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LEGATION OF ICELAND
WASHINGTON 6.D.C.

given in a firm tone.

8th October, 1949,
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' I eam taking the opportunity to send you a few lines

with Halldér Kjartansson, who leaves tomorrow morning, 8O that
you should have this letter on Monday.

United Natlons

You will know from the newspapers about the proceedlngs
which have been rather uneventful up to now. The speeches in the
General Debate were similar to those in previous years except that
gome thought that Vyshinsky was not as aggressive as he hae been
in previous sessions. However, he directly accused the United
States and the United Kingdom of warmongering and wanted some
measures to be taken to stop them. At the same time he proposed
a special peace pact of the Big Five., I do not know how the United
States will handle that proposal but their first comment was that a
peace pact was contained in the Charter of the United Nations bind-
ing upon all the member nations.

Acheson’s speech was a plain statement of facts and policy

The Big Four have been holding meetlings regarding the
Austrian Peace Treaty and have approached eadi other somewhat,
leaving the detailed work for the deputles to report on the 24th
of Qctober.

As you.may have heard, I intervened in a dlscusslon some
days ago in the Political Commlttee regarding the order ln which
the various items on the agenda should be handled. A speclal
broadeast about this intervention was made by Dadi H})Orvar and if
you have not heard it, the manuscript is with the Rfkisitvarp.

I found it opportune to intervene because I felt that we
had in the Committee made an agreement of compromlse a couple of
days before that the Russian proposal above mentioned should be
treated immediately after the discussion of the Itallian colonles.

I knew that the Scandinavian delegations were in favour of keeplng
that agreement and I personally found 1t unfalr to break 1t, I am
told by many delegates that my speech had a définite influence on
the voting and for the first time the United States and the United
Kingdom lost the vote agailnst the Russlan block, as 1t was defeated
with 22 votes agailnst 22 to place the Chinese problem before the

Russian proposal.
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TQQFTiLam encloslng the report from the Committee meeting.

Hungary and Roumania. Hans Andersen and I had worked out this
‘statement to ether and Hane is writing you privately about this

8plendld and very a

“Ing postpbned the utmost possible. It is dAifficult to predict

T

in the debate following my speech; the Poligh delegate
praiged my speeoh and attitude so much that I felt rather badly,
but after the voting Sweden and Norway came to congratulate me,
as did many other delegates as well .ag a .representative of Trygve
Lie., I do not think tre U.S, delegation resented my interference
greatly as one of their leading advisers came to me afterwards
and sald, "Your statement was excellent and you were right",

I think Iceland galned by this speech becausé it is good
for the U.8, delegation to know that we think independently and '
alg; because Iceland took the lead for the other Scandinavian dele-
gations, o 1 ‘

. As my speech was improvised, I cannot send it to you now

.. Yesterday 'l madé a statement in the Ad Hoe Politlcal
Committee about the violation of human rights in Bulgeria,

matter and lncluding a speech by Sir Hartley Shawcross which was

ggressive, and which we thought you could use in

some of your daily articles.

Yugoslavia

i b There is no meeting scheduled as yet in the General
Ageembly to vote on the three new members in the Securlty Counecil

and I have been Joining forces behind the scenes to heve the meet— q

how the vote will be because the situation may change according to
the behaviour of Yugoslavia and the Ruselans up to the date of voting.

_ As you know, the United States 1s keen on having Yugoslavia
elected and lir, Hickerson expressed the other day that he sincerely
hoped we would vote for Yugoslavia. It is expected that 15 Latin
countries will be for Yugoslavia. France, Canada and the Benelux
countrles are keeping their attitude secret but all these five
gountries will vote for Yugoslavia., There will be a meeting of the
Scandlinavian countries next Tuesday to .lscuss this matter but at
thlis moment 1t seems that the three of them will be in favour of
Yugoglavia and the two-thirds vote may well depend on .the vote of
the Tour Nordic countries.

I think all the delegations expect Iceland to be in favour
of Yugoslavia and I must emphatically advise you against our voting
in blank,  As the voting ls secret, 1t is rather absurd to deliver
a blank vote. I think Czechoslovekia expects us to vote with the
other Scandinavian countrlee and the United States and thelr dele-
gatlon has in no way approached us to favour their candidacy.
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I shall probably telegraph you when I have more accurate
information but I would appreciate that you explain to the Icelandic
Government that it is most desirable that they gilve me a free hand
to vote for Yugoslavia if I find that most opportuné and if our
friends desire us to do so.

