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' ORDER OF WORK N
The CHAIRMAN announced that at its plenary‘beeting held
that morndng, the Council had decided to refer to the
Economic Commdttee the Reports of the following Specialiied
Agencies: ‘ |
\ ~+ The Food and Agriculture.Organization~ i
' The International Civil Avia tion Organization-

The International Bank for Reconstruction and
Developmenty .

The International Monetary Fund-
The International Telecommunications Union- and
" - The Universal Postal Union.

3
R VSRS Py SR SBDH Yo yp = %) RO KXY TR

Mr. OWEN (Assistant Secretary-General for Economic
Affairs) suggested that those Reports night perhaps be
, considered immediately after completion of the analogous
iteus on the Conmittee's Agenda. ' .
That procedure would entail a change in the present
Aéenda;- on the following day, assuming that discussion of
Item 1 were complete, the Cotmittee would have to discuss the
Reports of tne International Teiecommunications Union, the ,
ﬁniversa;.Postal Union and the Internatdonal\Civil Rviation
Organization, preferably in that order. ‘

- Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) thought
there was_no.pressing need for the change_sugéested.
Consideration of the Economic and Empioyment Commission's
Report "had some time ago been announced as the second itan’
.on the Committee's Agenda and delegates had accordingly made
full preparations for that event. If the new programme of
otk were adopted, representatives would have very little.
time in which to examine the three specialized’ agencies’

- Reports. : : :




LAME Ars6.0T

e

page %

The Comtlttee might very x»il vens;der those three _
Reports once théy had dig?ggeﬁ of the Economic and Employment
Comnission's Rep“rt» P ; E .

The CHAIRM&N, observing that no formal proposal haﬁ been
nade, said that there was no need to c&ﬂnge the agenda order
.if objections were raised, particularly in view of the |
rosition on the Agenda of 'the Report §f the Economic and
. Employment Comnission. '

at _no change should g@ pade in

the order of ths Agsnda tu@@

- REPORT OF THE SECOND SESSION OF THE TRANSPORT AND CGMMUNICA~
TIONS COMMISBION (Item 1 of the Armenda) (Docunsnts E/789,
f?ﬁ?/AAMai, E/4C. 6/W.29, E/AC.6/ 0 and B/AC.6/31) (ccnﬁinuea}
5o Noulil (pagt: Hod § . ,
sﬁmghﬁhggﬁggmigﬁ"’i b R 5
Mr. PHILLIPS (Uni*ed Kingde&) rememphasized the fact

that.in'égreeigg with the proposal that no action should be

taken at present in regard to Resolution No.l, he was not

attempting to prejudge the lssue as'tq whether an Econonic
Commission for the Middle East should be set up.

It was clear that an Economic Commission would be fully
entitled, under 1ts terms of reference, to set up a body for
the purpose of %tnﬁying the pra&iems of transport, and that at
the same time the body begt qualified to decide whether such
é]sﬁudy 3hould3§é initia§§§ would be the regional comimission

self.v It wa§jdcubtfui§khethés the Transport and
Cozmunia tions Comrilssion could assess the wrgency of such a

study without first taking the advice of the regicnal

ﬁ&mﬁiﬂﬁiﬁmk.Wﬁi?h'W0ﬂldg Qﬁ‘cbmyga,,be composed of local
gspecialists, fhe Hesoiu@ion pefore the Committae therefore
. was pren Ehure, and was navhiculwrly uﬁtimeLy in view of the
fact that the regional Gsmnisséon in guestion had not yet

‘been brought intc exlstence.

]



. (Inland Transport in the Middle Bast) only., He therefore

Netherlands and the Lebanon represcutatives concurred in

E/AC.6/SR.21
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- M, SARPER'(Turkey) expressed the opilnion that the
present confused situation in the Middle East, of which some
delegations_had apoken, was teaporary, affected onlx a small
area.of the region’ and was hardly likely to exert any .
perzanent influence on life in the mst of the Middle East.

The orgenigzation of transport iﬁ<that part of tﬁe world was

of capital importance and one of‘taé conditions of the economic

recovery of that area. He personally.saw‘no reason why the

Econoule Comaission for the Middle East, the formation of .

