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Members (émtigfhed): ) o -
.Mr, CHERNYSHEV - Union of Soviet So¢ialist Republics

. #Mr. WILSON ; Uni ted Kingdom of Great Britain and
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Mr, STINEBCWER . United St&teﬂ of America
Mr. ILANG : Yugoslavia
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Mr. NUNES GUIMARAES (Brazil), first Vice-Chairmen of the Comiaéion,
called the meeting to order.,

. Mr. CHERNYSHEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics), speaking om &
point of order, recalled thet the Central People's Government of the Pecplg'e
Republic of China hed officially informed the United Nations that 1t did mot
recognize the right of the representative of the Kuomlntang Group to represent
China in the United Nations, His delegation supported the Just claims of the
People’s Republic of China, and he accordingly wished to submit a resclution
calling for the exclusion of the representative of the Kuomintang Group from
membsrehip in the Commission and inviting the Central People's Govermment of the
People's Republic of China to send & representative to take part in the
Coammission's work. V

Mr. NOSEK (Czechoslovakia) fully supported the USSR representativets
propogal. His delegation had repeatedly stated its attitude on the questicn of
the representation of China in the United Nations. The only legal representative
of the people of China was the one appointed by the Central People's Government,
and the seat allotted to China on the Commission was being illegally occupied by
the representative, not of the country itself, but of a handful of people who
formed the Kuomintang Group.

The Temporery CHAIRMAN ruled the USSR proposal out of order, as the
question of Chinese representation was not on the Commission's agenda. The
question would be eettled in accordance with rule 4k of the rules of procedure and
his ruling would%nless it was challengsd and overruled by the Commissian.

/M. KATZ-SUCHY
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Mr. KATZ-SUCEY (Polard) fully biipported the USSR proposali: fMe:, ...
Central People's Government wed the only legal government of China enti%léa to-
nominate representatives to slt on the Commissions of the United Nations. Th¢'
’auest:.on was of the utmost importance and. At would be ,f‘itting for ’che Eeonomic,
~7Ehnplomnt ‘and Development Commission to invite the 1egal represanto.d:ive of China 3
%o take part in its work.: ‘Recgnt economio.and smial chariges 1n Ch;lxia’ made 'bhat"‘
country perticularly cualified to pe.rticipate in the Commission's wcfk e \

The cuestion could not be, lightly dismissed. smpJ,y by & ruiing from the
Chalr. It had been submitted as a point of order, and” evéry member was entitled
to raise 2 point of order at any time, regardless of vhether the oueetion et leane
was listed es a specific item on the Commismion's agonda. Moreover, the ﬂuest:ior
~ of membe¥ship was not substantive, but’ ra.ther a qnastion of procedura end it had
| "tharefore been raised cuite legitimntely. . Since the a;zeation was se ‘vital he
sincerely hoped that the Cormissisn would. dmmﬁs 3,1: thoroughly and f;han ftak:e a
" !

decision. e

s 'v‘" t
e M. STINEBOWER (United Smtea of vmrica) said that 11: vas the nozml
nrocedu:c-e for the Chairmn to decla.e whe*bher ‘or nota prnposs.l wae «An order. In

the case at 1ssue, the proposa.l wais clearly out of oirder sipce the: «annomic and

.. Soclel Council had confirmed the members of the Commission by name, It was not -

within the Conmzission 8 oompetence to dacid,e on 1ts! own membership.

Mr. WOLFSON (Ca.na.d.a) fully agreed with the United Sta.*bas repropentativa \

o

end asked the Chairmen to put his ruling to the %rote.

