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mTERNATIONAL COILABQRATION IN REGARD TO ECONOMIC, SOCIAL AND EDUCATIONAL _
GONDITIONS IN NON-SELF-GOVE‘RNING TERRITCRIES, INCLUDING JJ\IFQRMATION ON TECHNICAL
JSSISTANCE (A/AC. 35/L 86, A/Ac 35/L 92, A/Ac 35/L 93, A/AC.35/L.95, A/AC. 35/L %)
(continued) -

. My, BENSOIF (Secretery of . the Committee) recalled that some ‘
yepresentatives had referred to Seeretariat documend ,A/AC.35/L.96‘-'Qn technical
wsslstance, particularly.that of the United Netions. In prepardng.that -
jocument, the Secretariat hed always been fully aware that the technical
aseistance provided by the United Fations dld not compete with and was not’

Intended to replace. technicel assisgtance provided at the national' or territorial
level, . ‘The document was of limited scope and was only a summary of information
recaived, He drew the Committee s attention.to paragraph 32 of the documsnby
yhere 1t was pointed out that thé ratio of partici;jation of Non-Self-Governing -
Terpitories in the benefits of technical assistance, as compered with other
mder-dsveloped countries, still remained low, but that a trend -towards
m'oiridifxg Tei'r,:ltorie's with a larger percentage of exports than’in the previous
years could ‘be no‘oiced.. That obsérvation referred, of course, only to United
Na.tions technical assi etance and it was not final. g

- He also:pointed out thet Section C of - the explanatory preface to the revised
Standard. Form inviied the Administering Powers to provide a survey of the -
rinciples and practical measures showing’ general trends in the Non-Self-Govarning"
Territories, such as the participation of the territories in regional and.
functiconal Commissions of thé Eeonomic and Soclal Council, in’crgans of the
'Bpscidiizejd-agehcies and. in reglonal Gomuissions or conferences, as well as the
us¢ of technical essistence of the Uﬁited Natione and the specia‘lized"aéenvcies =
@ from cther internatichal sources. Before the revielon of the Standard Form,
the remresentativie of .India'had polnted out the value of such information, SRR
B himself had said at the time ‘that 1t would-be very difficult for the -
Secretariat to show trends in the Non-Self-Governing Territories, which was
tather & task for the Administering Powers, The Standard Form had been revised in
that geasse. The only Admindstering Powers which had as-yet transmitted any
information wnder that. heading were France and the United Kingdom.

‘ /A’u the m'evioua
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. At thé i)fevioué meeting thé ‘Iinited Kingdom‘representativ;_e had raissd the |
question of.‘ the co-crdina‘o:.on of technlcal assistance.  He had himself eanswersd
his own question fur’cher in his Bpeech when he had indicated that the Technicsl '
Agsistance Board was the organ which should ensure co~ordination. The '
representative of India had enquired whether the holders of fellowships from the
United Nations and spécialized égenbies would be #n a positiofx to use their
knowledge in such a way as to‘prom'ote economic and soclal development of the
territories from which they came . The United Kingdom representative had
indirectly answered that qvec,tion when he had explained that, when an application
was received for a fellowshlp, meagures were taken to ensure that the bensficlary
would be glven suitable work to do on returmng to his territory.

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium) explained that he had had no intention of
criticizing the Secretariat in his last speech; his comments had referred to the
kind of work'. with which the Secretariat had bsen entrusted by the General
Assembly. He hoped that, if the Assembly made a further rsquest for studies on
the question of technical assistance to Non-Self-Governing Territories, it would
be referring to technlical assistance in a;.l 1ts forme and not only to that »
rrovided by the United Natione and the specialized agencies. |
THE SECRETARY-GENEFRAL'S SUMMARIES AND ANALYSES OF INFORMATION TRANSMITTED
DURING 1952 (A/AC.35/L.110, A/AC.35/L.110/Rev.l; A/2128, A/2129, A/2129/add.1,
A/2130, A/2131, A/2131/Add.1 and © ©/2132, A/2132/Add.2, A/213k,

Af213%/Add.1 to T, A/2135, A/2135/Ad4.1) (a) GENERAL SUBSTANTIVE QUESTIONS
ADDITIONAL TO ANY TREATED UNDER FREVIOUS ITEMS; (b) INFCRMATION VOLUNTAi{ Iy
TRANSMITTED UNDER THE OPTICNAL CATEGCRY OF THE STANDARD FORM; (c) QUESTIONS
OF FROCEDURE. ’

