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Prescent:
Chairman: Mr. R. Frisch. (Norway)
Viece Chairmen: Mr. R. Wilson Australia)
Mr. A, P. Morozov Unicn of Scviet Socialist Republlics)
Rapperieurs: Mr. I. Lubin (United States of America)
Members: Mr, Woulbroun (Belgium)
Mr., J, Guimaraes (Brazil)
Miss H. D. Burwesh (Canada)
Mr. T, Y. Wu (Chins)
Mr, E, P, Cisnercs (Cuba)
Mr. L., Radimsky (Czechoslovakia)
Mr. J. Ruef: (France)
Mr. R. K. Nehru (Indie)
M, R. L. Ball (United K:ingdom)

Bepresentatives of Epeclalized Agenciles:

Mr. E, J. Riches (Internaticnal Labour Organirzaticn)
Mr. F. L. McDougall (Fcod and Agriculture Organization)
Mr. Frazer _ SUNESCG)

Mr. G. de Fleurien (International Bank)

Mr., A, Zaki Saad (International Monetary Fund)
_ Cecretary of the Commissicn:

Mr. D. Weintraub

Mr. RUEFF (France) acsked whether the Ccmmission could ¢o into private
sessicn, cince he felt that not encugh time had been devoted tc ths discussion
of policy matters. Ee suggested that Mr. Cwen be asked tc attend the private
seesitn, BHe indicated tbat spbjects he wished tc have Aiscuceed in private
seeeirn crncerne§ a number of iteme cn the agenda:which ag yet had fcund
nc definite s«luticn,

/The CEATIRMAN
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The CHEATRMAN said he would try to make arrangements with Mr. Owen later

in the day. He then called the Ccnmission's attention to document E/CN.1/w.8.

1. Tteme ;, 8, 9 <f the Agenda

Mr. NEHRU (India) felt the document did not give sufficient emphasis
tc the fact that methcds of compesition, as well as the type of individusnls
who should eerve cn the Sub-Commissicns, had not yet heen decided. He
sugrested adding a brief paragraph tc the effect that the Indian member
wished to give further ccnsideration te methecds of composition in the terms
of reference adopted by the Econcmic and Sccial Council.

The CHAIRMAN, speaking cn behalf of Norway, was cf the opinicn tﬁat
by subﬁitting names of candida£es, members would autamatically expréss theixr
views on the ndaturs cf the compesition of Sub-Ccmmissions. :

Mr. WILSON (Ausiralia) ncinted out that no discussion had as yet taken
place cn the subject as to whether the Sub-Ccmmigsions should be entirely
ccmpesed ¢f experts, partly ccmpbsed of experte, or entirely drawn frcm
this Cormissicn, If the doccument was based cn the assumption that all
members c¢f the Sub-Commlesicns should be cutside exﬁerns, the matter would
Rave W Le distuesod,

¥r. BALL (United Kingdom) agreed with the member frem India that a
decieicn wculd have tuv be taken on the matter of coﬁ@csiticn. He strongly
felt that at least scme cIi' the meﬁberﬂ ¢f the Sub-Ccmmissicne ghould alsc
serve on this Ccomission,

Mr., RUEFT (France) thought two methcds were open to the Commission:
cne t¢ discuss the general principles; twe tc submit names and subseguently
discuss on what princinles the selection had to be based. He preferred the
latter course, but felt scme menticn of this matter shculd be made .in the
second paragrarh cf decument E/CN.1/W.8.

Mr, MOROZCV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the
Unicn of Soviet Sccialist Republics member had pointed out previously that

in the view of the Government of the Unicn cof Soviet Socialist Republics,

/the composition
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the ccmpesiticn of Sub-Conmissions skould be similar 1o that of Coumissicas,
since they were all bodies of the United Nations. Hs regreiled that this
peint of view khad not besn teken into acccunt, and stated that the curreat
difficulties with which the Cermiesicn was faszed in this mattsr, confirmed
his pcint of view., The only correct principle was for mempsrs of

8ub-Ccmmissions to be representatives of Governments and cther United liatlons

o’

cdiss, Eguitable, geographical'distribution would heve to be taken into
ccnsideraticn, even when it cams to selecting experts;

The CECAJRVMAN pointed cut that eny mewber was of course, free itc praesent
his reserveticns, and asked thes merber frem India whether he wished his
reservation maintained.

