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DRAFT FIRST REroRT OF THE COMMITTEE (Cqnfe~n6e. Room Papers iros. 18,- 20, 16) 

(continued) 

I l 

The CHAIRMAN inv~ted t?e Committee to continue its consideration of the 

proposed preamble (Conference Room: Paper No .20) to the aeetion on the organization 

of the functional commissions and the addition to that preamble proposed by the 

French representative (Conference Room Paper No.l6). 

Mr. CORLEY SMITH (United Kingdom) suggested that the additional text 

proposed by France might be incorporated instead in part IV of the report, which 

would contain minority views. 

Mr. de SEYNES (France) was ready to accept the United Kingdom 

representative's suggestion, provided that his text· was inserted in the body of 

the report itself and not relegated to a~ arinex. · 

He found it difficult to understand, however, why there had been so mucl 

opposition tO placing his text immediately after the proposed preamble. His 

suggestion had been both modest and justified: modest, because the French text 
'. . ' 

~hich contained the views of a fraction of the majority was couched in five brief 

paragraphs and would take up barely one-fourth the space allotted to the views 

of the rest of the majority; and justified, because the usual practice in reports 

to the Council was tQ ·s~te minority views· side by.' side with tl1ose of the majorit:;. 
' ' ,_ ' ' I ' ' 

He attached consi-derable importance to his text for the following reason 
•· ' ' ·, . . ' ·: •• ' . . . - .•. t· . 

The Comm.ittee'J\l recommet).dations with regard to subsid:l,ary organs were open to a 
- '':l . ' .. . . ' . 

num~er .of interpretations,, especially 'the p:roposal that certain functional 

commi~sions were to be cqnvened on the recommendation of the Secretary-General •. 
-' - + • -: • • • ·~ • , 

No definite criteria had been laid down for the convening of a commission; much 
:" ; '. • l ,;," f . . ' .· . ' 

had been left to individual Judgment, which might differ greatly according to the 
, . . ·.' 

individual ... a fact of which he and the United Kingdom. representative were the 

best examples,. since they held very different conceptions of the role to be 

performed by the functional comm.iseions .. /Whenever 
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_ 'f'lhet\Sver a' ··text ae.Ued' t'or. 'intei-p:retit.tion./:tbe ¥tertal. e~ the 

intentions of the· o.re.:rters was of great lmpor.ten~e:. ·In the; ~s~nt a~se, .··-that 

material wO\lld be' the- . .COilmlittee's' report~ :·'; l:~h' aS the ~ro~cised Pt-e~bie 
reflected .. the ,,views not. Of the whole· maJoto.ity but onl,y oi. part of . th~t majority •• 

: in ~t, it···reflected -best the.·vieV6:o1" the 'United ldngdQm· represe~tative . 
'; ·' '• 1 • J, ,•1 ', '• I .f,: .: 

-himself •. ,. it:-did .not leacl-direct~~:ta·'tM cc1riclusiobs reached by the COmmitte)e; 

1 t would not have to be altered sreatly to servef:O introduction to prop~als · · 
made by the united Kingdom representative and reJected by the Committee~ The 

French representatiVe hM. been unable to ~irtti-oduce 'the ~1ewe . of his d.elegat:19D 
. .'' '. 

mere]3 ~by amending ·that text.·· · ; ·· 

He hoped that the tert:'he''himSelf 'h8.d ·propose~ co~ld ·b'e inserted 

bodily somewhere in pert IV of the report.. It •"Ppdied the views of the 
• '· 11-

~nch ~legation on:·the' entire matter in a 'deliberately condensed form, and he 

did. not:: w:l,sh the ~aphs to be ·sep~ated.. · · ·· · 

Lastly, he said that it he had been ~liar ~ th the proposed p;amble 

be.fore voting for the .recOlJlllendations which it Was to precede, 'he might.'ha:..e 

been unable to vote for some of them, as the preamble gave them a meaning his 

deleg~~ion was: not ready to ao·aept. Be therefOre :re~erved the -~1ght to adopt 

a d1fterent attitude in the Economic· and ·Social Cbuhcil not orniy ~e.rds _the ·-~ · 

...... : .. 
• • • ~h '" • 

I ; > • 
'. \ /.. 

. ~ .• : cHERNtSEEV {Union of son.et Soeialist Republics) ;; -t~ ·1-eaeans :· 
Which he had p~Vio\\B]3 exple:ined; was al):U, to . aeree :·;ij_ th' :one'· ~ 'of "thj 
French repr.esentative:ts ·text ... · that dealil'lg ';d th the cc:ati11est·on .On tlle Btatu.B 

ot Women. 

Mr, 'UIBIN .(tJni ted States •of .A!II8rica)' inQUired. whether the· reference 

to "sOule dele~~1ona" in the French repreeentati~e '-s proposal ~glit not D8' chan8ed 

to "the ~non'· delegation", ae. it we.a· submitted ·by that delegation Mone. He 

also wished .to la).dw to what "i~rtent task••. the' French. J."Opresentati w' refeiTed 
' : in ~· last patoagre.ph ot · his proposal. · · · '· · '· .. · · · .. 

