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Secretary of the Con:uniss:f.on 

DtDOPriON OF THE AGENDA (E/CN.7/218, E/CN.7/218/Add.l, ·conference Room Paper'N6·. l) 
The CHAIRMAN directed at~ntion to the report of the Agenda Committee 

(Conference Room Paper No. 1), in which the items of the agenda had been 

rearranged. In the new order, priority was given to the prOposed interim 

agreement to limit the production of opium to medical and sciantific needs, the 
. . 

single convention on narcotic drugs being placed at the end. The item on the 

;:>reposed international agreement had been divided into two parte; the first was 

levoted to consideration of the problems outstanding, leaving the draft of the 

·:1greement to be examined in the light of the decisions on those questions. 

There being no observations, th~ agenda, as submitted by the Agenda 

Jommittee 1 was adopted. 

CfrHER BUSINESS: &rATEMENl' BY THE REPRESENI'ATIVE OF THE WORLD HEALTH ORGANIU.TION 

Nr. WOLFF {World Health Organization) expressed his regret that other 

duties had prevented him from attending the previous session of the Commdssion. 

/The World 



E/CN.7/SR.l23 
Page 3 

The World Health Orgahizatidn took'a keen interest ln the wJt'k of t .o 

CommissiOn and was highly a'ppreciative of the close 'Cf, .. Op'ere.tion that existed 

with ita secretariat. It would be happy to continue to collaborate in the . 
t

future.···

Be had observations to mke on· three points. First,· there was. the 

questi6n 'or the definitions which the Commission he.d requested the Expert· 

Comm.itt~e on Drugs Liable· to Produce Md1e"t1on of WHO to furnish •. Some 

criticismS had been Il8de· of the d.e'fin1t1ons d.ti.ring the previdus. session of the 

COIIIIIdss ion which he wolfld lil(e to a.n:swer. '1'he Expert Committee had wished to 

draw a dist!D.ction b~tWeen true· addfc'tion· and habit, and had reached the 

conclusion thli:t ·the term J'add.ict1on ..... produoing drugs" -was more appropriate . 
.. ' .. 

for that purpose than the terminology previously employed. That conclusion 

-was su~ported by modern thou~on the subject, as would be seen by referring 

to'the more :i-~cent conventions ·oo nai-cotic druse, where the use of the term 

"h9.bit'• 'he.d. been avoided. ·-

lle agreed with the ste.'tem$nt zde at the previous session that any 

drtig -\ihieh Would prOduce addiction :WoUld natura.lly also·· be habit-forming. But 

the· contrecy was not. true. Hence, it was not ''illogical!' ·for the Expert 

Committee to desire to d.rair a d.istinetion between the· two.· The BXJ?ert 

cOnini:ittee had wished it to' be· clear· from its definitiotls that the term 

"addictioh.:....producing' drUg" could not be applied to: a number of substances 

'Which· migbt"·be designated "Mbit-forming" 1 such a.s coffee. One. of the n:a~ 

potftte. of difference ·'between the two 'Was that tiddict1on~producing drugs ·Were 

detrimental to the individual and to society, which .w.s not·the case with 

ha.bit~formtng aruga, 8.nd-tbat differimoe we now wide-ly recognized by 

clini61Ems ana· pharmacologists. The E:tpert Committee's: report ha.d l>een sent. 

to Phal'Dacologists ihrotigbout the world., and no d 1asent1rlij viaw"a had bssn 

expressed in' the Diarty commun1cai1ons received concerning it .. 

.' , Tlie' ~uestion of alcoholism whi-ch had been referred· to at th~ prevj,Q~ . 
. a.ee'i.~ or· the Ccmmdaaiz. we: nil1"tm4er· stu1y,. and 1t.1l!as, not possible at 

the pre&~t stage tO say ®ether or not alcohol created addiction within-· 

th~ ·'niea.hJbs of' thE{ Blxpert· 'Committee 1 s definition • 

/With regard 
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With regard to the possibility of overlapping between the two 

categories, he agreed that:it m1£ht oeeur ~nd r~fer,red members of the 

Comni.issibn for more detailed ··infotmat!Gn on the point to a J.:E.~o:· which he had 

prepared and distributed. 

