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llr. l1essing-Mierzejewski Secretary of the Committee 

CONTINUATION OF THE DISCUSSION ON THE SOCIAL COMMISSION'S REPORT ON ITS 

SECOND SESSION (Document E/578/Rev .1) 

The CHAIRMAN informed the Social Committee that the representative 

of Neu Zealand had submitted a draft resolution (docume~t E/Ac.7/61) 

on the question of the -prevention of crime and the treatment of offenders, 

uhich had been the subject of the ninth resolution of the Social Commission, 

at its second session. 

Er. LEHDRU1i (New Zealand) said that the Social Commission's report 

appeared to indicate that Spain had ceased to be a member of the 

International Penal and Penitcntio.ry Commission; and that there was 

therefore no further reason to refrain from establishing contact uith 

that Commission of experts. 

The last paragraph of the New Zealand draft resolution authorized 

the Secretary-General to establish immediate contact. He was prepared 

to iri thdra:w that paragraph, since the rest of his draft contained enough 

concrete proposals to permit establishing the proposed relations •. 

1-lr. KATZ-SUCHY (Poland) recalled that a ·General Assembly resolution 

had recommended that Franco Spain be excluded from organizations 

collaborating with the United Nations. The Social Commission was not in 

a position to establish relations with the International Penal and 

Penitentiary Cormnission as long as Franco Spain remained a member. 

According to a letter from the International Penal and Penitentiary 

0ommission, Franco Spain had decided to withdraw from that Commission 

if it entered into an agreement with the United Nations. Its withdrawal 

was therefore conditiono.l. The Franco Government was still a member of 

the International Penal and Penitentiary Commission. It was the 

Commission's duty to expel such a member, but it had not done so. Was the 

reason the hic;h ccntribution paid by Spain, or were there other reasons? 

The Secretariat should ascertain why the International Penal and 

Penitentiary Commission did not break off relations with Franco Spain. 

He proposed that the New Zealand draft resolution should be 

rejected., and. asked Mr. Lendrum to withdraw his proposal. At the first 

session of the Social Commission, the New Zealand representative had 

definitely opposed the attempt to establish rela tiol,.; with Franco Spain. 

It was the less desirable to make contact with the International Penal 

and Penitentiary Commission inasmuch as that body's past was not clear: 

it had done nothing during the war, and it had never protested against 

the crimes of mass extermination. In 1944, Germany, Italy and Japan had 

/been members 
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been members of the 'Cohunission, -tdli~H had.met' in:Berl:b:J in _1943, under 

a German Presid.ent. ·. 

Any recommendation to e~kblish corita.ct between,the SC,oi~l Commission 

and the Internat:t.6nal·Penaland Periitentiary Connnission was contrary to 

the principles of the United Nations. 

Sir Raphael CILENTO (Director of .the Division of Social Aot1vit1oa) said 

that the Secretariat was anxious that this question should be.cleared up. 

What must: be ascertained was, first; whether the Govermnent. of Franco , 

Spa.in had in fact wi thdra,m from the Commission; and second, if:, so, what 

contact should be ·sought with the International Penal and Penitentiary· . 

Commission? The history of this question went back to the activities of 

the League of Nations. 

· In 1946 the Economic ·arid· Social Council had set up a Comisaion to 

report on the desirability of.transferring to the Council the :former 

functions of the League of Nations, ana· its work on the treatment o.f · 

offenclers. The Economic and Social' Council' had subsequently asked the 

Social Commission ·to come to an ·understanding on this problem with th_e 

International Penal and Penitentiary Commission. I11 Fe,bruacy 19~7 the 

Social Coinmissio11 had informed :the Economic ·and Social ·council· that it 

was unable to act upon the recommende:tion with regard· to ·the Internat,ional 

Penal and Peni tentiary Com.11ission as long as that body had )1ot broken · 

off its relations with the Franco Government. This-decision had.been 

approved by the Economic and Social Council~ .. 

