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'I'ha CB'Am~'Jr informed the eaa-1tt.le of h &lath or Mr. Gu:r Peroz-ClcnC:ro3

er the Cuba.."l delegation., and recalled tbe part he h&.4. ~n in thE) d1EcUCS ions of

the Fourth Canmit~ of the Gi';ooral AeM1lt.>~ t'raI l~ to 19;J2 cnd 1n ~e 'WOrk

of' Sub....(}at:m1ttoo 2 of ';"a) Fourth Cf..ltWG vL10h Dc.d led to the setting up of the

0<=11ttee 04 In:!\-mnat1on from Non-~1t-<lo~b1l8i'e..~ tor:'.8D. ThCl Cuban t\ele~."iion

bad bt'enre'Preeented on the C0ttI111t·te$ in 1941, 19\6, 195J., 19)2 and lS53, and

)~. :Perez-c1snercB had aot~d as FAppart8ur 1ft l~' end had alao tnken p3rt in thR

Ccmnitteets 'WOr)t in 1951. After pmis1ns tJw 1*rsonal qualit1es of

Mr. Perez;;.cianeroa. btl said that the Un1ted. Na tiOM bed loa"; ~o 01' i te moot
r

tatthtul Bup~rters.

Ho e::'P!'t)srNi r.earttelt eonG.olanc~s vi. th the Cubml dBlcga tion on his OWl

. and a1 the Committ\:J6 t 8 behalf, ar..d said that he wuld send a telsgratl to the

Cuban GoVG1-nment.

Miee MANAS (Cube.) thankt3d the ~.A1.l!n3n and the Commit.toe. S~., 190allad

the work d.cc.a bl Mr~ Perez-Cisneroo and u'Jsured the Committee that obe would

transmit the C~it~t8 condol~nces to th8 Cuban Governmont.

Mr. G.\VIN ,(Intermt10nal lAbour Orgv.n1eat1on) reoalled tr..a t

Hr. Pel"9z-C1oneroe had 'Pro.ided over the Ir.temational Labour Organisatioat •

Go~~1n8 Bo~. Rs asked the Chail'lDBn to aDsoc1~to the ILO with the candolenooa

whioh be vas goine to sond by telegram.

The representatives of :rnA~, FRAIiCl, INDIA cnd tba UN:r..t!illD KINGDOM

aS80ciated the:na~lV8s with the tribute ~aid by the C~1man to Yor. Perez..cisneros

and eJC1lnB£'~d their eympe:tby vlth tb.& ~~. Covel"UlDfmt 8Ud. tho dGoeased' e..
family •
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FAR':'ICIPATION OF REPRESENTATI/7lS FROM TERRITORIES IN THE WORK OF THE COMMITTEE

(A/AC .35/L.126, 152, 153, 154)

tI.r. :P.IRACHA (Pakistan) recalled t~t his delegat:J.on had been one of the

sponsors of G0neral Assembly resolution 647 (VII) on the psrtic1pat ion of

Non-Self~overningTerritories in the ~rork of the Commdttee. It therefore

attached great importance to that question. Representatives of Non-Self-Governing

Territories had already been included in delegations of the Administering Powers.

He had felt great satisfaction upon hearing Mr. Fernos-Isern of Puerto Rieo give

the Committee valuable information on the situation in that territo~J' Such a

practice should b~ more general. While he appreciated the clarity of the

information supplied by Mr. Ward, the United Kingdom Govern.rnent expert, h~ believed

that a representative of a Non-Self-Governing Territory and not of the metropolitan

country woula have been able to throw much more light or. conditions in Non-Self­

Governing Territories.

There was no way to compel Administering Powers to permit indigenous

inhabitants to represent the Non-Self-Governing Territories, but he pointed out

that resolutions 566 (VI) and 647 (VII) left no room for doubt, and he hoped tbat

the Administering Powers would abide by them in the future. It WES ~or that reason

that the delegation of Pakistan, sincerely wishing to reach an understanding, had I
decided to co-sponsor the draft resolution contained in document A/AC.35!L.l52.

He wished to remove any misapprehension that the draft resolution h~d any hidden

inteIJt:ion. If it could be accepted unanimously at least one ste}J .l.llrther could be

taken towards the direct association of the inhabitants of Non-Self-Governing

Territories in the work of th~ Committee.

Mr. BENlTES-VnruEZA (Ecuador) said that, in supporting the d.raft

resolution on the participation of indigenous inhabitants in the Trork of the

Committee, his delegation had been moved by the wish to·conciliate divergent

opinions. Undeniable progress had been achj.eved, since coloniali.sm was no more

and the inhuman exploitation which had taken place in colonial territories more
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than a century ago was now merely a memory. However, there ~,.,as still room for

improvement and it was for that reason that th~ Ecuadorian delegation supported

the draft resolution. The sponsors ot the draft ~d t~ied to overcome the

technical difficulties of dual representation. He hoped that the text would be

a~proved unanimously by the Committee.

