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CONSIDJ:RATIOJI OF SUOOESTED REVISIONS TO THE D:RAFT REPOBT OK ITl!M 7 OF THE 
AGEltDA (documents E/CN .1/W . 33 , E/CN .1/W • 35) 

Takins up first the suggested revisions in document !/CN.l/W.35 to 

parape.ph 3 of the draft report of the Sub-Committee (document E/CN.l/W.33) 

the CBAIBMAI invited comments on the first revision proposed by the 

reprelentative of Belgium, "page 2, line 6: Delete 'in general with' and 

inaert W1 th J:rJan;r aspects of ' • " 

Hr. TOBDS (Brazil) felt that the point advanced in the Belgian 

revision vas not a strong one; with the exception of two or three questions, 

there was general agreement among members of the Commission W1 th the purposes 

a:cd mthods set forth by the Sub-Commission. Re considered the original 

wording adequate. 

Mr. DE CLmiDNT-TODERBE (France) supported the revision; he could 

not see how the Commission could declare itself in general agreement with 

the BJ&b..OC111111asion alld than uroeead. to aet forth 8lltenaive r_eaacma for-====== 

disagreement. 

Mr. ~ (India) 1 Mr. RO (China) 1 Mr. :BAXOUNOV (Byeloruasie.n 

SoViet Socialist Republic) aZld Mr. SILVERIO (Cuba) were in favour of 

retaining the original wording. 

Th! Commission voted by ei§bt votes to four to retain the orisinal 
Wordinf• . 

Mr. WOULBBOUN (Belgium) and. Mr. DE CI.EBMONT-TONNEBBE (France) 

asked that their dissenting votes be entered in the record. 

/The CRAIEMAN 
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Mr. LUBill (United States of America) obJected to the USSR re7ision. 

