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CHAFTER I
INTRODUCTION
Nature of the Problem

Former Secretary-General U Thant claimed the United
Nations General Assembly to be "a realistic representation
of the present day world."1 Many researchers have sought
to determine exactly how "realistic" are the international
relations reflected by that body. One United Nations record
under investigation takes the form of roll call votes. The
United Nations provides a forum for nations to air their
views which are often subsequently recorded by roll call
vote. Though those votes are hardly the only source of in-
formation about a nation's policy position, they do offer a
unigue and easily accessible record in which nations have
committed themselves on a wide range of major political is-
sues.

It has been argued that the world politics ascertained
from actions within the General Assembly is severely distorted
due to the one-nation, one-vote principle which is not re-
presentafive of real life international power relationships.
The "sovereign equality”™ described in the U.N. Charter takes
no notice of differences in size, population, economic de-
velopment, or political system. This argument has been

1



countered by more than one researcher, it belng pecinted out
that member states have an even greater incentive to band

together in a majority rule situation.?

This propensity to
ally emphasizes those alignments which make up international
relationships.

Besides answering questions raised about the nature
of an individual nation's behavior relative to its policy
stance, one may use roll call votes to examine the inter-
national system as a whole. One assessment of roll call
studies observed that:

Roll call analyses turn out to be surprisingly

revealing of the state of the international

system, and sensitive to changes in it and

within some nations.

Roll call votes somehow manage to be a good

sample of the nation's roles in the inter-

national system.

+ + « in spite of their drawbacks, roll call

votes are the only type of decisions (in the

U.N.) which can be studied with a view to dis-

covering national patterns, since they are the

only ones on which the nation's votes are re-

corded.3
Much of the ongoing controversy questions not the usefulness
of the roll call data base, but rather the utility of cer-
tain research methods to serve as tools for the study of
that data. As the title of this report suggests, factor
analysis is the method chosen for this study. As an aid to
understanding how this research method evolved, this report

will dedicate a chapter in which the development of empirical

roll call studies will be ‘traced from beginnings when research-



ers depended upon logic and methods of statistical analysis
which were relatively low-level techniques of numerical
comparison. FPactor analyses were avoided in those days
for the following reason:

Formerly, a large factor analysis might take

a month's calculation for two clerks, and the

rotation to simple structure four or five

months, Nowadays the former time can be re-

duced to minutes . . .
The reduction to minutes was due, of course, to the dawning
of the age to the corputer complete with an avalanche of
printouts, most of which contained only pure statistical cor-
relations. Many initial studies lacked both direction and
purpose which took their toll in credibility, and and even
today the accuracy of social sclence computer studies are
immediately suspect. This study recognizes the need to es-
tablish the reliability and validity of this particular appli-

cation of factor analysis as a statistical procedure to dis-

cern voting patterns in the United Nations.
Organization and Intent of this Repori:

This report will investigate in depth the methodology
and findings of previous researchers of United Nations voting
behavior. The reason for an historical overview is three-
fold: First, %o illustrate modern factor analysis, the method
now usually applied to U.N. roll call votes and the technique
employed by this study; Second, to serve as prior research

to which the findings of this study may be compared; and third,



to provide a cross-section of theoretical assumptions from
which this study may draw.

After presenting prior research, a detalled study of
the twenty-fifth session of the General Assembly will be pre-
sented along with an explanation of the research method.
Theoretical issues, which have been left unanwered by both
prior research and that study concerning the validity of
guantitative roll call studies, will then be taken up.

Finally, new avenues of research will be suggested.
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CHAPTER IX
PREVIOUS RESEARCH
Beginnings

There exists a number of studies of United Nations
voting patterns. As early as 1951, M. Margaret Ball dis-
cussed "bloc voting" as a framework for analysis:

The spectre of bloc voting has haunted the
United Nations since the Charter was first
debated at San Francisco. Since then, the
influence of certain groups of states in
affecting the outcome of elections has oc-
casioned considerable comment, and it has
been suggested that the same groups have
been inordinately powerful in deciding sub-
stantive issues.

Thomas Hovet Jr.2 in his Bloc Politics in the United Nations,

focused upon the degree of cohesion of caucusing groups on
roll call votes over time. He classified the votes into is-
sue categories rather than analyzing specific 1issues as
was done in M. Margaret Ball's earlier paper. Hovet de-
scribed only the Sovief group as a "bloc", all others lacking
the necessary bloc discipline were labeled caucusing groups.
Both studies were substantially similar in that they
were primarily verbal discussions of political alignments of
groups within the United Nations. Because simultaneous in-
teractions characterize the political process of the General

Assembly, a verbal approach fell short of actually elucidating
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the dynamics of that process. Clearly, there was a need for
a quantitative analysis that did not rely solely on scho-

larly Jjudgments which were academic and difficult to replicate.
Early Quantitative Research

The quantitative study of roll call votes in the Gener-
al Assembly is a comparatively recent one, dating from 1960
when Leroy N. Rieselbach3 first suggested that United Nations
votes be subjected +to new social science technigues which
were being pioneered in investigations of legislative roll
calls. In a bloc analysis, Rieselbach constructed a matrix of
nations, entering in the cells a simple index of likeness of
the two nations on all votes. After considerable rearrange-
ment of the matrix, nations can be grouped together to iden-
Tify Blogs. This technique was not sophisticated enough to
continue ©beyond the delination of relatively small size
bloes of four to five nations.

Rieselbach then suggested that a Guttman scale would,
in his words, "provide a single continuum for rating +the per-
formance of individual countries."4 His Guttman scale involved
formation of a two-dimensional scale, with nations making up
one dimension, and issues the other. The nations-by-issues
matrix was arranged in a scale manner so that all the "yes"
votes were in one corner while the "no" votes were in the
opposite corner of the matrix. Nations are arranged according

to the highest rank order of issues agreed upon. Therefore if



a nation agrees upon a particular guestion it also responds
positively to all guestions of lower rank order. Rieselbach
chose eight colonial questions and divided important roll
call votes into these subsets to form the Gutitman issues
scale.

The unidimensionality of the issues scale insures
that the nation's behavior is rated upon a single or related
group of attitudes, but it is this very property of Gutiman
scaling that limits its usefulness. Some significant roll
calls do not scale in this manner and must be 1left out.
For instance, a roll call unrelated to a colonial gquestion
would not meaéure a colonial attitude and would be omitted.
If scales were constructed for 21l conceivable attitudes,
those scales would gquite probably be related in some degree
to one another and the decision as to where individual roll
calls should be assigned becomes difficult. Even if most
roll calls do scale, the requirement that the total error
not exceed ten per cent is bound to exclude important votes.
Another problem arises even in cases where the ten pér cent
criterion is met, as a decision must be made as to how to
classify non-scale response patterns.5

In 1963, Arend Lijphart proposed a bloc analysis which
entailed the comparison of Rice-Beyle indices for all possi-
ble pairs of nations.6 He had criticized the index of like-
ness which Rieselbach had incorporated into his matrix of

nations because it failed to take into account abstentions



as a valid vote alternative. The Rice-Beyle index of agree-
ment also differed from other indices of group cohesion in
that it was comparable for groups of different size. The
index simply represents the percentage of votes on which
nations agree. Lijphart first compared the groupings of
nations that agreed on 95.5 per cent of the roll call votes.
He then lowered the agreement level to 87.5 per cent and re-
examined the alignments. He found only the Soviet bloc to
have a high degree of cohesion, although other groups were
recognizable. Lijphart's efforts, just as virtually all the
previous analyses, had difficulty in demonstrating cohesion

for any groups other than the Soviet bloc.
Factor Analysis

It was a year later that Hayward Alker and Bruce
Russett7 first applied the modern technique of factor analy-
sis to United Nations roll call voting. This technigue be-
ging by comparing all nation pairs in almost the same manner
as did Rieselbach, but rather than indices of likeness or
agreement, more sophisticated correlation coefficients are
calculated and entered. Prior studies had always had to
assign roll call votes to specific categories of issues.
Many roll call votes were sufficiently ambiguous as to
cause much controversy over which issue it actually repre-
sented, since a vote could be construed to have elements of

many issue domains. Factor analysis allows for the identifi-
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cation of the principal components or clusters of issues
and provides for an accurate location of nations on those
components.

Alker and Russett chose the Second, Seventh, Twelfth,
and Sixteenth sessions for study.8 These were the regular
sessions commencing in 1947, 1952, 1957, and 1961. They
adopted explicit criteria for selecting important roll calls
for each session, which included 21l substantive roll call
votes in the plenary session except virtually unanimous votes
and only exceptional committee votes. The final result was
the selection of 48 roll calls for the Second Assembly, 63
for the Seventh, 50 for the Twelfth, and 70 for the Sixteenth.
This accounted for approximately one-third of all the recorded
votes. A breakdown of the roll calls incorporated into the
analysis of the 16th session yields 26 important committee
votes and 44 non-unanimous, non-procedural plenary roll calls.

The first step in the factor analysis yielded two 1im-
portant factors which explained 77 per cent of the roll calls.
These were a North-South factor and an East-West factor which
fit into a geopolitical model of United Nations voting pat-
terns. A second step in the factor analysis which simplifies
the issues, yielded nine principal factors, the six most im-
portant being: Self-determination; U.N. Supranationalism;
Cold War Membership issues; Moslem issues; French concerns;

and Apartheid Condemnation. The first four explained 85 per

cent of the votes. Table 1 illustrates that the issues
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before the General Assembly zre not transitory, but appear
year after year.9

The third step in factor analysis creates a score
for each nation. These are used to compare nations and to
aid in discovering national alignments. Various polariza-
tion trends were then measured by use of these nation scores

and various environmental variables.

Table 1. The Continuity of Issues in the General Assembly

e —— o T o e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e Em e e e

Factor Percentage of Variance Accounted for in:
1947 1952 1957 1961 1963

Cold War 2, 23 15 21
Self-Determination > 24 23 32 L
Intervention in Africa é 10 10 - 19
Supranationalism 10 12 7 1z 18
Palestine 1E 10 - 11 4
Total 59 64 62 70 66

Source, Alker and Russett, 1965. Chapter 3.
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Bruce Russett, in his International Regions and the

International System, used Q-mode factor analysis, a modifi-

cation of the normal factor analysis method used by Alker
commonly known as R—mode.lo Rather than grouping the nations
on the issue factors, Russett's technique identified cluster-
ing nations. He applied the analysis to the 18th General
Assembly. Roll calls with over 90 per cent agreement were
omitted, leaving 66 roll calls to form the data base. The
Q@-mode gives numerical values called loadings for each nation.
Nations that load similarly on the various factors are grouped
together and help to name the factors themselves. Russett
extracted six factors or groupings which were as follows:
Western Community; Brazzaville Africans; Afro-Asians; Soviet
Bloc; Conservative Arabs; and Iberia. Russett interpreted
these inductively arrived at groupings as being cultural as
well as geographical.

Russett then calculated the nation scores from an R
analysis of the same roll calls and correlated those scores
with the same nation's factor loadings from the Q-analysis.

The correlztions which he obtained are shown in Table 2.11

Table 2. Correlation of Q-Analysis loadings with Factors

e o o e —— e . A S e e M e M M e W i e o B S o S e o e i e e S S ————
e g g S e b R et

Factor Gold War Intervention Supranation-

in Africa alism
Western Community .79 - 33 .38
Brazzaville Africans A7 A5 .36
Afro-Asians -.82 43 17
Communists -.52 A5 -.64
Conservative Arabs .11 25 it

Iberia .10 -.7h -.06
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Richard Pratt and Rudolph J. Rummel12

also analyzed
the 18th session of the General Assembly. Their issue factors
matched those of the Russett study, with the only difference
being the addition of a factor due to a controversy over
electric voting machines. When grouping the nations, Pratt
and Rummel used the factor scores on the issue factors rather
than using the Q-mode technique of Russett. Their reason
for not following Russett's example was that they believed
the method to be unsound because the correlation coefficients
measured only the pattern of each nation's voting behavior
and not the level. For instance, if a nation's votes varied
between "no"” and "abstain”, it would be perfectly correlated
to a nation voting between "abstain" and "yes" across all roll
calls.13
Pratt and Rummel's method compared nation scores on
each issue cluster. They managed to identify the following
blocs: Latin American; Afro-Asian; West; Soviet bloc; and
African Colonial.
The studies of Alker and Russett, and of Pratt and
Rummel managed to successfully introduce the method of
factor analysis into the study of United Nation's voting.
However, the assignment of values to a nation's vote varies
across the studies as well as the method of factor analysis
which is applied to those votes. The upcoming study on the

25th session attempts to borrow the most proven theoretical

assumptions and techniques from the prior studies.



14

NOTES

1. M. Margaret Ball, "Bloc Voting in the General
Assembly", International Organization, Vol. 5, 1951, P.4,

2. Thomas Hovet, Jr., Blogc Politics in the United
Nations (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1960).

3. Leroy N. Rieselbach, "Quantitative Techniques for
Studying Voting Behavior in the U.N. General Assembly,"”
International QOrganization, Vol. 14:2 (Spring, 1960} Pp. 291.

L, Ibid., p. 292

5. Hayward R. Alker, Jr., and Bruce M. Russett,
World Politics in the General Assembly (New Haven: Yale
University Press, 1965) P. 29.

6. Arend Lijphart, "The Analysis of Bloc Voting in
the General Asgsembly: A Critique and a Proposal,"” American
Political Science Review, Vol. 57, No. 4 (December, 1963)
Pp. 902-917.

7. Alker and Russett, World Politics . . . Op Cit.,

P. 75.
8. Ibid., p. 24-35.
9. Ibid., Pp. 40-47.

10, Bruce M. Russett, International Regions and the

International System: A Study in Political Ecology
(Chicago: Rand McNally, 1967).




15

11. Ibid., p. 67.

12. Richard Pratt and Rudolph J. Rummel, "Issue
Dimensions in the 1963 United Nations General Assembly,"
Multivariate Behavioral Research, (April, 1971) Pp. 251-286.

13. Ibid., p. 270.



CHAPTER III
STUDY OF THE TWENTY-FIFTH SESSION
Introduction

The purpose of this study is to explore voting pat-
terns in the United Nations General Assembly. Those voting
patterns will aid in discovering the roles of nations in the
international system and within the political process of the
General Assembly itself.

The approach to be followed in this study of roll call
voting patterns has derived much of its inspiration from the
work of Hayward Alker and Bruce Russett. However, rather
than replicating precisely the Alker-Russett study, this ana-
lysis will draw methodologically from a wide range of earlier
works. Reference will be made to studies made by Pratt and
Rummel; Newcombe, Ross, and Newcombe; and J. Vincent, as
well as to Alker and Russett. An attempt will be made to
tie into those previous studies, which had covered the years
up to and including 1969. This research will analyze the
twenty-fifth session of the General Assembly beginning in
September 1970, thereby providing a means for diachronic
comparison of some of the original theories that wunderlie
national voting behavior.

When seeking information about the state of the inter-

16
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national system, one may ask whether the apparent emergence
of a multipolar system is due to a loosening of the ties to
the United States and to the Soviet Union. Perhaps the
older nations are just as tightly bound to East or West as
ever, and the diffusion of power 1s due to the emerging anti-
colonial states. In the early days of the United Nations, it
was much easier to perceive alignments. Of the original 51
members, the United States could claim 35, the Soviet Union
only 5, with 10 nations unaligned.1 After 1955 when the
superpowers finally agreed upon a package deal of 16 new states,
the membership began to snowball. The sixties gave birth to
many new nations which created a third world within the United
Nations. In the year 1970 under study, the nation of Fiji
was admitted to the U.N. just three days after its indepen-
dence, bringing the total membership to 12?.2

The growth of the membership of the third world nations
should signal a new era in which the concerns are no longer
primarily East-West. If this were true then perhaps the
United Nations would be noticeablely less a cold war forum
than in times past. As issues distinct from those of the
cold war become important, the power of the cold war bloc
leaders is likely to suffer. The decline of the strength of
superpower influence could be measured by considering the
effects of ecbnomic and military aid by the United States
and Russia upon United Nations voting.

This study will look for voting alignments in the
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General Assembly and attempt to_discover which issue is most
prominent. A form of factor analysis will be employed which
will be described in a section explaining research method.
The assignment of values to vote decisions differs from
previous studies, though not dramatically. This research
will also depart from previous studies in that nations will
be compared in a more direct manner and possible determinants

of vote decision examined.
Data Sources

This research is a secondary analysis, the roll call
data used in this study being stored on computer tape and
collected by the Consortium for Political Research, Ann Arbor,
Michigan with Charles Wrigley as the principal investigator.3
This data includes roll call votes from each nation since the
inception of the United Nations in 1946, through the twenty-
sixth session in 1971.

National attribute data was obtained from the World

Handboock of Political and Social Indicators, which contains

494 economic, social, political, and geographic features of
i

nations.

