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ITEM 5 OF TEE AGENDA: (c). EDUCATIONAL CONDITIONS (A/AC.28/Vl.l'2) A/AC.2.8/vL13,

A/AC.28/W.15)(discussion continued)

Mr. STOLK (Venezuela) recalled that at the previous meeting 80me

representatives had ~uestioned both. the Committee's competence to adopt the

kind of resolution submitted to ·it. by the Drafting Sub ..Committee and the

General Assembly's oompetenoe to make reoommendations to the administering

Powers.

On the first point, Mr. Stolk remarked that the provisions of the draft

resolution in ~uestion were in confo:l"m1ty with the Committee's terms of

reference as defined in paragraph 2. of Resolution 219 (Ill). There was

consequently no doubt that the Committee was entitled to examine and. adopt

the text submitted by the Sub"OOlllm1ttee. Rightly or wrongly, the General

Assembly had in fact given the Committee a certain task it was bound to
carry out.

Regarding the second point) Mr. Stolk referred to Article 2, paragraph 7,
of the Oharter which stated that "Nothing contained in the present Charter

shall authorize the United Nations to intervene in matters which are

essentially "Tithin the domestic jurit:)diction of any state". The question

therefore was clearly to define the scope of the "Tords Ifd.omestic

jurisdiction" and "intervene".

The deCisions of the International Court of Justice seemed to imply

that as the Powers responsible for the administration of Non"'lSelfooGoverning

Territories had assumed certain specifio obligations in respect of those

territories, under 'Article 73 of the Oharter) they were not justified. in

maintaining that the SUb-Committee's recommendations pertained to a question

Which was essentially Within their domestic jurisdiction.

As regards the word· Ir intervens It, lilr. sto1l\: reoalled that from the

d.iscussione at San Francisco it appeared that recommend.ations drafted in

general terms and not addressed to allY country in pa;t'ticuleJ:' did not

oonstitute intervention in domestic matters.

ftiIr. GERIG

r
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Mr. GERIG (United States of' Amerioa) ,st.ated that his dele­

gation \'laB in the main inclined to share Mr. Stolk's vie'I'T on the legal

aspect of the question. On the practical aspect of the problem, he

agreed "iiith Hr. Dyolonans that discrilllination, the use of languages in

schoolS, illiteracy and a number of other questions examj.ned by the

COnnnittee \Vere matters wh:i.ch did not concern only Non~Self-GovcrninG

Territories. Adoption of the Sub -Conn:uittee draft reoolution, hOireYs!',

might induce othor tini ted. Na'eione o:1:'-3ans to sxamine those problems on

a world-wide plane. IIe the11 efore felt that the Oommi t'tes should oon-

t:inue to oonsicler the text and the proposed amendments thereto, especially

as the ,draft resolution inlpos~d no 0bligation on the POi'TerS res]!onsil)le

t'or the adUlinistration of Non-Self'-Gove:minG TeJ:Titor:i,es.

Mr. GAJ":ffiEAU (France) apl)roved the explanations of l\1r. Stolli:

and Mr. GeJ:'ig, but \.,rishedto stress that Al'.'c.icle 73 of the Oharter

cons"cituted merely a moral commitment by' the Powers concerned, and that

the Charter :provided no:penalties to ensure respect. for that commitment.

In. accordance With the spirit of that same Charter} the General Asselubly

'las entitled to}c~ep itself informed of the achievements resu~ting from

t.hat commitment. As for the S:pecial Co:n:nnittee, it 'Was emp0l'rered uncler

i t8 tems of reference -to offer reoormnendations on~ teclmical questions.

The t vTaS ,.,rlJy the French delegation had never op]!osed the subs'tancs of

the Egyptian proposal. As the Sub ~Committee had succeeded in removing

the ,cLrafting defects to which he had obJectod} he CQuld eive the Sub­

CornrlUttee I s draft resolution his u..n.qualified SUlJ:port.

The French delegation, however, had pro:posed two modifications in

the text for 'che sole lJl.lrpOee of malcincr it more accoJ?tab le to the 1'epr,e·

sentatives of the United Kinedom anJ. Belgium. . If those two l:'epresentativEls

could not ucceJ?t the text as amended} Nr. Garreau would be rreparecl 'to

'-Ti thClra"T his sUl3gel3tions.

:Mr. l)'LETCJIELIi -COOTeE (Uhited Kin3dom) reoognized. t,he Commit'bee I El
,

right to aclopt resolutions on technical quest.ions, but objectecL to any

iln~lied directives or instructions to the Power~ in the resolutions.

