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JOINT DRAFT RESOLUTION PRESENTED BY THE DELEGATIONS OF VENEZUELA, CHINA,
EGYPT AND INDIA (A/AC.28/W.,19).

The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee to examine the three draft
resolutlons in the order in which they had been presented, as well as -
the Belglan amendment to the United Stetes dvaft resolution (A/AC.28/wW.22).

Mr. HGOD (Austrelim) i mmﬂ}iing a suggestion he had made at an
earlier meeting, proposed tiwd tha Uoumitles should not take a vote on the
guestlon of 1ts future. He fel% thet 1t would be sufficient If the
dAifferent views expressed on the subjeot were noted in the report to the
Genevral Assembly; in point of faet 1t was tho General Assembly which bad
to take a decision on that questlon, not the Committee.

|

Mr. STOLK (Verezusla) mtgved that in the case in point the .

Comalttes should take a vote , In vlew of the Importance of the question;  -if
- the Committes were to ccufine iteelf to giving an account in the report of
the different views expreused during the debates, the General Assembly
might gein a falee jupressica of the situation, since certain members had
not 8tated thelr views un that partlcular question. ‘

Mrs SEIVA FAC (India)} fully shared the Venezuelan representative's
peint of view. A vote on the question would have the advantage of explaining
the position to the General Aseembly.

Mr. GARREAU (France) announced that he would withdrew, in favour
of the Belgian smendment, the amendment which he had presented to the
United States draft resclution at the preceding meeting, to replace the
words "for a three year pericd” by the words "for the period of one year"
in the first paragreph of the opsrative part of the draft resolution.

With regard to the Australian representative's suggea;tidn, he folt
that it would he well to hear the views of the various members of the
Committee before proc.eedingh to a vote.

He would not be able to vote in fevour of the Jolnt draft
regolution presented by the delesgetions of Venezuela, China, Egypt and
India, He would also vote ageinst tha United States draft resmlution,
unless the Belglan smendment to it was sdopted. He admitted that the Come
mittes was of uge, but only if it adhored etriotly to the terms of roference 3+

’

/had,
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had veceived from the General Assembly., Furthermore, 1t had not yst
completed its task, for certain guestions were still pending, including
that of the revision of the Standard Form, He could not, however,
accept the 1des of giving & permanent status to & body not expressiy
provided for in the Charter.

Mr. JOBIM (Brazil) agreed with the representatives of Venezuela
and India, ‘'He felt that & vote should be taken on the resolutions
which had been submitted to the Commitbes, on the Joint resolution
first and then on the United States proposel. Only in the event of the
v\ote not being decisive would the Committee be called upon to vote on the
Augtralian suggestion,

Mr., RYCKMALS (Belgium) obeserved that the Committee had not been
asked by the General Assembly to express its views regerding its own fate.
If, however, the Australian propcsal was intended to raise the question of
the Committee's competence, a vote should be teken first on that point.

Mr. STOIK (Venezuela) swpported the Brazilien representative's
remarks end considered that the Committee should vote on the draft resolution
which had been submitted, unless the authors themselves decided to withdraw
them; the fact of not vobting upon them would create a dangerous precedent.
' With regard to the ouestlion raised by the Austrelian representative,
Mr. Stolk did not consider that it cast doubts upon the Conmittee’s compelence;

the Australien representative's intention was simply to suggest e practical
solution,

Mr, FLETCHER-COCKE (United Kingdom) thought that if the Australias

proposal was gimply an appeal to the Committee not to express an opinion
on its future, there was no meed, from a procedural point of view, to pub
thet proposal to the vote. Tt only one member asked for a vote on a dreft
resolution, that reguest could not be refused; there would therefore have
%o be a vote on the various proposals, unless the authors wilthirew them.
If 1t was the intention of the representative of Australia to raise the
question of the Committee's competence, he shonld make that clear.

He himself, however, felt that it would be preferable not to put the
draft resolutions to the vote, since all except one of the members of the

/ Conmftae
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Commdttee had stated their views on the question, and, furthermors,
vhatever the Commlttee's decision might be, the question world undoubtedly

be re-examinsd by the Fourth Committee.