. . 
'· 

: , ~. :d:e AlMEIDA (:Bradli)" lioped that th$~ words "some-. 4el.egat1one'." 'would 
s;yma.. He. h~;ortgtnally supported t:ne:.i::Frenclf proposal'; ·'when a new text.-:·f>l ··· · 

.. ·the preemb~ ,.·( Confel!ence · ROQDl .Paper No• ' 20 ).'; .: or·~1cb ··h~ -8 a co-sponsor, .. had 
• ·J' ..... . · ' .. · . ' . :' 

:· i .• Jitefl.' ._· . 
', ·'•, •' ' : •,. ;\ '' . ' ·.· .. , 

.. ··4.; 
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; be~~-l)~'!i: <mt1
,. he Jiad:-fe;lt; thai··11he' 1preeallie' w:ln• th& Jila1Ji· tilcllide4 the 

. :· . .. .\ .· '• . """ . . ·.! 

~h-1 representative' a views~· ·'-As' m · atill ~ct with·· the·· statemen~s ·1njthe 
Frep¢h ·t-&~t-·S:W., in ~iculer' With tMSe":re:re~tng· t(fthe .. WiMatt· t*>.lsibi' · · 

,., P1~1c1pat1on of URited Nat1orur-Membeios:· .. 1ri :ehe-:-::co1ine1i's ·a-ot1i-it1e& ~the. need 

for the· thre~ tunetl~i-',conimieeions ·JIItntioned ;to· 'r$main v~rt- acti,.;he ;did not 

:~ifilh that it.'should .. be thougbt·:·that··thctse weri the 'view ·of· tbfi':Mbch'~ie~ation 
a.l~ •. 

. . , . 
. ... l~ - ... ~ .... • • ·' . 

,~.· ' .. · . 

!· . . '( ... · . ·.·• ~ 

Mr. ,ide SEINES (Fiance) 'sda·, in repJ.i to tbe uri! tea states· 

representative's second question, that he had had m mind tlie·wboie ·'preaeiit;work 

., . . ' ... .... .. ; 

. _ -' • In rep]j to ·Mr. CORJ.El:;BMITH (Ud.te<i·~em), be aaf.a. that paragra.pli 4 

of the proposed preamble was very skilfuiJ.y drafted; 'it· was, ·i:tciWe~r, ·too-~ 
· .~tp render unnecessary· ·the :third ·:Parasra:Ph of 'thei. Fr8ll:ch text 1 tor :the 

FreneJf delegation ·had ·a very d8f1nite ~position on that subJect • 
. ~ . '. . ' 

. . . . '. 

·· Mr. CHANG (China}' ·noted that there ·se&D13d to· b& ~neral. agreement'· · 
that _the. ·aidittonal text proposed .. by France -would b8 inaertett'' somewhere···fii' ': · -

part IV of the report.· ·He pofrlted ou.t that the. last ~aph/ot' :thi,.t· '~xi: 
differed in character :from the preceding four, in that 1 t mentioned specific 

commissions-. That· particuiar · p~raph. should be. d6t_e,c;he4 from. the. rest and 
~ • .' ' 0 •' • •' • I ' f , • \ -. •.'' ' 

the statements. tt contaiiled shOUJ.d be ioade sepe,re.telY wi th•· re~ · to eaoli ·~ · ' . 
t. ' , ' • .. • ' . ! . . . . ~ t. ·. • . . . .. , 

c0mnia-S1on/ To do otherwiSe· WOuld erea-e~ a most undesirable· pi-eced.ent. · · ·. · · · ·· 
~ (:~ .~-~~·<,: .; r~ . 

The CHAIRMAN said that, since the French representative had agreed 

to the ·'insert!~ of his teXt~ later:in'·th~--rk~ort,: -tbe'·ootnnft'tte~··!mi.gti~-~~proceed 
to con8i.d.er the proposed pre~bi&·(c-tmf'erenoe .Rooltl Palfer·No~·"2Q)., · _,.·.,~ i::·: ;· • ·. 

. . <! • ~. . .· ' .' . ..• . •' • • : '1,. • 1 • • '. ;· .' • ··,:. ,' • ' • : ~ • 

· · ·Speald.Dg ·as .. the repreaeiitative Of Illdia,·lie p~pos-&a· 'a series· o"r'' . 

a:mendmSnts ·to. that preambi~-.. arid· -~~gges~d that they shOUld b~' 'dis®.s~d'·;. ' .... · 
i . <I ' ~ ~ ' - I ' • •' .. •f"~.. 0 

,;.. ' ·, •· 

0 

', v' •' 0 
.... 

0
/ 

separately. His first amendment was that·~ the last sentence :·or paragraph 1 should 

be deleted. He recalled that in the course of the Committee's debates glowing 

tributes :H&\ ·been· ·Psid· ·to the·. Ei.chievelrient$ of 'the. Tr~pai-t· -~ C~eations, 
I , .· . . . .,. . • .. -~· . ' 

statistical · abd ;pol?(ila.tlon COIIIIlisE!ibnS 'and.· the . cbmmissit)xl-:f 6t{ N'ai-eo~ic ·Droge; >-the 

membC'rs :o:f' 'Yhi.Oh: combinecr·~th~· t'Un6tioriir of e:Qeri'a ~ 'G6iret-llment 'te~ti~:f.ativ~s. 
The Q~ttee was therefore not jUstified in drawirte the conclusion emboc11ed in 

• 't' 

the sentence he wished to delete. 
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. {:~ .,_~r~ £~X-.,~~ .(~~~~.d:~~~~~: w~_:utm,~l~ .~·~C-~~-~~;;~;:~,z;~~nt • 
. The word' tiua.~~~~?-~.:.,1~~ ~~--,~ .. ~~~nq~;·;.;~~~~~~ ~-·-~-;~~~: .~; ~c~~.~:i~~~' ~l the 

