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

1t would have to submit to the Council a Draft Resolution on the Reconstruction

»
of devastated aress. In order to facilitate discussion of the matter he

read the sub-commission's terms of reference as set forth in the Council's

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

He announced that draft resolutions proposed by vaerious delegations

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

sub-commission's recommendations into the following grouvps:

(1) urgent

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

for the reconstruction of devagtated areas, {3) establishment of an

Economic Commission for Europe. He felt that the drafting committee should
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..make its decisions now concerning the problems and questions involved.

Procedurs Regarding Drafting

Mr. FEONOV (SOVIET UNION) restated his delegation!s view that the Council
should confine itself to the problem of extending concrete ald to
devastated areas and leave longfterm policies and the establishment of an
Economic Commission for Eu;ope for separate’discuasicn. In view of the
fact that the sub-ccmmissién, dy concentrating on loqg~term projecte, had
not fulfilled its'dﬁtiee as set forth iﬁ the resolution of the Genersl
Assembly of the previous Fehrusry as well as in the~00uncil‘a resolution of
21 June { document E/66/Rev.2), the Soviet Aelegatién wag submitting
a prbposal to reéuea£ tﬁ@ pub-commission to bonsider nev recommendations,

Mr. PENSON (URITED KINGDOM) pcinted out the broad principles on which the
sub-commission's terms' of reference had been ‘laid down (document Ef66/Rev.2
paragraphe 2 and 3}'and stated that his Government approved the report as
answering.the requirementa. The United Kingdocm preferred to follow the
method of the eub-caﬁmisgion in meking recommendatione on many subjects.

Mr. Penson felt that the United Kingdom and the Scoviet Unlon were
pursuing the seme odbjectives and differed only in their spproach to the
problem. He supported the Chairman's clasaification of the guestions as a
basis for drafting resclutlons. S

Mr.. STINEBOWER (UNITED srATﬁs) sgreed with the general purpose of the
Soviet Union resolution on the uriderstanding that it provided for only one part
of the work, Recaslling that the Report had been a preliminary one, he~
proposed that the Sub-Committee should request the sub-commission to preperse
a new and more sperific report concerning the financial requireménts and material
needs of the devastated ereas. He pointed out, that 4n order to achleve good
results, the governments concerned should co-opsrate with the sub-commission
by supplying full information and permitting fisld trips to their countries.

- Mr, PARRC {PERU) stated in reference to Mr. Stinebower's qualified
support of the Soviet Union proposal that the Peruvian delegation would

also -support the proposal if the United States representative would define the
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‘other medsures which he desired’ the-Sopncil/to eofidider; espéeially with
~rreghrd -tavsome important funttions of 'DNRRA“which would not -comé under the
- Therms of reference of IRO) :iir: 1 -« "

* Mr. KRASOVEC (YUGOSIAVIA)-said that-although he had not been agsinst
1hé diseussion of, broad princinles, the Report had- shown in its neglect of
-uargent problems. the danger:of discuésingtlongltaﬁm programmes. .- After having
lost threb montha, the Sub-Committer shonld act cautiously and swiftly,

.- concentrating on thé most important questions; heo therefore agracd with the
Soviet Unlon and United Otates proposnls, - -
. Mr., ‘ARGYROPOUT.05 (GREECE) exprossed his. Government's satisfaction with the
¢ ‘Report. While the Soviet Union druft resolution would -cause new delays
by remititing questions submitied to the Sub-Committee {10 the fourth session
" of the Council, the United Kingdcm propossl advocated the transmission of the
.- Report to the General Assembly. amd the taking of immediate steps to
enact the recommendstions of the-RepcrtL  He felt thet the United Kingdom
“draft resolution would form & good~workin§ bénls; and proposed’.that the
Sub-Committee, after having discussed the United Kingdom document together
> with posdible amendments, as well as the Chinese smendment, should puss
.. the Report’ and the Resolutlon to the General ‘Acssembly, so that the latter
might take further gtepg towsard: the solution of the problem,

“Mr, FEONOV (SOVIET UNION), in reference to Mr. Parrol!s speech, stated
that the Soviet delegation had not -brought up the gquestion of -certain UNRRA
functions because it hed intended to include that matter in a. separate:
resolution, Answering Mr. Arzyropoulos! objectidéns ‘to . the Soviet -Unlon
proposal, hd pointed“oum~that‘thothited»Kingdom;drdfbfresolution would cause
even more delay since 1t was:concerned.with long-term- projects. He
criticized the United Kingdom draft .on.the basis-of precedure,-and ess for