IIe c6nti..--.iwJtl his historical sketch of the · development of-. problems 

relating to the prevention of.crime and the treatment of of'fenders,.and 

described the acti vi tie·s of the League of Nations in that: field. , . A · '~­

procedure ,ms followed establishing minimum rules for the treatment- ·of. 

prisoners. Texts had been adopted and communicated to the Govermn.ents, 

which had been requested to collaborate· in the institution of.·refonns. It 

had subsequently been felt that the League of Nations should assume a· . · , 

more positive role in thi-s important ·field. 

The problems with regard to the administration of justice and·treatm!;3nt 

of prisoners.had been submitted to the Fifth Committee of .the United 

Nations. The tendency had be~n to entrust these problems to ·,the .. 

Permanent·coneiulte.tive'Ccnt11ittee of the Social Commissiort.· Then the 

question of collaboration between the United Nations-and the. International 

Penal. and Penitentiary Commission had arisen; the object being precisely 

the solutibn of ·these problems .• :.·.·. 

He indicated th~ bases upon whi'ch ·the: International Penal and· 

Penitentiary Connnission on the·.one ,hand;, and the•·Temporary Social Commission 

on the other hand, considered·i~ possible to achieve agreement between the 

/International 
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Intci--n~tional-,Con:imissi-on and. the United. •lfotions • .- I:t;. had 'be~n propo~c.d. 

that it be left to the Economic and So(:ial Councii to decide.whether 

ccin.'s,il to.t'.foir. could be undertaken with the :'.Illterna.j;iono.i . Penai and 
Penftentio:ry Coinmiimioi1:a.nd: what should be the objectivE=J of such 

• • .J, 

con::mltations. , . ; 

·. ' ... He: read:· the•-text·:of- the.'. letter in ,which the Span:f.~h delegation ~ad 

informed the Cornn1ission- that it would. withclr13:w if the P,onnnission 

collnborateci ~,:i:th the •United Nations. ·. The President of the Cornmission . . . ' . . ' 

had ota.tcd 'that ·he; considered the· withdrawal. immediate, and that cont(:l.ct 

might the.ref ore be es·tablished· between the Commission and th~- Qn~:t~,d /·, 

Nations. '. f • • : ~ I • . ·., 

The Secretariat, for its po.rt, ho.d set up work~Ite., par-t?ies to ·study : , 

th6 .-prevention' or· crime· nrid: the ·tretitmertt · of offender.s. It was. now. for 

the members of the C6mmi ttee _. to nto.t-e-' tlie:l.r views. · 

l-lr. ·BORISOV · (Union of Soviot Socialist 'Re:publi:c;:s) regretted .. that 

he had onlj• been 6iven· e. ·historical outline,. whereas wha_t he wo.1:,ted _was 

an answer 'to the ·question 'lihether Franco Spain ha11 or._had not resigne4 

frorll the ·commissibn, ··: · ' · . 

.. Sir Rarihael CILENTO. (D:i:reotor, of the Div'!.aioa_. of Social Ac_tivities_) 

:said that-:he could·'not cive his personal opinion,-on;the matter. __ :The_ ,_, , 

Legal Department should be approached, 

Mr. BORISOV (Union:ot Soviet Socialist Republics) -thought that it 

could be deduced from the documents which- had been read that th~ Fran~9 

Government had n6t-lfithdrmm from the Commission. That bocly·_ignorod -

the recommendations made··by. the .United Nations and Franco dictated i tsr ... 

decisions-. 1 The ·Committee ·should ·adliere to _the Ae~e~bly's. recommen~ation 

that there· should ·-be· no relations· -between· the· Uni te·d -Nations and .th.e 

International Penal bond Peni tentiary Commisoion·. I•, I.' 