• • •• # ..... ,.. •• ~ ... ; .·.,~ ••• \ .. • ·-.~ ..................... "· ·"'?·!"..:"•"'- ..... •·. · ..• ·,.It .... ' \- >( .. ' •• • " • 

Yiewa on the matter, which had ranged from a preference for individual experts 

tiough the: Chairillan' a:'1coneept' ·that::·i"epr&senta tfvit siT shoultt'·'J~b':tt.te. bbth func tiona 

~ .. the" USSR i'Qp~aeritative 1e Uea tt.&t etl1 mriibera 'of subsidiarY bdd1&if ehouli'be 

· '/: r()ote~nt liepria&ntat1v'e8~·. · Th6 se}nteftcEJ~·exp~ee&d'.'ih!f'v16wEr· 6r' 'the Cbmmftte~ and 
should be a:u~.w&d. ·tl!Y. etaild., ·· • :·.~ :· · · i .. _,.: · :· {.. ' ' \ ·; · ,' ··,;.. ' · 

· ........ . ... r i 
.. ' ~ . " 

. ... ,, .. 
M;r-. CBE1.Ur.t'$BEV: (Uni~ or~ao:vi~t .B6c1alist~Repub11-cs) :round the pi-oposed ·.. . 

:Pre~'!>le ent1~lY uria<;~.eptable, ~C<Wii& 1!t ··waq, bA!Jed ott the :,aBsUmpt1one tllat 'there 

was a need for subsidiary bod 1es of experts who were lnot re-s:p0ne1ble · to the'ir;<. · 

Governments and that the creation of ad hoc bodies was desirable. The adoption of 
•• •• ~~-· • •• , ~~~ • ....... ;·-, •• j . • : ·- .·_·' 

dtich pr<)poeals wriuid uhd.uly colli'pltc'ate' the Council's work instead· of. simplifying 
, . ' -•·. ! .• ., ...... _,1,1 ~-.:~:·- ... ~ ~, • ••• ·:-~ ••• ,· 

•' •tt and making 1t more 'effective~ · · · 

. .. , ·· He' expfained that', ifb'1!e' al{ ·melil-be·rs df ~ubs1d1~ty ~r~a,'8Ji6~ld/iri h1s 
' . .; ... , . . ~-; :· ' . ~ ' ~. ''.. . '\) ' ~ -~ -~ 

v~ew, be govel'llment representatives, it was also hie understanding that governments 

would appoint persons particularly Coplpeten:l{ in :tbe f1.~lds conc~,med... The danger 
.' ' • ; • I' _; •. : ' ~ •, ~ '• -~ :~ ~I J ~,'f. ;: ~ ·~' .<1 •: :· • ' .,, • • !._ -·~. •, 

of making use of experts who did. not act ull9~r gove~nt inetruct1c;ms wae ,:that, ae 
,, 

00 
, '6 

0
4'. ... o 0 .. i ,• : ~ ·,;·; '1 , ,· 

0 
I> ' o 0 ' l ' 

0 
• I 0 ,• ;,:' ... , > , ;! :• < • ,• 

: ,:_ ,.e.rtenca--had shown, "they mi.~t .d1s~···t~ .. ,b8.s1c i4eas of ~e U'l)f~d Na#o~ tn 
I 1 ~ : l' ·,•) > • • ~' ;· ,•• ~ • ..:, 

0 ~ 0 0 ~ ~ ' '
0 

,,.... ,. • .. - < 

favour of their own notions:'"' ' ·'; . •. ~,,.:,,~. . . ''•····· " ... '• ... 

,~e .. vould' aocordingly, .ha:ve to vote·.-· ag&i'llSt the ·proposed''prei:i.mble • 
• ' ' • ~ ~ ' > •• • • • 

'. 

Mr. 9J!Al¥(? . { C~~~) : ~aid, :th~ t: ·he · would abe ta1n;.. from voting on·. the ·I net ian 

aaaen~nt, a$ he -CQ.\Jld .not.· ~,.a~ def'~·te'. ete.nd on:..:-;the, matt&r~ The ·Chinese 

del.,~t~on. h~ ~n tpe., :past favo~~d the:i(fys~m under• ,which governments· played a 

part in, ~ .. ~lec~1Ql:l of·· the. JnE»',,l~rs, Qf.:Commi~$1one ·not becsuse··it: was opposed to 

~,_1a~poi~~t ~ ~~~te.on·tUl:i'nd1v1dua.I.baais but ·beeauae it had ·reared that 

exper~ 11ttle . .fkno~,.qu~side th~1r Qo~liltrttts. Q)r·reefi:ms :owing ;~o liansuase difficul-

ties mi,sl'!if.e¥~FY be Qv;~r:J,Q.o*<\'., ,,.:.~(.~.:: ·>.·. ·: .:·_,··.: ·''.'r ::: · .' ·J:.··· •.. , ~ :;. 