In the report of the Commission ~fEnquiry on the coca leaf, the 

defin:ttion given by WRO on drug addiction had been taken into account; the 

Commission of Enquiry had, however, come to the co~clusion that coca chew1ng.waa 

"not an add1ct1ctl but a habit".-, He wondered, however, whether it.could in 

fact be said, according to the definition. pf "habit-forming" drugs, that 

coca chewing· "is not generally .considered to be detrimental to the individual 

and to socbty". According to hie own knowledge and obeervattop.s~, chronic 

chewing of coca leaves could. be detrimental to both. The case . might perhaps 
' . ' • i 

be considered as an example of an intermediate category if such might be 

recognized by the WHO Expert Committee on drugs liable to produce addiction; 

the Expert Committee had, however, not met since the publication of the report 

and he personally was, therefore, not tn a position to refer to ita o~inion 

on the matter. 

On the' question· o~ terminology to be used in the single convention on 

narcotlc druga, he thought some other words s.ho.uld be found for "na1•cotic drugs" 

and "stupefiante". · Those terms were not euffi9iently compr~he~sive and .SOtl1B . . . 

such expression ae "add!cticn-producing drugs" would be more appropriate. More 

detailed information on the poin'ti was to be .:'found in Official Recorda WHO No. 9,. 

part I, Jl6ge 42 ( in French 1 page· 44) and , in·. documents WHO /Hl!D/11, pa~ -. 2., a.nd. 

WO/IfFD/19 1 page 21 footnote 3. ·The terms "narcotics" and "etupefiants" might 1 

however 1 be used in daily language . 

He was 'happy to announce that the International Pha.:rn:Bcopo.eia being . 

prepared by the World Health Organization woul~ prol;le.bly be published in the 

summer or ·1951.- The ·enormous difficulty entailed in suQh .a task would no doubt . . . 

be appreciated. In volumes I and II, the following addict1o~~ .. produoing drugs , 

would be included:· cocaine, codeine,· hyd.rocodone (for dicod1d), hydromorphone 

(·for dilaudid), methadone:, metopon, morphine, opium, ~codone (for. eucod{:l.l}, , ... 

pethidine, • to·gether with their different salta an,d. pr~~or1pt1on. forme. N,aw 

international terms had had to be created 1n some cases eo as to_ avo1~ cthe use 

of trade names. It would be much appreciated if the Commission, as well as the 

See:t"etariat, would likewise use those 1nternat1onalcommon names 1n their 

discussions and publications. 

The CHA!BMAN thanked Mr. 
interesting statement. 

Wolff on behalf of the Commission for hie very 

/Colonel SHARMAN 
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Colen:' rlH.ir<'.fi.II (Cu.r.a.cb) uXl"ro::wod hi3 tlllinlw for tho 7vr;; tntoront .. 

ing booklf)t: ~; ...... Mr. 'Wolff had sent td all members of the Commission. 

PROPOSED n~7l~UM AGREEMENT TO LIMIT THE PhO:ottdTION OF OPIUM TO MEDICAL AND 

SCIENTIFIC ·NEEDS (E/.CN. 7/199/Rey .l,, . E/O'i:Li/~2d). · 

; < Tne CHA:i:RMAN eJ.C1:t;mQ:ed a. ~elcOtlle, on behalf of the £Gmm~e,~1on. to the 

observe:t's :frdm B8lg1wn., Italy and. Sw1tterland, and invited them to· be ~eated. ·· 

at the Commission table. 

Mr. MORLOCK(United States of America) 'expres~ed the regret of Mr. 
,... .. ···: ~ I • ' , . . • , · ·' . . • , . · ' . , . • · 

Ansli~~ lor }lis inability to b£? prese?t. duri~ the_ fi,r~t week."!. the •Nasion. 