Basic Analytic Techniques

Three analytic techniques were used in this analysis:
Factor analysis; simple correlation; and multiple regression.
First, the voting data was factor analyzed to identify

clusters of issues and to aid in data reduction. This 1is
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necegsary to give order to the data and to reduce the data
~to a form which can be subsequently manipulated. Factor
scores were then calculated for each nation on the various
clusters of issues to provide weights on which they could

be cocmpared %o one another. Second, a cross-tabulation
procedure yielded a number of correlation coefficients to
test for a relationship between voting behavior and involve-
ment in various groups. Third, a multiple regression was
run to assess the impact of foreign and military aid on vot-

. ing behavior.
Factor Analysis: A Clarification

Because of the undetermined interdependencles, en-
tangled behaviors, and masses of gualitative and guantitative
data, factor analysis has become a primary tool to uncover
major social and international patterns in such fields as
psychology and political scilence. Factor analysis performed
by SPSS (Statistical Paékage for the Social Sciences), a
standarized computer program, can handle 100 variables si-
multaneously while compensating for random error and invali-
dity. Its main purpose is to disentangle complex interrela-
ltionships and to identify their distinct regularities.

The greatest cost in using factor analysis is that
few laymen or even social scientists find the results com-

prehensible because of the mathematical complexities. There-

fore it becomes necessary to explain factor analysis with a
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view towards orientation of the reader rather than the pre-
sentation of calculating algorithms. This will insure that
the study will be understood and that the terminology will
form no obstacles to that understanding. This section will
clarify the role that factor analysis plays in this study.
The methodology itself will be explained in 2 step-by-step
manner in the analysis procedure section. The mathematical
model is presented in the Appendix.

Addressing the problem at hand, the data consists of
127 nations and 51 roll call votes. Not all nations were
present for all 51 votes. The method of factor analysis will
eliminate those nations only for those votes on which it was
considered missing and no others. There are about 127 x 51
or 6,477 pieces of information. Factor analysis addresses
itself to the question: "What are the patterns of relation-
ships among these data?"

The perspective from which an R-mode factor analysis
views the data is a focus on the variation of characteristics,
the characteristics of the nations being how they voted.

For example, if a group of nations voted "yes" on Varii7i
which reads:

To adopt the draft resol. (A/8237) calling upon

the governmment of Israel to immediately imple-

ment the recommendations of the special commit-

tee to investigate Israell practices re human

rights in occupied territories; to comply with

the 1949 Geneva convention and the Universal

Declaration of Human Rights; requesting the

aforesaid special committee to continue its work
and report thereon to the Secretary-General.
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and the same nations voted "yes" on Varlls?7;

To adopt resol. (A/8242) reaffirming the in-

alienable rights of the people of Oman to

self-determination; urging the UK to imple-

ment fully assembly resol. 1514 (XV) and

other relevant resolutions; recommending

specialized agencies and other interna-

tional organizations to study the possibil-

ities of extending educational, technical,

and health assistance to Oman.
then there would exist a recognizable mathematical regular-
ity among these variables which delineates a pattern of vari-
ation. If many such votes can be found to form such a regu-
larity in +the data, then a issue cluster can be identified.
The primary aim of this study during the factor analysis
stage is to find whether a linear relationship of the data
could be untangled into separate patterns. Each pattern would
be a factor representing a distinct cluster of interrelated
data. It then remains for the researcher to determine whe-
ther the results support pre-existing theoretical assumptions.

The factors themselves can then be used to test for
the existence of and cohesion of groups of nations. The
latter can be accomplished because factor analysis will
provide weights called factor scores to employ for each char-
acteristic when combining them into scales based upon the em-
pirical relationships among those characteristics.

In summary, the purpose of factor analysis in this
study is merely to transform a set of variables (votes)

which are intercorrelated into a set of variables which are

uncorrelated (factor scores).
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Hypothesis Formulation

Most researchers who have studied United Nations roll
call voting for the prupose of examining the behavior of
nations have tended to avoid the formulation of a hypothe-
sis. The difficulty lies in the subjective essence of factor
analysis which finds the résearcher in the dilemma of having
to admit that having obtained the results of a factor analy-
sis, he/she cannot lay claim to having established the only
possible true relationships. Indeed, & valid criticism of
any factor analysis would be that there is a subjective,
almost intuitive element in evaluating the results.

However, if one first assumes certain relationships
between variables, one must be able to justify those assump-
tions by means of a factor analysis. Therefore, it comes
from the above statement that factor analysis can indeed per-
form the function of hypothesis testing.

Prior research sugests the following hypotheses:

1. The behavior of nations in the U.N. is such that
alignments clearly differentiating the Soviet bloc
and the Western powers can be recognized.

The importance of identifying and studying these voting align-
ments is to determine the cohesiveness of the groups. Indivi-
dual members can be observed, thereby identifying deviant
nations and the direction of their disagreement. This can

aid in the prediction of future votes.

2. The cold war is no longer the most prominent issue
before the General Assembly as it has been in times
past.
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The importance of determining and ranking the major issues
before the General Assembly lies in what it may indicate
concerning the state of world politics. Alker's previous
study had detected subtle changes in the international sys-
tem. The purpose of the second hypothesis is to tie into
that study by postulating what trend the issues that have
received the greatest attention from the U.N. have taken.
If the trend exists, it may well be due to a shift away from
the concerns that had preoccupied a primarily bi-polar world.
This study will also examine national membership in
defense pacts, namely NATO (North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-r
tion) and WTO (Warsaw Treaty Organization) and how they com-
pare to alignments in the General Assembly. The influence
of the superpowers will also be examined by observing the

effect of military and economic aid upon vote characteristics.
Operationalization

Fifty-one roll call votes were picked from the plen-
~ ary session. Nation votes of yes, abstain, and no were coded
as 1, 2, and 3, respectively. Only votes with less than 90
per cent of the total nations voting in agreement were in-
cluded. That is, less than 90 per cent voted in any one
category, yes, no, or abstain.

The factoring method used was principal factoring with-

out iteration, (PAl). A variant of PAl, known as the princi-

pal component solution was decided upon because it employs
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defined factors rather than using inferential assumptions.
This allows for unities to be placed in the principal diago-
nal of the correlation matrix rather than having to estimate
communalities. In sum, when data reduction is the objective
unities are placed in the principal diagonal, which allows
for the direct calculation of factor scores rather than

relying upon estimates.
Analysis Procedure and Interpretation of Results

The factor analysis procedure begins with a correla-
tion matrix. In this case, the fifty-one roll call votes
are the variables, and in each cell is the product moment
correlation coefficient. Those coefficients simply measure
the degree of linear relationship between pairs of roll ecall
votes. A value of one in the cell means that +the votes are
perfectly linearly correlated with one standarized unit change
in one vote accompanied by a one unit change in the other
vote. As the coefficient decreases to zero, so does the
relationship. Because a vote's correlation with itself is
unity, the principal diagonal contains a value of one. 1In
sum, the purpose of this first step is to measure the extent
to which all pairs of roll call votes are associated.

The matrix is factor analyzed which yields an unro-
tated factor matrix. See Table 3. Six factors were extracted

because their elgenvalues were greater than unity. The eigen-

values are the sum of the squared loadings and are used %o
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measure the amount of variance accounted for by each pattern.
See Table 4. If the eigenvalue is below unity (1), then that
factor can explain less than one roll call vote and is auto-
matically deleted. Table 4 also gives the percent of variance
accounted for by each factor. Total variance 1is the percent
of total wvariation among the roll call votes that is related
to a factor pattern. Note that the six factors account for
81.8 per cent of the total variance. Of the six factors ex-
tracted, the last three account for variance percentages of
only 3.2, 2.5, and 2.2, respectively, with only three roll
calls loading as high as .65. The last three will therefore
be considered idiosyncratic factors and together could explain
less than four votes.

After extracting the initial factors, it is usually
desirable to simplify the factor structure. This is done by
using Kaiser's varimax technique, which rotates each factor
until it defines a distinct cluster of interrelated votes.
The rotated factor matrix is presented in Table 5. The
fifty-one roll call votes are positioned along the left
column, and are labeled VarlllO to Varll7?2. The roll call
votes for the plenary session are found in the appendix.

The matrix contains the loadings (x) which measure exactly
which votes are involved in which factor pattern and to what
degree. The sign of the loadings indicate the direction of
the relationship. Examining those votes that did load

heavily on factors will yield the substantive nature of
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TABLE 3

UNROTATED FACTOR MATRIX

FACTOR 1 FACTCR 2 FACTCR 3 FACTCR 4
VAR1110 -J.73346 D.44127 -J. 11283 -2.33254%
VARII1ll -0.T74995 0.43675 =-J.13127 -0.0303%9
MARILI12 ~ 2.75405 = 0.516382 =J.1E727 -0e13843
VARL 113 J.56718 0.51062 -0.23251 de4634l
VAR1114 0.53234% D.51121 -0.23053 Deal782
NARLLILS -0.81U64  -0.38203 =~ U.08477 = U.l645d
VARLL16 J.867599 -C«10485 037735 VelZ2272
JARL117 -0.73401 £.25220 —De42035 Deld)343
yARYI 114 Je31435 C.028236 J.21756 00853304
VAR1119 -=0.61939 0620453 -0.33324 -0.130%0
VAR1 120 J.47508 -0.43554% Je36219 Je 32343
VARL121 =0.15446 C.20781 __ —-0.11595 0.05739
vAR1122 0.813+48 -0.15098 DJe35332 -0.02321
VARL1123 Js77855 Ue.49322 -J.1063606 -0.135C4%
_VARL1 124 D0.49735 067393 J.11725 -0.23331
VARL 125 2.09450 -0.08367 J.08172 D.05179
VARL 126 049703 0.23843 —-0.C3312 -0.4J00u
MAR1127 =~ =0.40173 = C,.63869 De46497 =-0.05933
vARL 128 -J.44012 Q.61707 Da 38224 -0.06947
VARLI I2S -3).T78737 Ga3T7016 -J.2051% -0.073€4
VAR1130 109755 —0,02114% =-). 18477 J.193))
VAR1131 0.78213 -C.14328 J0.410354 0.0J07C4%
VAR1132 D.T73896 -0.1c026 0.40308 0.02244
VAR11133 D.76720_ -G lB8357 = 0,36502 = U.33217
VARL 134 J.22134 -0.25332 J.30871 Je3I+15
VARL1135 0.50846 N.51317 -0.20390 Qe53233
VARL1136 3.5T095 Ce45571 =-),21210 Je3n3ZH
VAR1137 J.754T74 D .55575 -0.21463 -0.0625%7
VAR1138 -J).70278 U.57830 NDal1710 -J.3J135
VAR1139 -0.68915 __ 0455722 = (Ga.20G345 __ =0.0131&
VAR1 140 -0.7138¢ 0.49032 Jelou+33 JeJ1156
VAR1 141 -0.065594 Je52E8S J.10530 -Ja01l232
MAR1 142 -0.66491 2.551759 2.21319 -0,02135 _
vAR114%43 -0.59152 C.44748 Je11340 0.01333
VARL 144 0.74976 0.17733 0.07715- Je 129329
MAR1145 = =-0,.75042 = Q.43625 ~0,419495 0,048%7
VARL 146 0.71691 0.57341 -0.19308 DeJJ33<2
VARL 147 J«.03334 C.71760 J.38382 J.51372
VAR1 148 0.23148 0.68756 0.24698 =D.49T74%%
VARL 149 ~0436275 0.65C55 D.35368 0623993
VARL 150 -0.46827 C.60c70 0.26370 -0.0111%
MARIISY __  9.78419 = 0,50375 -0.18785 =Je 15525
VARL 152 Je 13030 D.47210 -0.18750 -0.02%34%
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TABLE 4

EXTRACTED FACTORS

Est. Communality Factor Eigenvalue Pct of Var
1.0 1 25:33 Lg,7
1.0 2 9.46 18.6
1.0 3 2.90 §5+7
1.0 L 1«61 342
1.0 5 1.28 2+5
1.0 6 1e11 242
1.0 7 .91 1.8

¥ The first three factors representa a cummulative percent
of variance of 74.0. Note that after the sixth factor
the eigenvalue drops below 1.0.
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TABIE 5 FACTOR 1 FACTCR 2 FACTGR 3  FACTGR 4
VARL110 -0.16021 0.73551 -0.43910 0.23772
VARL111 -0.16353 0.73201 -0.45350 0.252¢63
NARL112 0.93177 _ =-0.1201¢6 ~0.15182 _ -0.03052
VAR1113 0.79515 -3.01335 0.GC&17S -0.26309
VARI 114 0.81288 -2.0324% 0.06719 -0,23785
VAR1115___ _ =0.81071  0.24550 -0.20662 _ 0.08037
VARL1LE D.26937 -0.17437 0.81332 -0.03435
VARI117 -0.17982 0.37821 -0.78750 0.13172
VAR1118 0.47714 __ =3.36246 _ _ 0.50957  -0.15440
VAR1119 -2.09616 0.42806 -0.51906 0.53462
VARL120 -0.10875 -0.44458 0.48934 -0.61844
VAR1121 -0.31183_ _0.54596 _ -0.43942 _  0.15380
VAR1122 0.34685 -0.376CE 0.78164 -0.02345
VARL123 0.90443 -0.14374 0.19471 0.0c0s58
VAR1124 0.78848  0.16983  0.11459  -0.,19740
VAR1129 -0.20965 0.67720 -0.49205 0.34l136
VARL 131 0.29450 -0.33633 2.81313 -0.02406
VAR1132 0.28732 _  -0.37513  0.76973  =0,12917
VAR1133 J.29360 -0.34648 0.8C0755 -0.01834
VAR1134 -J.15535 -0.066578 0.60985 0.06630
VARI137 _ 0.95342 -0.12651 _ 0.10683 -0.,05228
VAR1 1338 -0.09467 0.50825 -0.25662 0,03347
VAR1139 -0.12381 0.92414 -0.18633 -0.04%433
VAR1120___ . -0,17538_  _ _0.88848  -0.18819 0.043234

- VARL141 -0.12187 0.88053 -0.22765 0.04332
VARL142 -9.11552 0.89167 -0.20286 ~2.09413
CMARL143_  -0.03746  0.83132 -3.10827 0.01611
VARL 144 0.57749 -0.20218 0.45223 -0.01267
VAR1145 -0.13628 0.73264 -0.48319 0.14900
VARL146 0.92227  —-0.02345 - 0.21339 0.075486
VAR1148 0.56119 0.33420 0.06509 0.05327
VAR1 149 0.06327 0.73262 -0.C3C19 -0,22434
VARL150 -0.00000__ 0.74648  -2.14947 _ 3.05415
VARL 151 0.93513 -0.16%10 0.14985 0.00456
VARL152 0.85958 -0.15873 Se11022 -0.04942
VAR1153 -0.55867 _ _ 0.39155 -0.43583  -0.09922
IVARL 154 0.88410 -2.114%0 D0.24%494 0.12392
[VARL155 0.90138 -0.16805 0.17465 -0.02524
VAR1157 0.69542  -0.23127 0.39957  0.21334%
VARL160 J.82565 -0.13291 -0.02535 -0.13314
'VARL161 0.58586 -0.25468 0.31741 -0.03278
(VAR 162 0.89581 -0,12282 0.21704 _  0.00937
VARL163 0.78737 -0.21177 026293 0.20030
VARL1&4 0.82476 -0.14493 0.19900 0.155308
' VAR1166 0.54670 -0.03486 0.08625 -0.21163
I VAR1167 0.29703 -0.60290  0.46448 _ -0.27133
VAR1168 -0.30308 0.62792 -0.38J35 0.22137
VARL169 -0.31890 0.63110 -0.43522 0.237¢1
VARL170 _.0.321869  -0.50881 __0.57278  -0.05%419
VARL1T71 9.59202 -0.28846 3.40575 -0.02714
VARLL172 9.18165 -0.30606 0.34503 -0.017512
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those factors. Table 6 gives the votes that did load heavily
on the first three factors. The substance and the loading of
the roll call votes are also given.

It can be readily seen that factor one deals primarily
with questions concerning the situations in Rhodesia and S.
Africa. Roll call Varllld was a resolution sponsored by 52
states and introduced on October 8 by Somalia:

To adopt the draft resol. (A/8106) calling upon

all states to take immediate steps to implement

the provisions of Security Council resol. 282

(1970) regarding the strengthening of the arms

embargo against South Africa and requesting the

Secretary-General to report thereon to the Gen-

eral Assembly by Dec. 10, 1970.
The draft resolution passed in plenary on October 13 by a
vote of 96 to 1, with 9 abstentions. Six other draft resolu-
tions concerning S. Africa were introduced and passed, with
the U.S. voting abstain on three, voting for two, and against
one. The resolution which the U.S. opposed was Varll3?7 which
was somewhat extreme in its condemn%tion of S. Africa.

Because ten of the votes that loaded heavily upon this
factor concern Africa, this factor dimension can be labeled
"Intervention in Africa.”