M, KATZ-SUCEY ' (Poland) ‘seid that, orce the guestion of compe‘tence vas | .
raised, the Commission should certeinly discuss thé point, In h‘is oj)inion, ‘the
.Commiss:lon was f‘ully competen‘h to teke a declisicn on the USSR propose.l The ;
‘members ‘G Com!ni gsions were' originall;y' nominated by govermnants and the Economie
and Social Council hed no power to confirm a membar who had not. been duly | :
nominated by the legal governiment of hia cotmtry Moreover, aevaral nominationa , ;
including his own, had been mede too late for the Council's confirmtion, but no
 one hed’ ‘thoughit to auestion the right of the representstives concerned to
participate 1in the Cormission's work. Thé Commission was: mas*ber of .‘pts own rules
of procedure. In the past it had decided on its own initiative that altorna‘hes
‘could bé eppointsd with exhctly the ssme powers as reprasenta’civas in case t.he
representatives should be uneble to attend all meetings. He wes. therefcre
convinoed that the Commisslion was competent to decide on the ouostion of the
Chinese representatien, dand ‘thet the: éu‘bjeat‘ ‘could nob ‘Pe diamissad s:!mply by

a ruling from the Cha.ir. ' w A
B " ATk @ m»amry

$remakia
U
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The Temporery CHATRMAN restated his view that it was :noi"'for the
Cdmiésion to decide upon the substance of the proposel of the USSR represéntative
‘and said that for that reason he ruled it out of order and called for & vote on
his ruling,
: The Te:gporrry Chairman's ruling was ugheld by 12 votes to S

ELECTION OF CFFICERS

Mr, MADRIGAL . (Philippines) nominated Mr. Nurea Canmaraes, the
ropreeentative of Brazil, es Chairmen of the Complegion, His long experience botl
An his own country and in internabiona;. affairs made him em}nently qualified for
the post. ‘

| . DAYRAS (France) and Mr. SAKSENA (India) seconded the nomingtion.
Mr. Nunes Guimeraes, (Brazil) vas unanimovsly electod Cheirman,

The CEAIRMAN thanked the Commission for the Nonogr it had done him and
aaid he wculd do hie best to carry out his work successfully., He called for
' nominations for First Vice~Chairman, '

, . Mr. NOSEK (Czechoslovekia) nominated Mr. Ssksena (Indias) as First
Vice~Chairman of the Commission. |

‘The CEAIRMAN, speaking a8 representative of Brazil warmly supportad
the nomination,
Mr, Saksena (Indis) wes unanimously elected First Vica-CImiman.

Mr. SAKSENA (India) said that he appreciated the ho"txour conferred on
him, He would do his best to discharge his duties aatisfactor@ly. :

o Mr. EATZ-SUCHY (‘Poland) nominated Mr. Nosek (czechoelovalcia) a8 Second
Yice-—Chaiman. o

Mr. CHERNYSHEV (Union of Soviet Socislist Republice) supported the
nomination,
Mri. Nosek (Czechoslovekia) was unanimously elected Second Tice-Cheirman,

] M. wneTC
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Mr. NOSTK (Crechoslovekis) thanked the Commission for electing him
- Second Vice~Chalrman and said he would do _,.hig best to-help the Commission to.-
capplete ;ta work quickly andauoceesfully-

. Mr, sa:mcmm (United States of mnariea} ncminatqd Mr. msom (Belg!um)
. &8 Rapporteur,

~ Mr, Mascin gBelggumz vas unazﬁmly electod Raggorteur.

. Mr, MASOIN (Balzium) ‘!:hankeﬂ. tho Qom&ssion for the henour 11; had aono
him and hia country in electing him Repporteur. He assured the Comaiesion that
he would do his best to be perfeotly cbjective in carrying.out his -duties.

ADOFTION OF THE AGENDA -

mmrm (Philippiuea) thou@rh that 1tem 3 Y vorded implied. that
the Camniaeion was fully empowered to dee.l with all aspocte of the problem of

| financing the economic develapment of under-developed couutries » :tncluding dmsti

‘ and exﬁernal fimncing, sud with all aspects of the report of tha gmup of expox'te

" mentioned in 1tem L, :

