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Bl o verwte s .+ MroMOWGE T j
. Poland |  Mr, RUDZINSKX ; - - .
- Turkny . ‘ Mr. SARPER ET R
] ',"Union of' Soviet : ; 5.3 5.
-7 . -Boeialist Republics Mr. MOROZOV
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United States ‘Mr. STINEBOVER
; : _ Mr. LORWIN s
~ Venezuela ’ Mr. DIASCOLI ;
Alsg Present: o :
Mr. RICE. - - Rapporteur, Statistical Commission.

International Lebour ~ Mr, OSMAY
0ffice - > ;

‘Interantional Bank for Mr. LOPEZ-HERRARTE
Reconstruction and : ~

Developnent.
Consultants from Non-Governme; nlzatio

World Federation of ~ Mr. SCHEVENELS
Trede Unlons >

Secretariat: " '

Mr. WEINTRAUB : Director, Division of Economic
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"CONTINUATION OF DISCUSSION ON THE REPORT OF THE THIRD
SESSION OF THE ECONOMIC AND EMPLOYMSENT COMMISSION: (Item

%5 of the Council Agenda,) (Documents E/AC.6/W.1%, E/AC.6ALI6)

& ~Thq CHAIRMAN .proposed to ppoceed with the vote on
'the draft raesolution presented by the New Zeceland delege tion
'akwwas 1dantical*uizb~the~Canad1an*dzaft~resolut1on (Docu-
ment E/AC 6/W.16) except for the delstion of paragraph 3.
Thara mers two amendments beforz the Committea: one put
forward by the Canadian delegation to reinscit paragraph
3, and tho other put forward by the Chinese delegation,
to substituue fcr the whole of peragraph 3 tho words
"Approves4the genoral prineiples of develdpment saet forth
by tho Comm;géion‘in this draft roesolution." : :
; The ropreosentative of China had asked that the Qote
bo- taken by poll call. % : e
Mr.-HSIAOK(Chiﬂa) wished to comment on his amondnent.

3

> 2 4

. The question before the Commlttéc wes that of a choice of
. prosedure to be followed with regard to the recormendations

nade. by the Econonic and Enployment Comnission in Draft :
Resolution B, ; The proposels could be accopted or rojected-

.they eould also be pnrtially accupted~or rejected, " Bat

if the Draft Resolution were reJecteda the Comni;tae %hould
send 1t. back to tho Conmission with directives concerning
the principles onunciated in that Resolution. If“ﬁhé
fGonnlttee aid not ncka its attituﬂe ‘elear, thé Cquission
\would have no basis on which to carry-on its work. ‘It £
the Conmitnee rcfraincd fron taking. a.datinite stand on

principles, its position would be sinilar tc that ot q ‘nan

T
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who having asked for plans for a house to be drawn up,
then refused to pass Judﬂuent upon then. =

He would_reconmend that the Comnittec ondorse the
general prinoipios &s a whole, since there hzd.not been
nany ¢riticisns of then except thoso nade by the delagations
of Chile snd Venczuela. The re prosentativos of Cenada
gnd tho ﬂ?itad Kingdom had cxpressed rofdiness- to accept
Draft Resolution B, tho lattor suggesting the oddition

pes

of the word "under-developed" in paragraph (d) under (3).
The representative of tho United States of fnerica had
only objected on the grounds of leck of ﬁfecisionf: His
objection was ‘fully et by the two Finel paragraphs of
the Now Zcaland proposal, according to which the Cormission ' H
wes asked to roconsider details of 1nplementation with
reference to Draft Resolution B. g
The genercl princiﬁlos expressed in that -resolution
constituted the hizhest cormon factor génorallyvéccoptaole;

A groaﬁ effort had been rade to-reach;thap.point of'égree- !

noot; and the Conmittoe'should'fecognise it as'oéing the
best thht wes attalnables | '

: Finally, if the Connittee did not comnit itsolf to |
\_tho acceptanca of’ th» general prineiples, tho absence of !
| \docision would cause the 4cononic and Social Council o L : \
tako up a doubtful attitudo towards the recomueudatlons
of *ho Comnission. That elenont of doubt would lcad to-
differoncos and disavreemont within, ‘tho COmmission, and to
oliminate it the Corni ttec should express its genoral
' aqﬁroval. The coumitment was not irrevocable, end tho
] Zbuncil would have furthor opportunity of exanining Draft

Q

solution B. i
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- Tha Chinese delegation had asked to have thc vote -

taken by roll call bocauso 1t attached great importance
to the statcnunt of general principles, and wished to know -

the opinion of difforent delavations.&

The'éﬁAIRLAN recalled that Drart Resolution B had .
already been fully discussed at several uoetinga, It vas
ataqntial for. the Conmittee to proeead & Qijnh&r - pottible
vith 1ta work.f,n A .

