, those,of
Colombie and Greece.,

As the proposal of the representative of Greece seems to me to be the more.
comprehensive and covers all the items on the agenda, I should like to suggest
that the Greek proposal should be voted upon first, followed by a vote on the
proposal of Colombia.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): The proposal of the
representetive of Jordan constitutes a question of priority end must be decided

upon by the Committee,

Mr, ZEINEDDINE (Syria): As the proposal put forward by the representative

of Jordan has priority, and since it was my intention to speak on a point of
order on another question, I shall deley my intervention until a vote has been
teken on the proposal of the representative of Jordan.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I should like to inform the

representative of Syris that the suggestion of the representative of Jordan was
concerned with priority with regard to the vote, not to the formula itself.

. - . o
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Mr. de LEQUERICA (Spain)(interpretatioﬁ from Spanish): My delegation
does not objeet to a vote being teken on the proposal of the representative
of Colombie; that is to say, thet the first item to be considered would be the

Korean question, followed by the disarmement question. The representative )

of Colombie stated clearly that this did not eliminate other questions. However,
would it not be more satisfactory to all of us if we could . fellow the agenda as
it appears before us in the letter‘of 15 November from the President of the
General Assembly (A/C.1/777) wherein the items allocated to this Committee are
listed as follows: the Kcrean questionj regulation, limitation and balanced
reduction of &ll armed forces and all armements; question of Cyprus; question

of Algeria; question of West Irien (West New Guinea), As I said earlier, the
representative of Colombiae has already clarified his suggestion, but 1f we decide
on the first two questions only, we would appeer to be withholding our views on
the other three matters, My delegetion would prefef to teke up the items on the
agends. in the order suggested by the President -- not because we feel that '
discussion is more urgent on some problems than on others, or that we are more
eﬂﬁtionally concerned with one or other question, or that some question can

be solved while others cannot. The Minister of Foreign Affeirs of Spain, in
referring to the bilateral solution of questions, stated our views on these
matters. We have heerd views expressed by representatives of those countries

most concerned with such questions.
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We know that these matters must appear on our agenda,bus to limit our
proposals to two items would indirectly leave one or the other of these questions
to be postponed and relegated to a less important position. Therefore I would
.suggest that we add to the Colombian proposal concerning the two first items to ve
discussed -- Korea and disarmament -- the third, fourth and fifth items,as they
appear in th2 letter addressed to the General Assembly by the Pregident.

Sir Percy SPENDER (Australia): I do not desire to prolong the debate

but there are a few observations which I should like to make., It seems to me

that we have a choice, and a choice only, between the proposals of the
representative of Colombia and the representative of Greece. ,
The reason why I believe we must support the proposal by Colombia is because,
firstly, the representative of Greece has suggested a fixed order in which to deal
with the items. Experience has shown that it is not wise to adopt such a method.

It is better to determine the first two items, and sometimes even the first one
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item, with which we propose to deal and to leave the others for determination at

a later stage. I think this is a very substantial reason why we should not

support the proposal of the representative of Greece, and it is clear that

there would be very few delegations in this assembly who would be prepared to

discuss disarmament at this stage, were it decided to proceed with that question

first. That of course is inherent in the proposal of the representative of Greece.’
We have heard from the representative of the United States of America that

his country is not prepared to discuss the question of disarmament at the present

time., I suppose the United States desires some time to crystallize the views they

wish to place before us,

é

For these reasons it appears to me that if would be unwise for us to decide
to proceed with the question of disermament as the first item, in accordance with :g
the Greek proposal, when the majority of nations represented in this assembly are 5
not presently able to discuss the matter intelligently. This is particularly so
in view of the fact that one of the major Powers involved, the United States of
America, is not prepared to discuss the question immediately., Therefore we feel

that we should give support to the proposal of the representative of Colombia.
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): The situation is, I believe,
as- follows: we have two concrete proposals still before us -~ the proposal of
Colombis and the proposal of Greece. According to rule 132 of the rules of
procedure, if two or more proposals relate to the same question the Committee shall,
unless it decides otherwise, vote on the proposals in the order in which they have
been submitted., The representative of Jordan, if I am not mistaken, has asked that
priority be given to the Greek proposal, so therefore, the first thing we have to
decide is whether to vote first on the Colombian or the Greek;proposa;.

I should like to ask the Committee to express its view in regard to this, and-
I shall put to a vote the proposal of Jordan to vote first on the Greek proposal..
The proposal of Jordan was rejected by 29 votes to 29, with 1i abstentions.

Mr. KHOURY (Lebanon) (interpretation from Spanish): I ghould like to amend
the proposal submitted by the distinguished representative of Colombia by adding
to his proposal the other three items to be discussed: first the question of Korea,
second disarmament, third the question of Algeria, fourth the question of Cyprus
and fifth the question of West Irian. I would like to meke it clear that this is
a formal proposal,

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): After the vote is taken on

the Colombian proposal we will congider the suggestion of the Lebanese:

representative.

Mr. CASSIMATIS (Greece): I would like to request a roll-call vote on

both the Colombian and the Lebanese proposals. .