.which had been agrecd to in principle, éhould‘not decide to

“desal with’transport problens in accordance with terams of

reference'tb'be given it. whi%le he acreed that Resolution
No., 4 should be discussed by the Conn;ttee-aftor the .Counecil
had studlcd the report of the ad _hoc Connittoe, he was -
definitely against deleting it froa the agenda,

Mr. MIKAOUI (Lcbanon) noted:that there was only one

,différence between the ameﬁdﬂent svbnitted by the representa-

tive of the Netherlands aind that subn1ttcd by his own
Y
delegation~ - the Netherlands proposal anplied to Resolutions j

Nos. W and 5 whilst the Lebanese proposal concerned No. U . /

endprsed tae Ngtherlands proposal that considerdtion of the

Resolutions pn‘Inland'Transport in the Middle Zast (No., 4)

and in Latin Anerica (No. 5) should be deferred until
after the Council, 1ﬁ plenary meeting, had studicd the reports
of the Econonic Cdmnission for Latin America and of the |
ad hoc Comiittee on the establishaent of the Econonic
COlJiSSlon for the Middle East

- The CdAIRMAN noted that the proposals sub&itted by the

calling for the deferment of discussion on Resolution No, Y.

g

/
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The Comnlittee also had before it the New Zealand |
proposal to the offect that no action should be taken on
that Resolution.
On a vote being taken, ‘the proposal of the renresemtagive
wﬁglrggectpd;b7 8vvotf ; | sgu;tig
Cn a vot ‘éeing taken, Oqé Qroggsal of the renrc"cntaw
tives of tha'ﬁetherlands and of the Lebanon that disggg§;gg
af. Reso;gggcn No. & be_ ﬂefarrad vas. adogt 4 by ;; vnnqgmgg
2, with b abstenticns. '

. Mr, STI—1

of New ealand

SEBQWER (United States of America) explained tﬁat%

he nad absta#ucd from vating because he disapproved of tho
Comnmittee's continually deferring items for consideration at ‘
a later stage., A provisional decislon night very wcll have
been taken in regard to Résolution 4, since, upon thg
créaﬁion of an Economic Corzaission for the Middle fast it

would have had a certain value; .whereas if that Econonic

Comulssion mere not in faet established, it would automatically

have: becone void,
ﬁxémwﬁiiﬂn NOTTK. —— .
The Qhﬂl“%AN indic>ted that the joint Draft Resglution

requested frgu the New Zealand and Soviet Unlon representatives

+3
:‘;‘-‘Q
Q

was now before the Committee (Document E/AC.6/30).

aaﬁﬂunlcations wcmmmgqif

Mr. STINEBOWER (United States of America) did not dlsagree

with: the objects of the eﬁolut&cn. However, 1t ha@ plodnly

haan ”vitten"ﬁ ignoran f‘the-ﬁapert of the Eegonomice
Co ﬁnission for Asia and ithg Far.gast, on page 35 of which it
was presuned that the Eﬁgnomic %nd Social Council wvuld

conxiq@y the ausstion, The Trénsport and uommunicatloms

Commission had net before thé nlbﬁary session of the . Econonic

Commission for Asia and the Far East. The latter body had
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taterl note of the Transport and Coﬁmunications Comnission's
report, and had decided. to convenec a meeting of inland trang-

port experts whilst awaiting the approval of the’Econonic and -
Social Council, Accordingly, the Resolution before the. Committee ~°
should take account of that decision, or should be remodelled-

to conforn mnore exactly with the Resolution proposed by the

Transport and Conmunications Conaission, omitting, of course,

7 4

‘the request that the Econonic Comiiission for Asia prid the Far

East should convene such a meeting, and possibly also the latter

‘ part of supraragraph (b).. The introductory paragraph should

continue itself to ackanledge the Resolution of the Econonic
Co:taiission for Asia and the Far East.

Mr. MOnOZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) r:-
affirmod that the Connittee ﬂight either accept the Resolution
in a generalised forn, or. defer exanination of the “subject until
the report of the rogional eonnission in question were available,
In any casc, the resolution could not refer to the- regional
Comnission because the 1atter did not .figure on- the agenda of
the Econonic Comoittee and it could not be foreseen what
decisions the Plenary Council would take in that regard

If the najority of the Commlttee opposed the’ Joint Draft
Resolution, he would agree to -4 pogtponement of the question.

‘ Mr, PHILLIPS '(United Kingdon).polated out that 1f regional
cormiissions were fullyvontitled to»convene such'expert meetings
rithoht nrior‘nuthorisation.from,the‘Econonic and Social Couneil,
and if the regional Commission in question had:in fact convened
such a naeeting,. tnere was no(need¢to debate the'subject.

Mr, SUTCH tNew Zealand) pointed out that no rcferenoe‘
could be nade to the Resolution of the Econoalc Con:ission for
Asia and the Far East, since that body s ?eport h&d not yct been
considered. In composing the Joint Draft Resolution, both the
Sovict Unlon representative and he ‘hinself" hadiboen. fully
AWaATre of thc decision nent101od by the United Btatos

representative, - , o &

]



Replying to the United Kingdom reprmsentative, he
¢grocd that T@gthal Cummlssions were ful;y uﬂtitagd to tak
action of the kind in question without pr;or{author&satian,

the object of fhe resolution was precisely to underline those

powers. Thawﬁbint Draft Resolution referred the
consideration oOf transport problems in that area back to the
Eoononic Commission for hsia and the Far East and requested ‘the
'Secretaryﬁﬁeneral to report on the outcome of thcse studies.