Mr. BTIKEBOWER (Uhited atates or ﬂmorica) sald that

it was unabl* to agroe with tho wording.?, Tha renarks which
the roprosentative of China hed Just ueda aervod to reinforee

_ the doubtsof the Unitad States delegation, he had said,

for instance, that tho Connittee ni sht expruss pprOVal of
tho principles 1n a gencral wuy.. Thc anondAent said how=-
ever°-"approvas the general prinoiples......" gnd not "aprmows
thn Principlos 1n a general wny " An, approval of Draft ‘
Resolutionxs “1n a genoral way" would serve 1ittlo purpose
sinco thc Commission would still not know what was the ' 'ﬁ
attituds of the Comnittee.: Ho'.preferred tho toxt of the -
Canadian anendnent: “a useful 1ntor1n fOrmulation of cortain
o; the principles.“ A vote taken by roll call would not
show the attitude of representatives towards the prinzipl-s '
enuneiated in Draft nesolution B, but only towards the o
Ohinese ananduont as it was ‘hore foruulat ' L
Mr¢ POLLOGK (Canada) enphasized that if the Canadian
delegation had had ns objoction to Braft Resolution B, as’
thc rcpresentativo of China had soenod to - assune, it would

not'hav“ pﬁt Iorward an auandnont. Althougheagraeing with.

iR of tha') principles, hia dalegation ¢18 not: feol that -

“tho rosolution would be usaful as it stooc. L

b ae B s i
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page 7
advantage if a unaninous resolutidn could be efopted; that
unfortunately now sceemed unlikely. He hed ever& syupathy
with the ains of the roprescntative of Chine, but the pur-

pose of his anmendment was to cncourage the Commission to

~continua its-work on the lincs set out in the Draft Resolu-
. tion, an¢ 1t wes-unlikely that tho-Comuission would be able

to solve'problems if it(continﬁed to talk in.éonerélitiés.
He would be obliged to abstein fron voting on the euencmﬂnt.
Mr, d'ASCOLI (Venezuelay—seuld not suppdrt thv Chincge
delogatienlc anondnont, sinece the draft r?ﬁglufinq tgzwhich
it rcferred containcd certain points that his delcgation
coulg~not accept. He was all ic nore ;drry bcéause'China"
was a countfy:with which his own was often in agreenent. _
.His delenation's opinion was quite definite: tha'Econpmic
and Enployuent Commission should not confine itsclf to the
ficld of gencralities an? the tine hod come for it to do
ébmething concrete. He would'gcqordingly vote agalnst
the amenduent. | - .
 .Miss HAMPTON (New*Zcaland) eiphesizod that her delega-

tion ncither epproved nor disapproved the substance of the .

Chincsc amcendmont. The arenduent introcduce by the répresens,

"tative of Cén da prosented thoe hi«hest cormon faetor of
qgrecﬁénf; the Chinase ai nduont introﬂucod into tho text.
a:phraseology which would lead to a split vote on tRe
rosolution’ os a-whole. Sho.wogld therefore, oppose it.

Mr. -MOROZOV (Uni;n of 3oviet Socialist Republigs)
stated that the USSR delegation had already dxpressed its
desire that tho Committee define its attitude towards the
principles aééétedlby tho‘Economic and Inploynent Cormission,
and hal subnitted on amondmeht,-which had wnfortunately been
rejocted, although not uot by constructive argunents. Con-

sequently, his delegation would akstain fron voting on the

O i
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Chiness ~"enﬁmcnt.

SN (me“u rk) steted that he would votd

endrent for thb Jorie reasons oS th934 %iv“n

by the r 3a;enta%ivaa of Cchada, Wew Zenland and ths

United States. 4 _vots was then token by rollecall. The
ég;nese enenduent (Docunent E/AC,6/W.18) was rejlocted by

9 votgs‘t055g’wigg’%'aEStéﬂéiéﬁsc R

' The E@gg;t of th& voﬁi g,w a8 fﬂ;_pwsﬂ

in fgvour:  Australin, Brazil, yhina Lebanon, Paland.

, b _ o 8 oo |
cAgeinst: - Céhada, Chile, ﬂmmmarh,~rramaﬁ,_xath@rlanésg

Zﬂuw'ZQal&nL; Poru; United States, Venszuela. o
ﬁaspainad: Byelorussian Sovict Soclalist Republic, Turkey
Unlted Kinﬁﬂém;‘ﬁnian éf,ﬁdviﬁt Séaimlist_ﬂenubliés;

The CHAIRMAN proposed to put to the vote the Canadian

uuwncu*nﬁ(+@ the Jd6w Zoaland propoesal)that tho argginfi

Ern

paragraph 3 of docunent E/AC.6/W.15 be reinserted in#g the
taﬁ{t © . S %
Mr, ‘AfASCOLI (Venezuela) @h“ aizwd that previnuw

wizhﬁ*&w“l by Cana

1mpa3aim;% to Aiscuss she p zra"r oh dn deteill, end to point
out its drawbrcks, which ingéis opinicn were tho sane as

those of the Chineseo riondignt.

$he Cormitiso w xéﬁié% in

By 260y
faétg approve what it had refused by rcéecta&& the ahi%'ae

delegationis éncndvent. He hesitatoed am.pr&pmw@ tHat the

da of its ¢ raft resolution haé nade it i

ﬂiﬁcugaimn should be continued on this polnt, but he uishsd,i

0 exp;ainfwhyLQQ;WOaii voio aseinst the Canadian snendnent.

7 Mr. HSTAD {Ohins) ﬁy&%kimg'ﬁn B ;¢im¢33£ oraen,

roguested that before & voie were taken the Crnadian
s s

‘ﬁmenéusnt, the Conpritice diseuss the first pzrégfﬁﬁh o

’ﬁraft h?ﬁ& tution B of the Heport of th Boononic and

R
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Enploynent Connissihn. r That point took precedence of the

Canadian e.nem:ent in thet it entailed an exanination of

principles. A vota had been tﬂ.ken earlier on Draft .
Resolution By and ho md at t.het time expressod the ud.ah :
that the toxt be reconsiderad N f;", A T

- The CHAIRHAN raferred to his previ:ons ruling thtt g
" the amendnent would be vqted upon in the follouhg or(’.eh *';_::"'

PN

2
%

The Soviat smndment, the Chinese ammht, t}m cnnadim o (

anendnent. g The Soviet and Chinese anendmnta he.d alrendy .

