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DISCUSSION ON THE PROVISIONAL AGENDA FOR 'l'HE SEVENTH 
sESSION OF THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COUNCIL (Doc. E/8/30) 
(Continued) 

The CHAIRMAN welcomed the Second Vice-President of 

the Council. He understood that the arrival of tho 

First Vice-President would not be long delayed. The 

Committee should now, however, proceed to tho formulation 

of definite recommendations on thG agenda .. He drew 

attention to the Summary Record of their preceding 

meeting (Doc. E/C.3/SR.7), and pointed out that in the 

classification of items on pages 8 and 9 of that document} 

item 33 had been wrongly included both i~ category III and 
. ' 

among those items on which no decision had been taken; he 
I 

had also-understood ,that no final decision had been reached 

on placing item 10 in category III. He further drew 

attention to document E/C.3/10, wnich contained the 
I 
I 

proposal of the represonta ti ve o_f Novr Zealand in its final 
I 

form, which differed slightly fr:om that in whi_ch it had 

been presented to the Committee kt the previous meeting. 
I 

The SECOND VICE-·PRESIDENT s~tated that he understood 
' J 

-that the representative of New Z~aland had not substantin.lly 
I 

altered the suggestion he h~d maac at the informal meeting 
- I 

of the agend"'~ committee in Hay. I His own comnwnts therefore 

would be much tho same as ho had/mode then. 
I 

Mr. THORN (New Zealand) stated thnt tho aim of his 
/ I 

I 

proposal was to ensure the expeditious and orderly despatch 
I 

of the Council's work and to afford the Secretariat 

adequate time for preparation of! the Council's report to 

the General Assembly. Tho items on which it was anticipated 
! 

th~t a single plenary discussionlwithout reference to a 

committee would suffice were marked with an asterisk in 
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' , I 

document E/C.3/10. All other items in the right .hand ·column 
I 

would also be dis.cussed. in plenary, but would then be sent 
' I 

' to cm:m1i ttees. One advantage of deciding from the outset 

to refer_ certain i t~:as ·to. com;1i ttoes wi thot:t ini tia~ ·plennry 

discus,sion was that such procedure would enable committees 

to bo set·up at 011cc: rmu Luu u.su'll loss of' sovnr<:!J. dayf'_ 
\ ' 

at the outset of· th0' c~mncil 1 s vTOrk by discussions -o~ 

procedure,. wo_uld be. clinin~ ted. Ho ~tressed th!tt it -vr s 
, ' I 

not int~n<!lod th-: t those · it,)rJs which viorc 1Lstcc1 in the left 
' 

hnnd collll'llri. of docuPwnt E/C. 3/10 would not be discussed in 

plenory, but only thnt tho proliininnry disc1.:..ssion should be 
' l . 

1n. committee·, thereby avoiding rcpcti tion ~md ,w~·sto of' time~ 

It would be seen tho.t the crontion of o co-ordinn.tion 

comini ttoc to begin its work on 2 ill1gv.st vms .also propos.ed .. 
\ 

Tho question of ;the timo D.v:lil '1 blo tr:; .. :: .. -. r;cc.md.:J. hnd 

i tens. Uowoverj l;~ \·f_::.:zld be ~:oen th:1t Item 33 (Public 

Adi_:linistra tion) 1 r-:: stp.::nv~.1or1·:~ of which he hn,d origino.lly 
I 

propos.:.;d, hnd now been pl'lccd in th0 :right h:md co_Iumn,. as. 

he und0:r::stood tho. t th0 rolov;ont discussion \:iUS no·;; likely to 

provo ns.lon~thy·tis he hod supposed. Tho postporiqmont of 
I 

Itcm-4-9 (Infringomont of Tr'ldo Union Rights) hnd.becn. 
' 

suggested to hi:-:1 by study of tho docur:wnt'). {;ion subr.li ttod by . ' ' 

the Intornntion::~l L8.bour Office, nnd by sOFlO knm<~lodg_e of 
' 

th::~t .1ow boin,s sent by the fl.nG~ic.:m Fodcr:.1~ion of L:-'.bour; 
,. 