The fi1:'ot part of the Sub -comntittee text had prec;isely tho.t flhortcoming,

and the atllOnd)31ent proposed by the FJ.oench representative did not alter

:it.

.As regards the second part of the draft resolution, he woulO, not

ob ject to it proYided the words "in colla'boration with the .Administering

Members" were cleletec1., as Hr. Garreau pro:posed.

IAfter



Tho CIIAInl'lAN Eillno:m.cotl t:.r. t in c.cci.}rdance '11th the Australian

/Fir. IIOOD

:S\)l~ hin l'1.1rt J ho ,wuld. ;prefer the

The CII.I\J:ill.1A11 :put to tho vote the liBSR amendment .. to delete the '

second sentence of the ascond resolution.

The amendment was rejected l)y 12 votes to 1;.-

The CRAm·lAU put the f1rot resolution) no 3L'lcnded, to the vote,

The resolution '''0.0 adopted bi>' 2 vows to 2 1 lrith 4 abntontiol1S.

NI'. FLEI'CllEE-COOlill (Uniteu :::i~1,>{loa) 3,.71);:13(1 ''I'hotihor the Snb­

Committee 1B draft resolution 'WU:::l to ho Yoted en b:t plrts or divided into

Tho CIl/I.m,l/\N Iiut to the votu the BelGian amondmont, to invito

UNIDCO to undertake a General study oi' tho uoo of lan.;u8.C;os ",h10h were

not wiclosJ?reaQ. as lan[,'UCJ.t30S of instruction.

There bein:; 4 votes in favour,onc'L 4 ano. inst , tho l)rO;poce.l was no!'
adopted,

repreeentative IS raqtl.eat ut the !ll"c;;o:J.n:,; moetin:;, hu lwuld put the ttvo

];'arts of 'the text to the vote U81:£l.!-atoly,

The CIIAIRt1/\.H Ilut the 'luec'",ion tu ti:o votJ_

It. 'Has clecidet"1. r by l~ votes t.020uo! t.:.a t, the ,Jl!l-.-COllll;littoe fa toxt

~d be d1vid.ed in~ two sepnrutu r\l!:l;)l~ttlo:t;,;lone to cont<J.1n the

first J.!:rt and the other the aocent :,;,u't 0:" th'J ~~ub ~Cornmittoo I s resolution.

two sO:f)8rate draft resolu.tions.

latter COl.U~80.

Tho CHA.JIQllAN put to the yote tho iJn1tod Stuto::! l'J:l.ondnlent to the

first r;-art, r61JlacinC thowords lltuke the necessary steps" by the phrase:

Ittake" Where necessary) ate:po ••• 1J

The amendmont '168 ad-opted by 14 votes to 1.

After a brief cUscussion in which ::::'. LfJa::G, 111'" RYCI{W\NS,

Mr. GARREAU, t·1r. TIElI-T'3IHG 1..I flIlCl H:", ,::a:I'l/.. n.\O too:;: F'rt, the reDre­

sGl1tatlves of France ancl India 'fithdl'O\{ thoir nmenc1.J.oncs to the ih'st

rart of the dl'aft l'osolutio:.l. Inacltt1 tion, Hr. Garreau '''i tlldrelT his

:vroIlosed amend1"tJ.ent to the secantt ral't :md statod tha.t hJ '''\Jltld vote for

the New' Zealan(1. amendment,

A/AC.28/sn II
Pace 4
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Mr. HOtD (Australia) \'Tithd.'r'6W his am~ndment, adding the

follm·ring phrase to the third paragraph: "and with eventual reference

to the Economic and Social C01.lncilll •

The CHAIRMAN pu.t to the vote the New Zealand amendment,

supporled by France, to delete the words "in collaboration with the

Administering Members" and. to add the following final paragraph:

11 expresses the hope tha.t, in a,ocol~dance with the oblie;ation accepted.

under Article 73 (d) of the Charier, the Administering Members will

collaborate With UNESCO in the conduct of such a stUdy."

~4New~e!!atid am~eD;t wa? adoI1~ed. bl 9 vo~es to noneI~

2 abst.entions._.
The CHA.IEMAN :put to the 'Vote the United states amendment,

to add to the third paragraph the words: "taking acoount in such a

stUdy of the experience of other states in this matter."

T.be amendme~t was adopted. b¥ 11 votes to ~ne~ wlth one a.bst~mtlon.

