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praft Resolutions I to IV (Document A/AC,17/W.12)

Mr, RAO (India) as a menber of the Drafting Sub-

corriittee had been party to the comproaises resulting in
the Draft Resolutions., He had agreed to the 1949 session
of the Special Comnittee "without prejudice as to the
future" although he had been a strong advocate of a
Pernmanent Commlttee and would have preferred an expiicit

statenent leaving open the question of The establishment

of a Permanent Conalttee, The gquestion would have to be
exanined next year, He disagreced with the point of view
of several of the Administering Powers, and their desire

to influence the General Assenbly so that next yearls

session would be the last, He could not accept the United

Kingdon representativels premise that the Comaittee was %
rerely concerned with questions of technique, and could
conplete its task next year, Not only werc ths Cormitteels
" functions wider, but even techniques could not be perfected
in a single yeéra Regarding the New Zealand repreosentativels ®
-conplaint that some members read too imuch into Chu.uver XI ¢
he saw a danger rather, in rcading btoo 1littlc in%c it. |
Moreover, Resolution 144(I1) had been adopted by an
overwhelming majority of the (eneral Assembly,

He expressed gratification at the United Kingdom!s
acceptance of the transmission of infermaticn on sacn rights

even under Part IT of the Standard Form,

e =

He had not pressed his suggestions regarding an elabor=
ation or immediate revision of the Standard Foru because he ;
had agreecd to the Secretariat!s bfinging the Comaittee!s

suggestions to the notice of the Aduinistering powers, and,
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pecaugse he had counted on the Administering Powers! good
sense in furnishing 1nformation on at least Sub-paragraphs
A, By, C of Part I and on hunman rights, A~ter the
suggestions of the Speclalized Agencies had been recelved
the Standard Form would have to be reviewed and if
necessary revised,

'Regardiné collaboration with Specialized Agenoies,:
he referred to Document A/AC.17/W. %, page 11, and to
the section on Housing standards which confilrmed that
valuable work in this field was being done by other bodies
of the United Nations. He also drew attention to the
work of the Social Commission in the sane sense, and to
the work of the Sub-Commission on Economilc Development
in respect of under-developed countries, including Trust
and Non=-Self~Governing Territories, Regarding Document
A/AC,17/W.4/Add,1, page 2, he invited the Comultteels
attention to the fact that the Economic and Social Council
had called upon the Statistical Cormmission to furnish, as
a matter of ur:;ency, statistical data regarding under-
deﬁeldped countries, These exanples net the point made
several times by representatives of the Administering
Powers? that it was undesirable to focus attention |
exclusively on the problems of Non-Self-~Governing
Territories, Through this Cormittee information on such
Problems in Non-Self-Governing Territories would be provided
and the subjects would be studied at other meetings where
distinctions between territories and countries could be
gradually obliterated, He had suggested that the Speciallzed
Agencies conduct sample surveys in Non-Self-Governing
Territories, but had withdrawn his proposal as it had found

1o support in the Drafting Sub-Committee,
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Mr, KULAGENKOV (USSR) regarded the Draft ResolutionSasg

-{nterpreting both Chapter XI and the functions of this
committee in a restrictive sense, The Soviet Delegation's
view was that this Committee was to asslst the Administerh@
Powers -in fulfilling their Charter obligations, The Draft
Resolutions excluded information regardin; the development of
self-governing institutions and the participatlon on the par
of the population in these institutions in Non~Self-Governing
Territories. . The sources of information ramalned limited to
officlal sources, The functians of the Comaittee were
interpreted as purely technical, The suzgestlon that a
future Comnittee should be of a tenporary nature was in
cogtradiction to Resolution 146(II), The present Comnlttes

could not reconsider a General Assembly Resolution, and

nention of ‘the establishment of another Committee for only

one- more year prejudiced its future and diminished the

significance of Article 73,
The CHAIRMAN asked that the Soviet Unilon representatnmwi
amendments be considered first (A/AC,17/15). |
" Mr, GARREAU (France) regarded the Soviet Unilon
representativets amehdments as outside ﬁhe Comnlttee!s
conmpetence,