‘ been put to‘ the vote and rejected. i 'mero, th&refora, NC A T

| ronained the Canadian amendmnt (@t is, the reintrodnotm

.wf parnsraph 3 as set out. in Docunent SIAC»S/H 16:), to bc

‘ Kr POLLOCI(Canada} said. thathil m@antmm !
!
i

,,
st O b e A AR il g A d s

.

Ak A ITaS o N AN D,

mt.roduced in"the. hope of avolding a aotaued uscmnj;an. -
_ Since tMs purpose seemod inpossible to attain, he hbgsld}
y laave to withdraw his anendnent. 3 TR i ,g
" 'I‘he CH&IRMAN h.avinh ruled that il:ha withdrawaa. ¢t tha 1
_mendnent was out of order, ths Canadian repreﬂnt&ti?o '_ |
agreed to md,ntain it provicea a mto m ‘f _' ’ oly
Mr. HSIAO (Chma) said the.t thore had me |
tunity ror discussion and no i:otion ffm 'nclcanra -o: the ¢
'i
i
|

N debato. He would liko to see 2 gmﬂ& d.ucuuion ﬂt thn

' Canadian anendmnt beraro it vaa pﬂtﬁ'ﬁ.,m‘mte; - ‘Ih’ ,q
‘ problen now bctora me Comittee tbnt nf ﬂm‘ mr-umam :
-_ countriea, was very inporta.nt., R 7

o n ‘The CHAIRHAN stated thqt aincd th.ere wa:a 0. ot;n:
'speakers, and, since vaz‘agraph 3, baingwt \axﬂt dm:t q

resolution previously‘mtrodmed had ai:xnﬂ; hhm.,mcuaud,

.....

he proposed to put the anendnent to tha toth

55 NSNS T NN/
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Mr. HSIAO ( ﬁ¢na; h&ving asc 3:t*iﬁgd that the yesresenia-

iva of Canada was unwilllng to uh&ﬁ%ﬁ<th@=W€?ﬂﬁ "certaln

2 f’?‘

of the vrinciples which should gulds the Comsission® i3
“the general principles which ghould guidas the 6ommissio"“§
noved an enendnent to the.ﬁanaéian zext Lo substitute the
felgﬁwir?z “EKDGRwES the Draft Resolution as a farmuigticﬁ
[ ganﬁ¥ﬁl p@inciyles which ¢ould guide the 60mniﬁsica? |
for the words “CQ&SISERS that this raepresents a useful
intgfiﬂ f@r&ﬁlﬂ%}?n of certain of the principles which shail
@@iﬁ@'tbéfﬂ??ﬂiﬁﬁi@ﬁ“'iﬂ‘ﬂ&rag raph 3. .

He wos ag inst saveral express 1on in the Cenadien
aﬁeadﬁéaﬁa Then, hec cbaected:tg the word rgprésents”

and to the word "useful®. The Canedian téexh of the paragraph
et %

Lzation of an. sogeptance or refusal. There were

gave no ipd
- opany thinhzs whieh were - “&m“fﬂ*ﬁ tu out of date. He

. ifiterpreted the word “interin® as iiﬁﬁifgiﬁg"“tﬂﬁg@@az:iyg,

- A pore. delinite forpulation wos necesgesy, Ho slso objlected

ues put to the ¥oto. and rejected

by 11 f§%§§,t§ %f:wi It 5 Stenﬁiaasm

iﬁ&'bnh_duir; pafﬂﬁrm b

hu vwxf and adﬁﬁtad sy

%r HﬁEAG i hina) m*fh&r w hgs arendizgnts dacamen'

. 4: . . . P B P }.‘ SR . e A < f .
BAAC.6/W.2.8) witﬁjﬂefasangq to paragraph % ©f the Ncﬁ Zealand

,}ﬁhf r“?ﬁQ1§E sat out, In paragraph




" E/AC.6/SR.30
page 11

and (c) of the Chilzen déiegation's draft resolution
(EfAC S/W lh). Certain drofting changes nizht perhaps
nake the taxt cleqrer, end he propesed that sub-paragraphs 
(b) and (c) of paragraph 3 of the Chiloan delegation’s~
resekution should be inserted in the Connittee's draft
tesolution beforc the p.rﬂgruph 5’ A sn 11 drafting
eoumittee should be set up to “nsure that no ropotiticn A
occurred in the finaltext Being 1n£orned by the CHAIRMAN
that in accordance with a vrovious decision,_the aﬂenduont
presented by tha rcpresentative of Chile would not be put
to the vote 1f the version of peragraph 5 in the New
Zaaland proposal (originally prGSﬂnted by C@nada) were
adopted Mr. d'AwCOLI said that he had 9ttempteﬁ to save’
as nuch as péssible of the Chilean delen tion's draft o

' _l. .

reaolution.;;_I.A h

Mr. VAL@NZU“LA (Chile) thankud tho Venyzugl n errésen-'
tative for his provoswl.f. Hc wondered whether phragraphs -
3(b) and (e) ot his delegation's anendnent could be con«:
sidered &l an ahendqant to 3urarraph 5 or the New Zealand
Coriginally Canadian) draft resolution or take the place

S
-~ i 3. N
AN RS R L o

of that puragraph.,' bub-para raphs (b) and (c} of parabraph
3 dt the Chilaan draft resqlution should be inserted befor

pqragraﬁh 5, since they cuntained concrcto id*os which did '

hdt'appear in tha<Canadien ;usolution. :ﬁ‘lf

?ho CH&IHMAN aaid thﬁt the ﬁrccedurv wes that tho
dnlegata ef‘Vanezuala hﬂd requnstod that pQragruph 3(b)
and (c) of the draft resolution submitted by the

?Onrﬁsertmt"vﬁ o* G%*Ie (M/»C u/W 1&, ) oon~i69190

\:_ . . '
3 e :
o et
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as aﬁ amendment 5? an addition to tﬁe text of thezﬁaw
Zeala;d (originally oanaaian} draft regclution Qefare ‘the
Committee (E/AC.6/W.16). He w;snsd the Committee first to
conclude its considera ion of paragraph' 5 of the latter.