Factor two, at first blush, could be labeled "human
rights” because of the many references to racial intolerance
and rights of humans and prisoners in armed conflict. How-

ever, roll calls dealing with human rights in Africa did not

even moderately load on this factor. Therefore factor two

must have a deeper meaning. During 1970, the United. States
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TABLE 6

MAJOR ROLL CALL LOADINGS
OF THE ROTATED FACTOR MATRIX (5)

1

South Africa condemnation

Independence of Colonial Nations

Arms embargo of S. Africa

End Illegal Regime in Rhodesia

Condemn Bantustans

S. African Involvement in Nambia

Condemn colonial Exploitation

Portugese Territory

Discontinuation of Collaboration with S. Africa
Withdraw assistance to Portugal, S. Africa, Rhodesia
Allow people to decide own Status

Continue UNCURK

U.N. Objectives in Korea

Korea

Condemn Racism

Elimination of Racial Discrimination

Korea U.N. TForces

Human rights in Armed Conflict
" 14 n " 1)

Prisoners of War

Human rights in Armed Conflict

Racial Intolerance

Nazism

Racial Intolerance

3

Rights of Palestinians
Middle East Ceasefire
Palestine

Israel return Of Land
Israel Occupied Territories
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was still involved in an armed conflict, the Vietnam War.
There are several references to armed conflict in the roll
call votes that loaded heavily upon factor 2. Following is
an example:

To adopt the Draft Resol. (A/8178) condemning

actions of countries conducting aggressive wars

in violation of the UN charter and the 1925

Geneva protocol and 1949 Geneva Convention;

Recognizing the need for additional instiruments

for the protection of civilian populations. . .

The Soviet Union voted "yes" and the United States, "Abstain."”
Any reference to armed conflict might be "milking"” the U.S.
presence in Indochina and hence serve the cause of the cold
war.

Roll calls concerning the unification of Korea and
elimination of racial discrimination also loaded upon factor
2. Reference the Russett study, it can be found that in years
prior those issues were instruments of the Cold War.

An examination of the nature of <the roll calls con-
cerning Korea exemplifies their use as Cold War weapons.
Varlll0 which reads:

To adopt the proposal for the inclusion of

sub-item (c¢), the report of the UNCURK - In

the agenda (A/8100);
and Varllll which reads:

To retain the Title, "Question of Korea" (4/8100).
were both attempts by the Soviet Union to delete the UNCURK

(United Nations Commission for the Unification and Reconstruc-

tion of Korea) report item by requesting separate votes on
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the sub-item and on the main title. These were defeated by
votes of 72 for to 24 against, with 15 abstentions, and 71
for, to 24 against, with 16 abstentions, respectively.

Varll29, co-sponsored by the United States, was adopted
in the plenary session by a vote of 67 to 28, with 22 absten-
tions, and affirmed the mandate of UNCURK and the continuing
role of the United Nations in Korea:

To adopt the draft resol., (A/8185) reaffirming

UN objectives in Korea, requesting the UNCURK

to continue its work and noting that the greater

part of the UN forces have already withdrawn

from Korea.

From +the above arguments, factor two has been labeled "Cold
War."

Factor three is without doubt the question of Pales-
tine and the Middle East situation. Varlllé was a draft
resolution submitted by 21 Afro-Asian states and Yugoslavia
which was adopted by a bote of 57 to 16, with 39 nations
abstaining. The United States and Israel opposed the resolu-
tion and the Arab nations were split with seven states voting
for the Afro-Asian draft and seven not participating. Varlly
which also loaded heavily upon this factor was a Latin Amer-
ican draft resolution which asked for a greater U.N. com-
mittment:

To adopt the draft resol. (A/1694) requesting

the parties concerned (in the Middle East Question)

to resume discussion with the Secretary-General's

special representative in the Middle East; Recom-

mending scrupulous observance and extention of
cease-fire, with the addition of measures for its

observance including, if possible, use of UN
observers now in the region.
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That resolution was rejected by a roll call vote of 45 <o
49, with 27 abstentions. Israel and the U.S. were on the
losing end with the Soviets and all 14 Arab nations opposing
the draft. Varll33 was a controversial proposal which recog-
nized that the people of Palestine were entitled to egqual
rights and self-determination. Furthermore, it made this an
indispensable element in the establishment of peace in the
Middle East. Fifty nations abstained from that vote which
passed by a vote of 47 to 22. The United States and Israel
were once again defeated. The two remaining votes that
loaded upon factor three were condemnation of Israeli occu-
pation of Arab territory. Factor three was therefore labeled
the "Middle East question.”

The study of Alker and Russett (1965) will help to
illustrate the trend of the major issues that concern the
United Nations. From Table 1 in the Prior Research section
of this report, note those issues which were identified for
the years: 1949; 1952; 1957; 1961; and 1963. The cold war
dimension has always vied for a top position with self-deter-
mination. and was even combined with that dimension for the
first year of the study. In 1963, the last year of the Alker
Russett study, Self-determination all but disappeared giving
way to intervention in Africa. The Palestine question was
often a burning issue but subsided in 1963.

The three factors identified in the 25th session were

Intervention in Africa, Cold War, and the Middle East Question.
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The ranking of these rotated factor patterns can be done by
examining their respective percentages of totzl variance.
This is done by squaring each loading in the columns of the
rotated <factor matrix, Table 5, summing those squared loadings
and dividing by the total number of votes. This results in
the factor, Intervention in Africa, having a total variance
of 30.7 per cent. The Cold War issue explains 20.8 per cent
of the variance and the Middle East, 19.3 per cent.

The next step in the research design is to obtain
the factor scorés of each nation on the three principal
factors. This is done by summafion of the factor loadings
of each roll call vote multiplied by the nation's vote value,
(1, 2, or 3) minus the mean of that vote divided by the stan-
dard deviation of the vote. Table 7 gives the factor score
matrix which is used +to calculate the scores for each nation.
The factor scores can be considered composite indices for
each nation and will be used to compare the nations on the
issue patterﬁs. It is important to remember that factor
scores are standardized, which means that they have a mean
of zerc and most of the values lie between + 1. Scores
higher than 1 or lower than -1 can be considered unusually
high or low.

Table 8 summarizes those nations that load heavily
upon the first three factors, and identifies the voting
alignments within the General Assembly. The Soviet and

Western Groups are plainly evident which confirms the first
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TABLE 7 FACTOR FACTOR FACTOR FACTOR 4
VAR1110 0.00103 0.05762 -0.00723 0.09295
VARL111 3.00309 0.05483 -0.00808 0.10297
VAR]112 0.07372 0.00204 -0.02233 -0.01074__
VAR1113 0.10211 0.03046 -0.04203 -0.17665
VAR111l4 0.10056. 0.02573 -0.04227 -0.1544¢&
VAR] 115 -0.04118 0.01368 0.04951 0.03666 _
VARL11l6 -0.01942 0.07496 0.17531 0.07509
VAR1117 0.03537 -0.03722 ~-0.13815 -0.00056
VAR1118 -0.01177 0.00580 0.0202% -0.04877_
VARL1119 - 0.01976 -0.02002 -0.01615 0.35320
VAR1120 -0.02932 0.01735 0.01555 -0.37243
VAR1121 0.00878 © 0.03118 -0.00440 . 0.07620_
VAR1122 -0.01000 0.03462 0.14767 0.07811
VAR1123 0.056704 0.00071 -0.01633 0.01775
VAR1 124 0.04770 0.04704 -0.01589 -0.16656_
VAR1129 0.00921 0.03758 ~0.00231 0.156730
VAR1131 -0.02258 0.04362 0.15838 0.081é2
VAR1132 -0.01549 0.03705 0.13888 0.00026
VAR1133 -0.00752 0.04446 0.16871 0.09154
VAR1134 -0.02800 0.06878 - 0.16937 0.14372
VAR1137 0.08286 —0.00254 —0.C4180C -0.02799_
VAR1138 0.00958 0.11568 0.0555% -0.04571
VAR1139 0.00154 0.13380 0.07035 -0.10272
VAR] 140 0..00294 0.12468 0.08302 -0.03296_
VAR 141 ELETT n.11834 0.06933 —0.04100
VARL 142 -0.00098 0.12765 0.05277 -0.14153
VAR1143 3.00851 0.12733 0.09230 =0.04971
VARL 144 0.00873 0.02278 0.03448 0.05081
VARL 145 0.02447 0.05558 -0.01374 0.025¢€1
VAR] 146 0.07935 0.02259 0.02021 0.07352
VARL148 0.00433 0.05022 0.Cl046 -0.00307
VAR1149 . =0.00466 0.12352 0.01486 -0.20967
VAR1150 -0.01668 0.10CQ0 0.03115 -0.02100
VAR1151 0.07341 -0.00507 -0.03121 0.01677
VAR1152 0.056329 -0.00874 -0.05762 -0.01370
_VAR1153 =0.016437 0.01990 -0.045983  -0.12582_
VARL 154 0.06664% 0.00865 9.01101 0.12577
VAR1155 0.06507 -0.00364 -0.03653 J2.00185
_VARL157 0.02955 -0.00206 0.06189 0.15782

- - VAR11&0 0.03180 -0.01507 -0.08l41 -0.09779
VARL161 0.02171 -0.00085 -0.00130 -0.02141
VARL162 0.06557 0.00712 -0.00792 0.02583
VAR1 163 0.04656 -0.01537 0.0260% 0.18335
VAR1164 0.05934 -0.00880 0.01555 0.126C6
-VAR11&6 0.06l16 0.01884 -3.01660 -0.14787
VAR11&7 -0.01359 -0.93456 -0.00517 -0.12310

VAR1168 3.00833 0.05100 0.C27C7 0.05321
-VAR116S 0.00912° 0.04383 0.01492 0.10337
VAR1170 —0.00850 -0.01242 0.C6130 0.04582

VARL171 0.00211 0.00045 9.00228 0.03221

VAR1172 ~0.01861 0.05965 0.18035 0.05508
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TABLE 8

NATIONS ARRANGED UNDER FACTOR BY FACTOR SCORE

FACTOR 1 FACTOR 2 FACTOR 3
3. United States * 2. Cubgi#* Guatemalsa
Z1 Salvador
*
2. Canada 2. Poland®* Nicaragua
3. United Kingdom * 3. Hungary*#* Costa Rica
2 Belgium * 3. Czechoslovakia## Panama
g Uruguay
2. Luxemburg #* 3. Bulgarig ##%
3 France # 2. Romania¥*#* Lceland
2, Italy * 3. U.S.S.R.%®* Burundi
2. Australia 3. Mongolia Retewana
2. New Zealand Lebanon
Israel
Pakistan
Thailand
Indonesia
* NATO countries These missing: Denmark, Norway,
Netherlands, Portugal
Greece
*#% WTO countries Those missing: Yugoslavia
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hypothesis. To determine the degree to which either side

has formed a unified front, these alignments will be com-
pared directly against NATO and WTO. Though the groupings
look the same, the method of comparison will account for

nations that are not members of those defense pacts.

The first method employed was a cross-tabulation which
gives the percentages and frequencies of the two defense pacts
by the magnitude of the factor scores on factor one and fac-
tor two. The cross-tabulations are reproduced in Tables 9
and 10. Each nation which is a member of NATO was recoded
into group 1 and nations that are members of WTO were recoded
into group 2. The Gamma coefficients which assess the rela-
tionship between the defense pacts and the factor scores
on patterns one and two, were 1.0 and .96, respectively.

In addition, a T-test of significance was run with
nations not belonging to either group categorized into group
three. The purpose of this was to determine the significance
of belonging to a defense pact with other nations serving as
control. The results are shown in Table 11. By using the
T values of 3.37 and 7.10, with 20 degrees of freedom, and
finding the results in a t distribution table, the probabil-
ity of such a chance occurence are indeed rare, on the order
of one in ten thousand.

The above correlation of defensg pacts with the is-
sue factors 1indicates the intense opposition between the

Soviet bloc and the Western powers. Table 12 illustrates
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TABLE 11
T-TEST OF ALLIANCE MEMBERSHIP

T L I ——
e e e e e et

VARIAELE NUMBER MEAN STANDARD STANDARD
OF CASES DEVIATION ERROR

Fscorel

Group 1 14 1:2857 1.069 0.286

Group 2 8 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fscore?2

Group 1 14 0.1429 0.363 0.097

Group 8 1.7500 0.707 0.250
Fscore3

Group 1 14 0.0714 0.730 0.195

Group 2 8 -0.1250 0.354 0.125
POOLED VARTANCE ESTIMATE SEPARATE VARIANCE ESTIMATE

T Degrees of 2-tail T Degrees of 2-tail

Value Freedom Prob. Value Freedom Prob.

3.37 20 0.003 4.50 13 0.001
-?-10 20 0.000 -5199 9-16 OIOOO

. —— T ——— T ———————— i ———————————
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TABIE 12. U.S. VOTE RECORD VS. SOVIET UNION

—_— e e e e e e o e et e = e o e e
et - P L P - - P T T T

Roll Calls United States Soviet Union
Varlllo yes no
Varllll yes no
Varlll2 no yes
Varlll3 abstain yes
Varllli abstain yes
Varllls yes no
Varlllé no yes
Varlll? yes no
Varlll8 no yes
Varlllo yes no
Varll20 no yes
Varllzl yes no
Varll22 no yes
Varll23 no yes
Varllz2h no abstain
Varll29g yes no
Varlilil no yes
Varll32 no yes
Varll33 no yes
Varll3l yes yes
VarllB? no yes
Varll38 yes no
Varll3o yes no
Varllho yes no
Varllil yes no
Varlli2 yes no
Varllis yes abstain
Varllil abstain yes
Var111+5 yes no
Varllié no yes
Varlli3 no no
Varlld9 yes abstain
Varll5s0 yes no
VarllSl no yes
Varlls2 no yes
Varlls3 yes no
Varllss abstain yes
Varllss no yes
Varlls? rno yes
Varlléo abstain yes
Varllél abstain ves
Varllé2 no yes
Varllés no yes
Varllél abstain yes
Varlléé abstain yes
Varllé? no yes
Varllé8 yes abstain
Varllé9 yes abstain
Varll?70 no yes
Varll?7l abstain yes
Varll?72 no yes
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the voting record of the United States versus that of the
Soviet Union. The U.S. and the Soviets agreed in only one
instance, Varll34. The superpowers, even if they can count
on the support of their own bloc of developed nations, need
either the support of the third world nations or at least
their benevolent neutrality. One logical method to court
new allies is to give aid to those nations. The Arabs have
been accused of unabashedly buying support in the U.N. with
petrodollars. Economic and military aid from the superpowers
is much less direct a method but perhaps the influence of
that aid may have a bearing upon vote outcome.

This study proposes to use direct measurements of
Soviet aid from 1954 through 1965 and United States' economic
and military aid from 1958 through 1965 to gauge +the degree
to which the superpowers can influence voting behavior through
aid. In any multivariate analysis, the challenge of exact-
ly how to measure the indicators arises. Environmental vari-
ables which measure interaction of az diplomatic nature in
international organizations and in foreign capitals will
serve as control. The purpose of these indicators is to
measure the possible influence of direct communication links
to governments and the exertion of inflﬁence‘upon U.N.
voting through those channels.

The method chosen is multiple regression which will
evaluate and measure the overall dependence of the national

scores upon the environmental independent variables.
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The multiple regression will predict the factor
sccres for factor one and then for factcr two as the depen-
dent variables with the independent variables being member-
ship in a defense pact, Soviet aid total, Soviet aid per
capita, U.S. econ aid total, U.3S. econ aid per cap., U.S.
Military aild total, U.S. Military aid per cap., membership
in U.N. organizations, membership in international organi-
zations, and total diplomatic representation abroad. The
results are complied in Tables 13 and 14.

The null hypothesis for the regression analysis will
be that there is no linear relationship between the depen-
dent variable, Factor scores, and the independent variables.

The purpose of the regression analysis is to find the
best linear prediction equation. The procedure will cal-
culate an equation of the form:

Y' = A+Ble+Bz}C2+. s ¥ .+Bk_Xk

where Y' represents the estimated vaiue for ¥, A is the Y
intercept, and B are regression coefficients. Also sta-
tistics are obtained which will indicate how accurate the
pradiction equation is and how much variation in Factor
score is accounted for by the combined linear impact of
the 1ndependent variables.

From Table 13 and 14 the value for R® is .38 for

Facscore 1 and .52 for Facscore 2. This indicates the per-

centage of the variation in the dependent variable explained

by
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TABLE 13
REGRESSION OF FACSCORE 1

e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e o e T e e e e

Multiple R 0.61415

R? 0.37718

Standard Error 0.67882

Independent variables B Beta
Var260 00549 L5438
Var002 . 37604 . 68050
Varz2sl .00000 - .83353
¥ar252 .00596 . 32335
Varz253 . 00061 1.55244
Var2s54 . 00209 .08246
Varz2ss .00087 - 1.87302
Var2s57 04719 - .04098
Var258 .00811 .089136
Constant .10217

Overall F Test DF sum of Sqg Mean Sq F
Regression G 23.9993 2.666 5.78

Residual 86. 39.6282 0.461




TABLE 14
REGRESSION OF FACSCORE 2

Multiple R 0.72040

RZ 0.51897

Standard Error 0.43088

Independent Variables B Beta
Var260 .00349 ' . 24083
Var002 . 23869 37426
Varzsl . 00000 27594
Var252 .00378 07056
Varz2s3 .00039 17921
Var254 00133 - 07524
Var2s5s .00055 - .18225
Varz25? 02995 - .18451
Var258 +0051.5 - 39448
Constant 1.11693

Overall F Test DF Sum of Sq. Mean 3q. F
Regression 9. 17.228 1.914 10.3

Residual 86. 15.966 0.185




the dependent wvariable. That is there is a proportional
reduction in error of 38 and 52 per cent when one shifts
from a prediction model using the mean of Facscore 1 and
2 in predicting their values as opposed to using the best
fitting least-sguares regression line. The wvalue of the
Pearson's r is positive for Soviet aid and Facscore two
which indicates a positive relationship. The negative
value between U.S. aid and Facscore 1 indicates an in-
verse relationship.