thu highly p'oli ticnl consj_dorn tio,1s ::.-.::t ·i sed by those 

organisotions coul,d not pJ'ofitabiJ- bcJ dt.scussoC. ::.n the Economic 
i 

nnd Socinl Council. His pr'oposnl, .~~s contained in docun10nt 

t<,;/C .3/10, nlso indicn tod tho order lh \·Jl1ir.:h tho i tons wig~t 

be de a 1 t with, :'t 1 thoug!~1 1. L 
I• 1 I 

!!l.L ~l.J. t, be thouGht dcs!r~blc to 

/ 
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before r't.ei:l 16' (Report on• Refugees) which was clearly 

highly controversial. 
l, 

' 
The CHA'rRl1AN pointed out that Iton 49, and also Items 

' 
2 and 5o; ho.d· been pla'cod on tho prdvisionnl agenda on 1:··.' . 

tho' proposo.l 'of -tho -~Jorld Fogo;-a tion of Tr::1.do. ·Ur~ions, the 
j 

American Federation of LBbour and·the Poruvi~n·Govor~~ont' 
I 

rospucti vely ;· and that a final docisi'on on those i to:::lS' could 
I 

' . i 

not be ·:1ado in the Agondn Cor:1"Ji tteo without hearing the ·views · · . . . 
' 

of tho so bodies.· . He sugzestod that o.rrang9u10nts be no. de 

for roprescntFtivos of th0 1 ·orld 'Fetloration of T~ado Unions 
. t I 

and of t~Te A::1ericari Fcdor['.tion of Labour, to be, present ·at 

tho next ;_neeting. · 
' ~ 

The SECOND VICE-PRESIDEiJT :pointoq out, .with rufcroncb ..... :·,··,_: 1 

.. 
' 

to Item 48, that thG International Refugee Org·:misation still 
I 

did not exist as n ~rccialisod a~oncy brought into relation-

ship with Uni~od Nntions in accordp.ncG with articles 57' 'lnd 63 

of the Charter; it wtJ.s· riot therefore onti tlod to propose · , ., 
itens fo~ in61usion in tho agenda of the ~conooic and Social ' 

Council or to present its· viows.on·such inclusion in accordance 
I ' 

with Rules 10 and '14 of the Council's RulGs of, Procedure'. ' 
• I 

Of the i tel~ls ·proposed for r~;;1i tto.l stro.ight to co1::r-:1i ttoos, 
\ . .; 

Item 16 '(R~por~·- on Refugees), 'ln~ also Items 17, .18; 19 and .. 
., 

21, wore of gro~t' inport~nco and~should be discussed in.· - ' 
plenary. · He was stron:;ly opposed t·o their being placed in 

• ,I j 

tho s"';·!18 c:: tcgory as th·o other i te111s, E1ost~y of. n 'pur,;ly .. 
' I . j ' 

' ' ' 

toclmical order, in tho loft hnnd colunn of d?curJcnt E/C. 3/10. , ·· 

On the othe'r h0nd, l1o' thov.;-;h't 'thr, t· th~ Ropo'rts of the 

Popul:1 tion:> and:·Sta tisticr:G' Co'm:::1is:sions which wore tc.chnical 

items shorild·be discussod·~fr~t in Plenary~-. 
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' With reference to the propos€ld postponement of certain 

itElms, he recnllod. that he~hnd himself suGgested such nctiot 

in the case of·Item 2. Moreover, they had alrendy h8~rd tho 
I ' , 

representative of tho American Foderntion of Labour nt h 

·proyious session, nnd in ·t_hc !lbsonce .of_ nny fresh document:.1-. 
tion from that orgq.nisation, he could'not ogroe that th.:y 

were under nny obligation to hoar the representative again. 
I 

'' ' I 

, He also asked the New Zcoland reprosentdt_ivo to explajil 
\ 

why Item 38 should be postponed,. 