Mr. S*INEB§WER (Upiubd Stateg of Aﬂerica) was not

inpresscd by the argununt that the Committec should diarcg

a docunent alréady produced on the subjéct because a certain .|
éﬁage in the sgenda had not yet been reachod. I it did so,
the resslﬁtion_itgproduccd would be ambigﬁgus. No delicafe
inolicy lasue was involved and the Committee need se* no @tore
by uere xsrmali' ies

In replying to the observations made by the Jnited

nln ;dom r&prcaenaat‘ve,'hé ﬁdinteé oub thait the Ec@namﬁc
Commission for Asia and the Far Zast had taken action on the
~cxplicit undorgtanding that the approval of the Bconomic and
SGCinl‘Ccuncilqwauld be sought. If, therefore, the C omittee
tade. no ywonouncam»nt on the Sub1uﬁt, neither the Secretariat

nor the: 1orional commission itsel £ would know how ﬁo proceed.
The Comnittee should take both Resclutions 1ntc capsiderat;an
“and. try te draft & 3ointnssxt. )

| Mr. PHILLIPS (United Kingdom) understood that the
terms of refergnce of the Economi¢ Commission for Asia and the
Far Bast stipulated that the Council's approval f*l”\-ﬂuld be
sought-on§v~fb¥%action on matters affaciinm other ?egibn3§>
there was no d?ubt that, having been achi for approval, the
Council should in courtesy give itg but no const;tutlonal

obligation was involwed.
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The CHAIRMAN thought -that under their terms of
reference all regionai.commissions had authority to
estéﬁlisp ancillary bodies provided the Council's approval
wéfe given. ‘

3 Mr. SUTCH (New Zealand) would also withdraw the Joint
Draft Resolution Qere strong oppogiﬁion to it to becore
apparent, and were members to indicate that such withdrawal
would be appropriate. Ho&ever, even should he do so, the .
problem would remain before the Coﬁmittee'since resolution 3,
as proposad by the Transpéft and Conmﬁniqgtions Commission,
was equally 1nappr6pr1ate.

_ It would pérhaps bc better to take np action in ﬁhe
natter at'alia : }

. The CHAIRMA¥ stated thet the terms of reference, in

fhat regard, of the Econonic Conmiséion for Latin Amgrica '

‘were identical to those of the Economic Commission for Asia /

and the Far Bast. They prescribed that the.gommission
éoyld, in consultation with the specialised agencies’
concerned, and fbllowing approval by the Economié and

Social Council, establish such subsidiary organs as woﬁld

aid it to carry out the wbrk fa;ling within.itS-Jurisdiption.
Accordingly, it waé incumbcﬂt upon the Economic
ahd Social Council to approve the action taken by the : j
regional comnissiop in question. : ’ }
~ Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)
recalled his eérlier observation that, in dealing with the
decisions’taken&by the régional'commissions on inland
“‘tranqurt problems, the Economic and Social Council should

adopt a consistent policy. They had agreed to defer
\

]

Eiscussion on the Resolﬁtion in ?espect of the Econonic

,
i : : ‘
e b ARt it b b Rt g o

ommission for Latin America until a later stage, and they

should, therefore, take the samc position in regard to

e

| & A
4 )
e, b, T Al
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the.EcdnomiCECommission for hsia and fhe Fs:_ﬂast{ It was
possible, in@any case, that the Plcecnary Council would rcach
~conclusions which would rcnder the Resolution unnecegsary.
The CHAIRMAN pointed out @ misapprchension of the

Soviet Union delegate that ‘it had boen aﬂreed to defer
discussion on Resolution No.4.  The Reso luulon rclating to
the Economic Comnission for Latin imerica had not yet bean
brought béfors the Comuittce.
: .It'wasifor the New Zealand and SoVi@t'ﬁnion
reprasentatiiﬁg'thém$é1Ves to Jjudge Whﬂthgr.thy sty cngth of

the opposition to their proposal denanded its withdraWal,

Mr, ‘BUMBHIEN (Soeretary of the Comnittee) read out the

text of the ';7ndment proposed by the United States

represcntative and passed to the Chair in writing.

a "The Heononice and Social Council, noting the Reports
3f the Transport and Cormnications Commission

" and of %he Econonic uonn1351on for Asia and the
Far East cn the subject of inland triquoru in Asia and‘

l* the EarhEast, expresses its approval of the provisional

acfioniui the Bconomic Commission for Asla and the
~Far East in convuning an carty : 1emt1ng of inland
traneport experts of thb countries rep¢,s nted on

the Ecgnemic Comnission for Asia and the Far East.

