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Jon~ DRAli'T RESOLUTION PRESENTED :ay ~BE DELEGATIONS OF VENEZUELA, CHINA,

EGYPr AND INDIA (A/AC;28f,i.19).

The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee to examine the three draft

~so~ut1on61 in the ordeJ:' in whieh they had bean presented, as well as '

the Belgi~n amendment to the United States draft resolution (A!AC .. 28/W.22).
:",

Mr. HOOD (Austre.l~) I .'c~:x.lng a suge;estion he had made at an

earliermeet~ng, proDosed t~ ~a t~~~~tee should ~ot take a vote on the

question of its future. Re i.l~ ~t it would be sufficient if the

different views exp::.~es~ed Ott ~. (jAAbJt1O,t were noted in the report to the

Gene)."al Assembly; in lloint Of' fa.0't it was the GeneJ.~al .Assembly which bad.

to take'a deoision on that que~tlonl not the Committee.

Hr. STOUt (VeD.ezuel&.) ~"C6i1 that in tl1e caae in point the .

.Corm.ni ttee should t~~,1r:e a vote, in VieW" of the importance of the question; .if

, the CC))lII)j.tte'3 w'ere to oC"nfin~ iteelf to e;iving an account in the report of

the different views ex.p:t"e~lsed. during the d.ebatea, the GeD;sral Assembly

might gain 8. faJ.ce itll.p::'128Sic,1. of the situation, since oertain members had

not stated their vi,ews c.;n thct.t l?a:l:'ticular q,uestion..

1'1r•. SEn1-'., Rl\.G (India). i'u].ly shared. the Venezuelan r-epres-entat1ve t a

,point of vii;lw. A vote on the 9,uestion would. have the advantaBe {)f ex:plain:!ns

the position to the General Aasem'bl~r.

Mr. GARREAU (Fral1ce) a.nnounced that he would. w;i.thd!'a~r, in .favour

of the BelGian amendlnent, the amendment which he had presented to the

United Sta.tes draft resolution at the l,?reced1ng meeting, to replaoe the

worc"l..s ,. for a three year periodfl by the words If for the period of one yeaI'll

in the first paragraph of the operative j,)art of the dre ft reeolu"tlon.

With regard to the Australianrepresentat~vetssuggestion, he felt

~hat it would be vrell to he.ar the views of the varioUS members of' the
.'

Comm:i.ttee before. proc,eeding to a. vote.

He would not be able to vote in favour of the Joint draft

reElo~u.t;l.on presented by the deloga.tions of' Venezuela, China, Egypt and

India. Re would. alao vote ageinet the United st~tea draft.res~lution,

unJ.esa the Belg:1.anEl.tl1endment to it 'II'~8 s.dopted•. .Ha admitted. toot the Com­

mit-tee wa.s of 'Usa, 'but only if it adh~ed etrictly to the te.lfIlo of roffireno€3 1*

/had



A/AC.28/SR.18
PaGe 4

bad received from the Gentll'al Assembly. Furthermore J 1t had not yet

oom,pleted its task, for cel'tain questions were still :pend.ing .. including

that of the revision of the Stand.ard Form. He could not, howevel',

accept the id.ea of giving a };l6rmanent status to a 'body not expressly

pt'ov-id.ed. for in the Charter.

Mr. J013D1 (Brazil) agreed. with the repreaentatives of Venezuela

and India. . He felt that a vote ehould be ta.1ren on the resolutions

~hich had been submitted to tbe Commdttee, on the joint resolution

first and then on the United States Droposal. Only in the event of the.
vote not being aeciaive would the Committee be oalled u:pon to vote on tne

Australian suggestion.

Mr. RYCElIJUJS (Belgium) ODS6l"'Ved that the Comroittee had. not been

asked. by the General fissembly to eY.J)r6SB its views reGarding its own fate.

If.. however, the Australian proposal was intended to raise the question of

the Committee's competence, a vote should. be talcen first on that point.