At 1ts £ifth sesaim the Geneml Asaambly nad ado;pted reeolutien hoo (v)
on the finamins of economic d,evelopmant, which recognized that acceleration of
_the eoonomic development of the under-developed countyries de;pended not only on
the efforts of the people of such countries to hel;p themselves, but aiso on
technical and financial sesistance from abroad. The General Assembly 18d also
sta.tad that the financial needs of the under-devalope& countries could not be met
without an mcreasad flow of international public funds, end that domestic
’fimncial resources had 1~t been sufficient to ensure the ﬁesired rate of ecomomic
development, It had alao ocnsidered that ; a8 exlsting sources of foreiw f’inmcp
could not deal adequately with the problem, the Economic apd Secial Councii should -
oonsidar praotical methods and policies for achiaving the adequate oz;aansion and
flow of foreign capital to the under-developed ccunt.ries. From that 'briaf W
1t was clear that the pro‘blam of‘ foreign finaming uné.arlay the entire meolnt-icm

" At“the twelfth session of tha Economic and. Soci&l '
Cdunc1) the Philippme delegn.ticn had anhmﬁ;ted a resolution ,fm

in conjunotion with nine other countries requesting the Commission to ;<ve

/ priority
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priority to oons:lderation of the problem of finanoing economio developmeat in the
under-d.eveloped countriae. 'I‘he resolution he.d been a.dopted by the Gmncil and
in line with its recommendations ’ the Economic Committée would meet before the

;. opening of. the Coursil's thirteenth session to conslder wa.ys and means of

augmenting the existing sources of ext.ernal finance in the light of the Eeonomie
Employment and Development Gozmnieaion'e report. It wag clear, _therefore, that the
Commission must give priority to discussion of item 3 and” that 1ts chief attention

o ehould. be directed to the problem of foreign financing for econcmic development.

The queetion of domeetic fimncing could be dea.lt with undor :ltem by .

| . With reagrd to the rerpoz't of the g-oup of experts (E/1986), he drew
attention to recomrendations 13, ih and 16, which were of such far-reaohing
importance that they should be discussed under item 3. He therefore proposed

" that ‘the Chrmission should first digcuss item 3, taking into account those
"reoanmendations and other ‘related portions of the. report of the group. of . oxperts.
BEEEEIEN /The question of financing economic develupment was of vital concern to

% & large part of the world's population, which looked to the United Nations for &

solution, He expressed the hope that the Camdiesion could ssccuplish ite task
";’"vi.thin the time at its dlgpisal anl pledwed his reediness to co-gperate in the
" Camiselonts work to the Dllest extert. In whst might be the last year of the
Gmmimfa agtivitioa ue esrnesiiy hoped tuat siguificent pr,ogfeee could be made
in the fight agalnst hunger, misery and poverty. |
- The -CHATRMAN, speaking as repreﬁentative of‘ Brazil,_.;thought it _wonJ.d be
edvisable to cotisider items 3 and 4, tcgether st noe troy were 8o closely related

'Q;-'..:-to each other.

, Mr. LANG. (Yugeslavia) su:mm Sed ghe Philivnins provosal mat the
! ’Comissim should first deal with fbem. 3. givlog wriovity wo tha problom of_the
» external financing of économic development. The Oome,eim shouid beer in mind

. that ite task was to lay the groundwork upon which the Economic and Sooial

Couneil could later take a decislon on the problem at the thirteenth seesion,
: R R R

/ Mr. SCHYAKE
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. SCENAKE (Chile) endorsed the: vie'ws of thé :Philippine and Yugoslav
reprnsentatives. The ‘eoumiasi‘on's, mandate wes-clear; 1t must-consider means
of financing economlc ';d.eVelomu;n;ty - Ite firet task-should ;therefore be to.. . .
discuss item 3, snalyzing the question of the external financing of. economic:: .
develorment, The Commission should also congider the report of the :groupiof::
experts and report thereon to the Council,

-+, = In his view, the debates cn the question: 6f economic development had -
reached an dmpasee and-every effort. should be made to find a way out: To. that end
he. 414 ‘not think 1% would ‘be best to Tegin with a general discussion of- the"
report of the group of experts., The Commissiom should first study the expertst
conorete recommendationa on the internaiional financing:of weconomic. development

+- and eny recommendations which might be submitted by members of the Commission

in an attempt to formulate practicel promosels for the Councilts ‘consideratiom.

