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CONTINUATION OF DISCUSSION ON THE REPORT TO THE
ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COUNCIL ON THZ SECOND SESSION
. OF THE TRLNSPORT 4LND COMMUNICLTIONS COMMISSION
(Documents E/789 ,B/789 hdd.l) .

r

Mr, d'iSCOLI (Venexuela) announced that in view of
the eqnally divided vote the‘previous daj on his pfoppsalA
to defer the debate until the report of the Economic
Commission for Ldtin inerica came up for discussion, he *
withdrew this pfoposal so thet the Comﬁittee might continue
to discuss the Chilian amendment to the ‘United Kingdom-
\prOposal. _ o L ‘

.The CHAIRMAN explained that the Committee had pro-
coaded to the vote whicn had resulted in an -equal division
of votes in order to decide whkether, as pfOposédAby.the .
 Representative of the United States, ;t should study draft
reso;ution No., 5 of the Transport and Communications Commis-
sion in cenjunction with the drnft resolution of the Economic
Commission for Lafin Lnerica cnncerniné‘nransport and )
cOmnunicatidns.

© Mr. d'4SCOLI' (Venezuela) asked the Chairman to clarify
the situation. The United States Reprosentative had not put .
forward any proposal while he himself had done so. He would
like to know what was the connection between pesolution No.. 5
and the other resolutions, —

The CHLIRMAN recallced that the United States delegate
had pointed_out the prcceding day that the text of the United '
'Kinngm resolution and the debates to wnich it would give rige,
:might raise the question of whether the problenm was within the
Committee's province or not} He thought that, in coanection
with Resolution no, 3, the,Conmittee's-Opinion had been that
it ought not to deal with a problem which did not arise

di:ectiy dut of the Transport and Communications Commission's

3

.Resolution.
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fle had not pfonosed anything but had wished to ask the
C¢mmiutee whether it desired to examine the resoiution
propesed by the United Kingdom and the amendments to it,
gince those fexis related not only tc Resgolution ﬁo? 5 of
the.Tnaﬁg§$§£‘§c&m§saion but alsc- to the rosclution on

Trahsport of the Sconomic Commission for Latin hmerica.

Mr. STINEBOWER (Uaited States of limerica), on a point

of order. wqirh‘*e felt to be of generab import&ac» to th&

.Saamoil ahd dts Committaaﬂ, recalled tbat it bwan;ﬁis
alm to ' 1o whether

field covered

Commission, %éiere nﬁ went on ca ma&e coﬁaénts ot the subject
matter ‘eoyvered by the United Kingdom Draft Resolution, which
was trdeder din scope. And he had indicated, By abstaining
when the vete was taken, thet he had hsd no strong views as

ta which wag the right Qrggédure d‘ﬁa him

that, onco thei Commiftee had put

-oither that W ta'fve of Vemezucli Had made

or the ?r“‘ which hé, Y¥P, Stixebowsr, hed made, that

mnpubdl the properiy of the € Gdﬁitt@ - It was

theref&?e oy grder to @ﬁthﬁrﬁw-io,

'\
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~The CHAIRMAN therefore threw open .to discussion the
resolution proposed by the United Kingdon representative A
with the Chilcan and Venezuelan amondnents (Documents.

E/AC 6/31). -He pointed out that in fact the Vonezuelan‘
amendments were sub-amendments to the Chilean amendments
.and asked the Chilean representative ‘whether he- accepted the
,Venezuelan delcgate's amendments to hi“ proposal.‘
: LLENZUELA- (Chile) accepted then,

' The CHAIRMLN observed that the Cormittea would tnen
have to vote on a single text.
. " Mr, STINEBOWER (United States of Lmerica)frequested
that, in accordance with Rule.él of the Council‘s Rules of
‘Procedure, ~which stated: "Parts of a- proposal may be voted on
~separately if a representative requests that the proposal be
.divided" the Comnittee deal separately with those parts of
* the United Kinbdom Draft Resolution dealinb with inland
transport ~ nanely the first two paraeraphs" and withlthose
perts desling with ocean-golng traffic, and more particularly
with freizht rates - namely the balance of the Draft Resoiution.

On theAassumption that the'Committee would avroe to sucn
a requost he . suz psted that the' wordinb used in the operative
fportion of. the Draft Resolution submitted by the Tran5port '
and Communications Commission was preferable to the socond .
paraeraph of the’ United Kingdom Draft Resolution.'