• .• •• ·-- ..• , •' .• \ • ." -~ • : • ~·.:.. ~ . .... •" • '4i-,.. ,,.~· • ~-:· .- :.,:' ''<.~ ·;: ~- · ... . : .. _ .. ;;·~ ~ ·.:-'.'''·· J • '· . ~ ... "· .. :,; -.· .. z.rr·. ttm!N (united ·states of 'Anlerica) observed tha.t hlfl de~egat1on .had 
t'· ~··~· , .• ; 11

' ~·· •. :··· ~-~·.·; ~~ ''•'~ 6"1,? ··.~,"<"~~-:" •',,'!'~ .. :•)r:."i ~.·,l! ...... ,,.·t . .t."'<· ·~·~;:~ .' ..• ~~.:· ··.'!o · .·"' ... •' 

~way~ held' 'the. view that certain, prt?blems w~x:e .~s.t dea~_t.:w~.Yh l!r. .. ol>,~ining 
.... _.I;. ,'·:~ ..... I' \•. ~ ~~ .. ~;.' •• ;'·;:· ··~.f'';; r"·~, .. ~r··~,. .•.··~ ./~~t .. ·~\ ;t'!".:,·1 .•;,,+t.:,· : .. ~:: .. ,··.· ,· '·.~ '; 

adifce from ·'fnctej?end.ent experts who 'were not 'moved. by po11 tical cone1derat1ona. ' 

R~eomiii~£aat16iiJ. 16} ~such '~~rts ~. ·~h~~: 4~· a i' ::frr~:~ ~~~~;~ . i~~~p-~t~a~l~, ~a~· . 
,~; ... :'\' ~:~ ... , •)~":'' ·.·.<t.i. "·.···; .~·.:: '!!~( ..... ·~.~~ ~\;.<':;:~-~t,~ ~·!~-? .... :·.~. ;,.··. ~.(,..0:.:.': ...... :.··\. '+ -· .... 

b&eome :f'eaeil>le when the :POl1t1eal situation ~ad c}te.nged •. On 1fAe o:ther .~nd~, .. 
•,_! , r::,_fli!.f;. .,. '~ ""\l\ ~ .. ~'-.. l'o._l .,,;:· ,'"'' .... •',it ~ " .. ~~~··.·.w.f• .:· .~·,•A ; ,(', ~l~( ;,,~'.1:iJ.-!!f :<··, ~·~···,~:~ ~<,·f·.-• .~.f. . .. ,:!•. <~~ ,f.;.••, 

l·' eQe"t1enee ·hadt aJ.ao ·shown· that other problems were ~~~~~ .d~~ ~, !~ 'Yt .PY.._ co~~~n~,· 
:peraone who repre~ented their govenmenta. He was ~~~f~~ ~ppoe~d to the 

) J .•. ;-,_·~ :t. .. ;, <'i :- ; ; .-: · •. 

441l~~ton ·of a aehtel\ee which reeogntzed those important facts. 
•t .. ---~--"""''~·~~ • 

The Ind ia.n 
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.. 
l ; £ t ..... .. I ~ _. 'r" ~: • f~ ~ 1 ' •• \ ~~ ~ 

.. . · 1.'he rna1aw eme~ment t.O .. a~i~te: ~~last ·-.;~~ .o't .9. 1 ~~- tJae .. '·~, · 
proposed preamble was re;pGtact by 4' ;;otss tc) 3/:wt&· one' s1uitent1on.,_.'. ; . , . · ·· 

··"""' ;•:_ 0\. ·-" :., •. "/•: 0 '•, ''>·.'' •, : · .. ·.-.·· 't ~ (~~.t;, ~' 0 : .. 0 '! ' .. ·· '{· B 

;;The .ClJAIRMAN-; apeaktu aa· tbe-''i!ep:rese~ta'tl\1'0 1dt Indla, 'tnt~uoe<l<h1s. 
·: "'i' f, '.,i:: ') :1 • • • • ·: . ':_·' • 

secqnd ~~~~nt, ~- ~ e:tfect~·t)iat ..... ~:·'aenteaee- 61' paragraph 2 ehodl.<d be 

. 'del~~~~ .. ~e -1n£erence ~t. ~·- ·CouncU $1ld1 ~~:Geneh.i·::Aa~i;,:·h~ 'tq p~1~.~ple 
s:<: -.~. -.,,.,. · · · · · · .. \.':\ .-.· .. ·toi·.:~-. ···'_::'. ··-~:· 

given preference to ad hoc bodies was bot JUat1:f'1ect;. •tti;y'h&d reeently 'Set' -tl'J --ad hoc bodies simply because it was telt that there we%,'8 enQLleh functional 
;-omm-;::;s1ons :alrt:lSdi ?in ex-istence •. J'U:rtberltore;'tb~·,,aci hoe .bodies. ~ad be~J:l aekad . . .... ,.,• ,•, _....,..- . ... .. ·: 

. to· look into Bam& apec1f'1c problem V1 tJ! Vhio'!i a Co*tseton ltad tor b~ ~aeon ~r. 
• >/ o. : ~ • "•1,"' ' , I • o ' • ' • 

another ~n UMble to deal. :- •' ' · · · · ' · . . · ' ·. .· ~- ., •.. 
:; !o • ~ L o • ,•. 0 •, • ' • ', 

0 

-·.. ' ' ·~. , • ' ' ' ~ 0 
; ' •• ,·•:, , ·,' •'· i .. ;. 

4 

., •' • .' 

~- ·~ .... _··Mr. L~I;N (Un1~~ -Sto.te.' ot AJDertc~)· ,.._.~~a· to··-~ dt;tle.tton~ :1~ .. 
"' ·' • ' . f .. 

f'act that a number o:f' ad hoc bodies had been recentl;f;created )&cause· a·funptlona.l __.._. ·-· .. - .... 

