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Present: 

Chai rman : Mr . R. Fr i sch . 

Vice Cha i rmen : Mr . R. 'Hilson 
Mr . A. P. Mor o zov 

Rappcr t eur : · Mr. I . Lubin 

Members : lv'x. Woulbroun 
Mr . J. Guimaraes 
Miss H . D . Bur,·rash 
Mr . T. "f. Wu 
Mr. E. P . C:l.sneros 
Mr. L. Ro.dimsk~· 

Mr. J. Ruef l' . . 
.tfJr. R . K. Nehru 
Mr . R. L . }\all 

(Nor"ro.y} · 

(Australia} 
(Union o f Scvtet Socialist Republics } 

(United Sta..t e s of America } 

(Bel gium) 
(Brazil) 
(Canada) 
( Chim.} 
(Cuba } 
( C zechoslovakj.e. ) 
(F r ance) 
(India ) 
(Uni ted K:..ngdom) 

Represent s. ti vee of Spec~.lllized Agenc i es : 

Mr . E. J . Ri ches 
Mr. F . L. McDougall 
Mr . Frazer 
t-lr. G. de Inenrieu 
f'.-ir . A. Zaki Saad 

. Seoretar~ of the Commiss i on : 

lv'l!' . D . vle i ntraub 

(Int ernational Labour Organizaticn) 
(Food and. Acr::. culture Or gani za.ti on ) 
(UNESCO ) 
(Internat ional Ba nk) 
(Int ernational Monetary Fund) 

Mr . RUEFF (France) asked '~he ther t he Ccmmissi on could. r.o i nto pr1 vat e 

sessicn, £ince he felt t hat not encnch t ime ha d been devoted tc the d i sc us s i on 

of polic;,c It!D.tter s . He !3u&;e s t ed thc.t Mr. o,~an be a sked to a t tend the pr i va te 

seesic:n . He indicated th9t subjects he wished to have di sc ucsed in pr1. vate 

se?.eicn cr:-·ncerned a. number of i tems on the a eenda "lh:i ch as yet had f cund 

nc def i nite S( lution. 

/The CHAIRMAN 
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The · CHA'I:RMAN enid he 1muld try to roake arrancements lri t h Mr . Owen la tP-r 

in t he day . He t hen called t he Commission' s a ttention to document E/CN .l/W.8 . 

1. ]:tem_f?_ J...L..Jh. 9 cf th~ .. ~en~ 

Mr. NEHRU (India ) felt the d'Jcume·•t did not give. suff i cient emphasis 

tc the fact that methcds of cam~osition 1 as well a s the type of indi viduals 

Hho should serve en t he Sub-COllllliS~ions , had not ye t heen dec ided . He 

sugGest ed a dding a bri ef paragraph t o ·Lhe effect that the I ndian member 

wished t c. give further consideraticn to methc ds of compClsition :l.n the t erms 

of reference adopted by the Econol!l1c and Social Council . 

The CHAIRMI\N 1 speakinc:, en behalf vf Non 1ay, l TaS cf the oplnion that 

by submitting names of cand:i.dates, members uoul d a utomn. tically express their 

vj_e,·rs on the ruittire c f the composit::ion of Sub -Cc·mmisslons . 

111!' . HilSON (Aust.r alta) pc..•i nt ed out that no discussion had: ae yet taken 

pl ace en t he sub,jec t as to v!hether the Sub-Commissions shoul d be entirely 

composed c·f experts 1 partl y ccmp.osed of e:x-perts , or enti.rely drawn f r om 

this Commission . I f the docv.ment Hl:I.S baaed ,_;n t he assumpt ion that all 

members cf the Sub -Coiillllissicns should be outside exper t s , the matter l-rould 

, ,. .. -- - .. ... 11 • • • " 
1.1.0.'10' VI.. VO' U.. t. C:H., V.DUOU , 

ll.r . HALL (United Kin(~dom) agreed wi t'h the ·member frcm I ndia that a 

decieicn wcul d have t c be taken on t he matter of colllposit i on . He str on£Y.y 

fel t t:hat at lea s t s<me of the members of the Sub-Commissions ehould al s o 

serve on t his Ccmmies~.on , 

Mr. RUEFF (France)_ t hought tuo me thc-ds vere open to the CollJlliseion : 

one tc discuss the general principles ; t wo to subm'. t names and subsequently 

di scuss on what pr i h<Hpl es t he SEllect i on had to be bas.'ed . .He pre ferred. the 

lat. t e'r course , but felt some mentio·n ·or this matter snculd be made .in t he 

second par agraph. c-f document E/CN .l/l~ .8. 

Mr. MHPZi::OV (Onion of Soviet Soc i alist Republ ics ) said t hat t be 

Union of Sovi et Soc1aHst Republ i cs membe r had point E'l1 out previousl y that 

i n the v:l ew of t he Government of t he Un ion of Sovi e t Socialist Republics 
1 



the ccmpcsi t-!.c..n of su·b -Ccronissions should b0 sim:.lar to tlis.t of Cc:;iJ:lissic:1s, 

since they ·Here all bodies of the Unit0d l'Jatio:ts. H<3 re@'et.:·.od. t:r.a.t this 

pc int of via·..; had not b6e::l t nke!1 ir.to :.=tcc.cu::;.t; and.. s ~,atod that tte curr-mrt 

d.ifficuJ..t:,es 'tlith '·?hich the Cw.miesicn · w:1-s f3.::::ad in this zr£.tte:c, confi rmed 

his point of vie,·r . The or~~· ccrrect princi ple ·Has for rne!·ii:>ers of 

Sl~t-CommissiO:lS to be repr·3Sellt8:i:.iV0f3 of GO'lt:rn.'l1ents F.l~IC< cthe:t 'C'n.ited nations 

boC.:i.es . Eq_ui table' eE:JographJ.cal distribution l.JOUld. htWEJ to be taken into 

cc-nsid8:;.'at~Ln , even vr!1.en tt Ca!'1tS t o selectinc experts. 

