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{KIDUTE TO THE MEMOKY OF MR. PEREZ-CISVER0S, KRPRECENTATIVE OF CUB4, DECEASED

The CEATRMAN informed the Cegmitige of the desth of Mr. Guy Peroz~{iencro3
cf tho Cuban delegation, and recalled the port he hed takon In the discuceions of
the Fourth Camittwe of the Gouprel Assembly fram 146 to 1952 and in the work
of Sub-Camalttae 2 of la> Fourth Comisitteo whioch hcd led to the setting up of the
Camittes oa Informetion frow Non-Gelf-~Governing ferr!tortes. Tho Cuban delecctlon
had baen represented on the Commities in 1947, RGA6, 1951, 1052 and 1053, and
Mr. Perez~Clsnercs had acted as Rappartewr in 198Y end hed also taken part im ths
Camittes's work in 1951. After preising the perscnal qualities of |
Mr. PereziClensrce, ho said that tie United Nationa hed los%t one of 1ts moot
faithful supporters. |

Ho expressed heartfelt condoloncos with the Cuban delegation on his own
'and on the Camiticets behalf, ard said that he would esend & tolegrem to the
Cuban Goveimment,

Mies MANAS (Cube) thanked the Chalrman and the Cammittce, St recalled
the work done by Mr. Perez-{isneros and assured the Committee that she would
tranemit tha Chalrments condolences to the Cuban Govermment.

Mr. GAVIN (International Labour Crgenitation) recalled that
Mr, Perez~Cicneros had presided over the Irtermatiuvnal Iebour Orgenisetica's
Governing Body. Ho asksd the Cualiman to associaie the ILO with the condolences
vaich he was golng to send by telegrem. s

> The representatives of IRAQ, FRANCI, INDIA cnd the UNITED XINGDOM
agsociated themselves with the tribute pald by the Cuairman to Mr. Perez-Cisreros
end exprescad their sympethy with the Cuban Goverument aud the deceased’s

family. )
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FARTICTPATICN OF REPRESENTATIV®S FROM TERRITORIES IN THE WORK OF THE COMMITTEE
(A/AC.35/L.126, 152, 153, 154)

Mr. FPIRACHA (Pakistan) recalled that his delegation had been one of the
sponsors of General Assembly resolution 647 (VII) on the perticipation of
Non-Self-Governing Territories in the work of the Committee. It therefore
attached great importance to that question. Representetives of Non-Self-Goveraing
Territories had already been included in delegations of the Administering Powers.
He had felt great satisfaction upon hearing Mr. Fernos-Isern of Puerto Rico give
the Committee valueble information on the situation in that territory. Such a
practice should be more general. While hc appreciated the clarity of the
information supplied by Mr. Ward, the United Kingdom Goverrment expert, he believed
that a representative of a Non-Self-Governing Territory and not of the metropolitan
country woula have becn 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 556 (VI) and 647 (VII) left no room for doubt, and he hoped that
the Administering Powers would abide by them in the future. It wes for that reason
that the delegation of Pekistan, sincerely wilshing to reach an understarnding, had
decided to co-sponsor the draft resolution contained in document A/AC.35,L.152.

He wished to remove any misapprehension that the draft resolution hed any hidden
intention. If it could be accepted unanimously at léast one step .arther could be
taken towards the direct association of the inhabitants of Non-Self-Governing

Territories in the work of the Committee.

Mr. BENITES-VINUEZA (Ecuedor) seid that, in supporting the draft
resolution on the participation of indigenous inhabitants in the work of the
Committee, his delegation had been moved by the wish to conciliate divergent
opinions. Undeniable progress had been achieved, siunce colenialism was no more
eand the inhuman exploitation which had taken place in colonial territories more
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than a century ago wes now merely a memory. Howevér, there was still room for
improvement and it was for that reason thet the Ecuedorian delegation supported
the draft resolution. The spoasors of the draft had tried to overcome the
technical difficulties of dual representation. He hoped that the text would be
approved unanimpusly by the Committee.