Mr, NTLRU {(India) felt that in view of divergent opinicnsz, and in visw
of the fact that ths matter would have to come up eagain for discussion at
the next meeting of the Commissicn, there was little advantage in now
attemrting to prcducs a document which tried tc reconcile the different
peints ¢f visw,

Mr. WIISCN {Australia) stated that several merbers might wish to express
different views, but suggested an azendment to the first paragraph, which,
he felt, would in any case permit the Ccmmisslcon to obtain names of possitie
candidates now, and then decide at the next mseting what propertion of outside
experts the Sub-Ccomissions siould have.

Mr. WU (China) agreed with the members frem India and the -

Union of Sovist Socialist Republics that there had not been sufficient time
tc discuss the matter of principle in ;eneral, but that menticn sliould be
mace ¢f the need for equitadle geccraphicai digstriouticn. Thie view was
alsc suppcrted by Mr. RADIMEXY (Czechcsicovakia).

Mr. ¥WJ added that the Human Rights Camission had recantly stated that
mzxvers of Commissicns wars not experts, but representatives of Goverrmants -
a statement which might lead to a revision of definition by the Zecnomic and

Social Ccuncil. On the whole, he inclined toward the view expressed by the

fren-er
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member frcm the Unicn of Soviet Scoisliet Repvrhlics

; that rembtars cf

HSub-Cemmiecicns should be government representatives ratuer than outsids
experts.

The CEATRMAN, opeaking on behalf of Narwsy, suggested an amendment to
paragranrh 2 to the effect that since there had been no time tc discuss the
princivles of cimgesliticn or the Individuals to be selected, dscicolca cn the
matter tad been defeoried to the next meeting cof the Cczmission. This
amendémant wes supported by Mr, RUSFT -(France) whe suzgested that it be edopted
and th. &t dobate should be closed,

Mr. CISNERGS (Cuta) felt both tie Chairmon snd Mr. Rueff had tried to
recoacile different pcints of sisw, hut he did not heliszve thet the Chalrman’s
arendment tc paragraph 2 would meet the situation. It was iipossible to say
that thers had nct teen suliicient time to discuss princinles, especially
since there was yet tlme to continuo the dsbate und to have tho paragraph
redralted so as te bring it mere intc line with the actuzl discussion., He
alsc suppcrited the view that the princinis of gecpgrephical distributicn
needed emphasie,

Mr. BALL (United Kingdcm) eupported Mr. Rueff and the amendment put
forvard by the mexber frum Norway which, in his view, ccvered all opinicns
expressed withcut ccmmitting any of the merbers tc any given cause, leaving
the matter tc be settled at the next meeting.

Mr, NETRU (India) eusrssted that in deferring the matter to tie next
‘meetirz, such precesdure showld not. preciude msmbers from reviving their
reservaticns.

Mr. LUBIN (United States «f America) supported lir, Rusff's suggestion to
cloge dedats and to adept the Chairman’s smendment to the secord paragreph,
Since the views of individual members wouild find expression in the suummary
reccrd, he felt that a footnote to that effect might be added in the

Commisszicn®s repcrt.

[Mr. WILSON
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Mr, WILSON (Auetralia) felt that & Aumber of members were not yet
certain what views they might held on further examinaticn of the question
of ccmpositicn, and asked for the deleticn of the first two lines of the
seccnd parzeraph, and for addit'on of his amendment tc the first paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN, speaking on behalf of Nerway, supported Mr; Wilson's
nrcoosal, adding & further amendment cf his own to the third paragraph,
third line, after the word "Ccmmission", "the views which he holds on the
ccmpoeiticn and 1ist of the names,.."

Mr. LUBIN (United States ¢f Americe) felt that the issue of ccmpoeition
could nct be discussed by mail, dbut would have tc be discussed at the next
meeting of the Commission, Mr. Lubin added thaet the latter part of the
third parasravh, asking members to submit statements regarding individuals
they reccmmended fcr membership cof the Sub-Commissicns, covered this point,

Miss BURWASH (Cenada), in supporting Mr. Lubin, pointed out that
definite statements n methods ¢f eccmposition might lead tc crystallization
rather-than clerificaticn of princivles, making future discussions more
difficult.