The CliAIRi.!.AN pointed out tbn t eny me'Jiber '·laS of course, free to present 

hia reservaticns, and askec'. the member frc:n India vThethtn: he ;-rished. his 

rese:;.~vation matntained. 

Hr . NS-:.:r.u (I:ldia) felt that i n vievT of d iverg,::;nt opinicw~ , and in vieu 

Of the fac·t. that the :t.cattc:C lTOuld have to CCme Up again for diSCUSSiOn at 

t he ne:r.t meeting of the CclliDl.lssicn, there '\<las little advan~aga i n new 

att&-upt i ng to prcduce a document 1-1hlch tried t o reconcile the dHferent 

point s cf vi<::n·:. 

Mr. WILSON (Austral::.a.) stat ed that several mer::1>ers might wish to express 

d.ifferent v16v.rs , but suc;Jes t ed an a:xendment to the firs t paragraph, \Thich, 

he felt, ,.rould in any case !Jenni t the Commission to obtai n nar.ies of possicle 

candidatas now, a..'1d then decide a t the next m3etii.13 ·t-rhat proportio:l of outsid.e 

experts the Sub -Co;;ruiss:ions sr10~ld have. 

Mr . WJ ( Ch i r:a) agreed \·ri f.h the rr.embars frcm India a.1d the · 

Union of Soviat Socialist Re~ublics tr.at there had not been s 1~ficient time 

tc d.iscuss the matter cf princ:l.ple in ~ .eneral, but t hat menticn siJoul0. be 

n:ad.e cf t he need f e-r equi table eoccra~)!:\ical distri"oution . Tl1 :i.8 Yi81J1 \vas 

alsc supported by Jvlr. R11DIM3KY (Czechoslcvakta) . 

Mr. l!CJ added that the HU.i::]i)Jj Bights Ccm:'liS::>ion hnd recant.ly stated tha t 

m;;:.nbers of Co:r!llissions were not experts , but repr es enta t:\. ves of Govo.t•nLIJ'-'nts -

a statement ;.rhich n·::lgl'lt 1ead to a revision of defir.itton 'by the Economtc:. and 

Social CcU';'lGil . On the •rhc.le, !1e incliaed toward the view expresse-d by the 

fyr_,om'cer 
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member f r cm tte Un i.. t n of S0v j c t Sc.c ialiet Pe,?llblic e , t hat :::.::.:~~:-. :::~s ct' 

f:iub ··Ccmmisc :~ ens should be g0vcr runent represe:1 ta t i ves r a t~1e.r than out s ide 

experts. 

The CFAL~-1E\N, opeak inc, 0n behaJ.f of No:r~oJ<tS.y , sucges ted an amendment to 

pa:racraph 2 t o t he e f f ec t ·(hat since there ha d. bean no t iE:le t o :lis c uss t he 

pr :ino).ples of con~csi tion or the .i ndi vi du.lla t o be cal~? ct.;d., rlacia io~1 on t he 

ma t ter had been d.ef f)r:ted t o the naxt mee t i ng cf tho Cor:Jni ss i on . This 

umend.ui.~at ¥?. :3 supportt~d by hr . RU::J:FF -(France) vho s u.sEJestt'ld t;.a t it be anopted 

a nd. th: .. t d.ct a t e otould be clos~cl . · 

ii"LC . CIS:m~RGS. (Cuta) f elt l;Oth ti'1e Ch!ti~"'l and. Mr. Fuef f had tde:cl t o 

rcconci~ .e different pc. intt~ of ·, ta,·r, 'h'l t he di d. not 'belie're t:1at t he C!.1~1r::nan 1 s 

a::r.end:":'lent tc -p<:"'.r agr aph 2 vrcu.lcl J'.lf-'at the si t uat.i on . I.t 'Has i;Lpos s ible t o say 

t hat t here h•::d nc..t t een su:Z':Liciont tj.me ·to .d.i.ecus s rrir· ~: i!lle s, ospecia.llJr 

since there wn.IJ yet t t :ne k ' conti nuo the d.e~ute u.ni t o have th0 paragr aph 

red.rcd:'ted s0 as tv brinr; 1 t. m0r e i nto line >rith the o.ctuc.l d.i scus oion . He 

a lec suppcr t e d the vi ev t hat the prin~tp.:a of geocre;phh;a l d.is t rlbution 

nee c,ed etnphD.SiE . 

t11!' . EALL (Uil ited K'in 13dcm) suppor t ed M:- . Rueff and t he. at1enonent put 

f or "'.-ar d b y t he me·!:lber fro.u UOM·TC!,y Hhi ch, in his v i e v , c cver ed all opinicr.s 

expressed vri t hout c c!llil!i ttint, any of tha me:ro.'bers to any Gi v~n cam;e 1 leaving 

the matt er ~c be settl ed a t t he next meo t ing. 

1-A.r . N:SiiRU (India ) euc~~sted t hat in def errinc: the matter t o t:.e nex t 

· meeti ::- ~ .. such -procedure should not -prec::ude msmber.s from r e vl vine t heir 

r eBerYati.cns . 

M~. LL':sm (Un i ted St a t~s c,f A.merica ) supported. I·lr. Ru0ff 1 H sugg~stion to 

cJ.oee d.e-~ate and t o adept t he Chair~.n 1 s E>lllendment t o tte seco~·~d paragra ph . 

Since t he v t e·;.rs of i ndi v i ci.<<al I:.<:o mber s ·•rcuJ_d. find expres!:!iOI:l .i n t he suw.ta::·y 

r Bccr cl, he ·f e lt t ha t a footnote to t hat affect might be -ad,de,d i n Ute. 

Cc~ission ! s r epcrt . 