| Mrs. MENON (Ind{a) noted thet representatives of the Non-Self-Covérning
Territories took part in the work of regional commissions and meetings. She
was hapry et such co-operation between represeatatives of the peoples of the
territories and the Administering Powers. The Indian delegation wculd like such
co-opexration to be extended to irclude the Committee’s discussions, whish had &
direct bearing on life in the Non-Self-Goverring Territories. Representatives
of the Administering Powers could not really take the place of repr:sentatives of
the indigenous irhabitants. Moreover, therc was nothing new in the suggestion
made in the draft resolution. Tuhe United Kingdcm Government had itself taken
the initiative as regards tae participation of indigenous inhabitants in certain
types of international work. She fully appreciated the fears of the
representatives of the Administering Fowsrs. There were obviously territories
where the population had rot reached such a stage of civilization as to furnish
persons capeble of participating usefully in the Committee’s work. The sponsors
of the draft resoluticn had therefore endeavoured to establish the principle,
and it was the principle they wished accepted. It would be advantagecus for the
Adninistering Powers to seek to increase the participation of the population of
Non-Self-Governing Territories in order to enable the Committee to draw on the
sources of the ‘n’ormation it needed. She was convinced toat the representatives
of the Aldministering Powers would understend the spirit ir which the sponsors
of the draft had submitted it.
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Mr, KHALIDY (Iraq) explained why his delegation believsd thet 1t would
be useful for the Committee to hear representatives of Non«Z21f -Governing
Territoriee. There might be differences of opinion, for example, regarding the
principlie of ths right of peoples to soif-dotsrmination or that of democcratic
reprosentation; but vhatever the opinicns held, it was nevertheless indispensable
for the Committee to bo able to obtain informution at the source by hearing
representatives of the indigenocus inhabitante, He wasc not unawsre of the
difficulties which ths Administering Powers would Lhave to solve, butfihought that
the vording of the draft resolution was reasomable., For his part he would have
proferrad it to be a little more categorical. The eponsorny of the draft had sought
a comprcmisce, He pald a tribute to tholr epirit of conciliation and wlshed
. espicially to congretulete the Brazllien representative cn the effcrt ho had made
to submit e draft acceptable to all. He hoped that the Committee would adopt the
dreft resolution as worded, without eny amendment.

Mr, PIWN (France) said that the qucetion wnder study was of the highest
importancs, both from the practical and from the theoretical points of visw, For
that recson he wished he wers abloe to respond favouradbly to the eloquent avpeals
of the representatives of Brazil, Indla, lakistan and Ecuador, Unhappily,
howover, aftar caroful examination of the draft resolution, he found himeelf
wadble to accept it, at least in that form. EKEe iocalled thet, as a result of the
resorvatiors medo by the French delegaticn at the opening of the session, none of
'ltha Committeetls resolutiane srould be dinding upon “hne French Govermment;
nevertheless, a favourable vote on his part would oblige him to Justify tho
resolution to hils GCovormment and that he felc unable to do. Naturally he was not
unawvare that success of the work of the United Nations derendad largely om
acceptance of comprcmiees making i1t possible to move forwerd towards & commc..
ideal, But compromises baesd on an arbiguity delidberately meintained by both
aides offered serious dangers for the future, In the prosent case, it would be
botter not to sottle the question imrwediaiely then to ree_h a sham solution.



A/AC. 35/33.88
English
Page 7

He then examined in detail the draft resolution tefore the Cormittee. It was
clearly stated in ite preamble that the principle of unity of representation msat
oce wairtained; that statement he thought in itself excellent, for it satisfied
both legality and reality. But paregraph 1 of the operative part specified that
the indigenous members of delegations should be duly qualified to act as spokesmen
of their locel goverr 2nts, and peragraph 2 developed that idea in requiring
credentials. The Committee could therefore, if it wished, insist upon checkinug
the credantials of tlose appointed. There was a contradiction between the
provisions of those two peregrephs and the principle of unity of representation
affirmed earlier in the sam= text. It would in fact serve no useful purpose *o
inaugurate a special kind of representetion if the persons concerned were not
free to speak before the Comnittee on their cwn behalf or ou behalf of the local
governments which they rerresented. Ee himsel” had had occesion to work with
indigenous advisers from the French territories, and he had been entirely
satisfied with their co-operation. He had indeed urged the French Governuent to
repeat thet happy experiment. But there were certain conditions under vhich alone
such collaboration could be both fruitful aeand acceptable. There must be uo
possibility of questioning the authority and rights of the head of s delegation.