The CHAIRMAN, speaking on bohelf of Norway, withdrew his suggesticn
rerarding the third paragraph., The first end second paragraphs were accepted -
as amnended and now read:

"It was the ccnsensus of the Cormission that careful consideration
should be given to the rualifications of the individuals tc be
apptinted tc the Sub-Ccmmissions on Employment and Economic Stability
and on Economic Develorment, and to the princinles according tc which®
they would .be chosen., It was generally felt that the members of
the Sub-Commiesions, whether drawvn from the membership of this
Commission cr from other sources; should be qualified experts whose
knowledge of their specific fields wculd -enable them to make a

definite contribution to the work of the respective Sub-Commissions.

/"It was
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"It wae agreed that definite conclusicns as tc the principles
. ¢n which membere of the Sub-Curmissiocne shculd be selected, and

the selection cf individuals to serve as members, shculd be deferred:

until the text sessicn of this Ccmmission."

The CHATREMAN stated that Mr, MOROZOV (Union of Hoviet Socialist Rejublics)
could feel freo to make furiher changes wfter reeceiving the amended rext,
Reparding the third paragraph, Mr. NEERU (India) suggested the
deleticn of the werd "definite", and the word: "sccordingly", in view

of the revisions in paragravhs 1 and 2,

Mr. WILSON (Australia) asked to have "carrying on" replaced by
"ecarrying cut". The third paragraph was accepted with theée changse.

“The CHAIRMAN, opeaking on behnll of Norway, regarding paragraph 4,
asked tc have ‘the term "several times & year" replaced by "once or
twice u year", & wording which Mr. EAIL (United Kincdcm) regerded as™
too precise, but which Mr, WU (China) approved.

Mr. REERU (India) asked to have the word "would" changed fo "might"
vherever it cccurred.in the fourth varegraph.

Mr, WJEFF (France) cbjected to the phrese “cuce or twiee" as well
as "twe or three months", resmrdin;, both as tco precice. He suggested
that the last sentence ¢f the paragraph eshould be deleted.

The &HAIRMAN, speaking on behalf of Norway, felt 1t was important
tc arrive et the ncrrect msaning or length of seesicns, since 1t
constituted a fact-r which might well determine the type of person
willing to eerve cn the Sub-Commissions.

Mr. WESOR (Australis) sugieSted the phrase "perhape twice & year",
vhich vae accepted. e '

Mr. LUBIN (United States of America) suggested an ameadmsnt to the
lest sentence cf the varairaph, vhich was accepted and néw rwad: “under
excepticnal plrcumstarces longer ‘sesdicns may ba neoded”.

/The fourth
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The fcurth peragreph was accepted in its entirety with the
a%cve-men£icned changes.

Mr, WILSON (Australia) nropcsed tc delete the Fifth paragraph
in ite entirety, since it was now ccvered by the amended seccnd paragraph.
This wvas accepted.

Mr. RADIFSKY (Czechcslovakia), regerding the sixth paragraph,
asked that the decisicn re~erding the avnpointment cof alternmates shculd
be left tc the Eccon'mie and Sceial Ccuncil, after which the Ccmmissicn
should tﬁke the euesticn up again at its next mesting.

Mr, NETRU (Indila) suppcrted the view of the mesmber from
Czechcslevakia, |

Mr, LUBIN (Uaiteod States cf America) peinted cut that the matter
had been discussed at a previcus meeting, when there had been nc
objecticn to the provision of not permitting the appointment of
alternates.

Mr. MORCZCY (Unicn of Soviet Soclallist Republics) objected to
this provision of not permitiing the appointment cof alternates as
he had alveady previously stated., Mcreover, since this was a question
of rrinciple, and the Ccomission kad agreed to defer discussion of
principles, this debate was out of order. While he perscnally felt
that it was imperative to have alternates, he favoured exclusion of
the paragrapn from the dociment.

Mr. CISNEROS (Cuba) supported Mr. Lubin. He was cuposed to the
arpointment of alternates, and considered it proper for the Ccommission
t¢ express lts views on the subject withoul regerd teo what the
Ecconcmic and Sceial Council might decide.

Mr. ZUBiN (United States of Amorica) asked for a vcte on whether
members.cf Sub~Commissicng shculd he permitted to appoint alternates, He

mcved that such appointments should not be permitted.

