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Present: 

Chairman~ Mr. S.tampar 

Mr. Vandeputta 
Mr. Mackintosh 
Mr. Chang· 
H.E. Dr. Papanek 
Mr; Baumgartner . 
H. E • Mr . Argyropoulos 
Mr. Kirpalani 
Mr. Parro 
Mr. Medved 
Mr. Penson 
Mr. Feonov 
:tvlr. Winant 
Mr. Stinebower 
Mr. Krasovec 

Mr. Aglion 

Order of the Committee's WorR 

(Belgium) 
(Canada} 
(China) 
{Czechoslovakia) 
(France) 
(Greece) 
(India) 
(Peru) 
(Ukrainian SSR) 
(United Kingdom) 
{Soviet Union) 
(United States) 
(United Sta tea) ·· 
(Yugoslavia) 

{Secretariat) 

The CHAIRMAN reminded the Sub-Committee that on the following Monday 

it would have to submit to the Council a Draft Resolution on the Reconstruction 

-of devastated areas. In order to facilitate discussion of the matter he 

read the sub-cammiesion'a terma of reference as set forth in the Council's 

resolution of 21 June (document E/66/Rev.2). 

Be announced that draftresolutions proposed by various delegations 

had been distributed, and proposed that the Sub-Committee should divide the . . 

sub-commission's recommendations into the following gro~ps: (1) urgent 

problems in the reconstruction of devastated areas, (2) long-term programmes 

for the reconstruction of devastated areas, (3) establishment of an 

Economic Commission for Europe. He felt that the drAfting committee should 
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__ make it~ dec1a1one now concerning the problems and questions involved. 

Procedure Regar~ing Drafti~ 

Mr. FEONOV (SOVIET UNION) restated hie delegation's view that the Council 

should con~ine itself to the problem of extendin~ concrete aid to 

devastated areas and leave long-ter-m policies and the establishment of an 

Economic Commission for Europe for separate dtacueeion. In view of the 

fact that the sub-ccmm1se16n·, by concentrating on long-term projects, had 

not fulfilled its duties as set forth in the resolution of the General 

Assembly of the previous February as well as in the Council's resolution of 

21 June ( document E/66/Rev.2) 1 the Soviet delegation was submitting 

8 proposal to request the sub-commission to consider new recommendations. 

Mr. PENSON (UNITED KINGDOM) pointed out the broad principles on which the 

sub-comm1eeion•a terms·of reference had been,laid down (document E/66/Rev.2 . . 
paragraphs 2 and 3);end stated that hie Government approved the report as 

answering .the requirements. The United Kingdom J,lreferred to follo,., the 

method of the sub-commission 1n making recommendations on many subjects. 

Mr. Penson felt that the United Klngdom and the Soviet UniOn were 

pursuing the same. objectivt:Js and differed only in t.heir approach to the 

problem. He supported the Chairman's classification of the questions as a 

basis for drafting resolutions. 
.. 

V.r •. STTh"EllOWER (UNIT!ID STATES) agreed with the general· purpose of tha 

Sovietunton resolution on the understanding that 1t provided for on~·one part 

of the worl!!. Recalling that the Report had been a preliminary one, · he

proposed that the Sub-·Con:m.i ttee should request the ·sub-commission to prepare 

a new and more spe~ific report conaerning the financial requirements and materia: 

needs of the devastated areas. He pointed out 1 tha·t in order to achieve good 

results, the governments conc~rned should co-operate w-ith the aub-comm1aa1on 

by euppl.yins full ·information and permitting f'leld: trips to 'their countries. . . . 
. Mr. P.J\RRO ~PERU) stated in reference to Mr·. Stinebower's qualified 

support of the Soviet Union proposal that the,.Peruvian del'egati'on wuld 

aleo·support the proposal if the United States representative would define the 
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o ·other. measures wht.ch he de.!'rhtadi the.~·Boi;lncil{ 'to2'cofie'!der f e'apecia1l"Y with 