/':!lr. l-l!I.SON 
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Mr. WilSON (Auatralia) fe l t th~:t. tt ntimber of membe·rs were . not yet 

certain what views . they m-l.c;ht hold on further examination of the question 

vf cGillpoci ticn, and aske.d for the del etion of the firs t two lines of the 

eecmd paracraph, and for addit :i.ort of hie runendment tc the fi rst paragraph. 

The CRAIDMAN, speakinc on behalf of Norway, supported Mr . ir!Uaon·' s 

pr cposal, addi ng a further amondlnent of his Olm. to the third paracraph, 

third line, after the lrord "Commission", "the views vhich he holds on the 

ccmposi ti <..n· and list of t he names ... " 

l'.r . LUBIN (Un i tod States cf Jl.meric.a) f el t that the issue of composition 

could ne t be . discussed by mail , . but· lrould have tc. be discussed at the next 

meeting of the Commission ~ Mr. Lubin added that the l atter part of the 

third p~racra-ph, askine members to submit statements resarding indiViduals 

they recommended .for ~mberohip cf the Sub-Commissions; covered this point . 

Mi as BURWAf>R (Canada.) ,. i .n supporting Mr . Lubin, po ih t ed out. ·ths. t 

definite s tatements <n me t hods 9:f composition might lead to crystallization 

rather· than clarificati on· of princi9les, making f uture di scussions· more-

difficult . 

The CHAIRMAN) speak:~nc:; on behalf of Norway, vi thdrew his sugge stion 

rec..ardi ng t he third. po.ra(!r3.!}h, The · first end s econd pa.rasraphe were accepted · 

as amended and no"' read: 

" It was the consensus of the Cc~i~sion that caref~l consideration 

should be given to the rlualif:~cations of the individuals to be 

appointed tc .the Sub-Cc.mroisaions on Emplo~ent and Economic Stability 

and en Economic Development, and to the pri.nci-ol es according to which · 

they would .. be .chosen. It was Gene r ally felt that the members of 

the Sub -Co:nm1.ssions , Hhether drm-m from the membership of this 

Co~ission ~r from other s0urces; shoul d be qualified exper ts whose 

lmp•rledge of their specific f :!.e l ds ·'"culd ... enable them to make a 

definite ccntribl;ltion .t o the l-rork of the respective Sub-Commiss.i ons . . 

j"It was 



·. ~'It. was at;reed> -t hat· definite conclusions a s to the p-ri nc iples 

<Ch l-!h'ich member-s of the '.S'ub:<}-..JJD!i{soiona' shou~a··be sel~c-ted, e.rid. 

the selection c f indi v idtl..UB to . serve as members I shculd ·be deferrecf . 

until t he · next. saosi~n of tbls c-0imnlss1on ." 

Tlie CBAIF.M.I\N s tated tb~t · Mr~· MOROZO'f. (Union f' f Soviet .Soc·1~li·at Re::ublics) 

coulci. .fee l freo to ·IIL)ko· fur t hsr c-hanges ufter reeei v11l8 the ani.ended .t~xt . 

~ec.ard:i.hg the t hird pal:'aerapb; · Mr. NEHRU' (India'} suageste d the . 

del eticn of t he wcrd "definite 11
, and t he· word: "accordi'ngl'j"·, in vi~w 

of t h'e revisions in para(3rn, hs r· and 2·. 

Mr. 1-IIISON (Australia) a·skod to ·have "carn-yfn,g on" replaced by · 

"carrying ·<'ut ''.. The t h ird: :paragraph .·'!rea · accepted wi. t h t heee changes. 

· ~e eRA~, speak i ng on, beh~lr· of Norway; r~cardtng paraGraph 4, 

a sked: t c have .the term. "oevera l tilnes a yeart' replaced by "once or · 

twice o. year", a wording i't~'ich Mr.· BALL (United Kinc dcm ) regarded as ··. 

t oo prec1.6e 1 bu t whir;h Mr .. l-!U (Chine.) appr oved. 

l>1r ·• tEHRu· (India) asK:ed t o · ha va the · word. "would'·' chal'J8~d t~ "mi8h t" 

1-rherever j_ t c ccurred . in t be f ourth pare.(~raph . 

Mr . i~:JEFF (France) object ed to ·thQ phrase 110(''>CP or t'~if:le" as well 

a s !-'twt" or three months" , · ref1ardin.::, both. as teo preoioe . He sugges ted 

t hat the l ar.t sentence cf the par.:l.(.3raph eho'Uld be deleted . ' .. 

The tr~IRMAN, sp~aking on behalf of Nc.nra.~r , felt 1t "me · important 

t c arrive a t tbe ~crrsct moani~G oi l~ngtb of aessicns, ·s1nee it ' 

constitut ed a · fo.ctn· '•hich ·m.lght well d.e~mine t&e tJ-pe of p13rson 

wi lling ·to serve en· tho Sub -Ccmmdssiona . 

Mr . wn:.soN· {Aust ral. '!.a) susf;est ed the pb.ri.se "perhaps· t,:H.ce r a year,., 
lmi ch vas aoee})t ed •. . 

Mr. ~t.mrN - (United Stateo of. Amor '!.ca) sug£;oStGd 3.:\ - lUileLldo~ont to ' the 

l ast sentence c f the ·!>aragrapb, vni ch vas accepted ·and' new ' road: '"under 

excepti<:-nal oircum.3W.oeo longer : 'ses~ions may 'b~ ne&a811." ;.·' ' 

/The :fourth 
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The fourt h paragraph 1vas accep t ed in .its entirety ~vi th t he 

al'ove ·menticned chanees • 

.tvt.~. '1\TJLSON (Australia) pr oposed tc. dele t e t !1e fifth paragraph 

~.n ~ct e entS.re ty , sinee it 1·1as n O I'l' ·cc,ve:.:~ed 'by the amended second paragraph. 

Thi s t:n. s accept ed.. 