The CHAIRMAN considered the first Soviet amendment withinE
the competence of the Comuittee, since under Resolution lhé(lﬂﬁ
the Comnittee was entitled to make rscommendations‘of a ‘
substantive nature, He ruled the SOViet representative!s
second third and fourth anendments as outside the
competence of the Comnittee,

Mr, FLEICHER-COOKE (United Kingdom) without wishing to
challenge.the Chairman's ruling, pointed to Resolution I46(II)
which specified that substgntivevrecommeﬁdations should apply
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to functional fields generally, By functional fields he under-
stood the Resolution to mean those specified in Afticle 73 e,
vhich did not include politlcal information,
~ The CHAIRMAN said that, lnterpreting Resolutions 1%k (II)

apd J.L|-6,(_II) in a broad scnse, he felt the Commlttee was competent
to deal with tho first foviet amendment, |

Mr., KULAGENKOV (USSR) agreed with the Chairman!s ruling
regarding his first amendment, Resolution 14%(II) encouraged the
Administering Powers to transmit political information, and Iten 7
on the Agenda had put the Committee in a position to discuss the
.transmission of such informatlon, The amendment was therefore
within- the competence of the Cormlttee, since it suggested a change
from the voluntary to the compulsory transmission of such
information, |

Mr. GARREAU (France) invoking Rule 110 moved that the
Committee vote on the inadmissibility of the Soviet Répresent—-
ativels amendménts.

Mr, KULAGENKOV (USSR) asked that each anendment be considered
separately. |

Mr., GERIG (United States) felt that neither the Charier now
_Resolution lh—’+(II) could be interpreted to mean that the trans-
mission of ‘political information was obligatory. The United State;

Goverrnment had transmitted such infornation voluntarilyo
He had expected sone consideration to be given to the sunnari.

However, Resolution 144(II) regarded the
Spirit, not the

of that information.

transnission of this 1ni‘ormat:l.on as wlithin the

letter of the Charter., To make this transrvission obligatory, the

General Assembly would have to amend the Charter, ‘
Mr. NASR (Egypt) felt it was unfair to rule any amendmnent out

nf order since there .were obviously two points of view repregented

in the Committee, interpreting the (,harter in different ways,
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Mr. GARREAU (France) regarded ArticIle 73 e as

pxplicit and not subject to interpretation. Information
"of a political character had been Jormally excluded,
Resolution 144(II) only referred to the voluntary
transmission of political information. Resolution 146(II)
was also clear on this point.

Mr. KULAGENKOV (USSR) said that the representative
of France had on a number of occaslons wished to
restrict the functions of the Committes which., in his
view, was to assist in the impleﬁentation of the Charter.
Article 73 emphasised the encouragement of gelf-
government in Non-Self--Governing Territories. All other
considerations were subordinate to transforming colonies
into independent countries. The French representative's
interpretation therefore irplied an-evasion of the
functions of the Committee.

Mr. REID (New Zealand) wished to make it clear
that 1f the French representative's motion were acted
upon, the Committee would vote on the admissibility of
the amendmenté, not the substance.

Mr. GARREAU (France) stated  that he had asked for
a vote on the competence of the Commlittee as a matter of
principle, but withdrew his motion of inadmissibility.

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium) inh view of the French
representative's withdrawal, submitted a motion of
inadmissibility of the Soviet amendments.

Mr, RAO'(India) regarding the substance of the
first Soviet amendment, pointed out that the Committee
could not avoid the restrictions imposed under Article 73 &
as well as under Resolutions 142(IT) and 144(IT) which

merely recommended the voluntary transmission of political

information.
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The Committee voted on the admissibility of the
Soviast repressntative's amendments.

Decision: The First amendment was rejected as
inadmissible by 10 votes to 3 with one abstention.

Decision: The second amendment was rejected as
inadmissible by 13 votes to 2.

Decision: The third amendment was rejected as
inadmissible by 13 votes to 2.

Decision: The fourth amendment was rejected as
inadlnissible by 12 votes to 2.

The CHAIRMAN asked for consideration of Draft
Resolution I with the appropriate amendments (Document
A/AC,17/W, 1) .

Mr. STOPPELAAR (Netherlands) stated that his
Goveriment would do everything possible to traasmit the
information wilthin six months of the end of ths
admim:strative:yearg but he could not promise that thig
would be possible especially in view of the suggestion
regarding fuller information in some categorles.

