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TRAFT REPORT TO THE ECONOMIC AND socw. comvch (Gon:t‘erencn Room Pepers
'Nos, 6fRev.l, 10, 11., ;,z,wla, 14, 15, 16, 17, /Ac.au/L.é, E/AC.34/L.7)

| The CHATRMAN drew the a.ttention ‘of tbe mambere of the Committee to the

draft outline of the report {Conference Room Paper No. 10) end to the various

" draft sections prepma»by the Becretsrist (Conference Room Papers Nos, 6/Rev,l,
13, 12, 13, 1k, 15, 17),. ! Ho suggested tbat the mittee should fivet discuss
" “the dreft outline, ‘

Mr, LUBIN (United States of America) thought thet the report should

-eonfino itself to a8 brief statemant of the Comisitiee's declsions and should
‘provide in an annex & summary of the various views expressed during the
: »'diecusaion. ‘ S ‘

Mr, OVER'ION (United Kingdom) wes in fa.vour of dividing the report

' int.o four parte, of which the £iret would be a ghort introduction (terms of

raferenee of the Coumittes; references to the relevant reaolutions of the

Touwnodl and the General Agsembly); the second would provide a trief sumuary

of the Commitise's discussions, which might be besed on.Conference Room Paper Ne,
and 13j the third would include the two series of ‘recommsndations adopted by

“the Comittee coaoernixg ‘the orgenization of the Council and of the Commissions
"reapectivaly, to which would b added as an introduction the preambles also
. adopted by the Committee; and the fourth woyld contain all the necessary

‘apnexeg, For exwmple, the details of the principal votes during the discuselon
would be given in the annex, eince 1t was  pot suff’icient eimply to
note the deojsions taken in connexion with the final texts, which had, in most
otses, been the result of a compromise, without giving any account of the

- [successive votes
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cuccessive votsés vhich haed. led to the compromise., In ‘addition, 1f some
dolesations Tolt that theiy vidwh Had “itH Bhon ket Popth nt ‘swfficiont length
in the body of the rhport 1% coh1d e arreriged: that" theJ ‘ghouild.. submit’brief

H

sﬁatemen LB which would be annexed to it ¢ et el e
e PR CEE ER L . e e -
‘Tho CHATAMAN wonfcred'whothos™ 1£RIFRY Fiot o proforabls +. submit &
shorter tnd moré’ ‘concise repoft to the Cduncil, prepared hy & Repperteur .
asnisted by ond or two membors of the Committdes - “F .. >
Mr, ds SEYNES (France) thought that neerly ell the contents of the
‘various draft sections préparéd by the Secrstarist’stibuld be included in the
“‘final retort; either in“thte 'Boly'of the report or in‘en annex., In his opinion,
“the method of substituting for ‘some parts of the feport footnotes referring the
resder to the relevaAt docitdnte would not be very satisfactory; wewbers of the
Council would find it wmore cymvendent if the report contalnsed all the informetic:. .
g né*ééséary for understifding’the subjedt:’ -Bo would therefore be propared ¢o
pcrt the Tnited Ststss’ gfoposal 5 'o¢hd1¥ion: that the énnexss to the report
gawe a élear ides of the Quastian and ‘that’ room wus 1left in the body of the.
report for the vievs of ths mizm‘rby. ) ‘

- R TR AR

b

e g (Chin&) $a1d’ tha*a, whiis” ‘ho” bbiittbso ough to ma.lce a _
detailed and careful examinnfion of the plan prepurod by the vecretariat, Bnch
o an axamination, in: thé casa “4f Conference Room Paper No, 13, for exampla, would
‘ need far too much tlime’ and ‘wakik, :

Y Tt would thbrefcio’ be better for the Committee to submit a much.
'shorter report to the Coancil Btating clearly and concisbly the views o{ tha
majority end those of the minority. Such & report could be drawn up:on the bas.i
of the docwments prepered by the Seecretariat, which would have to be 'aonsiderabl.
condensed, The finael vérsion would -have three parts: e geheral,introductian,

& statement of the specific recommendations ndopted by the Committes together
"*witb a bumery of the dibowaion and ean ennox, The whole should mot be longer
than fifteen pages.,. A