Beyond the description of direction and strength
of the linear equation, the values of A and Bn can be sub-

stituted ta obtain a linear prediction equation:

Y*' = ,10 + (.016) Dip. Missions + (l.4) Def. Pact
+ (-.0001) Sov. Aid Tot. + (.014) Sov. Aid/Cap
+ ( .0023) U.S. Aid Tot. + (.001) U.S. Aid/Cap
+ (-.0037) U.S. Mil. Aid + (.016) U.N. Organs
+ ( .0044) International Org.

Where Y' would be a predicted facscore 1 based on
data. Note that U.S. mil aid/cap was dropped be-
cause its tolerence was too low.
A similar prediction model can be obtained for Facscore 2.
The standard error of Facscore 2 estimate is .43
meaning that the predicted score using such an equation

will deviate from the actual score by .43 units.

To directly compare the influence of each independent
variable upon Facscore, the standarized regression coef-

ficients are examined. Notice the Betas in Table 7. The

greatest relative contribution was made by U.S. mil. Aid,
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and U.S. economic aid. Soviet aid is negative as would

be expected, however U.S. economic aid is positive while
military aid if negative. The results indicate that Soviet
aid to nations other than those loading heavily upon factor
one (NATO and friends) serves to unify those nations. U.S.
economic aid seems to positively affect voting behavior,
but U.S. military aid seems to have a negative effect upon
the unification of the West. This also has a tendency to
cancel out the positive effect of economic aid. The explana-
tion for +this effect could possibly be attributed to the
U.S. involvement in Vietnam and the great amount of mili-
tary aid expenditures in that area.

An evaluation of the standarized regression coeffi-
cilents indicates that economic military aid by the superpowers
is a factor in vote patterns although not necessarily a posi-
tive one.

To examine whether the null hypothesis has been re-
Jected, the overall F test will be employed. The degrees of
freedom for +the ¥ test are 9 over 86 for Fascore 1 and
Fascore 2. The values of F (again from Tables 13 and 14)
are 5.78 and 10.31, respectively. By refering to a table
for F values it can be found that the significance level is
.001 for both. The overall null hypothesis would require
that multiple R be equal or close to zero, which is not

the case. Therefore we can confidentaly reject the null

hypothesis, Ho'
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CONCLUSIONS

Much previous research has bteen done on United
Nations voting and has helped to pave the way for this
analysis. The findings in this study confirm the hypo-
theses postulated and have been in keeping with those of
other, similar studies. It has been found that there has
been a shift in emphasis in the twenty-fifth session.
The greatest emphasis sesms to have been upon Rhodesia
and S. Africa which made up almost a third of the variance
(32.7). Ths Western powers seem most concerned with those
developments. The éold war factor made up z .little over
a fifth of the variation, the Soviet bloc being oriented
into that pattern. The remainder of the pertinent dimen-
sions was concerned with the Middle East situation. This
represents a change in the priority of the interests of
nations in general. For comparison, the Russett study
obtained the following féctors which are given in descend-
ing order of importance for the 18th session: Cold War;
Intervention in Africa; Suprantionalism; Palestine; and
Self-determination.

It has been established that membership in NATO and
WTO results in similar voting patterns. Possible future
regsearch could entail the ranking of the nations within
these defense pacts.

The gquestion of superpower aid, both economic and
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military, could only superficially be examined as data

on military aid by the U.S.S.R. was not available. Also
current expenditures were not available, however, a his-
tory of economic aid often serves as well as current aid
since a time lag in all probability occurs between giving.
aid and receiving dividends. Future research could test
for the possibility of such a time lag effect.

The above may give rise %o questions of validity.
Validity must always be noted whenever measurement is in-
direct as is often the case in the social sciences.
Content wvalidity entails the investigator's subjective as-
segsment that the indicators do indeed evaluate the de-
sired properties. Most of the indicators are unidimen-
sional and measure one specific property. Missing values
caused at mcst only 15% or less of the cases (nations) to
be missing for the calculation of the regression equations.
Rather than relying entirely upon subjective evaluation
it has been ascertained that a number of specialists have
also concurred by obtaining similar findings. (it was noted
previously that prior research has been conducted with
similar indicators if not with the same data base.)

In summary, some characteristics of nations such as
nationalism, ideology, democracy are very much related to
United Nations voting yet are not directly measurable.

Those characteristics are the result of complex interaction
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various social, economic, and political wvariables. The
compremise that the social scientist must make at this
time is to find those group factors related to voting

and to assess the nations accordingly.
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CHAPTER IV
FURTHER INQUIRY
Evaluation of the Original Study

This evaluation of the study of the twenty-fifth ses-
sion of the General Assembly 1s not designed to be destruc-
tive, but rather to serve as a basls for further inquiry.

An idea that a Cold War alignment is paramount in all
voting in the United Nations would necessitate that all the
roll call votes be highly related %o one another. Most
authorities on U.N. affairs would agree however, that there
are at least two distinct alignments that dominate most of
the issues that concern the General Assembly. Ernst Haas
describes U.N. politics as a balance between the Cold War
and the demands of the less developed countries. This bal-
ance does not predispose a totally unrelated set of concerns
but advances the possibility of mutual concern.

The method used in the study of the twenty-fifth ses-
sion causes the major issue dimensions to be totally unre-
lated. This may not be warrented since the world is being
treated as though phenomenon conform to totally unrelated
clusters or patterns. The decision to impose this condition,
known as orthogonality, will be examined thoroughly in an

upcoming section dealing with that conceptual problem.

52
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Another conceptual problem was created when only ple-
nary votes were included in the initial study. The General
Assembly also has seven main committees as follows: First
(Political and Security); Second (Economic and Financial);
Third (Social, Humanitarian, and Cultural); Fourth (Trustee-
ship and Non-Self Governing Territories); Fifth (Administra-
%ive and Budgetary); Sixth (Legal); and the Special Poli-
tical committee. Roll call wvotes occur in those committees
as well as in the plenary session. Whether or not those
votes belong in the consideration of important issues and
alignments will be investigated in the section on committee
votes.

The operationalization of the vote values gives rise
to questions concerning what a nation really means when it
abstains from voting. The study presumed neutrality on the
part of a nation concerning a particular roll call on which
it had abstained from voting. The nation may have voted in
that manner yet may have had a stance other than neutral.
That question, as well as the possibility of weighting an
abstention, will be discussed in a section on weighted vote
values.

Finally, the regression equation approach originally
used to measure environmental effects may have simplified
the causal factors to such a degree that unknown influences

may have been overlooked. That regression-equation guestion

will be taken up in a section so named.
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Oblique Rotation

Rotation is usually necessary to simplify the factor
pattern. Figure 1 illustrates clearly what this procedurs
attempts to do. Not all factor analyses obtain such a simple
structure:

It remains true that three-fourths of published

factor analyses are demonstratably nowhere near

simple structures (editors having no standards

or resources to check this) and constitute no

contribution (except confusion) to the field

that they are intended to clarify. What these

casual and unworkmanlike studies have actually

done in the last decade is to create an atmo-

sphere of pointlessness and disillusionment by

cumulating the Jjunk heap in which factors can

rarelylbe matched from any one research to an-

other.

The decision to use an orthogonal rotation makes an a priori
assumption that the clusters of relationships (issues) are
uncorrelated. The patierns are then defined in that manner.
Should the separate clusters of issues be in fact correlated,
the orthogonal factors will be unable to align properly and
the discrimination becomes less clear. Orthogonal factors
are very much easier to communicate and are subject <to sim-
plier methods of mathematical analysis. However, those would
not present valid justifications for its use.

Because most studies set forth an explanation of the
method chosen and not those discarded, there being enough
methodology to explain, they are immediately suspect. One

author launched Jjust such an attack on Russett's work.
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FIGURE 1
SIMPLE STRUCTURE TYPE OF MATRIX

- i

Roll Call UNROTATED FACTORS SIMPLE STRUCTURE
Votes
Fl F2 F3 Fl F2 F3
1 X ) X
2 X X X L
3 X X £ ) X
L X X X
5 £ X X
6 X X X X
7 X X £

X are Hypothetical high Loadings

This table from R.J. Rummel, "Understanding Factor
Analysis." JCR, 11 (December, 1967), P475.

* Note +that in the unrotated factors, the greatest num-
ber of roll calls load on the first factor, then the
second, and so on. After rotation to simple structure,
the ©roll calls form clusters which make the determina-
tion of the substantive nature of each factor possible.
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His complaint follows:

Of course it is possible to assign a single set
of criteria, based on grounds of mathematical
and statistical elegance and parsimony, and to
seize upon the first factor solution that pops
out of +the machinery as the most likely approx-
imation to truth. This ploy, widely adopted by
political scientists including, apparently, Pro-
fessor Russett, has the advantage of reducing
the paperwork. The profound arbitrariness of >
this approach however must be duly appreciated.

Professor Russett answered this charge as follows:

The caution against accepting any one analytic
sclution as completely satisfactory before see-
ing others, including various oblique rotations,
is perhaps the best-grounded. To discuss the
matter experimentally rather than hypothetically,
I did also perform some oblique rotations, but
they did not change the basic pattern nor affect
the grouping decision in more than a half dozen
of the most marginal countries, and were not re-
ported in the article.

Of the studlies that were previously cited which had performed
a factor analysis upon United Nations voting, all had relied
upon the varimax method of rotation. Only one author managed
to sufficiently Jjustify its use through a rather tedious dis-
cussion of factor analysis. He emphasised that the role
factor analysis played in his study was one of data reduce-
tion:

The second approach-and the one employed in this
study-is to use factor analysis to transform a

set of variables which are intercorrelated into

a set of variables which are uncorrelated. Be-
cause the latter variable, called factor scores,
are usually far fewer in number than the original
variables, this second use of factor analysis may
be referred to as "Data Reduction." The factor
scores have a tremendous advantage over the ori-
ginal variable scores in that, within each group, y
such scores are mutually orthogonal to each other.
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That author used the Alker and Russett (1965) voting pat-
tern data in a direct correlation with a factor analysis of
national attribute data.

Therefore, there seems to be some evidence +that if
the study is primarily concerned with comparing nations on
factor scores, then orthogonal rotation is Justified. The
guestion remains, "When should an obligue rotation be per-
formed?"” The answer must be that it should always be attem-
pted expecially if the researcher is primarily concerned
with causes of the patterns. A need for oblique rotation
may be indicated if there are a large number of votes which
load moderately on several factors.

Following the above logic, an obligue rotation was
performed on the six extracted factors from +the original
study. Five separate oblique rotations were performed,
ranging from less oblique (nearly orthogonal) to fairly ob-
ligue, to extremely obligue. Each rotation produced two ma-
trices, a factor pattern and a factor structure matrix. The
factor pattern matrix gives the loadings of each roll call
vote on the factors. The essence of each factor is deter-
mined as in the varimax solution. The nature of the votes
determines the label of each factor pattern. Because the
condition of orthogonality has been relaxed, thé votes load
much more heavily upon the resultant factors which facili-
tates the interpretation. Table 15 contains the factor pat-

tern matrix. Table 16 gives the loadings as well as the
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ASSEM3LY RCLL CALL ANALYSIS
FILE  NONAME {CREATICN CATE = 0&/3C/78) TABLE 15 _
AFTER ROTATICN WITH KAISEE NCRMALTZATICN
\FACTCR PATTEPRM

FACTGR 1  FACTOR 2  FACTOR 32 FACTOR 4
VAR1110 -0.306¢¢ -0.085C2 0.51356 -3.03328
IVARIL111 ~~ =-0,21178 -0.C51741 .5C€37 —-C.C7544
‘VAR1112 - 0.C502! 0.22473 -0.£2353 0.80086
'VAR1113 -2.04902 -0.21239 .CS251 1.04813
YAP111l4 -0.04252 -0.27SC0 0.C&218 1<D32EC
‘VAR1115 -0.00604 -0.21994 0.23521 -0.55578
VARL1l6 7.8421C -0.114C1 C.C8C36 0.C585C
VARI117 -0, 15440 -0.15060 0.£5002 0.11372
VAR1118 0.25718 0.146C8 -1.266572 D.15442
VARI1l9 -0.272€62 -0.C3838 C.12584 -C.C5346
_VAR112C 0.2407C -0.13843 -0.16551 -0.04235
‘VAR1121 -1.26282 -0.18G53 0.3G6652 -3.08447
“YART12? 0.80508 0.67648 -0.C8557 0.CEZES
iVAR11232 0.11807 0.225¢1 —-0.07455 2.719%8
VAR1124 0.03621 0.5&438 21565 .53CE2
VARL12S -0.28777 -0. 10846 0.45159 -0.08372
VAR113] 0,83396 J.11c14 -0.L56€4 -1,30634%
"VAR1132 0.77032 C.16383 -0.C5257 0.0374¢
VAR1133 0.£7229 -0.CC257 -0.C3762 0.1004¢&
SMARI134 _ 2,€69435 =0,.59816 0.C£2357 . =0.€8337
‘VAR1137 0.01276 0.17469 -0.06452 0.84SCE
‘VAR1138 -0.06445 N.71272 0.£65047 0.911771
VAR1 139 -2.00032 0.CEE4E C.S€E4] -C.03716.
'VAR1 140 0.C454%0 0.ClE19 0.S1777 -0.05690
t;AR1141 7.00113 0.062C8 0.6C652 -J.DJ6ES
‘WAR1142 =0.0555S 0.13294 C.9305S _ =-0.048127
‘VAR1 143 0.11556 -C.ClC&7 0.89596 JeU2279
VARL 144 0.30182 -0.65811 -C.17671 0.33247
LVAR1145 =0.32985 -0.19230 0.56768 ___  0.09637
|VARL146 7.226136 0.12308 0.0E719 0.8472
'VAR1148 0.05103 . 0.70501 0.3545¢ 0.10942
VAR1149 -0.132CE -0.05€36 0.7C307 0.089356
VAR1159 -2.09459 7.12112 C.€4945 -0.1C5¢%¢
VARL15S1 0.CEL5¢ 0.23481 -0.11210 0.762176
NYAR1152 =0.C6N0617 0.03452 -%.18675 = 2.73388
VARL1153 -0.40865 -0.30022 G.2c7C51 -C.23422
VARL1154 0.20335% -0.C0cCC -0.10105 0.737€5
VARL155._ . 2.093893 ____ 0.11172__ =0.14%44__ __ J.T74961_
VARL157 - 0.43257 0.29L54 -G.14110 J.3591¢
VAR1160 -0.172¢C2 0.06438 -0.11395 0.82789
NMARL1GL . 9,177¢0_____0.15140_ -C.18272 ___ C.3¢5€1,
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ASSEMBLY ROLL CALL ANALYSIS TABLE 16
FILE NCAAME {CREATICA CATE = 06/30/78)
FACTOR 1 FACTGR 2 FACTCR 3 FACTGR 4

VAR1162 0.14415 _C.18117  -C.C56€7 C.716€1
‘VAR11¢€3 0.29035 0.38945 -0.13680 0.47219
VARL 164 0.23278 0.38482 -D.C%756 2.56717
VARL1l66 ____ 0.03%61 ___ 0.0BE13 __  0.1158% __0.&€G337 __
VAR1167 0.24603 0.21552 -0.432272 0.061¢5
VARL168 -0.15531 -0.1766% C.51175 -C.CB8E%E
VARL169 -0.21176 -0.17130 0.45C51 -2,C5782
VAP1170 0.4760¢€ D.023¢&5 -0.35558 0.10148
VARL1TL 0.20124 007131 -C.25224 C.2721C
VAR1172 0.E547C -0.11185 0.C0931 0.030178
;FAQTCR CGRRELATICAS

- FACTCR 1 FACTCR 2 FACTOR . 2 FACTCR 4
f

FACTCR 1 1.993)2 0.17166S -0.£2425 D.366€&2
FACTCR 2 _ __ Qel7169____ 1.LUuu00_ __ —0.135C& _ ___U.335805
.FACTOR 3 -0.52425 -0.1360¢ 1.00000 ~0.2324%2
FACTCR 4 ).36962 0.325€05 -0.23242 1.G0GCO