Mr. BENSON (Secretary of the Committee) explained that the Secretariat
had as usual prepared a list of I\Ion-Sslf-cwerni'ng Territories on which
information had been received (A/AC.Bﬁ/I.._:LJ.O/Rev.l). Information on some
territories had not arrived until the documente were already prepared, but there
was only one territory, the Cook Island.s, on which the Secretariat had as yet
received no information at all. '

/Referring to
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_ Referring to the manner in whigh information was transmitted, he explained
that the - information transml ted by the Geover nménts ‘off Belgium, Denmark, France,
the Netherlends -and:the: Uni'hed Kibgdom;- ag. g gentral; vuke: folloved the revised
Standard Form in relation to acenom@;ﬁgﬁ.ﬁdial and educational conditions
(A/AC.35/L.95, paragraph 5)s. Cogete

It must be admitted that the a,&pption of the revmed Form had req_uired
additional work ‘from the ‘persons responsible. for.preparing the information which
in some cages ‘paktlyexplained the é.elay in - ta:a,nsmissien.z ‘The ‘delay 'was mors

f7 ";rea&ily understandable in that “the revisecl Standard. Form had only -been &dopted

| “at the end of 1951 s but had .’m fac’c beem of little ilpportanc@ a8, the.General
Assembly” was to open lat:ar ‘dhan usual., . If future sessions were to opén surlier,
~{¥would be desi able for the Administering FPowers to transmit their information

giore quickly. : : : s ks

ARt e . ' ' . ' IR

© 0 Mr o TAJIENAPIS (Indonesia) wished to raise a further protest (against

.a*tha submiasion of a report on Netherlands New Guinea by the Netherlands
Govérnment. The Indonesian name for that Territory wes "Irian", As the =%

. Nevherlants Government was persisting in transmitting informatfon o the -
Territory. and in arrogating to iteelf s%%eigﬁ rights over a part 6f Indonesian

o herribeiy, he felt obliged.to state the reasbna why his Government had ‘béérn-led
tm;i&cfbest & sscond time end to reserve, all rights as regards its cledins end
in‘t?s:réste in ralat.icm to the onlv part jﬁ’f Tndonasian territory ‘l‘ama'iﬂ'!nu unAmn

the colonial eystem. ' ’F; B T
st el ;=‘ ! 5

It was peceseary’ first to make cJ,ea}; the compoei%ion df Indenesian territory.
It appaared. that the Netherlands Govermkemt had chenged its opinion on that point.
It was none -the 1éss true that the Core¥itution of the- ‘Netheriands déclared that
the Kipgdom of ‘the ‘Netheviands conaisﬁéd of the’ territories‘ of the Netherlands ’
Indonesia; Swrihai and the Ne $heilands Antilles: The texm " Indonesia® would
strictly in ‘that case apply to all the Netharlands overseas territories in the
Ifidonesian Archipelazo. - It was theérefdre Togical to" assmue "tHEY, when the
Netherlands nad renounced ite sovereignty over Indcnesia ‘on 27 December 1949,
Netherlatids New. Guinoa. had been part of Indonesiav T;;xe Chg.u ter of Transfer of

" : EREE L /sovereignty -

b L
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sovereignty adopted at The Hague Roupd Table Conference was the only instrument
which would make it popsible to daciée; soverelgnty over Irian, Article one of
thet Charter provided thet the Kingdpm of the Netherlands trensferred full
govereignty over Indonesia, unconditionaify and irvevocebly, to the Republie
of the United States of Indonesia. Under those provisions, that must include
sovereignty over the territory of Ind:onesia as o whole, of which Irien was
undeniably a part Jjust ag much as Suniatra or Celebes., It was clear from
parsgraph 16 of document A/lﬂﬁfm.lg, where it was stated thet the Territory of |
Netherlands New Guinea formed the Regidency of New Guines of Indonesia, that
Irien vas part of Indonesla, Article two of the Charter to which he had alveady
referved, which would probably be mmkaa by the Netherlands representative,
‘provided that the status quo of the Reui&enw of New Guinea should be maintained,
with the at:{wlation that within yegr. from the date of +rensfer of sovereignty
~to the Republie of the United States rpf Indonesie, ke gyestion of the politiesl
statug of New Guinee should be deterniined through negotiations between the
Republic of the United States of Indppeaia. end the Kingdom of the Netherlends,
Articles one and two of the Charter wgre inextricably intexrwoven, Thus the
Indoneslan Govermment as the new sov&reign of the whole territory of Indonesis,
hed agreed to maintain the status &_ug o@ West New Guinea under certsin
conditions for a year from the dete pf ‘bhe transfer of sovereignty, There vere,.
howéver, no provisions to the effect! thalt sovereignty over Irian should Pall

