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(~) Establishment of a United Nations capital development 

fund: report of the Committee established by General 

Assembly resolution 1521 (XV) (AI 4878, E/ 3514, 

E/ AC.6/ SR.305-309); 
(~) Accelerated flow of capital and technical assistance to 

the developing countries: report of the Secretary-General 

(A/ 4906, E/ 3556); 
(~ Land reform: interim report of the Secretary-General 

(A/ 4850) 

Questions relating to international trade and commodities 

(A/4820 and Corr.2, E/3452/Rev.1, E/3466, E/3468, 

E/ 3486, E/ 3497) (continued): 
{~) Strengthening and development of the world market and 

improvement of the trade conditions of the economically 
less developed countries: report of the Economic and 

Social Council (A! 4885, E/ 3519, E/ 3520 and Add.l, 

E/3530); 
(~) Improvement of the terms of trade between the industrial 

and the under-developed countries: report of the Economic 

and Social Council 

Questions relating to science and technology (A/ 4820 and 

Corr.2) (continued): 
(~) Development of scientific and technical co-operation and 

exchange of experience: report of the Secretary-General 

(AI 4904, E/ 3515); 
(~) Main trends af inquiry in the natural sciences, dissemi

nation of scientific knowledge and application of such 

knowledge for peaceful ends: report of the Economic and 

Social Council (A/ 4898) 

CONSIDERATION OF DRAFT RESOLUTIONS (A/C.2/ 
L.553/REV ,2) (continued) 

1. Mr. APPIAH (Ghana) pointed out that in view 
of the oral amendment accepted by the sponsors 
at the previous meeting, operative paragraph 4 of 
the draft resolution (A/C.2/L.553/Rev.2) now read 
" .•• including personnel, without unduly impairing 
the central substantive functions, including policy 
guidance and co-ordination, and without affecting .•. ". 
A clause should also be added to operative para
graph 8, as suggested by the United Kingdom repre
sentative (757th meeting), reading: "and to report 
to the Economic and Social Council on the progress 
achieved in their annual reports". 
2. The sponsors of the draft resolution remained 
unwilling to accept the first amendment proposed 
by Ethiopia and the Sudan (A/C.2/L.579), which they 
regarded as unnecessary, or the seventh amend
ment, which would, in their view, seriously retard 
decentralization, for unless the regional economic 
commissions were provided with the necessary staff 
in 1962 they would be unable to take part in the 
project programming of technical assistance until 
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1965 or later. The sponsors had been unable to 
accept any of the amendments put forward by Sweden 
and the United Kingdom (A/ C.2/L.581), as they 
regarded the first two as unnecessary and the third 
as giving undue emphasis to the Secretary-General's 
comments (A/4794), which should, in their view, 
be given no greater weight than those of the Com
mittee of Experts on the Activities and Organization 
of the Secretariat (A/4776). They had been unable 
to accept the Japanese amendment (A/C.2/L.582) 
because they felt that no report of any real value 
could be submitted to the Economic and Social 
Council by its thirty-fourth session. 

3. Miss SALT (United Kingdom) thanked the spon
sors of the dra ft resolution for accepting her oral 
amendment to operative paragraph 8. Her delegation 
considered that the Japanese amendment (A/ C.2/ 
1.582) would strengthen the text in exactly the same 
way, and would accordingly support it. 

4. The first two of the amendments her delegation 
had co-sponsored (A/C.2/L.581) were intended to 
clarify operative paragraph 4 by indicating the rights 
under the Charter of all countries receiving tech
nical assistance from the United Nations. As the 
Secretary-General had pointed out in document 
A/4794, country programmes must continue to be 
the basis of technical assistance operations. The 
third amendment gave the Secretary-General's com
ments the greater prominence her delegation believed 
they deserved. The Secretary-General was in the 
last analysis responsible for the efficient function
ing of the United Nations and its· activities on every 
level; no other group's views should therefore take 
precedence over his. 

5. Mr. KAKITSUBO (Japan) said that in the light 
of the Ghanaian representative's comments on the 
Japanese delegation's amendment, he wished to 
ask the representative of the Secretary-General 
whether the organizational measures proposed in 
the draft resolution could be taken by the thirty
fourth session of the Economic and Social Council. 
If they would not, his delegation considered that it 
would be appropriate for the Council to be informed 
of what measures were being planned. It would 
therefore suggest, as a further amendment to oper
ative paragraph 6, the insertion, after the word 
"taken", of the words "or to be taken". 