- EACTCR_ 5 -0.33283 0.03575 0.216E7 -0,043C4
| FACTOR 6 0.25592 0.21752 -0.C40355 0.316€1
!FACTUR STRUC TURE

FACTCR 1 FACTGR 2  FACTCR 3 FACTOR 4

VARL11D =)l E£34¢ -0.1E579 C.75173 -0.292€C0
 VARI111 -0.€7536 -0.19543 0.753216 -0.255%1
VAR1112 0.41773 J.56528 -0.27226 0.92733
NARL113 0.,26897 _0.C€550  -GC.l26CS___  _C.8TL1ESC
VARL114% 0. 284E¢ 0.10254 -0.15054 0.88244
VARL115 -90.46908 -2.54836 0.42362 -2.82613
VARL116 0.£66485 0.07642 -0.38521 0.36064
VARL117 -7.87429 -0.256%4 N.5438%6 -0.2756&3
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VARL164 0.03062 -0.C0CzZ1 -0.C1254 C.CL7€7
VARL 166 0, 03566 -0.01406 -0.0588% 0.01375
VAR1167 -2.01247 0.C6C62 0.G4421 0.003544 _
VARL 168 0.01068 -0.00501 0.03297 0.C38][1
VAR1169 0.C10SC -C.03C5S -0.00434 0.00101L
VAR1179 -0.00753 0.01669 0.C1261 0.04935
VARI171 0.01657 -0.Cl209 0.C2¢073 =0.02914
. VARLI172 -0.02192 -0.31779 0.00421 -3.31441
PSQ0527 -0.00416 0.08112 0.C3610 -0.023¢€5
PsQ0s28 0.005607 -0.C9510 -0.C4%655 0.0192%
PSQDE29 -0.00225 -0,002%3 0.01657 -0.,04375
PSQOS33 -0.01145 0.08211 0.04G53 -0.0C721
PSQOE34 -0.00922 0.CS843 D.05421 J.03837
PSQ0535 0.00803 -0.10844 ~C.CE84C -0.0C821
PSQD&39 -0.00405 0.00144% 0.C5855 0.30358
PSQ1542 389711 -0.C1789 0.C2263 N.28259
P5Q0541 0.00102 -0.02241 0.00677 0.28CC3
EFQO135 -0.00591 0.C21°%8 0.18834 0.05516
EFQI136 -0.02127 0.02613 0.16087 -0.025817
EFQ0140 0.00261 €.01599 0.14735 0.02630
SHCJ522 -0.90266 -0.382471 ~2.04763 N.01356_
SHC0523 0.02099 C.CCS44 ~0.CC066 -0.01131
SHC0524 0.00764 0.00219 0.03692 -0.01069
SHCA525 N.70721 -0,C10¢&3 0.CC8S8 0.CC220
SHCO0Et26 -0.0120¢ -0.C0786 0.C0473 0.01727
. SHCO0527 0.00722 0.30263 ~0.04567 J.329¢2
—SHCO0528 0.00034 -0.003247 0.C3678 C.01946_
SHC0529 0.C0991 -0.01367 -0.C02710  =-0.01%50
- SHC2539 2.00562 7.02423 0.C1838 0.06&C11
SHCNE3] 0,01725 -0.02078 ~8.18373 0.0175¢C
SHCO0532 0.01855% C.C1C48  -0.CLlI85 =~ 0.91717
SHC0533 0.01457 -0.01339 -0.C2350 0.031%4
SHCO0S534 0.03165 -0.01433 0.C0487 0.06209
SHCO535 9.00745 -0.21811 7.C0578 =J.J)3514
SHC0536 0.01691 -0.02111 0.00118 0.03303
SHC0S37 o 00572 0.€0751 0.11229 0.14140
SHCY538 L90142 -0.01418 ~0.CCCEd =0.3C0e2
SHC0539 -o cc24C -0.01618 -0.C0C81 -0.C013¢
SHC0540 0.02192 -J3.8323) -2.€375) J.024¢€4
SHCO541 0.01098 -0.01¢64 —D.CO:1% =C.Cll46
SHC 0542 0.03379 -0.01543 -0.0C059 003340
SHC) 543 9,.,01271 0.2024S 1.02214 7.913817
SHCO 544 =0.01&41 0.66490 0.18879 ~— 0.12234
SHCO545 0.01442 -0.03¢6¢4 0.02677 -J3.01436
SHCOS546 -0.C1919 -0.00297 0.C1527 -0.C4182
SHCO0S417 —0.C21 68 ~a. 66‘31 0 62579"‘“23105443
SHCJ548 -3.01178 3.01342 J).C3444  =23.73908
SHC0549 0.02089 0.04717S 0.C4030 -0.20323
CIT0517 N.05717___ -C.C0370 __ _0.CC760 _ __0.04515
CTTNS78 0.95278 -J).91765 -0.€2780 -0.0C678
CTTO57S 0.C56SC -0.01760 -0.05¢e21 -J.L55%6
CIT10580 _=0.01465____ _0.92128 _ __0.C1261 _ =J.71188
CTTO581 0.045¢83 -0.01228 0.C1783 C.04274
CTTO0582 0.04463 -0.02123 -0.C1811 ~-0.01077
cIT0583 0.01565 . =-D.01671 _ =9.C€3193 __ =0.02356
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nature of the votes arranged by factor pattern. It can be
seen that the factors remain essentially the same as before.
Palestine and the Middle East is now factor one. The Cold
War is factor three, and Intervention in Africa is factor
four. The numbers have no bearing upon the order or ranking
of the issue dimensions. The factor correlations matrix is
presented along with the pattern matrix, Table 15. It mere-
ly gives the correlation of the factor patterns.

The results of the oblique rotation confirm Russett's
claim that no important changes occur in the configuration
of issue dimensions within the United Nations if that rota-
tion is performed.

Even though the roll call votes load most heavily in
an oblique rotation thus making interpretation of the pat-
terns less difficult, there is a drawback which deserves
mention. It Dbecomes nearly impossible to graphically pre-
sent the findings concerning national positions. If the
factor patterns are kept orthogonal, their vectors are always
at right angles. This makes it possible graphically to illus-
trate the position of nations on any two factor dimensions.
The individual nations are plotted using their factor scores
on the two issue dimensions. Figure 2 is a presentation of
NATO and WTO with the Cold War dimension on the y axis and
Intervention in Africa making up the X axis. This allows

for a visual inspection of the cohesiveness of those groups

and the direction being taken by maverick nations.
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FIGURE 2

COLD WAR BY INTERVENTION IN AFRICA
FACTOR SCORE PLOT
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Committee Votes

Some prior studies included roll call votes from ses-
sions of the main committees (Alker and Russett, 1965) and
some incorporated votes from the plenary session only (New-
combe, Ross, and Newcombe, 1970). Russett warned against
studies which included only plenary votes:

When making a methodological comparison of two

indices it is necessary to examine the same

data in each case. Professor Mueller cites

only plenary votes, whereas my analysis em-

ployed both plenary and committee roll calls.

One should be expeclally careful with a col-

lection5composed exclusively of plenary roll

calls.

Yet the results from just such a study found the following:

Our factor analysis differs from that of

Alker and Russett in the following respect:

They included roll call votes from sessions

of main committees, we cover the plenary

sessions only. . . In general, our factor &

analysis confirmed that of Alker and Russett.

Perhaps a comparison of the original study with a factor anal-
ysis of plenary and committee votes would shed some light o n
the above paradox.

The selection of committee roll call votes followed
the same criteria as per the selection of the original fifty
one plenary votes. Careful inspection of all the votes
yielded the following: Nine votes from the First committee
on Political and Security Questions; Three votes from the
Second Committee on Economic and Financial Questions; Twen-

ty-seven votes from the Third Committee on Social, Humani-
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tarian, and Cultural Issues; and seven votes from the Fourth
Committee on Trusteeship and Non-Self-Governing Territories.
Added to the original plenary votes, +the total to be factor
analyzed now totaled ninety-seven, nearly the limit for the
procedure's capacity. All ninety-seven votes are located
in the Appendix.

The initial factor matrix, rotated factor matrix,
and factor-score coefficient matrix have been reproduced in
Tables 17, 18, and 19, respectively. The correlation matrix
which contains almost ten thousand coefficients has been
omitted. |

Eleven factors have Dbeen extracted in this analysis.
An examination of the original plenary votes finds that they
load upon factors one, two, and five, in very much the same
manner as they had on the previous factors one, two, and three.
The factor loadings, however, have increased dramatically.
Two imporiant plenary votes, Varlll9, which reads:

Tc adopt the draft resol. (A/L.599) Affirming

again that the validity of the General Assembly's

1961 decision that any proposal to change the

representation of China in the UN is an "important

gquestion:”(and therfore requiring a 2/3 majority.)
and Varll20, which reads: '

To adopt the draft resol. (A/L.605) deciding to

recognize the People's Republic of China repre-

sentatives as the only lawful representatives

of China to the UN, and to expel forthwith
Chiang-Kai-shek's representatives from the UN.

have now loaded heavily upon a single factor, whereas before

they had moderately loaded on several factors. That factor
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INITIAL FACTOR MATRIX TABLE 17

FACTCR FACTCR 2 FACTCR 3 FACTOR 4
VARL110 -0.72332 C.25045 0.0%228 -0.08550
VAR1111 -0.74522 0.48957 G.CTRT -0.04602
VAR1112 V. 15664 N.55723 -C.123z21 0.C55€2
VARLI113 ND.55647 0.47008 -0.CG5¢61 0.57323
VAR1114 - 0.58121 De4768S -0.1135)2 a.sazqaf
YARL1LS -0.81432 -0.39299 0.C7815% 0.(573S
VARL11¢& 0.£9048 -0.1544] 0.49819 0.09682
VAR1117 -0.75265 0.21642 -0.35463 0.2575%3
VARL118 0.83042 -0.0C725 0.17371 -0.14€36!
VARL119 -0.£265¢& .3G870 -7.23137S -2.125E5"
VAR1120 0.48027 -C.E56E88 C.z22C1 €.235¢61
YAR1L21 -0.76134  ".23%16_ -0.C1332 . _ 0.12573:
VAR1122 0.83145 -7.16752 £23117 -3.332833:
VAR1123 0.78020 0.52C79 -0.C3513 0.001¢2;
VAR1124 0.53182 0.€€270 C.CES37T _ -9.20150:
VAR1129 -).79052 0.43452 -C.CCT722 -G.C23175 "
VAR1131 N.EDDQEE -0.21207 C.3S739 - .C635C3
VARIL32 ). 7S644_  __ =D.242E87 . D.24E446_ _ _-2,02548
VARL133 D0.7813% -0.22¢62C C.3€&52C C.0B542
VAR1134 0.2242S -C.2¢6238 0.44425 0.36459,
VARI137  __  _ ).1554%5 N.517661 =0 15673 0.CS337
VAR1138 -0.£48578 C.56806 0.225E5 C.04078
VAR113S -0.£E655 0.52432 £.40316 0.921373}
VARL140 __ . _=0.7017&_ C.47611  _ 0.27326 ___C.C45925)
VAR1141 -0.£8311 0.52236 0.22739 0.03351
VARL 142 -J).64148 .52528 J.3€327 -).)24%3!
YAR1143_ -0.57967 _____0.4e742 _ 0.3E316 __ _0.C%532¢"
VAR1 144 0.175852 0.17733 C.17c59 -3.02411
VAR1145 -J.75547 D.48€2¢ C.C3e48 0.14336
VAR1146 __D.71356__ _ _0.59542 ___-0.C34%4_ _ _0.ll4z5
VARl 148 0.27513 J.67212 8.1£557 -J).523¢5
VAR1 149 -0.33293 €.50611 0.41452 C.C473S
YARL1SC = -0.4%4029 = $.53SC4 _ 0.24.22  _-0,19177
VAR1151 N.78835 2.£3696 -0.145617 3.CCTES
VAR11%52 0.731E5 C.451E% -0.121835 C.C7728
YARLISR = —=0.BC375 _ _=0.C3450___ __-0.01124 __ __J.108S686
VARL154 D.761¢€4 0.S0€EE2 -C.C45&7 0.1C7CsS
VARLI 155 0.79145 6.50277 -0.10252 0.04544%
VARL1157 971731 J.292858 0.C%366 ~Je 18251
VAR1160 0.£1337 0.49970 -0.22650 0.17343
VARL161 0.71718 0.18¢&1S C.C2212 -0.25663
YARLI 152 0.77453 C.51574 —-C.CE7CS 0.C2376
VARL1E3 0.15354 _0.41077 ____-0.C8251__  -0.19690
VARL 164 D.7372¢ J.4EcT0 -2.133227 -J.1374¢
VARL166 0.42423 0.313291 -C.C4&55 0.204C4
YAR116&7 0.8C&4C -0.253C9 0.C2325 -0.11623
VARl 168 -10.7152¢ 0.,278217 C.CE277 0.1C€317
VAR1166 ~D.81645 0.28¢643 0.C24%53 C.CS4&C
VAR1170 N.7%1¢€4 -0.2422°¢ 7.11714 -J.01617
VARI171 0.8045S5 0.16093 C.1C357 '~ —C.l121%¢
VARLL172 0.713C2 -C.21434 Cow213 0.145E4