There are even rumours that the U.X. Delegation, which has
80 Tar opposed Yugoslavia, may come out in their favour,

I understand that we have commercial interests in Czecho-
slovakla but I would feel ashamed if we had to sell our vote in
the vague hope of galning some commercial benefit. According to
the lnformation Johann Josefsson gave me yesterday over the telephone,
the Czechs are not behaving so well with regard to thelr contract
with us for the frozen fish, and in any case I do not feel it 1s 1n
conformlty with our prestige and national pride that our vote becomes
a commerclal commodity which 1s for sale onh this international market.
I am convinced that you all will agree with me that we should avoid
such a conception arising in the mind of any delegation,

. There is still a possibllity that Yugoslavia may be asked
! to withdraw her candidacy 1n order to sefure the co-operation of
J the Russlans to solve the Greek problem and have thelr satellites
discontinue their assistance to the guerillas. All this shows how
important it is for me to have a free hand 1n the matter and I
trust you can agree to that, in which case I would appreciate re-
ceiving your cable.

Italian Colonles

With regard to the disposltion of the Italian colonies, I am
hopeful that the United States and the U.K, will be able to secure
a majority for a mutually satisfactory solution, glving independence
to g united Libya within a perlod of about three years, satisfylng :
Ethlopla wlth an access tc the sea through Erltrea and giving the 1
Italians trusteeshlp over Somaliland. We will favour such a. solution :
but 1t 1s still too early to predict what the issuée will Dbe in its
final stage.

You will have seen that Count S8forza announced a new Italian
policy, rencuneing Italian claims for Tripolitania and.Eritrea and
favouring immediate independence both for Libya and Eritrea. The
Itallen Government has found out now that 1t is hopeless for them to
obtain trusteeship over Tripolitania and their only hope now ls to
get a controlling hand in Somaliland.

Defenge Meetin

As you had requested, I went teyWashlngtongto attend the
meeting of the Defense lMinisters of the Atlantlc Pact coufit¥ies.
On Tuesday evening, the 4th of October, U.,S« Segretary of.Defehse
Louls Johneson gave a dinner in the Fentagbn fer /all thejrepmpesenta-
tives. I attended that dinner because lir. ‘Johnson had expreéssed- the

£
4
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deflnlte desire that Iceland be represented there,

The meetlng of the Defense Ninisters on October 6th, which
: lasted more than five hours, was in fact uneventful as the propo-
r ' sals supmitted by a Working Group of the various countries, were
. approved practically without change. The documents from thie
meeting wlll be forwarded to you from the Legation and Magnus will
wrlite a letter about the meeting.

On.October 7th there was a meeting of the Military Committee
but Mr, Perkins, the Asslstant Secretary of State, who came to me |
arter the meetlng of the Defenase Minlsters and thanked me personally
for having attended, sald that 1t was not expected that Iceland
would bave to attend the meetings of the Military Committee. We
will, however, get the documents and in that way be able to follow
what takes place ln these meetings, as well as the meetinge of the |
;qugtaﬁt Standing Group, where only the U.S., U.K., and France are :
nembers. k

Before leaving Washington on October 6th, I had a meeting with
Dr. FitzGeraldrand another representative of ECA, as well as &
representative from the State Department., As explalined in my cable
of that date, ECA is still awaltlng a reply rrom the U.S. High
Conmissioner in Germany but there are extremely doubtful prospects
that they can do anything to help us this year as they cannot forcge
the Germans to take our fish as they did last year., The Germans
have stated that they do not need the fiesh and that several other

countries are offering them Tish at a lower price,

I have, of course, qxglained to them how extremely important
their assistance thig year 1s to our economy and what a tremendous ,
political effect 1t could have in Iceland ir 1t could be anhounced i

without delay that they had bought our surplus at' a satisfactory
price., However, I do not venture to have any hope but I shall let
you know as sooh as I hear agaln from ECA, which I expect will be
sometime next week.