Mr, SOIDATOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republise) stated
that so long as the draft resolutions had not been formally withdrewm
by thelr authors, it was impossible to adopt a proposal designed to
prevent a vote on them; there was nothing in the rules of procodure to

permit such procedures.,

My, FARRAG (Zgypt) also felt that the draft resolutions which

had been presented must of necessity bs put to the vote,

Mr. HOOD (Australia) explained that his eumgestion was not
actually designed to raise the question of the Committee's compotence;
in submitbting it, he had considered that it was quite uwsual to consider
the possibility of postnoning a final decision on a ma’ﬁter which the
General Assenbly hed not asked the Committee to reaolve, without
necessarily seeing in it an Intention to refuse to anyone the right to

present draft resolutions, .

Mr, GRAFSIROM (Sweden) Felt that 1t would be better not to
vote; he hoped the Chairman would find a solwtion along those lines.

The CHAIRVMAN concluded from the discusalon tast the Australian

proposal was Wnacceptable. He put to the vote the joint draft reselution

pYoposed by the delegations of Venezuela, China, Egypt and Indla.
The Jolnt draft resolutlon was relscted by 8 voles to 6.

DRAFT RESOIUTION SUBMITTED BY THE DELEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES OF
AMERICA (A/AC,28/W.20) :
The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the emendment eubmitted by the

Belglan delegation (A/AC.28/W.22).
The amendment was vejected hy 8 vyotes to 6,

/Mr, JOBIM
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Mr, JOBIM (Brazil) thousht that the Commnittee should be
egtablished on a permenent basls, Since, howsever, a proposal to that
effect had Just been rejected, he would vote for the United States reuolu-
tion, reserving the right to support any propesal at the forthecoming
gosgion of the General Assembly for a permanent comn:ldttee. He recuestad

a vote by roll-call.

Me, STOIK (Venezuela) szid that he also would vote in favour of
the United States draft resolution, reserving the right to vote for a
pexmenent committee in the General Assembly,

Mr, SOLDATOV (Union of Soviet Socislist Republics) recalled that
the USSR delegation had always congidered that the Committee should be
established on a permsnent bagis, since that would make it easior to
impiement the principlva of the Cherter comcerning Non-Self-Governing
Territories., He would therefore wote in favour of the United States
draft resolution, reserving the right to support the principle of & permanent
comnitbee in the Genersl Assembly. ‘

Mr. FARRAG (Egypt), Mr, SHIVA RAO (India) and Mr. TIEH-TSEHG LI
(China) stated they would vote for the United States draft resolutica,
reserving the right to reconsider the question when 1t ceme before tho
General Assembly,

Mr, HOOD (Australia) pointed out that the Committee misht be
taking up an inconsistent attitude if it adopted the draft resolution,
since a certain pumber of representetives who were going to vote in
favour of that resolution were at the same time reserving the right
to defend before the General Asgembly a different vpoint of view from
that expressed in the draft resolution.

Mr. GARREAU (France) remerked that the observetions which
certaln representatives had just put forvard in favour of the United
States draft resolution only confirmed the opinion which he hed airesdy
exprossed, namely that it served as a compromice. He remindwd the
representatives who had reserved. thelr right to raise the questlon of
the permanence of the committee before the General Assembly that the

Jesteblishment
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establishment of a permanent committee was contrary to the Charter and in
particular to the provisions of Chapter XI. It was not ehough to invoke
certain General Assembly resolutlons, since the General Assembly was not
infallible; the Charter was the final authority.
He would therelore have to reserve his Government's position should

it be decided to egtablish the Committee on a nermanent basis,

The CHAIRMAN, sgpeaking 28 the representative of the United
Sta-tes, noted that his ‘draft regolution was unfortunately receiving
support more for the sake of convenience than through recognition of 1ts
inti*insic value, since meveral delegatiohs had amnounced their desire.to
support a different proposel in the Genersl Assembly. He would therefore
be Jjustified in withdrawing his draft resolution, but would not do so
gince he was 8till convinced thalt the solution proposed in it was the
visest.