Mr. STOrK (Venezuela) supported. the Brazilian representative's

remarks and. eonaidered that the Committee should. vote on the draft resolutione

'Which had been sUbmitted., unle.e8 the authors themaelv-es decided to 'Withdraw

them; the fact of' not voting upon them would create a dangerous preoedent.

With regard. to the Cluest10n raised by the AUE:trFl.lian representative t

Mr. Stolk did not oonsider that it cast d.oubts upon the Committee's compe"tencsj

the Australian representative' El intention was simply to sugcest a practical

solution.

Mr. F:ill'l'CRER..COOKE (Un!tod. Kin.gdom) thought that if the Aust.ralian

proposal was simply an ap1?eal to the Commit"ooe not to express an opinion

on ita future, there was no need, from a:grocedurel point of view, to :put

that proposal to the vote. If only one member asked for a vote on a draft

resolution, that request oould not be refused; there would therefore have

to be a vote on the various proposals, unless the authors withdreW them.

If it was the intention of tl16 repr~s9ntntive of Australia to raise the

question o~ the Committeetacompetenoe
J

he should make that clear.

He himself, however, felt that it would be rref6I"=1ble no·b to put the

draft resolutions to the vote, since all exoept one of the members of the

/c~ttee
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~~. SO~DATOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) stnted

that so 10l1£; as 'bhe d1:aft resolutions had not been formally withdrmm

.a by their authors, it was impossible to adOl)t a proposal designed to

prevent a vote on th0mj thero was nothing in the rules of procodure to
pel1Uit such proceduro.

Mt-, FARRAG (Egj'1J"b) also felt that tl16 dxaft resolutions lrhioh

had been pressu'bed must of necessity be put to the vote.

Mr. ROOD (J\ustl'aJ.ia) explained that his S'ltCgeotion was not

actually designed to r~ise the questiml of the CODmuttee's compotence;

in submittil1g it, he had consid,(n~ed. that it was quite u6u8.1 to consider
, '

the :possnilit~r of postr>onlng a final d.ecision on a 1l1attal" lolhioh tho

General Assembly had. not asked the Cornm:l.ttee to resolve, without

necessarily seeing in it an intention to refuse to anyone the right to

present draft resolu'tio~s,

/l-W. JOBIM

Mr, GRAF'bTROM (SI'leden) felt that :l,t irould be better not to

vote; he hoped the Chairman would. find a solution along those lines.

The CHAIRMAN concluded. from the discussion 'WB,t the Australian

proposal was Unacceptable. He put to t~e vote the joint draft resolution

pr"opDsed by the dele~8.tiQns of Venezuela, China, Egypt and India.

The Joint dxaft resolution was re~oted b7 8 votes to 6.

A/.A.C.28/SR.18
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COJ1uru..ttee had stated their views on the qu.estion, and, furthemore J

whatever the Committee's decision might be, the question wo~ld undoubted~

be re-examined by 1:he Fourth COIIIill.1ttee.

DRA]T BESOLiJ11ION SUBMI'ITED BY THE DELEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES OF

AMERICA (A/AC.28/W.20)

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the amendment su'bmi tted 'by the

Belgian delegation (A!AC.28/W.22).

~~ndment was rejected ~~ 8 votes to 6.

10
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Mr. JO:BIM (Brazil) thought that the Connnittee should bo

established. on a permanent basis ~ Since j however, a rrroposal to thet

effect had just been re 06cted, he would vote for ths United States resolu­

tion, reserv':i.ng the right to support arq proposal at the forthco:m:tng

session of the O6ne1'al Assembly for a perma.nent cOlTImittce. lIe re~uestJd.

a vote by roll-call. '

Mr. STOrK (Venezuela) said that he also v;ould vote in favour of

the Un..i:ted S'tatos dr'aft resolution, reoe:rving the right to Yot,s for a

pel"1l18.nent committee in the General Assembly.