Mr. SOLDATOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) requested

that the first sentence of the seoond resolution shOUld be put to the

vote separately.

~~ntence was" adoR~.~d. br tl~.. !2!~~ to~

The OHAIPMAN :put to the vote the last two paragre,phs of the

Second resolution.

~he two ,:pa~ap"hs w~::e ad?~ted 21_.l§ vot~~ to npne~ .w~th 2'.

abstentions.

The CBAIP~ put the second. resolution as a whole to the vote.

The second resolution as a whole was ~dopted by 12 vot~s to 2,
-..,.-. 1.,;1$ ~,~ ; J ....-

with ~t1.e ab,stention.

Mr. RYCI~1S (Belgium) explained that he had voted against the

resolution because he considered it unreasonable and inconsistent to

invit e UNESCO to undertake a stu.dy of a worldwide problem in the Non-

Self...QO\ erning Territories.

/The CHAIRMAN
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The CHAIRMAN thought that th~ amendment Ilroposed by the United

Q.L t"'s had, been a.esi!~med to meet that objection•..:;I I.a. '" _

Mr. FlJl~TOBFJZ·COOICE (Un:lted. Kingd.om) wholeheartedly SUPI'lOrted

the Belgian representative. Hith rGgax'd to the United States amandmen~)

he thouGht ·that a similar clause should haYe been included in the first

resolu:l:;1on,

111'. COm~SAO (Ur~1ted N~tiot1S Eduoational J Soientific and

CUltural Or£\aniz13:l:d.on) 'aeeUJ:'ed the rspreslr,l:ntativ6S of the United Kingdom

and Belgium that he would convey the:l..r VlIJH'lS to the Director-General of
his organization.

Dl·a1i.~2J:3.lti5Jt.LS];D2r!lit~by .:Ehu~~t.9.~Jl.~~bl.i2...concel"nin~ th£
eruc1Jcation of i).;titerastJAL4Q,&8LF.t,lli

Hr. cle ,MAl101ITG]\TA. (Dominican Re'public) \vished to replace para-

Gl'aph (c) of h:i.8 original text by the following:

"( c) to recommend that the Secl'ete.ry-Generf.l.l collabox:ate \-1i th

~msco in any necessary stllilie~ on the basis of the infOl1llation

transm1.tted under Article 73 (8), of any relevant sU1J:Plemental~J'

j.nfo:t'!llation and of any relevEUlt studies l..lIldertaken by the

Tl'usteeship C01..111c:l.1 \'Ti th regB,rd. to Trust Territorj,es ,"

Re pointed out that his propof.!al was at a general nature, that it

aeult With technical matters, and that it was therefore entirely in

a.ccordance \-rith the Conunittee IS teX'tna of reference.

HOr80Vel" J it proposed no immediate mes,Sure and imposed. no obliga.tion

on the POI-rars responsible. for Non~Self.Govel"n.j,ngTer~itories. Its object

W8.El simply that UnESOO should ms,ke a preliminary stud.y J i'Tith a view' to

a large-BCale camJ/aiGn against ill:l.teracy, end dra\.... 1..11) a plan of action
to that suo.•

Hr. GEInG (United States of J\merica) proposed the addition of
a paragraph (d), as follows:

"( r') to inVite MscO to take into account in such a, study the

experience ol' othsi:' States in 'b):lis tl'l..a.tte!,."

/Mr, de. MARCl:IEJITA
. .
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t4r, GAHm:A.U, ~]::ance) asked the representative 'of the Dominican

Republic to explain what,:he meant by a plan of'act'ion.

I ,

,..:'.

"
• ~ 4 •

. ',' - .... ~ ,:.

, Mr. SToLK (V6ne~uela) supported: Mr.. do MarChena IS pr9PosaL

ITe ,. thought, however, that it'shoui!i' be shown more cloarly to' whom the plan

of action indicated in sub-pera'graph (a) was to be, addressed;· wl;l.ether to

the General Assembly, to the powers responsible for the Non-Self-QPverning

terri~,ories, ~r to the General Assembly' for transmiEiSiOl'l to those :powers.

R~ also ];ll;'oposed that the' weird' "red.uce". in paragrallh (a) sho\l.ld be

ch.anged. to' "suppres'sH,' '" . .'",
... '.-

Mr. QARBEAU (:F.rence) said tll~t t116 Dominican Repu.bli
c

draft

resolution differed intrinsically from the two resolutions just adopted

by the Committee, Though he agreed 'With the substance of it, he could

not accept.it as it stood.