Thereafter would follow sub-paragraphs (a) and (b) of the
'origﬁnal Resolution.
Mr. WILGRESS (Canada), although he had intimated on

the @a*vious day that there was no necd to defer consideration

of th Rgaoxu 19& until & deeision om the Comnmis sion* Report

‘had hecn reae diin the Plonary Councii, rlﬁﬂrkod *hatrthéy

werernow bbxng cal;hd upon to approve actilon deﬁ&dV taken by




oy
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the qunoﬁic Connission for Asia and the Far Bast. It
.would be iogical to approve such action only wheh the
Report of that Commission were to hand. |
Mr. SUTCH (New Zealand) regretted that the
question could not be regulated in‘the summary manner he
had proposed. However, the United States amondnent
‘inevitably involved a comprchensive discussion of the
powers of the Economic Cormission for Asia aﬁd the
Far East and its subsidiary organs.
" He withdrew the Joint Draft Resolution. -
Mr. STINEBOWER (Upited States o% America) was
equally anxious that an expeditious conclusion of the
Committee's debate on transport problems be reached, anq-
withdrew his amendments; he noved that the Committee should
approve the text of Resolution No.3 as subnitted by the
Transport and Communications Comﬁission.
Mr. PLIMSOLL (Australia) observed that the
Transport and Communications Cornmission had nade a reduest
for a recormmendation upon‘ﬁhidh the'EconomicﬁComnission for
Asia and the Far East had alrcady acted. '
The Committee night therefore,quite:simply |
‘éndorse that rcquest. | : ' -
He proposed that Resolution No»3 be adeted, !
anended as follows: | _
In the introductory paragraph, substitute for
"to request to the Econonic Cotmission for Asia and the
Far East to convene", thé words ''The Econom;c and Social .
Council endorsés the recommendatign of the Transport and
'Communicatlgns Commission that the Econoﬁic C;mmission

for Agia and the Fay BEast should COHVene.,....y
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pr“visions of he terug of pefersncs did no% apply to that )

achsonJ ad hoe entily boﬁﬁ l

by oiher bodiés in 't
Beonohitc and Soeial Council.

The CHAIRMAK ced that the eépplicable Regolution of

the Econonic G@g@issian'for ivsia and 6 Far Bagt shoted that

s would be taken by that neeting, pending
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Mr. OWEN (&asi tant Secreta rymGan&ram for Zeononic
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action it had % without seeking the approval of the
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"the nesolution of the Econonic Comnission for Latia Anerica

. referred the. question of -transport and communications to the

.’by the Transport and Cormunications Comnission had not. been

‘ Wasfevidently,a vital problen{ He had ingertéd a paragraph'
~requesting ‘the. Secretary-Gengral to. give all possible assistaxe

_—
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the necting, The Secretary read the Resolution of the
Econonie Conmission for Latin Anerica on Transport and

-

Cormmmications. . C _

"Mr. PHILLIPS (United Kingdon) pointed out that whereas

Trwnsport and Connunications Connission” the! latter body in
its own nesolution had, conversely, referred the sane problem
to the Economic=CcmniSSlon for Latin sperieas

The ‘anonaly had arisen because the hesolution naSSed

in the haﬁds’of*representativesyattending the subsequeht
neeting of ﬁhe:Economic Comnission for Latin inerica at.ﬁhich
that body had decided to refer the matter to the Transport and
Communications-Conmissicn._-The important’fact vas, however,
gpat the.Econcnic Cormission.for Lafin.@nerica hnd recognize#
the deficiencies of the studies so far undertaken in that =
ficld by the Transﬁoﬁt and Comnunicgtions'Ccmmiss;onr :
‘It was essential.that the present Cormittes should
reconcile the two docunents, since i 2 the natter were deferred

for: discussion in the Plenary. Council the divergency would

have to be considered thcre,gand 1t was possible that no .

- ~1eion would be taken.on a¢tion in regard to the Tyansport

v

gnd Cornunications Cormission's Liegolution.

- Ié

‘He had -included the nention of freight rates, since that

to the 'BEcononi¢ Subvey of -the Econonic Cormission for Latin

Arferica, since the next Uéeting of the Transport and

Cormunications Commnission would approxirately coineide with

that of the Economic Cormission. for Latin fnerica. In the ‘ '}
absence of a direct recomnendation fron the Transport and
Comuunications Corr:ission, the Se@retarint of onc body night o

well consult with that of: the other. -



Mr., dTASCOLI {Jeﬁczu a1la) wished clesr uy a misunder-

»rence had been made

k5

The discrepancy qb which
bw e United Xingdom foaregontatlve:Afd not in reality

extst, as tﬁi.ﬂesolution of the Econamic,Commission for

Latin America was porfectly clear°; $hat Commission hed fglt
thﬁt.thé guestion could not be left eﬁtirqiy to the Trans-
port ahd Communications ccmﬁission. & he deTegatiOﬁ of
Vﬁnézuela!had noted” the Repdrt of the Economic Commission