Mr. FAD~KY (Czechoslovakia ), regarding the sixt h paragraph, 

asked that t he decision re:;e.rding the appoint ment of alternates should 

be left t C' · the Ec.on· mlc and Social Council, aft er uhioh t he Commi ssion 

should tA.ke t he IJ.Uestion up a cain at its .next m~eti.ng. 

Nr.NEITnU (India) supps;rte<l the view of t he meillber fro1a 

Czechcslc vaki a. 

Mr. JJUBIN (U~1i'G0 d St.<::.tes cf Alnerlca) poi nted c.ut that the matter 

had been discusoed. at a previous meeting, 'trhen t her e had been no 

objection t o the provision of not pemitcing the appo lntment of 

alternat es. 

Mr . v.omzcv (Union ::_.f Soviet Socialist Republics) objected to 

this provision of not permitting t he appointment of a lternates as 

he had a!£·eady prev~.ously stated . Mcreover, s i nce this ,.,ae ·a quest ion 

of ~r inciple, and t ha Ccmmission tad agreed t o defer discussion of 

pri nc i ples, this debat e 1-ras out vf order. 'Vlh ile he personally felt 

t hat it was imperati ve to have alternates~ . he f avoured exclusion of 

the parar,raph from the document . 

Mr. CISI\'EROS (Cuba) supported :Mr. Lubin. He ,.as C:t;>posed · t o the 

a:>point ment of alternates , and considered it proper for the Ccm:nission 

tc express its vi el-rs on tl1e subjeqt without regard to •;hat the 

Economic and Sccial Councn mi~ht dec i de . 

Mr. LUBIN (United States c,f Alno :i.~ ica) a~ked f or a vcte on whether 

members cf Sub -Cc..m:nissiGns ehculd be permi tted to appoint alternates. He 

moved that such appointments should not be pe:i."'Illitted. 

/r-1r. lv'DJ:\DZOV 
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Mr. M)E~:?OV (Uni c.n of. Sovi e t .Socialist Republic-s) thcught t he 

a ppo::ntment cf a l ternates ccul d net be precluded a~ this t ime , s ince 

it 'Jaf; not the pr actice of other United Natir.:m~ Qrgans . 
. . . . ' . 

. lvlr .• NEB~IJ (Ir:>.dia ) fel t the 1_ueati.on was ·oound. up ,.,i th the 

princ~plas of ccrr..pc.s i tion; and could no more be discussed at this 

m0etine than o:the r matte r .s of pr~nc_iple , such as whether members 
. · .. 

Hould be representatives of Goverr.ments or no t , 

The CEAIFVu\N , sree,ki.Ilti en behalf cf Nor,>ay, stl.'l. ~ed that men.ber:s 

of Sub -Ce-l!il!lissions would be a-,pointed by t his Cqnoaissicn _as indlY1dual s , 

and it ~sup .to t his Commissicn .to d3cide on matter,a _of .eeo&raphical 

d.is~ributio:r., ccvcrn::-~o:;:.t reproscr.t a t i on, e t c ., a l thou&"'l wit hin the 

terlll8 of ref.etence such memberf! would f i nally have t o be approved by 

their Gcverrm,tents . H o,.,ever , he ~id not see . why it 're.s not prOpQr .. for 

the Commission tc· dec ~de qn the q_ues ticn of alt ernates. 

Mr . l!.ORO ?.OV (Unicn of Soviet Sc::cialist Republics) poi n ted out t hat 

even i f the Cc-mmisaion . dec ided. t o a ppoint cutside experts rat her t han . . . ., •' ' . . 

Government ;representati ves, it could Wlder no c t ~cumsta.nces ~ viol~te 

the princi-ple of ·&eoBr a iJh ical .dietr,ibution .• s ince this ll!l.& a vital 

IJrinciple c f t he Un:t ted No. t iona . . 

The CEAiffi1AN calle d f or a vo te on the f irst sentence of the sixth . . . . . 

paragraph_. vrhic?- , new ~~.ad: "The ~Jo:r;ity Qf t he Cc:rnmisaicn "I-IUS . of t he ·. . . . . . . 

opinion t hat the members of t he Sub -Ccmmis:3.ion should not be permitted 
' ... 

to appoint al t~:rn.at~s ." 

T11e met i en 1-;as carr:l. ed . 

.Hr. MOIDZOV (Unicn of $oviet. Soci alist Republic8) f el t it wo 

important t o explai n t hat cnly D:ine- of the -~iftqen members of th~ 

Ccruniss:l.on had vc ted . Since it 'Has impossibl e to. aiJpc.lnt alterpat es , 

the o:tl:ers present bad no right .t o. _vcte, "t-rbiqh, be fe l t , proved his point 

tha t the prch1b1t1. o~ of . appointins alternates mieht eas ily lead, :to wrone . . . . . . 

c c·ncl ue 1 r ns . 

/Mr . WILSON 
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1-tr . HILSCN ·(Austre.l ie, ) i ndicated that '"h::.le he had vot!3d ~n f avour 
. .. . ' . . 

c- f t lie mc t i c. n , .he wcul d. vote ~geinst includ:i.n(! th~. y>aracr.aph_ . ~-n t he 
. ... ! 

re-p. r 7,, since . 1 t "~!:" uld magn~fy the i e::;ue out .of pro?-;~ortion to c.ther . . 

equally i mp · rtant issues. He theref~.,;re m<ned t hat t he pa:rag:..~aph 'be 

deleted i ri i ts entire t y . 

lfJl•. CISNERC'S ·(Cuba) , while acr~e ing T,ba t it would be necessary to 

mention the absence of manj• members, fe l t the question of alternates was 

t eo :i:mportant n0t · · t o be :tncluded in. the report . 