··=··regara-.ta-:eome important· functioruf of:'UNJmA,_whieh would ·not ·.come under the 

i.ha discussion· of._ .broad pr1noiDleA 1 t.he ~epor.t had· shown in ·its negloct ·of 

.urgent :problema. the dang(:)r.: of d:iecuaeing long·.:. term programme a· .. · After .having 

·lost three months·, t'he Sub. .. Comm11:tten sho'!lld .aot, cautiously and swiftly, 

.·- C'Gncentro.ting OB. the most important· quantif>n'S; he therefore agraoci with the 

Soviet Uni¢n .and United Gtat.es prapasr:.la; · · 

. Mr. ·1\.'SGYROPOutoS (G.REECE) 'expr-aaaf;d his. Government's satisfaction with the 

·Report. While the Soviet Unfon druft. resolution would. ·cause new delays 

by remitt:l:ng que;;~t:!.ona Rubmitted to the ·Sub•Commi.ot-tee to the fou.-rth· eesston 

.. . .·' · · of· the Coun'e:i !:, the United.,Kin{jdom proposal ad.vocated th-e transmiu.si.on of the 

Report to -the General· Assembly.. and· t.ha t.ak:!ng of il'tllliediate ete-ps to 

enact the recommendati-ons of the· Report·. He felt thet the- United Kingdom 

···a.raft resolution· would: forme: good ·workin~ :baste;- and ·proposad'.that the 
j 

Sub-Committefe,· a.firer huv1ns dienunsed tho United ·KJngdom document together 

:·' ~:tth ·posai ble ameniimenta., · as woll as the Chinese ·smend..--nent, . should pose 

, . the·'Report· t:tnd the Re·solu:t.l.tni to the GAncrel :1\vsemply; so· that· the latter 

might .take further st":ips· tOW'1,rd: the solution of the· problem. 

·Mr. FEONOV {sovn:T:UNION), ·i-n ·reference t;o t-11".- Parro 1a speech; stated 

tbat.-the Aoviet delegation 'had not·brought· up ~he question of-certa-in UJ;lRRA 

functions because it had irrt.erid:ed to include that mattur in a.(t:eparate: 

·resolution. :Answering Mr. t..r:2.rro:pouloa' ',obJections. 'to·.t;b_e-·Soviet ·-lJnlon 

proposal, .. h6 point·ed ·au'~~· the..t ·tn~.:J" .. Unrted -Kingdom: draft ·reaolu..tion would cause 

even more 'delay s:ince 1 t waft: concrerned .. w~ th~ .~ong .. ter.Dt"prajects·. lie · 

criticized the United Kingdom draft .on. the: ·baals ·Of ;precedU!'e-1 ··'and es for 

· · th&· s·.1bstan:ce 'Of' .'the resolution, it:· wmdd· later be. mat by atrong:-oppoe!tion 

frau thtr\30Y:tet- Union. lie>: wOUld not ~ob,je-dt.',if .:the Sec;retary-Gener:al 

·composed and· ·transmitted. 'tO'· the &meral . .PmaemblY·.e. ... r6't:l~um~ o~· ·the facts 

assembled by the · sub-ccmm.isaion, but· could not egree ·-tb&t tlte Cot.mc:tl ahould 

accept th~ recommendations. 
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M:r·. V~EPUTTE (BELGI'UM) proposed, in order to meet; both the short-term . .. :, ~ . . , 
and the long-te:rm problems, that the Committee .should {1) recommend in the 

> • •> "; 

first part of its resolution to the As~embly the creation of a n~v organization 

to continue the work of UNRRA in Europe aad elsewhere~ ae_suggested in the 
' ' 

United Kingdom draft resolution (document·-E/173 _part 4}, (2) include in the 

second part of its resolution the. sub-cammission's recommendation for the 

e~tablis~ent of an Economic Commission for Europe to solve the specifically 
•. , 

European problem of industrial reconstruction. Tp obtain a shorter and .more 

reasily agreed on text, be suggested that the Committee should dispense with 
, . 

the secondary resolutions of.the sub-commission and United Kingdom drafts 
', . 

which could be inc~uded in the terms of_referenoe of the Economic Commission 

for Europa onqe the la~ter.had been set up. 