- .
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'UN GEN ASSEMBLY RCLL CALL ANALYSIS TABLE 18
_EIIE  NCMAME _ (CREATICN CATE = C6/30/78)
:
: VARTMAX RCTATED FACTCR MATRIX .
FAC TOR FACTOR FACTGR 3  FACTGR
VARL110 -0.16934 -0.85538 0.221¢€4 —0.14525
VARI111 -0.1743¢ -0.87072 €.20818 -0.14872
_VARL]]12 0.93145___ 0.16558__ =-C.C1633__ __ C.CCl1$
"VARL1113 0.76211 0.C7979 0.C3951 0.02372
"VARI114 0.78112 0.09227 0.C2175 -0.023209
'VARI11S -0.85305_ -0.22532____ C.CC&05 _0.03254
“VAR1116 0.219)5 0.46717 3.92419 3.17981
‘VARL1L7 -0.21967 -0.65047 0.C0754 ~0.12574
VARI118 0.54111_ _ __0.55483___ 0.01486 _ _ 0.15043 _
IVARL119 -0.12578 —0.81459 —0.Cz1C4 G.0621¢
iVARL1120 -0.09115% 0.79809 0.C1539 -0.04518
'VARL12] -0.23271 -0.£6532 0.18152  _ 0.03683
'VARL 122 0.37237 0.60692 -0.05481 0.03426
VAR1123 0.91771 C.19587 -0.04454 -0.120¢5
“VAR1124 N.76816 _0.10663 _  0.40425 __ _-0.11743
[VARL129 -0.22272  -0.53470 "0.05182 —-0.G7144
(VARI131 0.32549 0.67667 0.21547 0.13748
AR TR 020080 *  De4T183 S.C1741 _  £.02057
VAR1133 0.21221 C.56509 -0.CE336 0.07164
"VAR1134 -3.12795 0.21353  =-0.C2219 C. 16084
VAR1137 0.94093__ _ 0.15265___ 0.€048C _ 0.012€2_
VAR1138 -0.11652 —0.73404 0.41266 -3.13131
‘VARL139 -0.14185 -0.£926¢ C.4E708 -0.1364¢
VAR1140 -0.19934__ -0.72570 0.40192 = _-0.11799
VAR1141 -0.14251 -).172737 7.29325 -3.28068
. VAR1142 -0.13851 -0.65317 0.4£776 -0.21230
| VAR1143 -0.10845__ _-0.€2926 0.35058  -0.077323
|' VARL 144 0.85440 0.36031 0.059C9 0.22C35
| VAR1145 -0.15137 -C.86102 0.17577 -0.C9651
'yAR1146 1.91946 0.08318 2,C1636 0.04573 _
"VAR1148 0.54339 —0.10341 £.451CC —0.2€555
VAR1149 0.04166 -C.368¢4 0.75623 -0.13647
VAR115) -0.02331 -0.51€12 0.£4315  =0.14563
VAR1151 0.93715 0.18438 -0.03471 Z0.07622
VAR1152 0.8938¢ C.16013  —0.00118 3.12558
YARL153 -0.56894 -0.473317 $.10928  C.0S128
VAR1154 0.€8951 0.12732 -0.02434  0.01526
VARL1155 0.91427 0.20562 0.C3753 9.05239
VARI1S7 0.69854___ _0.30892 -0.C8443 _ =2.07567
'VAR1160 0.63408  0.10727 —0.05563 -0.15841
VARL161 ' 0.56640 0.41487 0.17555 0.02458
VARI 1€2 0.50512 __ 0.20909 ___ 0.02356 __ _ =-0.03448
VAR1163 D.78252  0.22839  -J.0£625  =3.0780)
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Table 18 con't
VARL 154 0.80412 0.17751 ~C.Cz€&172 ~0.C1€5%"
VAR1 166 0.52565 0.09236 -0.04585 0.035688
VARL 157 0.327485¢ 0.80882 -0,32257 0.93475
VARL11é&8 -0.31467 -0.68256 0.16879 -0.003e7
VAR1 169 -0.33348 -C.75531 0.C9337 -0.05837
VARLI170 0.34534 0.£45101 -0.C7166 0,203E2
VARL1T71 0.€£5361 0.4170S 0.C83C38 0.03422
VAR1172 0.19975 0.56679 -0.22951 0.11868
-|PSQ0527 0.27403 C.87125 0.C09091 0.70814
PSQ0528 —0.240¢63 -C.92414 0.07762 =J.,00044
PSQJ529 0.2537S -0.11057 C.19572 -0.36812
PSQ0533 0.25238 C.92041 -0.05%966 0.03¢23
PSQ0E34 0.25495 0.53665 -0.01752 3.05744
PSC0535 -0.22505 -0.92892 0.C906G4 -C.C&41!
PSQ0539 -0.03449 0.21658 —-0.10053 0.909¢2
PSGD54) -0.29932 0.16123 -0.17581 J, 87388
PSQNS4l -3.08242 o 12431 -0.22778 0.886C7
EFQ0135 0.28867 3581¢ 2.82222 =0.390679_
EFCOL36 -0.24738 -o 12271 0.7C427 -0.07938
EFQ0140 0.44925 -0.26281 0.75045 -0.13039
SHC)522 -0.61118 -0.33182 -0.256E6 J.182¢€6
SHC0523 -0.3339¢C -0.55572 -0.16936 -0.04551
SHCO0524 -0.37171 -0.£1935% 0.C4226 -0.09269
SHCJ525 -0.39513 -0.66801 0.C32853 -C.CE31E
SHCO0E526 -0.18802 0.38115 0.11726  0.16045
SHCI527 -J3.5294¢ -0.45290 -0.26322 0.07229
SHC0528 -0,37101 -0.£5172 0.15206 —0.0£1€3_
SHC0529 0.£2122 C.51104 -0.C5639 -0.0138¢
SHCN539 0.34342 0.63143 -0.05740 0.231¢3
SHCOE31 -0.48186  _ -0.2&611¢4 -£2655 0.,21864
SHCOE32 0.69436 0.4€63717 0.03284  J.24960
SHCO533 0.629538 0.42223 -0.€C561 0.12475
[SHC0534% 0.79513 0.30C68 0.06795  0.18707
SHCA535 -0.3768) -0.£916! -0.CCS14 =9.07689
SHCOES36 0.7245¢ 0.374C1 0.04%91 0.148C5
[SHCO537 0.28615 0.21392 0.16895 J.41319
SHCO0533 0.41561 0.58221 —C.C2540 0.162687 °
SHCOE39 0.326G12 0.55108 -0.01099 0.17335
SHCN 542 2.72426 0.36948 0.04121 0.11332
SHCO541 -0.10718 -0.67204 0.32191 —0.077238
SHCO0542 0.7128% 0.39232 0.055833 - 0.185C7
SHCIS43 2.57995 _0.50686 0.£9211 0.15531
SHCO0ES44 -0.117CS -0.36168 0.tB86C% @.c18CC
SHCO0545 -0.14331 -0.76590 3.32633 -3.09929
SHCO 546 0.37131 0.59516 -0.C3¢€4¢ —C0.CC452
SHCO547 0.25325 _ 0.69105 __ -0.€393% __ -0.02032°
SHCA548 0.43615 N.64546 © 2.03555 -2.21173)
SHC0549 0.59536 0.58780 0.03744 0.035%6
CIT0577 Q0.85742_ _ _ _C.2C263__ _ D.C2856 2.18)65
CTT0578 0.94732 0.15574 -0.C17S0 -0.C2E46
CTT057% 0.75841 0.16839 -0.04784% -0.17624
£IT258) -0.67923 _ =0.4567S_ _ 0.92362 _ -0.32823
CTT0531 0.93738 0.22580 0.0£280 0.123CS5
CTT0582 0.53588 0.23112 -0.C014%6 -0.02345
£11)583 _0.69384 . 0.365C¢ __ -0.C&87S _ -—0.C3817
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UN GEN ASSEMBLY RCLL CALL ANALYSIS TABLE 19
FILE NCANAME  (CREATICN DATJE =_0é&/3C/78) —_
FACTOR SCCRE _COEFFICIENTS _ _ _—
FACTGP. 1 FACTOR 2 FACTCR FACTGOR
VARL110 0.00955 -0.C8161 -C.Cl870 -0.03151
VARL1I1ll N0.01221 -0.28¢€41 —-0.C24¢5 -0.035356
YARLL12 0.05180 -0.£0341 ___-Q.02215 __ _0,C2722
VAR1113 0.05919 -0.01259 0.CC8S1 =3.13442
VARLI1ll4 0.05503 -0.015¢3 -C.CCOzS -0.02C27
VAR1115 -0.04695  -0.005C8 _ 0.02138 _  0.03733
VAR11l1l6 -0.00412 -2.02450 -0.01217 -0.,3C556%
VARL1117 0.01709 -0.02035 -0.00104 -0.30130
VARI118 0.00994 -0.00189 -0.CC0S58__  0.01545
VAR1 119 0.00325 -0,09536 -0.04306 0.055C¢C
VAR1120 -0.C01517 «C8452 .J4€58 -0.06317
VAR1121 J.00334 -0.01551 0.€4922 0.925961 _
VAR1122 -0.01128 -c.01101 -C.C1766 T=0.02872
VAR1123 0.05004 -0.01214 -0.04240 ~0.0%240
-VAR1124 N.0242) 2,023247 9,.C7301__  0.04085
VAR1129 0.C059C -0.11444 -0.0é141 -0.01345
. VAR1131 -0.021¢7 -0.C0612 N.39332 0.31821
VARL1I32Z -0.022753 __G.01223 Ca.CiC37 ~-C.0ié335
VAR1133 -0.01625 -0.02306 -0.02037 -0.02301
VAR1134 -).01583 -3.C7215 -0.C3387 -3,252362
YARL137 0.05161 -0.01775 -0.£2304 _0.016S5S__
VAR1138 0.00884% —GC.C41¢4 0.C165SC T0.00193
VARl1139 0.00444 -C.01003 0.(38£5% —0.CCl74
VAR1140 0.00232 -0.283204 0.C1255_  ~ =0.20325
VARL11l41 7.2392861 -J).01%66 7.22355 7.2324586
VARL 142 0.00104 -0.01¢71 0.C28C2 -0.,02912
VAR]1143 0.01056__  -€.00255 ____ 0.C1335 -0.00758
VAR1 144 0.33214 -0.00457 0.GCC801 0.03021
VARLI 145 0.02212 -0.06697 -0.02126 -0.027323
YAR1146 0.C4913 -0.02129 -0.,31852 0.922188
VARL 148 -0.00459 0.0036C C.C38161 -0.C1742
VAR1 149 -0.C0120 0.03492 0.18993 -0.0074%8
VAR115) -] .N034¢ -0.0C672 2.12158 -0.23J122
VARL151 0.04737 -0.01752 -0.02885 -0.0193¢C
VAR1152 0.05814% -C.C1512 -0.C1540 0.02391
VAR1153 -0,.00564 0.005¢3 0.C2844 0.03e37
VARL1154% 0.04453 -0.€3600 -0.61805 -0.01725
VAR1155 0.04552 -0,00632 0.C08C2 2.01739
VARL157 0.01948  -0.01557 -C.03%88  —-0.0331%
VAR1160 0.06045  =0.02223 —0.C4654% -0.05489
VARll61l N.90266 J.C3581 G.C(S871 -0.0C02¢
VAR11€&2 0.C4731 _ =0.00544 -0.01485  -0.CCE74
VAR]1163 0627138 -0.01386 —J. 4256 -3.J127)
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is factor two, which adds much credibility to its role as
a Cold War factor. The issue of Chinese Representation
had long been a cold war issue and had come before the
United Nations every year since 1951. From 1951 to 1960,
the United States used a moratorium device asking that the
guestion be deferred. 1In 1961, the United States used a
new tactic to ward off the seating of the PRC and the ejec-
tion of the Nationalists. This involved tabling & resolu-
tion declaring the matter to be ar "important" question in
accordance with Article 18 of the Charter. An important
guestion required a two-thirds majority rather than a simple
ma jority to be adopted. Table 20 gives the past history of
the voting record on Chinese Representation. Note +that in
the year under study, 1970, that the "important” question
passed by a narrow vote of 66 to 52. The proposal itself
actually received a majority for the &ery first tim . This
was a foreshadowing of things to come, for in the very next
year, the "important question” was not to be passed and the
Mainland government was seated resulting in the ouster of
the Republic of China.

Turning to the committee votes, note that the three
Fell calis from the Second Committee are the only ones
that significantly load upon factor +three which accounts
for the presence of that factor. Similarly, three votes
from the First Committee dealing with the Law of the Sea

Conference make up the greatest portion of Factor four.
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- TABLE 20

VOTING PATTERNS ON CHINESE REPRESENTATION
FROM 1961-1971

——— T — — — ——— i ———————— ————— T — T — T — ——— T ————— T — T — —— —
et ]

SESSION RESOLUTION DECLARING PROPOSAL TO SEAT
“IMPORTANT QUESTION" PEKING
For Against Abstain For Against Abstain

16 61 34 7 38 48 20
17 = » 5 b2 56 i
18 - = - 41 57 12
15 no voting

20 56 49 11 L7 L7 20
21 66 L8 7 L6 57 17
22 69 48 4 4s 58 17
23 73 b7 5 Ll 58 ¥
24 71 L8 L 48 56 21
25 66 52 7 51 Lg 25
26 55 59 15 76 35 17

* This table from John G. Stoessinger, The United
Nat%ong and the Superpowers: China, Russia,_and U.S,
P. 45,
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Those roll calls dealt with a wide range of guestions in-
cluding such concerns as seabed minerals, landlocked coun-
tries, territorial waters, and the demilitarization of the
ocean floor. These proposals for the conference itself were
well received., NATO countries would expect that such a con-
ference would be in their common interests, although at one
time the aspect of an Atlantic coalition on the law of the
sea was denounced as a2 politicization of a supposedly func-
tional conference.

All seven roll calls from the Fourth Committee dezlt
primarily with Africa and 1oaded upon factor one. The rota-
ted factor matrix gives the loadings. Those committee votes
that did 1load heavily upon a factor are presented in Table
21. It is interesting to note that roll call vote, Shc0538
which reads:

To vretain the phrase, "especially of the

peoples of Southern Africa and Palestine:"

in operative paragraph 5 of draft resol.

(A/C.3/L.1802 Rev.1l) re the importance of

universal realization of the right of self-

determination.
seems to have elements of Africa, Middle East, and Cold War
thrown together. This vote loads upon Factors one, two, and
five with values of .41, .58, and .59, respectively.

Without doubt, the addition of committee roll call
votes adds much to the study of United Nations wvoting. How-

ever their inclusion is not essential to a General Assembly

analysis and prior studies that relied exclusively upon plen-
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TABLE 21
MAJOR COMMITTEE ROLL CALL LOADINGS

FACTOR 2
.87 Representation of N. Korea
92 S. Korea Representation in U.N.
.92 Withdraw Foreign Troops from Korea
.90 Dissolve UNCURK
.92 U.N. Objective in Korea
FACTCR 3
.82 Disarmament
.70 World Population Year
.75 UNCTAD ITIT
FACTOR 4
.90 Conference Law of the Sea
§ 8 ? 1y n 11} i1 "
<75 Conference Law of the Sea
FACTOR 1
.85 Withold Asst to Portugal
oL Sanctions Against Rhodesia
.93 S. Africa
et Condemn Exploitation of Colonial Terr.

.79 Special Mission to Spanish Sahara
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Weighted Vote Values

The original study operationalized the nations votes
by assigning values of 1 through 3 to roll call responses
of yes, abstain, and no. Abstain was given a middle postion
of 2 which means that a nation so voting would be considered
neutral for that vote. The distance between abstain and no
is equal to that between abstain and yes, which gives each
vote postion, yes and no, the same impact.
The Alker and Russett study (1965) used a method which
weights the nation's votes as well as ranking them. The

procedure 1is somewhat complicated and can -best be explained

using their own example=7

No sacrosanct technique exists for transform-
ing "yes", "abstain,"” or "no" into ranks. . .
It was finally decided to use the ranks held

by each state on a roll call. For example, on
a roll call with ten "no" votes, 30 "abstain"
votes, and 60 "yes" votes, the rank assigned
to the ten countries in the negative would be
their average rank, 5.5. Similarly, absten-
tions would merit 25.5; and affirmative votes
would receive a rank of 70.5. Subtracting
these ranks from the average rank of all na-
tions that are voting (50.5), and standardizing
the results so that the new voting scores have
a mean of zero and an average squared value of
one, the "standardized ranks” that result (in-
dicated by Z's) would be Z(Yes)=0.80, Z(Abstain)
=-1.00, and Z(No)=-1.80.

What happens exxentially from the above manipulation is that
abstain is no longer considered as being a neutral position.

Abstain is always somewhere between yes and no, but tends to

shift towards the minority vote. The reason for this being,
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as Alker and Russett put it, "Those abstaining against the
pressure of a sizable majority come out closer to the scores
of those who said no than they do to those in the affirma-
'bive."8 Referring back to the example, note that the mean
in a standardized rank is zero. Alker and Russett refer to
this value as a "truly middle position”. This cannot be in-
terpreted as a neutral position on the roll call vote but
rather as an average position relative to all the other
nation's positions.

The ma jor premise upon which the above ranking pro-~
cedure rests, is that abstaining nations favor the minority
viewpoint. This also has the net effect of treating the
majority position as partially self-causal due to +the in-
fluence and pressure which may coerce some nations to vote
with the majority. There is considerable debate as to whe-
ther nations act as sheep and whether abstain should be taken
as a vote sympathetic with the minority. When considering
a roll call vote as a representation of an issue or a
fragment of an issue, a nation may be for, against, or neu--
tal on +that subject. The standardized ranking makes no
allowance for a neutral position unless the vote is evenly
split. The greates problem arises in the instance when a
nation actually is neutral. Referring back to the example,
note that the interval between Z(Yes)=.80 and Z(Abstain)=
-1.0 is 1.8, while the distance between Z(No)=-1.8 ard

Z(Abstain) is .8. A truly neutral nation is relegated to a



position much closer to the No position. The neutral posi-
tion should actually be equal to -.5, and the difference be-
tween this position and abstain is -1.0 minus -.5 = -.5 units.
This error, presuming that a nation really meant tc be neu-
tral is relatively large. Another problem occurs in that
the impact of a nation's vote decreases as more nations
vote in a like manner. In the example, an affirmative vote
has a magnitude of .80 while a negative vote has a magnitude
of 1.8. This causes the votes of sixty nations to equal that
of forty nations, which is a contradiction of the one-nation
one-vote principle.

It is curious that Russett, in his own study nearly
two years later, departed the standardized ranking and in-
stead coded each state as 2(affirmative), l(abstain} and
O(negative). He made no mention as to why he opted for that
method.

In summary, the original study's operationalization
of voting position concerntrates upon @ nation's stand rela-
tive to the issue itself, rather than relative to the posi-
tion of the other nations, and is in keeping with most voting

analysis that study issue alignments.
Regression Equation Approach

The use of the regression analysis in the original
study assumes that the independent variables, the environ-

mental effects, are uncorrelated causal indicators with ad-
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ditive effects upon voting behavior. Hayward Alker, Jr. has
recently suggested that there may exist a number of non-
universal, nonadditive effects. In Figure 3 is Alker's model
of U.N. voting for a hypothetical nation, labeled "i". The
original regression analysis considered the nation's votes
(V) to be exlanable in terms of several factors (F). The
factors (F) were themselves causally dependent on the en-
vironmental determinants (X) of aid, alliances, and diplo-
matic representation.

Alker, in his model, brings into play the problems
concerning resolution wordings (W) and subjectively inter-
preted situational characteristics(S). These cause symbolic
maneuvering (e) and situational effects (f,g,h). Vote trad-
ing (c) and feedback (d,1) also occur which cause a lag due
to vote commitments. Alker states that the unknown influ-
ences (U) cannot account only for independent additive fac-
tors. Even though the residuals in a multiple regression do
take into account, they may not be linear in actuality.

The approach taken in the study only considered the
(2) and (b) paths. If the (k) paths were strong relation-
ships between the environmental variables then the problem of
multicollinerity would also arise.

Because of the causal connections between the various
indicators and the voting behavior of nations, the multiple
regression equation cannot draw valid conclusions about the

actual determinants of voting behavior., In fact the great
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Fig. 3 MODEL OF UNITED NATIOK VOTES FOR RATION i
g - -
511 L, 5,
e 1
Fd
141 5.
2

This diagram was adapted from H.R. Alker, Jr., 1974.
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number of parameters involved in Alker's model seem to
preclude any mathematical approach to the problem of

directly predicting voting behavior.
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CHAPTER V
CONCLUSIONS

President Nixon, 1n his address to the United Nations

on October 23, 1970 declared:

"We must transcend the old patterns of power

politics in which nations sought to exploit

every volatile situation for their own ad-

vantage or to sgueeze the maximum advantage

for themselves out of every negotiation."”
This study of that year of United Nations activity has indeed
found a shift in the old patterns of U.N. issues. The Cold
war has taken a back seat to the African issue. However, an
examination of the individual voting records of the Soviet
Union and the United States finds that the animosity between
those superpowers still existed. Hardly was a spirit of co-
operation kindled in 1970. Furthermore, the military alli-
ances of NATO and WTO were easily recogniﬁable as voting
alignments quite apart from one another. The issues of the
cold war had also remained steadfast. China and Korea were
still the dominant instruments of the Cold War as in times
past. Possibly the decline in importance of the Cold War
was due, at least in part, to an overall changing distribu-
tion of power within the General Assembly. The rapidly ex-

panding members of the third World were outside either the

Western or Eastern camps and were interested in their own

81
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problems, the most important being racial dignity.