It was for each government to settle conflicts between local interests.
Divergencies of iocal interest necessarily existed not only withim the group of
territories edministered by a single Power, but also within a federation. All
private interagsts were to be respected but when they were in conflict it was foo
national and 10t international authorities to Geal with thea.

There was a further contradiction, which erose from the Comnitiee’s very
character. His Goverument had agreed to the tacit renewal of the Committee on
condition that it remained a purely technical body. But the draft resolution
repeated the wording of paragraph 3 of resolution €47 (VII) in speaking of
representatives of territories whose inhabitants had attained s large messure of
reasponsibility for economic, socisal and educational policies; that was an
anbiguous wording which mighy leed to interminable discussions.
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Ta furthcr drow attentlon to the prectical difficulty of defining certadn
terms, particularly the word "govermment", In the Fremch territories there were
representatives of the executive branch (Governor, Governor-General,

High Commissioner) and territarial assemblies exercising dbroad powers which coverce
budgetary and fiscal matters; there were in addition parliamentary
representatives who sat in the wmetropolitan agsemblies and were essentially the
elected representatives of thc population, ke wondered which bf them was to
appoint the indigenous represcntatives to the Committee, The difficulties were
great, for it was quite clear that such appointments would soon give rise to
struggles between the politiczl parties in each territory,

Finally, he considered that paragrapn 1 of the operative part of the draft
resolution would restrict unduly the possibilities of choice, For his part, |
he thought that the test course wes to find those experts who were best able
end qualified to bring a positive contribution to the Committee'!s academic
debates, to whichever territories they might belong politically'ér edministratively

For all those reasons he could not give his support to the Qraft resolution
submitted by the delegations of Brazil, Cuba, Ecuador, India and Pakistan,
Nevertheless, the French delegation wished to make some constructlve contribution
to the study of the question, With that intenticn 1t was submitting a draft
amendment (A/AC.35/L.153) which proposed the deletion of peragreph 2 of the
operative part of the draft resolution and the replacement of paragraph 1 by the
following text: |

"Invites the Member States vhich administer Non-Self-Goveruing

Territories to attach to their delegations to the Committee on Information

as members of the delegotions, indigenous experts duly possessing

suitable quelifications in econamics, social affairs and education,"

In addition, he said that he would ask for a separate vote on the first
peragraph of the preamble, which raised problems not within the Qomﬁittee's
province, He would ask for a separate vote on the last fou: words of the
seventh paregraph of the preamble, "in & regular manner", The objection to
those words was that either they meant nothing or ca the contrary they
introduced an obligation so strict as to de unacééptable to the Trench
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delegation, In ccnclusion he sald that the smendmants he had provoecd to the
draft resolution had been puc forward in the sincere desire cf constructive
collaberation with its sponsors.

Miss MANAS (Cubz) szid that the position of her delegation was very
similar to that ol the Iraqil dzlegation, Che hed associated Lerself however
with the draft resolution’s spouscrs, who had wished to draft a moderate text
waich tlie Administering Powers would be able to aldopt, The taxt hed been
drafted in the spirit of Ceneral Assambly resolution 647 (VII) vhich hod been
adopted by a large mejority,

Mr, SEAGRS (United Cuates of America) congratulet2d the authors of
the draft resoluticn oa the spirit of conciliation which tiiey had reverled,
The United States delegation had always supportcd any meesurz designed to
ircrease the particlpation of representatives of the llon-3elf-Governing
Territorlez, It had, hovever, felt it necessary to submit certein amendmonts
to the draft resolution contained in docwsent A/AC,35/L.,152, They were to be
found in document A/AC,35/L,15k, and he read them cut to the Committee,

Mr, MATUIESON (United Kingdom) wes happy to note the spirit of
collaboration shown by the authors of the draft resolution, Ille supported the 
statements of the French reprecentative who had convincingly argued the cose
for the Administaring Povers., Hie Government reccgnized the value there would
be in the particiratizn in the Committez's ¢lccuscions of representatives o: the
Non-Self-Governing Territorics, Such partlcipuation, however, would raise
practical difficulties in vicw of ihe diversity of the territcries concernsd,