. , g~se1op had ~~~ll. unabl-e, ~ .cope . wi·th'· ~ .,:probiea · wa8 __ qb 1 te 11nPQ:rtant~ &noue)l to. 
• l .;, • • • ~ .. : . '- :!' .• \ • 

. . d~s.a~e ~nti?n _in .tlle· ~port.,:t!. .. : :"·· ,:·: 0 

• • • ·.,' 

.... . .-..... • .. ~ ~- ' ·7: ,_,. . ··. . _,. __ ; :,. . _ .... ·:··'!_ . ~,. ·~ -· • ~ ~· .; '... ~ -~ '. ·:· _: •• 

· Mr. CORLEY a4ITH (Un:tte~ ~inSdOlil) auppor~d that via~., 
0 

• • • • _,::•: •• 

•• 

0 

• • , ,. T~e ~I~iari __ ,.·ame~ent· t(,. ~;~~~ +J;~<.:~rst ~e~tenoe ~~ ~ra~···? ?t'·~~ .:~~~sed 
·preamble was rejected by '5 votes to 3,. with no e.bstentioae. .. ... , . · ·.. _ . .. · 

... \'-•. . 
... : .. ~ :· ·- ' .. ;_ . ~-

. : -Ta.-.OliAIRWf·, .··speak1ns as tho tepre~rttat1ve· ·ot India, presehted his 

third and f'1nal. amendment to the draft preamble and proposed . :thEt. insertion of the 
foll:ow1ng ·t&3Ct A'tter the '\foro '':requireS'" in line! ·s ,!~r ~~-~~-. : ,. 

. ' .. : ~- ' ·~ -~. . . . ~' ' 

"'l'he C6mmitte&/ob0wever:;· reeo8nizej that the _;Co~ri~ti, ~- requ~re ': ... ' ';, ·' 
.. _. . ' . . - .. ·!~ ' ..• ;· . ·.. . . .. ~" ·; ' ' ,: - l :. • ·> ' :.~ .j ,. ; • 

pont1nu1ne· awdy and a.Ml:yeie of ·n ··whole ranse; of' problems !n a ·-a~c1;~1Jzed . 
. . • . 'r.~ . • . . . . ." .. :·,. ·~-.··~~ ... . · •• .'"'' ._·,) :··· -~~~-..• ·., ~-- . ·~ 

f'~~J.~. In . sucb cases, it would ·be appropriate to esta'bl1eh. pe~l;lt · · 
' • . ,, .... -. J' ..... --.•• - '.~ .. \.'\~ ~~ ~ -~ ;-·. _... ~- . ,_.l"i. ·-.-~-- •. • .. 

,eubstdtary organa f'Qr'each' epecialited field oot activity. The'.'inef:t.'~~Uh:f i~ ' 

• • . . '.. , ·_ .••. -~--;. :\ .... _ ... :~ ~ ... -,., ~-- ··-~---\ ~:_';. ?'' .: _:- ~ _. 

• 

0 Aibese .orga.M ... should iot be held a.mluallY ~ but otU.y at' ·.such' 1nte~~ u .. ·. ' . . 
• • ~A,·_ ,. ._ '" .'' . ·' - • 

the work progrezrmJe and tJle urgency ot bue1nass telAtlng ta' ttie' sc"orit/'~r- ··-., ' · 
their act1v1t1es 1!18.1 dtctate.. The da,te,s !>f' .11lee~1ngs C)f ·~- orSUiS should 

~A o ~ ' .} •' • - ,_ ' • ,•'"' • ,I • : • ; • ~ '• \ • 

·be determined by .the Council on the e4\1'1C& or. 1lbe .;Sec~~~f!.oe'nEt.~;.tt_;. ~ :· ·. · 
" /i • \• • J ; I ' .~. • ' ' 1 ' ~ • • ' •J ._. ' .._ : ', ' ~ l ,' P 

· lie exp~a~d ;tze:t ~ 2_ ae d~f'tbd_ o~~~; ~' ~~ps,~$1 ·~t . 

the·re cci~ld_ ~y- ~"'o~ ,· tY_pe G:f' -~" ~.a ~O? •. , I~ .. yaB,; ~~Jlti~ :~: ~,;::;tt " 
clear th~t fle._X'Dl8ile~t ~ubs,1d1a? bod7e~ J'l~~t.l>e,.~~il1-~;t·e _,~4; ~t., ~uo)X ·:·' ... :·~ ·_ 
c~1ss1ons. shoul.~ ~e.t .. acc_ordill_.S ~ ~~-- te~u1~~~ .. )>f, ,~,~,1~.'-~:"R' ~~r ~an:o.n· 

the basts of e. t!Xed scb!~u~~~-- , . _.; .; .. ·\ ~;- ·_;:,
1

_,;:;_:_; __ :>-_;'~J :~~:t~,;~','~:~:-;~i,~~,'~:~:·· 
,, -~ . .. \ . •'.,· ,_,·· . . \.. ·. •, ".-' ·.' ... ·· -·.,· .• .. '• .. ~_,··. -.. ~_._._,: ... _,. ,'-:.t_:., .. ,_•·-~-' -·-· '~--' ' ._;- ~ ' •' .'·i ' §' ...... 1-.~,. ·f •. ; \ ~ . J ,... ~ ~ 

.. ~. 
"'' I •' > i ffi ·I )$11 ~!. 
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Jn addition,;:hif3 a.m~ndmept sought to cover the:-.j>Cdnt ra;tS'ed '-in the 

second pa.ragr-aphr.of. tb~ .French· proposal• · ' >' · · · -- · · 

~ '! ·-: " . ~ . '.. ~ ' ' ·~ '" ' ' ' . -;.. .... 
: - .. Mr. CHANG··(-Ghina) ·.said that the mdian' amendn!ent rncluded.•some -·" · 

reflections. anO. dec if! ions· which had·not been def!rdciwl.y' reached during th.' · 