Paragraphs 1 and 2 of Draft Rcsolution I were
adopted without vote.

Declsion: Paragraph 3 was adopted by 1% votas to

none with 1 abstention.

Declsion: Paragraph *(a) was adopted by 14 votes to

The SECRETARY in reply to the reprasentative of

Belgium, whether 1t wes necessary for the Governments To

furnish statlstieal data for the two previous years,

pointed out that paragraph L(p) contained 1nstructions

. "o ‘L
to the Secretary-General, who would use data already

supplied.
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Mr. KULAGENKOV (USSR) found paragraph '(b) unaceep. |

able as it contradicted irticle 73 and the functions of

the Committees.

e

ecision: Paragraph 't(b) was adopted Ly 14 votes

to 1.

Decision: Paragraph 4(c) was adopted by 11 votes
to none with 3 abstentions.

Paragraph 5 was adoptad without vote.

Paragraph 6, at the request of the United Kingdom
representative was voted upon in two parts, ths first part
to the word "analyses" cnd of line 9. This part was
adopted without vote.,

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium) asked thnat the word
"general" in the second line of part 2 of paragraph 6, be
replaced by the word '"political, otherwise it was not
meaningful and he would have to vote against it.

Mr. RADO (India) pointaed out that tha Drafting Sub-
Committee had merely adopted the terminology of the
Stondard Form,

Mr. GARREAU (France) wished to substitute for
"which do not provide general informction forming the
optional category of the Standard Form!" the words "those Wl
do not furnis'y information under theo 3Standard Form,PartIaDll

Mr. FLETCHZR-COOKE (United Kingdom) suggested that,
while he would still have to vote against this part of
Paragraph 6, the words "which do nol provide general
information" pe replaced by "which have not hitherto pro-
vided general information',

Declsion: The second part of paragraph 6 as orally
amended by Mr. Fletcher-Cooke was adopted by 1l votes to 2

with 2 abstentions,

Mr. FLETCHER-COOKE (United Kingdom) wished to call

attention to his remarks on this point made during the
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fifteenth meeting.

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium) having voted against the
second part of paragrapﬁ 6, since he could not agree to
the text as 1t stood, stated -that he would recommend to
his Government to furnish information on the geography,
history and people of the Belglan Congo.

Mr. RAO (India) regarding the schedule attached to
Draft Resolution I asked the Adﬁinistering Powers after
advising the SBecretary-General of the date of transmission
of information to continue to comply with this date. He
also asked them to notify the Secretary-General of the rea-~
son for the.withdrawal of any territory from the list of
those on which they had previously transmitted information.

Mr. FLETCHEER-COOKE (United Kingdom) agreed to the
Indian representative's suggestion, provided that this did
not preclude any possible change in the administrative
year shouid such a change bacome necessary.

_ Decision: Resolution I as amended was adopted by

1Y votes to 1 with no abstentions.
Resolution IT

Mr., KULAGENKOV (USSR) said that paragraph 1 providing
for the temporary character of the Committec was not within
the competence of the Committee, since Resolution 146(II)
set no time limit on the existence of the Committee. He
moved that-ﬁesolution IT was outside the competence'of the
Committee.

Decision: The Soviet motion regarding the

_ 1ﬁadmissibility of D}aft Resolution II was rejescted by
1 vote to 11 with 2 abstentions.

Mr. GUTIERREZ (Colombia) stated that he had voted
for the admissibllity of Draft Resolution II for the .

purpose of harmony. However, Colombia, and all Latin
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American countries, had a vital interest in the permanent
continuation of a Committee of this kind to mest at least
one month beforsa each'regular session of the General
Assembly. It seened basic for all Latin samerica that the
exlstence of a body examining the reports and activities
of the Administering Powars be assured, the intorests of
Non-Self-Governing Territories watched, and action taken
which would lead to the improvement of the standard of
living in thess territories. The prosperity of Non-Self-
Governing Territories influenced the econony of independent
countries. FEnergetic measures were necded to inprove the
standard of living, and to increase the purchasing power of
peoples in Non-Self-Governing Territories, so that manu-
factured goods produced in other countries would find
larger markets.

