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CO?:'T.ii;JlJTS: 

Draft resolution : nJ chanrea in the strucblre of trade, 
submitted b;r the " . ch delegat i or:: (Conference room paper 
No. 20); 

Draft resolution 01 he J nnual .uconomic Survey, submitted 
by the Lcuadorian \ .. 1 egat..ion (C6ni'erence roo:n. paper i'!o. 21); 

Draft resolution on t.er;ns of tr::de, 3ub~itted by the 
delegations of ArgrI1 ina, . olivia, Brazil, GuatemC'.la and 
Uruguay (ConfJrence ' oom paper t~o. 45) 

NOTE: 

Any correction:> to this recor . shoul be 6ubmitted in lvri tir:g in any of 
the working langu:1ges (bnglish, French or Spanish) to the ;';;xecutive 
Secretary, Economic Cow • . asion for La t in Amt-;l'ica, C3.silia l79-D, SantiCl.go, 
Chile. Corrections should be 'ccompanifld by or incorporated in a lE't LE'r, 
on headed note paper, bear1.HF, ~ he a ppr oprin te SYl1bol nUT:1ber and, preferably, 
incorporated in a rrd.neo~raphe copy of the record. 
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• DlUlFT tt.Jc:50LTJn:Y,; 0,,1 CHA '. n :i'll ..... :~jT ~LFClL'"'~ Oi T. ~\J':, SUdi T.i. r':";D 3Y·.2R;:; 

FRJi.'NCH ill.L.c;G!', ~:'E (Conferf' ' e ~o.:;,m papZl' ro ~ 20 ) 

it of his dalegat~o~'s ~~~ ,rI.:. Ha askect g howcv pr J for t he aC:dlt io::'1 of t\ofO 

further c lauses in or'l~I' t T'Jt:rd off the p~·op- sr:..;'s 0 The first WlS for the 

purpose of extending the ~ rete.. • l t T S analyses to :'ncl t:. e t he p:u';:si'0ilities 

of the r espective regio ~a~::"3fy fu:tc-c c'.ema..'1d , arid the second to emp:-;wcr 

t he .l!:xecutive Secretary to _C:1ve! e a group cf ~X. el't s ~ if deemed necess.3.I'"IJ, 

to advise him on the va! Ot asr" cts of tl1 studies . 

~:.r . PASTOla ( U"'l~~'.y . ,~ ·K1r:. iI c"io:,s~d tL~ Fr- e!'1~l1-lr'l,ft 

r esolution. ~~egr,r.:l.i:"lg t.ho hile..u1 reprl:'sentative ; 5 second proposed anendment, 

he s t a t ed that Cc~~itte V ad aJ.rt1:J. iy approved <l r eB O] tit ion for SUblll.iss i on 

to t he plenary , C;ivillg th ,xecutive decrc t al'Y a get"eral author iza.ticn to 

call upon t he serv i ces of per ~ s in c. rl'yi.np, out s tu(lies> i'hat would 

ob'\;ii:l.te t he need for a 5 ,Jac' a..l cl ause in the Fr ench draft r esolution. 

6.150 felt th~' t 110 spech .l authorizat ion \1cul d 

be needed in t.he French 11 .·t re:.;ol'.ltion, 

l':r. M.l\.NG1A ( 3raz_ ) gl :i dly acceT1ted. t.le i'rench proposals, in view 

of t~eir importance f'or t! economy of his coun (,l'j' • He sugge sted t he 

c.elec,~on of t; <:; "/Ord Itpri .. : " bef ore "proJuc ts" in sub-paragraph 2 ( b) j 

thE. t waul bl' i ;g the proi'O~ 1 i'lOre into keenll' r; ,'nth future L<'1tin JI.'"'erican 

