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statenent leaving open the question of the establishnent

-conplaint that sono IJ.ombors read too i:luch into ell.:.:.) Gel' XI

. functions wider, but evon technique s could not be perfected

Not only \VCl"O th3 COl:1nittee ls

He could not accept the United

The question would have to be

He disagreed with the point of view

Regarding the Now Zealand l'oprosentative1sin a single year~

cooplete its task next yea~Q

session would be the last c

of a Pernanent COl:l.t:1i t tee.

exanined next year~

Kingdon reprosentative t s prenise thn. t the Con::1i ttue was

rJorely concerned wi th questions of tE~chnique, and could

he saw a danger rather, in roaJin~ too little i~tG it.

of several of the Adninistering Powers, and their desire

to influence the General Assenbly so tha t m~xt year Is

Moreover, Resolution 144(11) had been adopted by an

overwhelming majority of the General Assembly.

He expressed gratification at the United Kiugdouls

acceptRnce of the tranm:lission of infc·:r::1.:'.t:!.:·)l::~~ :""L"'..:::l1.'1 rights

even under Part 11 of the Standard Form.

He had not pressed his suggestions.rogarding an elabor­

a tion or i'1l11nedia t,e revision of .the El tandard FO'.'[l bGcau.se he

had agreod to the Secretariatls b~inging the COI:nitteels

suggestions to the notice of thG Adninistering powers, and,

P-!.§±:,t Resolutions I to~Y.J12.ocl~pent Jij.1L~Ll'Lo..::L2).

Mr. RAO (India) as a [lenber of the Drafting Sub....

Conni ttee had been party to the conpro:".1ises rost~lting in

the Draft Resolutions. He had agre0u to the 1949 session

of the Special COlJDi ttee Ilwi thout pre judice 8. s to the

future ll although he had been a strong advocate of a

Permanent C01:UJi ttee and would have preferred an explicit
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because he had counted on the Adninistering Powers' good

sense in furnishing inforoation on at least Sub-paragraphs

A, B, C of Part I and on hunan rights, A!"ter the

suggestions of the Specialized Agencies had been received

the standard Form would have to be reviewed and if

necessary revised~

Regarding collaboration with Specialized Agenoies,

he referred to Docw~ent A/AC~17/w.4, page 11, and to

the section on Housing Standards which confirmed 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 COflQission in the sane sense, and to

the work of the Sub-ColJ.l:.1ission on Economic Development

in respect of under-developed countries, including Trust

and Non-Self-Gbverning Territories~ Regarding Docw~ent

A/AC~17/W.4/Add.l, page 2, he invited the COOL1ittee l s

attention to the fact that the Econoaic and 'Social Council

had called upon the Statistical CoruJission to furnish, as

a natter of ur~ency, statistical data regarding under­

developed countries 0 These exaoples met tho point Dade

several tines by representatives of the Adninistering

Powers, that it was undesirable· to focus attention

exclusively on the problems of Non-self-Gover~ing

Territories~ Through this Cor.~littee information on such

probleos in Non-Self-Governing Territories would be provided

and the sUbjects would be studied at other meet~ngs where

distinctions between territories and countries could be

gradually obliterated q He had suggested·that the Specialized

Agencies conduct sanple surveys in Non-Self-Governing

Territories, but had withdrawn his proposal as·it had found

no support in the Drafting SUb-COl:1E1ittee 0



future Co~nittee should be of a tenporary nature was in
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The present Comoittee

The suggestion that a

The functions of the COlillJittee were

contradiction to Resolution 146(11).

could not reconsider a General ASSGobly Resolution, and,

mention of :the establishment of another Committee for only

one· more year prejudiced its f~ture and diminished the

significance of Article 73.

The CHAIRMAN asked tha t the Soviet Union representative1g

arJendments be consic1:ered first (A/AC.17/l5).

, Mr. GARREAU (France) ,regarded the Sovie t union

representative's amendments as outside the COl:li:lit.tee 1 s

competence,

interpreted as purely technical.

official s·ources.

The' CHAIRMAN considered the first Soviet am.endment within

the competence of the CotU'J1 ttee, since under RGso1ution l46(II),

the Committee was 'entitled to make recowJendations of a

substantive nature, He ruled t~e Soviet representative1s

second, third and fourth amendments·as outside the

competence of the Comnittee.