‘Mr, PHILLIPS (United King dom) explained that his delem_-
.‘vation had fekﬂ @hat, in view of the speciﬁic request contained
‘in the Resolution adopted by the Economic Commission for Latin
'America on 25 June 19#8'£of assistance from the.Transport and
Communicetions Commission,-it might. appear a little ungracious

not to euthorise'such agsistance in the Council's',resolution°
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Mr. d'ASCOLI (Venszucla) cxplained that he felt_ii
vory important, for ﬁhajprgpgﬁ understanding of the émeﬁﬁmaﬂt,
that the sense of the United States 4 delegate’s pr0§p§a1 be
clarified., ,

He would like to ask the Unitod States aéiagﬂié shether,
4o hls wlaw, the resolution oubnittal by idm only teag@%arily

% rataa, 50 thﬁs it

deferrad. the problem of naritime frel hi
wnﬁld be discussed at the same time éb ‘the resolutioﬁ sabmitted
by the Economic Commission for Latin imerica on the same
probleﬁ, which was so inportant for  the countrics 6% Latin

America, . Ye would ‘likc to know whether the'Unitediﬁtates

dnlnﬂato persisted in belisviny that thb prasent qugst;

was only one of inland transport. If that paint,wbrv rgt
elucidated, tho Gouneil would appear to be neglectipg the
indication given in the Report of the Commission for Latin
4’;;:1@1*1»:t'a:.r |
The ‘best resolution was that which hed beén snhmizﬁed'_
by the delegate of Chile, but be;orc going any further it. was
necessary for the Cormittoe to know whether the resolution
submitted by the United States delegate was likely to have
the effect of holding up the discussi§35 or some other effect,
o Mr,'STINEBO'ﬁ fﬁﬁit@ﬁ)"tﬁmﬁﬁ of imerica) d@cLaro* ‘%ath
hi& pr@pcsal to deal with the United Kia*ﬂon Draft Resolution
in twe parts in no way prejudiced full Aiscussion of that
part ef the Resolutlon de alinb with oceon -gelng transggit,
which would be taken up irmediately after the part dealing
with ialahd‘$r&ns§b§§g _
Mr. MUNIZ (BréZii} stated that the Uninﬁa Kingdon Draft
Resoiution, as amended by the representatives of Chile-and
Venezugla, .was couprehensive and entirely satisfactory to the

Latin iferican countries; nor conkd it in any way injure

other countrids interested in occan-going traffic,
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~ The CHAIRMAN.éaid that the Committee could now vote on
the résolution'and amendments proposed. The‘Cdmmittee would
vote on uach paragraph separatoly, as had becn requested by
the United States delegwte. No amendment had been prOposed to
the first paragraph. As regwrds the second pﬁragraph, Jhe
United States amendment was to the offeat that it be doloted;
tho Comaittee wpuld,‘therofore,.vote first on that proposaly”
if 1t were rcjected a vote on the Chilean and Vonezulean
: proposalslwoﬁld follow. As rcgards the third paragraph, the
Unitod States delegato had askod that it, too, be omittod: Ho
.hﬂd also asked for the omission of paragraph (a) from the body
of tho resolution. Finally, in the casc' of paragraph (b)),
the Committee had before it two amondments: the first,
subriitted by the United States delegate, was to the cffoct
that thﬁt paragraph be replaced by the first and second
paragraphs of Resolution V of the Trahsport and Comnuniént;ons
Commission; the sccond was the aﬁendmont arising out of the
proposals by Venczucla and Chile.
& Mr. SfINEBOWER (United States offAmeq}ca) stéted that his -
dclegat;én had at first sight prctrerred the text of the second
pﬁragraph of the Uﬁited Kingdom Draft Resolution to the wording
used 1n tho operative part of the Draft Resolution subnitted by

the Transport and Cormunications Cormission. They had recalldd
however, that the Secretary—General had supmitted to tho sccond
sesslon of'the Transpoqﬁ and,Communicétions'Commission a Study
of Future Orgdnizotion in the Ficld of Inlend Transport in tho
© Anmericas (document E/CN.2/35), in which it had been suggested
that inland transport in the americas was in nced of develop=
mont and that a mecting of transport exports might usefully be
‘convened to consider problems in that ficld ruquiring intor- -