Mrs. MENON (Indi.a) noted that re:pre8,=utat.iv~s of the Non-Self-C.overniIl3

Territories took part in the work ot regional commissions and me~tjDgs. She

was hap~y at such co-operation between representatives of the peoples of the

territories and the Administering Powers. The Indian delegation wculd like SllCh

co-ope~ation to be extended to i~clude the Co~aitteets dis~assions, whi~h had a

direct bearing on life in the Non-Selt.Goven:.ing Territories. Represen"tatives

of the Administering Powers could not really take the place of repr~sentatives of

tbe indigenous ir.habitants. Moreover, tt€:rc was nothing new in th~ suggestion

made in the draft resolution. 'The United Kingdcm Government had itself taken

the initiative as regards t~e participation of indigenous inhabitants in certain

types ot internatiolial work. She fully apprecie.te"j, the fears of the

representatives of the Administering rowers. There were obviously territorieo

where the population had ~ot reached such a stage of civilization as to furnish

persons capable of participating usefully in the Co:mnittee's work. The sponsors

of the drstt resolution had therefore endeavoured to establish the principle,

and it was the principle they wished accepted. It would be ajvantageoUfl for the

Ad~inisteringPowers to seek to increase the partici~ation of the population of

Non-Self-Governing Territories in order to enable the Committee to draw on the

sources of the "~~·!tormation it needed. S~e was convinced that the representatives

of the Ajministertng Powers would understand the dpirit ic which the sponsors

of the draft had submitted it.
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Mr. KH!ILIDY (I~q) a.xplain~d \r1ly hie delegation believed that it would

be uoe:f\u. for the Ccmn1ttee to hear representatives ot N.Jn-e~1f-Go'l'ern1nS

'n"rritor1ee. Thtir8 'night be differences of op1nicc, for e=ca:!Dple, regarding the

prinoiple of the rigtt of peoples to sGlf'·d.ot~!':Dinationor the. i.i of del!1ocratio

repreeentaticn; but whatever th$ opinions held, 1t was nevertheless indispensable

for the Commitu-8 to bo able to obtain info!"m3.tlon at the souroe by hearing

rcpresenta.t~.vee of tl:3 indiger.oua L~.sbitantfj. He wao not una'W8ra of t.he

dlffioulties whioh th3 Adminietaring Powers would l:.ava to solve, but thought that

the '\lOrding of the dr6ft resolution was reasonable. For his part he would have

preferr3d it to be 6 little ~ore categorioal. The eponeor~ of the draft had sought

a comprc:niae. He pa.id a tribute to their apir.it of ooncilio. tion and wished

eSpJcially to oongre,tulete the Braz~l1£n represontative en the ef'fcrt hI) had made

to submit a d...voaft acceptable to all. He hoped that the C-,mrnlttee would adopt the

d.r~f't resolution as worded, w1 thout any amendment.

Mr. PI~ai ~France) sa~.d that the quostion mlder stu~ was of the highest

1Jnportancs, both from the practical a.."ld frC!l1 the theoretical points of view. For

that rec.son he w~shed he wara able to respond favouraJly to the eloquent dppeals

of the representatives of Brazil, India, I>aklstan and Ecuador. Unhappily,

hOW3ver, aftsr caroful examina t10n of the draft resolution, h& found hi'J1ee'lf

unable to accept it, at least in that, form. !ia l'ocalled that, as a result of the

rEisorvatior.s ma.do by tl1e Fran.oh de1egaticn at the open1ng of the soss1on, none of

the C~1ttaels resolutions uould be b1ndJ.ng upon the F!'ench Governmontj

nevertheless, -a favourable vota 0:1 his part would oblige him to Justify th9

resolut1 on to h~s Gowrnment and tba t he rel (i unable to do. Neturally he 'WaS not

una"''a2'6 that success of the work of the United Nations de~end3d larg~ly on

acceptance of compromises maldng 1t possible to move forward towards a CC!JDJ1L."

ideal. But canprom1eea ba.e~d on an a::bigu1t..Y d.e11bere.tely maintained by both

aides off"red serious dangers for the future. In the pr()sent ~aselit would be

botter not to settle the qu")etion 1II::'::9diatsly then to re~.:h a sham solution.
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He then extilllined in detail the d.-raft resolution before the Committee. It was

clea.r~ sta.ted in f+,e prealtble that the principle ot unity of representation must

.le roa.1ctained; that statement he thought in itself excellent, for it satisfied

both legality and reality. But paragraph 1 of the operative part specified that

the in6.igenoua membel~ ot delegations should be duly qualified to act as spokesmen

ot their 10c&1 goverr ante I and pe.regraph 2 developed that idea in requiring

credentials. The Committee could therefore, it it wished, insist upon checking

the crec.ent.iala ot thoSA awointed. 'lhere was a contradiction between the

provisions of those two pp.=cgrapha and the principle of unity of representation

affirmed earlier in the Sam9 text. It would in tact serve no useful purpose to

inaugurate a special kind ot repre3e~tation if the persons concerned were not

free to speak before the Conmittee on their om behalf or 01'.l behalf of the locF...!

governments which they rerresented. He himseL:' had had occasion to w04'k witr.

inca.genous advisers from the French territories I and he had been entirt:!ly

sa.tisf~.ed with their co-operation. He had indeed urged the French GovernrJlent to

repeat that hap.liiY experiment. But tt-ere were certain conditionl;;l under \t;tlich alone

s'.lch collaboration could. be both fruitful and acceptable. '!bere must 'oe 00

possibility ot questioning the &1.lthor1ty and rights ot the head ot e delc3&tion.

It was tor each government t~ settle conflicts between local interests.