Ln indizancus representative of & given t.rritery would undoubtedly be femiliar
with economic, social or educational matters afrlacting hic own territory ﬁut it
wes unlikely that his competenz: would extend further, '
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Tne participation of such representatives raised another problem, Those
indigenous inhabitants who cou’ld make the most valuable contribution were not
politicians but experts vhc had in general e hcavy task on their hands in the
territory iiself, They might be unable to lay aside that task in order to ‘teke
part in the Committee's worl,

Turning to a detailed exauination of the druft resolution, he said that
the wording of tiae first two parasgraphs of the przamuvle did not appeer to Lim
to be perticularly happy. A reference to the resolution adopted at the
General Assemblyis seventh session would be cufficlent, Furthermore, the use
of the word "indigenous" in the third parzgrevh of the presmble raised the
problem of its definition, 1In his opinion; the wvord should be understood only
in the purely ethnic sense,

With regard to the operative part of the resolution, he agreed with the
French representative that paragraph 1 was likely to give rise to endless
discussion, The matter of choice snould be left to the metrovolitan
governnent alone, Paragraph 2 added nothirg and might well be deleted, as the
French representative had proposed,

In ccnelusion, he said that his delegaticn would give careful study to
any proposal for a wording which might prove generally acceptable,

Mr, FRAZAO (Brazil) felt sure that a comprcmise wording could be
found, He would consult his colleagues during the recess for that purpose,
The meeting wes suspended ot 3,40 p.m, and resumzd at 4,25 p. m.

Mr, FRAZAO (Brazil) crew attenti-n %o the changes which the euthors
of the draft resolution had made in their taxt in the hope that it would be
adcpted unanimously, 3o far as tne Dreamb’e wvas ccncerned, they had accepted
the first two United Stetes amendments (A/AC.35/L.154), namely that the word
"participation" should be replaced by the vord "essoclation", Bearing in mind
the objecticus ralsed by the United Kingdom, France and the United States they
hed deleted the words "in a regular manner" in the seventh paragraph of the
pre~mble, In the operative part of the resolution they had found a more
general wey of wording the first paragreph, The term "spokesmen", would be
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replaced by "oualified ... repressntatives” and the word "duly" bv "specially"
vhich had no legal commotations, “he authors of the draft resolution asked
the United States delegation not to insist on the adoption of its forrule
"expresses the hope" whifch would weaien & toxt that was elresdy very moderately
worded; the word "invite" should ba retained,
The text of the operative part would tirerefore read as follows:
1, "Invites the Meuber States administering Non-Self-Governing Territories,
the inhabitants of which have attained a large measure of responsibility
for economlc, socisl and educational policies, to attach to their delegation
specially qualified indigenocus repressatatives to speak for the territories
on these matters,"”

Mr, SFARS (United States of America) proposed that the words
"without prejudice to the principle of unity of representation" should be
inserted in the text of the paragraph in question,

Mr, FRAZAO (Erazil) rointed cut taat the prineiple of unicy of
repregentation hed already been stated in the fifth paragrevh of the preenmble
and it would therefore be illogical to reatate 1t 1n the operativa\part of
the resolutilcn,

Mr. PICION (France) paid tribute to the spi-it of co-operuticn shown
by the authors of the draft regolution, Nevertheless, he would be unablie to
vote for the first paragreph of the preanble even with the amendmenfs that they
hed accepted, The operative part still roicszd 4ifficulties. '~ Given
the nature of the Commnittee, it would be tuttier to speak of "experts" than of
"representatives", Furthermoré, the phrase: "the inhabitants of which have
attained e large measure oS responsibility..." seemed dangerous because it was
80 veguz, Discussions would inevitebly arise on the meaning of the words
"a large measure",  (Lastly, the words "to speak for" were open to various
interpretations. |
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Mr. FPAZAO (Brazil) explained that by ueing the words "the inhabitants
of which have ettained e large m3asu-e of respoazibiiity ..." the authors
of the €raft rezolution had intended to restrict its scope; they had wished to
make 1t clzar that the prastice would be followed oaly in the case of
territorizs the inhabitarts c¢f which had attained s certain degree of

cdvercencnt.

Mr. MATIIESON (United Iingdom) proposed that paregreph 1 of the
operative part should be dreftcd as follcus: “Invites the Mamber States
edninietering Non-Self -Goveraing Terrivories the inhabitants of which heve
atteined o larze meacure of recpomsibility for economic, sociel ard
edvcatioral policies, to attach tc their delegaticns specially qualifizd
indigenous repressatatives to speek on these matters as they relate to
the territories."”