govornmental action and the type of L.chinury ruqulred. In
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‘O’;i‘f‘;‘

the view af,thé.UmitodVSt&tdﬁ experts further study at
Sacéet&fi#t~ie§el was unnocessary. 1t was nmade élear in éhe
Resnlution adopted by the Transport and Communieations Commis-
sion that a dofinlte stage had boon reached, and that the - |
Commiseion felt that consideration of what moans were bost
auited to C&rry tho question a stage farther should be raforred
to th@ Beononic ﬁammissimn for Latin Ameplca. Although he did.
not attach groat 2mpartgne te the point, he definitely prefor-
rod the toxt submitted by the Transpcr% and Communications
Cnamiaaion teo the somewh&t vaguo wording prcpasad by the Unlted
Kingdon dmlwgatianﬁ
Mr. &'ASCOLI (Venazuela), said that it was difflcult to
conc to a decislon about the pos*tiﬁn adoytcd by the United
Stato 28 dologets. Ho would lika to hare thoe ,&mplata toxt of
tﬁﬁ,;a3qlutign, with the changos resulting fronm tho anondnents,
for 4t was difffeult to voto on & toxt without sceing it in
' itg antixaty,- _ '
The CHLIRMAN prl&i&éd the effoets of tho anendnents
-proposed by the United States ropresontative. The first
parograph of ?ﬁ@ British toxt stayed as 1t was, the r@mainéaw,
of the infroductory clauscs being s&épéessed* The operative
part of the resclution bocana that of Regelution V of the
“V~pnrb Com:iaﬁiwn‘

 Mr. PHILLIPS (United Mngdomzx stated that although he
haé,@ivén carcful attgnt#ggth what had been said by the
United States pepresontotive, he still felt that the‘éeconé
T amh of his delogation's Drafi Resaluti@ﬁ wog déﬁi&@dly
preferoble to the operative part of the Transport and Conmunlca

tions Comnissiont's Draft ﬁcsolutien‘ The Transport and Jommian-

ationg Comsission hpd W=;o:@mnduﬁ *hat the Bconoule aﬂnuleiﬂn

for Lotdn doeriea b dskod to study thoe question of inlgnd

sasport ia Latin Amord the lotter Comnission, on the
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othor hand, had recommended in equally unamblguous ‘tgrms that

i

such fupther stydy be entrusted to the Trénsport.and Cornunica=-
tiops-dommissionL, The Unitod Kingdom Draft Resolntion, which
laid the onus of further study squerely on the shoulders of

the Economic Cormission for Latin Anerica, but also recognised

that that Cormission necded assisﬁance{iq the task, clarified

tha pogition in as few words as possible, and rosplved what
might otherwise appear to be a conflict of viow between the ,

‘

two Corxiissions. i )

The Study_pf Future Organizatfon in the:Figld of Iﬁland
Transport in the anoricas (documen% E/CN.2/35) nade by the
Sed;gtariat had been, in. the opinion of United Kingdon exports,
1nc$mplete and éketchy, bascd as 1t waé on,replies to the
quostionnaire nentioned on phgo 2 of that docunent.

. For those rocasons, he hoped that the Unlted States

-

roprosentative would not insist on substitution of the oparativa

.part of the Tronsport hnd Communication Comnission‘s Draft
' Roesolution for the second paragraph of the Unlted Xingdon Draft
_Resolution, espccially if, as:hc said, he did not attach groat

inportance to the point.
A _ _ /
s Ho added that -he would later subnit an anendmont to the

.Chilean ancndment to the third paragraph of tho Unitod Kingdon
Draxt Rosolution.

Mr. d'LSCOLI (Venozuela) speaking first on the suijet
of the -proposal of the representatlve of _the United States zaid
that in spite af the lattor's reply, tho prdposa~ 1n.question
side-stepped the‘problon.‘ It rercly spoke of the question of
inland transport. It disregardéd, or deferred, thefResolution