Mr. BENSON (Secrectary) stated that under Rule ih2 no
Committee could make a recormendation to the General
Assembly 1nvolving expenditure without a statenent regarding
such expenditure, The cost of a Special Commlttee would
be 810,500, provision for which had been made in the
Secretary-General's proposed budget.

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium) asked for clarification on
the amendment proposed by the representative of Nicaragua.

Mr. LIFSCHITZ (Nicaragua) associating himself with
the remarks made by the representative of Colombia,
pointed out that Resolution IT paragraph 1 had secmed vague
in its wording and needed amplification. Tt should not
be left to the discretion of Members whether or not they
continued to transmit information, Morcover; new Members
adninistering Non~Selwaoverning Territories might join
United Nations. He wished to add to his amendment after

the words "Non-Self-Governing Territories", the words "as
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referred to in Chapter XI'.

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium) felt that the implications
of this amendment were f%r reaching. The Committee would
in such a’ case include the Union of South Africa, since
South West Africa was not independent. The éxmendment also
implied & definition of the term "Non-Self-Governing
Territory" which would involve the Committee an_d the
General Assenlbiy :LLn difficult discusslons.

' Mr. GARRBEAU (Franée)'supportiﬁg the representative ,
of Belgium, pointed out that the Powers transmitting
information had voiuntarily declared themselves to be
Powers administering Non-Self-Governing $erri’tories.

Other Administering Powers had not dene so ‘and were not
present. It would be impossible for the United Nations to
dafing the term ”Non—Self -Governing Territorles".

A number of suggestlons for clarifying the exlsting
wording were made by Mr. GERIG (United States) and Mr.
FORSYTH (Australia) and were accepted by Mr. LIFSCHITZ

(Nicaragua).

The amendment was accordingly rnodified to readv

"oconsiders that, without prejudice as to the future, a

Special Cormittee sinilar to that of this year, should be

constituted to meet in 1949, composed of all the

Menbars of the United Nations which have hitherto

transmitted information in accordance with Article 73 o,

and of an sgual number of 'othe'r Members elscted by the

Fourth Cormittee on behalf of the General Assembly, on &3

wide a geographical basis as possible.

Decision: The Nicaraguan amendment thus amended

was adopted by 6 votes to 4 with 4 abstentions.
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Decision: Paragraph 1 of Draft Resolution II, as

amended, was adopted by 14 votes to 1.

Mr. FLEICHER-COOKE (United Kingdom) wished to draw
attention to his remarks made at the fifteenth meeting
regarding the phrase "without prejudice as to the future':

Paragrapn 2 of Draft Resolution II was voted upon in
three parts. The first part to the words "Speclalized
Agencies' in line 5, the second part to the words "may deem
fit" in line 7, and the third part to the end of the paragraph,

Declsion: The first part of paragraph 2 was adopted
by 14 votes to 1;

Qgg;gggg:"The second part of paragraph 2 was adopted
by 13 votes to none with 2 abstentions,

Decision: The third part of paragraph 2 was adopted
by 11 votes to 1 with 3 abstenfions.

Decigion: Paragraph'2 as a whole was adopted by 11
votes to 1 with three abstentions., l

Paragraphs 3 and 4 were adopted without vote,

Decision: Resolution II as a whole, and as amended,
was adopted by 11 votes to 1 with 3 abstentions.

Resolution ITX

Paragraph 1 was voted upon in two parts.

Declsiont Paragraph 1(a) was adopted by 15 votes to
none. ‘

Degisiont Paragraph 1(b) was adopted by 13 votes to
none with 1 abstentlon.