to the Netherlends in the event of fhilure of ‘he negotietions. If that hed
been the case, as the Netherlands Government had fraquently maintained, it
would be an encouragement to that Government to Jjeoperdize the success of the
negotiations right away, |

Nogotiations had in fact taken place in 1950, but tbe parties hed not

reached sgreement, The question of the politicel status of Irlan therefore -
remeined te be settled, At the end of the negotiations, the head of the .
Indonesian delegation, the Minister of Forelgn Affeirs of Indonesia, had
formally stated his Government's rvefuenl to consent to the continued exercise
of Nether;.ands' authority over-Irien, &Exercisg of that authority by the
Natherlands theérefore ne longer had any: legel baaia, . Nevertheless, the
Netherlards Government not only cnnmnw@;bo govern Irian, but had declersd, in

o fepite of
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spite of ths provisions on ‘the transfer of covereignty, ‘that 1t had govétreign
rights over the country. The Indonesian Government protested strdngly ‘against
that unilaue;ai ‘action an& agalnst ‘the trans;ission of information ‘on Irian
by the Netherlandé Governmenﬁ. By that acuicn, ‘the Netherlands Governmsht had.
violated ﬁhe Rum~van Royen agxeahmnts afid the Charter adopted at ‘the Round Tabile
Conference. ‘Mqreover, '1ts declareticn that 1t held aoverelgnty over Netherlands
New Guinea (A/2132) vias devoid of legal basis and was mlsleadlng ‘because 1t
implied that Indcnesia “had nd riaht to the Territory ‘and “that there'wes no
diapute. “The Ihdonesian’ Government could not accept that way of presenting
the facts. Another potentially misleading aapect ¢f Netherlands policy wab the
ceséation of the tranemission of information on Surinem and the Netherlends
Anﬁilles. ‘He ‘d1d not wish to rajlse that quastion for the- ‘time being, sinca'his
delegation would certainly have an oppartunlty to return to 1t whsn it was
broughit: ‘befors ‘theé Fourth Committee. - el ST e
tiNever theless; 1t was obvious that the attitude of the Nétherlands - °
+Governmett In. thébé. two dases ‘could not be considerea 10 be in’ accoréancé with
~ the provisions ‘ofifrticle 73 e of the Charter;  thé purpose of Bluoh Hanoeiivees
waln' o “hidd Fs Aitentions with regard to the territéries conterned. - As Loy
Irien, the Netherlands was obviously trying to keep its hoid~oh‘tﬁe'Tef§iﬁor?“
by transmitting information on 1t under Article T3 e of the Charter and by

expressly stating in that information that 1% held sovareignty over the
"l‘cmv'-i-l*mnv :Sn ma -hn o-ive the 'imnresgion thet 'tha‘t was a fact which the Ge.neral

F oo SRl

Assembly had tacitly recognized.
P ﬁommatﬁee enould bear in inind the pose: biii%y’%ﬁat ‘the Nethsfianéa
Governmesnt wes not’ motlvated solely by a deaire to resPGct the provisiOns of'"the
Charter. He reserved his delegationts right to raﬁse the questlon again in the
Foarth Gammiﬁtee and then to t&he any steps which his vaernmsnt might
'.considar appropriate. a ' e - e

Ivy ke, P . . v . S . .,

a3 .