Ylr ," de MARCHENA (Dominican :Re~blic) gave El short summary of

his owtlcountry' s experience in the matte:t'. The Dominican Republic

h.ad. b~mefited .'1"~om the advice of 'a te8m' ot' Chilean professors. It would,

in turn, be read.y to :put 'technical advisers at ,the disposal of any country

anx.ious C to 'pr~fit' bY: its' e'xperience .' , "

Mr. Gi\,RREAU (F.rance) ~sked 'the': representat'1v6,'of the Dominican
" '

Repuel,to whether the tight against iliitere'cy in each I\on..Self-Goveming
..- ~. '. .
t~r~~~o~~ wa~,to ee carried out With' the ass1stance at foreign ,teams or

,dth local personnel.

Mr. de MARC!IENA (Dominj,can' Republi~) explaine'd that the plah he

had in mind should provide the Comrn:Lttee with 'material on which 'to '

tormulate El reeolution on the mattei< The plan :might also be based on

information cor.c01'nil"J-B t.he tiGht agaj,ns't illiteracy which UNESCO" might:

request £rom M~m~8r states generally,
",

Mr. de Ma:C0hena cited the rerw:.:d:a":JJ.e ,'plan of maS8 education dra'WU

u.p and. carried. OQt in Mexico u.ncler'the direc'tion of Mr, TorrEtS BOOet;

,:t:ol"Il1erly Minist~r of Ji:du.cat5.on ano. now Director-General of UNESCO. It

haa. had ~plendid results and might."be followed in seyeral'countriee,

Mr. de Jy!ARCHENA (Dominican Republic) agreed to include that

paragraph in 1.lis draft" resolu.tion,'
o.~ ~ ..'
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The execution of such a ~lan as that envisaged i~ the draft

resolution raised a question of looal administration, since the

Administering Authority would have in part to surrender ita sovereigntr

over the territory concerned in favour of the specialized agency

carrying out the plan. He did not consider that such a Bystem was

necessary, or even acceptable, in view of the fact that experts from the

Aruminiatering Authorities had already been investigating the ~ue8tion

of fighting illiteraoy in the various .Non-Sel.f-Governmg Territories

for a oonsiderable time.

For that reason he thought it would be better to postpone

consideration of the draft resolution in its current form" or to set

up a small committee to consider it.

MJ:'. RYCKMANS (Belgium) agreed with the French repressntative le

view. UNESCO was the most qUalit:ied body to U1\dertake a study of the

question. It might properly be asked to decide what were the moet

affective and least burdensome means of carrying out a useful campaign

against illiteracy, using the experiellce of certain countries in order

to avoid repeating mistakes of method. R~ therefore oOIlsidered that

the ~ropoaal in paragraph Ca) of the draft resolution was not opportune;

moreover / if UNESCO were to draw up a plan fo~ a particular territory

in aCCO~d.a.nca with that provision, it might find it impossible to carry

it out, 6 ince i te own statute did not allow it to take tmY pos·itive

action Without the approval of the Administering Authority conoerned.

He would gladly agree that UN.ESCO should be asked to make a

general study, and that all the Members of the United Nations should

then be invited to apply the methods which it reCOlDIlWnd.ed.

In general, therefore/ he end.0rsed the spirit of the draft

resolution under discussion/but could not accept th~ text as it stood.

Mr. SHIVJ\. RAO (India") said that reoently great effortlr' had

been made to stamp out illiteracy in India. In that oonnexion he

pointed out that a study centre wouJ.d. shortly be established in

New Ldlhl to deal With the question of education ilJ. the rural areas.



lIe thought that the fruits of those experiences) combined

with any observations UNESCO might have to offer, would be very useful

ana.. would help to so~ve the problom. He shared the Belgian

re-presentative I s point of view as to the advisability of pl'ofiting

from the eXIJerience of cert ... in countries. That ,TaS why he supported

the United States proposal to add a ne'l1 paragraph (d) to that effect

to, the Dominican Republic draft resolution •

.Mr .. FLETCIlliH·,COOIill (United, Kingdom) said that Hlitero.cy vas

0. problem to be found not on.l;)r in NOll~Self-Govern:l.ngTerritori.es but

a~so in'some sovereign State:s. Ro"reyer) it was obvious that the

Committee was not competent to invite UNESCO to undertake a study of the

question on a VTorld"wide basis, although 'that was the form in which

such a study would produce the best re S1,l.lt s • Nor was the Committee

competent to ask ID1ESCO to carry out a study limited to Non-Self-Governing

Territories. In any case such a resolution would be superfluous since

it, was UNESCO's purpose to study the probl€m.