Comm~ttee 's dE;liberat ions .. :The Iridian •text f'or the firS'·t ;t.hree: sentences 

contained many· definite dec is tons which the Chinese delegatioil would be 'Unabl.€ 

·to s,upport •' .·!. . . . •: . ~ ... ~ ... ·"'· 

}1r. (,ie.f)EYl.WS (Erance) suggested that in the· th1i'd sentefic(;·:.t:;he ··,.,o~d 

"ahou,ld'~ be chang® to }I need". '< ~ · ... ; .. · -~ · -· 

Mr. CHANG (China) proposed the .delet-ion· of the words 11 rel'at ing ·to~ the 

acqpe, ~of- their activities" ·from the t-hird sentence m ·order to:S-horlen 

the te:xt. 1 :/ - • • - ·;:.'; 

_ The <CIIA.:rnlvi./-I.N; apea1c1ng as. the· .repres.,ritat1ve ·of India~·: accepW the 

amendments proposed.- by- the representatives of France· and Ch:ma· to 'tlie thfrd 

sentence. 

·-·· ... :.· 

Mr. WBIN (United States of·,America) nbted~ that paragta.ph 5 of the-­

preamble reco~ized·the fact. that -certain f-unctional commts'ai-ons would: continue 

to eJ(:ist •. In· tbe. circUliiBtancE;~sl .it ·might· be· deairebhr to- insert ·'the' th:f:rd· .• ,.. · 

sentence of the Ind_ian amendment ·at thE:~· ·end of' paragraph 5 of the· preiB.m:ble·· arid 

to, qele-te the final sentence of the.: indian text.: ·. 

.. -,. : : ~ . : ' 

Mr. CORLEY SMFH :(United Kingdom! expressed the vtew tha:t the text' · · 
proposed by the InC:Uan delegation would 1ndirectly'":"oonet1ttite -an 'fhterpt~tatio~. 
Wh1¥.;l;;here ·va~ no objeotion to .cont1nu.1ng study, a: d1st:fnct1ori must be made··· 

' .. b~tween continu.mg bodi~ and permB.nent bod'1ee .• ''Nothing :til-the ~re~ble 
p~cl4(led unl:W1ted extension af'the·existence of'any·6rgan,bU:tiit.-wou.lO: ·be· 

und~sir~:ble to ~ke ·a recommendat ron fO::rr ·pernlahent orgariB. :''He' coUld ho-i:iever . · 

a~e to -an .~~pt~t1on alon$ .. the 11nss ··atiggeeted by· the>'rliprea~ntative~ 'o:r•·the-· · 
United S.;t_ate~ •-:-·· ... · ···. , . ·. •.' : - ... - ~- ~ . ·.• . ': 

l·:: •·.·. ::. ··::.~.. ~ . ,o;-·, \ ~. • . ~· 

,. .... ' .. . . ~ 
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The CHliiRMAN, speaking as the representative of !nd.ia, observed that 

the report might be unbal&~ced if it ~as suggested that ad hoc bodies alone 

should be used.. Wh:ne such bodies met definite nee-d.a in certain cases, it was 

his opinion that the Economic and Social Council in addition required permanent 

bodies which could exercise continuing vigilance in connexion with gene1~l 

problems'and make recommendations as and when the need arose. 

therefore be·made for contmuing study aa well as for ad .hoc 

Mr. de SEYNES (France) noted that the Chai1~ had 

Provision should 

bodie's · · · 

referred to a 

·humber of the ;d1f1'iculties which the French delegation had experiertcc;d in 

connexion With the preamble. In addition to vigilance, initiativc•'Wa.S nefded in 

certain cases. In that connexion he noted a sharp difference of opinion among 

the majority regarding the role of functional· commissions. On the one hand, the 

Commissions were looked upon as mere subsidiaries of the Council while, on thr 

other hand, they were regarded as organs with a measure of independenc: and 

with the power to take the·friitiative. 

Mr. CHANG (China) etreseed the· fact that the Co:rmlii'ttee had arrived at 

no definite decision regarding permanent subsidiary organs because of its 

decision to make its recommendations on an experimental basis with a provision 

for review of the'entire question at the end ~of 1953· 'In his'opinion, the 

quest ion of permanent organs was too iinportant ·to be· ;dealt with in a mere 

passing reference. 

Mr. LUBm (United States of America) stated that there was fairly 

general agreement that activities in certain fields would have to be carrio::d out 

·by Economic and Social Council bodies' of some kind.· It must· be remembered that 

development oftexi' produced different needs and required··new functions which some­

t~es could better be'performed by·a body other than• that·which had o~erated 

earlier in the field. The Committee ·was not overlt>Ok:tilg the need for ep·· cializ.ed 

bodies. It was making its recommendations on an experimental basis until 1953 and 

calling for· review of the situation at that time. In view of the stress which had 

been placed on:the· experimental nature of the recommendationS it s0em~d unwie~ to 

reverse the position and make a recommenOation for certain permanent organs. 