for Latin America and, in ébcordance with the suggestions

contained therein, had sougﬁﬁ the assistance of the Transport
. Ca
and Cdmmunicatiané Commissiqp whose-c%?operation it hed-
deemad necessar&. vf
Mr. VALEN@&ELA {Chile) pointed B@t thet what the
Economic Commission for Latin Americ; ﬁad desired was to
he 3,‘it by the expericnce 0? anether Comm;ssion. Since

tha word "disercpancy" had ﬁeen mentioned, he felt that he

hod better give a fow explan garding the amendment

submxtte@ by his dolegstion

Subsperagrsph (b)) of % draxt42$ol tion submitted by
the United Kinvdsm delegetidn reg uesté% the Secretary-
eneral to b*im" th guestidn of Freir“, rates before tae

ilmer-ggw.?nmamﬁaw Marltimc Consu _itaufv: Crganization. The

ny @ Loim to competence in the

8] s ‘)f 100

natter 6f freigit #ates and wag net in a positlon Ho deal
with commeneidl problems. The draft Convention whizi had

‘heen T basas for ﬁiﬁaﬂﬁs;q& at tae Lnlﬁea Nactuns Maritine

Lion weuld be wipowered to Worﬁ towa;

. Heory azction and Léﬂtfﬁ"tlunﬁ wy w:v:rnm&nts
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|
' The Swedish and Danish Governments,‘however, had

expressed the desire that the functions and duties of the
Maritime Orgeanization should be 11mited and that it should
not be given the power to ta'te. action in the qommercial
ficld. For its part, thc Governmant of the United Kingdom
had, before the Conferénce, rescrved the risht to raise the
question of the commerciel aspects of ﬁhe orzanizations!
torms of reforence at the Conforence.

The questlon underlying tho whole Conference had
‘therefore been ﬁhether the future Maritime Organization
should be givén powérs to deal with commercisl matters or
- not. The concessionsmade by the Governments which opposed
the granting of such powers ﬁad been linited, and tie

United Kingdom, in particular, had stated that assistance

and encouragement given by e -Government for thc development |

of its national shippinz and for purposcs of security did
not constitute discrimination, provided that such assist-
ance and encouragement did not restrict the frocdom of '
shippingd all flags to teke part in internztionel trade.
After discussionswiich had lasted two months, the
terms of reforencé of the Maritime Organizetion finally sct
up had stipuleted that Governménts had the right to apply
..cortéin discrininatory measures for the'developme;t of
their nétional shippihg and for purposes of securit&.
~Disputes which might arisc out of that provision should,
moreo&ér, be settled through tae normal proccsses of N
internationcl shivnning buéinéss, without the intervention
" of the Maritime Organization. If‘phat procedure did not
produce resulks,”tho pérties concerned might solve their
difficulties betwoen themselves. The Maritime Organization

could not intervine except to make a study of the problem.
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If, however, tie iepresentative of. the Unitod Kingdom
were rignt and the Inter-Governmental Maritime Consultetive
Organization had.decide‘ to decal with thae queétion of freight
rates, he (the'representative of Chile) wondered wilch of its
organs-would be celled upon to-deal with the problem. The
Aggémbly's terms of reference were in fact limitat}vé, and
those of the Council had océasioned irksoméldiscussioﬁs, the
result of -.which had been thet .certain countries of Latin
Amorica, for example, were not in a position to presont
their views fo'that body. '

It was not surprﬁsing that the representative\of tae
United Kingdom hed not Been fully acqualnted with the
quéstions;which had been the main;stumnling-blocks in con-
nection with the setting up of the Maritime Organization and
that was the explanetion of whv, to remove an obvious
paradox, he (thg reﬁresentative of the Un{ted.K!ngdom) wa§'
now proposing an even more patent one. , !

. In short, the delegation of Chile cpnsidered-the
United Kingdom'é'propésal uﬁacceptable, and to avoid any
contradicﬁion; proposed that Subéparagraﬁh-(b) of the_ .
United Xingdom draft resolution be repleced by the followiﬁg
text: . "Io recommend that the Transport and Communications
Comdsston 1 18 delivarstions pay special attention to
thebstudy.of the perlem of sea freight rates affecting
fakln mmerdos®. | i

, He further prgposed the insertion; at the end of the
third paragzreph of the United Kingéom dna%t, of the follow-

'iﬁg words: "and recommended that the Transport and

Comrmunications Commission study the problem of sea freight

rates in'Lat;n Anerica."
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Mr. MUNIZ (Brazil) supportoed the proposal of the

Chilean delegation and stressed the disadventages of the
proposal put forward in the United Kinz;don resolution 3
that the stuey of the quest;on of freight. rates - which )

waé of coneiderable 1nporténce<to trade and‘econonic

development - should be referred- to the Inter-Governnental

Maritine Consultative Orzanization. . The functions of that

‘body were in fact essentially technical, as the Brazilian uii

proposal to endow it with economio.functions had not been
adopted, Furthermorc, the nembership of the Council of
that Orénnization was such that the interests of a large
nnn?er of Snall-countries whose ehipping serviees~were
1nedequete1y developed eould not.be.ropresentod'thereon.