The outi1ne' whi'ch had been given was,: rather in: favour of. - . 

establishing '.relations \iith the ·Comm:ission but the Hew Zealand. draft_ 

resolution was contrary to the "decisions of the Gener.al '.Assem.bly,.;and 

· shouid therefore' be re-jected;'::. _; ·:· 

Mr. CURRY (Canada:) thankEid Sir Rapho.eJ. Cilento for his_ histor_ico.l 

outline 6f-·the question. ·ne·.:explained·certain.points with regarC?, ~Q the 

attitude.adopted by the Social Commission-towrds th~ International Penal 
· ·and 'Penitentiary Commission.·.·. "I•:''.'', •; ..... : .. ~-.~~~!., ·.l-

·. : . .. · ·lfua.t noi ·remained was a· question :of:-law~ ··_ It ,ma necessary .to , · : . :. 

interpret the document which had been read: -. had· Spain •withdrawµ~;.· I.f. so, 

contact co·ha. ·be·' estaolish~d bet,~een>the Internatfona:l P,enal :and 

·:-Penit~ntia.ry"Caninilssion and the United Nations.·- Certain 13ubsidiary ·,·. 

·: ·, ·. · :· •. /questions:• . 
,. '\ 

. ' 
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q.ues.~ions. depended on the way in, which. that •problem· was solved; and. in 

part~7_ul,1:3.1:, the ;following: would· the est~blishment .. of contact with the 

Commission make it unneces~ar,y f_or t,he. Un; ted ,Na.tions: to: set up an·. organ 

of its own - which would enable ·it to s~ve money?, . ·· 
' . . ' ; . . ' ,. '.. . . . . . . ' ~ 

__ Mr •. KO'J;'SCHNIG .('(!n:ited .states cf ·America) said that the United States 

of America coul_d not deal v':1, ~h. the International. :ee:nal and Peni tentiary ·. 

Co~is~ion ~f.J'r.anqo Sp~in ,was still a member .r9f it,> but he thought .that 

was not the ca~e .. ,. 

I.t was.:true tha,.t the .Spanish representative.~a letter mentioned a· 

cond:Ltional with~awal. • It was no longer now a case -of future · . . . .. . 
con~ingenc~es:: .the contingencies were-. present., for the President of the 

International Penal. and Penitontiary Commission had announced.that .that 
' I .'. ' ' • 

Commission no .longer maintained relations- of.any kind with Franco Spain. 
t I • ' ' 

That must be believed; and besides it had been confirmed by a letter.'.·,: 

from the Pplish,Vice-President of the lnternational·Penal and Penitentiary 
' .. . ' . •' . 

Commi:,,sion. The Polish representative had ~epr.oached the Commission · · · 
. . . . . . . . 

with.failing to. function during the_.war; .but that did no-:t prove that it · 

had collaborated with -:the enemies of the. Allies •. Moreover,, the.· 
. . . . . . 

Commission's ~xecuti ve. body had completely c:hanged and it'· now ·had: e.n · .' ·. · 

American President and.a P.olish Vice-President. 

The International Penal and Penitentiary coromis~ion was bound to be 

of inte~s1:; to the United Nations, .which was eager to t~e pa.rt•.'in· 
•' t • ' 

penitentiary and penal reform. What must be done was to integrate the.' 

activities now carried on by the International Penal .and Penitentiary 
• • ' t •••• 

Commission into the general worl~ of ,the Uni t~d Nations. · · · 

He was glad the representative of New Zealand.had-not insisted on 

retaining the last paragraph of his resolu.tion, according to. the terms 
' ,· • ! 

of 'Which the Secretar~at might _subsequently be called upon .to formulate · 

a plan of action. He s~J?ported the rest of: the New Zea.land proposal. : · 

Mr. LENDRUM (New Zealand) .. stated .that the New•.Zea.land Government · 
. . . ' 

had not changed its attitude toward Franco Spain, as the representative 

of the Soviet .Union seeme.d to think, an.d ~h,at it still .th9ught ·:that 
' ., . . 