A vote was talen by roll-call on the dreft resolution submitted by

the United States,

In favour: DBrazil, China, Denmark, Egypt, Indla, Union ﬂ

of Soviet Socialist Repwblics, United States

of America, Venezuela,

Anainst: Belaiwm, France, Netherlands, United Kingdom,

Abstaininy: Auwstralila, Dominican Revublic, New Zealand,
Sweden.

The United States draft resolution was odonted by & votes to U,

with U4 abstentions,

Mr. de MARCHENA (Dominican Republic) stated thet he vas
entirely in favour of the principle of the Committee's permanence; he
had nevertheless abstained from voting, as hls delegation had abstained
in & similar vote at the lest session of the General Assembly, He
wanted to be free to take a more direct pogition at the forthcoming

gession of the General Agsembly.

/TRAPT RESOLUTION
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DRAFT RESOLUTTON PRESENTED BY THE DETECATION OF AUSTRALIA (A/AC.28/W.21)

Mr, HOOD {(Australia) explained that his draft resolution
could be considersd to supplement the Indian resolution which had been
adopted the previous day. It drew attention to the pfogrammes of
technical assistance which had been pub into effect under the auapices
of the Economic and Social Couwncll and 1t stressed the importance of
obtaining the participation of the epecialized agencies in any inter-
governmental action on & regional basiz. By inviting the speclalized
agencies to devote their attention to the Non-Self-Governing Territories,
the draft resolution indicated one way in which those agencies could
assist the Administering Powers to carry out their obligations to the
territories in q_ﬁeation. He therefore considered that the Committee

was quite competent to formulate such o recommendation,

Mr, SHIVA RAO (India) fully supported the draft text submitted
by the Australian representative, )

He thought that it was extremely important to establish contacts
hetween the regional inter-govermmental organizations and the specialized
agencies, - Certain inter-governmental conferences had already invited
representatives of those agencies to attend as observers. The
Avstralian resolution went still further and requested the specilalized
agencles to inform the Secretary-General of any reglonal action which
concerned the Non-S.elf-Governing Territories,

Since it was to the Committee's interest to ascertaln to what
extent the Administering Powers were calling on the speclalized agencies,
he proposed that the following phrase should be added to the end of”

Mr, Hood's text: "and to the results of that assistance".

My, RYCIMAMS (Delgdum) ddd not quite understand the scope of
the dwraft resolution., The significance of the third paragraph vas not
very clear in view of the wording of the firet paragraph: was it a
question of technical assistance provided by the specialized agencies
or of the assistance whioh the inter-goveimmental organlzations gave
the Non-Self-Governing Territories? Furthermore, it was not very
clear how the resolution could be put into effect,

/Inter -gove;menﬁal
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Inter-govermmental bodies working on a regional basis often had a

specific character, as, for examnle, the conferences convened by the
United Kingdom, France, Beloium and Paortugal on such questions as
cattle-plague, leprosy, and locusts im Africa, Vas the Secretery-
General to be requested to establish contact with all conferences of
that nature? He would like some clarification, to enable him to
discugs the text in full knowledge of the facts,

Mr, FLETCIER COOKE (United Kingdom) agreed with Mr. Ryckmans.
He did not understend the significance of the third paragraph in view
of the reference to the Lconomic and Social Council resolution. Its
purpose seemed Lo be to provide the Secretary-General with additional
information on the Non-Self-Governing Territories. - The Secretary-
General would have to use that information iﬁ the report vhich he would
probably have to submit to the Economic and Social Council.
Mr. I"letcher Cooke did not quite see how the Committee could intervene
in a system established by a body which had not given it any terms of

reference,

My, HOOD (Avstralia) agreed to the addition of the words
proposed by My, Shiva Rao., He explained that the purpose of his own
text was simply to enable the Committee and the Genersl Assembly to be
informed of any meagsures concerning Non-Self-Governing Territories
taken by the speclalized agencies within the framework of the reglonal

Progrommes .