Mr, FLE~HER-COOKE (United Kingdo~) without wishing to

challenge. the Chairman f sru1ing, pointed to Resolution l46(II)

which specified. th~t substantive recor1QG~datioris should apply

Mr. KULAGENKOV (USSR) resarJed the Draft Resolutions as

. interpreting both Chapter XI and the functions of, this

Conmlittee in a restrictivG sense, The Soviet Delegation!s

view was that this COl~nittee was to assist the Adninistering'

Powers' ·in fulfilling their Charter obligations, The Draft

Resolutions excluded infornation regardin~~ the development of

self~governing institutions and the participation on the part

of the population in these institutions in Non...Se1f-Govel'n1ng

Tel'l'itories •. The sources of information remained limited to



to functional fields generally,
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By functional fields he under-

tt

t of

stood the Resolution to DGan those specified in Article 73 e,

which did not include political information.

The CHAIRMAN said that, iIiterpreting Resolutions 1\·;): (11)

ard 146.c£r) in 0. broad sonse, he. felt the Committee was .competent

to deal w~th tho first Soviet anendnent.

Mr~ KULAGENKOV (USSR) agreed .wi th the, Chairl:mn l s ruling

regarding his first amendment 9 Resolution l44(II) encouraged the

Administering Powers to transmit political information, and Iteo 7

on the Agonda had put the C0~~ittee in a position to discuss the

transnission of such informa~ion. The amendnent was therefore

:l'tb,in

6 (lU\

wi thin the competence of the COl:J.L1i ttee, since it suggested a change

froQ the voluntary to the conpulsory transnission of such

inforoation.

M~. GARREAU (France) invoking Rule 110 ~oved that the

Conoittee vote on the inadQissibility of the Soviet Represent-

a tiVG t S anendoents.

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

separately.
Mro GERIG (Uhited States) felt that neither the C1:1.'1.:'t~:l' nol'

. Resolution 144(11) could be in~erpreted to'nean that the trans~

IJisJion of 'political information was obligatory, The United state;

Goverm~ent had transnitted such info~Jation voluntarily.

He had expected sone consideration to be given to the sumnari,

of that information. However, Resolution 144(11) regarded the

transnission of this information as'· within the'spirit, not the
,

letter of the Cbarter" To oake this transr:J.ssion obliga tory, the

General Assembly would have to a~end the Chartex t

Mro NASR (Egypt) felt it was unfair to rule any amendment out

''::If order since there -were obviously two points of view represented,

in the Conu:littee, interpretin,g the Oharter in different wayso.



Mr. GARREAU (Franee) stated' that he had asked for

a vote on the competence of the Committee as a matter of

principle, but withdrew his motion of inadmissibility~

Mr. HYCKMANS (Belgium) ih vie\{ of the French

representative's withdrawal, submitted a motion of

inadmissibility of the Soviet amendments.

Mr. RAG (India) regarding the substance of th~

first Soviet amendment, pointed 'out that the Cormnittee

could not avoid the restrictions imposed under Article 73 e,

as well as under Resolutions 142 (II) and 144( 11) which

merely recommended the voluntary transmission' of political

information.

of France had on a number of occasions wished to

was also clear on this point.

, ,

All othergovernment in Non-Self·,Governing Territories.

Mr. R~ID (New Zealand) wished to make it clear

that if the Fr8nch representative's motion were acted

upon, the Committee would vote on the admissibility of

the amendments, not'the substance.

considerations were subordinate to transforming colonies

lnto independent countries. The French representative's

interpretatio~ therefore ir~lied an'e~asion of the

functions of the Committee.

,
view, was to assist in the implementation of the Charter.

Article 73 emphasised the encouragement of self-

A/AC~17/SR.16
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Mr. KULAGEID<OV (USSR) said that the representative

restrict the functions of the Committ(g which~ in hts

Mr. GARREAU (France) regarded Article 73 e as

Bxplicit and not subject to interpretation. Information

'of a political character had been :ormally excluded.

Resolut:1.on 144(11) only referred to the voluntary

transmission of political information. Resolution 146(11)
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The Committee voted on the admissibility of the

Soviet representative's amendments.
_

D_§l_~ision: T11e }"" t d t___ ;~rs amen men was rajected 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 rajdcted as

inadmissible by 13 votes to 2.

;Q§.£..:id.i,ol1: The fourth amendment was rejected a.s

inadmissible by 12 votes to 2.

The CHAIRMAN asked for consideration of Draft

Resolution I with the appropriate amendments (Document

AIAC • l 7/VJ •14) .