Franco Spain should not be a member.of·an international organization. 
• • I ' ' ' ' ~ 

The draf.t resolution. sub:11itt~d. by New Zealand was a. worldng· document ,, 

which could be amended at the request of members of tpe:COJillilittee. ·It 

was in this spirit. that-he had ngreecl,.a.ft~r.hearingSir Raphael Cilento's 
. ' .. . .. . ' . 

st~tement, to withdraw.the last paragraph of, l+is draft resolution~ ·He· 
. . . . . . . 

supported the Canadian ,r.epre~entative •s view,.: that• any: doubt .with• regard·. · 

to tp.e legal s_ide of .the question should be di-spelled~ · The Secretariat's,• 

statement seem:~d to meet. thl;l..t point: from it he c;oncl'IJ,ded that Spain· :was • · .. 

no ionser a member of the. International-Penal .and .Penitentiary .Conimission; · .: 
/Nevertheless, 
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Uevertheleas, 1:t:.·tha.t·'wris;noll the op:tii:tori of the niember·s-' of :tii·c6mniitteci~' 
he agreea:.tha.t the' que·stion ;shottld.' be 'referred to: 'the'1.~ga.l' ~partrileii.t' ... 
of the United Nati6ns 1 for further clarifi6at:t~ri~·~·'. .:. "1'· ·• .• ·.· .- ..• 

Mr. LAMARLE (France)· sa1d:' 'tha.'t: all delega:i:i:on~ ·\igreed': that :teiati~nl' 
. . . . .. . ' .. . "' - .. ·. ,., ...... • .... ; ,\. ·'••· .. ·· .. ,· ,·,. . '. 

between the United trntions·and. 'the Interilatioria.1· PtinS:1.-and: Pe'nitentia'ry 
Commissior(ahould. be.!'strfctly''.•sti.bordinate''to'1the tineg_w:\!'oc~f'" . :,;' : '. ·:··: 

implementutiort of the Genoral·'Attsembly'·~ ·resolut:i.bn of 1◊-·1xfo~mber·1946'/:·::-
0pinions differed as to whether that condition had been satisfied;'. and -:· · · 
the question might- be· dontr6ve'rsfo.i', ·.-as WllS apparent from thEi 'h~\1'ft~tion 

( • • ' , f , • i• , •' • • . • ; , • ' ( I ~ ~ ',. ~ / 

reflected 1n '.the stntement~ of· the representative of ·the S-ecretariat. · But 
it was. to --~he Sofa·otariat,· whose· concern :t t ws. that' the ·Uni t~a.· 'lf~tiohs . ,, 
resolutions should' be reapedfed' and fupfemente:d, ... that a.11.ra~ie\;atid~s :_ ... : 

C • • • / • • ' • • • • - .. i ,, > • • • 

turnea, if not for· a. dei'inito· opinion, ·at ·ariy" rate fo·r the ·beginnings 
• . . r · ; ~ . • '. l · ,. ; of enlightenment·.: · · ... , ... · · · · · .... 

,·. ; Sir:·naJ.)hael CILEir.ro (Director ·ot the 'nlvisio~ of ·s6·c·i'~l-,Ac'ti;itl'~si'< 
. . . . " . . .. . . . . ' . . ( . . { . ;' ; ~ . '• ··, . : : . ~ '. ... ,. ·.•· '. ; 

replied that the· Secretariat· had begun its inciuiry into· the foun'd.atioris __ 
• .• . . •. ,. .• • . . . ,. •.. ! t: . .. ,.; , .. 

for the-' st'atetiient that Spa.in hn.d 'withdrawn froin the Intei-na.t:i.ona.l Penal .. 
, , ' f O 

' 4 1 •'1• .. , ' • 
0 

' I ,• j • •: 
0 

• ~ '• ,J \ • ~•" • 
0 ~ • • 

and Peni tentla;ry· 'Con'.mission•;· Photostnt' ·copie•s of the letters concerning 
• . .. · . • . 1 . :· .. 

the 'Withdrawal "ha.a:'· be~n received ·only a ,·tew clays be.fore·, ana:· the ...... 
•, • • • • : . • • • ·- I;' '• :· !· C .. ~. • ."? .:;-!·'.~--

Secretariat had submitted the question· to the Council for any·d~c~sion 

it might see i' it' ·to take~ ·i'r the dommi ttee: tho~ght e.;_ iego.l 6p1hion .. 
• • ' . ' . ' . . ' '': . . . , i ' '·• . : :• • C.' . 