~Mr. BRE:NNAN (Australia) stated that ·the Australian delegation felt that 

paragraph 2 as '·drafted did not preclude the existence of continUing bodies. ·In 

itsiview, a series of.aolutions··a.JSld arrangements were open to the Council'in 

dealing wtth··a given -proble-m: it ·could set up an ad hoc body, assign the probl·':m 

to a body already tn existence, request a study by the Secretariat, call for 

action b~ a specializ.ed agency or make any other decision which it deemed 

approprte.te. The tustralian delegation did not wish to give the impression of 
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;q 
Mr •. de ALMEIDA (Brazil) support'e'd the lndien ?menament whfch in his 

: I ., '' 

opini;on. gave gr~ater bals~ce to para.sraph 2 · o.f the· preamb;le.. .Subs.tdtary bodies 

. performed functions 'in addition to tho~~ s~t fo.rth ·ii1 the/opening section of the 

preamble. He agreed that such bodies should exercise initiative •• ·.~ile in some 

qas.es ad hoc bodies wer,~ preferable, certain problems could be dealt with more - ~ ~ ·.~.·;_._ ~·. " :'''.- . _,·· . . ' . 

s.atisfactorily, by·continuing bodies~ • In that .·connexiori he· expressed preference 
.', ' .• , ' •' I' - • I ' 

.for the ~:ICP:re.sston "c~ntinuing bod,;ies" rath~r tpan· "pertpanent<podies". · 
\ . ,· ... . 

. . ' . 

'. ~ ' . . 
The CHAIBMA.N, S'Peaking a,s tp~ representative' of In<lia, :agreed to chan.::;e 

the word 11 permanent II to "continuing" as suggested by the represent~ati ve of.'Br5'itl. 

, , . ,)Ie.suggeste~ that the Comm1 ttee might first consider the insertion of th· 
- . . !· ::· -, r . . . , ... 

:;first. two sentences of his amendment in· the second paragraph and:then proceed to 

the consideration of the third sentence for ineertiop a:t th~ end of the fifth 

paragraph. 
.,. . . . ' ..... ' 

He· ag~eed to the deletH5h Of his fourth sentence. 

. . ~ '·. ! '•. ·.. ' •' . .-: ~ 

, ·):1r-.. CORLEY SMITH (Urli.ted:.: K~ngdo.m) :e.Jpressed. app~ciation of the compro-

'!ll}se,~ffort· whion had been ~"-e: b~t·· i~dica.ted that he. w'ould be obliged to vote., 

against the Indian ame~dment which in his opinion failed to effect improvement in 
: ~ : ~ • I 

·t}ll~ te~t •. ' . ~. 

Mr. LtmiN (United. States .Gf· America) agreed with the representative of 
' ' 

the United. K~ngdom that the Indian amendment would produce no definite· .itri.provement 

particular+.y" s,inc~ 'tne original text stressed the. e.xperi.m:ental ·nature of:. the 

Committee's recommendations. 

l . i 4 

Th:e CHAIRMAN, spe·aking as t.he <r·ep:res~n.tative of India, accepted a 

proposal by Mr. ·CHAN(}· (China) ,for the d~J.etd.on' of .the words ''of a whole range" in 
• ' f •• ~ • 

his first sentence. 

, Mr. BRE:NNAIIJ (Australia) :proposed ·that in· the second sentepce ·the w()rd. · 

. "would'' !~hould be changed to 'might". The fact that a prob1&m was continuing was 
. ., ~ " . . . 

n•t in itself su.fficient' jl,tetification·~or the establishment· of a subsidiary body 
. ; -~i '. . ·:~ . ! ' ; 

,of the c"uncil, 

.... · .. 

:'-

• •.• ; .... . < .. , ' '·' ~ ~ 

·,• . ·... .. 
. . ~ . ·/The CHAIRMAN , 



' vfew ·thet the word "!ll8y~' in his· opening. sente1.1ce ;indic~t:ed suffj,o:~ent -discre.tionary 

power on the part of': the CouheiL In addition ~e :pointed· outt~ ttl,at~ the word: "would' 

was not mandatory. .1:. ',•. ''"''··· 
. ...- ·, 

Mr. BRENNAN (Aust-ral!!. a) stated. tha:t "may'' in: -:the. •ppening .sap.te;nc,e was 

difficult to tnterpret· and con-ati tuted: essentially ,a f:!~.a~~ment of, fact;o .The worcl 

"would" conveyed more than the Australian delegation was prepared to ac·cept. If 

it was retained, the Australian -dele gat ion would .,be obliged' to vote age inst the 

• Indian amendment.~·· ,-., ·. :-·: ,~: "• 

the second sentence to. "might"~ 

That proposal was adopted by 5 votes ·to ~. with::l _abstention. . .. 

The CHAIRMAN put tci the vo~· th~: following atrl,!3nded· text o.f; the first 

two'·mmtences _;of the Indian amendment for insertion in paragraph 2- .eft.er the :word 

·"requires": 

"The Committee, however, recognizes that the Council may require cpntinuing 

study and analysis of problema in a specialized field. In such cases it 

m'ight· be ·appropriete to establish continuing' sub:sidia)::y or~~s .. 'for each 

'/· :sp~ici'a.iiZed· field ·of ectiv:ity. '' · · · 

The result· of the \rote was as follows: 3 in favour, J ~ga:inst and '2 · 

abstentions. ' ··~ i 

· ·The CHAIRMAN stated that un.der the terms of the, x-esolutiol;l- ·creating the 

'Committee ·the President'· of the Counc'il ·had ·a.' caat>ing.:vot~· :tri· ~ase.:o.f :a tJe. He 

had been informed, however, that the Presid.ent of the Council-wee npt expected in 

New York until June. Moreover, since the President had not participated in the 

C'otnmi tte~ 's• discussion he ct>hld· hardly be. expec;ted to cast a vote. ;-· 

\· · .' After eri e~chenge of v·iewe regard1pg the· procedure toibe follo>Wed~ ·the.· . 