Mr . 1VILSO~ (.Aua tral'ia ) expl ained the;.t he had voted f or t he desir ability 

' of the !principle cf not perm:i.tting the ap pointment of al t ernates . However, 

Hith sc. many ma.mbers apsent , and no absolut e major:i.t~· , t he vc te , if 1ncl uded 

in the report, would ::.·equt re,_ a lenBthy exp~anation , He had a sked. to have 

the matter re-opened b€lcanee , as it. otocd1 1t wculd otheM·Ti se r eceive 

undue pr omi nence . . . .. ' 

Mr . · M'JIDZCV (Uni on c f Suv~et .. Scci alist Republ i cs) supported t he v:e,<s 

c·f t l'le member frc;m Austr al l!'t1 pointine out the uns.atisf actory si tuat:i on in 

1-rhi ch thi s · Ccmmiosi c-n f ound J. t.self ~t thi ~ ver y moment . For t y '9er cent of 

the rr~mbers were ab sen t ; end sine~ they were not permi ttei to appcint 

alternatec, they were t hus :;revent ed from presentinc; the i r point s of vi ev . 

As t !le matter s tood., t he· -po.esibUi.ty of t;tppotnt ~ns a l tez:w.tes hBd now been 

.. exc:ludod even bef~;re di scussion of f>l:'neral pr i ncipl es ·'"h) ~h hai been 

'deferre i t L the n'ext .meet1n:; cf the Con:missi.on , 

·Mr . NEHRU (Indie) associated himself with the vi elle expressed by the 

members frcm AustraEa and the Union c.-f Scviet Soc i al ist Republ ics . 

Mr ,' LUBIN (Unit..e d Stat es of America) agreed to have the retter re -cpened 

p:r<..vi ded i t wa s confined t c; t he i s sue of t-rhether cr not th1.s debate and 

vct e shoW.d be incl t;ded ::.n th~ rercr t . . He P.oin t ed cut t hat t he SUI!lll'\ar~· record 
. . ' . . . 

·of ' the · meeting •woUld r~:;;'leat the . vie,•s of all . t~e reembers and he asked that 

the ~epc!'t shot~ld. ±ncJ.ndA a. statement to the effect " t he major ity of t he 
.. ., t ; ' ' 

niez;tbcrs p r esent were of the opinion" rather than " the ma j ority of t he 

Cc.mmiss :S on . , . " 
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.-Mr, RUEFF (France) supported the deletion of tha ·.rii-st= sentence of the 
:.: .. 

sixth par'ngraph but wa~ opposed t o further diocui:Hiic>n . 

Tp_e C~AIR"iAN said that if the Jr'ltte:- wer e r eopened, · the United States 

pr oJ;-oSP.l would o.Jeo ha-ve t o be con.e1dered , 

. M1,ss _;BpEV{A.Sa ( Canadb~ felt that the question of al ternateb !Was a matter 

of principle a Dd should therefore not be di scussed now . She ·favoured 
: .... 

deletion of t!le -p[;< .. rag.:•;_l ·p~l . 
' 

.. . T.he CE\"f ~l..-1..'.:, :-ore;;,~-;:~. 11{-S o;1 bd::.ll f of Norway~ disagreed, a v·i~ew supported 

r eport . If i,b e ~:~tter were excll.: .. ~ . .,;: on t:Je bas ~.s the>. t 911-l'y''nine voting 

mem1>ers ha~."~een ~)~'A'jent , most ot h ·C':r deciaione of the CorMM~sion 'Would be 

sub_j oc t to exc::l.1.1cJ 2.•)n on the s 3me gr.~J"t:nds . 

The c~··.nr .. :: . .:r sai d that there v:ere two motions before the Comni.tsaion, 

~name~y tho:.-~~ ( •f :the United States and fi.uetralian memb ers . Be asR:ed that a 
' • "! 

vote shou} ti "be -c~.ken on the Australian pj~oposal as the one furthes t r emoved. 
. . ' . 

~: LJ::.4 ·:.:~ (tJni t ed S1;atea of P.lli0r:ica) asked 1-rhether the previous vote 
··. 

of , 7. t o 2 . stood, and vihether the Australian motion re\'er~ed mer ely t o 

dele.ting .tJ:l~ . pa:c::1gr a-ph from the Ccr.;nission' s ~~~p'ox't t 6 th_e Economic and 

Social Council. 

Mr. WlLSO!I (~ustra~ts) ·r eplied. that the vote naturally stood , but that 

the matter itself was of no greater impo~tance than man~ others on which 
•. ,,. 

. ' 
the Coremission had ~itber ?.greed or dlsfl~reed . To mention -the vot e i n 

the ;!:'cror .t. S -'"1:_1 .1 gi ,:e it un::uo pror;.in.enc;e . Mo:c·eover; the small numb er 

of De~be!'s. ''-~t':' .b .c· ~- "'·en n".Jl~ to votA v . .!.~ht give the Ccuncil ·the.,.yer y reason . . . . 

· re~ommend~tions on _the subJect to t he Economic and Social Council. 
> 

• ~ Mr . .CISNEROS (Cuba) said it was his b elief ;that the Commission had 
' -~' 

aJ r C'-<,tdy vot ed ' on +ncluding the I:Jatter in tho r epor -t . 

/Mr . \-TI LSON 
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Mr . \o!ILSON (Aust±-alia) pointed out ·that th~ vote had b'een taken on the 

pr i n-:: i ple and that ·if Mr. Lubi n was willing t o withdraw his ~IJ.tion, ~e would 

be willing t o ·withdraw ·h is own, which had, in ~act, been an amendment t o 

Mr. Lubiri·'·s mot i on,· and introduce an , ent irelJ new mot ion . He pr oposed t o 

let the vote on ·the pr:incipl€ stan:a; end mcved t.nnt the pa,r agraph should be 

d~leted 'f rom the ··=r epor t . . ThiB. motion :\1."88 seconded .by !vir .- . MORO~OV 

(Union of Soviet so,~ ialist R')~Ublic e ) , . Mr • . NBillfu (India) and 

Mr . RuEFF {Frarice} . 