Other dutie·a requi~ed his pre~enoe in We,shingtem. 
' \ ' •· J' ol ~ , • • 

, Mr. :BO'tJRGOIS ·(France) ·stated that the great problem of overproduction 

of opium was one which ·the Opium Advisory Coinmi ttee of the League of Nations had 

failed to solve during 20 years of effort. The principle of restriction of 

' 'production· had now been e.ceepted by the produoitig countries and an agreement had 

been reached on' ·the delicate issue of ~distrib-ution of production. In the draw .. , 

ing up. o:f· 'fhe 'proposed agreement·, fOur main: problenuf were outstanding: the 

question of prices, int-ernatiOna.l · inspection,· the ·export ·of alkaloids by :the 

opium producing countries and the extraction of alkaloids from poppy straw . 

. . • . . France was willing 'fb accept 'inspection;. it was also prepared· to extend 

the proposed international opium monopoly fu include alkaloids for it felt that 
• Charter 

an alkaloids monopoly would no more be a dangerous impairment of the Havana/ 

than woUld' -the opium monOpoly, 'since the Charter's provisions could not be 

invoked' 1n'a: eec'ter where the social and huina.nitarian aspects·• were eo much mo'r& 

important than the comD:lercial. : 

:•·ae· accordingly suggested that the Commission should give priority to 

the question' Of an international monopoly to cover both opium and alkaloids. 

France was prepared to' support any proposal that would effectively restrict -the 

production of opium to medical and scientific needs, without jeopardizing the 

interests of the sick:. 
: < 

' • • • ' ' •• • ·:, . ~ • : _! ' ~ '• ' ,•~ ' I , " \ ' '• '') 

The CHAIRMAN felt that the issue raised by the French representative 

was fu.ndamenta~ and ~hould be settled at the outset. In hie opinion, there had 
been;· ilotning ::1~ the Ecoziomic and Social Council' e prOceedings which would pre­
clude the CommfSfilion from Gonsidering the question of· CQI!J.bining bo~h monopolies 
in one agreement, and he invited .observations on the point. . 

Mr. NIKOLIC {Yugosiavia) eupported.the French representative's pro-. 
poaal. It was absolutely essential that the two monopolies should be discussed 
t o et'lier ... ·· •, · 

g • 1>1r. HOARE (United Kingdom) agreed with the Chairman that the Commilf"! 
sion would be within its rights in dieo.uesing any proposal w~ich would help 1 < 

to solve the difficulties inherent in ita task. /Mr. MORLOCK 
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' - . ' . . . J ' 

Mr. MJ:RtoCK (United Statee of AttH3!i1cd) thought 'it woUld be more 

appropriate to dispose of the problems outstandtog from the previous oesaio~ of 
the Commissi~n and· to poet:phiJe considerat10Il of the question .. o:f' an international 

alkaloid monopoly. 

Mr. AMINI (Iran) 1 Mro AR'rpN.ER (Turkey) 1 Mr. WOUI13ROUll (Observer, Belgium) i 

and Mr-. SCHNEIDER, (obse~e~;'·s~t'tzeria:rid:) all 'supported: the'Frellrih 'pr~posal. 
Hr. Schneider added that the eXperience ~ th~ Joint Committ~e of th~ PrinciPal 

Opium ;P.roducing Countries and of the Principal Drog :tvhtlufacturing ·c~tri~s had 

ahoWD that it vas impossible to. restolve. the .q~efi!tio:l. of .price Vi thqut eatablishiDg 

the relation be tweeD '!;he monopolY in. raw opium and the. alkaloid product., 

. Mr. ZAKUSOV (Un'-on of Sovie~ Socialist Republics) 1 Mr. BOBATYNSKI· (Poland) 1 

Mr. CABADA (Peru) and Mr. RABASA-.(r.-1exico) were all .. of' the op1n1o.n that discussii?Xl . . ~ - - . 

should be confilled to the actualit&Ql on: the,a,genda,. tllat is 1 the question of tl,le 

proposed. i.oterim agreeme.ot to llm1 t th~ production. of opium •.. 
. ~ . . 