The best solution would therefot'u be to ask UNESCO tc l~eep the

Nor~-Self-GoverningTerritories in mind' if it undertook a general study

at' illitoracy.

'Ro could not accept the draft rcaolution as it hod been presontod.

Nr. de M.l\RCHENA (Dominican Republic) felt that the French

representative's objections were not justified. Tho plan envisaged in the

dro.:f't resolution was for from be:i.ng carried out) and, besides, to ccrry

it out would require long and detailed stud,ies. Actually all that was

required waS tGl ask a spocio.li:zed agency to consider means of fighting

i~:Literacy in collaboration with the Powers concerned. Nor could there

bo any question. of a. world-wide .plan) since the Committee '110,8 not competent

to :fO;Y': iulato any such recommendation. Should the draft resolution be

adopted, any plan that UNESCO might drm-r up would have to be approved

by i:!ho General Assembly, which, in its turn, would roconunend its im];Jlo­

mentation to the various governments. Thereforo) there should bo no

fear of' Ul'!ESCO infringing upon sovereignty.

With rego.rd to the wording of his proposal, he would acoopt the

eup.endments s,uggested by the ropresentatives of Vonezuela and the ,United

StatEls of America.

The CHAIRMAN
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The CEAIRN(\11, apeakln.:~ ~~3 :re.r~N'.'JQnt.atlvoor tho United States
' ,

wondered whether ,.in the interest of the Non....3nlf...G:;>vc1"ninc Territories
)

the Committee could not reC)Il1OOm trc t.."le 00001'61 AtH:HJmbly that it

:propose a. otudy of the probletl on Et \lorl': ..'W'ldo h."llJio" 'rho General

AS8emb~ 'WaB in fact fully cOtlpetent to take suoh a stOll.

Mr'. STOL.X ('lenezu.eL'l) polntt1tl ~ut thnt the Generi'.l AeaembJJ

11ad given the Committee specific tC'r'l:.J ,:,f reference 1 limited to rion­

Self·Governine Territories.. lir. 0(f1"1.:'0 :-!"~r-()aal ..ront beyond the

11m1te of those tel""..lEI of re:fcrence. In ar.y case the General Assembly

would. ta}:e note of the Comnittee's '\t"Oport, which w~uld set forth the

'Viewpoints on the atlvantllcen ')f a atu3y on a "'iorld-;llde caale and

each delegation "WOuld be fracto rfll~e th.:~ question thero.

Mr. RYCill·'!i-\!'l$ (Be3...Giuo.) considered that, in view of the

importance in the Ibn..SeU..covernln,g Ten"t'i tOl"'iaa of certain :problems

which alao S,l'OS6 in cel'tain indaperdc41t States, the ColllDittee c'Juld

:pI'o:per~ recommend tbat the specialized acenoies oh'Juld study those

:problexns as such.

Hr. SOLDATOV (Union of doviet Socialist Republica) thought that

the representatives of the adm1niatorin( r~war6 showed. a lack of logic.

When the discussion touched on questions the no~l solution to which

minht run contral'1 to the interests of their covo:t'r.montD 1 they argued

the:t the Comm.ittee 'WaD not competent to de~l with them and make recom­

mendations to the General Assembly, 'Which in its turn would not be

competent to consider them. In other oircumstances , .8uch as the

cU!'rent instance 1 those same reprosent£'.tlVOB on the contrary argued

that the Co!lll:l1ttee 'lan competent t:J 'recommend mos-oureS affeotinG all

sovereiGn States Members of the United N.Ltiona. There was a ~ni-

fest contradiction "bat~.reen those t"n1 attltucles, \,lhich could only be

explained by the need to maintain an indefenofble D:lsition-

The USSR deleGation unreservedly cUPPo1"ted the princip.le of tl,6

Dominican Re:pu.blic 'a proposal, mmely, the neeHl to take atepa to

stanI}:l out illiteracy in the Tlon-Sel:f-Governinc Te:l:'1"'itories. It felt,

hO"iYever, that an important amendn:ont sh'Juld. be made to tIle proposed

text. The state of educa.tion in the UJn...seli'-C'tOvernins Territories waS
ha,d . t

due to the fact that the Powers responsible/m: all the necessarY

/ efforts
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efforts in the field. It wo\ud be a mistake to believe that the

situation was due to lack of a plan or method of solving the problem.