Cod LiverOll

The prospects of ECA buylng any cod liver oll are practicslly
nil, I have, therefore, contacted E.R, Squibb & Sons but they may
only need some two to three hundred tons untll the engd of this year.
I am also in contact with the International Children’s Fund, who may
buy some two up to six hundred tons shortly and there are prospects
that a representative of the Fund may visit Icelands I will also

inform you later about this matter, Y
Meira Becnng 1

o Aivn N
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Order of an additional agenda itsm
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Rapporteur: Mr, M. de DIEGO Panama
@

Any corrections to this reccrd should be submitted in triplicate
in one of the working languages (Engzlish, French or Spanish), within two
working days, to the Directrr, Official Recnrds Division, Room F-320,
Lake Success. Corrections shnuld bear the approprlate symbcl number and
be enclosed ip an envelope marked "URGENT", Corrections can be dealt
with more speedily 1f delegations will be good enough to incorporate them

in a mimeographed copy of the record,
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A/c.1/8R.2
Page éS 4
. ORUER OF AN ADDITIONAT, AGENDA ITEM

1. The CHAIRMAN drew attention, before proceeding to the next item

on the agenda, to doctment A/C,1/486 containing a letter from tho Preaident‘_ﬁ_

of the Goneral Assembly with regard to the declsion of the General Assembly
referring to the First Cormittee the additional item entitled "Threats to
the political independence and territorial integrity of China and to the
peace of the Far Dast, resulting from Soviet violations of the Sino-Soviet
Treaty of Friendehip and Alliance of 1k August 1945, and from Soviet
violations of the Charter of the United Nations." ' The Chairman invited the
delegates to express their views aﬁ to the chronological order of that item,

L2y Dr, TSIANG (China) yecalled that the Committee had previously
adopted a decision regarding tho orcor of discussion of the six items which
up to that moment had besn weferved to it, His delogation had then
Buggested that the Committee should only decide on the firat item for debate,
leaving the other items for later considexrstion. Moreover, the Ckailrman
had stated that, should a new item be rsferved to the First Committee, the
order of debate might be reconsidersd., In view of that declaration, and
sinca the First Committee wolild be zoon discussing the question of the

disposal of the former Italian colonles, ho moved that the new item should be
placed third on the agenda.

e Mr, MANUTISKY (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic) said that
there were considerations of a formal character militeting against the motion
of the representative of China, The First Committeo had already discussed
at length the order of ite agenda and had adopted a decision regarding

that order, Any change in the present order, therefore, would introduce

some perturbation and there was no possilility of discuseing the new item,
since no documentetion had been submitted

b, Moreover, that ltem was dealt with in a number of documents

which reflected adversely on the cage of the representative of the

Kuomintang Government, namely, the State Department White Paper, and

General Stillwell's book, Tt would be unfortunate, and against the interests
of the General Assomdbly to create, at the very cutset, an unhealthy

atmosphere by dragging the Committee into such a controvergial igsue,

/The President
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The Prosident of the Ceneral Assombly end certain represontatives had
endeavourad to christen the present Geperal Asssmbly "the Assembly of Peace".
If the General Assembly wss to deserve euch a name, dlscussions should be
held in an atmoaphere of sevenity, ‘ i

9 Dr, JUSSUP (United Stetas of Amcvica) agresd with the Tirst part
of the remarks made by the vepresentative ¢f the Ulkrainian SSR to the effect
that the Committee wes only coneeymed with 4w formel question of %he crder
of the items on the agende. No debmie on khe substance of the items
involved hod yet taken placa, With regard tu the objection raised as to
the absence of mnterial on ths item pnder dlsousgion, that objectlon applied
equally to the proposal of tho Soried Union. He recalled that Mr. Austin
hed already referred to a proposal that all items sugzested for inclusion
on the agenda should be supported by prelimirvary evidence and that the
representatives of the USSR bad opposed it, Therefore, the Cormittes was
in the position of dealing with the placing of an item on its agenda without

naving any previous documentatlon pertaining to the cose. His delegation
believed that states wore sntitlsd to raise intexmational guestions for
discussion by the General Assenbly,

64 As to tho order on the egenda of the Chinese motion, the
representative of the Ukraiuian S8R had allsged that svch a motion might
envennm the discussion, It should be recalled, in this comnexion, that
the first parasraph of tho Soviet Union proposal might aleo be described as
somewhat provocative and not comducive to en atmosphere of peaceful

discussions, IFinolly, iv cohould be roted that the item proposed by the i
Soviet Union referred to & peace pact to be concluded between the five
permenent members of the Secvrity Councll and that the relations between two
of theose powers were pertinsnt to the discussion of that item, In view

nf the szbove considerations, Wls delcpation favourod the motion presented

by the representative of Chivia.