Divergencies of local inta!'est necessarily existed not only within the group ot

tarritories administered by a single Power, but also within a f.ederation. All

prj.vate inter3f3ts were to be respec·ted but when they were 1n COnfllCt it was fO';..4

national and lot intemat10nal authorities to deal with them.

'!here was a further contradiction, which s.rose from the Coumittee Zs very

chQ.!'acter. H1e Government had agreed to the tacit rene·tial of the CoDmlttee on

condit1onthat it remained a purely technical body. But the draft resolution

repeated the wording of paragraph 3 of resolution 647 (VII) in speaking of

representatives ot territories whose inhabitants had attained A. large !Deaaure ot
responsibility tor eCOllOmic, soc1a.! and educational policies; that was an

,
aml)iguous wording which migb\, lead to inteX'll'.1nable discussions.
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::e furt:1,:'r (:r.Jw a.ttent1on, to the p:.'~ctico.l difficulty of def1."l1na cert~

terms, particularly the word "government". In the Freuch territories the" were

representatiY~s of the exeQ\Jtive branch (Governor, Govcrnor-Ge~ral,

HiGh Commissioner) and territor1al aese~11es exerc1sinB brond powars which coverCt

budgetary and fiscal matters; there were in addit10n parl18mentary

representatives who sat in the metropolitan assemblies and we~ essentially the

elected representatives of the population. h~ wondered Which of them was to
, I

appoint the indigenous represcnto.ti",es to the Committee. The 41tficultieR were
great'l for it lTas quite clear that such appointments woul,d soon give rise to

struggles between the political parties in each territory.

:F'ina.lly, he considered that paragraph 1 of the operativ~ pert of the draft

resolution would restrict unduly the possibilities of choice. For hie part,

he thought that the best course V8S to find those experts who were best able

and qualified to bring a positive contribution to the Committee" academic

debates, to Whichever territories ~;ey might belong politically or administratively

For all those reasons he could not give his support to the draft res,olution

Gubmitted by the delegations of BraZil, Cuba, Ecuador, India and ra,kistan.

Nevertheless, the French del~gat10n wished to make some constructive contribution

to the study of, the ,question a With tha.t intention it vas submitting a draft

amendment (A/Ae.35/L.l53) which proposed'the deletion of paragr6ph 2 of the

operative part of the draft resolution and the replacement of paragraph 1 by the

follOWing text:

"InVites the Member states whIch administer Non-Self-Gover:l1ng

Territories to attach to their delegations to the Committee on Information

as members of the deleaations, Indigenous experts duly possessing

suitable qualifications in economics, social affairs and education."

In addition, he said that he would ask for a separate vote on the first. ,

pe.ra.graph of the preamble, which ra.ised problems not Vithin the ~omm1ttee· s

province. He would ask for a separate vote on the last ,four "lOrds of the

seventh pore.graph of the preamble, It 10 a regular manner". The o'b,jection to

those 'Words was that either they lDeant nothing or vn the contrary they
\

introduced en oblleation so strict as to be unacceptable to the ""rench

1
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Cielesation. In ccnclus10n ha SQ~.d that tl"..e 8nenc5-D~:~ntB he had pro!'oeod to the

draft resolut:!.on had been PU'~ f,orve.rd in tte sincere desire ef c~nst..~ettve

collabo~atton with its sponsors.

Miss lW!AS (Cub~) said tha-G the poa1'~ion of her delegation 'Wa3 very

similar to that of the Irn<:.1 c'~leg1.ltiont,l She hod associated ll"rself hO'Wever

with the draft 11esolutioll;O SPOllS01"5, 'Who had Wished to draft a mor.....er3.te text
which the Aclminist.eril16 i'oWE)-:-s would be alJle to uiopt. The t~xt he.d b~en

dratted 1n th~ spirit of General AGs~mbJy re8ol~tion 647 (VII) Yh1ch had been

ndopted by a large majority.

111". SEMiS (United S ::'ate:s of Amer1c~) co~~atule.t'!d the authors or
the draft resolution 0;"1 the spirit of cOl1cilia'cion ~ich ~y had reve~led.

'!be United States delega.tion had all-raya supported any 1r.ee.su.r~ d~sig!led to

increa.se t..'1e p&rtic1pation of representatives of the Non-3elf-Governing

Territorie3. It had, hmTever, felt it necessary to submit ,c~rt&in e.me~nts

to the draft rec,olution con,to.ined in doctwlent AIAC. 35/L. 152. They wer.e to bEa

fOll.id :in doc'.l!uent A/l\.C.35/L.154, and he ~ef\d them out to -the Committee.

Mr~ NATliIESON (U~itad Kingdom) was happy to note, the sp1~1t of

collRboration shown by ~'1e authors of the draft resolution, ne suppo~d the

statements of the French reprcrent!1tive lIilo had con-,1nc1ncly argued the co.se ,

for the Administarlng PovTers. Hie Goverr.J'!1Cnt recognized the value t:1ere would

be in the pe.rtic1pati~n in thr::: C,->II'.mitte3: ~ f:£::1:.6::;1ons of representatives o~ the

No~-Self-GoverningTerritor~o~~ Such partic1)ut1on, however, would raise

practical difficulties in vi~Y of ~h~ div~~sity of the territc~1~s conc8rtVJd.