Replying to My, HSIAQO (Ghj.z:u.a)‘J who thought that it was more

logical to consider ther¥enezuaianrp§0995ai before paragraph 5,

ke pointed out that the mandatory words. of the iwn resclutions
had 14ttle connection with each cther. The ?enqzaelan text
would have to be given affer pa&agr&nn %, in which case the L
texi of the resolution would read: "Tii chnuw'd and

Social Counctl, etc. REQUESTS ....., SUSCESTS ...}.,
RECOMMENDS ,,f.fﬁ

‘Mr, CORREA €Bra¢»1\ thought that thé content! of

paragraph % of the Canaalan draft r "ésoiﬂti&g reféir@dﬁtc
ﬁyﬁé&-mfiwdrk‘whith%e%éia matter of ramtiﬂe'forvgﬁ@'w
Comm:gsinn and the Secrvctariat of the United Hatiﬁﬁsg " He
consequently .did not-saa.tha»nﬁed for its inalusion‘ " ’
~ Rarasxanh 5 of JMmeMngv 0 te vote,
&mﬂfé@mﬁ.@,«xﬁaﬁm@%#gﬁgm &:- h ‘% szut %&.@1&
Mr. CORREA {Br az*l) sald uat the words, “btaﬁilization_

of prices," in\(c) of paragraph 3 of the draft resolution
ybmitted by the represeﬁta*ive of Ctiée were not pérhaps
guite~adequate. He p?sfer"eé the farmile "stabilization

of a fair level of prices.” This wording was peryhaps not

quite pfaais@,'%gt'§§¢_;g§éiﬁiaanasicnihmé'sh@wn that 1t was

very difficult %o achieve prscise terminolegy in that{subdegﬁaf

 Mr. 4'ASCOLI (Venezuela) accepted the Braz zilien
représentativels p?apo&é& which talliéé‘sitn an chseivation

" previously made by nis dolegation.

s e i

Mt o ot
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The CHAIRMAN read sub-paragraph (c) of paragraph 3 of.
the Chilean draft resolution, as amended by the Brazilian
delegation° "(c) Member countries producing goods which
play a vital part in world trade should endeavour to study
measures likely to produce 1nternational agreement leading

as far as possible to a stabilization of a fair level of

Aprices.?

_ Mr. PATYN (Netherlands) felt that the ChileAn proposals

'had nn place in the resglution, since it already stated that

the . Council had considered Draft Resolution B as a useful
interim formulation of certain principles, by which the -
Commission should be guided, and the Chilean text reprnduced
in slightly‘different,unrding a certain number of these

-principles; .

Mr. PHILLIPS (United Kingdom), agreeing with the
Netherlands representative, pointed out thatwin’adopting the

third. paragraph of the New zealand draft resolution, the

committee had implicitly dccided not to discuss the

'principles of Draft Resolation B in all their details,

the Venezuelan and Chilean‘delegations had now pressed for
inclusion a certain number of those principles which were,Or
particular interest to themse1Ves. Other delegations
could then also, it they s0 wished, advance similar .

prererences.”J.. i
' Mr. VALENZUELA (Chile) recalled that his delegation had

}submitted in document E/AC 6/W lk a draft resolution designed :
eto replace Draft Resolution B of the Economic and Employment

‘Commission. However, because or the procedure tollowed,

the Committee had not been able to discuss the ideas

'_cgnteined ;m the drert,,and representatives hed not been able
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to~define heiriaﬁti*ude iswaids it, It paragrnga h é&i%
para graph {b) of tna Chileanvdrﬂf ' wanau*icn was meWelv o
r@«iraft of tne initial draft. resaiution, subwparagraph 5&}
Lunb&ined new ldeas. it ““cummende& the ccnclusian of ‘
1ntﬂrnatiaﬁal agreémants lgkely to lead to a stabdlizaticn of
-vpr*eas,‘whiﬁh the Ecanmmia and Enployment Gamw*sgicn kad not
taken intc acoount|in its draft, Pri&aﬂ glayad &n impﬂruant
pgr%.in;;hé %conami development af unﬁer~deve;aped countriess
that, w’é why hils ﬁezagatiﬁﬁ wished the Conmittes to Lak@ a

: *very defin*te staaﬁ on the matter.

s

It wae not & %“aﬁtion of stab 1izing p*ic@s mﬁ the_
prasent 1&?%1, b&z of taking advantﬂﬁe ef the exwgrienga of
'ﬁuch mrgun¢m&ﬁion a3 the Entarﬁattonal vhaat Conferance,
fronm whi¢h importing cauntrieﬁ 11 garticnlai-had dorived great .
hanafit‘ . ‘ E