; Mr, KISEIEV {Byeloruserien Soviot Scolalist Ropublic) noted that the
First Committee had already conaidered geyicusly and in deteil the order of
the items on its agenda, Simee w desisicn kad been adopted with regard to the }
gix items, it would logically follow, therefore, thal The propogal of the
Kuomintang repressentative ghould .be tho lagt one on the agenda.

|

|

/The representative

|
|
|
|
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The representative of the Fucninteng Government, however, deemed it
essential that the item be placad third on the agenda. That move had

: been ccrrectiy interproted by the.reprasentéfiva of the Ukrainian S8R A
a8 celculated to polson the atmosphere and ‘increase the tension in Y
the First Committee, If tﬁét was the intention of the First Committee,
it should follcw the lead of tke Chineée representative of the
-Kuomintang regime and it should then be clear that that would not lead
to an "Assembly of peace” but to an Assembly of wexr or preparation of

war, I the representative of the United States was adopting such a''
if position, his reasoning would be e very bad omen for the work of the
A Committee. Moreover, should the majority of the First Committee

& acquiesce to the request of the Chinese representative, his delegation

would Interpret the vote as intending a preparation for war, not for
peace.

8. The Pirst Committes was not chort of items for discussion and
there were very important items on the agends. Such items es the dis-
posal of the former Italian colcnies, the conclucion of the five-Power
pact for the strengthening cf peace and the ralestine question were
very impertent items indeed and those had to be solved before taking

up'the Chinese question. The representative of the Fucmintang Govern-
ment ‘found it eprropriate to make his suggestion for provocational
purposes. The Soviet Union wes not to bleme for the fact that a civil

war was the natural consequence of the mismanagement of the Kuomintang
Government. The First Committee should approach the question with calm
and impartiélity, For those rencons, his delegation favoured placing
the item seventh rather than third.

9. The CEAIRMAN noted that there were two propocals before the
Comnittee. The first was that the item should be put third on the
egenda; the other that it be put at the end of the agenda.

0. Mr. MANUILSKY (Ukrainien Soviet Socialist Republic) declered
that he had been at a loss to understand the position taken by the
representative of the United Statses, since the official documents of

the State Department propounded a different position. He reminded the
Committee that the Secretery of Stebte of the United States hed steted
in his White Paper that the events in China were the result of internal

forces. It was clear therefore that outside influences hed not created

|
the Chinese situation. He could not understand how the representetive .]

[of the
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of the United States could support the proposal of a regime which was

described in the White Paper as a mere corrupt clique, It would have

been more logical for Dr. Jessup.to adopt a policy of calmness than
to support the Chinese proposal.

1. With regard to Dr. Jessup's contention thet the Soviet Union

had not submitted any documents supporting its proposal, Mr. Manuilsky

recalled that the representative of the USSR had already submitted a
draft resolution calling for a five-power pact. That proposal mst the
aspirations of all the Members of the United Nations and of millicns of
people all over the world who had been watching with concern the eventé
of the last few months. Dr. Jessup's contention that the Soviet Union
delegation had submitted no documents was, therefore, incorrect. Besides,
the representative of the Kuomintang Government had neither submitted
documents nor suggestsed any course of action. It was obviocus that the
proposel and the support given to it by the United States representative
wvere dictated only by bias. Eis delegation felt that it would be in the
interest of the progress of the work of the First Committee and of the
prestige of the United Nations to reject the Chinese proposal and to
place the item as the last one on the.agsnda or the next to the last.

12, Mr. VAN PALLANDT (Netherlands) said thet the discussion of the
Soviet Union proposal should be held in an atmosphefe of serenity. He
believed therefore that such a controversial item és the Chinese proposal
should be disposed of before entering into discussion o2 the Soviet
prgposél. Hé supported the suggestion of the Chinese representative.