should be obtained·, the· s·ecretariat would refer the question to the 

Legal Department; r• 
' : ',· : . ~ 

. . ' t' • . . , ~ . ' • . • ~·, ( 6 ' •· • • • • • : '. • • ·/ .: '·~ :~ • 

Mr.·. 'Perez PEROZO (Venezuela). recalled thti.t nis country's. attitude 

to Franco S:pain was r1e11· known:'. not ·:orily h~clveJc·zuela :ho··re'i~ti~h~ ,..__ :· 1 

with Franco~·spain, -but '•sh~ ·h~d mainto.:i.ned''i'el&tidns with 'ti1~·-'.f{eptiblicdn . 
Government in :exile-~. ·-rr there 'w-ere. doubts as'to: 'whether ti1e ·a;;~rnfu~nt': !''• 

• • • . • . ,, • ! 

of Franco was not •'rep're's{3nte·d in the Inte·rnat:i:o'nai Perui.i' arid Penitentiary 
,· I ~• •· t • ' • • •• ,•. • •' • P tl'', !, ••: :t'f..'\ {;:,!,,.; 

Commiasion;·, it-·\m.s for the· Social'Commission td dissipate them. The 
' ' , .' • ' I · - ' J ,. · !" · "" ' • ·;- •• ;·., ,, i • '•''-

Venezuelan delege.tiort· thought ·that ·the ·New ·Zealand prop'osa'.l sh6ulu lfo. , 
• · ' • •• I'' •• ,' ' : 1''j • • ;', '••,••!~ ,.' .;,t,t .. ~ ·:• .. ~ amended in that sense ,: r, · · · ·. ·· .• · · · · .. ·,· · ·· · · · . 

Mr. 1\ID (China} spe·aking of :juvenile· ·&e11hciu~ncy~ ·sto.t~fth~t i~~t;.·. ;•·. 
•• •, I , • • •• , , ,. •• , l<o • ,.,: -: \' ,

4

\ t • · f _;' '. ': • •' ,-,,f 

problem 'i-to.a· not· -e.s a.cute· in Chine. as in• other countries. · The United 

Nationes Secretariat should help underdeveloi>ka.' 'c•i:>~tr:i.~s' t~f ir~f:t\; i'rcmi 
the experi-ence7 -acquired·. · · ,_:•; ·: -~ ., ·.· '",: ;'.,' ; :. ~_,. ·. '. ,_..,' . __ , 

,:.· Miss 'sAtT (Uniteii'°·KiilBa6ni),' 's.tlpportecf'by ~1:r: riu:rs··'(D~nmarl~) ~~id/.·. 
in answer to-the-rcioubtrf expres~e·a: by the' repre'se·~ta.d.ve· ,·of the 's6v1iet. u~io~; 
that' she entfre1y·'agree-0.·w1th;the· othe~ deiegations m.th:~egui-d:_to '.th~·,•·: :;:: 
compiete·:exclus'ion ··or Spain froni the inte'rnati~rtal' P~ri~:L- and'i~~ni~ntia.;y ·~' 

Commission •. · It :was.- qh!te·:cl:ear to the{·ux\i tecf Klngdo~''d-tivJ~ent that a.ii··/ . 
relationships, fiilarici~l- and' otherir.ts~''l:iet~eeh Ffruic·~- Spliin ·and the. : .. ·; ,-_. 

,. ·, : : · ._., · '\ /Ir1ternational 
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International Penal and Penitentiary Commissi~ri had ceased. The United 

Kingdom delegation held that it was the Members of the United Nations, 
. . . ' . ,• ·, -· 

and not the Sec!'etariat, as stated by the representative of France, who 
' . . . . . . 

were:the guardians _of the Assembly's decisions. B~sides, the Social . 

Commission was a b~d.y of experts and should ·not b_e asked, as had been 

suggested by the Venezuelan reprasentative, 'to take political decisions 

of this kind. It could also be questioned whether it would be_useful to 

approach the Legal Department, since the major~ty of the _Committee's 

members had had leeo.l consultations with their governments. 