Ml-. EGIDI-(Observer, I:tal1} reserved ~is ,r:J,gbt tp-. state his coWJtry's 

views on :t;he matter at the . .oe~~ -~~ti:Qg. 

Mr. KRUYSSE (Netherlands) ¥~a in favour of dj.scusaitlg bo.th ~opolle,e. 

togeth_er. He was not, however) .pr~pared. to admit that a m9JJ~poly in .. aJ.keloids . 

would effectively solve the problem1 and it might be found necessary 1 . as the 

Yugoslav representative had augg~(3ted-· the previous day 1 for the Commissioo to 

restrict itself to reooorne.n•J;1"tio:Gf3 for JJ.m~.t:4J_g .. op~um :proq.uctioo at the ~es.~t 

aess!o:c1 leaving the complicated~ecQnomic. g,ue~~iOD of !D9JJO,Pol1es to a la"'er stage • 

Mr. WEI (China) supported the French proposal iD pr1.oc1pler but thousht 

that the main emphaeda should be laid upc:c the question of the interim agreement. 
. . . .. ' . . ~ : ... . J . .. ' . " ..• ' • 0 ~ 

Colonel SRARlvlllli (c~nada) ~0IlStQ.ered ~at .the ~i.o dif:lc':lsaio~ shoula be ... 

Oil the sUoject 'laid dow:c i ill the 8geJJdaj he WOUld :ha\"e llO· ·ob'Jedtion, however to 
wide.oi.og the diacuasiQn if that ~a ge.peral.l.Y desired. •. \· 

' ~ ~ • '• : ' • ;• • I • ,' ' ' , 

1 Mr •. Bomiooi$ 



Mr ,j30UROOIS (fi'anoef: tbd~t 'there: wae· nO: rteed to includ'e ii B}Jedc.tl 

it~m in .. the ·~gen<la in ·o~der· t~ dlscues · th~ queeti:On ·or· a:· mono:poly:in' allrnlc):f,ds: 

it was alrea.dy included~ ·~n~er th~ gen'erai.' question of 11m:1te;tion<·of · pro.du.cition.9f 
. . . -

opium. I~ }lis v~ew 1 'the oi1ly.wayin which; the 

'be solved would be by etudyi·ng· t·ha questi-on "Of 

a mo~op~iy. ~-~- al.lailoide. 

problem --ae ·tt ha:d 'been stated conl '. 

SO(i':''ng · up ·a:rr •O.f!i Urn n:lono::_JOly · an~c · . 

The e,HA:rnr4AN' felt the tenns of the· agenda· would. ·not :Preclude d:ll:icuaslcinc 

on th~ linea proposed by. the ~~nch representatiVe. · Iii view of the sltai-.p dlv1.s5or. 

of opinion, however' he suggested tint 'the min problems O'uteta.ndirig ·.from ·the ' 

previous session sho~ld first b~· ,disposed. 'of\. T·hey were: :p:r.icefr, insj;ection:, and 
the export oi alkaio:i.ci~ by .9otintrie'e .. produ61ng poppy. straw. 

Mr-. AM:r:NI(Iran) agreed with the Cha.irman's evt:;t~stion. He witiJhed .-it' t6 
·"·~ . . 

b~-.c.learly underet~cia- ~t the ou*se{·tba.t •.his delegation favoured :the establiebnlent . ~ . " - . ~ ' 
of a;monopoly in.opium• 

The·. cmn~N in~ited serie~· observations on the- question of price; tlie 
first of the four outata~d.'ing probl8ms. ·

Mr. ZAKI:BOV (Uni~m of Soviet' s~c1alist Re'publfca·) said- that his country·': 

position in the IJll3,tter ~d al~ . :y:·beer/outitned- by the• USSR delegation. at · 
• ., ~ • • ·' \ • • !, ., • ' • 

p~vioua meetin&.! of the COm' •· ;_·:~on·.. 