5 g, Mr. JAMALI (Ireq) noted that the representative of China was
Justified in proposing previously to place the Greek question as first
on the agenda, léaving the other items for later consideration. There
were some urgent ltems before the Committee which should be dealt with
immediately, To this end, he proposed that the Committee should

reconsider the agenda and rearrange the items in the light of the
addition of the Chinese proposal.

/ik, Mr. WIERBLOWSKI
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14, Mr. WIERBLOWSKI (Poland) said that the representative of the
Kucminteng Govermment wanted the Committee to consider his provocational
complaint and deal with 1t hurriedly since 4ime was working egainst his
Government. The First Committee had already debated at length the order
of 1ts iteme and adopted a decision, The Chinese proposal could not be
considered seriously since the Committee would be acting against logic L
1t decided to reopen the debate. He edded that. the support given by the
representative of the United States to the Chinese proposal wes designed
to shift serious items into the background, to hold up the peaceful
initietive of the Soviet Union, end to undermine the possibilities of
peaceful end constructive decisions by the General Assembly. His
delegation was opposed to the Chinese proposal,

15, Mr. ZARUBIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) recelled that
the head of the Soviet delegation bed proved with great clerity the
absurdity of the Kucmintang accusations against the Soviet Union., His
delegation therefore deemed the {tem submitted by the Chinese representative
unworthy of eny serious attention. The Committee hed already adopted &
course of action and his delegation would obJject to the recomsideration of
that course. It was difficult to imegine thet the Coumittee, instead of
coneldering the Soviet proposal which was designed to establish peace all
over the world, should consider the provocational eccusaticrs of the
benkrupt Kuomintang Government egainst the Soviet Union Accordingly,
his delegetion fully endorsed the suggestion of the Byelorussian, Polish
and Ukreinien delegetions to the effect that the items submitted by the
Chinese delegaticn should be considered as the last item on the agenda.

15 Mr. ABDUL RAHIM BEY (Egypt) believed that, although in the
opinion of his delegation, the Chinese item should be-considered high on
the agenda, there were other items equally urgent end important, such &s
the Palestinian question, The Committee hed alreedy decided to consider
the question of Palestine &s ite fourth item. It was now proposed to
ghift it to the fifth place. Moreover, his delegetion had already
opposed the delaying of the discussion on this item, since millions of
refugeos were scattered all over the Middle Kest, contributing a great
denger to the security of that area. The question of Jeruselem needed

also en urgent solution. For those reasons, his delegation favoured

/the reconsideration

\
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the reconsideration of the order of the agenda.

17. TFayex Day EL-KHOURT (Syria) supported the views expressed by the
Egyptien representative and remsrked that the Cpinese problem hed besn

submitted only a few days ego, whereas the Pelestinian question had been
under consideration for a number of years.

18, Mr. CLEMENTIS (Czechoslovakia) remarked that the interventions
of the representatives of Egypt end Syria showed clsarly the denger of
reconsidering the agenda. The so-called urgency of the item introduced
by the representetive of the Kuomintang Government was probatly dictated
by the rumours thet in the very near future & Government representing
the real people of Chine would be esteblished. Taking into account
that the reconsideration of the agendea would stress the proveccative side
of the item in question, his delsgation, therefore, supported the
proposal that the item should be last on the egenda,

19. Mr. WIERBLOWSKI (Poland), speaking on @ point of order, questioned
the validity of the debate by referring to Rule 112 of the Rules of
Procedure of the General Assembly. According to that rule, any proposal
that had been adopted or rejected by the Committee, might not be recon-
8ldered at the seme seesion, unless the Ccmmittee, by a two-thirds

majority, so decided. It was legical therefore that a :odification of

the order of the agenda should‘accordingly be adopted by a two-thirds
ma jority.

20, The CEAIRVMAN contested the interpretation given by the representa-
tive of Poland. He explained that the Committee was not reconsidering a
resolution previcusly adopted, but a new item to be included in the

egenda. He reminded the Commlttee that the Byelcrussian representative

had stated earlier that it was up to the First Committee to decide oﬁ the
order of the items. The Firet Committee was making that decision now,

and the discussion on that matter wes therefore quite in order,

/el. Mr, EPAN

it
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2L, Mr, EBAN (Israsel) believed that the considerations put forward
by the representative of Egypt deserved the sympathetic attention of

the Committee. His delegation deemed it necessary that some items of
importance to the people of the Middle East should not be encroached upon
in favour of an item submitted at a later stage.