Mr. SOLDATOV (Union of SoViet Socielist Repu.blics) recalled that

the USSR delegation had alwaJTs conoidared that tho Corum.ittee should be

established on a permanent basi~, since that would make it easier to

im,tllem.ent the principJ.bs of the Char'bar conceming Non-Self-Gpvernine

Territories. He would there!o:t'e vote in fe,vour of' the United States

draft resol~tion, reserVing the right to support the principlo of a permanent
oommittee in the Gensre,l Assam"DIy.

Mr. FARRi'.G (Egypt), Mr. 8BIVA RAO (India) and. Mr. TIER-TSE~JG LI

(Ch:!.na) stated they would vote for the United States dre..f't reaolutic:l.l

reserving the right to reconsider the question when it came before tho
General Assembly.

Y.tr, HOOD (Australia) pointed ont that the Commi ttoe rui.,:!:.t b'3

taldng up an inconsis'cent attit,ude if it adopted the draft resolution,

since a certain numbeJ," of representatives Who were going to vote in

favour of that resolution ",ere at the same time reserving the right

to defend. before the General Assembly a different point of y;Le1v from

that expressed in the draft resolution.

Mr. GABREAU (France) remrked that the observations which

certain representatives had just put forward in favour of the United

States draft resolution onl,y confhmed the opinion ''Which he had. already

expressed, namely tha'c 1t ea:r'Yed ar1 a cornpromice. He remind/jd the

representatives ~rho had reserved. their right to raise the Ciuestion of

the, pe1"JllD,l"lel'lce of' the co~ttee before the General Assembly that the

I egtab~;1.shInent
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establishment of a pel'manent committee ,'ras contrary to the Charter and. in

particular to the provisions of Chapter XI. It ,ms not enough to invol~e

certain General Assembly resolutions,. since the General Assem'bl.y Has not

infallible; the Charter was the final authority.

He would therefore have to recerve his Government's position should

it be decided to establish the Committ.ee on a ~)erm6l1ent basis.

The CRAIBNAN, spe3lcing as the repj:'8senta.tive of the Dnited.

States, noted that his 'draft rS:JOlut:ton ,·ras unfortunately receiving

~upport more for the sllics of convenience th~n thrOl~h recognition of its

intrinoic value, since several delegations had announced their desire to

support a different propose.l in the Gene.r:'el Assembly. He would therefore

be justified in Hi tlld:r:mrillg his draft reaolution, but ,·rould not do so

since he was still c~mvinced that the solution ]?roposeo. in it was the

wisest.

A vpte uas ~illf-E?..!l.J?~' 1".£1~.:£.BJ1~ ths.....£.J:€'l't...r~~~ submH.ted b;y

tpe United.§~ates.

~Y2E-.J.::: Brazil, Ch~na, Denmark, Egypt" :endia, Union

of Soviet Socialist ReDublics, United States

of Amsl'ica, Venezuela.

Anainst: Belgium, France, Netherlands, United Kingdom.:.:u.:::::;.__

b1?~1E:im: Australia, Dominican He::;>ublic, Nev Zealand.,

S~-reclen.

t'b_tLlLz:.i t~§t8:.tes. clr~, re§..91.u~.Q!L \ms a.do·~te_d. by ,8 v~s 'be 4:

uith l~ ab~t1ons •

Mr. de lI1ARC~NA (Dominicall ncpuplic) s tated. that he vras

entirely in favour of the J)rinci1")le of the Committee's permanence; he

had nevertheless abstained from VotiTh3, as h:l.8 delegation hael abstained.

in a similar vote at the last session of the General Assembly! He

i-ranted. to be free to tal{e a more 0.il'ect :!?o!3i tion at the fOlothcoming

session of the General Assembly.

jDBt\FT RESOLUTION '
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DRAFT RESOLUTION PRESENTED BY TEE DEI.JWA.TION OF AUS'l'RALIA (AlAe .28/W .21)

Mr. HOOD (Australia) explained that his draft resolution

could. be consj,dered to sUIlplenlent the Indian resolution 'V'hich had been

adopted the previous day. It drew attention to the programmes of

technical assistance ,,,hich had l)eell :put into effect under the auspices

of the :Economic and Social OO\IDcil and it stressed the im.portance of

obtaining the participation of the specialized, agencies in any inter..

governmental action on a regional basis. By inviting the specializ0d

agencies to devote their attention to the Non~Self...a.overningTerritOl"ies)

the draft resolution ind.icated' one vray in whj.ch those agencies could

assist the Administering PowerS to carry o~~ their obligations to the

terrltories in question. He therefore considered that the Committee

was Quite co~tJetent to formulate such D. recommendation.

t1r. SHIVA HAa (Ind.ia) fully supported the draft tex.t submitted

by the Al~tralian representative.