Mrs, MENCY (India) hed no objections to the amerdment submitted
orally by tacz United Kingdom reprecentative.

Mr. FRAZAO (Brazil) espproved the United Kingdom emencment. He
eppealel to the French representative to withdraw his emendment which might
divide the Committce, whereas the United Kingdom emendment might well make it
possible to achieve unanimity.

Mr. PIGHON (France) poirted out that the United Kingdom amendment
vas purely formel. His objections scill held, therefore, and he felt
bound to meintein his amendmeont.

Mr. MATHIESON (United Kirgdon) poiated out that the French emendment
would be put to the vote first; he would vote for it. since he felt that 1t
was preferable to his own amcndmeat. If the French text were rejected, he would

votee in favour of his own emendment.
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Mr. SEARS (United States of America) saild he would vote for the
French amendment first and then, if it were not adopted, for the United Kingdom
emendment .

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote, paragreph by paragreph, the revised
draft resolution and the amendments submitted by the representatives of
France, the United States and the United Kingdom.

Preamble
The first _parsgraph of the preamble with the U;r.lteiStates amendment to

replace the word "participation® by the word "sssociation” was sdopted
by 9 votes to 3, with 3 abstentions. ;

The second paragraph of the preamble with the same United States amendment
was_adopted by 10 votes to none, with 5 sbstentions.

Mr. FRAZAO (Brazil) asked whether the United States representative
would agree to replace the words "qualified representative persons” in the
third paragreph of the preamble by the words "qualified representative
inhabitents".,

Mr. SEARS (United States of America) said that he would.
The third paragraph of the preamble, as amended, was adopted by 12 votee
to none, with 3} atatentions.

The fourth peragraph of the preamble was adogted unapimously .
The fifth paragraph of the prcamble was adopted unanimously.

Mr. SEARS (United States of America) agreed that the end of the
sixth paregreph of the preusmble should be drafted ag follows: "... have
fiom time to time attached qualified representative iphabitants to their

delegations".
The sixth aph of the preamble, as was adopted .

The seventh peramgraph of the preamble was adopted unanimously.
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Operative part
Parsgreph 1 .
The French emerdment (4/AC.35/L.153) was rejected by 8 votes to 7.
The United States  grendmeat to iurert the words "without prejudice to
the principle of unity of represeatation” was sdopted.

Mr. PIRACHA (Tekistan) explained that he had voted against the
United States ampndment because he felt it was repetitive and super’luous at
that point. :

Mr. KADRY (Iraq) seid he had absteined for the same reascn.

Mr. FRAZAO (Brazil), supporiad by the Un:2d States representative,
formally proposed that the phrase in question shoulid be redrafted as follows:
"without prejudice to the princip e laid down in the fifth paregrapu of the
preamble". |

The Brazilian amendment was adopted by 12 votes to 1, with 2 dbsténtions.

Mr. KADRY (Iraq)'explained that he had been able to vote for.
the amendment in its modified form.

Mr. MPTHIZSON (United Kingdom) expleined that he had voted against

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

Mr. PIRACHA (Pakistan) had voted in favour of the new phrase which,

though leng, was mot repetitive.

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

United Kingdom representétive
The emendment was adopted by 10 votes to 1, with b abstentions.
Paregraph 1 of the operative part, as a whole, as emended,; was adopted

by 12 votes to 1, with 2 asbstentions.
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Parsgreph 2

The second Fremch smendment to delets parsgruph 2 of the operative part
vas_adopted by 8 votes to 7.

{he draft resclution, ns s whole, as smeaded,was sdopted by 12 votes to 1,
with 2 ahsteptiozs.

Mr. PETHERBRIDGE (Australis) wtated in explamation of his vote that
in his Government's opinion a State's right to determine the composition
of its delegationa to varlious confelences or meetings of irternational
organizations could not be liuited in any wey whatsoever. DBecause of thet
fundementel principle he hed been unable to vote f'c. the draft resolution.
Nevertheless, in view of the admirable intentlons underlying the text, he
had not wished to oppose it formally end had therefore abstained in the vote
on the draft resoclution as a whole.