Mr. CURRY (Canada.) said the Secretariat had certain information 

and doculllents which would allow it to assist the Social Committee to 

formulate its opinion on this question. 

Mr. KOTSCHNIG (United States of America) did not understand why 
. ' . . . . ' 

additional information was desired, He admitted that the letter from' 

the representative of Spain was couched in rather vague terms, _and that 

it mig~t leave doubts as to whether Spain had withdrawn; but the 

withdrawal could be acce~ted as a -fact in.view of the reply received 
- . ' 

- . 
from the Polish Vice-President of the International. Penal and Penitentiary 

Commission. -He proposed that the !fow Zealand draft resoluti~n should be 

amended accordingly. 

Mr. Ll\M.1\...TU.E (France) said that the French delegation had not 

proposed ~hat the Council or the Committee should delegate its . 

responsibility to the Secretariat but merely that the latter should give 

its opinion and interpretation of the letters it ho.d received. He 

proposed runending the last paragraph ?f the New Zealand draft resolution 

in the sense indicated by its author and giving more emphasis to the 

second paragraph as the United States r~presentative had just suggested. 

Re further proposed that the Secretariat should commun;cate the text of 

that resolution - if it were adopted - to the President of the 

International Penal and Penitentiary Commission, in order to m~e it 

clear that the resolution would not talce effect until the Commission had 
. . . . 

accepted all its terms. 

Mr. KATZ-SUCHY (P~la.nd) did ~ot think the Committee should act 

until Spain's exclusion from the International Commission had become, 

effecti v~' since the. question was "to be considered. by the_ Social Commission 

at its third session~ It was for that Commission to decide. 

The ClIA!RMAN, speakin~ as repr~senta.tive of the Bye~orussian Soviet 

Socialist Republic, adyisod against unduo haste in settling this question, the 
. . . . 

political-aspect of which was more important than the practical. No 
~ . .. . . 

decision could be taken until the General-Assembly and Economic and Social 
/council 
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Co1i:r.c:!.l rcJoLt!ono on Fr~nco Spa.in had been implemented. The fact that 
" ··. \;: ••.•~"-•·•·•• -.•,,:. •• ·,•• ,,.;v' :r.~1 . .-: •, •, • ; ~ ·'.~f_,•,. •• 'i/,' 

Spa.in no ·1o~'l;;cr pc.id· her· c·o11trib,1tion ·to ·the International Commission 
- . ~ .:. • . . • • • ~.. • ' . ' . .. . . ' ' .. .' . . ' . ' ' •, ., ,. . : i . -<' • : •• .- .; t:,; ,-·. -~ :.: 

did not necei:rnifriiy "im.ply~ner··withd.rawal ffoll that' body. 1'The· t]_Uestion' '. 
W0.8 on 'the~ticctid~ 'of''the 'third se~si61~·-·of the S~cia1··c~nin1.~~ion mi~ . ' .. < .· '.~ 

• • ,! ' • • •• ' ·: .• • • . • • • I :.. i" . "• . / ., I • • ' • .. .- ·, ·.:-· • • :. : • '• 'J·. 

should be dccir'led in accorc.1ance with the General Assembly a:nd Economic 
and Socio.l toi.m.cil ·r6oolutioi1c~ : .:·-- .; · . ,. ·f,,' . · '.,;:·.' 