6. Mr. DE SEYNES (Under-Secretary for Economic 
and Social Affairs), replying to the Japanese repre
sentative, said that he wished to take the opportunity 
to comment more generally on the draft resolution. 
The recent trend towards increased co-operation on 
both the regional and the universal levels had height
ened the problem of co-ordinating those two forms 
of co-operation. It was natural that importance 
should be attached to the exact language of a reso
lution defining how the United Nations was to proceed 
in that respect. However, as far as the Secretariat 
was concerned, the question of wording now being 
discussed by the Committee would have little effect, 
for the Secretariat was now aware of the general 
lines along which the Committee wished it to proceed 
and would take the administrative action required; 
at the same time, as a matter of course, it would 
begin the essential process of consulting with and 
reporting to all the bodies concerned, including the 
Advisory Committee on Administrative and Budgetary 
Questions the Technical Assistance Committee and 
the Gener~l Assembly. 

7. Mr. APPIAH (Ghana) said that the sponsors of 
the draft resolution had no objection to the oral 
amendment just put forw ard by the Japanese repre
sentative. 

8. Mrs. WRIGHT (Denmark) said that operative 
paragraph 4, in its present form, seemed to urge 
that the central substantive functions should be 
impaired. It would therefore be better, in her view, 
to delete the word "unduly". 

9. Mr. GUNASEKERA (Ceylon) and Mr. CRITCHLEY 
(Australia) agreed with the Danish representative. 

10. Mr. WODAJO (Ethiopia) said that he failed to 
see the logic of the sponsors' objections to the 
amendments his delegation had co-sponsored 
(A/C.2/L.579). The intent of the seventh amend
ment was to hasten, not retard, decentralization, 
while the first amendment was intended to emphasize 
certain goals which decentralization should achieve. 

11. Mr. KHILCHEVSKY (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist 
Republic) thought that the amendment proposed by 
Sweden and the United Kingdom to operative para
graph 5 (A/C.2/L.581), whereby the Secretary
General's comments on the recommendations of 
the Committee of Experts, and not the actual re
commendations themselves, should be taken into 
account, was a less satisfactory formulation than 
the existing text. 

12. Mr. APPIAH (Gha;a) suggested that the meet
ing should be suspended to allow consultations be
tween the sponsors of the draft resolution and of 
the amendments. 

It was so decided. 

The meeting was suspended at 12 noon and re
sumed at 12.40 p.m. 

13. Mr. APPIAH (Ghana) announced that it had 
been agreed to make certain changes in the t~xt 
of the draft resolution. The last part of operative 
paragraph 4 would read as follows: 

" ••• including personnel, while maintaining the 
central substantive functions, including policy 
guidance and co-ordination, and without affecting 
the provision of assistance to countries that are 
not members of any regional economic commis
sion;". 

As had been agreed at the 757th meeting, operative 
paragraph 5 would begin with the words: "Requests 
the Secretary-General to take immediate steps to
wards implementing •.. ". The sponsors of the draft 
resolution had accepted the first amendment pro
posed by Ethiopia and the Sudan (A(?·2/L.579), 
with the deletion of its sub-paragraph (u); that text 
would become operative paragraph 6, as the repre
sentative of the Sudan had indicated at the 756th 
meeting. They had also accepted the Japanese amend
ment (A/ C.2/L.582) and the additional amendment to 
the old operative paragraph 6 proposed orally by 
the representative of Japan earlier in the meeting. 
It was to be hoped that the Committee would be 
able to support the draft resolution as thus amended. 

14. Mr. ERROCK (United Kingdom) said that, in 
the light of the changes just made, which incor
porated in the text the spirit of the Swe~ish and 
United Kingdom amendments, the delegations of 
Sweden and the United Kingdom would withdraw the 
amendments in document A/ C.2/L.581. 
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15. Mr. WODAJO (Ethiopia) said that, as the seventh 
amendment in document A/C.2/L.579 might give 
rise to misinterpretations, the sponsors would with
draw it. 

16. Mr. AIKEN (Canada) and Mr. COFFEY (Ireland) 
announced their intention of supporting the revised 
draft resolution. 

17, Mr. MAHDAVI (Iran) said that his delegation 
was now able to support the draft resolution, parti
cularly as operative paragraph 4 had been clarified. 