Mr. STOPPELAAR (Netherlands) stated that his

erOV t:Jl'llll1ent would do everything possible to transmit the

information within six i:::Ontbs of the end of th9

8.dmi;~.strative, year ~ but he could not promise that thie

\Arould be possib18 especially in view of the suggestion

regarding fuller information in some categories.

Paragraphs 1 and 2 of Draft TIosolution I wer8

adopted without vote.

QQ.l21..Bi9.D~ Paragraph 3 '1J8S adopted by 14 votJS to

none with 1 abs~entiont

Decisionz Paragraph'4(a) was adopted by 14 votes to

The SECRETARY in reply to the repres(;mtative of

Belgium
j

whether it 1/J~JS necessary for the Governments to

furni.sh s tatis ti~8.1 data for the two provioUs years,

pointed out that par~graph It(b) contQined instructions

to the Secretary-General, who would use data already

supplied.



to 1.

meaningful 311d ha would havG to vote agai~lst it.

replaced by the word llpoli tical", otlwrwis 2 it was not

This p':lrt wasto the word "analyses ll end of line 9.

IVlr. FLETCID!lR-COOKE (United Kingdom) suggGstGd that,

while he would still he-ve to vote against this part of

Paragraph 6, the words "which do no c provide gen0ral

information" be l'eplaced by "which hL'.vO not hil:;horto pro­

vided general informa tion~' •

"which do not provide genGral informrtion fOl'P.1ing the

optional category of the Standard F'arm'! the Yrord.s "those who

do not furnis'j information Ull.dGl' tho Stnndard Form,Po.rtI,D II

Mr. RAO (India) pointad out the. t thJ Drafting Sub­

Committee had merely adopted th~ terminology of the

Sts'ndard Form.

Mr. GARREAU (France) wishad to substitute for

"general" in the second line of pnrt 2 of p3.ragraph 6, be

to none with 3 abstentions.

Paragraph 5 was adopt3d without vote.

Paragraph 6 ~ at the request of tha 'Lhd tz:d Kingdom

representative was voted upon in two Pz.uts ~ th3 first part

Decision: Paragraph 4( c) was adopted bJ" 11 votes

Mr. ICULAGEJlJKOV (USSR) found pa.rneraph 'l-(b) unaccept_

able as it contradicted A~ticle 73 and tha functions of

adopted without vote.

Mr. RYCKNitNS (Belgium) asked th~lt th,J "'lord

the Committee o

Q@..Q1-.§ioJ1: Paragr?ph l~(b) was o.dopt0d l)y ILl- votes

A/AC.17/SR,16
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pecisi.sm: The second part of parngr'aph 6 as orally

amended by Mr. Fletcher-Cooke was adopted. by 11 votes to 2,

with 2 abstentions.

Hr. FLETCHER-COOKE (United Kj.ngdom) wishGd to call C

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

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium) having voted against the

second part of paragraph 6, since he could not agree to

the text as it stood, stated-that he would recommend to

his Government to furnish information o~ the geography,

history and people of the Belgian Congo.

Mr. RAO (India) regarding the schedule attached to

Draft Resolution I asked the Administering Powers after

advising the Secretary-General of the date of transJnisslon

also asked them to notify the Secretary-General of the raa­

son for the withdrawal of any territory from the list of

those on which they had previously transmitted information.

Mr. FLETCHER-COOKE (United Kingdom) agreed to the

t
of information to continue to comply with this 'date. He

who

- Dtl_ , I

Ly

2

Indian representative's suggestion, provided that this did

not preclude any possible change in the administrative

year should such a change become necessary.

Decision: Resolution I as amended was adopted by

l~ votes to 1 with no abstentions.

Resolution 11

Mr. KULAGENKOV (USSR) said that paragraph 1 providing

for the temporary character of the Committee was not within

the competence of the Committee; since Resolution 146(11)

set no time limit on the existence of the Committee. He

moved thnt ·Resolution 11 was outside the competence of the

Committee.

Decision: The Soviet motion regarding the

, in~~missibility of Draft Resolution 11 was rejected by

1 vote to 11 with 2 abstentions.

Mr. GUTIERREZ (Colombia) stated that he' had voted

for the admissibility of Draft Resolution 11 for the

L
purpose of harmon¥. However, Colombia, and all Latin



larger markets.

Committee could nake a recoJ:1f:1endntion to the G@neral

Governing Territories influenced the econony of independent

It should not

The' prosperity of Non-Self-

The cost of a Special Cor~ilittee would

It seened basic for all Latin J~ericn that theAssembly.

living in thes~ territories.