::i:t'ho ·r,cncrJ.1·aebo.·b1 was :ciosect:' ' •,· .. .: ·, 

. "Tho-CIL\Il'tl;IAN :noted 'ti1at 'there. i,e're some a~dnan1c~ts to the ·n~,~ ., .. C • 

Zealnnd druft rcooltttion, l:ind tho.t a. j:)ropo.~111 'hud:b~-~n submi'tte.d 'by thJ' •·.; 
rep re ccntn. ti ve of · ·Polo.r.d, ·:oupr;~:cte·a · b.y ·=the· rc:pr~:s~·~t~ti~e of· t;/• · , ·• · ·· ._.. · 

. ., ' . ' • . . • ••• \ .. . • • . •. . • ' . •• ' ·• w: ' t ~ • ' 

Byelorm:fsian Soviet Socialist :Republic, ·to wi thdra:1-t the question from 
• ( • • ' . • . ' • • / • ' : • ' 1' , \ • , • • • • • -.! . ~::.~~' 

the Social ·Cor:irni ttcc 'o agoncin.. , Thu t proposal had prioi·i ty and should be . . '' •, .. 
put to the vote first. 

gr~ JbCI:::t' (Australio.)' '.asked th11t a \1ecis'fon be takeri whether_ o? .. . , .. 
. • • • • : . . ·• • i·' •. • ,, ,.. , .. : .. : ,"•;} : 'I . 

not the probiem should be ·referred tc, the· ·1eea.l Departnierit f'or its 
consideration •. · . , .. , .' ., : .. 

. . : . . , . , r., . . .· . ·., ., ." . ,·;·~ -~ 

Mr. KOTSCIDITG (United States of America) sai'd that ·he would vote . . . 

ago.inst 'tlie propoo~l to refer the~ cj_uedti6n to 'the. Social C~n~is-~io~~ since . 
' . . .- ~- ,. 

that troU:ld memi e'ntru'stin~ 'th~ r~s-'bonsibili ty f~r 'wbat seemed to' be a .. . 

rioli t:i.cn.i ·a~c-iGion to a· stibo.idiir/ body ~:t 'the Ec6no~:i.k and So~iai ' .. · .. .,·.: 
•Y'): .': • ,• .• ,,,: 

Cou.'1.cil. It mia for the Council, if not for the Assembly, to decide S\lch 
• -. • . .. • ,1·. '.:. ' •• ,· .•. 

questions. · · · · . . 
. . ,. ,! . ' ~ .. •. 

Hr. BORI30v' (Union of S~vie·t so'ciulist F.e°publics) ·said the· Coml'.1i ttee 
• • • • • •· • ' •• • I ••• ;r, l'J 

could not:·tci.ke a ·dec:l.Gion on· ti: poli ticc.1 question~ having only vague and 
'. '< . ' ' 

dubious do.tu ut 1 to d.i'sposo.l. . '· 

. 'Mi< ICA'.tz'!SUCIIY·· (PolQnd) IlOint~d. 6ut' 'that \1~'. had. hot ·:p;~posed ~er.iov~ng· .. 

the question ·rron.' the o.c;cndo., but requested that·' it be-'· con~idered at. ti:i~ .... 
•' I ,'II 

third session,;or the Social-''Coilltiission •.. As ·r~~ .the qu~riti~ri 1-lh~ther or' .... ·. 
not that ;Conmis~ion '\'TllS empow~~cd :to •t;l{O .ti •p;liticai''a.ccisi;~, it _had·.,·_·, ... :: 

• . .. ' • ··•1,•· .. !', {,•···, .. ,.~··.•~·.·.'\• 

already done so :seve'ro.l times.· Its·:aocision would have to be confirmed . 
. • - . " ' ". . . . . . ' ' ' t. ' '!' : : • .... ". • . --..J. ,. • ': ),,~ ~· : •': • ,, ~: .. "!.I.·.:· J. 

by the Economic and Soci'al Counc11·at its ·sevcnth·session; the final 
• ' .., ' • • I ~ • , _, • • • • I ' f f • I I :{ : •: • I : : 

decision would therefore st:i.ii. rest· with the latter... .... . . 
.. . . . . ; . i ': ~ .. ' .. 

