~ UNITED NATIONS NATIONS UNIES L -
: umsraxcmb

. EcoNomic +  CONSELL ' mpc, 6’/&3;
AND ECONOMIQUE 25 August 1948 .
I SOCIAL COUNCIL ET SOCIAL ORIGINAL: ENGLISH

¥ -
. o 2 4 -
e - . ot

Dual Distribution for Council Menbors

Hold at the Palais des Nations, Geneva,
on Wednesday, 25 August 1948, at '10.15 a.n.

N . Contents:
Rares
X, REPORT OF THE SECOND SESSION OF THE ~
TRANSPORT AND COMMUNICATIONS COMHISSION ;
(Tten 12 of the Council Agenda) -
(Continued) - LR R R oon-oo_owi-o."_'olnoooy;s - ?

2. REPORT OF THE-UNIVERSAL POSTAL /
UNION (Iten 27 of the Council Agenda) .... '7 - 11

L3

NiB, Will delegates wishing to have corrections nade
, to the Summary Record please subnit such
corrections in writing to the Secretariat,

Roon C.436, within 2% hours of distribution of .
the Bunnary Record. »

RECEIVED |

1 UNITLeD NaTiuUNS l
ARCHI1 E \




E/AC -64’.33-039 5 _‘ ) :

pasc 2,
Present: A R el
: - Chalrnan: : Mr, SANTA CRUZ (Chile)
Australia - - Mri WAIKER
Byeloruésian Soviet
Soclalist Republic | Mr, SMOLIAR
Canada -" © Mr., HALSTEAD
China . - - . * .. ° Mp, HSIAO Wl w v
Dennark : " Mr, IVERSEN
France ’ | Mr. CLERMONT-TONNERRE °
Netherlands Mr. RIEMENS
New Zealand Miss HAMPTON
Peru’ . Mr, MACKEHENIE
Tgrkey _ Mr. SARPER
Unicn of Soviet . .
Soclalist Republics - = Mr. MOROZOV
United Kingdon ) Mr, WARNER
Uzézggcgtates - "Mr. COPPOCK

Venezuela Mr. CORIAT

Bepresentatives of Specialized Acencles:

Universal Postal
Union Mr. RADICE

International Bank for
Reconstruction and

Developnent Mr, LOPE2-HERRARTE
{
Secrotariat:
Mr, Lukac Director, Division of

Transport and Communications,
Mr, Dunontet | Secietary of thé Cembittee.

‘.

4 - ol 4
Fif (o ey ooy



E/AC.6/8R.39 .

20 3. /

1. CONTINUATION OF DISCUSSION ON THE REPORT ON THE SECOND

SESSION OF THE TRANSPORT AND COMMUNICATIONS COMIISSION.

-(Parts of the Report left by the Econonic Cormittee

for later consideration: Draft Resolution No.,9 in -

' Docunent E/789) (Iten 12 of the Council Avenda)
(Docunents E/789 and E/AC.6/W.32).

‘Mr, MQROZOV (Union of Soviet Booialist'Repnblics)
stated that both the amondnents which he had infornally

“subnitted at the proceding meoting were now enbodied 4n |
i?ﬂdocunent E/AC.6/W.32, the second anendient appearing in’

the 1sst'sentence of the toxt of that document: . |

‘nGive datelconcerning’tho”increase or decrcase of the
.anount' of foroeign investnents in transport and' cormunications
or the trust territories for the last five years." !

The CHAIRMAN agreed that docunont E/AC.6/W.32 coubined
‘the two amendnents which the USSR dolegation had subnitted
verbally.on‘the proceding davl He pointed out that the
words “On page 19" 4in the firstiline should read "On
page 27" -

Mr. COPPOCK (United States of Anerica) stated that it
was difficult to revise a statistical questionnaire withont.
carefully considering all the factors involved . The first
1dea in the USSR amendment, that is, who owned and oporated
the neans' of transport and communications, was also in tne
eiisting text, but the second,idea, nanely, which‘countries
owned the ships enployed In the: foreign trade of the trust -
territories,‘seencd to hin obscure} Generally speaking,
countries as snch did not own ships. If the question-was
intended to refer to the fleg of shipping concerned ) , i
it should appear in the questionnaire in connection with f
tonnages of goods rather than in the paragraph under

discussion; t - : ‘o . - \
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The mattor of vovcrnnent subsidics which figured in. the4
USSR axondJent was also in the exlsting text.
| ‘With rezard to the sccond aJOndnont relating to dat& . i -. {Lg
concerninp the increase or decrcase of the anount of
foreivn investuents, he considercd fhe wording of the
ahondﬁent even less spccific than the text proposed by the

Transpor+ and Comnunications Connission, The amenduent,

which was itsolf anbi*uous, did nothing to rcpair the slizht
_-ambivuity in the ari?inal tcxt to whicn the attention of
the Trustecship Council night be drawn. Substantively,

the United States delesgation had no objeetions to the
amend%ents, thoush it gQuld not agroé‘thgt they helped in
any way to clarify th¢ i§sue. He sustested that the bost

proccdure would be for the record of the discussion in

Committee to be transmitted to the Trusteeship Council, and N
that the Comﬁittee¢§§kg5no change to the text of the
anendments to tho qucéiionnaifé proposedindocuncnt E/789.