Mr. KUZNETSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russien): . With regard to the Colombian proposal, while the priority given to the
disarmament: problem will surely command the support of many delegations, it seems
to me at- the same time, that the fact that the Korean item is the first item for
discussion will make it difficult for many delegations to express their views.
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The Soviet delegation therefore proposes that geparate votes be ﬁaken on
which item is to take the first place, Not, in other words, the first two items
as proposed,together, but that there should be a separate vote cast on which

‘item ghould be first on our agenda.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I understand that this

is really an amendment to the Colombian proposal. I will have to remind

you that, generally speaking, we have decided in previous meetings that there
can be no amendments on the question of the agenda, g0 that unless the Committee
decides otherwise, I will have to follow the usage of the Committee in this -

matter.

Mr., KUZNETSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation

from Russian): It is conceivable that I did not express my tﬁoﬁght cleariy.
My proposal is simply this -- that we should put to the vote, sepnrately, the

Korean question and then the disarmsment question.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): May I point out to the

repfesentative of the Soviet Union that the Colombian proposal, as any other
proposal, is a unit and we camnot disintegrate this unit without the agfeeﬁent of
. the'prdposer. The Korean question is proposed as the first item and the
disarmament question as the second item. For these reasons we regret we cannot

accede to the suggestion of the representative of the Soviet Union,

e
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Mr. UMANA BFRNAL (Colombia) (interpretation from Spanish): May I refer
+o the suggestion made by the Soviet representatives The Colombilan proposal is

a whole andlcontains a numerical order with respect to item 1 and item 2.

Frankly I do not quite understand what the fepresentative of the Soviet_Union has
suggested, because it is not a question of voting for alsarmament and then for
Korea or of voting for Korea and then for disarpament. There is no election here.
What we ere trying to do is fo establish some order. We cannot say that we choose
disermament Or that we choose Korea. We nave to decide on whether we shell
consider Korea first and theu disarmament. There 18 a certain incongruity in the

proposal of the representative of the Soviet Union.

Mr. KUZNETSOV (Union of goviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from

Russisn): I am sorry that I have to take more time, but I consider that the
question is one of importance. Therefore, I venture to spéak again. -

.According to rule 1%0, we in this Committee are allowed to use a procedure
which will make it possible to vyote in parts or to present amendments.
Consequently, with this as a basis, the deiet proposal is rather simple and I
make it formally. I_propose'that we take a vote on ecach of the items. The
representative of Colombia hes proposed that we vote on two iteus together., My
delegation would add that & separate vote be taken, first on the place of the
Koreen question and then on the place of the disarmament question. I_think that
this is a perfectly legitimate and fair request, and 1 hope that the Chairman

will act in accordance with this rule of procedure.

Mr. ZETNEDDINB (s 3a ) I wanted to speak on & point of order. However
Ni§ \oyT )

although many problens are arising, the point of order on which I wanted to speak

has not yet arisen. Therefore, with the permission of the Chairman, I want %o

~defer my remarks until the guestion brought up by the representative of the

Soviet Union is resolved. At that time, we shall know more clearly the order that
is to be followed.
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. Mr. CASSIMATIS (Greece) (interpretationvfrom French): I should like to
offer an explanation. The gist of the Colombian proposal is not the sequence

of the Korean and disarmament quéstions.‘ What I feel is essential is the second
part to the effect that we should decide later on all other items. My proposal
is a more general one. Even if the Colombian proposal is adopted, npine éhbuld
be put to the vote nonetheless. The representative of Colombla says, "Tet us
declde on the first two items. I make no proposalkwith respect to the others.”
I believe that the representatives should bear in mind this pecullarity of the
Colombian proposal.

i Pércy SPENDER (Australia): My submission is that the procedure
suggested by the representative of Soviet Ruesia does not apply ab all in this

case., The proposal madz by the representative of Colombia is an indivisible one.
He says in scquence thet the first item shoﬁld be Korea and the second item should
bea disarmeﬁen « The matter can be tested in this way: 1if separate votes were
taken and if there was an adverse vobe upon the first part and & vote in favour‘
of the second pert, disarmament weuld ccme second and the first item would not

be determined at all. For those reasons, the practice of this Cowmittze has been
and is consistent with the rules, nemely, that in determining the sequence, the

proposal must be voted on as a whole,

Mr, RIFAL (Jordan): I leave it to the wisdom of the Chair to decide
how to proceed with the present debate., I am sure that the Chair is conscious
of the fact that we are still in the process of voting on my proposal with

respect to the pricrity.

The CHATRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): Unfortunately, we have
finished with that item. We have voted upon it. '

Can we avoid wasting any more time? I should very humbly like to put before
you my views on this question. I am not handing down a ruling.

The essential questlon in a matter of order is order itself. Therefore, I
cannot subdivide the Colombian proposal because it consists of three parts which
are Indivisibles the questions to be considered, the order and then the part
mentioned by the representative of Greece, the authorization of the Committee to

:
i
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decide the order of other questions in the future. Tberaforq,the COIOnbzan propoeal
is 1nd1v181ble by nature, as are all proposals with respect to the order of things.
In view of the situation at which we have arrived, it would be better for us to

proceed to a vote, unless the Committee feels otherwise.