22 Mr, WIERBLOWSKI (Poland) could not acquiesce with the
interpretation given by the Chairman to Rule 112. He insisted that any
change in the order of the items on the agenda must be adopted by a two-
thirds majority,

23, The CEATRMAN recalled that there had been no objections to his
earlier statement, during the previous discussion of the order of the
agenda, to the effect that should new items be submitted to the Committee
by the General Assembly, their order on the agenda would be decided upon
8ubsequently. It was on that understanding that the Committee had taken
its decision, It would follow logically, therefore, that Rule 112 wes
not applicable in that case. Should, howsver, the representative of
Poland challenge his ruling, he would immediately put it to the vote.

2k, Mr. MANUILSKY (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic) regretted
that the Chinese proposal should be wasting the time of the Committee.
The point of view of the representative of Poland was qu’'te correct, and
the Chairman's interpretation of Rule 112 was incorrect. Regardleas
of the fact that the Chairmen had foreseen or had not foreseen that there
would be reconsideration of the order of their agenda, Rule 112 was
perfectly clear on the case in point, Mr, Manuilsky, invoking Rule 102
of the Rules of Procedure, appealed against the ruling of the Chairman,
The Chairman's ruling was upheld by 47 votes in favour, 5 against,
with 3 absteations.

25 Fayez PFey IL-FBOURI (Syria) explained that in his previous
intervention he l... not intended to say that the Palestinian problem
mist come before the Chinese problem because he did not aympathige with
the Chinese, and assured the Chinese delegation of his delegation's
sympathy. However, that did not prevent him from repeating the urgency
of the problem of Palestine.

/26, Mr, ALvAREY,
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26, Mr, ALVAREZ (Cuba) stated that his delegation considored the .
item brought before them by the rejresentative of China to be ons of the
most urgent items with which the Committee had to deal. The essential
objective of the General Assembly was to maintein peece, and there could
bs no doubt as to the situation of wer extant in Chine. He did not un-
derstand how they could discuss the peace pact proposed by the USSR
without first considering the Chinese problem, as the letter was the

one that at present gave rise to tle greetest anxiety and feer in the
world. For that reason egnd becsuse of the sympathy given by his dele-
gation to the consideration of the independence of China, he was in
favour of placing the Chinese guertion among the first items to be dis=-
cussed. However, he wished to praserve the present agenda so as to
consider the Ared rcfugees before the Chinese gquestion. IHe proposed
roplacing the present item 3 by the Palestinian question ard putting
the Chinese question in fourth ylace. The fifth item would then be the
USSR proposal.

o Mr, JAMALI (Iraq) withdrev his suggestion in favour of the
proposal of the representative of Cuba. _ f

28, Mr., LONDONd (Colombia) reminded the members of the Committee |
how hard they hed worked to esteblish the order of the items on their
agende at the first meeting. He drew the attention of the Committee to
the possibility, elready mentioned by the representative of Czechosloveakia,
of a re-opening of the general debste, While he did not share the views

of the Ukrainien representative recarding the immutebility of the present
ordgr of the agenda, and had therefore voted in favour of the Cheirmen's
ruling on the point, he feared that a re-opening of a general debate on
the matter might lead to the hebit of Presenting procedural questions at
each meeting, Pointing out that the order decided upon represented a .
compromise solutién, and that the cese of China hed already been known to I
the Committee at the time of that decision, he regretted that he wes “
unable to support the rerpresentative of China. He preferred that the
agende. should be meintained in the order originally decided by the
Committee,

29. On the suggestion of EL-KEQURI Bey (Syria), Mr. ALVAREZ (Cuba)
submitted his proposal as en amendment to the Chinese proposal.

/30. Mr. PIPINELIS E
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30. Mr. PIPINELIS (Greece) stated that his delegation would vote
in favour of the Chinese proposal. 1In doing so it did not wish to
minimize the urgency of some of the othar items, in particular that of
Palestine. However, that urgency applied equally to all the items on
the agenda, and the order of their consideration could be decided upon
only on the basis of logic. He felt that items concermed with threats
to the political and territorial integrity of any country deserved some
priority and that such items should be granted precedence when examined
by the First Committee. |

il Mr. KISSELEV (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic)

considered that the Cvban propcsal wes not an amendment and regretted the
encgastion made by tho Syrien representative. The Committee had

decided by an overwhelming me jority on the order in which the items

on the agenda should be teken up, and from the logical, legal and juridical
points of view the Chinese proposal, which had been submitted last,

should be the seventh item on the agenda., The proposal of the Cuban
representative was incorrect and irresponsible, as it would amount to
reconsidering the decision of the First Committee, a decision reached !
after some difficulty, and as a result of a compromisg, Although his |
delegation did not agree with the Chinese proposal, at lsast that proposal
could be defended, and he requested the Chairmen to put it to a vote.

