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CONSIDERATION OF DRAFT RESOLUTIONS 

Draft resolution presented by the delegation of Chile and Argentina 

(Conference Room Paper No.S/Rev.l) 

:Vir. VALLADA...'I.ES (Argentina) proposed that the beginning of 

operative p.llagraph 2 should be amended to read uTo the Secretariat that 

it take into account the observations made in the course of the debate 

with regard to document E/CN.12/362/Rev,,1.1I 

Mr. NAVARRETE (Mexico) supported the Argentine amendment. He 

emphasized that th8 BCLA document, which had much weight in Latin American 

countries, should r.ut be published ita final form until all corrections 

had been received.. The Survey for 1954 contained errors which Governments 

had had no opp,rl:.unity t,:) Nctify bef\)re publication.and he asked for the 

inclusion in the rGC0r~ of the Mexican delegation's opinion that the 

Ec:)nomic Survey must be prs in a provisional form to the consideration 

of the Commissiun only the figures had been corrected should it 

be published in the fina,l eJition. He also w:mted to have recorded the 

statement made by the Seerztc:riat to the effect -::'hat the rectification 

would be published subsequently in the EeLi:.. documellts. 

Mr. ~~AACK SOUZA (Brazil) aereed that the Survey should be 

submitted to the BeLA sessbn in a provisi:::Jr;:ll form to enable delegations 

to make the necessary correcti')ns before it was printed. He dew attention 

to rule 3 of the rule s of procedure, vlhich, in his opinion, meant that 

documents should njt ~Je jJublished in their final form until they had been 

approved by tVA Co~nission. 

Mr. HJDICOURT (Haiti), supported by Mr~ POUSSARD (France), said 

that the fact that the Survey was ~rinted d~d not necessarily mean that it 

was in its fin3.l form. 

The EXECJTIVE SEClI.ET;lRY 5:>id that the Secretariat had always 

taken note of th:- ,:)bservations m~, ::.:; by delegations. Corrections to the 

provisional 1'i i.L~eS ap}::earing in tt>3 Survey were published in the 'Review•• 

Operative paragraph 2 wiGht be interpreted by tho~e who were unfamilar with 

the Commission"s work as a criticisill of the Secretariat, which it had 

certainly not merited. 

Replying to the M()xicr'n representrLtive, he said that the Secretariai 

had considered the presentation of the Surv"y in printed form as a step 

forward. 
/He drew 
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He drew attention to footnote '52 onp,ige .3'. 'Gf the. Survey: 'and 

pointed out that, the. figures .C'.ppear:mgJ.ri"th.e.:. Survey . were· necessarily 

provisional, as the Secretariat did not receive the final figures for 

some considerable ttme. It was published in May and therefore included 

the latest figures supplied by Gover.ruuents,which were only provisional. 

It would be of the greatest help to the Secretariat if GovernmentsWl::l.1lld 

communicate their statistics earlier•. The establishment of t".ll office for 

centralizing information in' each c::>untry, as proposed in operative 

paragraph 1 of the draft resolution, would much improve the situation. 
, 

He made it clear that the studies carried out by the Secretariat 

were ~ssued under the responsibility of the Secretariat and were not 

submitted to the Comflission for aE,tQv3.l or rejection. 

ECLA met iI) full sessbn only every two years, with the result 

that a l<,.rge nUI:,L~r of documents h"'d tl) he presented at. one time. It might 

be advisablE> ,>.) ~;u.:~'lish finished Etudies at an e.'3rlier date. 

Mro "JUS3f,FJ.D (France), referring to pE'..re,graph 1 a) of the draft 

resolution, annoUIlc6,1 that his Government had appointed a member of the 

French EInbas6yat Santi.'lgo ['.6 a li;:dson officer \-lith ECLA. . ae would 

in future be res,;:onsible for supplying inforL:ntion to the Secretariat. 

Rl;3ferrine to uperative parc:!.grq,rh 2, he said that it would be 

unfortunate if tha C)m.rnission gav,J the imp:::-ession that it Was criticizing 

the work of the Secretariat. 

Mr. FERN/JWEZ GOYECHEA (Uruguay) proposed that operative 

paragre.ph 2 should be deleted o 

After a general discussion, the CHA.IRM..iI.N put the Urugtlyan 

proposal to the vote. 

The Uruguyan pro1)osal was adopted unanimously.. 

k~. GDiEBnA~~RIQUEZ (Dominican Republic) proposed that the 

words If To Governmentsl!, at the beginning of operative paragraph 1, 

should be amended to read liTo Goycrnments I:1embers of the Commission!! .. 

It was so decided. 

The CHA~~ put to the vote the draft resolution as a wh::>le, 

with the above .!>Y'sn(1.:nents. 

The r.sft resolutLn (CunferE.nce doom P;:roer No.8!Rev.1.) t 

as amended. 1;VC:S adopted Wlenim~)usly:. 

/DR:.FT RESOLUTION 
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DRAFT RESOLUTION PRESENTED BY THE DELEGATION OF MEXICO (Conference Room 
Paper No.~/Rev.l) 

Mr. POUSSARD (France) wonderf.;j if the draft resoiution under ' 

discussion did not be!?r a certa.in similarity with a draft resolution which 

was under discussion in Committee II and if so, whether the two could not 

be merged. 

Mr. M/;:YOBRE (Secretary of the Committee) pointed out that the 

draft resolution under discussion referred to a question of employment 

statistics whilst that being considered. in Committee II referred to the 

question of manpower in a general sense. 

Mr. NAPPE (Chile) suggestEd tha.t the words tland other specialized 

agencies" should be inserted after the word III.L.ouin the second line of 
~.. 

the recommendation. 

The CHAIRlvfAN submitted the draft re s.)lution, as amended by the 

Delegate of Chile, to the vote. 

It was approved by ecclamation. 

Mr. HOYOS (Colombia) ennounced that in view of the fact that a 

similar prvposal was being discussed in Commit.tee II, his delegation 

wished to withdraw the draft resolution on investment (Conference Room 

Paper No.18). 

The CHAIRI.'1AN announced that the Cot:mittee had completed its work. 

The meeting rose at12.l0 p~;i1. 
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