Mr. MASOIN (Belgium) pointed out that at its twelfth session the
Econdmic and Social Counsil hed -expressed pertiaular ooncern that'no solutien-

./ .t0 the problem of Pinaneing economic development had.been:found. It had degided

‘- that the best way of ‘dealing with the matter would be to have the Econamic. .«
Camittee take up the ‘question shortly before the Council!s thirteenth session.

It was for the Foonomic, Employment and Development Commission to prepare

& ‘teéchnical report on the‘subject for the Economi¢ Commlttes, . Forythat "
reason 'he felt,. like. the Chilean representative, that it would be inapproprlate 7
for the Commission to become involved in & broad general debate. It should
confine itself to considering concrete proposals,

w0 ... .He agreed thet It would be dlfficult completely to divorce item

.3 fpom -4tem 4, The report of the group of experts was closely oconcerned with:

the wractical aspects of external. finencing, He.thought it would be-logical .,

to consider both items 3 and 4 under the general heading of "Economic - -
develomment end its financing.

; '+ The CHAIRMAN, .epeaking aa representative ¢f Brazll, endersed the ,
Belglen representative’s ylews:that: items :3-end 4-should be diseussed together,
There might be. . short-genersl.debate-on the report. over the -mems-%wo days, - '
and -the Commission. cquld-then. begin:omsiderafion of .practical recormendations

for deeling with the problem. Jleabsmesnt s L A o,
S R fMr. SCHNAKE

ol
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' Mr, SCHNAKE (Chile) said that: hewould accept the. Chair’e suggestion
if & decision were taken to comiplete the general discuseloni in time to ensure
the ovening of the debate on item:3 on Thursddy and begin item '3 with
consideration of recommendations 13, 1k, 16 and- possibly 11, in t.- Faport
of the group of experts (E/1986).

Jesy T Mp. STINEBOWER (United States of America) thought the Cormission

*\ generally peelized that 1t must. give first priority to the question of the
finshelng of econemic:development and partieularl,r the  external financing of
‘such JProgremmes, - He: also thought 1t vmld be difficult to. drew a sharp

-'J.-ﬂ.-ne of demarcation between itéms 3. a.ndh It would be best, therefore, to
lump the two problems under one item, keeping in mind that higher: “riority should
be given to ‘the problem of financing economic. development. :

Mr. LANG (Yugoslavia) pointe1 out that genersl tbbates had been held in
the pest on the problem of finencing economic devélopmgnf,. and no conocrete
* conclusions had been reached, It wae the Commission's taei: to prepere practical
recommendations: . For that reason he thowght that the Philippine proposal should
be adopted. o T ' ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘

Mr. SAKSENA {India) thought that the Commissicn might agree on having
e genera) disoussion which would embreace items '3 and 4 and then consider .
specific ‘problems and proposals under each of those two items. :
! Mr. WILSON (United Kingdom) endorsed the Cheirmen's suggestion. He
thought-that for the initial debate items 3 and 4 should be merged. The report
of ithe group of ‘experts had been preparsd very carefully and .deserved general.
conslderation before the Commission entered into & .discussion of its specific
recommendations, R

«Mr'." CHERNYSHEY (Union:of Soviet Socialist Republics) did not object to
;the order ‘of -1tems 1n the pProvisicnal egenda {E/EN.1/62).  He feared, however,
that' if items .3end 4 'were  combined, the question of unemployment and
under-employment might receive insafficlent c&midaratiou and appesyr. to ‘e

ralatively less impor‘bant Rl I
/The Commissim
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The Cormission had been instructed by the Council to give priority
to the question of financing economic development; It should therefore begin
with that item, end then consider the report of the group of experts under
item 4,

Mr. DAYRAS (Frence) pointed out that, if items 3 and 4 were merged,
it was unlikely that the problems of uneumployment end under=-employment would be
slighted, inasmuch &s the Comission was studying the question of financing '
economic development with particulsr reference to the under-developed countries,
where the two questions were inseparable,

The meating rese at 1,15 p.m,

23/5 a.m.