" Mr. @'ASCOLI i?enazu&*a) makc& the" Gﬁmmittﬁ* not 4o lose
sight of tha fact that sube§arag?a§hs {b} ;nﬁ {c) of the
tnilean proposal contained e conopots ideas - first of all,
the supplying of raw mat@rials, mmahinavg or ‘industrial
‘mqaépm&nﬁ ﬂ@nmr&l?y to un@grw&cveropad aou ntﬂia@ 3rtamun*riam
“whose eccnamias had beon dislocated as a result of ﬁhe wars
ﬁﬁenﬁlyg ?he 3tabilizatian Of priﬁeq at 2 fair 1#v€1 fcr .
ﬂﬁeas whieh playeé a vital part in world trade and’ és
_regnrﬂﬂ the aaoaﬁnic davei&gment of un&eradevblo§éﬁ areas. ;
| A Thers. wag a ﬁ%ffaranﬁa b@twcﬁm the wague aﬁm confusad )
\teasq of Hesolu?iuﬁ.ﬁ aﬁﬁ.ﬁha c ariﬁy of the Ghliaan prsp&sal" ‘
’Iﬁ his 0§,Qimn, “was va@rh while &o r@maat ER th@ )
;xesaluticm tne régnaats:pjntioneﬁ in the Chileaﬁ resolut&an,
i&wﬂﬁﬂ on tham‘dﬁg@mdeﬁ :lﬁ‘rﬁﬁﬁiﬁg af the sﬁandard or ziving
glin underaégve,uped a#eas ﬁad th& ecanﬁmie réﬁovefy of
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countries wnose national economy hed‘becn dislocated by the
war, Herice his dclegation urged ‘that these passages be
1ncluded in the resolution. » ' ‘

Mr. STINEBOWER (Unitcd States of Americab, remarked
that the conmittee had 1np11cit1y taken a decision not to
consider spocific proposals for the econonic developnent of.
less developed areas for\inclusion in the present
Resolution, when it had qdopted the third paragraph or ‘tho
Resolution; ' , , .o .

Paraﬂreph 3(b) of the Chilean proposal was a’ repetit
in. substance of Draft Resolution B, parevraphs (b) and (c),
although 1n sone respects the Chilean t‘ornu]a tion was an
inprovonent over Draft Resolution B, HOwever, the "
Comuittec had in paragraph (3) of the Resolution already
decided that sone of the principles cnunerated in Draft
Resolution B were useful to provide guidance to the |
Conmission, and therefore the addition of thé cnilean

M

paragraph 3(b) .was not necessary, = % . fifa:f;):Aaﬁ.'ﬁ
4wk .

With regard to the subject netter of that paragreph,.i
the United States Governnent besides e:panding its productian
and exports to the 11n1t, had conpiied feithfully with the
words “should study practical neane to 1ncrease such S,

'
‘ P z o
e/\,’\ , s ~f,< ' e ‘.‘}2';“ § J" .

production and exports" :ﬁf._,;u- g . w‘ e ‘5

Para~raph 3(0)"02 theléhiiean proposal was not'a gt
rcpetition ot ﬁreftzﬁesolution H. Representetires should,
nowoyor, fote that the cefincii 'nnd alroady’ te‘kenhastion iy

ey~ : Vo
o4 ‘l‘ &

. along the 1;nes indicated, ‘ft’ned est&%llshed ﬁhe~ }{:5;;?,

ng*‘

L A -

3
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* The wa?cii lgo Had on ite agen a the report ow the
Havana Conference, an&'therefore there would be an G;por unigg
to discuss that mgtte*iv“ a later stage, The IT0 Gharter
contained meve det ﬂil&u Forsulation ofl the problen refedred to
by the Veneguelé;ﬁ_regrg%éﬁ%ativé which was a result of |
lengthy and eareful consideration of the problen, and the two

» threo liPJS on this subjfect in thig Resolution @qm@ nok
be particularly helpful,

The CHAIRMAN said ‘that, bearing in mind the fact that the
Committee had i i 3‘af the New Zealand

b:aft Resgoluf

cady adpopted parazre

ny §u§%§&?égigph33(é},§f the Chilean dvafi

contained now ideas, but the same could not be said sbout

ub-paragraph 3{t). & Rules of Procsdurs

contained no clear-directive ta which he could rofey, he

would put to ‘the vote both subiparazraphs: Sub-paf? aphs (b)

and {a};af'ﬁéra?fﬁp‘ 3 of the Chilean draft res 31uﬁm,gq

5

{Docunient EfAC.éfﬁ,lﬁ} the l&ti&r a3 amnanded %v the Brazilian

represe ntat&vﬂ {Eacuruﬂu ‘v 6’% 17)4 and if there @ﬁﬁ'ﬁ@

¥nka n separate

Mz, SC&L? {szazmnna) gald tugﬁ sinece ha h&
origiﬂally noveld the inalusiqn of the two parag raphs from
the Chilean.drﬂftgﬁhevwould witﬁéraw his amenﬁmenﬁ proposing - -
phaia&&itiﬁh'tﬁ ﬁﬁa réﬁélgﬁibn P paragrarh (¢} of the
Chilean proposal, since the vote jwsg%takan onggarégrayh:{b} 
igéiéatgd the attitude of the Compitice. - Moreover, ke '
azreed that thers was scmething bp bol said for the arguments:
‘of the ﬁnﬁﬁgi gtates fepresaﬁtative ﬁéngafniﬁg;%hﬁ action

£

_already ta% :n by the Counedl: = . 5
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The CHAIRMAN requested the- Committee to vote on
Document E/AG. 6/, 16 the New &ealand draft resolution, as
‘a whole. 'd' o ‘
- Mr, CAMPOS (Brazil) proposed that the words- ehig

‘ .Resolution" in paragraph 4, line 2, be deleteu, and replaced

. opinion upon ‘the andamenta* guestions inVOlved in paragraph 3:

.;;

:; ambiguity of ‘Draft Resolution B, the Committee had now before

.
'

N meaningless expressions as "1nterim" "fozmulatlon" and

frmystified . ; fn{” L".'{ ; 'f' ;J'T'_' --é. ff

‘. “useful" R Some representatives a;roadj had expressed doubts

—

by "Draft Besolution BY:

" mL__.Lfem s ze _e.d . -

‘ ?cllowing an- enquiry. by Me. Rtﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬂ (Poland),

Mr. STINEBOJER (United Sfaues) sugges*ed that the heading

"”Draft Resolution Substitut*ng for Resolution B (appearing
' in Document E/AL b/w 16y would be_dropoed, wh*cn would then

" be subaittod to ihe Dlennry neetﬁng as one of the three
resolutiors wdopted b' the Conu vize in “cﬁard to the’
Report of th Beoncnic and Enp1oynept Commiss;on.
'; Mr Hulﬁo ’Chena; exLuaaned that he would vote against ‘f
- the draft resolaufcn, al shon; h hy opno ued o&ly paragraph 3, ;

so as to nake'iu clea; that there had been a difference of

Mr. MORCSOV \Un*on o* Soviet Socialist Repub”ics)

stated that the New: Aeaiand draf 'reso¢ution was vague and

1ndecisive. . Although HANY menbers had critieized the

it a resolution wnich was even loss ciear and contained such ‘

as to the purport of those terus, end in all probability the

Employmen and Econouic COnmisvﬂon would be equally S

~

The Connl Lee had also rejeeted the guiding principles

suggested by the Soviet Union delegation for the COmuission, '
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would pldce the Conmission in an ambiguous position, since

it was still nors unsatisfactory than the Draft Resolution.B
Representatives had, however, expressod thenselves in favour
of the faulty New Zealand draft reso&utioq, and against those
rew principles of Draft Resolution B which could be

considered anpropriate.\ This reflected ¥:1 general desire to

divert tha Gonnissioﬁ fron the fruitful paths 1t had go far

© explored. ¥mmre nad heen & motiom 9 Pevise its functd ens,

thus'excludlng-a pcssible repetﬁtion~of its few useful, o
achlevenents :so fﬂr, and - tu qpnvert At 1nto a nere assenbly -

of technical’ experts, .';x.ff ‘ i" ,
On a vote baing taken. L_@, ,!lml, Zeé.‘m_mmm

. mwum@.. Mia.;, . mh %J&MW

Exwgagjazgudé& pregqg;;ﬁivesagLaccenned by e Cormitte

was gggpteg bx fourteen vc‘g,_gk ..cne > with uhr g gbstent;ogg
' The c&mmn suggestod that the. Cormittee adopt the

-following resolution 3 the Beport on the Third Session of

the Economic and Eﬂp*oynent COmnASSion, as a whole. 7\'

. "The Fcononic ‘and’ Soc.~al <‘o~.mc11~
E Takcs NOTE of the Report on the Third Sess1on of '

-

the Economac and Empluynenb Commission ';,3 ‘ “_

:.F-‘Ja.is ps, bRzosd v o
Mri: MOROSOV (Union of Soviet aocialist Republics), an@

Mr. BMGLIAR (Byelorussuan chiet Guwjalist Beprllc),

~.,requestad that thet; abbtention bc “ecordoa<

"

“r

TRUSTRESETP QUES‘l 101\1&3‘%;. o .
The CHA*RMAN s»ated that ert Vi of‘the nepo"t oi the

VEcononic and.Employnent Cuunission dea]t with the ST
) Provisional Ques»ionnnﬂre of the Tvusteeship Council.A A ‘

question of proce¢use had a*i en in thdt connection.\-

-

[ W e T




Sé@ﬂi&kthaiﬁggfﬁggf,bha?Repqrﬁ b diséasésﬁ by the Connittee,

hould it wait until ha Counci 1 Hnd ﬁisausse& &;ﬁ

ustosshiy Q ﬁﬁ%iOxﬂmiin a“ﬁﬁ nad begn o noted in thﬁ
pmr& of the Azenda ?ngittee (Docurent - E/855), "the Council

w:ul@ no afab? in addition %o its consideration of the

Comiission reports, wish to take appropriate action r@@ardinw

the trapstission §6 the T

- with or without fufther comients of its own." The

Chadiraan infor 1df§? Compiittee that g had corisulted the

President of the &cun*il and the ahueraﬂ of the Sonisl

tg nade by the

study of the

1ld Be farwvarded bo ﬁhﬁ

nts by the Committes,

-

”‘ﬁf~az COMMISSION
L &;y ;‘3) 3(3‘; v}-\} L A%

Qu %",,3 ,J&fﬁt %‘."

cf the Stat stisal Sormfriss inﬂ},

nbershlp and wW i

’“!‘2“3@&., .ﬁiw

m}%ﬁu ;ﬂ}:’v Ay §

standndd g
G¥ tho statisticdl

by whilch would 14

%

of these corments,

itattér, - As a resull of these consultations’

4 h i0 Trustéeshiy Coreil “.;Pt vi
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in the gaps and lsad‘to improvements in present-day
statistical in£0rmstion.j The Report‘nowubefore the N
Committee detailed the efforts made towards the satisfaction
of one or other of those elements of the pronramme. ';Tha

Commission had sought to build up the system by gradual.

B stages, and had limited its efforts to those which it _
’ "_considered tangible and attainable within the limits of
A-United Nations resources. Its labours were technical and
‘ nonppolitical, with the result that its sessions had been
_ harmonious and the action it had takan almost always

' unanimous.