' The representative of Bragzil ves therefore of the
opinion that the proposal of the Economic Conrission for
Latin America should be rotained and that the Secretariat
of the Transgort and Connunicctions COmnission should
assist it 1n tho.study of the question of froight -retes
and that of discrininatory practices., The Maritine
Or senization was ‘not conpetent to desl with such fa?‘
reachinv problem of economic poliey as freivht rates, and

for that reason the Brazilian d.lezetion would support

* the Chilean amendment, . i

Mr..d'ASCOLI (Venezuela) enphasized the considerablo
importance of the question for all Latin American
countries, whose points of view he relt sure were the
sane as his étn. The draft rosolution of the United -
Kingdon had thrown hin into constornation as 1t4was
undoubtedly harnful to the intercsts of those countries.
As the representativo of the Unitedein"dom had always

shown himself to be a rriend of Latin Anerica, the



L RIAC ALSR. DN

_p‘g"g 1.8 : i
- |
?

oy

I i '

5":&&?1’»’/ Ropl

con neiusion to bh drsw“ from h#s dra?t was that he was

{
unaware of the cons sequences 1t would have, The study .
of a question so vitaﬁ.toiLat n Aneriea could not be
éntrusted to an organizatioﬁ hose very character would
img?ir its. capacity for carrying out such a taosk,

The Inter~Governnentadl Maritine| Consultative Orzan-
E] .

ization was linited by its tefns of|reforence and by ifs

menbership, and, furtherndye, snall countrics werc not

represented on its Council, which c% ?“iaﬁf only tho

represantatives of countries with lﬁr*ﬁ nerchent fleets

n

with extensive iu“ervats n 1nt§féut¢un“l s¢ =horns

i)

ormidssion, the Econonice

traﬂ Furtharmgrg, in requesting tho cssistance of tﬁi
Transpcrt and Communications

Ssﬁmission for Latin Anerita had not thouzht itself to
ébanﬁsn the problen.

To avoid any ambizuity, he proposed that the Chil@&ﬂ»
ancmaéent &hmul&*be/aménd@& g ﬁ@ﬂfﬂ?ﬁ‘with the text d§

the resolution of the Econonmil¢ Commlssion far Latin Aﬁéricé

by the inserticn of the follo#in“ phrase: ",,, ;g_ardér

to facilitate consideration of thv$ natters as soon as

pogsible by the Econonic Conndssiom for Latin hneriea",
! i

?a further propnacd the insertimnajét the end of para=

(% in the Chilean

aﬁ»a&ﬂent of the words: ", such aﬁu&; to be earricd on

grayh (b) as thet paragraph appear

in close co-operation with the Beonouic Cormission for

1

Latin America™, o
- Mr, PHILLIPS {(infted Kingdom} %&ié that iP the 00“

iﬁ?%h ¢ which set wp the Inte n&tienﬁi Faritimw Cmnsuﬁ*m'

‘&tsva ﬁr&anizatien, the question of how far froighd rates

aq&lﬁ be discussed internatio ally hed been considered,
At that tine neither the Chil@an ngr the Bragzilian




~conpetence was linited to the technical’ field, because

Latin America had not. Ltsolf pursued the question further

B/AC.6/SR.21
Page 19

delegations had been satisfied on ‘the point, Tﬁé Ven- -
‘ezuelan Government, although invited, had-not been '
represented at the Conference. The Conference had con—'
cluded a convention° that had -been signed by the Chilean
delegation, and voted for by the Brazilian delegation,
although he .understood thut the latter had not yet :
signed it. ' : g _
" The point of_riew of the:United Kingdon delegation
had been sinply ‘that maritine natters should be referred
in the first place to the orwanization set up by the '
United Nations to deal with then, Freight rates could not
be coneidered as falling outside the terms of reference
of the Interin Maritime Commission, even though its
|

even if freight rates had an economic aspect they had -
also a highly technical one, f |

He felt it a pity that the Econonic: Connission for

instead of anaiting further study by'the Transport and

Connunications Comrrission, since tkdt-body would not meet’

until the spring of 1949, | |
The purpose of the resclublon wal t6 ask the Secretarra

General to neke the study himself, .and not to wait until '

the Transport and Comrunications Conmission was-in'a

position to make recormendations, _The United Kingdon draft

,resolution provided also in the absence of a meeting of

the Transport and Comnunications Commission for the assist-

ance . of other bodies whose experience could be turned to

good account, Consideration of inland trensport in Latin :