/M. MOROZOV
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Mr. MOEOZOV (Unicn of Soviet Socialist Republice) thcught the
apvointment cf alternates cculd nct be precluded at this time, Bincel
it was not the practice of other United Natiins crgana,

Mr. NEBSU (India) felt the juestion was bound up wigh the
principles of ccmpositicn, and cculd no more be discussed at this
meetlng than other matters cflprinciplg, such as whether members
would be representatives of Govarnments.cr not.

The CEAIFVAN, speaking cn behalf cf Norway, stated that menbers
cf Sub-Cumissions weuld be anpointed by this Ccamaissicn as individuals,
and it was up tc this Ccmmissicn to dscide on mattera of geographical
distributiocor, govermment representation, etc., althcugh within thg
terms cf reference such members wculd finally have tc te &pprovedbby
their Gecvernments., However, he did not see why 1t was not proper for
the Commlssicn to decide ¢n the gquesticn cof alternates.

Mr, MORCZOV (Unicen of Soviet Secialist Republics) pointed out that
even if the Ccumission decided to appoint cutside experts rather than
Govermment representatives, it could under no cipcumstanceq:v;clgte
the vrinciple of geograrhical distribution, since this was a vital
rrinciple f the United Netioms,

The CEATRMAN callsd for & vote on the first sentence of the sixth
veragraph.vhich ncw read: "The majority of the Ccmmissicn was of the
opinicn that the members of the Sub-Ccrmissicn should nct be permitted
to appeint alternates."

— e
LU S

me . e x 2
LS INC was carvied.

Lo

Mr. MOROZCV (Unicn of Soviet Socialist Bepublics) felt it was
important to explain that cnly nine of the fifteen mexbere of the
Ccnmissicn had voeted. Since it was impcssible to-appaint alterrates,
the cthers present had no right to. vote, which, he felt, proved his point
that the prchibiticn of appointing elternates might easily lead to wrong

cocnclusirns,

/Mr . WILSON
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My, WIISCN (Australie) indicated that whilie he had voted in favowr
cf the mcticn, he would vote egainst including thq.parag%aphjin the
rep ri, since 1t would megnify the iesue out of prcmertion te cther
equally imr rtant issues. He thersfcre mcved that the paragraph ve
celeted in its entirety.

Mr. CISNER(S (Cuba), while agreeing that it would be necassary t0
menticn the absence «f many members, felt the question o¢f alternates was
tco imrcertant notto be included in the repcart.

Mr. WILSON (Australia) explained thet he had voted fcr the desirability
‘of the principle cf not permitting the appointment of altermates. However,
with sc many members absent, and no abaclute majority, thé v;ta, if included
in the rerort, wculd i1egquire a lengthy explanaticn. He had asked to have
the matter re-cpened because, as it ctocd, 1t wculd cthervise receive
undue prominence,

My, MCROZCV (Union of Suviet Sceialist Republics) supported the views
cf the member frcm Australiz, pcintlng cut the unsatisfactory situation in
wvhich this-Ccmigsicn found itvself at this very mcment, Férty ver cent cf
the members were absent, and slncs they were not permitted to appcint
alternates, they were thue nmrevented frem presenting their pcintﬁ of view,
Ao the matter stood, the possiblliiy of uppointing alternates had now been
ex¢ludod even befire discussion cof general p:inciples_whiéh had besn

deferred tc the mext meetiny c¢f the Commission, ‘

Mr, NEHRU (Indie) asscciated himself with the views expressed by the
members from Australia end the Union of Scviet Scelalist Republics,

Mr, LUBIN (United States of America) agreed tc have tﬁe matter re-cpened
provided it was econfined to the issue of whether cr not this debate and
vcte should be included in the repcrt., He pointed cut that the summary record

o

‘of the meeting would re’lect the ,views of all the members and he asked that
the repcrt shomld include a statement to the effect “the ma jority of the
" merbers present were of the cpinion" rather then "the majcrity of the

Cocmmiscsion.,.."
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RUEFF (Franca) aupported the dﬂletion of thé first sentence cf the
sixth paregraph but was opposed to further discussion.