. of the Economi¢ Cormission for Latin Amorica which had laid

-particular stress on the problem of freight rates and had
" . - \ -
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askod the co-opseration of the Transpert Commission in
studying that problen. s evidence of the importance of
tho problem hs would nention that that Resolution had boen

adoptod un&ﬁiﬁﬁﬁéi&\by tho répresentatives, ineluding those

of the Nothsrlspds, the United States, the United Kingdon and -

France. -ﬁenaaiaéi'eountrics wore agrosd that thoe ossistance
of the Tranasport Sommission should beviﬁvdkéd; The Lrierican
propo&al as it stood passed straight €rom the first paragraph
of thé United Kingdon resclution to the eperative part of
Rasolution No. .§, which did not mention sea freight rates.
Tho Unitf

its passagos iﬁ recognised how important the guestlon of

bk

iﬁﬂgdom propgsal wag &ifi*r&ntﬁ In ono of

froight rates was for the countries Qf Latin imerdean. It
gave the prehieﬁ;ité propor weight, twst went on %o say in its
operative part that the problem should be solved by a body
which was not however competent to deel with 1t. On that
point tho corrionts of tho reprosentative of Chile had been
convineing.

The . adVﬂréﬁge of the Chilean proposal was that 1t

ineorporatod tho ““e‘ul part mf theo Hnitdr aagm proposal
and supplonented: it, and, in haroony with the resolution of

the Beononile Gorpidssion of ﬁgﬁin aneriea, reforred to tho
Transport Comilgsion as tho propor agoney for assisting the

Econonie Corfiission’ for Latin dmeries in golving the problem.

Thus, as had boun’ ‘guite corrcctly pﬁintc& out by the represone
tative of Brazil, tho chilo&n proposal, without dnterforing '
with the intoros

of any cpuntry, gakupvevvw nlagos Lo
tho intorests « =t Lwtin waprican waunt ice.

Hg vionld nat prf 58 the anendnents he had subnitted

for thelr only object was to clarify the intention of the toxt.

S
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’

Mr. STINEBOWER (United Stotes of Jnoerieca) protosted ;.
that the reproscntative of Vonezucla had no-right to inply that M}
tho”objoct of the amondmeht'proposed by the Upited_States | !
delegation was,té'preclude a study of the naritine froighf‘
problen. The rouérks of the represcentative of Veneczucla-had ‘
been out of ordor; he - (the resprosontative of the United Statos)
/hadﬂalf¢ady givoﬁ7a’fa1r'apd éuééincf‘GXplanatiop of what
'had gciually bcen “proposed by’ the Unitod,States;dolegatioﬁf
In cthornity with-Rule'61“of.the'Rﬁlos‘qf Ppodedure,whiqh road:
"Parts of a bropdsal uay be voted on separately if a represca-
‘fative réqﬁestsfthat_tho.proposal be.divided",'he-hgd roquested
that the draft resolution suﬁmiﬁted by the United Kingdon
doléegatison bo dealt with in two parts, first, the part, dealing
with inland traﬁspdrt, and socondly,  the part dealing with
naritiric transport. Ho had not proposcd tho dolotion of tho
parts de@ling with mgrifiﬁo transport; hc had not even propésed
thét therc should be two éepafaté rosolutions, but had voted
in favoﬁr‘of dcaling with both inland transport and ﬁaritine
transport as roéarded Latin ;nérica’;n the saue resolution. 1
Tho only amenduont to the drﬁft\resolution'pfopOsod by the - .,
United States delegation was to the sccond paragraph.’ Howevog,
fron the subsequent remarks qf the represcentative §f the Unitpd
Kingdon it was clcar that both the Uniltod King@on and the United
Sﬁatos delogatiqns:had'proPoséd amondménts in,difforth words )
to cover the‘samo~point of view, nanely that the study prepared
by the Secretariat of the Tr;nsporf and Com;uniqations Gomls-
sion was not ‘complotc, although it was as complétc as” the ﬁ
facilities avallable to that Secrctariat hed permittod. Ha
withdrew the améhdment he' had proposg@ to the sccond paragrona

of tho United Kingdon draft rcsolution.
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The CHATRMAN sald ho would himself enswer tho Unitod-
-Statos roprosontative who had addressed him on what struck
hin (tho Chairnan) as a point of order. Hc;did not think tﬁﬁt.
tho réprasentative of Venezuvela had gone outslide the rénge'
of tho diedﬁssion, for he had at no tine passed any judgment
on tho intentions of the Unitod States delegate. He had
sinply stressed that the United States anendnent éido-Stepped
the problem but had at no time said that this had been the
intention of the United States delegate.