He maintained that there had not been agreanent in the Commission that 

political dependence had been a ~Jor factor in the retardation of economic 

development; the USSR amendment eave a false picture of the discussion in 

the Camuission. He ·.rae supported in his views by Mr. HALL (United Kinaian), 

Mr. WOULlmOUlf (Belgium), Mr. BQE (llonray), Mr. DE CLERMONr-TONNEBBE (France), 

and Mr. DEU'l'SCH (Canada) • 

Mr. BAKOUNOV (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) claimed 

that the opponents of the USSB view had not advanced any facts disprovi~ 

the interference of political dependence with economic development • . 
~~~. MOROZOY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) believed that 

his amendment was in line with the duty of the Commission to further the 

aims of the United Nations Charter. He feared that owing to political 

considerations the Ccmmieeion would not be able to attain unanimity on the 

influence of political dependence on economic development; he there proposed 

re-wording the beginning of hie emel".dment to read "The maJority of the 

Commission agreed •.. " 

Mr. Morozov accepted the suggestion of Mr. KABMARKAB (India) that the 

last sentence of the amendment be omitted on the understanding that it will 

be considered separately later. He asked for a roll-call vote on the 

amendment as it new stood. 

Mr. WTOSLOWSKI (PolaDd.) thought that a change in wording might 

make the amendment more generally acceptable. What was moat important 

was not vhether political dependence had or had not been a retarding factor 

in econamic development in the past, but that it was a retarding factor 

at present. He therefore proposed to amend the USSR amendment to read 

" . • • political dependence !! a major factor ... " 
/Since the rules 
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JQII;IDI• ~) Ni4 he ww.~ :ae\ ~ a _...,. ... 

Mr . !CiilUI ~rM-11) proposed ref'erri:R!l th~ • t t.r t4- a..• U 

har·u ns eull~'tee to :t'i:nd a cta)lromee text. i'b8 C~4~ ~,._., 

w.·~·· 

J',., ............. ~ ~·-tw.tift CJt llliie., 

1111~ fit !OY:let ~a:un :Beplt11C.) agt"eed t o iaert lMh'Jn 

~8&t'Qil'j u. i!!• tiftt lb. at 1'11• CWfn~a. ilwr waft• J ~ --=-~ 



A roll-call vote was taken an the whole amendment. The result at the 
vote was as folloWs: 

Iu favour: B7eloruaaian SoViet Socialist Bepubllc 1 C zecho.lovatia 1 

Borw&.7, Pol.&Dd, Union ot Soviet Sociallst Beplbllos 

Aea1rlllts Australia, BeJ.slum, Brar.il, C&D&da, China, Cuba, h'a.Dce, 
India, United X'in&icm, United States or America 

The amendment wu re.1ected bl teo votes to ti ve. 

took it 

) he Viahed to explain his TO'M. 

all .,.c...-1 Mil vu~w. ~~&t1CJDB to be tree &Dil BOYereitlll· 

Be was not sure, however, that tlle poll tical interference ot another rat1Cil 

would neceaaariq retard econclll1c development 8Dd had therefore had to vote 

asainst the 8DI8Ddment. 

Mr. DlllfAlUrAB (India) qreed w1 th the apiri t aDd the letter at 

the USSR amendment. His vote was not to be taken u 1mpl1'1ns azq oppoai t1on 

to the atateents in the amendment which he considered entireq accurate. 

However 1 were the !UII8ndment adopted it would have been a aubati tuticm tor 

that portion at the dratt which expressed the nMJ11mous view at the 

commission. Be felt that nMn1•1ty on that point was important. 

Mr. TOBRES (Brazil) telt that the whole guestion should have been 

dealt With in e more scientific manner and deplored the failure to achieve 

a more ba.lanoed expression of the Caam1.ssion' s Views. 

Mr. !«>BBZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Bepublics) saw a lack 

of losic in the aotions ot those members who stated that they agreed With 

his amendment 1D priDOiple and yet voted &aain&t it. 

The CIIAillotAB asked the COIIIIisaion to consider next the BeJ.s:lan 

amendment to line 15, pase 2 of the report ( docUDI6nt E/CB .1/W. 35): 

'~eplace the words 'and on the important role played by industziallza-

tion in economic development' by 'The Commission considers that industrializa-

tion and mechanization of agriculture are essential factors of economic 

development. However, the Commission recognizes that effective economic 

/df' .-~lcpll'.ent 
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development ~annot be achieved Without the eatablishment of a harmOnious 

balance between illdust17, agriculture aDl other fa:nDS of econc:mlc activit7. '" 

Mr. MOBOZOV (Union of Sortet Socialiat Republics) considered that 

his amendment (the last sentence oi his seccmd revision), "The QCICilission 

also agreed w1 th the Sub.CODilllission' s view that imustrialization forms the 

decisive element ot econcm1c developnent." should have been taken first. 

It wu IIOl'e far-reachins than the statement in the BeJ.a1a ,.,ment that 

iDduatZ'ialisation pla7ed an "important" role. 

the Chairman that thtt Be en 

Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republica) atated that he 

did not weant to ea.ppeal the CBAiliWJi'a rulins but he requeated that hil die· 

&SE"eaent W1 th it be noted in the IUII:II8.l7 r•oord • . 
The CBADNAI 8UIIIIII8Cl up the diacuaaion b7 aa11na that the cUfferenoe 

ot opiniona centered aro\ID!. the words "1m:portant" or "decisive" aa a 

description of the role of imuatrialization in eoonamic development. le 

proposed that the v1eva of the CCIIIIDisaion be ascertained.. Be alao aaked 

whether he waa correct in us\11111128 that 1t the Ccaataaion 4ea1clad to retain 

the W'OZ'Cl "important" tAe repreaeatat1 ve of leJ.si• would. vi tbd.nv hla 

Mr 1 wotlirDOtJI (BeJ.sium) a;reed to this 1nterpretat1z. 

The CJIAI1IIAB observed that there vera two ideu in the lel&i&n 

•a .. :n 1 !he f1rn -.. that 1Dluatrial1Sat10D .. aential &Ill 011 

t queeti the C~aaion U4 aJ.rM47 Totl4. Tile aeooad vu tbt 

olalmisation in &P"iculture vu alao esaential. 
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J.lr. EV/..BS {no) said that the represellt~tive of the FAO had asked 

h1a to propose t)lat the :Belgian ~ndment be further amended by tha 

subotitution the words "improved tec}'l..niques in agriculture" tor 

"mechanization 1D asriculture". The FAO representative had pointed out that 

his wordina woul4 iDClude, in addition to mechanization, such other aspects 

as imprOTamant at aeeda • 

Mr • W<RmiBCiliJr {BeJ.ai'IIIIL) accepted. th1a chanse . 

Mr. lllJOZOV {UD:J.on ot Bo'Yiet Socialist Republic ) objected to the 

ieJ.a1an amemment. It vould 1mpll that pri Vilese should ramain w1 th the 

ad:nncecl oountriea alld that the nev countries should not devote special 

attation to 1Dlutr1alizat1on. Eveeyone would agree that there should be 

a balance between different economic functiona, but ths.t balance could only 

be achieved on the basis of industrialization. 

Mr. lfotr~ {Belg1um) believed that too much &mpha.sie had been 

laid on industrialization. Industry was only one element 1n economic life. 

Men coul4 not eat bricta; in JIIII.IV' countries agriculture was ot u·great 

importance aa 1Muat17. Be believed that industrialization should be 

The CBAIBMAB augeste4 that the representative ot BeJ.s11a accept 

an amemaent to his reaoluticm in order to reflect the deciaicm ot the 

Ccaii lion on the Word "decisin •11 

lfr. WOUL!ROtJlf (ieJ.ai ) agreed that the first aentence ot hiJ 

a~••W vi t= voul4 toll.ow the third actence at parasraph 3 8Dl 

ahoul4 !'HCl. "The CCBd.asion also agrees that improved techniquea in 

asriculture are essential factors of econom1.o development . " 

/After acme 
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:t. 

The C~ announced that discussion on the sussested reYiaians 

to the draft report on agenda item 7 would be continued at the atterDoan 

meeting. 

Item 10: Consideration ot EconCDic and Social Council Beaolution at 
24 Februag 1948 Bela tins to Survey of World Economic Coiidi tiOD8 and. !reDda 

The CRAIR'fAN suggested, with the approval of the Members, tbat a aub­

committee be formed to prepare a draft report on this agenda item. Be 

proposed that the representatives of Brazil, Czechoslovakia and the UD1te4 

Kingdom form the membership ot the Sub-Committee. This membership waa 

approved. 

The meeting rose at 2.30 p.m. 