Mr. URQUIA (El Salvador) (interpretation from Spanish)t A few moments
ago, when you, Mr. Chairman; said that there was a precedent regarding amendments
to the agenda and the order of priority of discuésion of the matter in the
Committee, you rather surprised me, because to a certain extent I agree with the
representative of the Soviet Union that the Colombian proposel could be divided
as far as the order of the first two items are concerned, in other words, Korea
first and disarmament second. But you have very corvectly mentioned the third
aspect of the Colombian proposal, which is the cement that holds the proposal
together: that the Committee should decide to leave to a later time its declsion
on %Ly osher three items. That being the case, it is impossible for the Committee
to vobe,as ths representative of the Soviet Union has suggested, first of all
with regnrd o the first item to be put on the agenda and ‘hen with regerd to the
second item. After that, there would have to be a third vote held with regard
to the other three items. This third aspect is the part that holds the Colombian
proposal together. That is why I do not think that rule 130 applies. I therefore
believe that the representative of Colombia and you, Mr. Chairman, are right

in your oninion that the Colombian proposal should be voted on only as a whole.

Mr. KUZNETSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): The rules of procedure definitely allow proposals to be put to the vote

in parts. In this case we have a request to that effect. There 1s a proposal
before us which consists of two paragraphs. Fiist we must decilde what questien
should be dealt with first and then what guestion should be dealt with second,

if we follow the Colombian proposal.
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I therefore entirely fail to underetand why certain representatives consider
that the Soviet Union delegatlont!s proposal 1s at variance with the rules of
procedure. . _

Hence, I agaln request the Chairmen to take account of the Soviet Unlon
proposal; unamely, that the Committee should vote separately on the order of
discussion of the Korean item and the dlsarmament item, respectively.

Mr, KHOURY (Lebanon) (interpretation from Spanish): I bad the honour to
submit s proposal. When the Committee proceeds to the vote, I should be grateful
if the Chalrman would give priority to my proposal and put it to the vote by
roll call.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): We shall take potg of the
‘request just made by the representative of Lebanon and shall deal. with it at the
appropriaete time, N N )

Mr. CASSIMATIS (Greece) (interpretation from French): Although the
Chairman has said that he has made no ruling, I should like to make some remarks
at this time.

The Committee is about to proceed to the vote on the Colowbian proposals
Representatives should understand clearly what the result of their votes on that
proposal. will be. If the Colombian proposal is not put to the vete in three -
parts, what will be the ras:1%7  The Soviet Unlon representative has asked for
separate votes on the Korean item and the disarmament item. If the Colomblan
proposal. is thus to be sliced into two pa¥ts, there must be a third slice
made wp of the general question, which is in fect the most important cue.

As I said at the outset, the essence of the Colombian proposal is that the
Committee should decide to postpone until the end of the session -~ that is, until
a time when there can be no possibility of adequate discussion =-- the most

important problems on its agenda: the anti-colonial problems. Representatives
ghould keep this fact clearly in mind., What the representative of Colombla 1s
attempting to have the Committee do is to declde on two ltems, leaving the
consideration of the others to the Greek calends. I emphasize this point.
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We should not play on words and say that it is not a question of pigeonholing
: certain 1tems. To discuss an itenm on-the eve of the closing of the General
oy Assembly session is the same &3 to plgeonhole the item. T wigh to bring that
X out as clearly as I can. ‘

I therefore agk the Chalrman either to put the Colombian proposal to the
vote in three parts or to meke it clear that the adoption of that proposal would
‘?‘ not prejudge the order of discussion of items other than those of Korea and

-disarmament.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from gpanish)s 1 should 1ike respectfully
to submit my views to the representative of Greece. . '

Tpn dealing with any proposal, we must take into account what is the gsubstance

of the proposal. Now, &8 regards the Colombian proposal, the substance relates
to the order of discussion of the various items eon the agendas If a representatlve
feels that the order sel forth in the Colomblan proposal. is incorrect, he will
vote agalnst the proposal.. 1f the majority of the Comnittee agrees with that
view, it will reject the oloibian proposel and will adopt 5 different order.
The Committee will be entirely free to declde on any other order of discussion
that 1s proposed.
The Chalrman cannot, however, permit & proposal to be divided into parts
unless the sponsor Of the proposal agrecs. It is a question not only of the
rules of procedure, put also of logic. If the substence of & proposal relates

Ef to a certain order, thenthat order cannot pe changed without changing the

substance of the proposal. It is the order set forth in the Colombian proposal

which will be submitted to the Committee for a vote. With all due respect to the

. representative of Greece, therefore, I must say thet there are three elements

%‘\' involved. ‘The first is the rulés of procedurs, which state that a proposal

. cannot be voted on-in parts unless the spomsor of the proposal agrees. . The
gecond is the practice of the Ccmmittee. The third is logle, which makes 1t

o clear that if the comiittee feels that fhe orlev set forta in the Colorbilan

‘ proposal L8 not the correct order, it will reject the orcpocal ard decide on

some other order, such as that submitted by the representative of Greece.
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Mr, SLIM (Tunisia) (interpretation from French): The Tunisien delegatiom

agrees with the point of view which has been expressed by &a number of other
delegations; uawely, that all the items on the First Committeels agenda are
exceedingly important. Nevertheless, we do feel that, even though all the

items are important, some require more urgent consideration than others. We feel

that there is one problem -- the rather grave situation in Algeria -- which is
of concern to all the nations. We should like to find a peaceful solution to
the Algerian situation.

Certain delegations, however, consider thet the disarmament problem is
exceedingly important and requires urgent discussion. We agree with that view.