-'the sabetance of the resolution, it woudd- later be met by strong-oppogition
from tho Boviet Unilen.  He.would not .object-if the Secretary-General
-composed and: trensmitted to-the Genersl Assembly a. réoumé of the facts
assembled by the sub-ccmmisaion, but could mot egree-that the Council should

accept the recommendations,
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Mr V&KBEPUTTE (BELGIUM) prcposed 1n ordar to meet both the short-term
<anﬁ the long- texm problams, that the Committee should (1} recommend in the
first part of 1its resolution to the Assembly the creatian of a nev organization
to.continue the work of UNRRA in Europe and ekseghere? as,euggeste& in the
United ﬁingdcm draft resclution (document«E/173_part &), (2) include in the
second part of its'resclution tﬁe gub-ccmmisﬁion’s recammendation for fhe
estaﬁlis@ment‘of an Fconomic Commission for Europe to solve the épecifically
Europeen problem of indﬁetriai reconstruction, —Tp obtéin a shorter and more
reasily agreed'on iext, he suggested that the Committee ghould d;spense with
the gecop@gry resolutions of the sub-commission and Uniteéjﬁingdom drafts
which cauld bé inclgded in the terﬁs of reference of the Economic Commission
for Europe once the latxer ‘had been sst up,

The CHAIRMAN regquested the members of the Cemmittee to limit themaelves to
the practical question of érafting sinﬁe most of the viaws had already been
expreased at the meeting of the Committee of the Whole o

Mr. BAUMGARTNER (FRA&GE) said that from a. technioal point of view it
woul& be an error to distinguish between the long-term and short term
problems He agrsed with Mr; Feonov that urgent problems should be provided
-for, an& that for many economic questions intarnational sction was needed
‘Ba varned the<Sub-Committee that preliminary end final reports usually
. duplicated each othgr and ylelded similar reanlys. It vas inevitable that the
reperi should have been disappointing in éertain respects. The Coﬁmittee
shoulﬁ find & msthod of prccedure and study it |

~ Mr. KIRPALANI (INDIA) -endorsed. the United States attitu&e toward the
Boviet Union proposal and supported the United Xingdom and Chinege draft
resclutions The matters referred to in parts 2, 3 and & of the |
’Uhited Kingdom draft needed ﬁmmediate attention Be proposed thet the
iSuh~Committee shculd use the United Kingdom draft resolution as 8 working
paper, since 1t gave an adequate summary of the aub-commission 8 recommendations
 Mr. ?APANE;.(C;ECBOSLOYAKIA) favoured thq immediate solution of urgent

problems. He saw no difference between the United Kingdom and Soviet Union
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proposals except.for their;metﬁéds of proce&ﬁre. Since it/was t00‘iaté to
meke specific proposals for aid to devastated areas, he#propOSed that
organizations functioning at present should continue with their work while

the sub-commission, in conjunction yith other organizatlons, would prepsre a
specif%g resolution for the next session of the Council, Furtpermore,

before adjourning, the Council should emphasize the necessity of meeting

ag soon asg possible after session of the Géneral Assembly. In this manner
long discussions could be avoided while the problem would be solved before the
termination oé UNRRA,

Mr, AGLION (SECRETARIAT) stated that the Secretariat could complete a .
study of the needs of devastated areas on the basis of avaiiaﬁle material
before the opening of the General Asgembly. |

Mr. WINANT'(UNITED STATESl explaiﬁgd,that iftan Economic Commisgion
for Europe were established, ;p would attain‘thé objective of the Soviet Union
in sélving urgent proﬁlemsi~‘

In viéﬁ'éf the help that his country had extended in the past to
various relief“organizdtions, hq thought 1t regrettable that a member of the
Coﬁncil should have gquestionned the motives of the United States in helping
devastated areas. Quoting passages from his statement of 25 September,

Mr. Winant sald that his govermment favoured the Economic Commission for
Europe as the most effective means of putting into effect the Council's
Resolution of 21 June.

Mr. PENSON (UNITED KINGDOM) proposed that the Committes should first
exeming the United Kingdom draft, select from it certain resolutions dealing
with short-term problems, then examine those dealing with long-term problems,

-after that, dis;uss the Economic Commission for Furope, and finally take up
the Chinese proposal. He bolieved that with such procedure there would be ample
opportunity for d;scussion and amendmgﬁts.

The CHAIRMAN proposed that the delegates who had presented the United
Kingdom, the Chinese and the Soviet Union proposals should seek an

agreement on the most important issues,
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Mr. FEONOV (SOVIET UNION) supported the Chairmen's proposal,
- The Chairman's proposal was accepted, .

The meeting roae 'at 12:30 p.m.

, .-