~e thought that it was extremely important to estab~ish contacts

betvreen the regional inter~gove:rl':lr!lentalo).·ganizations and the specialized

agencies •. Certain inter~governmentalconferences had already .invited

representatives of those agencies to attend as observers. The

Australian resolution went still further and requested the specialized

aGencies to inform the Secretary~Generalof any regional action which

concerned. the Non~8elf~Gove:mingTerl'i tories.

Sinee H was to the Committee 's interest to asc e:t..tain to what

extent the Administering Pm.,ers ",ere calling on the specialized agencies,

he proposed that the foUo~·ring phrase shoulti be adcled to the end. of"

Mr. Hood'S text: "and. to the results of tl1at assistance" •

Mr'. nYCI~B (Belgium) did not quite ~understand the scope of

the draft resoluM" on. The significance of' the third l)araeraph vas not

very clear in viGW of the vording of the first }?aragraph: was it a

question of technical assistance provided. by the specialized agencies

or of the assistance ~vhioh the inte:r~gove~nmerrtalorganizations gave

the Non~Self-GoV'erningTerritories? Furthermore, it ",as not very

clear how the resolution could be put into effect.
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Inter-cov0r runental bo(hes wOl'ldng on a regi.onal basis often had a

specific character, as, for eX8J].!?le, the conferences convened b;y the

United Kingdom, France, BelGium and Portugal on such qnestions as

cattle -plague, lel)rosy, and locusts in Africa. Fas the Secrete..ry-

General to be requested to establish contaot with a~l conferences of

that nature? He "/ould lH:e some clarification, to enable him to

discl~s the text in full knowledge of the facts,

~~. FLETCBER COOI{E (United Kingdom) agreed with Mr. Byckmans.

He did not understand. the significance of the third paragraph in vie,.,

of the reference to the Economic and Social Council resolution, Its

purpose seemed 'bo be to provide the Secretary-General ,'li th ad.ditional

information on the Non-Self-Govel~inBTerritories, . The Secretary~

General llOuld have to use that, :intor~tion in the report "Thich he YlOuld

probably have to submit to the Economic and Social 90unciL

Mr. Fletcher·Cooke did not quite see how the Committee could intervene

in a system established by a bocly whioh had not given it any te1"ms of

reference,

~U·. HOOD (Australia) agreed to the addition of the words

proposed by Mr, Shiva Rao. He explained that the purpose of his own

text '·me simlJly to enable the Committee and the General Assembly to be

informed of any measures concerning Non-Selt-Governing Territories

twcen by the snecialized agencies "dthin the framework of the regional

programmes,

Mr. ~JU1EAU (France) pointed out that the regional bodies

mentioned. in the draft resolu.tion did not deal exclusively ,vit·h Iron-Self"

Governing Territ.ories. Moreover, they functionecl outside the framework

of the United Nations; some of their members, such as ~ortuBal, were

not even United Nations Members. He "Tondered, therefore, ,.,hether the

Committee had the right to extend its competence to a field whi.ch had

nothing to do with the wor~ of the United Nations. 0

Mr. HOOD (Australia) suggested that, in ord.er to avoid any

misttnderstanding, the third para6l"a:ph shoul& be amended to begin as

follows: "Requests the Secretary-General to include in his reports to

the Economic and Social Council information on the nature, ete,H
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Mr. nJiJ""'Tcm· COOI\E (United. Kingc!om questioned the Oommitteeta

right to make reg,),e~ts to the Secr-etary"General conoel"I'Iing the content

of his reports to another organ of the UJ;lited Nationo ..