The Colombian delegation has proposed that the Commitiee should discuss the
item on Korea first, the item on disarmament second, and the other items in some
order to be decided at the appropriate time. The »>roposal would seem to be that
the order of discussion of the problems of Cyprus, Algeria and West Irian should
be decided upon at some later date, in accordance with the progress made by the
Committee and other relevant factors.

Thus, there is a previous question which must be decided by the Coxmittee.
Does the Committee wish today to determine the definitive sequence of discussion
all the items cn its agenda, or does it wish %o determine the two items which
should be discussed first, leaving the sequence of discussion of the other
items for a later decision? That is the first question which the Committee must
ask 1ltself.

I would agk the Chairman to put that previous question to the vote. I shall

repeat it: Does the Committee wish today to decide on the definitive order of
discussion of all the items on its agenda; or does it wish, in accordance with
the Colombian proposal, to decide on the order of discussion of only one or two
items? Once that previous question has been settled, we can request the
Colombian delegation to set out the order of discussion of the remaining three
items. If, on the other hand, the Colombian delegation wishes to leave the
proposal in its present vague form, the Committee can vote either for the Greek
proposal, or for the Colombian proposal, or for some other proposal -- that is,
the Lebanese proposal -- which would appear to bring together a number of
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divergent opinions. I therefore ask the Chairman to put to the vote the p;evious
question which I have already posed.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation fram Spanish): With the permission of
the representative of Colombia, I should like to make a raemark which I think is

appropriate at this point.
The Colombian proposal suggests a certain order for two ltems on the agenda,

leaving the order of discussion of the other items scmewhat vague. The Lebanese
Proposal completes the Colombian proposal. Thus, once the Lebanese proposal has

been voted upon, the situation will be entirely clear.
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I wished to make these remarks because I do not think it is necessary to
bring up a previous question, since that previous question will be solved by the
order of the proposale themselves. Therefore, after the Colombian proposal has
been voted upon, I shall immediabely put the Lebanese proposal to the vote,

Mr. UMANA BERNAL {Colombia) (interpretation from Spanish): I should like
to be able to dissipate the worries and the concern of the representative of Greece.
He appears to think that the discussion on the order of the items not mentioned in
my proposal will be postponed until the Greek Calends. Most of us know full well
what is meant by that tern,

I should like to refer also to the intervention of the Soviet representative,
As the representative of Australia has stated, the Colombian proposal, as I
submitted it, cannot be divided, as the Soviet representative has suggested. The
question does not come under rule 130 of our rules of procedure, which the Soviet
representative cited in support of his suggestion. For example, if we voted
separately on the first item, that is, Korea, and that item was rejected, then
there would be neither a first item nor the Korean question. It is suggested that
we should then vote on the second item, namely, the disarmament gquestion, but what
would have happened to the first item? There would be & void, It is simply a
guestion of logic. ,

I should like to insist on certain points, although I do not want to tax the
patience of the Committee. I am not in my proposal trying to shelve or to postpone
to the Greek Calends the other three items on the agenda. What I wish is for the
Committee to decide today on the items Which I consider to be of more immediate
importance, I do not deny or under-estimate the importance or the other three
items, but I wanted to see whether we could obtain agreement in the Committee.
However, the representative of Lebanon has suggested that the order of the last
three items should be, first Algeria, then Cyprus, and, finally, the West Irian
question. He suggested that that order might meet with the unanimous agreement
of the Committee, and, if that proves to be the case, since that is what I was
trying to do with my simple suggestion, then certainly I would not object to the
Lebanese proposal, I should be delighted if that proved to be the case, but I was
afraid that those three items would prove to be thorny questions, and I did not
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Include them in my proposal because I wished to avoid controversy and discussion.
If the wajority of the Committee is in agreement on this, then let us agree.y I
would not oppose the inclusion of those three items in the order suggested; and if
the Chairman puts the Lebanese proposal to the vote -- that after the Korean and
disarmament questions we discuss Algeria, Cyprus and the West Irian question, in
that order -- then I would bow to the will of the majority. |

Whet I cannot accept is the proposal of the representative of fhe Soviet
Union, which might result in.an empty first place, in an unknown quantiﬁy. It
the first item were to be rejected, then we should be voting on the second item,
namely, the disarmement question, and what then would happen to the first item? '
The representative of El Salvador has explained all this to the Committee, and I
cannot understand how, logically speaking, we can divide what‘is indivisible.'

The void referred to by the representative of Greece in his very wise
suggestion would, I think, be filled by the Lebanese proposal that the third
item discussed should be Algeris, the fourth item Cyprus and the fifth item
the West Irian gquestion. Wewouldbe very happy if such an order met the wishes
of the majority of the Committee or, if possible, was agreed to unanimously by

the Committee.