The CHAIRMAN sald that 1f the ratter were reopened, the United States
proposfl would alEo have fo be considered,

‘Miss BURWASA (Canada) felt_that the guestion of elternated ‘was a matter
of principle and should thercfore ncot be diacusaéd.now. She favoured
delstion of tze pur&gyuph. L

. The CEATZING, sp%ﬁ;;ng on behalf of Hcrwai; disagreed, a view supported
by Mr. CISNTS {Cuoa) wno fnit_it ;as imnroper hotlto include 1t in the
report. I ihe m2tter were exclul~l bn the beale that only “nine voting
members hﬂf,*emn p“ﬂBPﬂu, most olhor decisions of the Comiiésion would be
sub Ject to excluslon on the same gfuunﬁa.

The CILTRLLIT sald that ﬁhére were two motions before the Commission,
nemely those o7 ;he United bubves end Lustralian membors. He asked that a
vote shouid be taken on the Australi;; proposal &8 the one furthest removed.

Mr. L2734 (United States of Awsrica) asksd vhether the previous vote
of 7 to 2 stood, and whefher the Australian motion referred merely to
deleting the paragraph ffom th% Ccraission's réport to the Economic end
Social Council. |

Mr. WILEOH (gﬁstra%ia)-replied tiat the vote naturally stood, but that
the matter itself was‘of nclgreaécr ilmportance then man; others on which
the Commission had.eitber a"“eed o; diéa%:eed. To mention the vote in
the report would give it undue proﬁiﬁénuc. Moreuvei; the small number
of memberg wan hed #een_uﬁle to vota“nicht give the Council the.very reason
for permitting the opur *nhnaqt of alserrates. Ee therefore moved that no
reference shouid o roade T2 This neiter in the text of the report nor any
recommendatlons on_ihe subgect to ﬁﬂelEcuncmic and Social Council.

. Mr. CISNEROS tCuba) sald 1t-¥$s his belief that the Commission had
alroady voted on éncludiﬁg the matter in the report.

/Mr. WILSON



E/CN.1/8K.20
Page 11

Mr. WILSON (Austrelia) pointed out that the vote had been taken on the
principle and that if Mr. Lubin was willing to withdraw his motdion, he weuld
be willing to withdraw his own, which had, in fact, been an amendment to
" Mr. Lubin's motion, and introduce an. entively new motion. He proposed to
let the vote on the principlé staﬁﬁ, and mcved tant the paragraph should be
deleted-frémltheireport.- Thir motion was seconded by Mxr. MOROZOV
(Uniop of Soviet Socialist Ropublics), Mr., NEEHRU (India) and
Mr. RUEFF (Frunce).

The CHAIRMAN asked for a woté on the Australian mction, namely that
the vote previocusly taken showld be applied onl, %o the principle without
reference tc the inclusion in or exclusion from the Ccmmission's report tc
the Council.

The motion was carried.

The CHAIRMAN then called for a v:te on the Australian motion that no
reference tc this matter (paragraph 6 of document E/CN.1/W.8) should be
mzde in the Commission's report to the Econcmic and Sccial Counci;.

Mr. IUBIN (United States of ‘merica) seconded the motion, expressing
fhe hope thet discussion on the matter would be covered fully in the
sSummax; recor&.

" The motion was carried.

In reference to the seventh paragraph of document EfGN.lfw.B, the
CH/ TRMAN remerked that Sub-Commissions might have to handle certain metters
differently from Comﬁiasions b}Imeeting in private.

Mr. IUBIN (United States of America) pbinted out that Commissions hed
the right to go into executive sessions..

Mr. RUFFF (France) agreed with the Chairman. While the Sub-Commissions
would be camposed of conly seven regular members, as men; as eleven different
orsanizetlons might be also represcnted. Thus the latter would outweigh
regular members in number and make it impossible for Sub-Commissions to

Jwork in
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work in small groups.
He therefore suggested that “Le Secrgtariat should study the legal
* v LSRN SR - B S TR T T O e L
aspect of the provision and prepare a different text according to which
: A .. . EE : R _t. i i S e A..:‘i..' Lo e - - -

:the Sub Commlesicn could have closed meeting&.