Consequently if the Committee adopted a resolution such as that s~b­

mitted by the Dominican Republic, it would give the interested Powers

an excuse for not taking concrete measures immediately on the pretext

that a study was under way and that a plan would have to be drawn up.

The C0mnittee should therefore malee effective recommendations and put

the Powers administering the Non-Self-Governing Territories Ul1der an

obligation to take the measures needed to stamp out illiteracy without

delay.

He hoped that the Dominican RepUblic proposal would be so amended

as to make it ef more practical use and better adapted to the immediate

interests of the populations of the Non-Self-Governing Territories.

Mr. CORTESAO (United Nations Educational) Scientific and

Cultm'al Organization) thought that he could answer the comments of

the representatives of France and the United Kingdom by drawing

attention to a resolution adopted by the Third General Conference of

UNESCO on 4 December 1948. Under the terms of that resolution UNESCO

would continue to collaborate with the United Nations and, through

the interested Powers, with the ~Tusteeship Territories and the

mcn-Self-Governing Territories. That showed that UNESCO would never

\Uldertalce any action 'Idthout previous agreement with the Powers

administering Non-Selt-Governing Territories.

He pointed out th~t the question of illiteracy was one of the

primary preoccupations of UNESCO. He was not in a position to define

the method 'cmmsco would take to carry out the task the General Assembly

might entrust to it if it should adopt the Dominican Republic proposal.

But he couJ,d. ~ssure the members of the Committee that UNESCO would

never take ;f~,1Y initiative not completely in conformity with the

resolution previously mentioned.

Mr. GARBEAU (France) quoted some press articles by

Mr. Torres Bodet, Director-General of UNESCO, which said that UNESCO

would make a special study of the question of illiteracy in the under-

developed countries and that a study of that subject would be

submitted to the uoxt Ge~ural Conference.

/ThUs UNESCO
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Thus UNJi~SCO was drawing 1.1P a. p1an to fight illitel'acy in" the under­

developed' countries, without limiting itself' to Non-Self-Governmg'

Territories. If UNESCO were asked to make a special study with regard

to Non-8(·,),f·'Governing Territories, it would seem that such a' study should

logically be a part of the general stl,.ldy lIDa,er way.

H~ unreservedly supported the 'substance of the Dominican Republic

'proposal. He objected to its wording only'b'ecause it should be brought
. ,

into Hne with realities} in either words it should take acc01.mt of the
, I

general plan of UNESCO to fight illiteracy in the under~developed count~ies

as a whole.

Mr. RymCMANS (Belgium) considered that the explanations given

by the ;epresentative of UNESCO made the 'Dominican. Republic proposal

unnecessary; the problem was being studied by UNESCO} in which all the

states members ~f the Committee were represented.

Mr. de MJl.ECIIImA (Domj,n1can Republic) asked whether the UNESCO

representative c01.11d explain ~'lhether the adoption of a' resolution' based

on the' DO~inican Republic propo~al would dupiicate or harm the work

already undertaken by UNEsco.

1:<11'. CORTESAO (Unit'ed' Net'ions Educational) Scientific' ana

C1.1ltural Orsanization) said that UNESCO WB.S studying a general problem.

Its work,would not therefore be hampered by the aaoption of the Dominican
i

RepUblic pro{?osal. \
.' j'

, .Mr. GAIrnEAU (France) pointed out that since UNESCO was interested

in the problem of ill i t~~acy in the under-develope'd count:r'ies} it 1'lould

necessarily doal with that question in Non-pelf~GoverningTerritories.

Nevertheless he saw no reason not to point out that the Committee was

interested in the problem of illiteracy in th~se terr1tories~ within'the"

framework of UNESCO t s study.

In answer to a ques~ion from. the 1:'epreseirtative of the Dominican

Repuplic, Mr. Garreau added that he would b~'hapl?Y to collaborate in

the a.rafting of a new proposal based. on the Dominican' proposal.

The OHAIBMAN suggested the estabiishmertt 'of a' 6ub-coll1Il1ittee
to dl"aft a ne,'l resolution.

/Mr. SOL.OATOV
,~ , ,
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Mr. SOI~ATOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) thought that,

in v1e1>r of :peat experience, it would be useless to he:ve recourse to

a SPBC:ial drafting sub-committee for that 'Particular ceEe, He f:lUggested

that the re"presenta~jives of the Dominican Rel;luhlic and France should

hold in:formal consultations to draft a joint pro-PQsel. Alternatively

. he suggested that a real drafting sub-committee should be established

to deal. with 8ll cases &16i08.