Mr, KUZNETSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): The Committee has before it doecument A/C.1/777. Five items are listed
in that document, and some delegations, including thet of Colombisa, have suggested
that we should not now consider all the five items., They have stated that they
would find it difficult to decide now upon the order of discussion of the five

items, The same view can be expressed, with no less justification, in favour of
the thesis that certain delegations have misgivings about the first two items,
The Soviet Union, therefore, has proposed that there should first be a vote on
the first item and then a vote on the second item. The questions asked by the
representatives of Colombia and El Salvador aboubt what would happen if the first
item were defeated do not really raise as big a problem as they might appear to
raise, If this should happen, then it would be very siumple for the Committee
either to fill the void with another item or to make the second item the first
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I do not think that the objections that have been raised are serious
objections, and the Soviet delegation, therefore, would press for the Soviet
proposal to be put to the vote, namely, that the first and second items be voted
upon separately,

Mr. URQUIA (El Salvador) (interpretation from Spanish): The
representative of the Soviet Union has just referred to document A/C.1/777 as the
basis of our discussion. Naturally, our discussion does centre upon this document
because, after all, this document contains the five items that are on our agenda
at this session, The President of the General Assembly has notified us that the
General Assembly decided to allocate these items to the First Committee. But we
are not discussing the order of items contained in this document. What we are
' discussing are the concrete proposals which have been made regarding the priority
to be given by this Committee to these different items. _

The statement made a few moments ago by the representative of Colombia has
clarified the situation for my delegation., In referring to the Lebanese proposal,
the representative of Colombia said that he would not obJject to voting in the
way requested by the representative of Lebanon. In other words, what the
representative of Colowmbia wants is that first of all the Committee should vote
on the first two items proposed by his delegation, namely, the Korean question
and the disarmament question, in that order, and he has stated that he would not
object to a vobte being then taken on the Lebanese proposal that the remaining
itemsbe taken in the following order, namely, Algeria, Cyprus and the West Irian

guestion.
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If I am not mistaken in this view, 1t means that the Colombian delegation
has somewhat modified its position since at first it opposed the Soviet proposal
of the divided vote because of the third element; that is, the Colombian
proposal suggested that the Committee decidé today only on the first two items -
and not on the other three. Well, this element now dlsappears from the
Colomblan proposal since the Colomblan representative is willing to agree on
the.vote of the other three items. Thus the Colombian proposal boils down first
to Korea and then the disarmament items That being the case, I must refer to
rule 130 of our rules of procedure according to which:

"A representative may move that parts of a proposal or of an amendment
shall be voted on separately."”

I do this becsuse the Colowbian proposal is that item 1 on the agenda should
be the Korean question and that item 2 should be the question of disarmament.
The Chairman can very well take a vote on the first question and ask the _

"Committee to decide whether Korea will be the first item. ILikewise he can take

a vote, whatever the result may be, on whether the next item would be disarmament,
There would be no vote on the other part of the Colomblan proposal since

Colombia does not object to Algeria, Cyprus and West Irian being voted for
priority. ' ‘ ‘

If a member of the Commitiee objects to the proposal for a separate vote,
then the motion for division will be voted on according to rule 130. I think

that the parliamentary procedure is quite clear,

Mr. PERERA (Ceylon): With a view to obviating a discussion, my
delegation suggests an amendment to the Colombian proposal, namely, that the
first itew should be the disarmement question and the second the question of
Algeria. I move that as an amendment to the Colombian proposal and ask for

priority in terms of the rules of procedure.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation-of Spanish): I want the Committee to come

to an agreement as soon as possible, and I am sure that that view 1s shared by

the Committee.
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Mr, LEQUERICA (Spain) (interpretation from Spanish): Previously, before
the representative of Lebanon made his proposal I suggested that we should adopt

as our agenda the letter from Prince Wan Waithayakon, vhere the five items are
included one after the other. That would avoid the doubts that many

representatives have in mind with regard to the meaning and scope of the ' ,E
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Colombian proposal which seemed to postpone ‘certain items to the well-known
Greek calends. If we accept the letter of the President of the General Assembly
as regards the order which he, as President of the General Assembly, has

communicated to us, then I am sure that we can achieve, if not unanimity, the 3
approval of a great majority of the Committee. Thuse we would avoid the fear of
omiséion that wes rezd into the Colombian proposal. Then we would have as the

ageuda of the Furst Cormlttee all the items pubmitted to us by the General ‘é
’Asseﬁb;y. I fecl that this would be better thén‘the Lebanese proposal because ’
the Lebanese proposal changes the order somewhat., That may be a political element

which may be good for one and not so good for others. If we turn the letter from
Prince Wan into the egends of the First Committee, we will find there a much
better solutlon than the discussion of amendments and proposals that basically

will never satisfy everybody, whereas the letter from the President of the
General Assembly would be more likely to achieve a majority in the Committee.

That is my sug estion to the Conmittee.

‘The CHAIRMAY (interpretation from Spanish): I should like to say to
the representative of Spain that we are ndt bound by the letter from the
President of the Ceneral Assembly, as he knows full well. At the moment,

I think that hié proposal is somewhat tob laté because we are coming closer to

agreement inasmuch as the situafioﬁ is as follows: the Colombian proposal and ;

the Lebanese proposal. follow one another.,

There is the legal question that was very carefully put to us by the
representative of El Salvador when he said that if anyone requests a vote on the
diviéion_of a proposal, such a vote shall be taken, There is a question of
courtesy, of interpretation and of logic. 'Anyone proposing something to the
Committee has the right to see that that proposel is not divided, especially in
a case like this where the proposal covers a matter of order. Naturally, if the ’
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Committee decides by & vote that a proposal be divided, of course the Chairman
will'have to carry out the rﬁles of proéedure, as the representative of
' El Salvador has pointed out. However, may I say that after a debate which has
been carried out at a very high level despite the difficulty of the problems
discussed, we consider that there is urgency in each of these'problems” and there
is a desire on the part of all of us to be aWle to discuss all five questions
simultaneously'but we cannot do so. However, we have the moral duty to‘see that
" all these questions are discussed as widely and coﬁpletely end satisfactorily
as possible; | ‘ | '

' Méy I meke an appeal to the Ccnmittee and especially to the representatives
of Colombla and Lebanon to meet together to offer a solution so that we can take
a voté this afternoon that will meet with the spproval of the entire Committee.

