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PROCEDURES FOR .THE CONSIDERATION OF COMMUNICATIONS RELATING TO THE CESSATION OF
* THE TRANSMISSION OF mFommIon (General Assembly resolution 850 (IX))

Mr. FRAZAO (Brazil) referring to General Assembly resolution 850 (IX)
and more particularly to paragraph 4, considered thet the Committee had been
given a precise task with regerd to the communication of information.
Unfortunately, it did not have enough time to c:omplete that task.

There werxe however, a number of precedents, . Pursuasnt to
resolution 222 (III), the Adminigtering Powers must, within a meximum period of
six months, inform the Secretary-General.of any change in the constitutional
status of Non-Self-Governing Territories, - Furthermore, under resolution 448 (V),
the COmmi’otee was expressly requested to examine the informetion transmitted in
pursuance of resolution 222 (III} and to rej_nort thereon to the General Assembly.
The Committee therefore had not only the right but the duty to examine and
discuss that information. ' | o ,

In that connexion, he read cut an extract frem the statcment which he had
made in French on 31 Ausust 1953 (A/AC.Z»S/SR. 82) » when the Committee ‘had
examined the communication from the United States Government concerning
Puerto Rico. ’ |

At that time his delega.tion hd already affimed that the Committee was
compe‘bent to deal with the matter. - It had invoked paragraph 2 of the operative
part of resolution 448 (V) and stated that the General Assembly should base
itself on the Commit'bee's conclusions in taking a decision on the question of
Puerto Rico. Nevertheless, the Assembly could, if it wished, request another
body to study those conclusions, \since under resolu‘bion 448 (V) it was not
obliged elther to adopt or reject them without asking for further informstion.
For its part, the Conm:i‘btee was not bound to accept that situation and i‘hs terms
of reference were in no way affected.

He was gled to note that the procedure established had been scrupulously
observed by the United States N Dermark and the Netherlands in the three cases
vhich hed erisen since the adoption of resolution 222 (III). It was also
gratifying that the three Administering Powers had included local representatives ,
in their delegations and had 'bhus given the Committee an opportunity to hear & 7
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(Mr, Frazao, Brazil)

full account of the si'bug,tion in 'f:he former 'I'erri'bories. One difficul'by,
however, had arisen: menbers of ‘the Committee hed no't slways been able to o'btain
ingtructions from theis’ Governments in sui’ficien‘c time, . so‘ne-' pz;ogision should
be mads For 'that, ST e T L SN
On the grounds that the Committee was not now in.a position to study in. |,
‘detail a number: of questlons of prinéiple raised by resolution 850 (IX), he - -,
proposed that it ghould merely allude to the matier inthe report-to. be-drafted -
by the' Repporteur, Thet report would indiemte the views expressed on the dtem
end would sbate that, if the General Assembly so wished, the Committee would
‘ 's;budy":t-n’ detail et 1ts 1956 session the question of the procedure to be Followed
in exsmining commnications transmitted in pursuence of resolubion 222 (III), -

~ -

. Mr."ARENAIFS (Guatemsla) supported’the Braziliah representative‘s .
Pogal. , . .. . b i
There being no obJections ~bhe Brazilian p_r__oposel was adopted, :

AMPLIFICATION 'OR AMENDMENT OF STANDARD- FORM‘FOR THE .TRANSMIS‘SION OF INFOEMATION' |

Mr, ARENATES (Gua.temala) speaking as Chairman of the Sub-Commi ttee,
reoalled his earlier statemem-, (A/AC.BS/SR.J.z?) the.t the Committee, when "
consa.dering ::.tem 13 of 1ts agenda '3 should decide what amendments to make in the
‘Standard Form with regard to communlty development and the;b the Su'b-Committee
, hed made no recomnendetion in the metter, _' ‘

Speaking as the ;c'epresentative of Gue'bemela s he said 'bhh«'t the protracted

| discussions in the Comm:.ttee and the work of the Socia,l Commission 'bes'bified 'bo

t 'the 1nterest that commmity developmen‘b he.d aroused. . Furbhermore 3 the
Sub-Committee‘s report itself had shown that such ac’cion was assum..ng increasing
1mporbance in the Non-Self-Governing Terri‘bories. | The S'tandard Form, which nad
been revised in 1951 dee,lt with community development only in general terms,
in connexion with adult educe;bion. 1 |

” ,, Some very.. significant :I.nforme:bdon had been su'bmi‘bted 'bo the Committee o:b _
the current session and there wes every indicetion ‘t:he:b *bhere would be more in
the future. ‘ Unforbunetely, in 1ts present laycut the Stendard Form precluded

:
[
;
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(Mr. Arenales, Guatemala)

any request for fuller information. - The Rapporteur®s report should therefore note
the Guatemalan proposal that the Standard Form should be vam’endecil so as to obtain
fuller information on community development, and tore e8peciaJJ.y on the plans o:f;"
.local administrations, the arrangements mgde for expert consultations on the spot
»and the steps taken to keep the loecal inhabitants:informed on community
'development,,. - His delegation did not propose a text, since the decision rested
vith the General Assembly. Accordingly, the Committee need do no more thag
express 1ts agreerent in principle snd instruct the Rapporteur to record the fact
in the report. '

U HLA AUNG (Burma) asked if it .could be made clearer how the question,
Whose Importance had been stressed by several: delega.tn.ons s would bBe submitted to
the General Assembly. '

Mr. FRAZAO (Brazil) said he understood that. the Rapporteur would-mention
the statements on the subject in his report.. ’ ' ’

Mr, ?LOOM_EIS (Australia) conéidered that the Committee should merely point
out to the General Assembly the advissbility of expanding the Standard Form in
scme respects and leave it to the Rapporteur to find a suitable formula;
delegations would in no. way be bound to endorse amendments to the Standard Form
when they were submitted to the Fourth Committee.