Mr, WARVTR (United King dox), while naintaining that the

PR

existing text would in duo course yicld all the information .
desired by the represcntative of the Union of Soviet
Socialist chublics,:aﬁﬂ that the anendaents subnitted by
ﬁho latter would not result in any fuller statistics,
bt&tOu_th&t his dolevaticn had no subsfantiva objoctiors
to the first anonduent..
With regard to the second ancndnernt he naintalned his
position that the point was fully covired by the text of
thc Report:
¥r. MOROZOV (Uﬁlon of Sovict Socislist Ropublics)

enphasized that his_gmcgdmunt was design@d to ensure full

inforration on ships sefvicinz foreign trade with the trust
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territories, The information shguld not .be given zlobally,
but should separate the figurcs for internal and foreign |,
commefce. - - »

With regard to his socond aiondnont, he would not '
insist if reprgsenﬁa@ivcs had ' seriois objections to changing
tho text., He believed that his ancndnent did clarify.the
qQuestion and would be of assistance to thé'Tranapdrt and
Cotmunications Connission.

Answering the Chairuan, he addod that though he had
not fornmally withdrawn his‘secpnd anendnent, he would not
press it. - Vo |
Mr, HALSTEAD (Canada) did not consider that the first
amondjcnt addéd any point of substance to the quostiomnaire, .
and in rezard to the second, he agreed with tﬁoée reprosonta-
tives who had argued'fhat the exiéting-wo?ding was nore
precise and more to the-purpose, He,focalled that the
ﬁuestionnaire had been drawn up by experts, and supported

the proposal of the representative of the United States to

naintain the original wording and to transmit the  discussions .

of the Comnittee to the Trustceshilp Council, which night in
due course take such action ag 1t saw fit, '

Mr. SMOLIAR (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic)
regapitglated the distinction between shipping in internal .
and foréignlcommerqe, and once rnore omphasiZed that t@e
first ancndment submitted by the Soviet delegation stréééed'
the aspect of foreign trade. - ‘

Mr. WAIKER (Australia) believed that the records of the
diséussion,in the Cormittee would indicate to the Trustee-
'shiﬁ Council the Committece's rccognition :’ the importance'
of shipping engaging in the foreign trade 9§ ‘the trust ’
territories., -He endorsed the propOSals;made by the
representatives of the United States and Canada,
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Mr. wARNER ﬁUniﬁeﬁiKingéom) ﬁithoroference to the

| first amendmentfpointed“ouﬁ‘that 1t-vas difficult to

show in statistical form the distinction between ' the.

flag of a vessel and 1ts ownership. _ .
The CHAIRMAN suggested that in view of the discusslon

~which had taken place, phe two_parts of the udsR amendament

- should be voted separatoly This was agreed.

and reaging ag followss:

‘ "Give details as to who owns and operatas the means
of tranSport and communications, and, in particular, as
to which countries own ths ships employed.in the foreign
trade of bhe trust terrﬁtories, as well as the amount of
Governmenn subsidies to leach particular form of transport

and communications"i

wag put to the vote ag rejecteg_py L voteg gg g, ;gg
8 abstentions.

T nd ¢ oent res s ' :

"Give data concerning the increase or decrease of
the amount of foreign idvestments in transport and
communications of the trust uerpitories for the last
five years! |

was gu; to the yote agd rejected by 9 votes to 2, y h

The CHAIRMAN sald that the Committee had now to

adopt a7reSolution:réiéﬁing to the report of the Transport

and Commanications Commis«ion, and pointed out that the
jocial Committee had adopted the following text with regard
0 the report of the Population Commission, a precedent
shat might well be~1oiiowed; "the Committes agreed on

'S Lugust 1948 to recommend to %ho Council to transmit to
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the Trhsteeship Council. thé pasaago fbom'the réport.of‘
. the second session of the Transport and 0ammuucations -
Commission relating: to the proviaional questionnaire ot
| the Trusteeship Council.” - The Committoe. might sdd &
.sentence instructing’ the Socretaryhdonnrcl5to ttansmita
+ " to the Trusteeship Counoil the summary records of the
'mootings &t which tho roport had bedn discissod. - s

2. REPORT OF THE UNIVERS..L POST.L UNION (Item ,27 of the
Council Agonda) (Documonts E/811, 8/977)

N "' whe CHAIRMLN roquestod the Committeo to note that
" 4n virtue of Arficlo 2 of tho .ugroumont botwoen the United
Netions and ths Universal Postal Union, tho rogrésentative
of tho Universal Postal Union had tﬁo right to be

present at'the meotings of .tho uconomic and Social
Council when mattors relativo to tho Union vere under
consideration. ° The reprosentative had the right .

to tako part in @iscussions, buthd right to vote.

Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Soclalist Ropublics)
drow attention to page 2 of the Report'(docuﬁanfiE/Bli);
which:statod that all countrios mefmbers of the. _ |
Unioh woreo repfesentod et the Postal Coéggpss hold
in Paris in 1949, oxcépt Costa Rica, Spain and the
Spanish Colonics. Ho inforred from the above
statenont thet Spain was a- mombor of tho Union but
was nof roproscnted at tho Congrgs%. o

'Furthori‘in thevlfst of mombe;s of tho Universél-
Poﬁfal Union at the ond of 1947 (pagoe 25 of documont E/811)
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‘3pain and her ﬁcxﬁhxaé agpeafedft@ b; included as meombors.s

The quaétion'of g@@b%g?ﬁiﬁ dpérﬁ,;he asxed whother thore

were any‘gﬁhe:.linksg dirget or.indifegt, botwosn tha

Univergal ?ostaluﬁﬂibnfsnd Franeo '3pain. ‘
Rr.;R“DICEJ{Ug%yomsal Postal Union) stated that ' ,f . |  'x

in consegnanco of ths Guneral hssembly Rosolution of .

tie United Nations, dated 12 QGeembur; 1946, the

Posta‘ Congrass held.in Paris in 1947 passed a resolut*on ; i
saspending Franco Spain fromigmbarship of tha'Unicn,

Spain was not oneligi, S0 that as socon . ertain S ;
shanges took place in'the :mﬁéfﬁd@n% of Spain,

'thmt‘sountry-WQuld @e;able to rasune its nowbershin. f
.ns lng,ds the above resolublen remained in force, %
Franco 3pain would gégive no benefits f?om the f | | ) ?
Universal Postal Unisg. Thét féct was stated in the ,j ?
Final Protoccl of the Convertion by vhich the affairs of the "

Union wer:s _&ioduadé regulated. |
In'accoédan atct w; . the Final Protocol, the Universal :

Postal Union had tng:?ow»r tol make erfain exesptions

_ gqu wore suibed lad, dn thot Protdeal. Such oxceptions had

1o bu approved vy tho Postal {ongress as a whole. The

liats roferrod to by the ropriasentative of'tno Soviet

Union applicd't§ the yoar 19%7. Spain was Includced in thé

list, since as SO0 a8 thc_e%@gting obstacles Lo fu111

uanborship we@o rompved, that country would rceturn to :

full.ﬁemhorshipu . indicated thet cortoin territories
1ot YquL“S.Of tho Univer sal Postal Union could o

representod by gthor mclbwrsq-
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Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) was : |
not satisfied with the answer given.. Although Spain did not
have full rights, it evidexéely had. sﬁbsidi'ary‘. rights, The ]J
Resolution of the General Assembly deprecated any rélationqhip
between the Specialized'agenéiés and F:anc§ 8pain, He \
reﬁuestéd.the represénfative‘0£ the ﬁniversal Postal'Uﬁion J
to give further details,. | S ]

Mr, BADICE (Universal Posfal Union) reaffirmed that there

were no relations between:Franco Spain and the Universal
Postal Union. Administrative documents were circulated to
all postalladministrations,‘1ncluéing the Spenish; those
documents were pureiy.technical postal papers, No documents
on internatiomal relations outside postal technical infor-
mation were cireulated to Franco Spain, He referred once
more to the final Protocol of the Convention. That decision
was now in force since fhe Paris Convention had come into
force on July 1, 1948,

Mr, COPPOCK (United States of &merica) had not noticed
any reference to the Final Protocol in' the text of'the Report
(Document E/811), The statement of the representative of the
Universal Postal Union had clarified the situation; he
therefore ventured to suggest that the Secretariat or the ,
Universal Postal Union circulate a document quoting the
Protocol and describing the exact position,

Mr. RADICE (Universal Postal Union) drew attention to the
fact that the report before the Committée emanated from the
International Bureau of the Univgrsal Postal Union and was an
internal business report, 41l documents relating to the
Universal Postal Congress held in Paris in 1947 had been
comminicated to all countries and to ali postal admini-~
strations which no doubf had communicated the relevant parts
to their Ministers §6r Forelgn Affairs, A supplementary |

document to E/811 was therefore in his opinion not necessary.
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: it was the Tirst time that that roport Bag bhasty | }
sibrdtted to thé Beosorie s Sebial Gownelf:and s W |
dupe becane moOre faniiiar nrmor ﬁa&b@ﬂl potats mmﬁ e
cleaved up- h
Mr. CGPPOCE mm.te:; amt.ea of ﬁmas:ma) was aat%sfi

with tho explanstion g ivéﬂ.