Mr. UMANA BERNAL (Colombia) (interpretation from Spanish): I should
like to state something as a matter of principle to be taken into account by the

Committee; it is also & matter of logic. The Colombian proposal was submitted
and if_the Lebanese proposal had not been submitted later, the Colombian delegatio
would have insisted that its proposal was indivisible, As regards this, I B
entirely disagree with the representative of the Soviet Union, who is supported
by the representative of El Salvador. Our proposal is indivisible, HcWever,y
since the Lebanese proposal was submitted to the Committee, I have heard that it
is quite acceptable to the majority of delegations. I am agreeably surprised that
the matters that we thought would be most difficult to resolve now seem to meet
with unanimous approval and may produce a unanimous:&ote. Naturally, I do not object
to a proposal as follows: first, the Korean question; second, the question of
disarmement as submitted by Colombia because we have not insisted on elimination,
as the representative of Greece stated, nor have we asked to postpone some ltems
to the Greek calends -- which I believe has been repeated now by ten delegations
and even Mr, Lequerica felt that he had to refer to that historical point. ‘
What we could do is to vote as follows: first of all, Korea; secondly,
disarmament. If the majority of the Committee seems willing to accept the
Lebanese proposal that the third qﬁestion should be Algeria, the fourth_Cyprus
and the fifth West Irian, my delegation would not oppose it. On the contrary,
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we would bow to the will of the majority and would support that proposal because
we feel that in that way the desires of the Committee would be satisfied, I think
that it will now be easier for the Commititee to come to an agreemént on this

point.
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Mr. URQUIA (E1 Salvador)(interpretation from Spanish): I am very

sorry to have to take the’floor again, but there is one very slight point I should |,
like to clarify, and it refers to what the representative of Colombia has Just said.

in a previous statement, I said that, as far as the vote on Korea and/
disarmament is concerned, my delegation could well understand the view of the
Soviet delegation that tlere should be a division of the vote, but we found it
rather diffilcult to understand how a separate vote could be taken on these two
points if the third element were added -~ that is, no vote to be taken at the
moment on the other three items, but the three other items to be postponed until
the first two had been completed. But, in view of the position adopted by the
Colombian delegation, I saild that, if ahyone insisted on a division of the vote,
we would have to appeal to the Committee on this point and a vote would have to be
taken; we would have to find out whether there were delegations for or against a
division. But now the delegation proposing the order of the first two items
has changed that original proposal -=- and that is that, if the Korean question
comes first and the disarmament question second, the Colombian delegation would
not object to the Lebanese suggestion but, on the contrary, would support the
Lebanese suggestion. I would therefore ask the Colombian delegation whether it
would be ready to vote jointly on the five items: (1) Korea; (2) disarmament,
as the delegation of Colombia wants; and then (3) Algeria, (4) Cyprus,
(5) West Irian. I think the Colombian, delegation would not object to a vote

being taken on that proposal as a whole.

Mr. KUZNETSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation

from Russian): The representative of Colombia has supplemented his proposal in

regard to the order of items, As regards the sequence as a whole, the Soviet
delegation has already stated its views. If the new Colombian proposal is to be
put to the vote =-- I mean the one covering all five items =~ I would request that

the first item be voted on separately.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): The Committee will have to
decide on this point == and I refer to rule 130, invoked by the representative of
the Soviet Union. Although no formal proposal is before us, a formal proposal

has been voiced ~=- a joint formal proposal, since the Colombian representative does

not oppose the amendment,
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Before I go on, may I ask a question: Will the representative of Colombia
permit us to consider his proposal and that of the representative of Lebanon as

one proposal?

 Mr, UMANA BERNAL (Colombia)(interpretation from Spanish): I have no
objection, I would prefer it if the Chairman's qQuestion and that of the
reprecentative of El Balvador were to be asked of the representative‘of Lebanon,
I think I have acked eanough,

Mrs KHOURY (Tebanon)(interpretation from Spanish): I think that the
repregentavive ol Colombia will agree with we that it is the Lebanese proposal
itseif that must be put to the vote, because it is the Lebanese probosal that is
the eynthecls of both the Lelbanese and the Celombian views,

The CIAIDMAN (interpretation from Spanish)t I would have preferred it
to be onlv one proposal, instead of two. But, if that is the case, we will put
to tle vote the Colombian proposal and then we will put to the vote the Lebanese
proposals However, before that we have a previous qQuestion ==