Assembly involving expenditure without-a stateoent regarding

Mr. BENSON (Secretary) stated that under Rule 142 no

factured goods produced in other countries would find

standard of living, and to increase the purchasing power of

peoples in Non-Self-Governing Territories, so that n8nu-

one month b0fore each regular session of tha General

countries. Energetic measures were ncoded to inprove the

American countries, had a vital intarest in the permanent

continuation of a Committee of this kind to meet at least

existence of a body examining the reports and activities

of the Administering Powers be assured, the int~rests of

Non-Self-Governing Territories watched, and action taken

whic.h wo~ld lead to the improvement of the standard of

such expenditure.

A/.AC.17/SR.16
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be $lO?500, provision for which had been @ade in the

Secretary-GeneralIs proposed bUdget.

Mr. RYCK}U~N8 (Belgium) asked for clarific~tion on

the a~endment proposed by the representative of Nicaragua.

Mr. LIFSCHITZ (Nicaragua) assooiating himself with

the remarks made by the representative of Colombia,

pointed out that Resolution 11 paragraph 1 had scorned vague

in its wording and needed aQplification.

be left to the discretion of Members whether or not they

continued to transmit inforoation. Moreover
5

new Members

administering Non-Self-Governing Territories might join

United Nations. He wished to add to his ·aoendnent after

the words "Non-Self-Governing Terrj.tories", the ,>lords "as



Lt
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referred to in Chapter XI".

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium) felt that the implications

of this amendment were fnr renching. The Committee would

in such a.' cas e include the Union of South Africa, since

South West Africa 'was not independent. The anendment also

implied a defini tion of the term "Non-Self-Governing

Territory" which would involve the Committee and the

General As sembly in difficult discus-sions.

Mr. GARREi1.U (France)' supporting the representative

of Belgium~ pointed out that the Powers t!'LLnsmitting

inf'ormation had voluntarily declared themsel~es to be

Powers 'adQinistering Non-Self-Governing Territories.

Other Administering Powers had not done so and were not

present. It would be ilJ.lpossible for the United Nations to

defino the term IINon-Self ..Governi!lg Territories ll
•

A number of suggestions for clarifying the existing

wording were r!lade by Mr. GERIG (United states) and Mr.

FORSYTH (Australia) and were accepted by Mr. LIFSCHITZ

(Nicaragua).

The anendrl1ent was accordingly );Jodified to read:

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

Special Committee sinilar to that of this year, should be

consti tuted to meet in 1949, conposed of all the

MenbGrs of the United Nations which have hitherto

transni tted infornation in accordance with Article 73 e) I

and of an equal nuaber of 'oth~r Mel;lbers elected by the

Fourth Cor.nni ttee on behalf of the General Assembly, on as

wide £I. geographical basis as possible. 11

Decis ion:' The Nicaragu~n amendment thus amended'
=-"'-=--=.-

was adopted by 6 votes to4 with 4 abstentions.



none~

The first part to the words "Specialized

Agencies 'l in line 5, the second part to the words Ilmay deem

fi t ll in line 7? and the third part to the end of the paragraph.

Decisioq: The first part of paragraph 2 was adopted

by 14 votes to l~

~lL1£-~: The second part of paragraph 2 was adopted

by 13 votes to none with 2 abstentions.

~ci~~= The thir~ part of paragraph 2 was adopted

by 11 votes co 1 with 3 abstenfiions.

Deci.glon: Paragraph 2 as a whole was adopted by 1.1

votes to 1 with three abstentions.

Paragraphs 3 and 4 were adopted without vote.

Q~ct.tl..O!1: Resolution 11 as a wh'ole, and as amended,

was adopted by 11 votes to 1 with 3 abstentions~

ResolutioQ _Ill

Paragraph 1 was voted upon in two parts.

Decis·t<m= Paragraph lea) was adopted by 15 votes to

three parts·.

Decis~~: Paragraph 1 of Draft Resolution 11, as

amended, was adopted by 14 votes to 1.

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

attention to his remarks made at the fifteenth meeting

regarding the phrase Il wi thout prejudice as to the future'l;

Paragraph 2 of' Draft Hesolution 11 was voted. upon in

1l§'9j~,$J...Q.Q: Paragraph l(b) was adopted by 13 votes to

none with 1 abstention~

Mr. KULAGENKOV (Union of Soviet SociaJ tst RepUblics)

had no objection to paragraph 2 but had not yet obtained

sufficient information regarding the technical assistance

mentioned, and would thfdl'ei'ore abstain from voting on this

Resolution as a whole.