*
A ¢

'Mr.dWEINTﬁgug.éogcrgﬁgr;at) polnted out tha£ accordirg to +he
agreements between the United Na ions and. Specialized Agencies,_the latter
could be present at ang meeting of Uniued Nations bodiea.v Thet provision,
he fels, would also.app;y to Su?~pomm458ions;_ He did ngt'tﬁink, ﬁowever,
thet the proﬁlem weuld arise in\practice siﬁcé Subegpmmisstppg gou}%
;_ar;&qga inform%l privape mee@imga.__&peciglizeg ﬁgencies_?prencomposed of
‘mémber,qoyernments,whq_alPo bglgnggd:tq the Upiped ﬁatigqﬁ; e;p}icit
exoluélon of" spec ia;ized abenclea would imply aacret dlscusa on.f_ |

Mr. RUEFF (Frence) indicated that he could not agree with that view,
It was not & question of secrecy oxr of excluding Specialjzgd Agencies from
rany megtiggs but rather a quegtion cf efficiency which wag more easily

‘achleved by ‘small working groups. OJcme members of the Commission would be

excluded as well. The Specialized Agencies wpuld be informed of the

Sub-Commissions work. . i wd e
% R kK ool & Say s " . . o ) .' it !l o
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| ekl UM!‘!.I...\J-IJ‘&‘ l.}ln-}_.if\.dd- V\JJ. l)-t&\w J.J.UM\JM d.\.rrd- UU\;ALUHUA lt.'a' LJI ¥ iOow il Q%UQ LYA=RV S
. i . . . ST, i

that it could be menticned in the report as follows: "if it is in accordance
with the rules of procedure of the Econc-!iuic,ggcll Soqi!al Cpux}c:}i o;t; the
General gggembly,rthe;Cgmmiaﬁion‘fqels that the Sub-Commissions on
_Empqument.&ndeconcmig Spab}lity‘und qn_Ecqqogiq_DeYerpmgnt may go into
.executive sesolona whenever they deem neoeabarj.

Mr. HALL (United. Kin@dom) felt that the. Commission should first find
out if it wos within its compet@nggvyo make decisions on ;hg matter.

«The CHAIRMAN thought that irrespective of 1its tenﬁsﬁog reference, the
,Comm;sgjnn“was Qntjt}p@_tg_gt&t§_th§t it pongidered_the_guleg_Df;prpcedure
“inefficiept, He.congluded thgt_phgﬁ;gpreg;}qt?Jql%paﬁ éﬁ agreemen? between

. [the United
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the United Niationsg and the International ILebour Organiz.;,‘bionj read out
by Mv. IUBIY (United Ctates of Awerice) did not provide for Suh-Comaissions
since it did not menticn tﬁam.

ﬁr. MacDCUCGALL (¥Food and Agriculture Crganization) fels that the
agrcements included Suﬁ-Commissions, even 1if they did not mention them.
in pracfice, the Sub-Ccmmissi'h covid eapily malke srrengonsnts for meetings
at vhieh Spéciulizad Agencies would not be represented. In view of the
Lerms of raeference, howvever, Speclalized fgencies would be interested in
ettending méetings of Sub-Coumigsions wheﬁever matters of interest to them
were discussed.

Mr . RICHES (Internat.onal ILabour Orgznization) pointed out thet the
ré:ipro;;l renrecentation arrangements had been designed 1o enable the,
various orvgenizationg to work togetlier effectively end were esgentisl for
succeszful collabcrat{on. While closed informal matters‘could be nrranééd,
a definite statement excluding ﬁha interested specialized egenciss from
meetings of Sud-Cammissions would te objected to.

The CHATRYAK stvsssed thet his suggestion was only to enable
Sub-Commiseiors to have exeentive neetings whenever taey so desired. As
regardes the legal status of the queshion, eccerding to rule 58 of the
draft rules of proceduré of the Economic and Tnployment Comuission, the
Sub—Commiasidns could determine their own procedure. In any case, the
Conm'asion was entitled to request the modification of the rules of
procedure.

Mr. LUSIN (Unitai States of fnerica) thought thet it was primerily
a leéél quesﬁién of 1ntéfgretatioh of a contwect. He therefcre suggested
that ercuiries should be mecde of the legal authorities as to whethsr ihe
Comﬁissicn had the right to recormend the exclusion of Speclelized Agencies
from the meetings of Sub-Coimmissions and the right to decide regarding

the 1atteris executive meetings.
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Mr. RUEFF (Fraoace) and Mr. CISIERCS (Caba) supported the
United States proyposal.,

M:». HALL {United Kingdom) also supported the propecsal. He-pointed
ovt that some Specialized Agencies were intimatel; concerned with the
work of Sub-Commissions. In view of the importance of co-ordinating the
activities of policy-making bodies with those of the Specialized Agencies
clcse consultation was necessar);. Vhile he agreed with Mr. Rueff that
smaller bodiles worked more efficiently, he did not believe that the
representatives of Specialized Agenciss would influence the decislons of
“ub-Commissions.