An inc.13~nOl.':.S representative of P. t;ivcn t.:r::'1tcry 'Would undoubtedly be familiar

With economic, social or educational m~ttcr3 a!i3cting hio o~ terri~ory but it

was unl1kel:y that his competen~.3 ,~o'uld extend further.
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The participation of such representativea raised another problem. Those

indigenous inhabitents ",mO cou:.d make the most valuable contribution were not

politic ions but ei..-perts ~lho had in general e. heavy task on their hands in the

territory itself. Tr.Ley micht be unable to lay aside that taslt in order to take

part in the COInIllittee' s wo~:~"

Turning to s detailed exar:.i.nation of the dr.:d"t resolution, he said that

the \lOrding of t~1e first. t~ro pnr9.graphs of the p:!:'sam"ule did not appear to l:1m

to be particularly happy. A l"cterence to th~ resolution adopted at the

Gener&l Assemblyis seventh Jossion would be c~fficient. Furthermore, the use

of the word U ind1genous"in the third paraGraph of the preamble raised the

problem of its def:!.nition. In bio opinion; the iTord should be understood only

in the purely ethnic sense.

With regard to the operative part of the resolution, he agreed With the

French rep~eeentatiVt~ that paragraph I was likely to Give rise to endless

discussion. The matter of choice should be left to the metro~olitan

govertlI:1ent alone. Paragraph 2 added nothing and might well be deleted, as the

French representative had proposed.

In ccnclusion j he said that his delegation would give careful study to

any proposal for a ~ording which might prove generally acceptable.

Mr. FRAZAD (Brazil) felt sure that a compromise wording could be.

fo'~"'d. He would consult his colleague3 a.uring the recess for tba.t purpose.

The m~eting W(l.S sus~nded L".t 3~40 1? .. m. and resum~d at 4.25 PI m.

Mr. FRAZAO (Brazil) ~-ew attent1-:.:'l 'to the cho.nges -which the authors

of the draft: rasol~tion had made in their t~xt in the hope that it would be

adopted u.."1.animously. 30 fetr as the ~rcemb'.e 'iaS <-cncerned, they had accepted

the first two United States aI:lend.'tents (A/AC.33/L.154), namely that the word

"participation" should be replaced by the v.-ord "o.Esociat10n". Bearing in mind

the objectio~s raised by the United Kingdom, Fronce and the United states they

had dele.ted the 'uords "in a regUlar manner" in the seventh paragraph of the

pre"mble. In the opera;~ive part of the resolution they had found a more

general vay of wording the first paracraph. The term n spoltesmen", would be
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replaced by "qualified ••• rep~~ntatiYes" and the word "duly" b;r .. speC1e.ll.y'·

Which had no legal connotations. 'J."he authors of the draft I"~solutlon asked

th~ United Statefi delegation not to 1ns1at on the adoption of its tort!ule.

"expresses the hope" wh:tch would weala!n Do ~xt. that was e.1re£l.dy very moderately'

wordedj the 'Word "inv!ten ohould be reta1ne~.

~ text of the ope:-ati,re port ltould tl1eretore read ss follows:

1. "Invit.es the Member States adm1niatering Non-Self-Governing Territories,

the 1Dhab1tants of vh1ch have attained a large measure ot responsibility

for economic, seefs.1 and educatioae.l policies, to attsch to their delegation

specially qual1f.1ed iD41aeDOUa repreu:1t..tives to speak for the territor~s

on these matters."

Nr. SEARS (United states of Amer1c:a) proposed that the worda

"without prejudice to the principle o~ unity of representation" should ~

inserted ~.n the text of the paragraph 1n question.

1'-Yr. FRAZAO (Brazil) :;,ointed out t~lat the principle of un1'i:~' of

representation had alr&ady bo~n stated in the fifth paragraph of the preamble

and it woUld therefore be illog1cal to restate it. in the operative, P5.rt of,
the resolution.

Mr. PIGHON (France) paid tribute to the spi""1t of cO-DpI!ro.tion shown

by the authors of the draft' resolution. Nevertheless I he would be WJ8ble to

vote for the, first paragre.llh of the prewr.ble even W1th t.1-te amendments that they

had accepted. The operative part still r~i£~d difficulties. GiTen

the nature of the Committee, 1t lrould be l:.Jt·~er to speak of "experts" than ot
"repres~ntative·s". Furthermore, the phr813e.:. "tb9 inhabitants ot which have

atto.1ne~ a large measure 0: respons1bi:'lt:r••• " seemed dangerous 'because it was
so vegu~. D1acus,a10us vould inevitably arise on the meaning of the words

"t\ large neasure". ,Last~y, the words ~ to speak tor" were open to various

interpret£4tions.
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Hr. FP.AZA.O (Brazil) ex:;>1aiuecl that by using the worda "the 1nhab1tants

ot vhtch have £.tta.1Ded e. w"ge m36.Su.:'"8 of resp0n3iblllty ••• " the authors

of the draft re:olut1oD. 11&1 1uteDde~ to reatr1ct its scope; they bad wished to

DlaJre :l.t ('.l~a.r that t·hc pJ\i<rtic~ wouJ..d be followed only in the case of

t~rr;;.tori'38 the inha'b1~,t8 ef which ha.d attaJ.ne(l. a ce~ 4egree ot
t.clV'an~€'..rl1::-.nt•

M.!'. l1A'mlESOil (lbJ.tad l:1ngckm) proposed that pare.gre.ph 1 ot the

operative part should be drafted as :rollo~i6: Ulnvitea tbe M3moor States..
&tm1Diste~tcg Non·Self-Goveru1ng Terri~or1e8 th~ inhabitants of ¥bicb have

att~j:-LC,>I.l e lar3e meaCiura of ;'et>polUJi'b111ty for economic, aocial and

educat10tal policies} to attacb to their de1eg8t1o~s apeclally ~~~1~d

1::ld!genous repreasntat1vea to 8peek on these matter,) as they !"1Ilate to

the territories."