‘~America should‘be‘pursued at a regional level,

LT 3 o8 St 15 L o
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‘In_concluéior< \"'zééaliud, tﬁat 1t has been on the
initiative of the United Kingdom délegation to the Economic
Comaission for Latin AmeﬁicaAthat a useful resolution on
transport in Latin Amerieca had been drawn up. It had been‘
confined to inland transport because it seemed as though
:coastal and inland communications, and not ocean transport,
;.were the major problemAfér that great continent. The
delegate of Venezuela had suggested another view. He
thought iﬁ unfortunate, however, that during the course
of the subsequent debate‘one particular aspect of the
whole_problem of Latin American Transport, namely that
of ocean freight rates, should havé been thus singled
out. _A
. In regardifd the Chilean Amendment , he could not
accept ihe{first'proposal, since the Economic Commission
for Latin America'recommended not only that more,study
should be given to the question of freight.rates-in the
Transport and Communications Comnission buf'to transport
_fproblems, inc;ﬁding freight rates. The suggestion that
the Transport and Communications Commission should study
-only the problen of sea freight rates therefore seemed x
'unfortunate, to say the least, as it conpletely overlookeé
.the fact that freight rates formed only one aspect of the
whole transport problem‘ '

In regard to the suggestion that the 1ast paragraph
be deleted, that was a question of opinion as to mhether '
the Transport and “omﬁunlcatﬂons uomnissicn was the
proper organ for considerlng the question, or whether
1% should first be referred to the Interinm Maritime

'Commission.



Mr. STINEBOWER (United States) suggested that the
discussion oanesolution‘B had shown a reluctance to
assinilate the draft before the committee with a draft
identical in substance brought up in another Committee..
The meeting had to decide whether, follow1ng that precedent,
it would restrict itself to the resolution of the -
Transport and COnnunications Commission, which confined
itself toAinland transport, or whether it would enlarge
the scope of the Resolution as proposed by the United
‘Kingdom resolution. He was not sure that'it would not
be wise to move that the resolution should sinnly
consider inland transport in Latin America. That would |
appear iogical, since resolutions 3 - 7 inclusive all
dealt with inland transport. .
| If the discussion were broadened to take in the
*United Kingdom resolution, he reserved his right to. speak
again. Here he would say simply that he was willing to - »«?}
accept that resolution although inclined to prefer ) o
reference in the last paragraph to the TranSpo t and
Communications Commission rather than to the Interim
Comnission of the: Maritime Organisation. The Chjlean
anendnent. was broadiy acceptable, but” the wording ofxart
(b) of the United Kingdom resolution was prefcrable, even ‘gﬁ

if the Transport and Communications Commissicn were named

instead of the Interim Commission of the Maritime Committee.
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The%QHAIRMéﬁ, notinglihat the representative of iﬂc
~ United States had nét presanted a f=fma1.motion, sald that
it would be difilCﬂlt to mave resclution § without taking
into account the'Reso;utigﬁ of the Econonic Gammissiﬁn for
Tatin Anerlca referred to in the United Kingdon resolution.
It was for the Committee to decide whether it would 1ifit
ita action tu a vote on resolution 50or whether it would
“Yt@né its deliberation to discussion of the British resolu-
tion also. |

&1..: a short discussion, in which Mr. D'ASCOLI
(Vane?wsla}» mfg"' sted that there night be no objoction to
accepting the United States proposal, if it could be
ensured that metters relating to wmaritine shipping rights
would ba deslt with lﬁﬁeﬁ'wﬁénéthe omuittee cang to ?’%QH”S
the éepgrt of the Econonic Cormission for Latin Anerica

the CHAIRMAN put to the vaia a pro ﬁsssl that the Cormititee

consider forthwith Resolution No.5, end the desolution of
tho Economic Commxdssion fof Latin fnérica sinultane o%sl .

’ﬁo*zon and h hst?

yith ‘Vwbstentiﬁna, the ChAleAN ounaad that in %scordanma

with Rule No .46 Gf the Ruls 2 second voté

on the uotlon would be taken! ot the next mecting.

&

Mr. SUTCH (New Zeeland), speeking to Resolution 6,

said thst 1t was pronature to study regional organizstion

for Africa Africe was & gepgraph yeml antityy but could

not be considersd a region in that smnectloa. In ths
absences of a report fron aiy raglsﬁal cornissicon on ,&rlaa

i

he moved that ne action ﬂh;;@d be takan,
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lr. LAMARLE (France) thought that the Committee would

agree with him that the question'was simpler and clearer than

the;earlier ones and that,the'reprcsentatiVe of,NewiZéalan&”

nad said'briefiy and nertinently all that-requiréd sa&ing.-
There was no unity in the Continent of Africa in the matter
of transport, and transport routes from North Africg to
Europe or to‘tha Middle East and from Central Africa to
various'countries of Amerlca were much more importent than
intra-African transport proper. For that reason the French
delegation was'cf the*opinion*that the draft resolution
_should be purely and-simply set aside.