inter ests , 

~;r. COJ:'TIillt ( Fl'" e ) il.c:vj no hesit :l.tion in accepting the first 

Chilean amenJ.ment in pr i"l ~ le; t he exact NordiN!; "Jauld perhaps have to be 

worked out . He a lso willi ely a .reed t o the Jra zilian su o:a:est ion I the 

effe~t of which w01l1d be to broarle.l' the scope of the stu:ly .• 

~:r . A3H'::1. (Unit r Statel'l ) eXrr~B5~rl h~s rlelp-gati on's support f or 

t he r'rench draft resolutic;. l'Ihi.ch ·.'ias a lrurably concei ved o It was 

generally recognized t,h[' t 0 Dl1;;. ; l1 r ,li.ancc co...U lO t be :ace ~ 0n ~st:;..r,' al:.es 

of supply and demand for a uture p' ­riod. Nevel:theless) it l'faS i"lportant 

t o pJa n fo r the fut.uI' C: c cCULe SO,le g llid'JJlc a fvr econondr. policies . 

With referenc e t o the r opos d a!'1 .nriJ:te:lts, he foun';' t he Brazilian 

suggestion acceptable . 111 firs t Chilean amend11ent needed some modil'icat:i vn, 

howe'Tt:!r ll since the d!'af't l' o)ution deal t. with t rade bet\t/een count r ies, not 

between regions a s such. t hl.rcfar..:J sup:~e8t erl. t he following wor l ng as 

more appropriate: lithe po lbillt~T that the r espec ti.ve countries will be 

ao1e to sc.tisfy the future ej';.a.n II 

lEhe second 

http:ob'\;ii:l.te
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The s econd Chi lean amendment WL.S ::"ndic,.tive of a ~owing trend anJ~ while • 
the United States delegLtion \lQuld not 6;Jpose the convening of a group of 

experts in this case~ if ds£'.m::Jd eE8~:n-l;.iD.l o.nd within budgetary pcssibilities, 

he still felt th::l.t the topics of the proposed studies Here such as might be 

more appropriately d.i8c-:.:.ssed in reguJ.,_:L' BelA me6ti.nCIJ. 

hl'. RUIZ (Chile) a8:!.'83d to the Sub8titution of the \'-ford "countries" 

f or the word. It regier:s lr in h:1:3 first Pl~op0sed ame!1ilinent. 

1'his amended version of th~_ E~. Ct~tl'3J.r.._ 8.m;mjr~ent'-:~:.l?E!:?~d. 

The Brazi~ian aJuenL10~!-._'~0..!.:EEr.,)·,ed. 

Hr. HlJDICOlha (Haiti) endaJ."sBd the Ur.ited States representativ~ 

r e!l1.arka regn.rding th~ second Chilean amenrt,lent:.. The li.I!1ite.tions imposed by 

the budget had to be kept in m:ind. Loreov;.:r, no SPecial authorization was f 
ne~e ssary since it was alwa:rs open to the Sec:':"'et:u'b.t tc call upon the 

services of e~~nerts, where required ~ 

['Ir GOJF .W:Y (United Kingdom) also expressed SO::1e misgivings on the 

subject. n'. ~ multiplication of such authol'iz;··tions might lead to some 

difficul t y for the Secretariat insetting priorities. 

Hr. IAR ~IK.."Z (Argentina) pointed out tho. t the resolution mentioned 

by the Uruguayan reprcsent::l.tive referred to intra-recional trade in Lat::'n 

Ar,lerica. The broader ,scope of the French ,h·'aft l'csolution would necessitate 

experts vd. th a wider knovrledge. 1; ence ,thn'e was no i:lconsistency in ir.cluding 

a special provision in the French text. 

J.Vfr. UItCJUIDI (Secretary) stcl.teu thd the practice had been for the 

Ccrmnission to ad:;pt its pl'o[:;ra"u!e of ,·york .Lor the coming year and then to 

set priorities in confcrnit;j" with bu.lgetary possibilities. The point at 

issue now, howeve~' ,ifas one of e.uthorizatiGrl o .i~stl:·lb.ting future supply 8...'1d 

demand was a r..ighly specialized task . 1'r1.e Secretariat might therefore have to 

call upon the services of qua.Ufi8d experts for the purpoRe. 