Wk

oy Gty

.
. e s -
S A

that the COmmittee was ‘not competent to dmsauss the politlcal status of NEW'Guinea.
In that connexion, he drew the Committee!s attenticn to paragra@h 3 of
Geneval Assembly resolution 332 (IV}, which had defined the Coomittee!s terms of

Jreference,

&

N& SP*TS (Nethﬁrlands) stated, in rele to the Indonesian renresentatwwe
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" reference. The resolutlion invited the Special Committee to examine the
gurmaries and analyses of information transmitted under Article 73 ewqf the

- Charter on the economic, social and educatlonal conditions in the KonfSelf~
Governing Territories. The question of soversignty and political status did not
fall undexr those terms of r§f@rence. His Governmsnt had provided political
information on the territory of New Guinea, and had doné s0 voluntarily; it had
alvays maintained and still maintained that such data were provided for
information, and not for discussion in the Committes. He therefowe'wished to
reserve his Governmentlts position on the questlion, but wad prepared to give the
Committes some explanaticns. In 1949, when the instrumen® for the transfe; of
Bovereighty had been signéd,‘the Territory of Netherlands New Guinea had been
expressly excluded from the transfer which gave Indonesia soverelignty over the .
‘former Netherlonds East Indies.  Subsequent negotiations betweon -

the Governments of Indonesia and the Netherlands bhad not resulted in any
chenges in the status of New Guinea, Consequently the Netkerlands Govérnment
had retained sovereignty over the ZErxiterf end was carrying out its obligations
by trensmitting reports to the Secretary-Gencral for informetion, |

The Committeets terms of reference were limited and he proposed thet the
debate on the question should be closged,

The CHAIRMAN expressed the opinion that a debate on thevquesticn raised
b& the Indonesian representative would no% be within the Committee’s competence.
As representative of Pakistan, he hoped that the Govermments of thé Netherlands
and Indonésia would settls thelr differeﬁces by negotiation. |

Mr. ROSCEIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) did not share the
- Netherlands rerresentative®s views on the interpretation of Article 73 of the
Charter but thought that the Committee was competent to discuss information which
. the Netherlands Government had transmitted voluntarily on a Non-Self-Governing
Te#ritary,fér which 1t was :eeponsiblé. 'Any Membex of the United Nations must
adhere to the prinéiples of the Charter and scrupulously apply all its

| | [provisions
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provisions. Arbticle 73 of the Charter provided for the transmission of
information on Non-Belf-Governing Territories precisely so that such information
should be studied by the Committec and recommendations on it be made to the
.General Assembly; the Netherlands delegation could not- bherei‘ore reasonably
claim to avoid such a discusaion. ‘

In comnexion-with agsnda item 8, hs recalled that he had alveady drawn
attention to the inadequacy of the infcymaiion transmitted. BSome information was
totally lacking, as in the case of budgetary information on some territories.
Moreover, the United States Government had not followed the Stenderd Ferm.  There
had also been some delay in transmitting informetion, and that might hamper the
cormittes¥s worlk, "’

The Retherlands Government had net twranmmitisd informatlon on the Non-Self-~
‘Governing Territories of Curagac and Swrinam. Kesolution 66 (I) of the General
Assembly gavé-a list of the Nen-Self-GCovernimg Territories on which the
Administering Powers had to transmit information. 1t was not for those-'PéWérs,
therefore, to decide whether they might ceases to carry out the obligations
incuttbent on them under the Charter and Gemeral Aswembly resolutions; only a
General Assembly decision could free them from such ohligetions. The Netherlands
- Government was therefore bound to go on providing information on-all ths -
territories it administered. '

Mr.:SHIVA RAO {India) recalled that bonds of friendship united hig
country and Indonesia: the Indian Govermment had taken a great interest-
Indonesiats struggle for independence. Along with the Chalrman, he hoped that the
differencés between the Indonssian and Netherlands Governments would finally be
settled by negotiation. )

Mr. FAEMY (Egypt) did not intend to discuss in detail whether the
Committes 's: competence extended to the guestion raised by the Indonesian
representative, He did not considsr, howsver, that any Administering Power could
claim to dscide on which territeries it showld trapemit information. Like:ths
Chairman, hs hoped. ‘bhat the Netherlands and’ Indonssianf Gmernmsnte would Yeach
agreement. : ' - .

e mm@ms
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Mr . RYCKMANS (Belgium) reminded the USER representative that, undsy
paragraph 5 of General Assembly resolution 332 (IV), the Special Committes had
been invited to sulmit to the Assembly reports containing such procedural
recommendations as it might dsem fit and such substantive recommenda‘bions as it
mlght deem desirable relating to functiomal fields geperally but not with
,reapect to individual Territorles., The USER representativets interpretation
of the Committee?¥s terms of reference was therefore erroneocis.

Ag regards the Egyptian representativels argument that no Administering:
Power could claim to decide on which territéries it should transmit information,
he recalled that in 1946 the Administering Powers had themselves drawn up the
list of territories on which they had decided to transmit information.