Cotnmittee unani'i'!:c;,ls~Va~ee-cr that ·ei footnote should ·b~, ins~t-t.eO: .. £~t +hat~ point·,r:n ·--··-· -· _______ .__... ____ ___ 
the report~,!·r~:::~ .. :t;!e Indian amendment to paragraph 2, stat:i_~,f3~~~..,21ad resulted 

in a tie vote t~D".:. the President of the Council who had a egst·:ng 7ote had not been --------'-----·· ----· .. :......;....;..:..;;...._.;._ ____ _ 
present, and t!1at the amendment had therefore been regarded aa rejected • 

. -~. ~-· :f ... \ 

/Mr. CEEBNYSHEV 
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· ·.Mr. CHERNYSHEV (Union bf· Sbviet Socialist .~(jpublil:!s·) :expia'ined that he 

had voted against the Indian amendment because 'it iias ~iri3cH:ed toward:e the estab· 

liehment of new permanent organs. 

The· ·CHAIRMAN put to the 'v'~te 'the follow'ing text of the third sentence of 

the Indian· amendment· for insertion at the ·end:· of paragfaph 5: "The meeti~s of 

these organs need not be· ·held annually,' but only at such intervals as the work 

programme and the urgency of business ma;y dictate". 

That propo'sal was adopted by 7 votes to nonet with 1 abstention~ 

, The: CHAIRMAN· noted that ·'the· last: sentence of the Indian amendment had 

been withdrawn. 

H;e .. put to· ·the·'v'Ote the preamlSle. as a' whole as. amended and With the word 

·~onet' 'in the.firat, line'changed to'"the"'and. the word "outside" in'the fifth line 

changed to "specific additional". 

The preamble 1 ~s ~naed:,.~·va~:t'.a4o:Pted'"b;Y:·6 -idtes :to .2. 
-~,-

The CHAIRMAN called for consideratibn'. of the French'. p~poeai c"Orit:ained 

in Conference Room Paper No. 16. 

Mr. de SEYNES (France) stated that he would agree to the insertion of 

his proposal between paragraphs 30 and 31 of the report, with a transitional 

phrase to indicate that "in connexion with the preamble, certain delegations 

felt ••• ". 

He would also be willing to consider an amendment to the last paragraph 

to the effect that broad interpretation of the Committee's recommendation was 

particularly desirable in the case of the three commieeions indicated because of 

their special character end their important effect on world public opinion. 

In reply to a question by Mr. LUBIN (united States of America), he 

indicated that despite the amendments which had been accepted in the preamble he 

wished to maintain the second paragraph of his proposal in order to indicate the 

measure of agreement among the majority of which he was a part. 

/Mr, CHANG 
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. . Mr. CHANG (China) ·~aid thctt he would ba:w1ll$ng to· eonsidar a redraft of 
' . ' ' ' ' • • .... ,I ' 

paragraph 5 w:hich "!ae \lnacceptable _to him_ in. -~ t~-- p~esent form.-.,~ Ip h!E! :opinion, it 

was inadvisable to mention the names of commi~sion~. . ., 'I; I ( ..- > ; 

- " I I 

·-:Mr. d~ .SEYNES (France) suggested. that the Committee. should agree to the 

inse~tio.n of t;he nrs;t. f'ou;r;- paragr:aphs ;of .his' proposal ·between· v~~gr~phe>-3Q: and 

3:l.: ·9f ,;the report, an-d defer a decision on the ri_:t:th: 'paragraph. . ~- ... I , ;, 

.Mr,._ -~~~.(Chine)· p:r;op?.sed that in ~~ew .of'. ~f~ -~~n~.ra: a~:J:'tH:;~~t on the 

insertion of the French proposal, the first four paragraphs should be approved in 

p:p:in~;ipl.e:1 s~bJ.e~t to necessary ~l;lft~ng change~_:by, the. !'f)p~ee~tat-tve of France • 

.. . . . ·r',' ·:Mr. CHERN'YgHEV_ (Uni,q.n.: of Sov.t,~t ·So.cialiet Re:pu'!:>lics) concurred and state 

.. -t)la-.t _it V?S the ri_ght ,of each ~~bar .. of. the Conm,u ttee to ·:~que,E\t th.e in-clus-ion' of 

a statement of his views in the report. ,; · ; · ,, ·.; · 

The Committee awroved. the ins.ertion after pat-ag~.ph 30 of the -'l"epo.rt of the 
.. s .·.:,. .. ·, q • • • ' •• • • -~.. • ... ·>' • • .' • • " 

first four paragraphs of the French proposal, subject to drafting chail§ee, and 

defer..red ~ecisj:qn Qn t_he final paraqaph. _,_ ~':' , . ,_ 

. . ~!. 

. :,. ;' ·, 

~- ' . 

~ "· 

. -·· ~ ' 

r·., :· __ ,_,. 

' ..... ·· 

.· 

14/5 p.m. . 
• --~/ _!_': ".; /'· 

The meeting rose at 1 p.m. 
;: .. ~ ~ . 
.·.,• . 

... :.-: 

. •' ' ,· ~. 
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