Mr. MUNIZ (Brazil) said that the quostion of naritine
froight ratos was of vital importance to Latin Lnerican '
countriés. Tho seeén@ paragraph of the Unilted Kinédom draft
resoluticn-anvisaged the best apprdéch tc the problen end
indicated & line of constructive thoughf, whereas the United
Statss anonduecnt attributced less imporﬁance té the naritine
freight ratos as regarded Latin inerican countrios than did
the original United Kingdon toxt. By ombodying all aspeots of
the_problén-in the resolution at once, the Committéc would
savo tine. ; t

‘Mr. STINEBOWER (Unitod Statos of ineriea) having again
oxplalined that the proposal which he had nade did not affect.
tha pa;@ of the Brltish Resolution which dealt with Moritine
natters, the CHLIRMAN felt that therc had beoen sone confusion.
He had beén-uﬁder the' inmpression that the United States anonde
nent cut out almost tho whole of the Unitsd Kingdon prépﬁsal;
But the United Statcs delegate had siiiply proposed that the
rosolution be divided into two ﬁartsg pn ono of which hs
had subnittod an emendnont - since withdrawn by him - whilst
tho othor was to be put to the vote Later and called for no

cornents fron hin {the Chalrnan) at the monent.
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Mr, d'.iSCOLI fVonczuola) 5ﬁ¢d he had aot fully grasped
the purpért of tho proposal,‘probably bocouse the Comnittec

was discussing natters welated to Inlaond troasport sinul-

'ﬁﬂmﬂguply with matters comnccted with naritimo transport;
but the United States roprescntatlve's oxplanation had helped

‘hin to understend. ' .

Ho had been surprised at the way in which the United .
Statos representative had taken his wordéa What he had ‘
asked for was that Committoo_momﬁers Shoulq read,tﬁo whole
toxt of the resolution as amended by the United States proposal,
He haa,spoken objeqtivcly of the cogséquencos of the resolution
and had not touched on the intentions of’ the United States
delegate. He adnitted that it was perfoctiy legitinate to
treat inland.transport_as a soparaﬁo guestion. ’

The CHLTRMAN noted that, tho Unitod States anendrient
having beeﬁ withdrawn, they were left with the United Kingdmi

docunents ag ‘anended by the Chiledrn paper. He would put the l

text to the vote paragraph by ﬁaragraph. The Comnii%tice would

vote first on the first pearagraph, and then on the seccond,

aftor which the Comittee would consider tho Chilean and

" Vonezuelan qmendments.

On being nut. §_gma1'-ate] 50 . the vole »hy the CHiIRMAN

--n.v

and_second, .u“ arTaphs. of thn Uritod Kiagdonm deaft

. resolution (docunent F/40.6/29). yore adonted unaninmusly.

The CHAIRMLN invited corments on tne third paragreph

of the Unitéd Kingdon draft resolubinn mand on' the ancerndneont

D)

theroto subnithed by ilhe deiegetioun of Cills,

- .
-~ 1
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Mr. PHILEIPS'{Uniteé Kingdom) urged that the amenﬁment
to the third paragraph groposed b* the representative of
Chile should be fn;ther amende& 20 as to coniarm witn the

‘r@ﬂalmtimm passed by the Beonomle Cammission for Latin -
kmumiea, which requested that further study should be made
of other prohlems as well as the problen of froight rates
affecting Latin Amprica- Where&s the text proposed by “the
. %pregantative of Chile made it appaar that the request was
confired to a- study of marifime freiyht rates. There were
" also many inlaﬁd and CGFmtul transncrt problems in Latin
_ﬁmarica. He prcpo sed the fellowing texz "..... and recon-
.manﬁe&“th&ﬁ‘the Transpe £ and Communicat;ons Cormission be
requested to moake a further study of transport prcbl@ms,
including freight rates affecting Latin America, in order to
faclilitate ccnsidaraﬁion-of these natters as-soon as possible
by the Economic Commission for Latin Anerica.” | |
| The ﬁﬂﬂlﬁMAN sald that the United Kingdonm repreacntative
had p?apmgad th&t the Chilean anendment should itself be
amended in the following form: After tho words "And to
recomzand” adé the following passage' “That the Transport
and Comnuniuatibns Commission should be roqubste& to make

@fwfreigh@‘rﬂtﬁs,,afﬁeﬁting'Latin hoerdea, in order to facili~ .