18. Mr. DANGEARD (France) requested a separate 
vote on operative paragraph 4 as amended. 

At the request of the representative of Ghana, a 
vote on operative paragraph 4 was taken by roll-call. 

Argentina, having been drawn by Jot by the Chair
man, was calied upon to vote first. 

In favour: Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium, 
Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma, Byelorussian Soviet 
Socialist Republic, Cambodia, Canada, Ceylon, Chile, 
China, Colombia, Congo (Leopoldville), Costa Rica, 
Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Ecuador, 
El Salvador, Ethiopia, Federation of Malaya, Fin
land, Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea, Hungary, Iceland, 
India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, 
Japan, Jordan, Lebanon, Liberia, Libya, Madagascar, 
Mali, Mexico, Mongolia, Nepal, Netherlands, New 
Zealand, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Pakistan, Panama, 
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Romania, Saudi 
Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Somalia, South Africa, 
Spain, Sudan, Sweden, Syria, Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, 
Turkey, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union 
of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Republic, 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ire
land, United States of America, Uruguay, Venezuela, 
Yemen, Yugoslavia, Afghanistan, Albania. 

Against: None. 

Abstaining: France, Greece. 

Operative paragraph 4, as amended, was adopted 
by 84 votes to none, with 2 abstentions. 

At the request of the representative of Ghana, 
a vote on the draft resolution as a whole (A/C.4/ 
L.SS3/Rev.4), as amended, was taken by roll-call. 

Argentina, having been drawn by lot by the Chair
man, was called upon to vote first. 

In favour: Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium, 
Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma, Byelorussian Soviet 
Socialist Republic, Cambodia, Canada, Ceylon, Chile, 
China, Colombia, Congo (Leopoldville), Costa Rica, 
Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Ecuador, 
El Salvador, Ethiopia, Federation of Malaya, Fin
land, France, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, 
Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ire
land, Israel, Italy, Japan, Jordan, Lebanon, Liberia, 
Libya, Madagascar, Mali, Mexico, Mongolia, Nepal, 
Netherlands, New Zealand, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, 
Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, 

Poland, Romania, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, 
Somalia, South Africa, Spain, Sudan, Sweden, Syria, 
Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, Ukrainian Soviet 
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist He
publics, United Arab Republic, United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States 
of America, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia, 
Afghanistan, Albania. 

Against: None. 

The draft resolution as a whole, as amended, was 
adopted by 86 votes to none. 

19. Mr. DIPP GOMEZ (Dominican Republic) ex
plained that he had been unavoidably absent during 
the vote, but his delegation would have voted in 
favour of the draft resolution because it felt that 
the regional economic commissions were doing use
ful work and should be further strengthened. 

20. Mr. WOULBROUN (Belgium) explained that 
Belgium had voted in favour of the draft resolution 
because it favoured a certain measure of decen
tralization of United Nations activities in the eco
nomic and social field. Such decentralization was 
inevitable but his delegation had always stressed 
that it should be carried out prudently and without 
undermining the directing functions of Headquarters. 
The anxieties which his delegation had felt regard
ing the effects of decentralization upon the operation 
of technical assistance programmes had to some 
extent been dissipated by the acceptance of last
minute amendments by the sponsors. Only Head
quarters could establish an over-all programme 
for technical assistance and similar activities be
cause of the financial commitments involved. Only 
Headquarters could deal with requests for tech
nical assistance submitted direcly by Governments. 
Only Headquarters could co-operate effectively with 
the substantive services of the Secretariat, especially 
in the field of expert recruitment. The Secretary
General had pointed out in his comments (A/4794, 
para. 45) on the report of the Committee of Experts 
(A/4 77 6): "Regional administration of the programmes 
would inescapably lead to a compartmentalization of 
programmes and the loss of a major benefit associa
ted with the United Nations programmes, namely, 
the truly international interchange of experience, 
skills and techniques." In voting in favour of the 
draft resolution the Belgian delegation hoped that 
the Under-Secretary for Economic and Social Affairs 
would act with tact and moderation and avoid ex
cessive fragmentation of activities. 

21. Mr. LAVRICHENKO (Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics) explained that he had voted in favour 
of the draft resolution because it would enable the 
regional economic commissions to act with greater 
efficiency and because it would help the newly
emerging democratic States of Asia, Africa and 
Latin America to settle the major problems of 
their respective regions. 

The meeting rose at 1.20 p.m. 

-------- -- · ···- ··-·------- -- ----------------------- -----
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