Mrs~ t<!ENCI~ (India) ho.cl 00 obJect:!.oo'3 to the am~~.c!ment snbm1..tted

ora1.\v by ~ United Kingdan !"epreee~tati\·e.

Mr. FRAZAO (Brazil) 8pprove~ tbg United K1n8d.cm emenQnento He

appeaJ.p.l to the French representative to withdraw bis eme~l1t which migbt

d1v1~ the Ccmn1.ttce, whereas the United Ki:1gdom amendment m16bt wel)' make it

poa8~.ble to ac1lieve unanim1ty.

Mr. PIGHON (France) po1r.ted out that the United K..'tngdom amendment

vas p"Ure~· :formal. His objections &"~iU held, therefore, and be felt

bo".Uld. 'to maint6.!n bis amenCnor:t.•

1'C-. MA1BIESON (United K1r..gdo.m) pointed out that the French amendment

wouLd be p~t to the vote first; he WQulc vote for it: since be felt that it

wes prefel-able to his own amcI¥3ment. It th<; ~nch 't.c.~xt were rejected, he wou14

Vot.e in tavou:~ of hie own e.me~dm.al1t.

f

•



f

tants

i to

Lt

lot

Mr. SEARS (United States of America) 8aid he would vote for the

French amendment first and then, it it were not e40pted, for tbl. United Kjngclau

amendment.

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote, parasrap~ bJ paragraph, the revised

draft reso~ution and the amendment. aubm1tted by the representatives of

France, the United States and the United Kingdom.

Preamble

ibe first paragraph of the p~amble vitb the UD1te~States ame~nt to

replace the word "l'artic1R!tion81 bZ the word ",s.oclation" was adopted "

by 9 votes to ,. with ~ abstent1oDf,.

~e second wasraph of the p£!&mble yith the lame Un!ted States amendment

was adoEted bl 10 vote. to none« w1th 5 abstentionl.

Mr. FRAZAO (Brazil) asked whether the Un1te4 States representative

would agree to replace the words "~ified repre.entative persons" in the

third paragraph of the preamble b;y the words n qual!fied representative

1nbabitants".

Mr. SEARS (United States of America) la14 that be would.

1\1e third R8!!B!'!'ph of the preamble, a. amen4!4, was adopted by 12 votes

to none, with 2 Q'ljatent,io~.

~e fourth P!l"Yraph of tbe preamble was a402ted uww!JDousll.

111e f1fth iarag.~pb of the preamble ft. adeRte4. !'!!AA1mousy-

Mr. SEARS (tJn1ted States of America) 86"ed that the eM of the

sixth paragraph of the preamble should be dratted a, follows: " • •• have

from t!1De to time attached qualified representative 1~1tants to their

dales-tions".

1he sixth p8!!B!'aph ot the preamble, as amc;~" was adopted ,!!'!n1moueJ.y.

!!be eeventh pe.1Hraph of the p£H!!l!le vas !de2~ !IDAA1!!!2uaJ,y.
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Operat:i.ve_part

Pen.g..."El.'P,h 1

The French amec~nt (A/AC.35iL.153)~.rejected bl 8 votes to 7.
The United Stat"!s~.!'lf~ii!~ur,ert~ ~rds "vith~t Er~di~e to

~..R!~1E.le of ~~t~ of r~~en~a.ti.on11 -:.Ia~ .adgpted.

~1r. PIRil.cHA (Pakistan) e:.:plained th~t he had voted aeainst the

United States ~1ndinent'be~auge he felt i,t was rep~titive and super:!'luous at

that point.

Mr. KAOOY (Iraq) said he ha.d abstained'for the same reason.

Mr. F'RAZAO (Brazil), supportad by the Un', ':,~d states representative,

~ormally proposed that the phrase in question should be redrafted as follows:

"without prejudice to the principle laid down in the fifth paragraph of the

preamble u
•

The Brezl~la~. amend.me~ was adopted by 12 votes to 1, with 2 abstenttons.

Mr. KADRY (Iraq)' explained that he had been able' to vote for,

the amendment 1nlts modified form.

Mr. V~!J.'HIB:SON-(United Kingdom) explained that he had voted' against

the new phrase as it· was longer than the original one.

Mr., PffiACHA (Pakistan) had voted in favour of the new phrasca which,

though long, was Dot repetitive.

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the amendment submitted orally by the

United Kingdom represent~tive.

~he amendme~t ~s adopted by'lO votes to 1, t;nth 4 abf!3tentions.

Pe~e.[.l."a;.;>h 1 of the operat i "le part, as a whole, as amended; 'was adopted

by 12 votes. to 1, with 2 abstentions.