IvIr. NOnL~'~A ·LO·;ALES (Guatewh) saLl that he had fil'st inclined to 

the United States view but, in the lir,ht of the :3ecretary's explan:>.tion, he 

would nO..l be prepared to supp:>rt the second a"rlend:nent proposed by Chile" 

l-Ir. llUIZ (Chile) thoup,h : th3t E.llJ. vj ~ws mirrht be met by the 

substi tution of the word II consult" for the word "convene" in hi s proposed 

text • . 

Mr. PASTOHI (Uruguay) clid not agree .v;ith the procedure of incluf:! ·i.ne 

a special authorization clause ill one dr?ft resolution. That te!lded to ~ive 

undue importance to t.he topics in the r esolution in quest ion . 'rhe LX6cutive 

/Secretary should 

http:incluf:!�i.ne
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Secret ar'Y cr.o L:r: be g v en a em~!"al 3.uthoriz· t.ion to ccn8~lt exp l~t advice 

in c on: exior iJ'h a,ny of th studies recoJ:t'Lo.Ficd by the Ccr:udttee. 

Tr ..::. ..2?£l~.Q~G~ E'~ ~T.(;l ~~e~t.. !3.e ~=-,-de2~~~F':~0:'::~ J~;::.l0.50t.~~~. 

.f~.£.. and . :L,~].~.:t.o 

.:fh:-=-~~2!l dt'~ f: !'.~ c')l1 

_ ' t _:;~~sul- J _ t .a s a ""eU n"'""~ '", ""'" ~ "n'" _ ..:~!:.-' r~" 1' _ :!:.. _ ~ 

Dllll.FT nL;S0LlJ1'IOL 0 ; TeL..; kU 


CF l:JCU.idJOh (CC;f:!" K U';C,-, l ~()Clr. I,I " . NO ~ 21) 

h , ., -Nr. B.\LilO ( r;;;{',/;l. llEJd thc...t dun .n g the gen8ral debate hist " .!. ' ,' c::.~ 

deleg ;.,t i on had d;['awn "t li €t!li:. ,:1 t o C".l La,in ina.ccm.'~' .3 ::'n thB ~cc~~.0ic S'~ye,[ 

19S1··J.9i)< a.r:d propost3d th dc1;i"io!1 to the:"'cucvloy'ean ::raft resolution of a._- -> ..._-- - , 

p3l"agraph reCOllll:lE':nllj nr~ t h,t be 0e'~I·etariat. should t:::.ke into accoQ'1t the 


cOJ!:::lents TP.2.de on t~le ~ltu l.' ~ n t he course of the deba te. ( rt e~S'E!-~enda~_ ~ 


.£:~!E~lladc_~ste_~_5.tudio en 1 curso . de .. l os .g e~).§-t';~ , ) 

Hr 0 BIJLlL!."J'O (Peru) S"L:!~J o,..t ed the substance of the draft res ol-at i on , 

b'l'i:. pro1Josed certain puner emL."ent. s . with the aim of avoiding commi'utin~ 

G01Tc:rmnents to provi~le s tl tl ti cal rla. t a Nhich mj,,;ht be confidential or 

rrLight not be r ea d ily avail . e . 

Nr" .L..LGAZAH. ( BoJilJ 'a ) potnted out thElt the infoJ'Plat.ion reqltired 

by .r.;CT was L .,: nor71a l ly pu J..i shed stp tistica l r)l,atcrial and \'muld not 

e s r;gesc ed the fo}lm'ingwording: "11.CCOIIU'lGuds 

GoveX'n;nents where pos~ible I . 0 f L::,nish the Secret:-:,ric,t, J periodicall~r a.nd in 

r ou ~l thei.r cOl:Jpetent bo-lies, ~'li th the available 

stetistical data it r~quir for preparing the Lmcual Econonic Sllrveyll. 