~tate the ﬁonsideraﬁlon of these questions by the hconomic
Ce:mmis;sion for Latin America at the earliest non cut.“

' 'Hé then.asked the representativesﬁcf Chile and
 Venezusla whether they agreed tc the Uniﬁed Kingdon *

anendsent.
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Mr. d'ASCOLI (Venezuela) appreciated th§t~tﬁe United
Kingdon represegtétive wished to effect a coﬁpromise, but
sald that the problen of inlanﬁ‘traﬁsport had alreddy been
referred to iq_the preceding ‘paragraph Sp;aking on the
subject of the rclative 1ﬁportaﬁce of~the‘prob1ems of
inland transport and those of sea freight ratés, ﬁ§ wishgd~
to mention in passing that the féason vhy at S;ntiagé de
Chile so nuch interest had been shown in the pr;blcm’of sea

'freight rates was that iniand transport was regarded by nost
: 6f the Lafin Aterican Go&ernnents as a donestic problen,
where international co-operation did not play as decisive,
and important a-paré as in the case,of sea freight rates.
- As to substance, fheréﬁwas no reason foﬁ objecting
- fQ,the change proposed/ﬁ& the United Kingdon delcgatién, but
since the problem of inland trangport was refgfred to in
the preceding parégraph and as sea freight rates_pight relate
botﬁ_tb coast-ﬁise_shipping agnd international p;ansport, he
would pr?fer the Chilean proposal. ‘ h
Mr. VALENZUELA (Chile) thanked the United Kingdon
repiésentative for his feady uﬁderétanding of the substance
“of tﬁé~proposai he had subpitéed. The only points on which
, they were divided related to forn. Ho wished to take that
épportunity to say that the Latin Anerican ré¢presentatives
were not concerped about winning or losing a vote{ “the
intention was rather to indicate the ﬁspiratiéns of their
* Eountfies ia thq clearest possible—mgnner. The question
' of ‘inland transport in Central and'Edstern Burope had boen
widel& discussed in_the\Transport and Comnunicatiqns Corn~
nission and yet no definition had been roached of the ternm

"Inland Trangport". The ncaning of that term depended on
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twe factorss 1) the geographia situation of the country
in gquestion, and 2) its stauge of economic developnent.
.ccasionally those itwo factors, both vital, exercised r
parallel 1nfl@§;aea. That was true of Chile, of which the
géﬁ~raphical position was such that the inportance of
naritine transpert was in fact identical with that of inland
,&omgﬁtie tranﬁygrt. |

His intention was that his coriginal proposal shoulé
stand, though he d1d not wish to be unconpromising. - H
wished the recsivs of the Heenonie and Social Council to
shae how important aariti”e transport was for Chile = it was
the ruling factor in its econonmic dsvelopment. No other
solntion was vossible, whother by méama of recad, rall or
air tran&part;5 |

Mr. MUNIZ {Brazil) felt that some represantabives
had: misin@@rp@%igd the ressons for which the representative
of the United Kingdom hed proposed the sub-omendment. He
could see no objections to 1t; it was a statenent of Fret -
goncerning the;intentimns_ef'the Eeononice Cammiégian‘far_
Laﬁin'ﬁmerica§ The represeatative of the Unlted Kingdon was
not trylhg te nininisse the inportance of freigh% rates o
Latin Agerican countries. He accepted the sub-anendnent on
trat undersianding.

Mr, Pﬁzzii?ﬁ {Unlted Kingdon} %&idvthat the only purpose

of his subeanendnont was o nake the dreft rQSJ ution unﬁev

dimcuss ion confirm to thg.rea&l&%iuﬂ,@ﬁﬁ&e&-by the Bsonomic
Cormission for &atin &m@ri“de As regsprds the gﬁéstian ef |
substance, nanély, the zction to be taken by ths Couneil, he
had slready explained his views, and 44 would By dealt with

whon the final paragraph of the draft ?aaﬂﬁwtisﬁ.was &iscassed,
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*

Mr. MOROZOV (Union of -Soviect Socialist Republics)
said that the sub—gmendment proposéd by the representat;ve
of-fhe United‘Kingdon was unnecessary, and it would be
illogical to adopt it,.since the rgsolution 6f the Zcononic
Commission for Lat;@ Anerico on tranSporé and cbnnunications
-'ﬁas feﬁerrsq‘to in the first paragraph of the draft resolution,
- wiEhoub heing quoted in_extenso. ‘ ' |