-l. Finally, he ng~eed that there was no need to refer all 
I 

i terns to c6I:ll1littees nnd,, ~pa.rt froc whn t. he had said 'lbout 
_,· 

Itons 13 and 14, was in agreement with the N~w Zenl~nd !eprc-

sentativo ns to which items could be treated,in plenary only. 
' . 

The CHAIRMAN stated thnt tho Socretary-Gcncr~l h~d, 

con$ider~d it proper to include on the provisi~nnl agontla 
\ 

" Item 48 which .concerned tho work of the Propo.ro. tory Conu_nis.J'lon 

of tho Int€rnational Refugee Orgnnisntion, as tha.t body, cv()n 
' 

I 

if 1,1ot in tho fu~l sense of the name a specialised agency, 

owed its existence to a recommendation of the General Assonbly • . ,. 
... 

Mr. THORN (New Zoal.!:'.nd) ,expl'.lined tho. t it_ was his intentioi.J 
I J 

that Items, 16, 17, 18 n.hd 19 should all be treated in a full-
-

sized cor.lmi tteo, made up' of ropresento. ti ves of o.ll govermacnts 

membc.rs of the Council ·and, therefore, little inferior '-n 
' ' inportanco td the Council itself. Every government woblcl 

h~vo full 'o'pportuni ty for expression of its views -on thbsc' 
I 

inportnnt items. But. ~he procedure he suggested would :::tV•JiL, 

r'Opeti tion\ In vi€lw. of tho ruoarks nr.tdo nt -tho ~revious 

meeting by the Ch:;irnetn, who wns Rnpportour of tho Cor.unissLm 

on ·Hunan Rights, h~ would agroo to Itcn:1 17 '(Human Rights) 

beinz discussed _first in plenary, but h?ped thnt in return tho 

Second Vic.e-Prosidont ~oulo ngroo thn t !.tuns -16, 18 and 19 
I . 

should be referred direct to comr1i ttees. 

, 

'l 
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' ., 
' 

,I 

·'' 

He recallod the reasons he ·had ~reviously given for 
1 

the:proposal to postpone Item 38, which wore the same-as• 
I ,. 

tho'~ e for Item ;1.0, riamely ;··· "the present lms·ettled position 
' I f 

1 t:' • 1 -

in the Middle East. At its last session, when the I 

• I j 

position i.i:1 the Middle Et;ist'- had 'been in fact less uncertain 
' 

th~p it wasfat·present; the'Coun9il ha~ decided.to postpone 
• 

tpat "item because of the situation there. 

Mr. ·PATIJN· (Netherlands), s~pported the New Zealand 
'• 

propbsal that items.l6, 18, 19 and
1

2l.be referre~ to 
\ ' " l \ 

commi-ttees without ini ~ial' ::,>lenar,Y discussion, a~ they: · 
I 

had a_lready been the objact of longthy d~scussion elsewhere. 
I 

He was prepar~d to agrea to the transfer of Item:l7 to the 

right hand column ~f docume'rit E/C .3/10, but was ?PPOsed to 

the deletion of Item 48. It was right, .~n .the other hand, 

that Item 38 should be postponed, as thG ,..pale1stine Commission 

no longer ~xisted. 

The SECOND VIC£-PRESIDENT stated that ,Item 38 had 
.. ' ' 

not been placed 6n the provisional agenda on the.lnitiative 
., 

' ' 

of the P~lestine·Comnlissiori, but hy virtue of a recommendation - ' ' 

of· the General.Assembly adopted in ~Hove:.1ber 1947 which was 
I 

' still valid and binding on the Council. 1 With reference to 
. • • I • ' 

, ~· ~ 

Itemt 4~, whatev2r the intr::j..nslc ,dGsirability of Gx.a:mining. 