Mr. KULAGENKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)
had no objection to paragraph 2 but had not yet obtained
sufficlent information regarding the technlcal asgssistance
mentioned, and would therefore abstain from voting on this

Resolution as a whole.
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" Degision: Draft Resolution ITT was adopted ag a
whole by 14 votes to none with 1 abstentioﬁa
Draft Resolutlon IV

Deglsion: Paragraph 1 as amended by the United

Kingdom was adopted by 14 votes to none with 1 aﬁstention.
- Paragraph 2 was adopted without vote,

Mr, GARREAU (France) proposed in paragraphs 3 and h
to provids for examination by tihe secretariats of the
gspecialized agencies, ,

Mr, BENSON (Secretary) pointed out that the purposes
of paragraphs 3 and L differed from paragraph 2, The |
specialiged aggncies might conslder revision of the Standard
Form of sufflclent importance fo refer 1t to a body other
than the secretariatég The amendment might have a restrictive
influence upon the speclalized agencies. Moreover, co=
operation should be between the Organizations as a wholel
In the Sub-Commititee an opposite amendment had been moved,
referring matters to the competent bodiés.bf the specialized
agencies, but had been rejected as too réstrictive, ‘

Mr. CORTESAO (UNESCO) stated that the Secretariat of
‘UNESCO was in the same position as the United Nations
Secretariat, entitled to éubmit éomments to the Committee
without reference to a higher authority: '

Decigion: The amendment by the French representative
was rejected by 1 vote to 9 with 5 abstentions.

Decislon: Paragraph 3 as originally proposed was
adopted by 14t votes to none with 1 abstentlon.

Mr. FLETCHER-COOKE (United Kingdom) had suggested
previously that paragraph 4 was unnecessary since the
speciqlized agenciles submittédAfeports to the General Assembly

in any case. 8ince he did not know whether such action would
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cover the Special Committee for 1949, he had s?bmitted an
amendment to this paragraph.

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium) could not agree to the United
Kingdom amendmént since it distinguished between the
specializ?diagenoies‘_work in non~self~goﬁerning and
independéﬁt countries. He suggested instead that the words
in lines 5 and 6 of paragraph 4 "in Non—Self;Governing
Territories" be deleted, It was important for the Committes
to be informed regarding the specialized agencies' work,
since work undertaken in an independent country might
benefit noh-self-governing territories similarly situated,
However, the specialized agencies submitted reports in any
~case, and ipn virtue of Resolutlon III paragraph 4 of this
Resolution was superfluocus.

Mr, BENSON (Secretary) stated that under the Charter
and the agreements between the United Nations and the
speclalized agencles data were supplied through the Economic
and ‘Social Council. For the pﬁrﬁoses of this Committee
such data, however, were less up to date than desirable.
The Paper'prebared by the ILO for the Committee'was nore up
to date and more conveniently organised in relation to
matters of Interest to this Committee than data supplied
through the Economic and Social Council.,

Mr, FORSYTH (Australia) asked for the deletion of
paragraph t since its substance was covered in.Resolution I,
paragraph 3, Resolution II, paragra%h 2 and Draft Resolution
IV, paragraph 2, -

Mr. KULAGENKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist.Republics)

favoured the retention of baragraph L,

Mr, FLETCHER~COOKE (United Kingdom) formally .moved
the oxission ‘of paragraph 4,
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Declsion: The United Kingdom!s motlion was rejected
by 5 votes to 7 with 3 abstentions,

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium) asked for a vote on paragraph
4 in two parts, the second part being the words in lines 5
and 6 "in Non-Self-Governing Territories",

Mr. GUTIERREZ (Colombila) opposed the Belgian
representativels suggestion, since it was this Committee's
purpose to report on the activities of Governments
administering Non-Self-Governing Territories.

Mr. GERIG (United States) suggested that the
prineiple of paragraph 4 was covered in Resolution III
paragraph 1(a).

Mr. BENSON (Secretary) in answer to questions by the
Rapporteur and the representative of New Zealand, pointed
ogt that the present text invited the speclalized agencles,
rather than the Secretary-General of the United Nations,
so0 as to avoid duplication,

Mr, FLETCHER~COOKE {United Kingdom) accepting the
sugégstion made by the representative of the United States
proposed a vote on paragraph 4 to read as follows: "also
invites the Speclalized Agencies -to 1nform any Specilal
Committee which the General Assembly may appoint of the
progress of any work undertaken by them which includes within
its scope social, economic and educational conditions
affecting Non-Self-Governing Territories!,

Decigsions: Paragraph 4 in this form was adopted by
1% votes to none with 1 abstention,

Paragraph 5 was adopted without vote,

Decision: Draft Resolution IV as a whole, as amended,
vas adopted by 14 votes to none with 1 abstention.

The meeting rose at 1,40 p,m.

J————