Mr. FRAZER (UNETCO) stated that, as a matter of policy, UNESCO
would wish to be represented on &n; Sub-Commission that might be formed.

The CHAIRMAN also fevoured cc-operation and co-ordination of the
Commisgsion's work with that of the Specialized Agencies. The latter could
be present at most meetlngs of &ubTCQmmissionsj vnder certain circumstances,
however, Sub-Commissions should de zble to go into exccutive meetings.

The Commission declded to postpcne the decision, for the time being,
on the seventh paregraph, pending advice on the matter by the Legal Counsel.

Referring to the eighth paragraph of document E/CN.lfW.B,
Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet tocialist Republics) raised the question of
tiving technical zdvice upon request by Goveriments. He also pointed to the
budgeter; implications of the proposel. He wished to know whether any
provision had been made in the 1947 budzet for such cﬁntingencies.

Mr. WEINTRAUB (Secretarizt) pointed out that there were experts on
the Steff whose services could be made available for brief periods of
time upon reguest.

Mr. MOROZOV {Uniocn of tioviet Socialist Republics) replied that as
a rvle consultztion was to be effected through special arfangements between
the Governments end the United Nations. If there were no suiteble

/provisions



E/CN.1/SR.20
Page 15

crovisions ir the budget, such & rocommerndation might be out of place.
Ilc thought thet the printiple of the provision should be discussed
genarately.

Mr. IUBIN (United Statec of America) then propcsed that the second
pert of the eighthlparagraph, sterting with the words "and to provide"
should be dezleted.

Mr. Lubin's proposel was accepted as well es the suggestion by
Mr, NEERU (India) to change the world "election" on line 1 of that
peragraph to the word "appointment." The word "all" on line 3 of the
paregreph was deleted.

Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Sccizlist Republicsj recalled that the
ectablichment of Sub-Commissions hed been postponed and that in the meantime,
the Secretariat was to collect data toc prepare for the Sub-Commissions
work. He falled to sece, however, the responcibilities of_the Chairmen in
that connection end suggested that only the first two lines of that
paragroaph should be retained.

Mr. NEHRU (India) recommended that the lest sentence should be retainsd
as well, and that the following phrase should be added: "who will be free
to meke comments and suggestions”.

Mr. IUBIN (Unlted States of Americz) felt that the Chairman had to act
as an intermediar; between Commisslon members and the Secretariat.

Mr. WILSON (Australis) proposed that, starting with the third line,
the paregreph shculd be amended to reed: "who will be responsible for
edvising the Secretaeriat on «ll matters within the terms of reference
of the two Sub-Commissions. The Cheirman will also be responsible for
arranging with the fecreteriat that such documents as are prepared are '
communicated to members of this Commicsion who will be free to make
comments &nd suggestions”.

The words "in =scllaboration", (lines 1 end 2 of the paragraph)

Jwere changed f
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were chenged to "after consultation™.

" Pfter Turther ‘discussion of the paragraph, the Ccmmission acceptsd
it as amenled.

Mr. CISNFROS (Cubz) stated that before approving the document, the
Commiesion should-have an ldea of the time\of 1tz next session. In case
no decision on the date of the next session were reached, he would make the
reservation that he approved the document with the understanding that the
Sub-Ccmmissions would be estublished before the nsxt session of the
Eccnomic and Socisl Council. It was Important to establish the
Sub-Commissions as soon as possible in view of the fact that the interim
arrangements could only function for a few months. -

Mr. LUBIN (United States of America, explained that it hed been decided
tha't Sub-Commissions would not be appeinted before the Commission's next
sesalon; it was not known whether the Commission .would mect before the
next scassion of the Feencmic and Scoiel Council.

After further discussion, the Commission accepted paragraph 8 as well
as the entire document E/CN.1/V.8, es amended.

The meeting rose at 1l:iS5 p.m. .