t~e~proyision of d~ath c~riificates for missing 
~ . ' ·- ' .. displaced 
V I I 

perfons, tho Cominittoo 
1 

could not violate the Charter and . ' ' 
I II 

the Council's Rules of Procedure. Although he did not 

Wisl1 tv Qay any b~ame on ~he Secreta~y-General f?r having 

included. that i t;;m1 on th.J provision~l ag.:md~~ it \would clGarly 

, be ~rong to r~tain it as long.as the Int~rnational Refugee 
' l : " t 

Organisation did not qxist as a S~~cializad AgGncy in ~elation 
'I 

with United H::;tions. 
'" .. 
~ 

I <,; 
~ •AtteTilpts to -sav0, th1o should not be allowed to · 

.:·~rejudico tho quality of this wor~ ,or the Council, and .such 

I'\ 

\ 

·' 

\ 

'. 
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I 

important items as 16 1 17, 'lS:, 19 and 21 should be discussed 

first in plenary. He stressed? however~ .that hi.s. present 
\ \ ', ' 

sta te'ment as to which i'te!Ifs could be refer:ced to 'corrimi ttees 

" .wi thoU:t initial ple!').ary discussion was only an e~pression· 
,. 

of personal op-inion, and v1ould not necessarily represent tho 

final ~J'iew of his ~elegat-iorl:·. 

The CI~Iru1AN recalled that at the previous meeting 
.. 

he 'had expressed the view that it was not in the po..,ler of 
,, 

the Agenda Committee to postpone discussion of or to delete 

Item _38. It was his hope that the· Council· "~:1ould decide 
I \ 

,...;-

not to postpone that item 1 but the ·responsibility. lay with 

the Council .. 
., . f ' 

. Mr.· THORN (New Zealand) pointed out. that ,all decisions 
•' 

of the Cornmi ttee would· only take the forp1 ·of :cecommendatiom> 

to the Councj_l. ~Iowever? 'lie did not oppose the discussion · 
I. 

of Item 38 in plei).ary. 
' ' 

The' Cgmmittee de'c:i,_g.e~ __ t.sL.Pl.~?~It.§..IJL.3.1Lamo:v,g_:Lt.~m,g t2 

'1ne CI~IRMAN .stated that the only re_al departure from 
'I 

previous _practice·· involved in the proposal of the represen­

t-a ti v·e ot' New Zealo.r~cl 1p,TClS . th-6 proposal to refer certain i telilS 
I I \ 

to commi.tte_es without initial plenary discussion. He. askotl 

if the Second Vice-President and the ·representative of New 
l • • • 

Zealand could agree on-. which. i·tems ·were to- be so treated. 

M-r. THORN (New. Zealand.) recalled th~·:t. -he .i1.~d already 

agreed to the tran's'fer· of Item ··17. to· the right hand column. 
' . ' I 

The· SECOND' VICE-PRESIDENT.·· feli:t that in. v,iew of the 
\' 

i:q1portance which the Commission on the Status of ·women.; 
- <( I '\ 

a.ttached to the fate of the;ir ·;,ecommencfations' ·it might 
' ' . 

' I 

appear invidious not to discuss I-cem 21 in pJ.ena:ry before 

referrip.g it· to a committee, especia~ly as sect!ions of the 

Report of the Comm:!.ssion had. been the s-ubject of full 
'i 



E/C,3/SR.8 
Page 8 

/ 

~ 

plenary disc'ussio_n at the previous Session. 

Mr. THORN (New Zealand) statod that it was preciselY,· 
i ' I 

the lorig and heato'd discussions in plenary which that item ... 

had provoked at th~·last S0SSion that convinced him that 

it should no~ be ~eforred straight to a co~nittee: 
' I 

I 

The Cl~IRMAN associutod himself with the view 
j ' 

expressed by the Second .Vice-President, and assured the 
' ' I 

New Zealand·ropresentative that he would impress on tho , 
' , ,. 