Mr_ ¥TI%RY (Lebanon)({interpretation from Spanish): May I ask that the
Lebenese proposcl be put to the vote before the other?, When the Lebanese proposal

is voted upon, I think the situation will becouwe clear,

The CHATIMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I am sorry to tell the
representative of Lebanon that the priority of the Colombian proposal was already
decided upon when we discussed the Greek proposal ~= and, once a priority has been
voted upon, we cannot vote again on the priority of the same proposals. May I
therefore say to the representative of Lebanon that he should wait his turn; I
shall be happy and shall deem it an honour to put the Lebanese proposal to the vote.
However, according to the rules of procedure, there is one matter I must put to
the Committee, I want to start my Chaifmanship by fulfilling the rules of
) Procedure, so that all delegations will be convinced of the fact that I respect
the rules of procedure. The representative of the Soviet Union has suggested that
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the Colombian proposal, as originally suggested by thet delegation, or as
amended by the Lebanese proposal, should be voted on in parts. Generally
speeking, the aeparation or division of a proposal is not voted upon unless the
gponsor agrees to it. But, if there ip insistence on the division, then the
Committee has to declde upon it by vote. Ivtherefore must put to the vote
vhether or not to divide the Colombian proposal.

Mr. COOFER (Liberia): I feel that the original proposal of the
Colombian representative no longer exists. His proposal was that we should take

the two items and then stop =~-

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): May I explain something

to the representative of Liberia. VWe are in such a serious position at the

moment that I am truly happy to hear these dialectical games,really, because

they prove very fine intelligence and wisdome But I nevertheless feel that we
should be more constructive at the moment. There is a formal proposal before
the house. The representative of the Soviet Union has asked for a division of

that proposal despite the objection of the sponsor.

Mr. UMANA BERNAL (Colombia)(interpretation from Spanish): I should
like to give one final clarifications I think the view of the, delegation of

Colombia could not have been more conciliating in this question. And, when I
say that I am ready to accept the Lebanese amendment, which to a certain extent
changes the third part of my proposal, I am astounded to find that the
representative ¢f Lebanon, who I thought was on my side of this debate, says
"No". Jow he turns to me and says that his proposal should be voted on before
nine, fhat belng the case, my delegation must say, in a very cordial and
friendly way, that the only thing we can do is to maintain our proposal as it
was originally suggested. If ve offer our hand and it is reJjected, then I muét
oppose the division suggested by the representative of the Soviet Union and I
must maintain my proposal as I originally suggested it, unless the representative
of Lebanon is willing to make a statement that I can take as a statement coming

from an ally of mine in this debate.
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Mr, KHOURY (Lebanon)(interpretation from Spanish): I must say that
the representative of Colombia and I do agree. I thought that the Colombian -
representative had withdrawn his proposal and accepbed the Lebanese proposal,

because the final goal is the same, and I am very sorry that he has taken the
gtand he hag,

The CHATRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I think that this
discussion is ripe for a vote. There is a previous questipn, however, which is
the one suggested by the representative of the Soviet Union,
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Mr . SERRANO4(Philipninés)°°IXI’do nétianﬁ’whether'I can properly cell
this a polnt of order, but to the extent that it w1ll glve order to a procedural
disorder I might call it a pomnt of order. The parliamentarJ situation as I see
it is as follows. ‘ |

There is no dispute as to West Irian remaining as item 5. The dispute and
the procedural difficulties around this dispute centre on the Korean question and
the disarmament question, as to which comes first and which comes second, and on,
the Algerian and Cyprus questions as to which comes third and whlch comes fourth.

I might offer a compromise proposal or suggestion, if you like to. put it
that way, by which we cen resolve all these difficulties by one single stroke.
We might distribute ballots to all the delegations, leaving aside the West Irian
question, because there is no dispute as regards West Irian remeining as item 5,
and the delégations might simply be asked to resolve the following guestion by
ballot., They might vote that either Korea or disarmement be the first item and
that the third ond fourth items be either Algeria or Cyprus. Then the relative
majorities will determine the precedence of the items on the sgenda. I belleve
that this compromise suggestion will resolve £ll procedurel difficulties and that
1t will resolve once and for all the question of the precedence of these items.

Mr. ENTEZAM (Iran)(interpretation from French): Mr. Chairmen, as you
have suggested, I think that the Committee is ripe for the vote. The difficulties
have to & certain degree been overcome. I take it that the representetive of
Greece hes courteously refrained from pressing his proposal; therefore we have
only one proposal before us: that of the delegation of Coloumbia, as amended by
the delegation of Lebanon; the only outstanding issue is the one of a division.

If the representative of the Soviet Union did not press his request for a division,
the gquestion would be very simple; it would simply be necessary to put to the vote
the Jjolnt proposal of Colombiae and Lebsnon.

If the representative of the Soviet Union presses for seperate votes,
it will be up to the Committee, and not the sponsor, to decide. Under our rules
& sponsor has no right to oppose such a vote, and,even if he does,it cannot be
regarded as decisive unless the Committee endorses him.
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We are opposed to a division, for the simple reason that 1t should not be
forgotten that the First Committee has no right to decide whether it should
dlscuss or not discuss & question. The First Committee must consider all items
submitted to it by The General Assembly. The question is simply as to which item
the Committee will consider first. ,

Suppose that each item is put to the vote separately -- his is a conceivable
hypothesis -- and suppose that none of these items obtains a majority. What will
be the result of such a proceduref Will it wean that the First Committee will

_have decided not to discuss these questions?