The C~IRMAN requested the members of tbe Committee ~o limit themselves to 

the practical question of drafting ainde mo~t of the views had already been 

expressed a~ the meeting of t:t;e Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. :BAW.GARTNER (FI_<ANCE) E?aid that from ~ technical point of view it 

would be an error ~o distinguish, between the long-~erm and short-term 

problems. He agreed. with. Mr. Feonov that urgent probleJJ~.& should be provided 

-for, an~ that for many ,economic questions international action was needed. 
: 

Be warned the.Sub~Gommtttee that prelimina~y and final reports usually 

duplicated eac~ other and yielded similar results. It was inevitable that the 

report should 4ave been disappointing in certain respects. The Committee 

should find a method of procedure and study it. 

Mr. KIRPALANI (INDIA} ,endorsed the United States .attitude toward the 
, . 

Soviet Union proposal and.suppqrted the United Kingdom and Cnine~e,draft 

resolutions. The matters referred to in parts 2, 3 and 4 9f the 

united Kingdom dr~ft needed fmmediat~ attention. He proposed that the 

·sub-Committee should use the United Kingdom draft resolution as a working 
1 - ' ' I • 

paper, since it .gave an adequate _sll1!llllery of the sub-commission's recommendation! 
. . •, ' 

Mr. PAPMffi!C {C?JSCHOSLOVAKIA) favoured the immediate. -solution of urgent 
'. ' . ' ' 

problema. Re saw no difference between ~e United Kingdom and Soviet Union 
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proposals ex~ept.for their~~e~hods of procedUre, Since it .was too· late to 
•' 

make specific proposals for aid to devastated·areas, he proposed that 

organizations functioning at present ehould continue with their work while 

the sub-commission, in conjunction ~ith other organizations, would prepare a 

specific resolution for the next session of the Council. Furthermore, • 
before adjourning, the Council should emphasize the necessity of meeting 

' 

as soon as possible after sese1on of the General Assembly. In this manper 

long discussions could be avoided while t~e problem would be solv~d before the - I 

termination of UNRRA, 

Mr. AGLION (SECRETARIAT) stated that the Secretariat could com~lete a. 

study of the needs of devastated areas on the basis of available material 

before the opening of the Genera~ As~embly. 

Mr. WINANT (UNITED STATE.S ). expla.in~d, that if' an Economic Commission 

for Europe were established, it would attain ·the objective of the Soviet Union 

in solving urgent problema,• 

In v·ie~· of the hel:9 that hie country had extended in the past to 

Tarious telief.organizatione, h~ thought it regrettable that a member of the 

Couneil should have questionned the motives of the United States in helping 

devastated areas. Quoting passages from his statement of 25 September, 

Mr. Winant said that his government favoured the Economic Commisa1on for 

Europe as the most effective means of :putting into effect ,the Council's 

Reeolutton of 21 June. 

" Mr-. PENSON (UNITED KINGDOM) proposed that tlle Committee should first 

examine the United Kingdom draft, select from it certain resolutions dealing 

with short-term problems, then examine those dealing with long-term problems, 

·after that, discuss the Economic Commission for Europe, ·and finally take up 

the Chinese proposal, He believed that with such procedure there would be ample 

opportunity for discussion and amendments . • 
The CHAIRMAN proposed that the delegatee who had presented the United 

Ki~dom, the Chinese and the So~iet Union proposals should seek an 

agreement on the most important issues. 

; 
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Mr •. FEO~PV. (SOVIET ~ION) .su.ppo<J;.teri. the pbairman~s propQsal.· 

. :r'he Chairma:n 1 e propo.eal :was e.cc.epted. , 

. ' 

... . . 

The m~eting rose at 1~:30 p.m. 
I 

. .. 

. : 

·. \ ' -----

" .. ' 
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• 

·' 