. ' The USSR. bel:i~~ed that it would serve rtO'Uae:f'ul;·ptll"poatf to ·C'Ollbl.ud.e:"ai1', '. 
' .:.~ : .... ·. ": ; ,.. ' . /·. . ~ ,· . . ... ';'' '. . . . . 

interf¥1 agreement .becauae the projected single: convention should 'in any' ,:a.ae settle 
f. .• .• ,. ·- . . ... - . ', .. ' 

~he question of -the 1:'·1tation of opium production· and promot-e tbe flght againat 

·1:!11cit traffic -in narcoti_c drugs • 

. . ,. .·: _The obl+sa.tt0n to l,imit the prodllction of opium to ·me'd:ical ahd ·' · 
s~ientific needs was not new.. It had already been und~rtaken ·'b·y the 'Pa.rt1e·a '-td 
the agreemen:ta on narcotic drUGS concluded irt' 1925 arid :1931..- 'Article 5 of the 

1925 Convention 1 for instance, clearly laid down the -coritrec'tilhtr :Pa:riies' · bbll~- · 
ticn to take the necessary legislative ~a.surea to limit the production,import, 

sale, d~Jtr1bution 1 export and use of narcotic drugs to medical and scientific 

needs. Similar obligations were laid down in Article 6 of the 1931 Convention. 

The sw:ne ,obligation was contained in the ainsle convention now before the Commission 

/As regards 



E fen • 7 jsR.l23 
Page· 8 

. As regards co.ntrol of the implem!mtati6.o of that obligation, the 

measures proposed ill the interim agreemet~t 'Were not more effect! ve than the 

system a~eady laid dawn by existing ·ao:cventioos1 particularl;y ·the 1925 and 1931 

Conventions. The latter eontai.oed a series of provisio.os coDoerning national' 

aDd international control of narcotic drugs.· 

Under the 1925 aDd 1931 CoDvelltions interml control was achieved by 

the contracting parties by legislatiao to ensure effective cootrol of, the 

production, distribution Slld export of opium, and also to ensure the impleme:nta tic: 

of the relevant :provieivns in existing coovelltions in their own territories. 

Ix:rter:Qal coiJtrol of narcotic drugs wee also achieV'ad through the creation by 

each <?ODtraoting state of ··a .special o:rg;~:o to> implement the provisions of existing 

conventions and to control'the trade in narcotic drugs. 
·., 

Under the 1925 aDd 1931 Cc.nventiolls 'cootrol of intema tiom l trade was 

ac.bieved firE.lt by a system of certificates aild authorizations to import alld 

export Darcotic drugs issued by the contractillg parties; eecoDd.l.y by a system of 

statistics aXJd iDformation ~n the productiOD1 use, export, import, seizures and 

copfiscations of narcotic drugs; a:cd1 third..cy1 by aaXJctions ag;~inet countries 

violating the conveXJtioDs1 irrespective of whether they were parties to the 

conventions. 

The iDterna tiODa l morJopoly proposed Ullder the interim agreement was 

described as an orga.o of the United Natio.ps; Ullder Artic.~e 29 its een'ior staff 

would be appoiilted ,by the Secretary-General of the Ullited Nations. Such a 

structure would be inconsistent with the principles of the United Nations Charter 

which q.i~ tlot allow Uxlited Nations ,orga.oe to assume commercial functions. 

It was idle to try to explain the creation of such a monopoly vitbi.o the 

framework of. the United Nati.ona by the Deed to streDgthell the co:otrol of productioz 

and trade in oorcotic druge1 because the measures 1tl the proposed il:l-terim 

agreement were :not more effective tbe:n the exietiDg system of intemational control 
The proposed .. i:cterootiODal ll'J<ttlopoly would not guaratrtee. -success ill the figbt 

against 1Uio1t traffic1 because such euccees depel'lded ·mainly Oll the e'ffOrts of 

the verioua gover.tlm6xlts eonoemed. 