Plenary Meeting the desirability ·of koaping discussion 

on Item 2l~short. 
' Mr. 'PATIJN (Netherlands) felt thut ·Itom 21 should 

. ;· 

be retained in the loft h~nd column. 

·' · ·I he ~.t..,t~ .b.Q .. :+.n&....Q~ug_],1~ .... 9J.YJ._do_d~J~...l{~lL· dq_q ided ... . ' 

1 to' dofer decision on_ t;qe· t.r.9.iill!lil.Pt __ p,f_.1j;_o_~_g],_..lm:t.il.~ .. 
arr :1,._yg,Lp!J.h.?-!..i..r§LV,ts~.:E.r.9_~J£i.~~ t , 

·, ' 

l •, 

The SECOND VICE-PRESIDENT stc.tad that 'he would agree '-

to the-retention in. th~ left hand, column of ·Items 23(t)·, , 
I 

34, 42, 47, 45, 126,. '28 and 29, subject to any dacision to 

the contrary by the Council. · 
.... 

Item 48 should be deleted, 

and if it were dacidcd to retain it, he would raise the 
·I 

'• 
matter again in plenary; he would make a similar 

' ' ' 

res.:lrvation'ir it were decidad to refer Items.l6, 18 and 
., 

19 to co1nmitte~s without initial plannry discussion. 
' 

,'!'he ~ ComJ. .. ttt?~S!.!.d.~d-.. th.~J tGm~.£3i.t.L. ,34..._ 42; 
~ ., ,., 

~ 

' ' 
.,t.Q_Q.o.,mr:1i ~.t.?-~. iiJ t_h.9.P.t ...... ;t..Di ti._af..g.i:scuss'ion Jn ..lJ.l..E:!ll.Q..J'Y, and 

' ' . 
' ~ ~ ~ 

.:tf1ll-.:t. .• they §..}}.9.Y..lA J?._e..,_e.2M.i£1~J' _ed_Jn .. _1ill.a.t.. .QJ'_d e_r_s__:t,hQ_ Second 

Y-i.S.C?::.~J'-e.~ idaq1;J.§J! .. Elr.YJ.Dlt..F!JL.ltQ_~J..:tA.o.n ... 9.JL.I~~ms ~lL..J:-9, i&. · 

- ,. 

Mr. THORN'(New Zealand) axplninad thG order in which 
. \ l 

• 

\ 
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he had placed th~ items to be discussed in plenary. 

Tho Adoption of the Ag.:mda - which itself left th..; door 

open to any r~vision of the Order by the Council - and 

the Repor~ of the Council to the Genern.l.Assembly, 
I, 

I r ' 

should clearly occupy tha first pla~es. Morc;over, it 

was desirable thnt the committGes sot up should be kept 
.,, 

supplied with work remitt0d from the P,lenary meetings, 

in addition to those itoms referrl3d to them-without 
' 

initial plano.ry discussion, and for tbnt r~asot1 ha. 

n~cposed that tho plJnary ncotings b~ next devote~ to 
I 

.initial discussion of Item 15, which could then b.a roferred 
. 

to thQ Socinl C~mnittde. ' Sinilarly, he proposed that the 
' I 

Roports of tha Region1:'.1 Conmissions, the Econot1ic Coo;. 
' 

ritssl:0r: "'.nd tho Food and Agriculture Organisation would, 
I ' 

after~initial pl~nary discussion, be refe~red' to'th~. 
I 

Economic Comnitt~e. But the Council should first have 

exnm.:.nad 'in plenary Items 25 - a question of liqui~ation .. . ' 
nnd '11. There follow0d a· block of items of L1inor 

i ,n?rtnncG., all of. which could be concluded in plenary. 

ItGms 3, 37, 36 and 39 should clearly b0 left to the tJnd, 

and Item 38 should be placed last. 

The CHAIRMAN extended a welcorae to tho First Vice­

President of tho Council, who. joined tho meeting at this 

stage. 