52k The CHAIRMAN stated that he intended to put to the Committes
the proposals in respect of the inclusion of the Chinese item in the
order in which they were submitted. If any proposals were made
dealing with matters other then the mere inclusion of the Chinese item,
the Committee would discuss them after deciding on where the Chinese
item should bs placed.

33, Mr. VANUILSKY (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic) said that
there was no doubt that the proposal of the USSR, according to the
Cuban representative's proposal, was now to be relegated to a spot
vwhere it could easily be sabotaged. e majority had of course the
bower to adopt such a decision, but ho :wust remind the Committes, with
a full consciousness of the responsibility implicit in overy word that
he was saying, that if such an operation was carried out against the
background of a serles of arbitrary acts, such as thn elections to
leading organs and the attitude of the First Committee to various
important political questions, if an atmosphere was being created in

which a bankrupt group was being opposed to the USSR, although no one
/had ever

[
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had ever spoken of USSR assistance to any group in that State, it showed

where they were being led. Mr. Monuilsky warned that guch manoeuvres

and methods had a cwmilative effect. The quantity acquired a qualitative

character which was fraught with dire consequences.

3., Mr. VITERI-LAFRONTE (Ecusdor), recalling his suggestion at a
previous meeting to the effect that they should decide upon two 1ltems
to be discussed first, and agree later on the order in which cther items
should be discussed, stated thet his delegation would have to abstain
in the voting on any propoeal which might mean amending the agenda
already adopted.

35. Mr. THORS (Iceland) considered the matter of the order in
waicn the items on the agenda wero teken up was of great importance, as
1t could to a great extent imfluence the atmosphere in which the
Cormittoe worked. Pointing out that the decision previously reached

by the Committee on that order, and particularly the agreement to place
the USSR proposal in the third position on the agenda, had been

reached in a spirit of conciliaticn, he thought that they should be

most careful before endeavouring to chenge that token of conciliation.
The USSR proposal was certainly an important matter, and he was sure that

all members, and not least the representatives of the, smaller cowntries,

wers most anxious to see what was behind that proposal. The question
of China wes also important, but if the discussion of the USSR proposal
was to lead to anything, it was evident that the qrestion of China
would be considered by the Cormittee in a different atmosphere than if
1t was treated before the USSR item. Mr. Thors thought that taey
should not change the agenda as agreed upon & few days previously,

but in view of the fact that the report of the Security Council had
previously been largely a formal matter, he suggested that the Chinese
question should be In the sixth place on the agenda.

36. Mr. EBAN (Israel) stated that while his delegation saw no
particular reason for further deferment of consideration of the
Palestine item, there were strong reasons against advancing that item
as proposed by the representative of Cuba. For one thing, adoption

of the Cuban proposal would involve a procedural irregularity. In

the second place, the factors alluded to previously by the Lebanese
representative remalned valid. The final consideration had been stated

by the representative of Iceland. The sooner it became clear whether

[or not
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or not there was a prospect of improvencnt in great-power relationships,
the better it would be for the remaining work of the Committee and for
the future of the United Nations. Those considerations led him %o
question the value of the Cuban proposal, which would disrupt declsions

already reached.

37. Mr. CASTRO (El Salvador) considered the question of the order
of a particular item to be almoat immaterial if tho Cormittee really
entertained the purposse of dealing seriously with ell the items on the
agenda. He felt that the questions concerning Greece, the former

Ttalian colonies and Palestine, which were urgent and had already been
subject to study and conslderation by the Committee, should not be put
furtler back on the agenda. The item cubmitted by the USSR was inter-
connected with the Chinese problem, and a preliminary consideration of

the latter might come as a result of the USSR proposal, which he felt
should be maintained in the third place of the order of the agenda .