I Aa for 



l;jCN. 7/SR.l23 
Page 9 . 

Ae for the national monopolies proposed in the interim agreeme~t, 

·that. was a matter which was wi..thin the domestic .Jurietifoticn of va;rious States. 

It shoUld be noted that lll8JlY of :the proV-iSions cf the interim .~ement· were 
. ' .. ' ' . . . ~ 

1ncons1stent with tlle principle of the ~overeignty of States and. that1 contrary 
. . .. ' .. " ' . . . 

to the provisions of Article 71 para~aph 2 1 of the Charter, they would allo1., tr:. 

international monopoly to intervene in the domestic affairs of the cGntract.ing 

parties. Fer instance, the contrac·l;ing parties would have to undertake to ccnv·ol· 

their ~tional curr.ency :into. united st~tes dollars. States would have nC" 

f~naocial au~ervision over the currency transactio~s of the monopoly, which would 

determine the pr1ces3 the currency and various 9ther conditi~na govern+ng the 

sale and purchase of opium. Uhder the interim agreement 1 the mcnopoly would 

enjoy privileges that would place it f'utside the control of ru::.y State, It would, 

. for instance 1 have th~ ri_ght to inet:t tute legal proc~edines, but weuld 1 tself 

enjoy full :Jmm:uni t;r~ The .. organa, of the. in~~tiqp.al monopely would enJoy the 

same privileges and 1mm.UJ?.1t1ef1-&EJ di~l~t1c Jlliss".ons • 

. , .. In a.dd~tion to the exi.st1!!6 OQll~~l ~rgans •• the Pehllane.nt C~~tral 

Opium Board and the Supervisory F'.Jd.y ... the 1nter1m agreement also provided for 

the erea:ti,on _pf two add1t1ona1 ~rga,ns, .o<;>·ord1.nat!ne .committee and ~ternational 

purchaaing and ,eell1ps agencl•·.. Tha.~ ;wa~ oleu-11 1ncons1e~nt with the aim of 

s1mp~1fnng :tl~e. existi:qg, sya~em of J~rpat104\l .. contro11 as laid down in Economic 

en~: ~ocial .Counc1l.reeolt1)t1on 159 (VI!) E tm;d Jn .the draft. single convention:._ 

, . In. the light <'f _all, those cons1dera tiona 1 t· would be q,ui te useless to 

c~lude en interim agreement to 11m1'lt the pt"oduct1on: of op;l.Ullr1 end hie delegation 

was therefore opposed to such an agreement. 

Mr.· BORATYNSKI (Pol~d) support~d the USSR representative. · · In hie 

oph.1on1 there <Wa~ .an inherent contradiction ·},letween ·tlle two agreemeuta conteni .. 
plated by the Commission.,,· The eonclus1on Qf the s1D8le .convention would mAke it . ' . . ~ . . . . . 

quite Ul'lnecesue.ry to hav~ en· 1n~r1m f!l.gl'$el!len~. · Fur:thermore1 many of the 

provisions of .. the prc;>posed interim ~greEJment were 1ncons·1stent with ·the principles 

of the United Na tiena Cbar~e~. 

~.AMINI· 
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Mr .• AMINI (~re:~) .tJiougb,;t that .the· ,CilliDission should not reopen the 

diacu!Jsio~. .on the ad.;1eab1li t;r of co:1~iuding ab :1uter1m .:a~es'rne~, as that· · 
. .. " ~ . , .. . . . ' 

quest~on haP. aJJ:-ead;r .been settled.. ·:Ale UsaR r.e~eeen't$tive· would always he.v0· tl. 

opportunity qf commentins .on t~e ve.ricu~ provisicne of the 1~ter1m agteeme::;.;.t) · ' · 

such as control: and ~r~c~a, Whe~ tpe;r C8i!l&.:; 1-lP for disousai·on 1n the. Cci:rliniEll31oz. •. . . ... . ' . 