‘ Mr, GIDDEN (United Kingdom) thought it would be best not to make any
specific recommendation to the General Assembly.

Mr. ARENALES (Guatemala) said that as some delegations seemed to have
certain reservations » he would agree to the Rapporteur's merely noting the views
expressed by the Guatemalan delegation, without indicating whether or not they
were shared by e.ll the members of. the Committee.
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Mr. de CAMARET (France) declared that if the report was to propose -
slterations of substance in the - Staridé;rd Form, the French delegation woul’
certainly wish to exeinine theiﬁ, “but. if it was only & matter ‘of mentioning tne
observation made by one Comit‘bee member, it would have nho obgection. ‘

)

Mr. GIDDEN - (United Kingdom) and Mr. LOOMES (Australia) explained tha:t
they had not intended to raise any objections, and that they would be satisfied "
if the report noted the var:!.ous opinions expressed by the members of the
Committee. e ;

!

Mr, JATPAL (India) sald that his delegation fully apprecisted the °

.. Jmportence of community development and wished to have more detailed information |
‘an the ‘subject.: It Telt, however, that no text should be proposed to the
General Assembly, which should be sllowed to prepare & text that the delegations’
could freely criticize. Moreover, it should not be forgotten that the Social
Commisglon alsc was studying the problem of cormunity development and that the
results of that study would have to be taken into conslderation.

- The CHATRMAN sgreed thet it would be useful to study the Soelsal
Cormission's conclusions on the subjects He said that i:t' there were no
objection, the Committee would instruct the Rapporteur to 5nclude an appropriate
reference in his report. ' '

Mr. JATPAL (India) inquired whether it was the Committee's decision to -
teke into consideration the problem of community development end the additions to
be made to the Standerd Form_, since they were not mentioned in the. Sub—Committee's

I3POY e T '

The CHAIRMAN thought that the Rapporteur ~ould conflne himgelf to
indicating the purport of the discussion at that meeving.

IR
D

-
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RESUMPTION OF THE SESSION IN SEPTEMBER 1955

The CHAIRE“W reca.lled that the Comm:t‘btee hed directed hin to consult
Athe Secretary-Genersi with regard to the date of resumption of the sessiocn.
- The understanding had. been that it would ve as _close as poési‘ble to the date of
~ the opening of the General Asgsembly. However, under General Assembly
resolution 332 ‘(IV.), paragraph L, vhe Ccmmittee eould not choose the week prior
~to the opening of fbhe Assembly. He wmﬂd be reluctayt not to compiy with that
prov:.sion. . . . X ,

The Secretariafc had indicated that the Ccmnittee could be convened at a
suitable date, probably during the second week of Septenber. For the Secretariat’s
convenience, the Committee might perhsps have to hold night mee'bihgs and content
-~ itself with consecutive interpretation.

H

Mr. SEARS (United States) noted that under such an arrapement
representatives would have to come to New York two weeks before the opening of
the Assembly. To avoid that, he proposed that the Committee should meet during
-the three days following the opening of 'bh? Assembly.

Mr. ARENALES (Guatemala) pointed out that the Committee must not meet
during the week preceding the opening of the Assembly and accordingly proposed
that the Committee phide by the Chalrman's suggestion.‘ His own preference would
be for the Committee to meet one or two weeks before the Assembly, so as to make

._t easier for the delegations to distribul.e their worke.
‘ /

Mr. FRAZAO (Brazil) shered that view, but, as a compromise, he would |
. agree that the Committee should meet two or three days before the General Assembly.

Mr. _LOOMES (Aus‘cralia) doubted that the Committee could not meet during
the week preceding the openirg of the General Assembly. In eny case, the
Committee could surely leeve it to the Chairman to settle the matter.
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«_KHALIDY (Iraq) pointed cut %hat the Committee was to meet in
September :Ln order to examine the questd .on of information concerning Surinam and

the Nether;ands Ant:t.lles. If the Committee met before the Generel Assemb

he would probably be unab:}.e to vote, fo;c the question was of particglar

importatice and the 'de}:isipzi would have to be taken by the head of his delegation.

'Mr. SEARS (United Sts'.tes of America) withdrew his proposal.

The CHAIRMAN said that in view of the opinions expressed by the

representatives he would request 'bhe Secretary-General 10 convene. the: Commitbee

in September et & suitable date,

| - The meeting rose st 12,20 peme

L;x
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