'l'lki t vmrdinl!L was :j,.~ 

l~:r a A3H~.:~ (Uni .. jJ t a.t as ) P,;,'oIios e j that iI! the last paragra}Jh t he 

word "economis('s" shou l 'l I.. ep l ....ced. by II c,l.ualificd personnel" vIhich would 

be broader in scope, 

vHth regard to t he Ai' ,tL c amend,llent, he ha::l no objection to tha 

S'.:lcretariat's being abked ..0 corrL.!ct the f i gl res L;iyen in. the ~urvey, but 

since t.he latter was p r e .?Ol'( on the .Secrt.:tari: tIs res:ronsibility, it s h oul d 

Eot be required to cha nge iL m [1.1:"6 1.8 of' t h e economic sitl.:ation • 

. 1r < HUDICOlJT CI' (He. .) f!r~ oscd t!1(~ insertion in the prerunbl:3 of a 

parag::oaph reading: HTal i :U7 :.. to account the resolution adopted at the fou!'t h 

'II' sess ion of EC1A on t he Anrru' Econo." c Survey", siEce the draft reso2.ution 

under consid.!ration \·ms (.ill e tly rp.J.ated to t ha t r esolut i on . 

Jt l~~__~c_§:.g~~ed. 

~r NO 
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Mr. NmU.;::.;Gh NOH.AwS (Guate"18.la) said the amendment proposed by the 

Argentine r epr'dsent,qti V B might appear to im!Jl y critic:i.su of tJ e eCl'etariat' s 

work in the '::O!!::>mic 5urvey, a.nd euggcGted that t he Hrgentine r epresentative 

might be satisfied by the inclusiun of a paragraph exrJrof:sing his point of view 

in the Rapporteur's reporta 

After some further discu~sicn of the h:rgel~tir.e a.rrI3nciment , Mr . ALCAZA;t 

(Bolivia) proposed t h? t , in order to save time, the resolution should be 

refer,'ed to a workin-:,; group~ which could dr &w up a. n .nal versi on for submission 

to the Co~ittec taking acco~nt of all the views Gxpressed. 

Tha.t proposal ~as a'bJ t ed t;Y_12 -,rote') . ami a wo:t'id.ng J?roup was set up 

20mpo~ed of Argentina . 3uli'1-~_ ..!s"'ll~.'1orL G'U(j t!3~~~ a.nd. H.:i.:..ti . 
JOI~T .0IlAFT IiliS LUTION O"i 'r.ul thS OF r Ut.D~ SUm"I I'T~D BY 1m DEUGATIONS OF 

AR.G~NTINll, BOLIVIA , n1hZIL J .}lil . 'i'..;,. .Au. ,. _ i u UJlk ..m.Y (Conf9rence room paper }T0 .h5) 

:t-lr. lJOR.IWA ·;Ol'.AUS (Gu.'\tel11fLl:l) pr esented the joint draft resolution 

produced by the working group appointed t o consolidate the five draft resolutionf 

originally submitted on tf'rm's of t.r ade. 

The task of the group had not beel' '~asy , but a strong apirit of co-operatio; 

had been displayed, and he a s confident t hat the final version N0uld prove 

satisfactory both to the delegations '''ho had o1'i inally submit,ted resolutions 

and to t hos9 who had expressed t heir views on the question of t erms of trade at 

the previous lJleeting . It had , at, one POUlt, been SUf~bested that it might 

be necessnry ~o have two resol u tions, but it had finally been decided t~ 1Ctt a 

single text would be pr~ferable S1l1ce it would give a more general and 

balanced view of the prob lem. 
,

He bI'iefly analysed t he st.ructure ami mai n prov'sions of t he resolution, 

and intimated that t ,..mi le he felt it provided a fairly sa tisfa ctory cons ensus 

of the opinion which had e'J1ergetl from the previous day's debat,e , he vlould 

welcome any sugp,estions for its improvement. 

The YJeeting r OS9 at 1 7 05 p .mn 
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