-------------........
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~.!l£e.P!l 2

?be second F.!e!!~h s.me~~n.Lto dele.!!~jof the oPerative pari

was ado.eted bl 8 vote.s ,~.1~

~~..!..!!.ss.!~~1on& n8No! vho~...!!. ,pQd.e1.,."a!, adol'ted by If votes to 1,

with ·2 abs'teD.tioos.

lw1r. PETHERBRIOO! (Australia) .taw" iD esp"Mt1on of his vote that

in his Governmentts opinion a Statefa r1sbt to 4et.rm1ne the composition

of its delegations to varIous confeieDCe. or meetinge or international

orE;a!\izatioDs could not be 11141tad in any w8:/ whatsoever. Because of that

funde.m.ental principle he bad been unable to vote f<..·.:' the draft resolution.

Nevertheless, in view of the admi~~ble intentions underlying the text, he

had not wished to oppose i~ for.mally and bad therefore abstained in the vote

on the draft resolution 'as a whole.

He bad abstained from votir.g on the secoud paragraph of the preamble;

it bad not 1n tact ever been established that the direct participation of the

Non-Self ..Governing Territories in the work of the Com!ttee on Information

could assist in pl~motiog the progress of those territories towards the

soals set forth ...n Chapter XI of the Cbartttr. He bad voted 8.gai~st the first

paragraph of the preamble; it referred to the direct participation of the

Non-self-Governing Terr1tor1~8 1n tbe work of the United Nations and of the

specialized agencies in general and thus it went still fUrtb~r than the second

paragraph in that respect.

He bad also abstained from voting 04 tbe operative part of the draft

resolution because he would have preferred the French amendment. It would
~so bave been better to keep the phrase "expresses the hope" susg~sted

by the United Statea representative; tbe word "invites" implied that the

Committee was giving directives to Member States on the compoaition of

their delegations, that was to 861 on a matter which W&S exclusively wiof:.hin

their <:ompe'tsnee.
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Mr. PIGNON (France) reiterated his thanks to the authors of the

draft resolution for the goodwill &nd conciliatory spirit that they had

shown and assured them that his attitude d',lring the discussion and the vote

had been inspired by the best intentions. Re had wished above all - and

that was e consideration which he had felt it better not to stress at an earlier

stage in the discussion - to prevent the Committee from adopting any text

which might make it difficult in future for hi,s ccuntry to participate in

lts work. He was happy to be a"t:>le to say that, although the draft resolution

that had just beeu adopted seemed open to cr5.ticisll\ in many respects, its

nature was not such that it would prevent the French Government from

participating in the Committee r s work in the future; that in itself waS very

sat:~sfactory.

He had voted 1n favour of a number of paragra:p~s in the draft resolutions;

he had, in particular, supported paragraph 7 of the preamble to show that

he would alwa.ys be prepared to adivse his Government -;-:,hat the participation of

representatives of the Iron-Self-Governing Territories in the work of the

delegations of the Atiministering Powers should be encouraged and extended.

Mr. SPITS (Netherlands) !ikewise wished to pay tribute to the goodwill

and spirit of co-operation of the authors of the draft resolution. In the

past the Netherlands delegation had alWays emphasized the need for mutual

concessions which made it possible to reconcile opposed ~iewpoints and

thereby achieve a basis of agreement. The attitude of the authors, which had

been guided by that essential principle, the~efore deserved the highest praise.

tAx. PIRACHA (Paki sta'.l) said he would have preferred the original text of

document A/AC.35/L.l52 which he had co-sponsored; it was for that reason that he

had voted against the French amendment and had abstained on the United Kingdom

amendment, for he thought it undesirable that a text which had already been alterer

by its authors to meet the objections raised by certain representatives should be

so much further weakened. The Committee had finally adopted a curtailed
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text and the hopes of delegations which had takec the initiative in the matter

had been largely disappo:i.Dted. At any epent he still thought that no opportunity

should be missed of achieving some progress, however slight, and he had

therefore voted in favour of the amended draft resolution. He thought that it

still represe~ted a half-step forward.

Mrs. MENON (India) said that the draft resolution adopted was certainly

far from fulfilling the hopes of the delegations which bad drawn u~ the original

text but, if a principle was recognized, the words used were of small importance.

The modifications made in the originel text had not alteren its spirit and the

Committee had therefore undoubtedly taken a further step towards the ultimate

goal.

Mr. IvtATHIESON (United Kingdom) recF.uled that his Government had

always upheld the right, for each State, to determine as it thought fit the

coreposition of its delegations to the variou~ international organizations; in

that respect he fully supported the comments made by the Australian representative.

Considering, however, that the text adopted did not 1n any way prej~dice that

right the United. !(ingdom delegation had been glad. to support it.

He had had no difficulty in accepting the inclusion of the word

"representatives" in the text of the draft 1"esolution since an:," pprson who took

part in the work of an orgar~ of the Unit~a Nations as a member of a dcle~ation

was in effect a rerT'I~l3ent:~:~ive . Similarly he had seen no need to oppose the

use of the word "invites" since it clid not properly speaking imply an obligation

for the Administering Powers but rather a recommendation which they would follow

a~ far as possible.
His affirmative vote should be interpreteJ in the light of his previous

comments. In voting for the draft resolution he had gone somewhat beyond the

instructions of his Government, for he had Wished to help to frame a text which,

he sincerely hoped, :"'ou1d mark a step forward and ren.lly reflect the general

agreeD1E:nt reached dur:'.ng the proceedings.
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Mr. PEFRY (New ~ealand) whil~ associating himself with the previous

speakers io cong~atulatJog the authors of the draft resolution on their

conciliatory spir1t, regretted that h~ had not been in a position to support their

t '.t. He had abstained from vcting on the first two paragraphs of the pre8~hte

because he thought it pl'eferable, in the general interests, not to recall U~,

past.