. Mr. MATEIZESCY (United Kimsdom) joined the Chairman in hoping that the
Governments of Indcnesia and the Netherlands would reach agreement and that the
intefinal difficulties which the Indonesian Government was sxpsriencing could be
solved by negotiaticn. | .

‘He Gi¢ not ghere the USSR representativets view on the interpretation of
Article 73 e of the Chorter. Under thet Article, the Administering Powers had
agreed to ti'ansmit regularly to the Becretary-General, for information purposes,
data concerning the Territories for which they were rvesponsible. If the authors -
of the Charter had intended the‘Administering Powers to transmit that information
for purposes of discussion,they would have sald so. He therefore considered that
~ the USSR representative was distorting the nsaning of the provisions of

Axticle T3. .

The Netherlands representative was abeolutely richt in maintaining that

the information on Néw Guinea transmitted voluntarily was for ths purpose of

information only. Moreover, the Netherlands Government was psrfectly competent
10 decide om which territorles it should provide information.

He regretied that, owing to difficulties of communication, the information
on Pitcairn Island and Grenada had not arrived in tims %o be included in |
documsnt A/AC.B:S/L.J._IO/RG}:.J.. The causes of the delay had been partly the

vecesslty of complying with the yecent revision of the Standard rorm, as had
been readily recognized by the Secretary of the Commdttee,

/Mr.DAVB,\I
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. Mr. DAVIN (New Zealand), replyimg to the Secretariat representativels
statement that by 30 September mo information on thes Cook Islends-had reached”
the Secretary-General, said that that information might be expected at any
moment. He apologized for the delay. -The informetion for 1951 had been -
prepared in accordance with the old Standard Form, but that for- 1952 would be
rbmitted in accordance with the revised Standard Form. He repgated, howsver,
that his Gove: nment did not consider. itself bownd to transmit information-on the

- territories undsr ites administration..

Mr.. TAJIRLAPIS {Inconeaia} thanked the Cheirman, who, speaking aé
representative of Pakistan, had expressed ths hope that the Netherlands and
Indonesian Governments would be able to seitls their differences by negotiation.
| Hls Goverpment would welcome such negotiations,

. The United Kingdom representative, rsferring to recent events in Indohesia,
. had hoped thet the negotiations would lead to a settlement. The Indonesien
~-Government, however, was faced with a rebellion, and he wondered whether ths -
United Kingdom Government would consider negotlating w1th.rebels in similar "~
circumstences, : S ' o o roe
Lastly, his delegation fully reserved iits pogition on the Netherlends

representative’ls statement,

. Mr. ROSCHIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said, in reply to the
slglan représentative; that 1% was the Ceneral Assembly which had, at'its'fiist,
session, drawn. up the. 1ist of territories on which the Administering Powers had
to trensmit information, The list could thsrefore be chinged only by the’

General Assembly itself and it was not for the Admwnieterlng Pcwars to dscide on
which Teyritories. information should be ‘submitted. ' -

The United Kinglom remesentative had asserted thet under Article 73 € of
the Charter Members of the United Nations assuming responsibility for the
-administration of non-gelf-governing territories had only undertaken to tranemit
. information on those territories. His delegation could not dgree with that |
restrictive interpretation of Article 73.° Indeed, in the fivst paragraph of ‘the ;

' ‘ ' /Article o
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Article Members of the United Natione which assumsd responsibility for the
adilnistration of non-self-governing territories also accepted as a sacred
trust the obligation to promote tc the utmost the well-being of the inhabitants
of thome territories, and to that end to tramsumit regularly for information
purposes information on the territories under their administration. The fact
that the Administering Powers lad underteken the obligation to prqmote,thg
vell-being of the inhabitants of the territories under their administration
precluded any restrictive interpretation of the words "for informetion purposes”.
The text did not logically, politically or legally authorize such an
interpretation, to which the Soviet Upion could not agree; it would make the
transmission of information a mere formality.

Mr. RYCEMANS (Belgium) could not accept elthsr the USSR representative: |
interpretation of General Assembly resolutior 66 (I) or the theory that the list’
of territories enumerated therein could be changed only by the General Assembly,

An Administering Power was perfectlty within its rights to withhold inforwation
on a territory if 1t conmsidered that the territory could no longsr be regarded
as non-self-governing. Doubtless, were the Soviet Union to administer a

nen-seli-governing Territory, it would do the sane.