He bad absteined from voting on the secoud peragraph of the preamble;
it bad not in fact ever been esteblished that the direct participation of the
Non-Self ~Governing Territories in the work of the Committee on Information
could assist in promoting the progress of those territories towards the
goels set forth .n Chapter XI of the Chartdr., He bad voted egainst the first
paragraph of the preamble; 4t referred to the direct participetion of the
Non-Self~-Governing Territorizs in the work of the United Nations and of the
specialized agencles in general and thus it went still further than the second
paragraph in that respect.

He had also ebstained from voting on the operative part of the draft
resolution because he would have preferred the French amendment. It would
8180 have been better to keep the phrase "expresses the hope" suggested
by the United States revreseatative; the word "invites" implied that the
Committee was giving directives to Member States on the composition of
their delegations, that was to say om & matter which wes exclusively within
thelr competence.
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Mr. PIGNON (France) reiterated his thanks to the authors of the

draft resolution for the goodwill snd conciliatory spirit that they had
shown and assured them that his attitude during the discussion and the vote
had been inspired by the best intentions. He had wished above all - and
that was & consideration which he hed felt it better not to stress at an earlier
stage in the discussion - tn prevent the Committee from adopting any text
which might make it difficult in future for his cecuntry to participate in
itvs work. He was happy to be able to say that, although the draft resolution
that had just been adopted scemed open to criticism in many respects, its
nature was not such that it would prevent the French Government from
participating in the Committee's work in the future; that in iiself was very
sat'sfactory.

He had voted in favour of a number of paragrap's in the draft resolutions;
he had, in particular, supported paragraph 7 of the preamble to show that
he would always be prepared to adivse his Government +that the participation of
representatives of the llon-Self-Governing Territories in the work of the
delegations of the Administering Powers should be encouraged and extended.

Mr. SPITS (Netherlends) ®ikewise wished to pay tribute to the goodwill
and spirit of co-operation of the authors of the draft resoiution. In the
past the Netherlands delegation had always emphasized the need for mutual
concessions which made it possible to reconcile opposed viewpoints and
thereby achieve a basis of agreement. The attitude of the authors, which had
been guided by that essentiel principle, therefore deserved the highest praise.
Mr. PIRACHA {Pakistan) said he would heve preferred the original text of
document A/AC.35/L.152 which he had co-sponsored; it was for that reason that he
had voted against the French amendment and hed abstained on the United Kingdom
smendment, for he thought it undesirable that a text which had already been altere
by its authors to meet the objections raised by certéin representatives should be
so much further weakened. The Committee had finally edopted a curtailed
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text and the hopes of delegations which had takez the initiative in the matter
had been largely disappoipted. At any event 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 1t
still represevted & half-step forward.

Mrs. MENON (India) said that the draft resolution adopted was certainly
. far from fulfilling the hopes of the delegations which Lad drawn up the original
text but, if a principle wes recognized, the words used were of small importance.
The modifications made in the originel text hed not altered its spirit and the
Committee had therefore undoubtedly taken a further step towards the ultimate
goal.

Mr. MATHIESON (United Kingdom) recalled that his Government had
always upheld the right, for each State, to determine as it thought fit the
corposition of its delegations to “he various international organizations; in
that respect he fully supported the comments made by the Australian representative.
Considering, however, that the text edopted did not in any way prejudice that
right the United Xingdom 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 resolution since an; person who took
part in the work of an organ of the United Nations as & member of a delezation
was in effect a represepteiive. Similarly he had seen no need to oppose the
use of the word "invites" since it did not properly speaking imply an obligation
for the Administering Powers but rather a recommendation which they would follow
as far as possible.

His affirmative vote should be interpretei in the light of his previous
comments. In voting for the draft resolution he had gone somewhat beyond the
instructions of hi: Government, for he had wished to help to frame a text which,
he sincerely hoped, would mark a step forward and reslly reflect the general

agreement reached dur:’ng the procesdings.
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Mr. PERRY (New Zealand) while essociating himself with the previous
speakers in congratulating the suthors of the draft resolution on their
conciliatory spirit, regretted that he had not been in a position to support their
t .t. He had abstained from vcting on the first two paragraphs of the presmhle
because he thought 1t preferable, in the general interests, not to recall iL
past.