Ihe Comm:l,ttee_d·ecid'a)L_ . ..Qll. th9_llro:oosal of_ 'tl?:.q, 
I 

m91LP. ... YlC,E~PRESJ;:D:Wl.rr~ tpQ.t Item .1.Z....8l:!QJaJ.d be j?laC'~fj after 

Item 24 in tho .. r.JgJ}_!;-n_g.nd_ colJ.Ulln; _p.nd' that It.fml].i shoUld 

be placed after Item 6. · 
•'' 

/ 

The CI:-IAIRMAN recall ad thn·c the Cor.m!i tt,~;:; h~.d been 
/ 

equally divided on 'ivhethor or not It-em 21 should be dls;.. 
' I , 

cussed in plcmary, and asked for the opinion o~ tho F'ir st 
,. 

Vice-Pres'idont. 

.. 
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The FIRST VICE-PRESIDENT' felt that the argument of the 

New Zealand representative, that that question h~d already 

been fully diSCUSSed i'n plenary at the last Sf?SSion, WaS not ,. . 
valid, as .certain sections only of the Rep~rt of the Commission 

•' I 

on the Status of W6me~had been discussed. 
' . fie therefore 

I 

supporied the proposal that Item ·21 should be discussed in 

plenary. ' ,. 

!he Committee dec-ided by 3 vOtes. to_ 2· 1that· Item 21 shoulq 

pe discus seq _jjl. olem,ry ,· wher2.,_1D.._yi~tW_.9.f....,.the uro.iected 

departure of !1adamc L~faucheux ~hairman of the Commission on 
' I . 

the.Status'of Women, o~ 24 Ju+.y~t· would p~~laced 
I \ •' 

imm~iately after Item 1. 

' In reply to the Sec;:ond Vice~-President ~~ the FIRST VICE~ 
' PRESIDENT. stated that he felt it would have been preferable to 

allow. initial .plenary' discus.sion of Items 18 and 19, as some 
I 

representatives might not have Lad the chance, as.he himself 
I <.. .. 

had had, to express their 1views i~ full previously, but"he' 
f 

would not ask· that the aiscus~i9n be re-opened. He had an 

oper.. mind on the retention of Item 48. ,. 

Mr'~ ·YATES (Secretary of the Councilf, pointed out that the 
~ I ,._ • 

, ' • I , 
Repo'rt of the TI;ansport Commissio* had long been. available, 

I 
and the Committee d~cided ~accoJ'.9-J..n.gJ y_

4
to n1~c.e ... Ite.m . .J..a 

immediately pefore Item ~ 
I 

Mr. THORN (New Zealand) suggested that the Committee' 
I . 

recommend. to .. the' Council that it consider first Adoption of the 

Agenda, then the refzrence to Committees,-of.a.ll those questions 
I ' 

which were not to be initially discussed ~-n plenary,~ and, 

finally, tl:l~ remaining items.-in.the right-hand column of. 
• r 

document :E;c'. 3/10 in the order now agreed. 

The SECON.q VICE-PRESIDEIIT co~sidered su~h a recommenda-, 
I 

tion unnece~sary, as tho adoption of the Agenda would in 

'; 



·' 
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itself entail adoption of the items recommended by the 
• I ' 

·committee·and of the order in which they were-to be discussed. 
" · The CHAIRMAN pointed out, however, 1 that the Council 

·remained free to revis'e ·its. Agenda at an.v time under Hule 15' 

of its ·Rules of1 Procedure. 
I 

Mr. THORN (N~w Zealand) asked whether the recommendation 

of the Agenda Comnittee should not contain ~orne reference to 

· the question of plenary discuss:t.ons on the ~epo·r.ts of 
. l 

Committees anq to the priority of such discussions o~er items 
' ' in. the right-hand column of docume~t-. E/C. ~/10 whicli hau not 

been reached. , 

The CHAIRMAN stated that that wa's a questfon vhich would 

With reference to postponements, have to be considered later. 
"" .I -

he recalled that it had been de'Cicled to defer decisi.ons on 

Items 50, 2 an1 49 uz::til the next .meetir:g. He cotl"ld not 
~J f - ... 

