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DISCUSSION OF ITEM 6 - ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COUNCIL RESOLUTION 88 (V)

DEALING WITH THE PROVISICNAL QUESTIONNAIRE ADOPTLD
BY THE TRUSTEESHIP COUNCIL UNDER ARTICLE 88 OF THE

CHARTER

The CHATHMAN turned to the questionnaire (document T/L4) which,
he explained, was already in use and was submitted to the Commission for
suggestions regarding possible changes which might moke the replies of
greater benefit to the Trusieeship Council.

The Chairmen then drew attention to document E/CN,1/L9, page 7,
peregraph 8, dealing with aspects of the questionneire tne Commission

might wish to consider.

Mr. WEINTRAUB (Commission Secretary) in reply to a question by
Mr. LUBIN (United States of America), remarked that the questionnaire had
been worked out by the Trusteeship Council on the basis of @ drafts pre-
pared by the Secretariat and by individual Governments. The Secretzriat
draft included questiems in the econcpic field, preparcd by the Trusteesnip

Secretariat 1n co-operation with the Department of Economic Affairs.

Mr. LUBIN (United States of America), wondered whether the
Commission should examine the entire questiomnnaire in the light of the
iufurgmwueiion iU desired. He Ielt tnat the questlons sSpould pe more
gpecific. Using n8 exemples questions U3 and 53, he sald that the problem
of mobilization of dcmestic capitol was not reflected in them. The
information obteined from the questionnaire would affect the Commission's
reccommendations concerning economic development in these arecs. He
inquired whetner the Commission was expected to makedsfinite and specific

suggestions on types of gquestions.

The CHAIRMAW, in reply to the United States representative’s
query, caid that other Commissions had examined the gquestionnaire in the

light of their special interests as indicated ip documsent EfCN.lth.

/He
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He suggested that specific proposals on iteme should be studied in a
sub-committee, while the Commission shculd confine itself to the general

aspects of the questicnnaire.

Mr. KAKRMARKAR (Indin) felt that questions pertaining to economic
development needed broadening as well as more specific formulation. As
vas pcinted out by the Secretariat in document E/CN.1/49, the Commissiocn
could only examine items in the questionnaire to the extent that they
fell into its terms of reference. He suggested that the Commission might
firat have a general discussicn on the matter and rofer detailed dis-

cusasions of *5. individunl items to 2 sub-ccomrittes.

Mr. FLEMING (United Kingdcm) supported the Chairman's suggestion
for the establishment of & sub-committes. As regards the genernl sspect

of the questio ;1

r.,he pointed out that replies to those gquestions would
take a great denl of the respective governmment authorities! time. While
agreeing with the United Stotes representative on the veguensss of scme
of the guestionm, he pointed out that the Commission could later draw up
ad hoc guestionnaires to obtain the necessary information needed by it
for recommendations in the cconcmic field. The sub-committee, instead

of adding new items, should therefore concentrate on re-formulatiung the

questions in 2 more precise manner.

The CHAIEMAN welcomed the United Kingdom representative's remerks.
The questionnaire hnd been nubmitted to the Ccmmission for the main purpeose

of a2ssieting the Trusteeship Council in its work.

Mr. LUTOSLOWSKI (I'olnnd) felt that responsibility for r verscnable
questionnnire lny with the nuthors. The Cermissicn, however, should
include gquestions useful to itself for considerntion by the Trustoeship

Council. Mcre items might e ndded to the finol gquesticonnire. Referring

/to
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to questions 37, 41, 52, 151, 160 and 162, he pointed out how nn
undditional sentence could, by clarifying and sharpening the text, both
improve the quality of and help to prepore them. £11 that information

would moke up the besic reccrd of thosc territories' economic development.

The CHAIRMAN pointed ocut that some aspects of the questions
which the representative of Poland felt should be added could be found
in other paorts of the report. Items 107 to 110, for instance, dealt
wlth industry, items 111 to 112 related to investments, and the statistical
appendix, page 16, Section 10, contained further detailed information.
He suggested, however, that the arrangements of the questionnaire might
possibly be improved. After preliminary discussion, the questionnaire
should be referred to a sub-committee which would report to the Cormission
with regard to separate items. The members of the Commission should pass
on their specific suggestions to the sub-committee and then expedite the

word of the Commission.