Mr, GARIEAU (France) pointed out thaet the regional bodies
mentioned in the draft resolution did not deal exclusively with Non-Self-
Governing Territories., Moreover, they functioned outside the framework
of the United Nations; some of their menmbers, such as Portugal, were
not even United Natlons Members, He wondered, therefore, whether the
Committee had the right to extend its competence to a field which had
nothing to do with the work of the United Natlons. o

Mr. HOOD (Australia) suggested that, in order to avold eny
misunderstending, the third paragraph should be amended to begin as
follows: "Requeste the Secretary-General to include in his reports to

the Economic and Social Council information on the nature, etc.”

MMy, FIETCHER COOKE
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Mr, FLETCHER. COOKE (United Kingdom questioned the Commltiee's
right to make requeéts to the Secretary-General corcerning the content
¢f his reports to another orgen of the United Nationo.

Mr, IAKING (Now Zealand) agreed with the Australian representative
that the Commlttee should encowrage the spscilalized agenoles to establish
contact with interwgoverrmental organizations in gomnexlon with the
questiion of technical assisbance to the NonsSelf-Governing Terrltories,.

He was, however, opposed to tho Indian amendmsnt, as he thought it
would be lmposslble to pub such & meaaure into effect., The specialized
agencies would not be in a positicn to know the results of thelr technical

ageintance,

Mr, GARREAU (Fremce) falt that the resolutlon would put the
specialized agencies in an embarrsssing position if it obliged them to
glve the Secretary-General informetion on all the conferences to which
their representatives were invited as mere observers or ag experta,

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium) wished to Imow the exact meaning of
the third paragraph: was the Secretery-General to be requested to
establish contact with inter-govermmental organizatlons? Were the
speclalized agencles to be invited to report on tﬁe work of those
organlzationa? Or were the specialized agencles to be asked to Furnish
informetion concerning the technical esgistance which they themselves
had given the Non~Self ~Governing Territories?

He therefore asked that the vote on the draft resolutlon might be
postponed untll those giestions hed been clarified.

Mr, GARRFAU (France) 'bhouéh‘b the question deserved more
sorious consideration,  As 1t stood, the Australian draft resolution
wes liable %o glve rige to the difficulties which he had already pointed out.
For that reaaon, he asked for at least twenby~four hours in whigh to considex
the text before giving a final opinion on it,
Mr. SHIVA BAO (India), veplying to Mr. lakirg, stated that
in soms cases the specialized agencles would obviously be unable
to appraise the results of technical agslatance; but there would be
other cages in which they would have every means of doing so, and
provision should be made for thet in a resolution.

Mith regeyd
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With regord to Mr, Ryckman's objections, while same reglonal
bodles operated on a provisional basis, others, such as the Caribbean
Commission and the South Pacific Cormisslon, were in psrmenent session
‘and it was quite possible to maintain constant contact with them.

He stressed, moreover, that the Australian proposal had the
advantage of making it possible to avoid any overlspping in the work
of the inter=govermmental organizations and that of the specialized
agencles,

Furthermore, the draft resolution would provide a link between the

tvo kinls of intermstiongal co-operation,

Mr, HOOD (Australis) guoted the relevant paragraph of
resolution 222 (IX) of the Tconomic and Social Council and pointed out
that the Commlttee would not be going beyond ite competence by adopting
his resolution, since the latisr merely asked for lnformation.

In view, however, of the fact that some representatives had evinced
& 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
Camittee at 1ts forthcoming sesslon.

Mr. FLETCHER COOKE (United Kingdom) was not opposed to the
Comilttee's asking for informetion concerning the results of the work
of reglonal bodies in fields covered in Article 73 e. As, however,
those bodles had only recently been set up and had not yet eatablished
8 definite modus vivendl with the specialized agencies, he thought 1t
better to postpone consideration of the Avstralian draft resolvtion not until
the coming cession of the General Assembly but unkil the following

gession of the Special Camittes,
Tt vas declded to adJjourn sine die the consideration of the Australien

draft resolubtion,

The CHAIRMAN stated that the following meobing would Be held

the next day at 3 pe.m., in order to enable ‘the Rapporteur to finish his
Tf the Committee did not complete

g further meeting would

report in the course of the morning.
its consideration of the report at that meeting,
be held on Monday, 12 Segphember.

The meeting rose ab D p.n,