support postponement of Item 10, and proposed· that the 
\ .l ' Committee adopt a procedure similar, to that followed 'vli th 

Item -38, placing Item 10 in the right-hand column1 between 
'' 

Items 13 and 4 .. . 
I 

The FIRST· VICE-PRESIDE;NT su~ported the Chairman 1 s 

proposal. The Council.had. expressed its ,views very cle.ar1y 
I ' . ' •, 

on the establishment of ~egional corrimiss'ions for under-
\ 

developed regions. The Economic Commission for Latin 
' 

Americ~ had a'iready been set up,, and considcra tj:qn of' the 
' ' " establishment of an Economic Comr.1ission for the Middle .. East 

\ ' should not· be postponed. 
r 

., 

Mr. THORN (New Zealand) repeated,, for the· benei:::.t .of the 
,, 

first v{ce-Preiident; the reasons:for hjs prop~sal that 

Item 10 be postponed. 

The FIRST VICE-PRESIDENT felt the parallel LtT'P'JD betwe·en 
• ol • ' 

Items lQ and 38 a false one, ~s,the Middle-East was not 

'· 

'-· 
' 

I ( 
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\ 

limited t'o Palestine. 
I 

Moreover, the Council wou~d be ~ble to 

decide' whether the establishment of an Economic Commission for 

the Middle East was desirable "in present circumstances only in 

the light of the report of the ~hoc committee~ which it had 

itself instructed to study that'problem. 
' 

Mr. THOR~ _(New Zealand) stated that he reluctantly ~pposed 

the CHAIRMAN's proposal. The ad ho~ cocrmittee's survey had 

been ,made before the recent deterioration in conditions ·in the 

Middle.East, which oade the whole p~cture one of utter ., ' 

uncertainty. No parallel could· be drawn between the 

creation of the Economic Commission for Latin America and the 

proposed creation of ·an Economic Comnission for' the Middle 

East, in view o'f -the difference in conditions obtaining in the 

two regions. 

The SECOND VICE-PRESIDENT felt that decision on this 
I 

' 
question should be referred to the Council. . . 

-Mr. PATIJN (Netherlands) supported that view.. As. a 

compromise, however, he suggested the inclu.'sion of Item 10 in 

the right-hand coluon, but near the bottom, so that \vhen it .. 
came to consider the _item, th~ Council would be in .a better 

position to assess the course that Middle Eastern developments 

we.r!3 ~ikely to take. 

' Mr. THORN (New Zealand) stated he would agree to that 
, 

suggestion, but the CHAIRMAN replied that he was opposed not 

only to ·postponement of Item 10 '· but also to any actj_on which 

might be taken to foreshadow its postponement by the Council. 

He could not therefore accept the Netherlands proposal. 
I 

. I 

Disturbed conditions prevailing in Asia and the 1-1iddle 

East had not prevented the setting'up of the Economic 

Commission for Asia and the Far East·, and to po:tpo.ne 
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consideration of the setting up of ari Economic Commission 

for the Middle Eas~ would be glaringly unfair'. It was 

moreover wrong to view the whole of the Middle East in the . , 

light of the Palestine problem; that would be to prejudge 

that problem, and would augur ill for any future· a?tion w~ich 

the United Nations might take in that field. 
I . 

The FIRST VICE--PRESIDENT warmly supported the statement .. 
made by the Chairoan. 

I ' 

Active economic measures were m6're than 

ever necessary in :those countries and regions at p.resent 1 

• t \ 
beset b:y~ political ~instabi·lity •. 