V.rr. LAKING (New Zealand.) ag:L~eed with the Australian representative

that the Committee sh.ould onoourage the s~ecialized agenoies to establish

contact "rith inter••go'Y11):t:T,JJ1ental organizations in Oomle:xion with the

question of.te~hnica~assistance to the Non~Self~GoverningTerritorie8~

He was .. however .. 0Pl?Osed to th<:3 Indian amend.:ntant" as he thought it

wou~d be impossible to pU'b suoh a meastwe into effeot fl The speoialized

agencies would not be in aposition to know the l~esults of their teohnical

assiatanc61;J

Mr. GABREAU (France) falt tlla.t the resolution would. )?ut tlle

specialized agenci~s in an embarrasaine position if it obliged them to

give the Secret~rY'..General int'orml3.t1on on all the conferences to which

their representatives were itrvited as mere observers or as experts.

Mr. RYOEMAJ))S (Belgium) wished to know the exact meaning of

the thhd. )?aragraph: was the Secretary..General to be requested to

establish contact with inter-governmental organizations? Here the

spec1~~ized agenoies to be invited to report on the work of those

organizations? Or were the specialized agencies to be asked to furnish

information ooncerning the technical assistance which they themselves

had given the Non~elfrGoverningTerritories?

lIe therefore aslred. that the vote on the draft resolution might be

post)?oned until those questions had been clarified.

Mr. GA:RREA.U (France) thoug1;J.t ~e question deserved more

serious conSideration. .As it stood" the Australian draft resolution

was liable to 8:tve rise to the difficulties which he had. already :pointed ou-c.

Fol:' that reason, he asked for at least twenty..four hours in whiQ,Jl to consider

the text before giving a final op~.nion on it,

Mr, SRIVA EA.O (India), replying to Mr. Lakir..g, stated that

in som3 cases the specialized agencies 'Wo.uld obViously be unable

to appraise the results of technioal assistance j but there 'Would be

other cases in Which ~eY' "would have every means of doing 80.. and

provision should be ml.de for that in a resolution.
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vlith regard to :!vir. RyclananTs objections, while same regional

bodies o~erated on a provisional basis, others, such as the Caribbean

Commission and the South Pacific Coram.ission, 'Were in pemanent session

'and it ,{as quite ~ossible to maintain constant contact 'With them.

He stressed, moreovor, that the Australian proposal had the

advanta.ge of making it possible to avoid any overlapping in the work

of the interNgovel'nmento.J. organizations and that of the speoialized

agencies.

Fu~therrrlore, the draft resolution would provide a link between the

two kin~s of intelnatiol1al cONoperation.

The CHAIRMAN stated that the folloWing meeting 'Would. ~e held

the next day at 3 p om., in order to enable the Rapporteur to finish his

report in the course of the morning. If the Committee did not complete

its consideration of the report at that meeting, a further meeting wou.l.d

be held on Monday, J2 S~;p't;~ber.

Mr c FLETCEER ,COOKE (United Kingdom) was not opposed. to the

COllIDlittee's asking for information concerning the results of the work

of regional bodies in fields oovered in Artiole 73 e. As, howeY~r,

those booiee haQ onJ.y recently been set up and had not yet established

a definite illQQ"l,lS vivendi "71th the specialized agencies, he thought it

better to postpone consideration of the Australian draft resolution not until

the coming session of the General Assembly but un+.;il the folloWing

session of the Special Committee.
It was decided to adjourn sine die the consideration of the Australian_.-

Mr;, HOOD (Australia) quoted the relevant paragraph of

resolution 222 (IX) of the Eoonomic and Social Council and pointed out

that the Committee would not be going oeyond its competence by adopting

his resolution, since ~1e latter merely abkea for information.

In view, however, of the fact that some rop~esentative6 had evinceQ

a desire to stUdy the text more closely, he was prepared to withdraw it

for the time being, reserving the right to submit it to the Fourth

Committee at its forthcoming session.
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