· The C11Am1AN asked f or ·a vote on the Austr al·:LaH inoti<:m, na.Jnely i(hat 

t h e vote · previously t aken should be applied 01tl.f· to · the ·pr inciple without 

reference to the i nc l usion in ·or exclueto~l from the Cci!llliss i on1 s r epor t t c 

t he Councll . 

The motion W8S· carried. 

The CHA1RMAN th·en called 1'-or a v : te on the Australian motion t ha t no 

r e f er ence t c this matter · (par a graph ·6 of document E/CN.lfd .e) should. be 

made i n the Commiss ion ' s r eport t o the Economic -and Social Counci.~ . 

Mr . UJBIN (United Stat es. of f:.meri ca) seconded the mot ion, express ing 
. . 

the hope .thet . discus sion on the matter wou:):d -b e cover ed fullJ- in the 

summe.r~ r ecord . 

The moti on was carried~ 

I n r efer ence to the seventh par agraph of document E/CN . l/W .8 , the 

CRP.rnMAN remarked that · Sub-Commiss i ons migh.t };lave t o handl e cer tain matter s 
. . 

differently from Commissions. bS· meeting in pr i vat.e . 

·Mr . Il.JBIN (Unlted .States of Ameri ca) pointed out that Commissions had 

t he r ight to go into exe~utive eeeai ons • . 

Mr . :RUJ!.'FF (France) a.greed with the Chairman. While the Snb- Coiilrnissiono 
. . 

would be ccmpoeed· of only se:ven r egular mei:lbers , as rum.; as eleven different 

or ganiza t :!.ons mi ght be a leo r epresented . Thus the latter would outweigh 

r egular members in number e.nd make i t imposslb.le f or Sub-Commissions to 
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work in small groups. 

He :ther ef or e s uggested. t hat '~!1e ~ecr.~tar.iat shou.l .d study _the legal 
" • L J. : :· -~ . • ·: ·~ · · ' ~ . 7 ~-: .~ ~ ... : .. . . · • · - . . ... --rt··._: · , .. ·· 

a spec:t of the provision and prepar e a diff:er~qt_ t ex t accord.:l.ng to which 
; . . ... -~· : .. ·: :' :·I. :. :· · . . ..; ... .. : . . ·.: · :· .. ; ' · . . · : • . -~.- ~ ,.._ ..: :· .: ·- . . · . . 

t he 8\lb-Commlssion could have _ c).0!3~d )neetingt. . . 
.. . :. . . . · . . ' · . . ' . . . .. •. ;··: ·. ~: tJ .... . ;: ~;. · ··:: .,;.~ , . 

Mr. _WEIN'I'+iAUB . (Secretar~at) po inted ou:t that according ~? '!:;he 
; . ; l,'. • • · • :·' ~ : : : • • ~ ; ··r " · · . ~ . . · ·.'" · ~ ' - . _ .. : · · . ~ : 

agreements between the_ Vnited Nat~ona and Speci alized Agencies, the _latt er 
. • . "' : : . .• . • . : . : . . . . • :: •• • ~ • ,_ . . · -. ·: . ~ • • • • ·. : • :. . • • ~ : • ' ! • :: ;: . 

cou+c:i b e pre&ent a.t a n;) meeting of Ullitad Nat ions bod lea. 1hat provision, 
... · : , ; : • f ·. : . • . . • : . ' . • ~ • • • . . # • t .... ..·, ·.. .f ··=· ·. ~ . . . . .. 

he f elt, vould also .a.pply to. Sub- Ccl!lll;lisa i ona .• . He ~id rot tpink, how~ver, 
. ·. . ' ··~ . ! . ~ .!· • • .• ~ . • • ' ' . , c, • .:. • • • l 

t hat the prob lem would ariee i n practice since Sub-Commissions could 
1 : : ; · ~ , :. ·r . ~ • 

: ar:range inf orma l pr i vate meetings . Special.ized Agencies yer e .. composed of 
~: . :·· . :!..· · , \'. :: .' : <' ' -~· · . · ·: ·~.: ." ":. '. •' ·.'·. ~ . . 

member .Goyernments who a l so belonged. t o the Uni ted Nat~ons ; explicit 
• • • • ·. .. • • •• ' • • • • ~ • • • • ; • -~ •' • • • • • • • • \ : : . : • • • • 1: t ... ·· .. ,. . 

exc+u~ ion of apec_if~Ji ~,l~d agepci~a .. ~·,wu_ld._ ~m_.Ply secr et d~.scuss ::.on. ,· 
I. ~ ' ' • ~ ' • • 'I ' I ' , \ ' ~ ,. ,' ; ~ -: ' ' ~ '. ' ' : 

Hr. Ru:EFF {France) indicated t hat he could not agree yith t het view. . ~ .. . . . . . : . . .. . 

It was riot a questi on of secrecy o:- of e~clu~~n~ S~ecial,l_z~d Agencies from 

r apy _me.~~iP8~ but :ret-her_ a que!3tion of efficiency_ yh~~cl'} . vas, more easily 

· ach ieyed by 'sma.ll .w?r~ipg 6l:~_up;~ . :· _ Gom~}~·etnbe::s _ o~ t~~ Commi,~sion ,w~uld be 

exdlu~~d.as well. The Specialized Ag~nciea wpul~ b~ ~~fo~~d of the 
; ,,;, · ... 

Sub,-Con:missions .work:., · 
. . . . •, . . . '! . ~ . ;. .. : . : ': ·. ~ -.. . 