M. MOROZOV- (vmm of Soviet. 899@51131: *Bepamﬁa)g . |

referring to the atetuummn% that tho Bndversal Poatsl ﬁuion
circulated technical documents todll coumtries,: 1nsluding
Spain, qtgtea that the:u.miQQu bavdiffexun$,points of viow

as to what was ﬁéﬁhﬂ*ﬂ&i~and %&-wﬁatvwaa.nﬂﬁi'wWDre‘%hﬁ*m

any dacvwants fron which repragaaﬁa* yos conid gat drfin¢+ef

inforﬂatxon~wita'xagardﬁﬁo those tcehnicalfoporatians as
tha pastal iinks bntwaen the Universal Postal Union and
Franco Spain? ‘ '

Mr. RLDICE {Univirsat POStaA Unionj . stated tnau ;qo

documonts rgforraé tu-?ﬁrﬁ purely a “1ni«tra Ave and Wuro

acstly ~iug$v ﬁwtiﬁug ”ec sivad fron various nostal aﬁminigé o

&ﬁiaﬁs as o théir sorvices. They referred to such
natiers as changes in Postmagtars~benﬂra¢? uhanges in air-

mail nnd%pCﬁtal-n&ck't-ratoge Such notlces were seﬁt o

£ho &nnmruay¢ona&,ﬁureau whic ﬁ‘ﬁif&ﬁiét@& then o &Zl‘pﬁﬂfﬁ

fiuuwsisfraixonﬁ Thuﬂﬁﬂ?ﬂ?ﬁﬁtiﬁﬁhx Burcat thus f9lfilled

the funct 10ﬂ devolving UDOn iﬁ in accordants with paragraph

2 of Article 26 m me"' Convention.  Only o;*dine._ry postal

_transactions wore irvdlvﬁé.

par&*ragh 24 relatxng te thg au ties of the Intornational

wrosu of tho vni?g;@aﬁrx'sg%l Union.
The CEAIRMAN raferred fo the statonent nade by hin
at the precpdigg mepﬁind with regard to the fwo »ypga aPl

A S
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. resolution, either of. whioh tho committea oould adopt \d.th

Lo E/M 06’“ 039

A

refepence to the roport of " tho Intamatim), Po;h.'l. Un:ton., X
Mr. CORIAT (%nezuela) proposod that the rcw'r:mlaL ;;-..;; ‘,

adoptéd in connection w:l.th tho roport or the Intormuaﬁi

Talocmmioatim Unim be empLoM zw.n ".‘s"fff 5o
The OHA.IRW, peaking as Chiloan mptamtatzvo. _said

that his dolegation had noted wi.th satistactim 'mb vwk

of the Universal Pogtal Union as reoorded in the rapozt

!

13 votes to none, with 2 sbstontioms~ ¢ . .Uy i
- _. B . v ‘,_ . .
:

" submitted to the Council. . .- PR Wm’&~~ag
Mr. MOROZOV (Un.ion of Soviot Socialiat Republicﬂ

reserved the right to stato i:ho attitude of the Soﬁot dele-f-
gation on the matter in thc plenary moting ot thg Econon!.c 212
and Soefal Counadl in the light of the i.nfomtw givon af.
the present meating by the represene&tive of the Univeraa.l
Postal Union. Ho would absta.in frm vot&.ng on the rosolutiou.

~ The CHAIRMAN rulod that tho Caunibtoe would vote an '\
" resolution’ Taking Note of. tho Roport of the Univernal mm
Union and, in tho evont of its adoption, Reeordmg tho: roaémé 5
vation madé by the rcprosentative of tbe Union of Boviat ‘.;
Socialist Republics. - " AL e

33Mi~lﬂﬂﬂlﬂ§1ﬁ&.!ﬁﬂ.ﬂﬂj.IELJﬂﬁlJZﬂiﬁ-ﬁﬂﬂuﬁﬂﬂ!ﬁﬂﬂ_h!

The CHAIRMAN, having oxpressed hie ‘»’hanks to th.e
representative of the Universa.l Pogtal Union, Hiss HAMPI‘ON
(New Zealand) noved a voto-of thanks, saconded by Mr. MS‘.!EM
(Canada), to the Chairman for his skilt‘ui xuidaxwe of the
work of the Committee. , :

The CHAIRMAN thanked the New Zealand and Ca.nadian :
ropresontatives for their kind renarks and said how much ho

too had appreciated tho spirit of co-operation displayed.
wilthin the Commlttee. He now deolared its prooeedinga cloaod.





