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Dr ROBERTO CORDOVA (iexico) in the Chair

1. Committee Structurec of the General Assembly {(Chapter I,
Secction Iy of the Report of the Preparatory Commission).

The Sceretary (kir. ELKIN) stated that members of the Sixth
Cominittec had been invited to submit amendments to the
Provisional Rules of Procedure relating to Committes structure
of the General Asscmbly. No such amendments had becen
received and therefore the amendment proposed by the
Deleration of REgypt was the only matter before the Sub-~
Committce, : ‘ él/
2.  anmendment to Rule 78 and Supplemsntary Rule S of the

Provisional Rules of Procedure proposcd by the
Delezation of Beypt (A/C.6/1k).

In support of the amendment proposed by his Delegation
lr. SLPA (Egypt) pointed out that under the present Rules
members who had been elected for one ycar on the Secufity
Council or the Economic and Social Council would not serve
for more than eight months since under Supplementary Rule S
it was proposed that 2 new election should take place at the
opening of the Sccond Session of the General Assembly. The
torm of menmbers who would be clected on the Trusteeship
Council would be, in <ffect, cut down by at least nine months.
Therce -ws, however, no real conncction between the Sessions
of the General Assembly and the work of the Councils making
the synchronization of eslections and of the date of taking of
office by the members glected on the Councils imperative.

iorcover, the Provisional Kules in question were in direct
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conflict with articlos 23(2), 61(3) and 86(1) of thc Charter.
It was unconstitutional to modify - provision of the Charter,
ratificd by the Parliaments of the lember States, by 3§0pting a
rule of preoccdurs. Such precedont would be particularly dangerous
in this casc, as the rules ia question violated the spirit as well as
the express provisions of the Chnrter.

Yr. BRAULT (¥rance) obsurved that it seciwd unjust.that the
terms of these clected as non-pormanent members at the First Port of
the Tirst Session of the General Assonbdly were co short. However,
the proposed amendiment was comewlat vague insofar as the date of the
termination of ths term of {Tics undor the sscond alternative in the
amendment remainced uncertoin. He wos oprosed to on arrangement
which would lend to an inbevval cccuring between the elsction and
the dnto of taking of offics. Such on arrengoment would lend to
various torms of office bezinning at different times of the year.
Subject to vossible modificctions or drafting amendments, he proposed
an alternative -wmendment to Ruic 78 on the following lines:

"In the case of elections taking vlace during the

first or decond Part of the f'irst Session of the General
Assenbly, the period of office shall be prolonged until the
1 Qctober, 1947 in th: case of members elected for a term of
one year, and until 1 October 1948 in the case of nmembers
elected for a term of tvwo yiors.," ;
Sir Hartley SHATCROSS (United Kingdom) ormosed the amendiment
submitted by the Delssation of Egypt as it was unsatisfactory to have
an interval between thoe <l-ction of members of the Councils and the
date of their tnking office, since this vould mean a period of four

2

months reprosenting in the cuse of those who had been clected for one
year one-third of their total term of olvice. The new election
might reprcsent a change of policy by the General Assembly. The

outgoing members would be less intercsted in the work of the Councils
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during this interval. He opposced also an amendment on the lines
supgested by Mr. BRAULT on the rrounds that the election of members
of the Councils »t the First Tart of this Sesszion had token place
on the undurst.nling that their term of office would only last eight
months. As this waes the coae the torm should, 47 anything, be
curtailced rther than orolonned. Furthcrmors, the General Asscmbly
had adonted the present FProvisional fnlces of FProcedure and the
glection had tiker place on the bacgis of these Wules. A change in
the duration of the term implied serious political considerations
and if the Mvlos wers chanved now clocticons might have to take placs.

In the viow of ir. KHOURI (Lebanon) the question in issue was
not whethor the term should laet six, scven, or cight months but the
conflict betweun thio Articles of the Charter and the Provisional
Rulcs of Proc.durc. From 2 1ol point of vicw, the only possible
solution spperred wo bo o distiuction between the clection and the
dates of the beoinning of the © rmz of office. A distinction of
this kind uxisted under the Constitution of the United States where
the President, in ocder to hhve tine to vrepare hinself for his office,
took office soveral monthe sftcr bhoingy <lucted.

Ly, WALKYR (Tmited States) tentatively sugpested a compromise
which miclt m.ct both views. The term of office should begin on
1 November W~ rule, which moant that those elected 2t the First Part
of this Scssion would serve ton and twenty-two months respectivelys

Mr. BALLAY <Au:.\‘tl‘“lli:") arcced with Sir Hartloy 3HAwCROSS that
an interval bhotweewn the elections and the date of toking office was
undesirable. In view of the undeniable conflict between the Charter
and the Frovisional Zules in cwestion the position was embarrassing
wnd the only solution seemcd 0 be an amendment of the Charter.
Until the Cnarter was amended, he favoured the views cxpressed in

the aunendment proposed by the Delegation of Egypt.
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Mr. KHOURT (Lebanon) and lr. iRy (Heypt) thought that an
interval between the eloction and the buginning of the term of
office would be useful as it would mean A chance for the member
concerned to repare hiwsolf for the work.

Sir Hartley SuswCLons (United Kingdom) felt that it was
most unfortunate that after the hulcs in questicn had been
adopted for thoe ypre.ent electicng and after these elections had
taken place, the Sub-lonanittzse should scek to prolong the terms
of office of those members who had been clected or alter the Rules.
Moreover, =lthough thooretically there was no concxion hetween the
work of the Genesral dssembly and of the Councils, in practice their
Sessions and mectingrs would often coincide. Mr. BRAULT (France),
hr. KHOURI (Lebanon) and Mr. RAILEY (Lustralin) cxprossed the view
that the lwles had been sdopted provisionally. It was for the
General assembly at tho Sccond Iart of its present Session to adopt
them finally. In reply to this Sir Hartley SHAWCROSS cbserved that
while the Rules mny be chanved they had been adopted for the purpose
of the elections Just hold.

Nr. KORETSKY (Tkrainian S.3.k.) felt that Sir Hartley
SHAU'CROSS's cbservations descrved particular ottention as hs had
underlined the politic~l implications of the question in issue.

This would mean that the Goncral assenbly would have to consider. the
issuc, He was opposcd to =i interval botween the clection and the
beginnin: of the torm of office and folt that the analogy with the
Constitution of the United States was not pesrtinent. In view of
the political considerations involved hs felt that members of the
Sub-Comrittes wight nced to consult with their Delegntions and
therefore suggustod the Bub-Conmittee might adjourn befgre a

vote was token. The motion for adjourmment was supported by

B, BATLEY (nustralia) and M. AO0RICIC (Yugoslavia).
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The Chairman stated that there wore two proposals before
the Sub-Committee -~ the amendment proposed by the Delesgntion
of Bgyprt and that prcposed by lr. DRAULT and that he proposed
to have the vote on the French amendment after the vote on

the Egyptian amendment.





