
could, because or the absence or comments during their prepara-
tien by major contributors, easily be gnacceptable to those
major contributors and make eventua. partice1pation by them
less likely., All these questions are hypothetica. but these
delegatiois like my own which have participated in the negotia-
tions preceding the establishment or the major United Nations
organs, wil3. perhaps agree that the tirne to discuss and
negotiate dirrerent problems is during the pr'eparation not
after the publication or even a prellminary text or statutes.
The drarting or statutes ror any genuinely inultilateral United
Nations;capital aid rund would be a very dirricuit und~erta.kingir embarked on premnaturely, by which I mean without the participe
tien or representatives or ail important points or view and
without agreement in advance on some basic prinoiples. It could
seriously damage those prospects which may exist ror the establi5
ment or a SUNFED.

There is, however, a perhaps even more important reason
for believing that it is net desirable at the present time to
attempt to draw up a statute fer SUNFED. The Canadian Delegatior
has participated actively in the work or the Ad Roc Cemmittee
on SUN'FEDO In that committee, and this is flot surprising, major
differences or opinion aemerged. In fact those dirrerences were
s0 serlous and se numerous that it was difficoult ror the comrnitte
te carry out its mandate and, on the basis of an analysis or the
replies or governments, to drart any conclusions at ail. I amn
sure ail delegations at this meeting'are as familiar as I amn witb
the report or the Ad Hoc Cornmittee on SURFED. Perhaps I might,
hewewer, draw attention te some or the reatures or that report
which are ofdirect reLava.nce to my present argument. Page 100
or Document B2896 ot June 8. 1956 is undoubtedly the m'ost signirÎ
part or this report.

In the rirst place, the cominittee emphasizes that the
conclusions which it Was able to draw should net be read by
themselves but in conjunction with Parts 1 and ý or the report.
These rirst two parts censist or a ractual summary or the comrnant
etgovernments and 'or a purely statistical analysis or that summn.1
The report goes on to stress that the general pattern or the pro-
posed spe.eial f unti which emergei f rom the replies or governments
merely brought together the most rrequentîy indiaated views on
various aspects andi did net take into account the diversity or
opinions put forward. Furthermore, andi I quote rrom the report,
"the group, or goverfiments representing the most rrequently
indicatei view on a particadar aspect Is flot necessarily always
the same, Consequently, it is possible that some reatures or the
pattern which emerges are flot fuîîy consistent with each other".
Wihile the report imetei "1that there is support ror the propoel to
establisb. a special funde it also notei tb.at goverinents were net
expressly requestei te Indicate to what extent they would be .pre-
parei to give a sp>ecial :tind their financlal support andi that
govrernments, thererore, generally dii flot deal with this queutioil
Iii the light or ail these qualifîoations, I amn obliged te dirfer
wi th those delegations which have -stated their belief that thé' Ad
Hoc Committeets report represents a stfficiently advancaed basis
ôr agreement rrom which te proceei at once te the drafting or
stat utes.

I would new like te turn to the pattern of the special
f unti as it ernergeti with ail the above qualirloations andi te note
some or the contradictions of even this limited pattern. One of
these contradictions vas suggested by the di8tinguished represenO
tive of' the Unitedi States the other day. It is the contradiction
between a f unti which would finance "more espeoially econoinie and
social infrastructure projeotsl" andi possibly even broader progreMO
on the basis or an initial sum *centring arouni the range or 200
250 million dollars"., It is obv1oùs that a f und ef that size woV