Mr. WOULBROUN (Belgium) zgreed with the views of the Chairman
end the United Kingdom representative., He believed that there was an
excessive number of questiomnalres and that the Trusteeshiv Questionnaire
eppeared to be quite complete, He supported the proposgal to set up a

sub-committee.

Mr, RUEFF (France) shared the views of the representatives of
the Unlted Kingdom ond Belgium. The sub-committee should keep in mind

the mognitude of the administering cuthorities' task of replying to such

ot que ECIOTNITD . iﬂﬂﬂ%ﬁor&, The gquestions . ehould &vold terdentious-

negs or prejudging the answers.
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Mr. MOROZOV (USSR) reserved tne right to revert to scme remarks
n~de by the preceding speaker, in poriicular to the observation that the
guestionncire should not overburden the ndministering zuthoriiies  with
involved ond detniled replies. The importonce of industriclization, stressed
in mony Economic and Social Council documents, could not be ignored
by the Commission, o subordinate bedy to the Councll. Furthermore, the
Commission declt with the questicmnaire at the Ccuncil's request. Other
Commissions had the same request frcm the Councll. The Commission could
give more exnct and concrete formulations of scme of the questicns..
Referring to Bectién ¥ of the questionnaire dezling with econcmic advance-
ment, he eaid that 1t would be desirable to snow the proportions of
various branches of econcmic activity in total prcducticn. He felt it
wag the motter of proper rormulation. He consequently felt that the
suggestions made by the representatlve of Poland would aseist in the

discussion of specific questions.

/Mr. RUEFF
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Mr, LUEFF (France) withed to reassure the Soviet Uniocn
rerresentative that his suggestion had teen motivated sclely
by the desire to keep the task of the governments responsitle

for answering the questionnaire within reasonable limits.

The CHAIEMAN put the question of whether a sub-committee
should be established to deal with the guestionnaire to a vote by

a show of hands.

It was decided by eleven votes to one that the sub-committee
should be created.

Mr. FLEMING (United Kingdom) supported by Mr, Deutsch
(Canada) suggested that the sub-committee should prepare a draft
report which might simplify as well as add to sections of the

gquesticnnaire,

Mr., WOULBROUN (Belgium) felt that the membershiyp of
the zub-committee should be limited and that membters of the Commission
vho were not members of the sub-committee should have an

opportunity to present their views,

The OHATIMAN suscested that the sub-committee should
te composed of three members and proposed the representatives of
the United States, Poland and Frence, It was an ectablished
practice, he sald, that non-memters of the sub-committee might

varticipate in its work.

The Chairman's surgestion concernins the composition of the
sub-committes was adopted.

Mr. EVANS (International Labour Orpsnization) suggested
that the msmbers of the sub-committee bear in mind during their
discussicns the recommendati ns made by thc governing body of

the TLO in decument T/US.
/CONSIDEL.TION OF
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CONSIDFRATION OF THE REPORT OF THE SUB-COMMISSICN CON ECCHNOMIC DEVELOPMENT
(document E/CN.1/LT)

Mr. WEINTRLUB (Commission Secretary) drew the Members' rttention
to the following documents: B/CN.1/50, E/CN.1/52, cod Z/CN.1/5L, pp 3, b,

and 5 which 21l had a2 bearing on the problem under ccnsideration,

Mr. FLEMING (United Xingdom), supported by Mr. KAREM'EKAR (Indiz)
and Mr. BO (China) felt that it might be more advisable to start the
discussion ot the next meeting to allow the members surficient time to

study the relevant documents.

Mr. LUTOSLOWSKI (Poland) shared their view but thought it might
be helpful to formulote at the current meeting o plan wnich the digcussion

should follow.

Mr. MOROZOV (USSR) considered, however, that o general dsbate
should be undertaken first and that it wowld bPe premoture to try to establish
a framework for the discussion before that. He clm disogresd with tne
suggestion previously made by Mr. GORDON (International Bank) that the
topicel arrsngement of the Bank's comments on the report (document E/ 3.1/50),
might serve o8 & ccovenlent guide for the discussion.

hfter some discussion in which Mr, TORRES (Brnzil), Mr. FLEMING (United

Kingdom), Mr. MOROSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) and Mr. Lutoslowski
(Polond) took part, the CHAIRMAN noted the unonimous ngreencnt of the
Commission with genernl comments by ezch member in whicn they would indi-

cate their opinion regarding the disposition of the report.

The meeting rose at L4:30 p.n.