Sir Ro.rihael CILi:I!TO (Director of 't~l8 !ii 7-.!.sion of 'sociA.l Acti vi tioo), 
• • • ·,". •"- : • • : ~ ', , ~ •' .: ,• • ' • • ·, I \ : :~ ,. • ... ,' :''; . • :: ;: ' , • ' ~ ·,. 

rcplyinr; t6 thci represertta.tive of Australia, who e.ske·d if it would be 
, I~- , . , •· . ,,., . • ·. .. • . . . .... • •.. , .:• ';: \ ._:_:. •·.· .~~· ~•· .•.,,· 

r>oss:tble to 'have·· the· opinion of' the ·'I,egnl Department before the _close _of_ .... 
. , . . ~- . • . - . . . . •" ,•' .··· f'• •' •·. ••,' ••' ~ : ♦ • : • : ~ :· \:! • •,. ' ' .. 

the Euonomic· ·and Social Couricii I s· present' session, said that would de;pe~_q -. . 
. - "' .• ' ._ ' • . ~. ,· . , ..• ,• . , -, •... .- ~·' ' :; . " f . i •.• ~ • ' ,; 

on how much study the questio?l'. re'quired· •. , The'y could. be 'certain that the, 
Legal'De'partmeiit wduJ:u-be' tiilked.'''to (ii~~- 't~~ ili~tt°~~ 'piiority·.·-;-: .·· ·:~---~,, .. ' .\ . 

,,,... . • . • , - . ,... . . ~ • . ~ , .. ,. . ... • , ' . , • ·• ~ l: •' ' . ' ;i..., 1 1·).; • . 

. ·: Mr-; KOTSCE:~G (United 'Statei'uf ·Amerfoa)' was surprisea.· that' the ...... *•.,..· 

Legal Del)artmenti 'cbuicf nof gi 'Ve'.. a~·- ~~i~i6n 0~ ·s~ch' a -~i~~rly' :a~·r1i~c1-c'as~~ ... ' 
..- ,. ~ -:-, ),••~:~,•-_,•• ••• !~~•.••, .. ,,n 1;;,:••,..._,~.:• _,,;,::•t~'; ~:.!-• :--."•~ :· ,t..:·--.t-~ •' - ·, '!·; .•. •·.::"':,.'·,~ ~ ,~,~ ;-.Z "": ;-;-r:_:,.~ ,"f.· 

... 
'·· 

/within 
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wi. thin two weeks. He was prepared to support the New Zea1and proposal 

provided they had the Legal Department's opinion before the close of the 

present session. 

Sir Raphael CILENTO (Director of the Division of Social Activities) 

regretted that he had created the impression voiced by the representative 

of the United States. 1be Legal Department would do its best but it 

could not be said in advance how much time such a study would require. 

Mr. BORISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) was surprised 

at such haste. The Legal Department would give its opinion when it 

was in a position to do so. 

Mr. KOTSCIDITG (United States of America) recalled that he had 

proposed an amendment to the Australian resolution, requesting that the 

Legal Department's opinion be communicated to the Council before the 

close of the present session. 

The CRAIBWJ:! reminded the United states representative that hie 

amendment had been accepted by the Australian representative. He put the 

Polish proposal to the vote. 

The :proposal was rejected by 12 votes to 3 with 2 absten~. 

The aHAIBMAH put to the vote the proposal submitted by the 

representative of Australia and amended by the representative of the 

United States. The representative of Poland requested a vote part by part, 

pointing out that he was in favour of the first part but not of the second. 

The SECRETARY OF TEE COMMITTEE read the first part of the Australian 

proposal, as follows: "The Social Committee requests the opinion of the 

Legal Department of the United Nations as to whether or not Spain has 

_ceased to be a member of the International Penal and Penitentiary 

Commission ••• 11
• 

The first part of the pronosal was put to the vote and adopted by 14 
votes with a abstentions. 

The SECRETARY OF TEE COMMITTEE read the second part of the Australian 

:proposal (United States amendment), as follows: " ••• and requests that 

that opinion be submitted to the Committee before the close of the 

Economic and Social Council's present session". 

The scconc rart of the proposal was put to the vote and adopted bI 
U,_votes to 3 with 2 abstentions. 

The prorosal as a whole was then put to the vote and ad.opted by 13 
votes with 5 abstentions. 

The meeting rose at 1.20 p,m. 