With regard to the operative part he had voted in favour of the French
amendment which had the advantage of setting out in a cleer and precise fashion
the reasons for which the Administering Pcwers might, if the need arose, include
in their Jelegetions to the Committee on Information representatives from the
Territories which they administered. The text adopted was perhaps open to
different interpretations and he had not felt free op such an impoitant 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 solution

at previous sessions.

Mr. FRAZAC (Brazil) pointed out that in accordance with the instructions
received from his Goverrment he had endeavoured “o find a basis of agreement in
ordex to put an end to the long discussions which had been held on that question
both witliin 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
within the msin orgens and the subsidiary committees or commissions, to ¢o their
ntmoet to settle disputes in a menner satisfactory to all concerned and thus
contribute to implementing the fundamental principle on which the organizetion
was baseld. |

His country had always realized the difficulties which faced the
Administering Fowers and it had never refused them its co-operation. He
understcod the difficulties of the French representative when the latter had to
reconcile his persoﬁal inclinations with the instructions he had to follow: te
was convinced that, in the near future, the French delegation to the Committee
on Informution would include among its members represertatives from the
Territories administered by ¥France. The text adopted .onstituted only & relative
progress but at least it eliminated the immediate obstacles.
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FUTURE WORX OF THE COMMITIEE (A/AC.35/L.150)

The CHAIRMAN asgked the members of the C. -mittee to resume the
examination of the provisional programme of work (A/AC.35/L.150) drawn up by the
Secretariat.

Mr. MATHIESON (United Kingdom) thought that the questions listed under
heading I (Ceneral Probleme) might be improved ard that the list could be made
more complete. In the first place it wonld be advisable to include after point 1
(development plane) e point entitled "Traneport and Communicetions® since that
question constituted one of the essentiel aapeets of the econcmic problem.
Moreover, the question of indigencus perticipation in the various phuces of tue
economy which at present constituted point 3 of heading I should lcgically be
placed at the end of the 1list of questions under that heading. In addition, it
would be useful to include undz2r heading I a point releting to technical
assistance and international co-cperaticn which might be entitled: “Function
of technical assistance research and technical co-operation in economic
development”.

Lastly, es regards point 5, he could ses very clearly what meaniny should be
attached to the word "commercialization” but he thought, in any case, that point 5
night well be omitted since it could be assumed thaet the questions relating to it
were covered by point k.

Witk regard to problems concerning agriculture (heading II) he agrerd with
the Tndian representative that the gqueetion of foreet conservation should be
included, say under point 4. He did not see very clearly what was meant by the
words "ellied industries" in point 5 and observed that, :n the English text, the
expreseion "fishing industries” appearirg under point 6, should be replaced by
the word "fisheries".

Finally with regard to the incdustrial problems included under heading III,
he thought that the hardicrafts to vhich the Indian representative had alluded
might be ii.:luvded in that category. le suggested further that points 1 end 2
should be merged into a single point entitled "Mining, including ite effects ou
economic and social development”. Lastly there would be no harm in deleting,
under point 3, the words "and mcecures to prcmote it" which seemed superfluous.
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Mr. PIGNON (Franze) provosed that tie Secretariat be asked to take
into account the comments and svggestions submitted when it prepared the basic
documentary material required for the work of tha next session of the Ccumittee.

It wes 20 decided.

EDUCATIONAL CONDITIONS IN NON-SELF-GOVERNING TERRCTORIES: CONSIDERATION OF THE
REPCRT OF THE SUB-COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION (A/AC.35/L.149)

Mr. FRAZAO (Brazil) irtroducing the repert of tiae Sub-Comuitiee on
Education (A/AC.35/L.149) of which he wes Chairman, sald it bad been adopted
unanirously without a single vote being neceesary. Tt showed the gpirit of
compromise and coaciliation which nad inspired it members and their desire to
express gencral opinions rather than those of the various delegations.

In the firet part of the report, the Sub-Committez had stated the objectives
which education shculd sez2k to attain in Hocn-Self-Governing Territories
(paracraphe 3 to 12). -

Next, the Sub-Committee had dealt witi two questions which had been raised
in the 1950 report and to which tke Committee attached particular importance:
equality of opportunity end the lenguage of instruction (peragrephs 13 to 20).
The report then dealt with other developments since 1950 (peragraphs 21 and 22).