Wit~ regard to the operative p~rt he had voted in favour of the French

amendment which had the advantage of setting out in a clear and precise fashion

the reasons for which the Administer10g Pc\orers nrl ght, if the need arose, include

in their aelegctions to the Committee on Information representatives from the

Territories which they adm1niste~ed. The text adopted was perhaps open to

different interpre~ations and he had not felt free on such an important matter

to vote for it at the present time. He expressed the opinion, however, that the

text represented a cOusiderable step rorwerd on a problem which had defied SOllltioD

at previous sessions.

Mr. FRAZAO (Brazil) pointed out that in accordance with the instructions

received from his Government he had endeavoured .A.,o find a basis of agreement in

orde::: to put an end to the long discussions which had been held on that question

both witbi.n the Committee on Information and the Fourth Committee of the General

Assembly. Tt was the duty .of the Member States of the United Nations, both

"ithin the main organs and the subsidiary cODwittees or commdssions, to fo their

11tmost to settle disputes in a wenner satisfactory to all concerned and thus

contribute tu implementing the fundamental principle on which the organization

was basel.

H~s country had always realized the difficultiea which faced tha

Admjnistering Po·....ers and it had never ref'11sed them its co-operation. He

understood the difficulties of the French representa~1ve when the latter had to

re(.()ncile his personal inclinations with the instn'.ctions he had to follow~ te

was ~onvinced that, in the near future, the French delegation to the Committee

on Information would include among its members represe~~atives from the

'rerritories adm1.nistered by r"rance. '£he text adoptee:. ",""nst!tuted only a relati V'e

progt'css but at least it elimino.ted the 1.tnrllt:d.iate obl3tacles.
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FUTURE WeaK OF THE CCM4rr.L'EE (AlAe .35/L.150)

~e CHAIRMAN asked the members of the C. 1IIl1ttee to reeume the

exam1 nation of the provi.ional progranme of work (AlAe .}5/L.150) drawn up by the

Sf~creta:-iat•

Mr. MATHIESON (U~ ted Kingdom) thought that. the questions listed tmder

headi!'Jg 1 (General Problems) mght be imvrovoo ar.d that the lict could be made

more complete. In the first pla.ce it would be advisable to include after point 1

(development plans) a i'0int entitled "Trau£port and Communications" since that

question constituted one of the essential aapeete of the economic problem.

Moreover, the question of inc\igencua pe,rticipat1on in the various phaaes of too

economy which at present constituted ~oint 3 of heading I should logically be

placed at the end of the list of questions under that heading. In addition, it

would be useful to include unO~r heading I a point relating to technical

assistance and international co-cperaticn which might be entitled: MFunction

of technical assistance research and technical co-operation in economic

development".

Lastl~r, as regards point 5, .he could se~ very clearly what meanin3 should be

attached to the word "commercialization" but he thought, in any cas~, that point 5
might well be omitted since it could be assumeQ that the questions relating to it

were covered by point 4.
Witr regare to prOblemB concerning agriculture (heading 11) he agre,d with

the Indian representative that the que6tion of forest conservation should be

included, say under point 4.· He did not see very clearly what was meant by the

words ballied industries" in point 5 and observed that, ':'n the English text, the

expression "fishing industries" a.ppea.ril.g WIder point 6, should be rt:=placed by

the Yord "fi8~~ries".

Finally with regard to the industrial problems included under heading 1:1,

he thought that the hsmicraf'ta to l:hich the Indian repreaentative bad alluded

might be 11, ~lu.::tecl in that category. lIe suggested further that points 1 &..'ld 2

should be Ii1!'r{7.ed into a single poillt entitled "tUning, including its effects Ol~

economic a.nd social developr..lentlf • Lastly there would be no harm in deleting,

under point 3, the words nanU mce.eureo to promote it" which seemed supeTfl:lou9.
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Mr. PIGNON (Fran~e) pr01)(;!led that too 8£cretar:1at be asked to take

into account the comments and svggest10UB sublnitted when it prepared the basic

document..ary material requir&d for the work of tb~ next Nssion of the Committee.

It w~s ~o decided.
--.----.......;;....;.0.;...;.;.

EDUCATIONAL CONDITIONS L~ NON ..SEI,.r'·GCJVP:aNING 'l'mR:'1'OOIES: COr!SIDERATlOO OF THE

REPCm OF THE SlJB-CMIITI'EE ON Ent:CATI~J (A/AC.'5/L.149)

Mr. FRAZAO (Brazil) introducing the report of tile Sub-CC''lCit';;ee on

Education (AlAe 0-;5/L.149) of which ne wae CbairwJ'l, said it bad been adopted

unanmously without a sit'.gle vote being nece.nar~T. T:'~t showed the spirit of

conpramioe ano. conciliation which :~d inspired ita members and their deoire to

e~ress General opinions r~ther than t~06e of th~ various delegations.

In the f1r£t part of the report 1 the Sub·C()U:I.1'l;te~ had stated the obJeotives

which education shculd Be~k to attai~ ill Ncn-Selt-Governing Territorjes

(paraGI'aphs 3 to 12).