¥ 3 Loge ey o s

Mr, de ALMEIDA (Erezil) thought that the report should confing. 1tse5.f
to sta.ting ‘Wriefly the. reocommendations adopted by ﬁhﬁ ‘Cogmittee and ehould st.ate
in an annez the reasons on which the ettitude of the Committeo ard ite mombers

Te
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Mr. CMWEN (Adeistant sedratmr-ceumi) explatned that m praparmg

| the various draft chapt&rs ; the Bomm-ut nad been moved by <. t3i-

' considsrations relsting to the eMMter and the temms of relcr-nue of the
Committee. It had secmed to the Secretarist that the report, which was avaited
with the grestest interest, couJ,d not merely list thé reoommendationa and

© dedfdions adoptec by the Commit’boe ) but must state besides the ressons behind
thosc ‘recormendatiors. That vas what ‘the Secretariat had tried to do 1n
Confsrence Room Paper No. 1. : '

‘Mr. OVERTON (Um.tad Kingw'a) agmad vith the Assistant Secretary..
‘Gensral; ' Howe'var, hé poiri Fad out that 11', would be adv eable to lay more streas
ot vae &1 zumentd put forwari m famur of’ the a’ m’nation of those commissions
\rhl*h Lo Committea had n-,comendea ahouJ.d. be d seo:.t:!nuad.

My, cmaixsm (Un‘lm of Sériet. Soc.‘.al!.at Repnblics) thought thore '
was nc redd 0 sbave 4 detail the principlea on whic.h the Gommittee's deaieians
" wexe based. With rega.< tc the rsconmxendations concerning the organit.ation of
the Council, the’ Committae iud aJ:.'ead.v agreed on & number of basic 1deaa which
constituted t 2 preamble to thozs reuomndaticma With rega.rd to the :
orgenizetion of the Councills ocumissions, it would be sufficlent to indicate
briefly the genorel sousidsrations by ‘which the Carmittes had besn guided, in.
‘par.mu Ay the d€sive to avold uny duplieat ~on and to aave money. , '
' + U Twa’ eport sbhewt therefcre .nmely give a d.oaoription of the Oomittoo'a
recomsrdatiione sud u Ter u.n,‘%a.tory omute about thom: it should also
have an amnes conio i :15 tia esdcuilal docmnenas & ~6. the neves-sary notea of
refarenve, - o R ‘
The -'.‘*nmiti.% a:‘acuu. sk the Secmtaria.t to prepam a u.raft report
of that kind, t2 bo put to the vota at the next meot‘!ne. L
- The CHAIRMAN took “t° t"’ we Tormittee vas agrbed ) *sdmftmg the
- J78P% roport ‘prevared By St Sw.rcrisict, e asked whedher it wiahed %o do the
vork of :ovisici: iteelf, aypoint a Bappomur for that purpose ’ or entruat 1%
to the Seoretariat,
;gwas dec’ded. to agk Uhe: Lacmtav‘mﬁ_}j a‘ter crne d:-:'e.’ft rugort 8 the

- —-:4-

‘b@siﬂ or the 150 mmittee's mco;muoa.mmwa

T M BT
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Mr. IURIN '(Uﬁitehé‘. Statesof America) propoged thet the report should
inclnde: (1) & geperal fatroduct lon setting forth the' circumsuevics In which
the Committee had beon 8ot up. and recalling e, terue »f refersuce o well as
the arp*‘opria. o resoht;lcns of the Council and the Ceneral Asserbly; {2) =a -
statoment of the gener&l conaicderetiona to whic:h the .Committoe hed devoted ite
attention; (3) +two groups of recomendations, one concerning the orgemiiation
of, 1:.he Cﬂuncil e.nd the. oi,her the orgenlzation of. ite commissicone, eech group
o rcpmem.a*‘*ms bcine; preced.ed by a statement of the geasrsl principles
which had led to ,th__e;r, q.dqpﬂi,ch;, (4).. 2n emnox containing & sumary of the.
var-igué argvmn{;g.‘vp;;.t, foﬁarq on each questlon.

o)