A/AC.17/SR.16
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:ragrapt,

'De~sion: Draft Resolution III was adopted as a

whole by 14 votes to none with 1 abstention.

Draft Resolution IV--"- -.-
pe~i§lQn: Paragraph i as amended by the United

Kingdom was adopted by 14 votes to none with 1 abstention.

~aragraph 2 w~s adopted without vote.

Mr. GARREAU (France) p~oposed in paragraphs 3 and 4

to provi<~>~ for examination by the seCI'etar1at's of the

specialized agencies.

Mr. BENSON (Secretary) pointed out that the purposes

of paragraphs 3 and 4 differed from paragraph 2. The

specialized agencies might consider revision of.the Standard

Form of sufficient importance to refer it to a body other

than the secretariats. The amendment might have a restrictive

influence upon the specialized agencies. Moreover, co..

Paragraph 3 as originally proposed was

p~ed
operation should be between the Organizations as a whole~

In the Bub··Commit,tee an opposite amendment had been moved,

referring matters to the competent bodies of the specialized

agencies, but had bee~ rejected as too r~s~rictive.

Mr. CORTESAO (UNESCO) stated that the Secretariat of

'UNF~SCO -vlas in the same position as the United Nations

Secretariat, enti tIed to sUbnii t comments to the Cqmmittee
, ' -

without reference to' a higher authority~

Decision: The amendment by the french representative
.......----._~

was rejected by 1 vote to 9 with 5 abstentions.

Decision:,....................--......,.........

~~o~~ad by 14 vot~s to none with 1 abstention~

Mr. FLETCHER... COOKE (United Kingdom) had suggested

previously tho.t paragraph 4 was unnecessary since the

spec; q'l:i. zed agencies l31J.bmittedreports to the General .AssemblY

Sj.nce he did not, know whether such action wouldin uny case;



'.
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It was important for the Committee

For the purposes of this Conmittee

to be informed regarding the speci~lized agencies' work,

since work undertaken in an independent country might

benefit non-self-governing territories similarly situated:

However, the specialized agencies submitted reports in any

case, and ip virtue of Resolution II! paragraph 4 of this

Resolution was superfluous,

Mr, BENSON (Secretary) stated that under the Charter

and the agreements between the United Nations and the

specialized agencies data were supplied through the Economic

and 'Social Council.

cover the Special Committee for 1949, he had submitted an

amendment to this paragraph.

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium) could not agree to the United

Kingdom amendm~nt since it distinguished between the

specializea agen~~~st work in non~self~governing and
.l • •

independent cOUntrieg; He suggested instead that the words
,

in lines 5 and 6 of paragraph 4 "in Non-Self-Governing

such data, however, were less up to date than desirable;

The paper.prepared by the ILO for the Committee was Bore up

t~ date and more conveniently organised in relation to

matters of interest to this Co~ittee than data supplied

through the Economic and Social Council.

Mr. FORSYTH (Australia) asked for the deletion of

paragraph 4 since its substance was covered in Resolution I,

. .
Territories" be deleted.

paragraph 3, Resolution II, paragraph 2 and Draft Resolution

IV, paragraph 2.

Mr. KULAGENKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist. RepubliCS)

favoured the retention of paragraph 4;
. .

Mr. FLETCHER-COOlffi (United Kingdom) for~ally.noved

the o~ission'of paragraph 4~

I

i

: I
i.
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Decision: The United Kingdomts motion was rejected

by 5 votes to 7 with 3 abstentions~

Mr. RYCI~ffiNS (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 (Colombia) opposed the Belgian

representative's 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

principle of paragraph 4 was covered in Resolution III

paragraph 1(£1).

Mr. BENSON (Secretary) in answer to questions by the

Rapporteur and the representative of New Zealand, pointed

out that the present text invited the specialized agencies,

rather than the Secretary-General of the United Nations,

so as to avoid duplication.

Mr. FLETCHER-COOI<E (United Kingdom) accepting the
\

suggestion made by the representative. of the United States
\

proposed a vote on pal'agraph l.t to read as follows: "also

invites the Specialized Agencies ·to inform any Special

Crnnmittee 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 11.

)
Decision: Paragraph 4 in this form was adopted by

14 votes to none with 1 abstention~

Paragraph 5 was adopted without vote.

Decision: Draft Resolution IV as a whole, as amended,-
was adopted 1jy 14- votes to none with 1 abstention;

The meeting rose at 1,'40 p~m.