. ' 

I'TT!..,_ ,.,'tTA .,....,..,\1 /\llT --·- - - --.L. - ..1 
, .-.u'-' , YUl'\~.:.u.·.a::•• . a..> ~j;l~~· ·":'""'""" 

.· 
~~-- 'T:'t .. _ ___ ,_ 
v.u\..1 J.' .a. Q44VU 

-- - - ------ - - .- .. .J -- ... t - __ _., ,.._ - - ·--- .., - - · - - ~- .1. .. ..) 
~ ~~~ U-.JV~ ....... .._...V.L V ~ ~ , V ~IQ." C... U\.A. O~Qt.:)V0\.4 

that it c0uld be mentioned in the repor t as f ol l ows: "if i t is in acc~rQance 

with the r ules of procedure of the Economic and Social Council or the 
~ ' · · ~ . · . · .~ •' .. ~ . t· J . 

Gener al J.\~~embl;y , _'the , Cprnm+ sf!.ion,t~e+.e tRat tq~ ,S~b~Commi~s;~_o~ on 
. . , . . . ~ . . . . .. . . . .. .. 

Emp;Lo~ment. end, Economi<;: $~ab.ili t;y .lind ~n ,Econoipi<! , De~elo~m,~nt ~ay g~ into 
. ~ . . . ... . .. . , .. . . . . : "' ' 

executive s ess i ons ~hf?n~ver · they deem _neces$8-ry." . 
. . . .. . : ·,'· 

. M:t:. ,HAL~ (United_, Kingdom) f.el t .that t}?~. C9mmission should first find 
~. . ~ . . . ..I".. ~ . . .. . : ;. . . . . 

out i f it wa.s within its compet ence to ~ke dec isions on the matter. 
• ! • . ::.,~ • • .~ . : .' • : .: ·. • . . ;.. .. 

--: • /rhe CJiA!RMi\.N thougpt that i.r~ySJ;ec ti v~ _of its term~ , o;t' reference 1 the 
' ; . • . . ' • . . . .• ' . . . • . , • - . .• . . •.• ~ • .:. . · .~ ,"!. 

··. Cornrnt ss~ rm .. was ~nti t~ _e«;i .:t(~ E!t.a~r. t.h.~.t ~ t ~.on~ide.~ed . the _rnle~ _of .- pr_;cedure 

.~n.effl,c,le.~t;; . ~e.~ corrchldf~d th~t _ tb~ --~P,l?ropr_f-B:te_. c~1~s-~ ?,f a~re(:Jmen~ b etween 

/the United t., : •. ' . . . "; 



by M'." . :;T~L:J ( Un i ted Stat e;::; of Ame:r:ice. ) did not pr ovide fo:..~ Su':--Comrlli saions 

s i nce i t diJ not Ment ion taam . 

E:r. ~·lacDCU\~ALL (.f~:)Od a nd. .a..gricul ture 0rganiza~1on) fe l t. t :!lat t:!le 

a g."C'0ements i ncl ud.ed Su"J-Col!U!Jissi ol!s} e've:1 if t he:t did l!Ot recnt i on t hem. 

n t ·~:hich S:Jecit~-l ized Ag0ne1eo 1til'Ul d not b e r'=:present ed . In view of th8 

~er:ll'.S of :r·ef3ren~e } to• ..... ever } Spec l a li zed J'. genci~s ".wu ld. b e i nt e:::-ested i n 

E<.tl.:enC.i ng mee t i ngs of S:.Ab - Co.tt.r:aiosions vhenever. u~att ers of inter es t to them 

were di scUF~sed . 

M:r. RICnES ( I nter na t : on.::.l L:!t our Or ge ni za t ion) pointe-d out t~:a t the 

reciproc.. ~l :"e:')rcs entat~on a.rr~ngel!l.e::.ts had been des i s ned. '\.•) enable the 

various o~·~Se-.n:..:ul.tior,s t o '<fOr k t o[::;ethe:::- effeGti vel :,• e.no. wer e es senti &l f or 

s uccessful coll!~bo7.'at ion. \:lhH t:l cl os ed in!'oroal n;.~tt srs cot:ld 'be !!.rranBed, 

a d.e f i ni t.e s tatement eXCl uding the i n t e r ested specialized e.gei1Cie s fro~ 

'!!i.eet ings o f s·u'J· Col.!ltniss i ons would t e ob jected t o . 

. . 
. Scb-C Ci!l'lJlli ssio~:s t o h:!Ye executive m~etines ·wh enGver t.ne:; ·so ceo ired . As 

regar ds t~1e l ega l status of t.he question, eccord.ing t o ruJ e ·58. of the 

d:!:-a ft rules of' proceduro of the Economi c and iS.nploJment Co~.n::ui es ionJ the 

Su'b- Corowi ssions ~oulcl G.et e'rmj_ne their 'own p:::-oceri·..t::.Ae . In any c;ase , the 

Con:ml.ss i on vas entitl ed. t :J r eques t t h e LloG.ifi cation o.f the r ules of 

p:::-oceC.ur e . 

Mr. W£ IN (T.J ni t~d State:3 of ftn erica) t:.ougi.t the.t it vas ~riJu> rily 

a leeal c:u ~s tion of 1nt e!'pretat ion of a C0nt:.:e.c'i:. . He the:.:e :f'c -re s usgest eC. 

that em~uiri es s hou l d 'b e me.G.e of t !'le l egal a utho::·i t i es us to wheth er t he 

Ccr.:t:ni ss icn' ha d t te r :! e:;!'lt to r fi corrJ!lencl t he exc lusion o f Specialized Age~1cies 

f rom tl:e r:.oet i ngs o f Sub-C Cl:::niss ions a nd the r:i. t,~tlt t o dec i. <te r ege.x·d.ing 
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.r.'..r. RUEFF (Fra.1ce ) a nd l>lr. CISI-lElKJ (C..tba) s upported the 

Unlted States propos~l . 