Mr. LUKAC (Secretariat) explained that the
recommendation that a study be made of the question of
organiza*ion in the field of inland transport in Africa N
originated in resolutions of the Council’ from 1946 onwards
that the Transport and Communications Commission consider .
the question of international organization in the various
fields of tranSport and communications throughout -the world.
The Commission had, accordingly, recommended‘witb'reSpect to
the fields of Aviation, Telecommunications, Posts, and. ;'
Shipping that.there should ‘be uorld-wide organizations.
With the establishment of the International Maritime
donsultative Organization all of these icids would.haVe‘
bean covered.: 'Inland transport the Commission had deait
with on a regional basis. The Commission had now studied
andfmade‘recommendations on the subject with ieSpect to
Europe, ‘Asia and the Far East,rthe Middle East, and Latin
America, Only africa remained and the Commission had now

recommehded that the Secretary-General start a preliminary

study. The result of' such a study might, of course, be the *
conclusion suggested'by the two delegatas who had just spoken,

namely that the subject was not yet ripe for action.

‘
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Mr.  LAMARLE {(France) stated that it had not been his

intention in any way to driticize the in itiative which had

led to the submission of the present resolution, The remarké:
of the representative of the Secretariat showed that it was.
-f or the Council to nonsidur whether in the present state o
affairs it was desirable to undertake a study of the preblwms
in questiqnx Singe, hagcver, i%iwas apparent from the f
inféfmatieﬂvfurniéhed.te>%ﬁé Ccmﬁittee that Africa lacked |
unity 1n the matter of traQSport, the proposed study would
have no rual value for the time being and there was ther fmre
~no point in dissipating the energy of the Secretariat and the
Council on such tasks. '

Mr. RIEMSNS (Netherlsnds) moved the closure.
~ The CHAIRMAN put th¢ Netherlands proposal to vote and
t was carried u;animous§y.

The' CHAIRMAN then put the New Zealand motion to the vote.

Thé"groggsgikthat'négééﬁidn;be taken on Resolution No.6 -

land Traﬁsnért in africa - Was ca;ragd by 13 votes to 1 with

2 abs ten»samﬁq

Resolution No, 7

Mr. &'ASCOLI (Venezuela), spzaking on Rea%iuTLon 7 -
Co-ordination among Inland Transport Experts of @ifferémg
Reglons - proposed that 4s the Risolution was éatently 
( nén—cantrcversigl, a voté should be taken immediately.:
Mr. PHILIPS {United§K%gggom§ ohjected that, whereas the -

regional commissions were free to co-operate as they thought

‘best, a resolution advocating such »o“caeratian might ﬁaV@
.?mglic&tisns which could go farther than desired: end

the matter shoulﬁ be furiber coraidered,




" said that the Russian delegation would abstain from
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, Mr. STINEBOWER (Uhited-States)'pointe¢'but that the b

‘railson d'8tre of the resolution: was mede apparent by the

reference in the prenmble of Resolution No- 7 as adopted 3

. by the Transport and Communications Commission to the

"possibility of less -satisfactory oo-operation-tﬁan in

" the past" and thought it useful as tending to obvigte i

a possiblef eamentary approach to problems on the part

of the regional oommissions- He would’ thererorﬁ propose

_ .that Resolution 7 be adopted. . o :

Mr. MOROZOV (Union of 3¢viet Socialist Republics)

~ deemed the intervention of the Council.superfluons, and 1

voting. !
Mr. PHILIPS (United Kingdom) felt that the matter ’ S
was one which could be left to the competence of the |

regional Commissions themselves, and that the Committee

~should therefore confine its action to taking note of’ the

Resolution.

The CHAIEMAN pointed out that the Coumittee had not to
epprove or. adopt the resolutions of the-Commission'buﬁ to’
work on texts preparedefor fhe Council. |

Mr. WILGE#SS (Canada) thought the Transport and

Communcations Commission had;acted qu‘te properly in,

asking the Council to draw the attention of the Regional i

dconomic Commissions ‘to the advantages of inviting transport '
experts of other regions to take part in their meetings, -
and_saii that he would therefore support the Hesolution
as encouraging a desirable measure of co-ordinated effort.

Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet 3ociallst Kepublics) -
on the other hand supported the United Kingdom mofion‘

Mr. olINEBOhnR (United otates) suggested that in cage
Resolution 7-were-not adOpted, it would be preferable

'
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'1nstead of adcpting>a'ResdlutiOn.taking note of'Resolutioné7
:simply to have a stateﬁan@iin the summary Record that the '
bommittee had "teken note of the considerations advanced
on Resolution 7" |

The Representatives of the United {ingdom and ihe
' Union'of soviet Jocialist ﬁgpublics'agreed with the
latter suggestion and withdrew their proposals.

The Chairman having put Resolution 7 as submitted

by _the fgggggggﬁﬁanéfngégﬁicétggﬁé Commission to the vote,

it was adopted by 7 votes to 2, with 8 abstentions.

i

ihe Meeting rose at £.10 p.m.