-

Tne CHAIRMAN puﬁ to_the vote the third paragraph of

the ﬁgite@;&iggdog draft resolutiof, ine udin e anendneng
proposed by the delegation of Chile, further amended by the .
" representative of the United Kingdon as_follows:

"Notes :hat the Econonic Cormission: for ;aﬁin,

. Anecrica at its first sessién’instructed‘the Executive
Secyetary to preparc an Hconomic Survey 6n Latin
Anérica and recommended that the Transport and Cormuni- ‘'

. cations Corrilssion be réquested tO'ﬁaké'a-further'study
of transport rroblens, %pcludihg freight rates affecting-
Latin Anerica, .in order to facilitate cdnsideration of
theée natters as soon as possible by the Econonic
Comnission for Latin Anerica; _ B | ' -
1% was adonted by 8 votes to 5 with b abstenti,énge.e
The CHAIRMAN invited corments on sub:paraéraph (a) of
the fourth paragraph. ) . ' '
Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist.Republics)'secpred
the assent of the CHAIRMAN to his request to speak oh sub-
pardgréphs (a) and (b) together. |
Mr. PHILLIPS (United Kingdon), 6n a<§oin3 pf order, :‘é
pointed ou% that there was é technical fléw in thf drafting ;

of Sub-paragyaph (a)lof the United Kiﬁgdon(iraff resolution,

A
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in that it requested the Sseretary-General to give assistance
'tﬁ one of the officeprs on ﬁis staff; naﬁely the Execcutive
Secretary ¢f the Dcononic ”omnls ion . for Latin Anercica.

He suggested that 1t would s save tine if the Committeo
‘adépteg innediatsly a texﬁr&himh thé Secratzriat night
Propuse -

Mr. LUKAC {Director of the Division of Transport and
Compmnications), confirning the venarks of the reprﬁaent—
ative of the United Kingdon, suggested thot the beginning
¢f the paragraph shouid be altered %o "EKPEESSES the hops
‘.ﬁhat'tha Seéretérymﬁeneraig in preparihg the survey, will
give particular attention to the problem- of transport, and
in so delng will take ints aeccount ﬁh@ previmus expevience...".
If that wording were adopied the word ”Sac?etaklat" should

subgtituted for “Execa%ivé Secretary” in the thixrd

3

b
paragraph, Just adopted.

Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Sovieh Socialist Republics)
protested at the manner in which the represent
dniteu Kingdon, with the approval of the Chalrnman, had
interrﬁﬁed to -propose a drafting unardaenh§-although the
floor had been glven to the represantative of the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics.

The CHAIRMAN replied that the United Xingdon delegate,
the author of the resolution had in his motlon on a point

of order declarsd hinself pdady to change his text 1f a

technical difficulty were ralsed. He (the Chairman) had
talt nirself entitled to givg hin the floor so that

delegotes night then discuss th

o

final. text. He did not

think ke had infringed the rights of the Soviet delegnte.
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Mr hoaozov (Unton of Soviet Socialist Republics).
maintained tnat the representative of the United-Kingdon -
.had had no right to intervene in the vay in which he had-
'there had been ample opportunity to suggest corrections of
technical flaws in. the draft resolution during the three :-
hours- that hed already been devoted at the current meeting
‘“to discussing it._ :

v Mr. PHILLIPS (United Kingdou) said that the flew,in
_‘the resolution had been brought to his attention by the

. Secretariat inmediately ‘before he spoke on 1t. He assumed
that the representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics did not want to pass a resoluticn which was not‘
fornally correct. ,He had thought';tet he would collﬂterate
~with hin in correcting the tcchnical flaw and saving the
Comnittee!s valuablé tine. L

The CHAIRMAN enquired 1f the Comnittee wished to
" adjourn or to finish‘the,discussion. .In any case the
Unitcd Kingdom deleéate was to hand nin a text in which
the comrents by the Secretariat would be “taken into account.

Mr. MI#AOUI (Lebanon) noved the adjournment. S

. Mr. @'ASCOLY (Venezuela) said he was prepared to
continue with the discussion if the najority o the Committee
so declded. S : ' ;

niwneigﬁsi_em_ﬁ.m_._i_minestpone fur ’che.r
discussion until the next neeting

/

Eﬁe neeting rosgy at 1.10 p.nm.
-y i