The next section was concerned with a subject which had not been mentioned
in 1950, namely the extension of primery educatica. It described the difficultiet
to be cvercome in extending free end compulsory primsry education and th2 part
played by teacher training in thet coanexion (parsgraphs 23 to 34).

The section dealing with women's education embodied the opinions expreseed
during the Committee's discussions énd described the progress accomplished and
the methods to be followed in future work (paragrapas 35 to 40).
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The Sub-Committec had next dealt with e subject which had not becn included
in the 1950 report, that of vocatioral training (paragraphs 4l to 46) and then
with thc‘financiné of education (paragraphs 47 end U48).

The pessage deeling with community vducation (paragrapis 45 to 53) gave
their due place within the general framework of eultural progress to those
movements which under the name of community cducatiom, duvelopment of the
community or educetion of the masses, coutrituted to the extension of education
to all groups of the population.

The concluding paragrephs of the report rzcalled that only Noa-Self-
Governing Territories came within tha Committoels purvicw, cven tiough therc were
other arces where educational conditions were béokwvard vl..lc in some of the
Non-Self-Governing Territories conditions were comparatively advanced.  The
report gave only a gencral picture of Non-8elf-Goveraing Territories es a whole,
for the Committee was not compctent to mske recommcndations on any porticular
territory. The Sub-Committece stated in conclusion that its rcport completed
that of 1950, which explained its brevity and the reports on economic and social
conditions. He hoped that it would meet with the Genc.ol Aczembly's approval
a8 a contribution towards educational progress in the Non-Self-Govefning
Territorics end towards intcrnational collaboration for the welfare of peoples.

At‘a later stage he would formally submit to the Committee a draft resolution
(A/AC.35/L.151) sponsored by all dclegations reprcsented on thc Sub-Comittee.

Mr. WARD (United Kingdom) paid a tribute to the harmory and spirit cf
conciliation which had charscterized the Sub-Committce's work. In spite of the
miror objections which delegations might raise against the rcport, it constituted
& valuable appraisal of the state of education in Non-3c3f-Governing Territories.
On behalf of his dclegation he congratulatced the Brazilien represcatetive in
particular for the admirsble woy in which he hed presided over tue Sub-Committeel!s
labours." )

Mr. CHARTON (France) associatcd himself with the United Kingdom
representative's remarks eand also thanked the Secretariat which, by providing the
Sub-Committee with full, scientific and impartizl documecntation had greatly
helped it in it work.
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Mr. ROBBINS (Unitcd Statué of America) sald his delesation wished to
suzzest several minor amendments to the text of tie report, but in view of the
late hour he proposed that the study of the report should be adjournmed until the
meeting fixed for the adoption of the Committeets report.

It was 8o decided.

STATEMENT OF TH} UNITED STATES REPRESINTATIVE ON THE COMMONWEALTH OF PUERTO RICO

The CHAIRMAN called upon the United Statcs representative to meke a
short statemernt on Puerto Rico.

Mr. FERNOS-ISERN (United States of America) sald that at the conclusion
of the session, he wished on his owm behalf end on that of the Pucrto Rican
people to thenk the Committec for the intcrest it had shown in Puerto Rico and
for the decision it had taken concerming it. He particularly thanked the
1epresentatives of New Z.aland, Brazil, Fcuador and India for their very useful
proposals. Nor could he fail to mention the wise diplomacy of the Ecuaaorian
representative, the snirit of conciliation shown by the Indian representative end
the valuable contributions made by other representatives, including those of the
United Kinpgdom, China, France and the Netherlands. The Committec's decision
reaffirmed the principle of the self-~determiration of peoples, which was not the
right to imitate others blindly but to choose a governmcntal structure which
ccrresponded with their particular aspirations awnd nceds.

The Comstitution of Puerto Rico reccognized the co-existence 1n the country
of the two great cultures of the Amcrican hemisphere. Dignity and respect for
the human persca were fully safeguarded in Puerto Rico. That was a proof that
men of ell races, cultures and lazguzges could, if they wishced, practise
tolerance and thus contribute to the progress of the world towarls pesce and the
achievement oi the noble ideal of the United Nations.

The meeting rosc at 6.30 p.m.

21/9 p m
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