Next, the Sub-Comm1ttee r..ad denJ.t wit:l two questions which h.a.d been raised

1n the 1950 report and to which the Committee att.ached particula!' importance ~

equality of opportun:J.ty end the language of j.!l3truction (paragraphe 1; to 20).

The report then dealt. vith other developments since 1950 (paragraphs 21 and 22).

The next Eection was concerned with a subject which had not been mentioned

in 1950, namely the extension of primary educati~a. It described the difficultieL

to be cvercome in ex"cending free end compulsory primary education and tr! part

played b~T teacher trE.~1ning in the.t coanexion (pa.re.graphs 23 to '4).
The section dealinc with women's education embodied the opin1ons expres6ed

curing the Committee's discussions and described the progress accomplished and

the methods to be followad in futt:re work (par.agraphs 35 to 40).

'.
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Mr. CHARTON (r;.'ancc) associated himself with th~ tin1ted Kingdom

re~resentative r S ;L'cmarks and also thanked the Secreta.riat which, by providing the

Sub-Committee with f\lll, scient1fie and impart~ d·:>cumcntation had greatly

help~d 1t in its work.

Mr. WARD (United Kingdom) paid a tribute to the harmor:.y and spirit of

conciliation which had characterized the Sub-Comznittee' s work. In spite of the

minor objections Wl1ich delegations might raise againot th~ report, it constituted

a valuable appraisal of the state of education in Non-oclf-Governing Territo~iea.

On behalf of his delecation he congratu1at~d the BraziliDD repr~s~ntetive in

particular for too a.dmirable ~ in which he had pr(;s1ded over tilo Su'b-Comc1tt@e f s

labours. '

The SUb-CoDlDittee had next dealt with e, eubJeot 'Which had not been included

in the 1950 report, that ot vocat1ocal training (pa.rat:raPhs 41 to 46) 8l.'ld then

with tile financing ot education (parsgra,phs 47 enJ. 48).

The passage dealing with conamity t.llucatlon (paragraphn 49 to 53) gave.:

their due place within the general framework or c'~tur.1 progress to. those

movements which under the nome of oonuunity cdncatioo" &;velopL1cnt of the

community or educ~tion of the masses, contri~utcd to tbe extension of education

to all groups of the population.

The concluding paragrapts of the report rJC&~ed tr~t only Non-Self­

Governing Territories came within 'tU ~tt(ief, pUrview, even though there were

other areas where educational conditione were w.ok\.~3%"d v.l.':'lc in somt;; of the

Non-Self-Governing Territories conditione v~re cowr.al~tivcly advanced. T~~

report gave only a general picture of Non-8elt-Oo".rt.rni.cg Territories as a whole,

for the Committee ~Taa not c014Pc.t.ent to make reco;mJlcnrlations en any l'urticulur

territory. The Sub-Committee stated in conclusion that its report completed

that of 1950, which explained ita trevity and the reports on economic and social

conditions. He hoped that it vrould meet with the Gcne.<.iJ. Assembly's approval

as a contribution towards educ~tional proireaa in the Non-Belf-Governing

Territories and towards international col1abo~atinn for the welfare of peoples.

At a later stage he would formally submit to the Committee a draft resolution

H. (A/AC.35!t.l5l) sponsored by all delegations repr(..ser.ted on t~e Sub-Co'aIIlittee.
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Mr. ROBBINS (Uni~ed Stat~s of America) said hi3 delegation wi~hed to

BU33cSt several minor amencimDnts to the text of the report, but in view of the

laGe hour he proposed that the &tudy of the report should be adjourned until the

meeting fixed for the adoption of the Committee's report.

It was eo decided.

STATEMENT OF THE UliITED STATES REPnESENTATlVE ON THE COMMJMofEALTH OF PUERTO RICO

The CHAIRMAN called upon the United States representative to make a

short stateme~t on Puerto Rico.

Mr. FEnNOS-ISERN (Unitad States of America) sa.id that at the conclusion

of the 8e3sioo, he wished on his o\m behalf and on that of the Puerto Rican

people to thsnk the ConmitteQ for the interest it had ShOT~ in Puerto Rico and

for the dccisio~ it had taken concerning it. He particularly thanked the

lepresentatives of New Z~~land, Brazil, Ecuador and India for their veri useful

proposals. Nor could he fail to mention the wiCle diplomacy of the Ecuo.U.orian

representativa, the s~irit of conciliation shown by the Indian representative and

the valuable contributions made by other representatives, including those of the

United Kingdom, China, France and the Netherlwds. The Committet;ts decision

reaffirmed the principle of the self~determinationof peoples, which wa3 not the

right to imitate others blindly but to choos~ a governml:ntal structure which

ccrresponded with their pwrljictua~ aspirations ~d nced3.

The Constitution of Puerto Rico recognized the co-eAistence in the countr,y

of the two great cultvres of the American hemisphere. Dignity ~~d respect for

the hu~n persc~ were fully s~feguard~d in Puerto Rico. That was a ~roof that

men of all races, c1iltures and langu~gas could~ if they wished, practise

~olGrance and thus contribute to the proeress of the world towarJs peace aDd the

achievement of the noble ideal of the United Nations.

The meeting rose. at 6.3Q p .m.

21/9 p m
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