' The epranatory note appearing on tho inside of’ the

;“sover-page of the Report reflected the Conmission's 'f'l |

assumption that the Econonic and Social Counoil expeoted a
full report on the assignments 1t had nade to ths Commission,

_,,.

but that the Council would ‘not considsr it necessary or f
desirable to act on all the conclusions the Commission might '

reach. Accordingly, the various subjects-suitable for

,formal action by the Council had been. restated in the Annex,'
"1n the. form of draft resolutions of the Council.~

Having outlined the contents of the various chapters of .
. the report, he pointed to the "opportunist" spirit reflected
.in Chapter VIII of the work programme,-in which a* nnmben of
3<projeots givsn top priority by the Ststistical Commission 4,

;had been segregated.- It should be borns in mind that not

*Agall thoss projects would necessarily be undertaken

. »

_simnltaneously. : !he Secretariat knowing its oWn f
?resourcesf would tadkle these projects in the nost
«_conveniant ordsr. As ths nnnber ‘of conpetent statisticians :

'-’_‘[availsbis in tha world was extremely 1imited the commission
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industrial
product standard concents
and modern nevio fapettant now in a
srder to nake possible a conps i tre inddstrial ;
es, Beesnd, standards of
‘ and therc the Servi&a of
‘%per» consultants would Ye of great value in studying the i
varicus kinds and victhods of inder n&&bi?s, B Third, thaA %
Cormission cen gidered that an i~1¢qia@a “gviw;am uf thae ~§
Ledgue of NAtyons Mininbd List o i‘ﬁ@ﬁ&gﬁiﬁi&&lfﬂrfzhﬁbrw ‘
naticnal Statisties wos necessary. Fourth, the work
ﬁvagrﬁwmf included a on nﬂtienal =,

S‘Casew :s‘vx

nractlices

in this fleld are to be & 1bmitte§ for expert coument and

the Cormission

t alf el '
f@ﬁéfné,tq take a
coustries of the

& 8 ?szf:",é :
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be brought. to the attention of Governnents by the Secretary-
Gcnoral . In regard to stwtietical sanpling, the sevcnth
iten of the work programmc, the Commission recormended that>
its proposaie'be brought to the attention .of the Governnents
and Spccializcd_Agencics,'so that full advantege be taken of
that economical and accurate method of obtaining statistical
infornation.' The eighth iten ontailcd suzgestlons for

collaboration with the statistical work of othcr Connissions.

* .As 1ts ninth priority iten the Comnission considored that a

"tsu:#ey and‘ropbrt on a programie of statlistical education

' and training was noeded, and that the Council should .

‘recomnenditO'thc Secrctary-Gcneral-a study of the needs of

A

and facilitics fop such a programnec)

| Of tho recommondations referred to in the Annex,. that
in reﬂard to transport and conhunication statistics had -
already been actcd upon by the Council.
. _ The CHAI?MAN having thanked Mr, Rice for his. surmary

3.'of the Report' statcd that four draft rcsolutions on which

“the Comnittee must vote wcre containcd in the Annex to the
Commission's chort_ He askcd for gencral discussion on
thc chort. ' o

Mr. EVATT (Australia),obscrving that the ‘Australian

"* delegation had studicd the COnmission's Report with great .

care and rcoogniscd its. especial value, thought ‘this iten _
of the Qonnission's agcnda was likely:to provide nore . satis-
faction?than'any other. ° The Comaission had evidently gone,
about its tgsk 1n a workmanlike fashion, and it was to be

" hoped that discussion on the- Report ‘would" be conducted with

’ that abé@ncc of controversy which. had siﬂnalized the work of

the 00qnission itself,- “The Australian delegation believed,

. ’. r'e '\




‘as @ld no doubt alﬁ other delegatior 3, in the oxtreme
imﬁértaﬂce of the Cormission's work; it was pezha@s nore
laportant than that of any other functional Commission, It
Wa s §asic to the activities of the other functicnal
Cormilssions, the Specinlized Ascncies, the regienal
vo:aissians, and the Beononie and Sacial Counell itself,
Proszress iﬁﬁsalv;gg problens in the ccononic and social
:fiﬁiﬁs do?d@ﬁﬁ upon accurate and avallablc statisties.  How-
ever, the successful continuance of the Cormission's studies '
rests on an . dniprovenent in nationnl . statistics,; on the
central eollection and comparison of those statistics, and on
the co-oriinatdon of the work of tho various statistical
boiius of the United Nations. The latter requirenents had
80 far boon: ﬁtisfictgri‘v mat by the Coimission, and in the
view of the Australian dczegatiqng the Heport contained |

L

,.bus*nas like propo sqlﬁ yhicn nizht well be adc?ﬁad'by.thé
Cormittee., . IEt was significant ﬁhat the nost valuable part
of the Qaﬁgissignfs work did not figurg I8 its R@ﬁObﬁ* the
Statistical Corizission was one of the few organs 6f the
Council which could pursuc its duties without subnitting a

30@ af &i*thOumd*m" r<sold%faaa bo its parent bedy. “In:’
particular the Ausiralian ﬁelegaﬁion aﬁscciatéd itself with
the senbincnts sxpressed in parazraphs 26 and 109 of the
Regort of tﬂe Statis ical Coanmission,

The programme of work outlined in Chapter VIII showed

a wise and scnsible choles on the part of the Céﬂmissioﬂ;
f;ﬁ ¢ should, however, be no ut%ﬁcﬁno »tion as to the
mxpcndﬁtare which 1t would involve. ﬁb»anoni “/795/au® 2/
Rovil @$§i§gtgﬁ_tﬁ§se additlonal costs at about 887,000,

whilat‘aﬁ;rmmiating tha necd for cdonony iﬂwﬁli‘braﬂCLﬁﬁ of
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il

‘United Nations a’c.ti‘x‘rities, ‘the Australian delegation could
not wogard any reduction in any aspect of the Commission's
work -as suitablo'for financlal reasons. ' It was evident that °
sr.-called ccononias would result in increased expendituro tor
_ the Manbor Nations; A rcservoir of- sound and conparable ' ‘ A
atatistical ‘infornation would be: of considerable adminietrau ,
tive and financial help to nost_Governnents; similarly, thc |
.rcsuits of thc'ccﬁﬁissian's_recenrchcs in siuch spheres as
‘notional incone statistics and ‘sanpling wouid'coﬁtribhte to
a saving by Monbor Govcrnaents by cnablin~ then to avoid
speclal and ‘costly eXperinont . ’ . o )
The Comilssion's work as prescntad in its Report should - 1Q
be rogarded as & nodel for the activities_of.the.functiopa; .