The desired results will not be obtained by the request for a divisioun, The

whole proposal must be put to the vote, and, if the whole proposal is rejected,
then some other order of priority must be thought up. Therefore I hope that the

representative of the Soviet Union will understand my .objection and will not press

for the divisipn, because I em opposed to such a division. If he does insist,
Mire. Chairmdn, you will have to put the proposal to the vote. According to
article 130 of the rules, only two speskers may spesk agelnst and two for; and so
far, I believe, more than two delegations have spoken for and against.

My p"oposal is that the question of division be put to the vote immediately
if the representative of the Soviet Union presses the point. If he does not, the
Colpmblan proposal, as amended by Lebaunon and graciously accepted by the

representative of Greece, should be put to the vote.

Mr, KUZNETSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation from
Russian): I have listened carefully to the observations of the representative of

Iran but I must say regretfully that his arguments have not convinced me. The.
representative of Iran seems to be alarmed at the possibility of what would
happen if there were no majority on either of the first two items. I have already

touched upon this in passing, when answering other representatives, but I should

like to emphasize once again that, if this should eventuaﬁe what reason is ‘there .

for fear in this Committee? This would 51mplj mean that the Committee had
pronounced itself as to the desirabillty or otherwiue of considering the Korean
question first. If the Committee decides that it should not be considered first,
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it will not drop out of the agenda; it will simply have to be assigned another
place on the agenda, and that would be at the end. That is the first point I wish
to make.

The second point i1s this. I should like to emphasize that under the rules
of procedure it is perfectly legitimate for separate-questions to be voted on
separately,or for separate parts to be voted on separately. I therefore press

for a separate vote on the first item.

Mr. ENTEZAM (Iran)(interpretation frow French): I should have preferred
not to intervene but I have intervened now for the second time as I feel I should
answer the representative of the Soviet Union. First of all, I should like to
remind him that the request for a division is no longer automatically granted.

It used to be so0, but we have changed our rules of Procedure. If you will reed -
rule 130, you will observe that the request for a division is not automatically
granted. If there is an objection, the Assembly or the Committee must vote on
whether the division shall be granted,

My second point is this. He said that if the Korean question does not
commend a majority this simply shows that the Committee does not wish to discuss
the Korean question first. But I would ask him another question, What happens
if all five items fail to command a majority? Where are we going to start? This
hypothesis is concelvable, to say the»least,'and it might complicate our work

considerably.

- The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I think that we have

reached the point where arguments are being repeated. So in order to safeguard
the constructive nature of our work I am going to put to the vote the request of
the Soviet representative for a division -of the Coloumbian proposal. This was
objected to by Colombia, but nevertheless it may be put to the vote in accordance
with rule 130 which has just been invoked by Mr. eqezam.

The proposal was rejected by 43 votes to 11, with 18 abstentions.
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~ The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish):  Accordingly there will be
no division of the vote. Therefore I put to the vote the proposal of the

representative of Colombia.

Mr, KHOURY (Lebanon)(interpretation from Spanish): - On & point of order.
I presume, Mr. Chairmen, you are going to put to the vote the Colombian proposal
jointly with the Lebanese proposel, as they are one and the same proposal.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I shall have to ask the
representative of Colombia whether such a joint vote 1s acceptable to him,

Mr. UMANA BERNAL (Colombia)(interpretation from Spanish): In view of
the fact that the Lebanese representative has, with great understanding, been
able to accept the fundemental essence of the Colombian proposal, that is, the

first two paragraphs of my proposaly I am honoured to consider him as a co-sponsor

and a jolnt vote on the two is acceptable to me.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): The Committee has only
one proposal: the proposal by Colombia and Lebanon. I shall explaln exactly what

the Committee is going to vote on: the first item to be the Korean gquestion; the
second, disarmament; the third, Algeria; the fourth, Cyprus; the fifth, West Irian.
' The proposal was adopted by 58 votes to 8, with 4t abstentions.
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CASSIMATIS (Greece)(interpretation from French): It is happy
indeed that this vote has avoided what T called the elimination of items,
though the representative of Colombia said that there was no elimination of
items involved, This vote ensures that we shall discuss all items. I have
full confidence in the Cheirmen of the Committee that he w1ll see to It that
all the items of the egenda will be discussed as rapidly a&s possible. I rely
on his’ guidance for ensuring that these two items in particular will be
discussed,

The CHATRMAN (interpretstion from Spenish)t I cen essure the
representative of Greece that the Cheir will stint no effort to see that all
items of the sgenda will be fully discussed, ' '

Mr. KUZNETSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (1nterpretutlon from

'Ruésiény I should llke to speak very briefly to explain my vote. The Soviet
delegation voted against the Colcmbian proposal because it Placed the Korean
ltem first on the esgenda, As regards the order of consideration of the other
items, the Soviet delegation egrees to that order and supports it.

Mr, LATL (India): DNow that. the Committee has adopted an order
for its agenda, may I request the Chairmen onece again, before we close our
reﬁarks on this item, very kindly to bear in mind the statement of the chairmen
of the Indian delegation, nemely that when we come to the consideration of the
Korean item, we trust that it will be possible after s debate on that item to
adjourn further consideration of it to a loter stage of our session.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spenish): I trust thet the
representative of India will make that suggestion again at the eppropriate time,
The Committee will meet egein tomorrow at 10.30 a.m, to discuss the Korean

question,

The meeting rose at 6.5 p.a.