M:;.·. HALL (Uni t ed Kingdo.:u) also suppor ted the proposal~ He pointed 

out that some Spec i alized Agencies wore intimatel~ concerned wi th the 

work of Sub-Coill!ll.iss ione. I n View of the importance of co- orC.inating the 

act ivities of polic~-making b odies wi th thos e of the Specialized Agencies 

close consultation was necessar~ . While he agreed with Mr . Rueff that 

smaller b odies -worked mor e efficieHtl,y , he did not believe that the 

r epresentatives of Specialize d. Agencies would i nfluence the dec1e1one of 

.;ub-CoD1!llission3. 

Mr. FRA.7.ER (UNESCO) . stated that, as a matter o.f policy, UNESCO 

w0uld wish t o be repr~sented one~,. Sub-Commis s ion that mi ght b e f ormed . 

The C~IRMAN a l so f a voured co-oper at i on and co- ordina tion of the 

Om mission ' s work wi th t hat of the ~pedaliz.ed Agencies . The latte1· eould 

b e pr es ent a t most meetings of 8ub-Comrn.i.s s ions; under r.ertain cireum3tances , 

howev er, Sub-Commissiono should b e able t o go into executive meetings . 

The Commission dec!ded t o postpone the der.ision, f or the t i me bei ng, 

on the s eventh -pa!'aa:raph, pending advice. on the matter by the Lega1 Counsel. 

Ref erring to the eighth pa.r acraph of document E/CN .lj\·! .S, 

Mr. MOB.OZOV (Union of Soviet ~ocialist Republics) raised the question of 

c,:i. ving t echnical advice upon r eques t .b~' Gover nments. He also pointed to the 

budgeter~· impli cations of the pr0roua l. He wished t o knov vhether any 

pr ovis i on had b eP-n made in the 1947 budcet f or such contingenciea . 

Mr . 'v.'EINTRAUil (Sec r et ariat) pointed out that there v ere experts on 

the St a ff whose services could be made available f or brief periods of 

time upon request. 

Mr . MOR02.0V (Union of 1~oviet Socialist Republ~cs) replied that as 

a rule r.onsu1t?.tion vas t o be eff ected th.r ough sp€cial arrangE-ments b etwe en 

the Governments a nd the United Nations . If ther e wer e no suitable 

/ProvisioHs 
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t::r ovisiona i n the budget, such a :i:-ocoiT.II1endation m~.ght be out of place. 

lle thonsht that th<:- prin,~iple of the p:rovis.ion should be discussed 

separately . 

Mr . LlffiiN (United St aten of Amer i ca) then proposed that the second 

~art of the eighth par agraph, star ting with the words t•an.d to pr ovide" 

~h ~uld be del e(ed. 

Mr. Lub in ' s 'pr oposal vas accepted. as well aa the suggestion by 

Mr, NEHRU ( I ndia) t o change the world "election" on line 1 of that 

paragraph to the wor d.· "appo intment . 11 The word "all" on line 3 of the 

pa:regraph was deleted. 

Mr. MOF.OZOV (Union of Soviet Sccielist Republics) r 6ca lled that t he 

eetabli£hment of Sub- C9mmias iona he d been postponed and that in the meantime, 

the Secr etar iat was t o collect data t o prepa r e f or the Sub-Co:mmiasions 

work . He failed t o s ee , however , the respon~ibilities of the Chairman in 

that co~~ection and eusgested that only t he firs t t wo l i nes of that 

par agraph shi>Ul d be r etained. 

Mr. NEHRU (India) re~mnmended that the last s untence should be retain~d 

a s wel l , t'li1d the.t the f ollowing phrase should be added : "who will be f ree 

t o make connnent s and euggus t ions". 

Mr. LUBIN (Un:tted St at es of Americe:.) felt that the Cha i rman bad to act 

as a.n intermedi ar ;;· between ConJIIliss ion member s and t he Secretariat. 

Mr. HILSON (Australia) proposed that , starting with t he third line, 

the paragn.ph shPul d be amended to read : "who will be r esponsible f or 

~dvis ing the Secret~riat on ~11 matter s within t he t erms of reference 

of the two Sub-Commisa t ons . The Chc.irman will also be r es pons! ble f ox· 

arranging with the Secret<.l ria t t hat such document s as a r e prepar ed are 

communicat ed to members of this COIIlillias i on who will be free to make 

comments and suggestions". 

The wor ds "in ·~o1laborat1on", (lines 1 and 2 of the paragraph) 

/wer e changed { 
' 
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·'\>mr e chan ged t o: "art·er co.'1sultation"·. 

· f' ftRr Turth•3r ·discussion of t he par agraph, the CODli!lission acce pt 0d 

i t as amenC..ed . 

J.1r. CI::NEnos (Cuba ) s tated that bef ore appr oving the document , the 

Commiesl on should. ha ve an idea o~ the t im~,of its next sesaidn. J~ case 

no decis i ::m on the date of the nf:Xt session wer e r eached, he would make the 

r eservat i on ·tha t he approved t he .doctuoent with the ·under standing that the 

~ub-Ccinmissions \rould 'oe es tablished be f or e the next session of the 

Ecc nomic and Socia l · Councu . It was lm.portant 'to establish the 

Sub-Commiss1.ona aa soon as possible i n view of t .he fact that the inter im 

·arr angements C\'Uld onlJ' fUnct ·lon f or a f ew months . 

Mr. LUJ3I:N (Uni t ed St a t es of Ameri~a ) exple~ ip.ed that it had been deci ded 

that f ub- Commissi ono woul d not be appointed b ef ore th~ Commission ' ~ next 

sesal on ; 1 t was not knmm whether the Commie ~ i on .would meet before th~ 

next s ession of t he Fconcmi c and Sc:::iel CouncU . 

After further discussion, the Cou~issiqn accepted paragr~ph 8 as well 

a s the -ent.i r e doc:Ulllent E/CN . l/V ~B) e.s amende4. •. 

'!he meeting r ose at 1:55 p .m. 