In view of the negotiations being conductod between the Netherlands
Government and the representatives of the Indonesian Republic, he

thought that the Indonesian question might wait a little, and proposed
that the Chinese question be placed before that of Indcnesia. The
Chinese proposal would then be fifth on the agenda, the question of
Tndonesia sixth, and the seventh iter1 would be the Securlty Council report.

38. Mr. BEBLER (Yvgoslavia) stated that he had abetained on the
point raised by the Polish delegatlion because, while opposed to the
addition of the item proposed by China, he considored that 1t was
d1fficult to hold that the mere addition of a new item amounted to the
reconsideration of a previous decision. However, he consldered that
rule 112 should be applied as soon as they went beyond the mere addition
of a new 1ltem.

39. He thought that the Comnmitten would be acting against 1ts
decision of a few days previously if it inserted the Chinese item

before the USSR proposal, Moreover, the point re.iced by the representa-
tive of China would lead into the realm of ideological dispute, which
would not augur well for solution of the taird Iltem, relating to the
prevention of a new war. He therefore fayoured any proposal which

would insert the Chinese ltem as late as possible in the agenda.

" [0, Mr, HOOD
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" Jp, EOOD (Australia) stated that his delegation would support :
g insertion of the Chinese item in the place of the present third item,
wt saw no necessity why the remalnder of the order should be disturbed
at that point. However, if the insertion of the Chinese item resulted
in any undue detriment to the question of Palestine, he thought that
there would be no objection to taking ltems } and 5, the USSR iten and
the Palestinian one, concurrently. He pointed out that there had been
at least one precedent for such simulteneous 'discuaaioh ‘of two items

by the Commlttee.

41, Mr. WIERBLOWSKI (Poland) said that the question was not nerely
of the order of consideration of items on the egenda, but was much more
ity far-reaching. That had been understood by one of the representatives,
| who had said that war was vaging in China and that therefore they must

hesten to the orystallication of the United ations point of view on
Tn addition, there were political events occurring in v

the issue.
China. The Zuominteng Govermment was being liquidated, although 1t

wag still represented in the United Nations. Vhat was at stake
therefore was the adoption, . in time, of declsions that would hamper
the constructive work of peace until the Kuomintang Government finally
crashed and absconded to Formosa, or somewhere else. Mr. Wierblowski
praiced the sense of responsibility shown by the reprecentative of
Toeland and considered that the latter's proposal ghould be viswed as
a compromise. There was no eence in the Australian proposal, which
wes likely to lead only to disorder and chaos in the Committee's debate.
On the other hand, the proposal of Iceland would contribute to a calm

[ and serene atmosphere, and he therefore gupported it.

b2, The CHAIRVMAN, referring to a point of procedure raised by
several representatives, in particular the representative of Yugoslavia,
reiterated that in his view the Committee was competent to decide the
position to be given to the Chinese propocal on the agenda, but that

if any other matter vwas raised which affected the order of the other
items on the agenda, not consequential upon the Chinese item, rule 112

did apply.

L3. Mr. ALVAREZ (Cube) sald that in view of the Chalrmen's
interpretation, he would withdraw his proposed amendment .

/4l . The CHATRMAN
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4y, The CHAIRMAN steted that a vote would be taken on the Chinese
proposal to the effect that the item should become item no. 3 on the
agenda.

The Chinese proposal wes not adopted, there being 22 votes in

favour, 22 against and 9 abastentions.

L5, Mr. KISELEV (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic)
withdrew his delegation's proposel in favour of that put forwvard by
the rapresentativé of Iceland.

46, The CHATIRMAN stated that a vote would be taken on the
proposal submitind by tho representative of Icelend to tho effect that
the Chinese itom be included in the agenda in the sixth position,
immediately after the questlicon of Indconesia.

The proposal was rejected by 30 votos to 1%, with 12 sbstentlons.

L7, The CHAIRMAN seid thet hs would now put tho proposal of
El Selvador to the vote. That proposal, which had also been put
forward by other delegations; including Egypt, was that the Chinese
question be placed fifth on the agnnda, immediately after the questiop
of Palestine but before that of Indonesia.

‘The proposal was adopted by 41 votes to 3, with 13 abstentions,

The meeting rose at 1.5 p.m.

30/9 p.m.
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