The findings of this study also showed that bloc
voting within the General Assembly exists and is primarily
East-West. Although some may deplore the bloc structure of
the United Nations, wanting in its place a situation in
which all nations indulge in equally close relations, the
reality of bloc voting exists. One author recognizes this
reality but warns against too much solidarity:

The continuing health of the U.N. depends

not on the elimination of blocs, but on a

spreading pattern of blocs in constant for-

mation, dissolution, and reformation. The

call for a united Western Front, however,

is a counsel of despair, based usually up-

on the dubious conviction that the 2nd and

3rd worlds, working as a team, have isolated

the Christians.d
Voting groups and caucasing groups are part of the political
process within the United Nations. In fact, they facilitate
the workings of that process. It remains today that no single

group of nations controls the United Nations.
The Last Word on Factor Analysis

This report has attempted to present factor analysis
so that its use could be understood by the reader and justi-
fied by the current researcher. Hopefully, from the step
by step presentation, the study could be easily replicated.
The emphasis which this report has placed upon justification
of the research method is an attempt to avoid drawing the

charge of subscribing to a defective methodological technique.
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Some years ago, factor analysts were the object of severe
criticism. One such criticism, "Tom Swift and his theory-
inventing factor analysis machine,” condemned the statistical

2 Although some of the criticism was well deserved,

method.
much of the difficulty was caused by fallure to communicate
the basic theory behind the method and not in the method it-
self. For instance, Hayward Alker, Jr., who pioneered the
use of factor analysis in the social sciences is uninter-
pretable in the following passage:

Voreover, If the investigator's problem is one

of inferring causally valid measurements, he

should be able to justify the assumption, in-

herent in the use of factor analysis for causal

inference purposes, that the phenomena he has

observed and measured are not themselves causal-

ly related, but linearly, causally dependent on

underlying, uncorrelated causal factors. .

Unless model platonisms clearly correspond to

substantive heuristics within empirically pro-

gressive research programs, their validity must

be suspect.3

This study has found factor analysis +to be of con-
siderable value in the study of roll call votes in the United
Nations. Table 12 had compared the voting records of +the
U.S. and Soviet Union by visual inspection. Factor znalysis
allows for the comparison of all 127 nations in +the United
Nations — simultaneously.

In summary, the greatest cost of using a statistical
approach to political phenomenon can be attributed to a fai-

lure to adequately communicate findings to others. One ar-

gument exists which finds the time spent o statistical
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method utterly wasted:

Training graduate students intensively in

multivariate quantitative methods such as

factor analysis makes less time available

for developing a sophisticated awareness

of what has classically beﬁn thought and

said about political 1life.
This study contradicts that argument by illustrating that a
balance of statistical knowledge and political thinking aids
in the study of modern pelitical phenomena such as United

Nations roll call voting patterns.
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APPENDIX I

FACTOR ANALYSIS: MATH MODEL

Factor analysis encompasses more than just one con-
cept. There are various methods of factor analysis:
Principal factoring without iteration; principal factor-
ing with iteration; Rao's canonical factoring; alpha fac-
toring; and image factoring. Each method would reguire a
separate mathematical model. The method chosen for this
study was the principal component solution, which assumes

that the vote variables operate linearly thus:

Yl = T‘{ llFl + A12F2 + L] L ] - L] . '\Xl lmFm s
To = ApgFy F Appfp ¥ oo v e oy
Y3 = nx‘BlFl + ){32F2 + L] ] . L] . L} ZHBmFm E]
Yn = _-—":;’ anl + :“\,nze + . " . . (] - ;<anm
Where: Y = UN roll call
= = A constant
F= A function, F ( ), of some unknown variables

It is crucial to remember that F is a function of variables
and not a variable. The outcome of factor analysis is that
it defines the unknown F functions. The alpha constants

are the loadings which emerge.
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APPENDIX II
ROLL CALL VOTES

Var 1110 18 Sept 70
To adopt the Proposal for the inclusion of sub-item (c)
the report of the UNCURK - in the agenda (A/8100).

Var 1111 18 Sept 70
To retain the title, "Question of Korea" (4/8100).

Var 1112 12 Oct. 70

To adopt the draft resol. (A/8086) setting the program of
action for the full implementation of the declaration on
the granting of independence to colonial countries

and peoples.

Var 1113 13 Oct 70

To adopt operative parag. 1 of draft resol. (A/8106)

re apartheid, said paragraph calling upon all states to
take 1immediate steps to implement fully the provisions
of Security Council resol. 282 (1970) concerning the
strengthening of Arms Embargo against South Africa.

Var 1114 13 Oct 70

To Adopt the draft resol. (A/8106) calling upon all states
to take immediate steps to implement fully the provisions
of Security Council Resol. 282 (1970) regarding the strengt-
ening of the Arms Embargo against 3. Africa and requesting
the Secretary-General to report thereon to the G. A. by 12-10,

Var 1115 22 Oct 70

To adopt the Portuguese proposal for a separate

roll call vote on the new paragraph 6 f the "Declaration
On the Cccasion of the 25th Anniversary of the UN"

Yarlllé 4 Nov 70

To adopt the draft resol. (A/L. 602/REV. 2 & Add. 1)
affirming the acguisition of territories by force is
inadmissible; that respect for the rights of Palestinians is
indispensable in establishing peace (in the MIddle East);
calling upon parties to resume contact with the Secreatary-
General's special representative to enable him to implement
Security Council Resol. 242 (1967)

Var 1117 4 Nov 70

To adopt the draft resol., (A/L. 604) requesting +the parties
concerned to resume discussion with the Secretary-General's
special representative in the MIddle East; recommending
scrupulous observance and extension of cease-fire, with the
addition of measures for its observance including if possi-
ble use of UN observers now in the region.
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Var 1118 13 Nov 70

To adopt the Amendment (A/L. 608/REV.1l) adding the words,
"Except with regard to the credentials of the representa-
tives of the Government of South Africa", at the end of
Draft Resol. (A/8142, Para. 19) re the credentials of
representatives to the 25th General Assembly session.

Var 1119 20 Nov 70

To adopt the Draft Resol. (A/L. 599 & ADD. 1) affirming again
that the validity of the General Assembly's 1961 decision
that any proposal to change the representation of China in
the UN is an "Important Question"” (and therefore requiring a
2/3 majority vote).

Var 1120 20 Nov 70

To adopt the Draft Resol. (A/L. 605) deciding to recognize
the People's Republic of China representatives as the only
lawful representatives of China of the UN, and to expel
forthwith Chiang-Kai-Shek's representatives from the UN.

Var 1121 30 Nov 70

To adopt Draft Resol. (A/8163) condemning all forms of
racial discrimination and rearffirming intention to take
the opportunity of "International Year For Action To
Combat Racism" to promote throughout the world social
justice based on absolute respect for the dignity of
the individual.

Var 1122 50 HNov 70

To retain the words, "And Palestine", in operative parag.
5 of Draft Resol. (A/8163) rs the importance of the
universal realization of self-determination.

Var 1123 3 Dec 70

To adopt the Draft Resol. (A/8188) condemning the UN's
failure to end the illegal regime in Southern Rhodesia
and the intervention of South African Armed Forces in
Southern Rhodesia and the intervention of South
African Armeéd Forces in Southern Rhodesia;

calling upon the UN to submit a report to the

Special Committee On Colonialism as requested in
Assembly Resolutions, and calling for the Security
Council to widen its sanctiomsagainst the Southern
Rhodesian regime.

Var 1124 7 Dec 70

To adopt operative parag. 3 of Draft Resol. (A/8195) re a UN
Conference On Human Environment; said paragraph recommends
that the Preparatory Committee for the 1972 Conference
consider financing possible action to ensure that

additional resources are provided toc developing

countries in the context of protection of the environment.
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Var 1129 7 Dec 70

To adopt the Draft Resol. (A/8185) reaffirming UN objectives
in Korea, requesting the UNcurk to continue its work and
noting that the greater part of UN forces have already
withdrawn from Korea.

Var 1131 8 Dec 70

To adopt the Cral proposal for a priority vote on the Somali
proposal that Draft Resol. C recommended for adoption X by
the Special Political Committee (A/8204/ADD.1) comes within
the category of "Other Questions” and requires only s simple
ma jority for adoption.

Var 1132 3 Dec 70

To adopt the Somali proposal that Draft Resol. C recommended
for adoption by the Special Political Committee
(A/8204/ADD. 1} comes within the category of "Other
Questions” and requires only a simply majority for adoption.

Var 1133 8.Dec 70

To adopt Draft Resol. C (A/8204/ADD. 1) recommended by the
Special Political Committee; Draft Resol. C recognizes that
the people of Palestine are entitles to equal right and
self-determination in accordance with the UN Charter and
that full respect for their inalienable right is an
indispensable element in the establishment of a just and
lasting peace in the Middle East.

Var 1134 8 Dec 70

To adopt Draft Resol. D (A/8204/ADD. 1) considering that the
plight of dispaced persons continues 1in the Middle East;
calling once more upon the government of Israel to
immediately take effective steps for the return of these
displaced persons.

Var 1137 8 Dec 70

To adopt the Draft Resol. (A/8106/ADD.1l) condemning

the establishment of "Bantustans" by the government of South
Africa; urging all states to terminate their diplomatiec,
military, economic and other cooperation and to suspend
their cultural, educational and sporting exchanges with
South Africa; requesting the Specilal Committee on

apartheid to report to the 26th General Assembly session,
especially with regard to the implementation of parag.

5 of Assembly Resol. 2506B (XXIV).

Var 1138 9 Dec 70
To adopt preambular paragraphs 7 and 8 of Draft Resol.
(A/8178) on Respect for Human Rights in Armed Conflicts.

Var 1139 9 Dec 70 :

To adopt the last part of operative parag. 3 of the Draft
Resol. (A/8178) on Respect for H man Rights in Armed
Conflicts' the last part reads: "....in so far as they are
applicable, in particular, to war cprrespondents who
accompany armned forces but are not actually a part of them."”
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Var 1140 9 Dec 70

To adopt the following words in operative parag. 4 of the

Draft Resol. (A/8178) on respect for human rights in armed
conflicts: "...And providing, inter alia, for the creation
of a universally recognized and guaranteed identification

document."”

Var 1141 9 Dec 70

To adopt the following words in operative parag. 5

of the Draft Resol. (A/8178) on respect for human

rights inarmed conflicts: "...In order that a draft
international agreement might be adopted as soon as possible
by the General Assembly or by some other appropriate
international body."

Var 1142 9 Dec 70

To adopt operative parag. 6 of Draft Resol. (4/8178) on
respect for human right in armed conflicts; said

paragraph requests the Secretary-General, in consultation
with the international committee of the Red Cross and
other appropriate international organizations, to submit
a report on the question of human right in armed conflicts
to the 26th session of the General Assembly.

Var 1143 9 Dec 70

To adopt Draft Resol. (A/8178) expressing grave concern over
the fate of press correspondents in areasof armed conflict;
inviting parties to conflict to respect the Geneva
Conventions of 12 Aug. 1949 and inviting the IZCO0S0Z to
request the human rights committee to consider preparing

a draft international agreement ensuring the protection

of journalists.

Var 1144 9 Dec 70

To adopt the Draft Resol. (A/8178) condemning actions of
countriss conducting aggressive wars in violation of the

UN Charter and the 1925 Geneva Protocol and 1949 Geneva
Convention; recognizing the need for additional instruments
for the protection of civilian populatons and

freedom fighters.

Var 1145 9 Dec 70

To adopt the Draft Resol. (A/8178) calling upon all parties
to armed conflicts to comply with 1949 Geneva Convention
regarding the treatment of prisoners-of-war; urging that
combatants not covered by Article 4 of the 1949 Geneva
Convention be accorded the same humane treatment

applied to prisons-of-war.

Var 1146 9 Dec 70

To adopt the Draft Resol. (A/8186) condemning the government
of South Africa for, and drawing the Security Council's
attention +to the need for taking measures to deal with, that
government's persistent refusal to withdraw its administra-
tion from Namibiaj requesting the UN council for Namibia to
perform its function.
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Var 1148 11 Dec 70

To adopt the Amendment replacing preambular parag. 7

of the Committee 2 Draft Resol. on permanent sovereignty
over natural resources by a new text (A/L.620 & ADD.L).

Var 1149 11 Dec 70

To adopt Draft Resol. (A/8213) authorizing the Secretary-
General to carry out in 1971 activities specified in his
report (A/8103 & CORR.1l) and to provide travel

grants to certain partcipants from the less-developed
countries; thanking Ghana for the offer to provide
facilities for the 1971 regional sumposium,

Var 1150 11 Dec 70

To adopt Draft Resol. (A/8219) requesting the Secretary-
General to invite member-states to communicate their views
and suggestions concerning a review of the UN Charter by
1 July 1972 and for the Secretary-General to report
thereon to the 27th General Assembly, on whise agende

it was decided to incluse this item.

Var 1151 14 Dec 70

To adopt the Draft Resol. (A/8243) condemning the
exploitation of colonial territores, particularly the
constrction of the Cabora Bassa project; requesting
administering powers to put an end to all such practices.

Var 1152 14 Dec 70

To adopt Draft Resol. (A/8187) condemning Portugal's
colonial policy; appealing %o all states, expecially those
in NATO, to withhold their assistance to Portugal which
enables her to pursue a colonial war in the territories;
recommending the Security Council tocontinue giving special
attention to problems in Portuguese territories.

Var 1153 14 Dec 70

To adopt the motion for a separate vote on operative parag.
4 of Draft Resol. (A/8241) re the transmission of
information on non-self-governing territories under Charter
Article 73E; said paragraph considering that the UK

should continue to transmit such information on the terri-
tories of Antigua, Dominica, Grenada, St. Kitts-Nevis-
Anguilla, St. Lucia and St. Vincent.

Var 1154 14 Dec 70

To adopt Draft Resol. (A/8241) deploring the failure of some
member states to transmit properly the necessary informatbn
required under Charter Article 73E; condemning the govern-
ment of Portugal in this regard and again urging admini-
stering powers concerned to transmit such information.
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Var 1155 14 Dec 70

To adopt the Draft Resol. (A/8244) apprealing for full
coperation to achieve UN objectives re the declaration on
the granting of independence to colonial countries

and peoples; urging discontinuance of all collaboration
with the govermments of South Africa, Southern Rhodesia
and Portugal until they renounce their policies of
discrimination.,

Var 1157 14 Dec 70

To adopt Draft Resol. (A/8242) reaffirming the inalienable
rights of the people of Oman to self-determinaton; urging
the UK to implement fully Assembly Resol. 1514 (XV) and
other relevant resolutions; recommending specialized
agencies and other international organizations

to study the possibilities of extending educatbnal,
technical and health assistance to Oman.

Var 1160 14 Dec 70

To adopt Draft Resol. (A/8248) again inviting the
administering power concerned to determine procedures

for holding a referendum in the territory of Spanish
Sahara; inviting all states to refrain from making
investments in the territory; reguesting the Secretary-
General to send a special mission to the territory to .
assist in the implementation of relevant General Assembly
resolution, expecially in regard to UN participation

in the referendum.

Var 1161 14 Dec 70

To adopt the amendment (A/L.622) inserting the words,

"And peoples under alien domination: after the words
"Colonial peoples,"” in operative parag.5 of Draft Resol.
(A.L.621 & ADD., 1 & 2) re the declaration on the granting
of independence to colonial countries andpeoples.

Var 1162 14 Dec 70

To adopt Draft Resol. (A/L.621 & ADD. 1 & 2)reaffirming the
legitmacy of colonail peoples to exercise the right of
self-determination; urging all states, specizlized agencies
and other organization to assist the national liberation
movements and to withhold assistance from the governments
of Portugal, South Africa and Southern Rhodesia.

Var 1163 14 Dec 70 .

To retainthe words , "Antigua, Dominica, Grenada, St.
Kitts-Nevis-Anguilla, St. Lucia, St. Vincent,” in the title
and preambular parag.l of Draft Resol. (A/8248) concerning
the twenty-five territores.
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Var 1164 14 Dec 70

To adopt Draft Resol. (A/8248) reiterating. the declaration
against the disruption of national unity and the
establishment of military bases in the 25 territories;
strongly urging that the adminstering powers concerned
allow UN missions to visit the territories and that the

UN render all help to peoples of the territories in

their efforts freely to decide their future status.

Var 1166 15 Dec 70

To retain the word "Neo-Nazi" in preambular parag.

5 of Draft Resol. (A/8252 & CORR.1l) == measures to be taken
against Nazism and racial intolerance.

Var 1167 15 Dec 70

To adopt the amendment deleting operative parag. 4 of +the
Draft Resol. (A/8252 & CORR.1l) on meausres to be taken
against Nazism and racial intolerance; aforesaid
paragraph requests the Secratary-General to publish

a brochure on measures take and envisaged for combating
resurgence of any form of Nazism and racial intolerance.

Var 1168 15 Dec 70

To adopt the amendment deleting operative parag. 5 of the
Draft Resol. (A/8252 & CORR.1l) on measures to be taken
against Nazism and racial intolerance; aforesaid paragraph
requests the Secretary-General +*o explore the possibility
of holding in 1972 or 1973 an international seminar on
questions re combating Nazism and racial intolerance.

Var 1169 15 Dec 70

To adopt the amendment to Draft Resol. (A/8252 & CORR.1l) on
measures to be taken against Nazism and racial

intolerance; said amendment replaces operative paragraph

6 with the words, :Decided tc retainthis item on the
agenda."”

Var 1170 15 Dec 70

To adopt Draft Resol. (A/8173/ADD.1l) condemning gevernments
of South Afica, Southern Rhodesia and Portugal for their
inhuman treatment of political prisoners and detainees;
condemning gevernments still maintaining diplomatic,
economic, cultural andother relations with the

governments of South Africa and Southern Rhodesia and
calling upon them to break off such relations.