M. FAEMX (Pgypt) disagreed with the Beléian repregsentative, whom he
referred to General Assembly resolution 334 (IV) concerning the territories
which came under Chapter XI of the Charter; in that regolution the Gensral
Assembly, having recalled resolution 66 (I) of 1l December 1946, in which the
territories referred to in Article 73 & were enumerated, congidered that it was
. within its responsibility to expresg its opinlion on the principles which had
guilded or might in futlure guide the Members concerned in enumerating those
Texrritories,

Mr. PIGNCN (Frence) pointed out to the Egyptian representative that his
theory falled to take account of the fact, which fhﬁ Belglan repmesentativs‘had
already stressed, that the Governments theraselves had announced thelr intention
to transmit information on the Territories they administered. All the General
Assembly had done was to drawy up a list on that basis. "

/My . MATHIESON

/
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Mr. MATHIESON (United Kingdom) found the USSR representativets
imsrpreta’oion of Artilcle 73 of the C‘mrter, ané in particuler of paragreph e,
unconvinclng. Moreover, it saemed. to be useless to try to change the USJR
Government's attitude on the sub,ject. o

Mr 'ROSCHIN (Umon of Soviet Secialist chublics) , s]:eaking on a point
of ordsr , sald that the Unitved K:m(;dom and Belgian represen‘batives' argumente '
were irrelevant. The Belgian rep'::esenmtwe ts hyjothesis was absu:cd, while ths
United Kingdom representativele statement waé out of place. The General o
Assembly had enumerated the téryritories %o which A"bicle 73 ¢ of the Charter

.applied and nothing could changs tmt.

Mr. BUSTAMANTE (Eovador) agreed with ths statement made by the Chairman,
when he had spoken ag representabwe of l’alcw’can, concerning the dispute between
the Nstherlands and Indonesia, and shered his hope that it ¢~1d be settled by
negotiation, as was proper in all such dlsputes.

His delegation had already made 1ts views known on the subJject of ths
in berpre tatlion of Artic'le 13 e of the Charter. reserved 1ts position in
rerfard to the terr Ltox'ies which cama undcr Article 73 e, and in particular in
regard to those in the Amsryican Continent, on which the Netherlands Government
had. declded not to tranemit any more informmtion. The General Assembly would
cons:lder the quest.ton at .L'bB next seasion, when hz.s delegation would. explain )

ite’ posa.‘bion .

Mr. RYCKMANS (Bel-ium) pointed out, in repl;sf ’co éhe representatiw}c of
Egypt, that while the Gensral Assembly could express its op:x.n*on on the principles
which nad guidsd or might in future guide the Members concerned in enumerating the
territories on which they were obliged to tranemit 1nformatlon under Ar‘oicle 73 é
of the Charter, 1t was nevertheless for the Member States to establ ish those
principles and consequsntly o decide whe Luer thers was no longer a:oy néed. to

tranemit information on a territory.
/FROGRAMME
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The CHAIRMAN declered discussion on item 8 of the agenda. cl_oséd. ‘Itemg
9 and 10 still remained to be considered, but the Committees first had to examineg
the Sub-Commltteets report, which had Just been circulated as document o
A/AC.35/L.111. I view of the short time which ‘members of the Committee had had '
for the study of the report, hs suggested deferring consideration of it until
the next day. The Commlittee could take up item 9 at once, unless it preferred
to adjourn.

Mr . ROSCHIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) pointed out that the
Sub~Committeets report had not been translated into Russian and that in any
case more timé was needed to study it.

The CHATIRMAN suggested taking up the Sub-Commitiee's report on
Friday, 3 October. ' .
It was so decided.

4

Mr . RYCKMANS (Belgium) proposed that the Committee should go on to
item 9 of the egenda.

Mr. TAJIBNAPIS (Indonesia) thought that the members of the Committes,
and in perticular those who }had not served on the Sub-Commities, nesdsi to siudy;
the Sub-Committeets report at leisure. He therefore formally proposed that the
Committee should adjourn. |

The CHAIRMAN said that under rule 77 of the rules of procedure the
Indonesian represgentativets motion for adjournment must be put to the vote

at once.
The motlon for adjournment was adopted by 3 v'o'bes to none, .wi’ch

T abatentions.

The meeting rose at 3.55 DT

* 16/10 p,m,
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