Mr. PATIJN (Netheriands) withdrew his proposal as it ·w::.,_s·: 

unacceptable to' the Chairman. 
I 

The Cornmi ttee decid~~ by 2 votes to l,.lLi th :2 abstentio_.p..[. 

to ..nlace ltem 10 betwesm ;Items lJ an9. 4 of those i terns .. to or.1 
. . \ 

g.Jscussed_in plenaa.., ·the representative. oJ.~NevJ ZeaJ.JW.il 

reserving his t?Q..s:J. tj.on·: 

The .classification and or.der of treatment as adopted, 
'• 

subject to the various reservations enumerated above, wa·s ·:-~s 

' 
' follows: 

'Items to be referred· to..: commj__tte.Q§_yli_thol!.t_j.ni tial · 

.PJ.y'nary~"tQJ.J.~ iQU: ' 

2J (1) Narcotic Drugs CoT.ll11ission· 

'34 Record~ of· the Council 

, 42 ,. Draft rules on ~calling of international·· 

47 

·l~ 5' . 

48 

conferences 

Financia::. procedure ' 

Rules of procedure 
/ 

~egal problems regarding'missing di~pl~ced 

persons 

16 Report on ~ef~gees· 

' • 

' I 

/ 
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19 

18 

~6 

Genocide 
t I 

Freedo~ of inform~tion 
' 

·Rel~tions with and co-ordination of 

specialised agcncfes 

28 Commission work programmes 

29 Draft calendar of meetings for 1949 

Items to be qiscusse4 in plenary (those marked with 

asterisks tg be discussed in plenary Only): 

1* 

21 

l.f.6~ 

15 

25* 
I 

12* 

? 

8 

9 

5 
6 

11* 

14* 

13* 

Adoption of Agenda 
" 

Status 'or women Commission 

Report of Council to General Assembly 
1 

, Social Commission report 

UNAC 

Transport Cor·n~lission repor~ 

.- ECE Report 

ECAFE Report 

ECLA Report 

·Econonic Commission report 

FAO Report 

Conservation of Resources 

Popula~ion Comcission heport 

St~tistical Commission Report 
j ' 

10 Report of ad hoc committee on.ECME 

4* Research Laboratories 

40* ITO· Conference 

41~ Maritime Conference 

44* Teaching United N~tions principles 
I 

27 Reports of specialised agencies 

20 Trade Union rights 
, 

22 Principle equal pay 

\ ' 

·- ...~-· 
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ICEF 

Human Rights' 

Use of Geneva library 
'I 

32* I 

30* 

t ' ICAO: General Assembly resolution on Spain 
' ' I 

. ~ ~ommi ttee on negotiations with s.p~cialised 
·, 

agencies 

31* Council NGO Committee 
35* Translation of the classics 

' \ 

33* Public administration 

3* Implement~tion of economic and social . 
recommendations 

37* Election for functional 'commissions . 
36*, Confirmation members of commissions 

. 39* ~lection Agenda Committee members 

Election of members for Economic Board for 

Palestine. 

Item to be deferred: 
l 

23 (2) - Administrative arrangements of Permanent 
' -

' · Central Opium Board 
No decision was taken on Items 2, 49 and 50 pending hearing 

I '' 

by the'Agenda Committee.or the Council of the views of the 

Organisation or Delegation which had proposed each Item. 

The,SECOND.VICE-PRESIDENT recalled that he had suggested 
... ' 

' that no formal obligation lay on the Committee to. invite the ,. . 
representRtive of the American Federation of Labour to exprec~ 

' ' . 
·his iie~s for a second time. 

' . I 

The CHAII~N pointed out that by Rule 14 of the Rules of 

Procedure " •..•• a specialised agency .• ·' .... which has- r~quest.Ad 

the inclusion o~ an item in the provisional agenda, sr:~ll be 

_entitled to present its views· through its repre-sentative 9.t 
' ~gz meeting of the Agenda Cocroittee at'which the question of ·• 

the inclusion of the item·is discussed"; . there could be'no 

doubt thA.t the word '}inclusion" referr'ed eq~ally to deletion 

' or ·retention of an item. . ' 

The meeting rose at ,2.25 p.m. ' / 

I . 

. , 

II' 