Cormlssions., u~;ts wcrk, eon&isting-cf a nonQpartisah'cueét

for objcctiie information, ﬁas'cf advantaée to all Govcrﬁnentﬁ.
| Mr. CAHPOS (Brazil) warnly wclcomed the straightfcrward

account of the efforts reflected in the Connission's Report

and apnrovcd of that, body's wise selection of its najor F
tochnical problens. ' He endorsed in particular the -
.Conuission's work 1n rcvard to, 1nd1ces of production, price
indicos and national income statiatics.: S
. The Brazilian delevation warnly cndorscs thc clphasis

givcn by the Corriission to the work on thc revision and
“nodcrnization or the League of Nations Minimum List of .
Conmodities for Intornational Trade Statistics, and- calls to
‘the attention of tho Connission the work in this field
“earricd out by the Intcr-Ancrican Statistical Institute. 2" d .
It was: to be hoped that the: COnnission was faqiliar'with

those studies and would be guidcd bx then. " Tn rcggrd to

e

“the comordination of Unitod Nations! éﬁa,Spocialized .
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Agencles' statistical mrv’wﬁ,ﬁma delsgation noted with
aps sroval the rcﬁort that zreat grégrcss had been madc throuﬁh
the Comsitltative Comoittoc on Stitistisal Matters: fhe
balanced viow shown by the ! UOﬁniséia in discussing 295%@3&1
statistlical ﬁﬁtiﬁfﬁiﬁs {paﬁ&gr&ﬁhﬁ 19, 20 and 21) was not
always evident at other noints in the Report, notably in
paragraphs ?6#5?, which stated that speeial attention had begn

given to the study of statistieal probloms poculiar to

European countrics. Vital prodloms also affected other

roslonal C@ g‘amﬂ’tha Statistical Comission would e

well advised %o give the sane at& santion t5 thesc problens,

In particulsr ‘havae tak:ﬁ Into sccount tho statistd wmi -

necds of the Ecoponi¢ Conuilssion for Latin Amorica, and the

Ecanomig,é:35235fan for Asia and the Far Eass, bnauiai
_intar05t and ﬂriovi‘" nicht have beer Zcvoted to tho develope
‘pment of statistics ini thdse ropions with the objoet of

£11ling the existing zops In such information,  Buropean

statistical nceds rufsrrek‘nnin;y Ao standards and

Gﬁﬁﬂissi@n for ]

dsla and ﬁhé-?&i Brst were of a nord fundancntal Jrﬂa in

stical sorvices »f the arens antrastéd to

nt the resciution on Regional
{tids 4F the Stafistical Comdssidn, as
52 of the Report. This draft resoiution.

to rosclution or dn
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The Statistical Commission had deteminec_i prioritics for
its futurc work with which the Branilian dele#ntion was in
full accord on technical and organiZaticnni ~rounds..

4~Nevnxtbelessnibﬂwaa»disappointing to note that a, fundanental ‘
probloh, that of the nbsencc ofvstatistics.in nany. basic
nagnitudcs in nany countries, had not been suffio{ently
enphasized. Such deficicncice in existing statistical data
should be. ~iven closo attention. In this connection the o
Brazilian dele gation, in the draft resolution it would .
subnit, would in effect be directing the Connission to co~

" operate with tho Econonic Connission for Latin Anerica and‘
the Econonic Counission for Asia and the Far East, in .
analysing the existing 3aps in statistical information and
in studying 1easurcs to foster the devclopnent of the
statistical sorvices in those re#ions. .

It yould be’ unfnir to state that the Cormission had
noglected this problen altogothor, sinco it had included 1n
Ats reconnenddtions'tne subject of statistical education and a
traininz, The Brazilian delcgatidn strongly supported that
rocomnendation, but thouzht there was a danuer of duplication
of work unless due revard ‘were paid to Resolution 132(VI)
‘adopted by the Council. _That Resolution instructed the
Secrotarqucncral o study . the estanlishnent otlfncilitiee
for tra!ninﬂ in. public administration. - Plans for |
stntistical education and training nizht therefore be co-
ordinnted with that project- and “the Brazilian delcgation
proposcd the followin~ anendnent , '

Add aftor parabraoh 3 in the introductory part of the
ROSOIution (Document E/795, page 34):s "Takinu note of.
Rosolntion 132(VI) concerning the establishnent of




o O T S g ] o X b ]
Focdilitisy ininz In subli

norative ?1rﬁ

8 ascodnt beiug

;mﬂﬁﬁﬁuﬁiﬁﬁ;EESQWEEaﬁ

rmade purgdont to
Thae Statisbisnl Cornission skouid roalise that the

cHmonts ﬁé

i by the Brazilian delogat sion 1o £loatsd 1¥s

intenss iﬂ%ﬂr@atfgnd adelration fur the ﬁ@mﬁiﬁﬁlﬁﬁ“‘

ponaral ;mkwﬁﬁaim“ would

A
ol

P
=

A < gt g