!:'X., MORLOplC (United. s~~es ·of' Allleriea) said• that. hie Goverririleiit:~~m.s ·:· 

1n favqu:r .,of.an int.ernational monopoly and·a.n international agency, provided theJ 

helped:' to a:~~~.ngthen the con~ol 0~ .~8r9.0t1ee a.:ul did: n~t entail' excesai ve. 
\ . . '. ~ ' . .. . : . . . ' •' 

expend.~ ture... ·

~. ~tr.Y~SE ( N!3therlanda.) agreed; W'i.th: ·the· U~SB'·:represent8. t1 ve ·.that aOttJ;e 

lim:i~tion. of ~reductio;. co~d.. P.e,: .. ~gh~e~e~: by. oth,r means tlla.rt the· 'interna.tiorl!li 
. . ··'·· ' 

monopoly, in the form which ~ad· been prppo$cd·t.~ua far. ·He,st1ll thought, 

however, .:lihat :J,t ~~s. impe~ti~e .. to .trY ~.,f.ind•t~Gme .way'of. · limi tins' production. 

.The CHAIRMAN said -.that the c.o.mmiseion had .thus far :proeeeO.ed 6n the 

assumph~n th~t it wae'n~~esa~y:to ~ooclUde an.,intertm ~e~ent,,,and.no'thine'. 
•' . . . - .. ' ... :' . . . )·,' 

had h.appened ~ince .Pec~ber 195') ,tt:l we.r1"4ht a ·radical· change .·of views· ori the 
~ ' • • ' '• ' • • I :• ' 

Il!atter. ~ere wa~ n,o 1necns1stency pa:l;ween the interim: ;agreement and the singl0 

conventiop·~' b~c'aus~ the principl~:·:o:t:: the. 1nter1Jn ·agreement ·\I'Ould be' embodied in 
-.'. ·. '. . ; . .. . ! •.... c • • ' 

the Single cQnvention. . The· Commission ehpu.J,d .. ptocee.d With its work· of preparin(;: . . . \: ' ~ . . . . ~ 

an interim agreement. 

At the informal meeting on the previous ·day some members of the Oonmissh 

had expref!sed t~e ppf.p1Qn. t~at it '{Ould .Pe-•. ad.vt.sabla- t·p holli el()aed ·m@etings 

when d.isduasiriS . the q~esi;ian.· of. pr:tc~s •. ·. -He thel'.efore p:r<;posad that the' · · ·. 
• ' ,'• • "' • • ' ' •' •. f 'I .~ • ' ' . • ' ' 

Commission .should e.o~t1nue to work .1n·.cpEm,meet1ngs1 ·put that·ite members· shoUld·· 

afeo f0rm ~ .committe~ ,of j;he whole 1 .'whic~ .woUJ..cl hold · i:tU'ormal .meetings· ixf private'. 
, • ,4, .. , • • ', ) I .. , ' ·. , '. . ' 

Neither yisitol:'a.'~qr J~~;tet~ would a;p~d:those meet1IlSB.1 but mi~utes would. 
ll~. kep·~t by the S~cret~riat f~r tho uee of the members .. J • Such ·ihfo,rmal_ meetinS.e .. 

would give members of the Commission ample oppo~~uni ty to express their views with 

perhaps more freed.OJ!l- and in\ more detail than would be the case if the meetings 
~ ~ ':>- • ·,~ I 

were cpen to the public and the press. He wished to make it clear that there 

/was nothing 
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wesnothing secret in the Camn1ss1on's work, that the Co.un:niss.1on 1s meet1nee 

would still be open to the public and that the only purpose nf arranging 

Uiformal meetings was to promote speedier agreement during discussions !leld ; ., 

private •. 

The Comndesion accepted the Chairman's proposal. 

The meet;pg rose at 12. 35 p .m. 

19/4 p.m. 




