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® ’.‘..LD“IZ'\.TIO_I (F THD GOUMITTIE!S VICRK. (continued)

‘ The ChAIRMAN noted that all the ba31c documents relatlng to
the aeeuda ltems to be dealt Wlth by the Commlttee ‘had been
distrlbuted with the exceptlon of the note on 1mplloatlons of the
European Payments Union (E/CN 12/227) and the progress report on
the study of 1ntra~"eglonal trade (E/CN 12/228) _

| Iﬁn GOWZALEZ (Chlle3 drew attentlon to a gulde prepared by the
Secsetarlat llstlng the maln points for dlscussion in connexion with
the basrc documents.4 It representeo an informal cla551flcation of
the maaor aspects of the problem of forelgn trade and did not
lmpose any order of prlorlty° The Chllean delegatlon considered

lt to be a logical and sound ba51s of work and was prepared to"

sponsor 1t as a pu1de for the Commlttee. Moreover, “the representatlve

of Chilie would be ln 2 posltlon to deal w1th certain problems of
an 1mmedlate character at the follow1ng meetlng and suggested that
other delegatlons study the paper and indlcate wbat points they
wished to discuss. B .

Mr. PALACIOS (Guatemala), followed by Mr AMADOR (MeX:Lco),

suggested that tne Commlttee should defer +he debate until all the

docaments were in the hands of the delegatlons.
Mr. quDlﬁ-RODRIGUEZ (Cuba) supported that view in the interest
of more thorough study and more effective dlscu331on.
_ | The CHAIRMAN noted hat, in prlnclple, the Committee agreed to
adopt the Secrestariat guide as a basis for work.
Mr, SCHICPPETTC (Argentina) proposed that the Committeels work
/should be
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should be divided and assigned to two working groups. It would be
Alogical for the first working group to deal with Latin American~

Buropean trade, -the effects of the United States defence programme
and the United States! capacity to absorb Latin-~American productsn

The second working group would. study the note on intra-regional

trade, the question of scilentific, educational and cultural

" matérials and the regulation of traffic on the Inter-American

’"'"nghwayo

Mr, PALACIOS (Guatemala) felt that owing to the very differen
conditions:governing trade between Latin America and Europe as .
compared with“trade betweern Latin America and the nited Ctates, t
“two prioblems should be discussed as separate points by separate 1
committees, -He would aménd'the Argzentine proposal and set up thri
working groups:  the first would deal with Latin American-United |
'States trade prcblemsj the second would discuss Latin American tra
with}Europggfand the third would-study intra-regional trade and
the remaining points on the agenda, 4

'Mr, VITERT LAFRONTE (Ecuador) was concerned lest small
‘delegations>tiight not be able to send reépresentatives to.three
distinct working groupse.:

Mr, SCHIOPFETTO (Argentina) emphasized the close 1nterre1atic
of the three topics he would assign to the first working group ané
added thaty if the need arose for a third group, it could be
constituted subsequently. |

oeMr, PALACIOS (Guatemala) withdrew his proposal for three

"working zroups.
/Mr. GONZ
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Mr, GONZALEZ (Chile) pointed out that, in actual fact, the
Ad Hoc Committee on International Trade did not have an excessive
humbef of agenda items with vhich to deai. For example, it could
take no action on several lesser topics a351¢ned to it: the
problem of supplies of educational, sclentific an& culturai materials,
ffaffic regulation on the Inter-Aﬁericah‘Highway and, to a great
extent, the report on intra~regional ffade. 'Accofdingly, it would
be free to concentrate its energies on the three major problems
of intefnational trade oonfrenting Latin American countrie3° trade

w1th Eunope, trade with the United Stetes, and the capac1ty of the

latter to absorb Latin American products.

In the circumstances, there was no need for the Comiittee to
split into working gfoups; it could>discuss those three items ’
fully in pienary meeting. The Chilean delegation favoﬁred
maintaining the present agenda and discussing it, ae broken down
in the Secretariat guide, in the full Committees ' |

 Mr. AMADOR (Mexico) found considerable merit in both the
Argentine and the Chilean proposals and was prepared to co- operate
in whatever procedure tbe majorlty adopted. ‘ . |

Vr. WYTHE (United States of America) shared the Mexican view
but felt that it would be more advisable to study the available
documente'in plenery meeting.

In order to initiate the Committes's work, he would have been
prepared to speak on the problemvof traffic on the Inter~American
Highway, but wae quite villihg to defer his statement until a later

/meeting
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meeting.
The CHAIRWAN called for a vote on the iArgentine prOposal to

divide the Commlttee 1nto two working groups.

| )
The gentlne pronosal was rejected. - |

The CHAIRMAN then asked the Committee to vote on the Chllean

proposal to cons1der all agenda items in plenary meeting.

The Chllean proposal was adopted.

Mr, GONZAEEZ (Chlle) proposed that the Committee should not
be convened unless two or more representatives were prepared to
speak on the agenda items or sub-items with which they had cﬁosen
to deal, | | SR | i

Mr, AMADOR (Mexico) tﬁought that the date and time of the |
Committee!s meetings should be determined by-agreemeht between |
the Secretariat and the Chairman. ) A

Mr. VALDES RODRIGUEZ (Cuba) strongly supported the Chilean
suggest10n.4 Delegations should have the opportunity of studying
the basgic documentation and of deciding what points theyAwouli |
discuss. Accordingly, he proposed that the following meeting
should be held within two days,.

It was so decided.

The CHAIRMAN remlnded the Conmittee that the Secretariat ’
guide which had been approved in principle, would contltute the
agenda for the forthcoming meeting. - | o

It was decided‘to-held fhe,next-meeting on Saturday, 2 June
1951, at 900, . H o

The meeting rose at 17;5.

o ot