Var 1171 15 Dec 70

To adopt the Draft Resol. (A/8237) calling upon the
gevernment of Israel to immediately implement the
recommendations of the special committee to investigate
Israelil practices re human right in occupied territories;
to comply with the 1949 Geneva Convention and the
universal declaration of human rights; requesting the
aforesaid special committee to continue iis work and
report thereon to the Secretary-General.
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To adopt operative parag. 6 of Draft Resol. (A/8259) re the
UNCTAD III, which paragraph requests the Trade and
Development Board +to consider, in the 1light of the
international development stratey for the second UN
developemtn decade, Assembly Resol. 1995 (XIX) and
TDB Decision 45 (VII), reforms in the institutional
arrangements of UNCTAD and its methods or work designed to

increase its effectiveness, and submit such suggestion
to UNCTAD III.
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Shc 0521 9 Dec 69

To adopt Draft Resol. (A/C.3/L.1751), as amended, deciding
to give highest priority to consideration of the item

of "Creation of the Post of UN High Commissioner for
Human Rights"” with a view to the possibility of con-
cluding such consideration at the 25th regular assembly
session.

Shc 0522 13 Oct 70

To adopt the US Amendment (A/C.3/L.1784 & CORR.1l) to

Draft Resol., (A.C.3/L.1767/REV.2) on youth and its education
re human right and participation in national development;

said amendment replacing preambular parag. 8 with a new one.

Shc 0523 13 Oct 70

To adopt the Amendment (A/C.3/L.1790/REV.1) to Draft Resol.
(A/C.3/L.1767/Rev.2) on youth and its education re human
rights and partcipaton in national development; said
amendment replaces preambular parag.6 with a new text.

She 0524 13 Oct 70

To adopt the Anendment (4/C.3/L.1790/REV.1l) +to Draft Resol
(A/C.3/L.1767/REV.2) on youth and its education re human
right and participation in national development; said
amendment replacing preambular parag. 8 with a new one.

Shc 0525 13 Oct 70

To adopt the Amendment (A/C.3/L.1790/REV.1) to Draft Resol.
(A/C.3/1.1767/REV.2) on yough and its education in human
rights and participation in natisnal development; said
amendment replacing preambular parag. 9 with a new one.

She 0526 13 Oct 70

To adopt Syrian Ameandment (A/C.3/L.1772), as orally revised,
adding words to preambular paraz. 10 of Draft Resol.
(A/C.3/L.1767/REV.2) on yough and its education on

human rights and national development.

She 0527 14 Oct 70

To adopt point (II) of Amendment (A/C.3/L.1778) to Draft
Resol. (A/C.3/L.1767/REV.2) on youth and its education

on human right and national development; said point
replacing part of operative parag.l with the words,
"Decides to bear in mind the possibility of convening
another world youth assembly in the future."

She 0528 14 Oct 70

To adopt the Amendment (A/C.3/L.1790/REV.1) to Draft Resol.
(A/C.3/L.1767/REV.2) on youth and its education re human
rights and partcipation in national development; said
amendment adding the words,"And the vigilant preservation
of freedom of speech,"” after the words, "Truly universal
representation," in operative parag.4 of the Draft Resol.
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She 0529 14 Oct 70

To adopt the Amendment (A/C.3/1.1795), as orally revised, to
Draft Resol. (A/C.3/L.1767/REV.2) on youth and its education
rehuman right and national development; which amendment

adds a new operative paragraph considering it important
that, I.A., young people should resclutely oppose all

action designed to suppress liberation movements.

She 0530 14 Oct 70

To adopt the Iragi Sub-Amendment (A/C.B/L.l735) to the Sub-
Amendment (A/C.3/L.179%4) to Draft Resol. (A/C.3/L.1767/REV.2)
on youth and its education re human rights and national
development; said Sub-Amendment changing the wording of
operative parag. 8.

She 0531 14 Oct 70

To adopt the US Amendment (A/C.3/L.1784 & CORR.1l) to Draft
Resol. (A.C.3/L.1767/REV.4) on youth and its education re
human rights and national development; sald Amendment re-
placing former operative parag.8 with a new one.

She 0532 4 Nov 70

To adopt operative parag. 6 of Draft Resol. (A/C.3/L.1800/-
REV.,1) on elimination of all forms or racial discrimination;
said paragraph calling upon governments to terminate
diplomatic, consular, commercial, military, social

and other relations with the government of South Africa and
other racist regimes in Southern Africa in accordance with
the General Assembly and Security Council Resolution.

She 0533 4 Nov 70

To adopt operative parag. 7 of Draft Resol. (A/C.3/L.1800/
REV.1l) on the elimination of all forms of racial
discrimination; said paragraph condemning the UK government
for its reluctance to bring down the regime in Southern
Rhodesia and calling upon the UK to restore lawful right to
the people of Southern Rhodesia in accordance with the
principles of international law and the UN Charter.

She 0534 4 Nov 70

To adopt the Draft Resol. (A/C.3/L.1800/REV.1l) condemning
all forms of racial discrimination; noting expecially that
such exists in Southern Africa; requesting the
Secretary-General, the specialized agencles and other
organization to continue programs designed to combat

racial discrimination and to publicize the evils of thése
policies.

She 0535 4 Nov 70

To adopt the Draft Resol. (A/C.3/L.1799/REV.1l) condemning
all forms of racial discrimination and reaffirming intention
to take the opportunitu of "International Year for Action
to Combat Racism” to promote throughout the world, social
justice based on absolute respect for the dignity of the
individual.



97

She 0536 4 Nov 70

To adopt operative parag. 1 of the Draft Resol. (A4/C.3/L.
1802/REV.1) re the importance of the universal realization
of self-determination; said paragraph affirming the
legitimacy of the struggle of peoples under colonial and
alien domination to restore to thenselves the right

of self-determination by any means at their disposal.

She 0637 4Nov 70

To adopt operative parag. 3 of Draft Resol. (A/C.3/L.1802-
V.l) re the importance of universal realization

of self-determination; said paragraph calling upon

governments that deny the rifht of self-determination of

peoples to recognize and observe that right in accordance

with international instruments and the principles of the

UN Charter.

She 0538 4 Nov 70

To retain the phrase, "Expecially of the peoples of Southen
Africa and Palestine: in operative parag. 5 of Draft

Resol. (A/C.3/1..1802/REV.1) re the importance of universal
realization of the right of self-determination.

She 0539 4 Nov 70

To adopt cperative parag. 5 of the Draft Resol.
(A/C.3/T..1802/REV.1) re the importance of the universal
realizaticn of self-determination; said paragraph condemning
governments that deny the right of self-determination

of peoples recognized as being entitled to it,

especlally the peoples of Southern Africa and Palestine.

She 0540 4 Nov 70

To adopt the Draft Resol. (A/C.3/L.1804/REV.1l) recognizing
the right of peoples under colonizal domination 1in legitimate
exercise of their right ot self-determination to seek and
recelve 2all kinds of assistance in accordance with UN
resolutions and the spirit of the UN Charter. ’

She )541 1 Dec 70

To adopt the Draft Resol. (A/C.4/L.1797/REV.3) expressing
grave concern over the fate of press correspondents in
areas of armed conflict; inviting the parties to conflict
10 respect the Geneva Conventions of 12 Aug. 1949 and
inviting the ECOSQOC to request the Human Rights Committee
to consider preparing a draft international agreement
ensuring protection of journalists.

She 0542 1 Dec 70

To adopt operative parag. 4 of Draft Resol. (A/C.3/L.1798/
REV.5) re human rights in armed conflicts, said paragraph
affirming that participants in resistance movements in
Southern Africa and colonial territories, struggling for
their liberation and self-determination, should be treated,
if arrested, as prisoners-of-war in accordance with the
Hague Convention of 1907 and the Geneva Convention of 1949,



38

She 0543 1 Dec 70

To adopt Draft Resol. (4/C.3/1.1798/REV.5) condemning the
actions of countries conducting aggressive wars in violation
of the UN Charter and the 1925 Geneva Protocol and 1949
Geneva Convention; recognizing the need for

additional international instruments for the protection

of civilian populations and freedom fighters.

She 0544 1 Dec 70

To adopt operative parag. 5 of Draft Resol. (4/C.3/L.1806-
/REV.2 & CORR.) re respect fur human right in armed
conflicts, which paragraph affirms that dwellings and other
installation that are used only by civilian populations
should not be the object of military operations.

She 0545 1 Dec 70

To adopt Draft Resol. (A/C.3/L.1808/REV.2 & CORR.) calling
upon all parties to armed conflicts to comply with the 1949
Geneva Convention regarding treatment of prisoners-of-war,
and urging that combatants not covered by Article 4 of +the
1949 Geneva Convetion be accorded the same humane treatment
defined by principles of international law applied to the
prisoners-of-war.

Shc 0546 3 Dec 70

To adopt the first Saudi Arabian Amendment (A/C.3/L.1820)

to the French Procedural Motion (A/C3/L.1819) re the
organization of +the committee's work; said amendment reduces
from 7 to 5 +the number of meetings to be devoted to the
congideration of +the item on the creation of the Poast of

UN High Commissioner for Human Rikts.

She 0547 3 Dec 70

To adopt the second Saudi Arabian Amendment (A/C.3/L.1820)
to the French Procedural Motion (A/C.3/L.1819) re the
organization of +the third committee's work; said amendment,
as orally revised by its sponsor, concerns the allocation of
the number of meetings by Committee 3 to the agenda items
not yet discussed.

She 0548 7 Dec 70

To adopt the oral motion to adjourn debate on the item re
creation of the Post of UN High Commissioner for Human
Right until the 26th General Assembly session.

She 0549 8 Dec 70

To adopt Draft Resol. (A/8038, ANNEX II) calling upon

all states to arrest and extradite persons who committed war
crimes and crimes versus humanity, and to intensify their
cooperation in the exchange of information contribution to
the apprehension andpunishment of such persons.
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Efq 0135 23 Nov 70

To adopt the Draft Resol. (A/C.2/L.1124/REV.1) requesting
the Secretary-General to formulate proposals for
establishing links between disarmament decade and the second
UN development decade, so that resources released by
disarmament would increase assistance to less

developed countries; requesting the Secretary-General to
help mobilize world public opinion in support of this link.

Efq 0136 25 Nov 70

To adopt the Draft Resol. (A/C.2/L.1126) designating 1974
as World Population Year (WPY); requesting the Secretary-
General +to prepare a detailed program

of measures and activities for the WPY and inviting
interested organizations of the UN system to assist in
Preparing such a program.

Efq 0140 11 Dec 70

To adopt parag. 6 of Draft Resol. (A/C.2/L.1130/REV.2) re
the UNCTAD; said paragraph requests the Trade znd
Development Board (TDB) to consider, in the light of
international development strategy for the second UN
development decade, Assembly Resol. 1995 (XIX) and

TDB decision 45 (VII), reforms in the institutional arrange-
ments of the UNCTAD and its methods of work designed

to increase its effectiveness, and submit such suggestions
to UNCTAD III.
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Psq 0527 30 Oct 70

To adopt Draft Resol. (A/C. 1/L. 520) inviting
"Simultaneously and without condition: the representatives
of both North Korea and the Republic of Korea to
participate, without right of vote, in the committee
discussion of the Korean question.

Psq 0528 30 Oect 70

To adopt the Draft Resol. (A/C.1/L.521) inviting the repre-
sentative of the Republic of Korea to participate in UN
discussion of the Korean question, without right of wvote,
and reaffirming UN willingness to invite the representative
of North Korea if +the latter accepts the competence of the
UN over the question

Psg 0529 17 Nov 70

To adopt the Peruvian Amendments (A/C.1/L.528) to

Articles I, II, 1III, and IV of the draft treaty on prohibi-
tion of emplacement of nuclear weapons and other weapons of
mass destruction on the sea-bed and....in the subsoil
thereof, annexed to Resol. (A/C.1/L.523).

Psq 0533 24 Nov 70

To adopt the Draft Resol. (A/C.1/L.524) deciding that all
American and other foreign military personnal in South Korea
under the title of "United National Forces” should be
withdrawn in their eémtirety within 6 months following the
adoption of this resolution.

Psq 0534 24 Nov 70
To adopt the Draft Resol. (A/C.1/L.524) deciding <o
dissolve UNCURK following the adoption of this resolution.

Psq 0535 24 Nov 70

To adopt Draft Resol. (A/C.1/L.531) reaffirming UN
objectives in Korea, requesting the UNCURK to continue
its work and noting that the greater part of the UN
Forces have already withdrawn from Korea.

Psq 0539 3 Dec 70

To adopt the Amandment (A/C.1/L.564) adding the words,

"In a framework of close international cooperation,” at the
end of preambular parag. 5 of Draft Resol. (A/C.1/L.562) re
a conference on the Law of the Sea.

Psq 0540 16 Dec 70

To adopt the Amendment (A/C.1.L.564) deleting the last
sentence in operative parag. 3 of Draft Resol.
(A/C/1/L.562) re a conference on the Law of the Sea.

Psq 0541 16 Dec 70

To adopt the Amendment (A/C.1/L.564) adding and replacing
certain words in operative parag. 6 of Draft Resol.
(A/C.1/L.562) re a conference on the Law of the Sea.
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Ctt 0577 18 Nov 70

To adopt Draft Resol. (A/C.4/L.966/REV.1) condemning
Pertugal's colonial policy; appealing to all

states, expeclally those in NATO, to withhold their
assistance to Portugal which enables her to pursue a
colonial war in her territories; recommending the Security
Council to continue giving special attention to the
problems in Portuguese territories.

Ctt 0578 18 Nov 70

To adopt Draft Resol. (A/C.4/L.970)condemning the UN's
failure to end the illegal regime in Southern Rhodesia
and the intervention of the South African Armed

Forces in Southern Rhodesia; calling upon the UX to submit
a report to the special committee on colonialism as
requested in assembly resolutions and calling for the
Security Council to widen its sanctions against the
Southern Rhodesian regime.

Ctt 0579 10 Dec 70

To adopt Draft Resol. (A/C14/L.983) again inviting the
administering power to determine procedures for

holding a referendum in the territory of Spanish Sahara;
inviting all states to refrain from making investments
in the territory; requesting the Secretary-General to
send a special mission to Spanish Sahara to assist

in the implementation of relevant General Assembly
resolutions, especially in regard to UX participatbn

in the referendunm.

Ctt 0580 11 Dec 70

To adopt the motion for a serarate vote on operative
parag. 4 of Draft Resol. (A/C.4/1..982 re the transmission
of information from non-self-governing territories under
Charter Articles 73E; said paragraph considering that

the UK should continue to transmit such information

on the territories for Antigua, Dominica, Grenada, ST.
Kitts-Nevis-Anguilla, St. Lucia and St. Vincent.

Ctt 0581 11 Dec 70

To adopt Draft Resol. (A/C.4/L.975) appealing for full
cooperation to achieve UN objectives with regard to
implementation of the declaration on the granting

of independence to colonial countries and peoples; urging
discontinuance of all collaboration with the governments
of South Africa, Portugal and Southern Rhodesia until they
renounce theilr discriminatory policies.

Ctt 0582 11 Dec 70

To adopt Draft Resol. (A/C.4/1.986) condemning the
exploitation of colonial territories, particularly the
construction of the Cabora Bassa project.; requesting the
administering powers to put an end to all such practices.
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Ctt 0583 11 Dec 70

To adopt Draft Resol. (A/C.4/L.982) reaffirming the
inalienable rights of the people of Oman to self-
determination; urging the UK to implement fully Assembly
Resolution 1514 (XV) and other relevant resolytions;
recommending the specialized agencies and other
international organizations to study the possibilities of

extending educational, technical and health assistance
to the territory.
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This report explored the voting patterns in roll call
votes of the 25th Geqeral Assembly for the purpose of deter-
mining voting groups of nations and major issue dimensions’ in
that body. Uncovering major voting groups within the United
liations aids in the study of the cohesion of groups in the
international community. Ranking the major issues that come
before the General Assembly facilitates the research of the
distribution of power within the United llations and possibly
in the international system itself.

This study drew from a wide range of earlier work on
roll call votes. The greater part of the theory employed in
this study had been previously introduced in the book, lVorld

olitics in the General Assembly, by Hayward R. Alker, jr.,

)

jue

and Bruce . Russett, (lew Haven: Yale University Press, 1965).
Some of their findings concerning earlier sessions of the
General Assembly were compared to the results of this study.
This report initially studied fifty—one votes in the
plenary. Those votes were factor analyzed and the results
were orthogonally rotated according to Kaiser's varimax
criteria. The resulting principal factors that emerged, ranked
in order of importance, were: Intervention in Africa; Cold
jar; and liddie Fast. Two major modifications were then made
in a follow up study. TIirsty, experimentaltion was attempted
using various oblicue rotations. This resulted in the major
factors being intercorrelated which sharpened thé issue dimen-

sions somewhat, but the grouping.of nations remained relatively



undisturbed. The second modification involved the inclusion
of roll call votes irom the various committees of the Gen-
eral Assembly bringing the total votes up to ninety-seven.
This greatly enhanced the delination of the Cold War factor,
as well as helping to identifiy the less prominent issue
factors.

The findings of this study tended to conform with
those of other studies. The Zast-Uest voting bloc were dis-
cerned and closely resembled the milivary alliiznce pacts,
WI0 and KATO. The major issues were similar To those of
former sessions of the General :Assembly, eicept that the
Cold Var was no longer the prominent issue. ZIZnvirormental
effects were considered in a regression ecuation, but the
results were suspect after consideration of an alternative

model of U.K. voting.