Mr, O’"“RI? ON (Uni‘,ed. kinfsdom) gaw ne objection to & recapitulation of
Confere"xce Room Peper No. 1) in the seccand part of the report, but on corndition
thet the wozding was eltered on the basls, eay, of the firet proposels
formlated by the United Stayes. d.ele@a‘;ion, the phresing of whick ves more .
aatisfac‘tory (E/ACULL/Q) T PR L TR

Rod s

. ‘ Al

N ’l‘he CEAJRW;N p’r'opcsad ‘uhat 'hw Cmm:!t.;ee should take, vp Tirat the
gema"al' exa.mmation of tha outlipe of the report proposed by the United States -

repreas tative.- : T

. Mr. EREINAN (Australis) accepted thet suggestion. During the
examination of the United ! Ctates repreceniutlvel's plan, the Committes would be
able to give ths e erv-ecariat '“*ecisa Instructions for the preparation .of a.
report based on, that pam, With Legere %0 the firet part of tile report, f.e. -
the intvoduction 3 he tnought that Conference -Room Papar No. b/Rev.l might . .
.be used in a. summarized fq*‘m. e

x
-

. A

Mr.dL SEYHB.S '(;Frhance) thoubht that the plan. proposed by the Uni'ced
S‘bates repreeentativa was en excal ont one s with the exception of thes fourth
pert. According to that p'yen ...e ainprity opinioa would: mot oe given in the
reporb 1*5@11‘ 'but in a.n JBPUS e 'Th@ French dologetion wished to reserve its
position on that point. If, mo;\sove:, the third pert of: the mport; was to
contelin & statement of pri..f‘lp 198 ‘such .ee those- forrilated some days Yefore in
the docment su‘cmlttod by ‘the Uhited Kingdom delcgation (E/AC.31+/.u.6 he d.id not

s ot Lo NIRRT

TN ST o » R ' h—Mvﬂr
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4htnk 1t advisabls that the minority ¥iews BHOuld be set forth ohly in an hrnex
40479 reports Thode views should mot be 460 far away i the :. - - Zom the
taﬂsa..ges in which the ma..joritiy opinton wves set forth. - :

Mr. OX'EK.L' &N (United Kingdom) took 1t that the document subtmitted by
his delbgatton wou'ld be disocussed, altored 1if necessary, voted upon and
thon 1ncl.lel 1 tic repart es a recomnendetion. :

- My, JUBIN (United Staetes of Americe) thought that & general agreement
bad Tcen reachod cn the gensral priaciples which had gujded the Committee's
decistonss Certain divergencliee of opinion had come to light regarding the
ratontion or dfscontincation of cortain commisrions. The second part of the
ryepcz’u,ahou.lm. thorefore set forta all the views which had been expreesed and not
‘only the poimt of view of the majority, at the expense of the minority.

- Mr., de SU¥RLS (France) noted that while the decisions which had been
taken on the cormissions were clear, they could be interpreted in several ways.
Phus, in many coses, it hed sen decid:d that the commissions would meet only

" when comvoned by the Secretary-Consrel. - The document submitted by the United .
Kingd m esamed to want the Secretary.Censrel to convene the commissions only -

,’léldam. if at all, The Fremch delsgation could not accept such an attitude epd
‘thah wes Wby 15 W suggesied including an additichal pura.gre.ph (Conferenca
Rocnn Papar -Noo :5)e ' :

« o Mre de 27METIA {Bwazil) supported the Freich emenduent (Conference

' Rocm Pajer No. 1,6).4 Ks tcu had the impression that the text sutmitted by the
- United Kingdom ’=legriicn vas an expression of the views of that delegation rather
than of the views of the majority. If the Committee was to consider that
dooupent, ' 1t ‘ahould also have before it another text which voilld balance the first
‘The time was not yet ripe, hzeien »m. for e discuscion of the substence of Lhoge
d°.~ vnepts . ) o ‘ ' S _ o .

' .- Mp. OYIELON (Urn v Wie fow) s 23lated that In presenting its text, his
,daelagation had -maiely. wished to set forth:what it.considered: to-be the guiding
prinoiploq wdexrying the desiesions of the. major_’c.y It wvas understandadble that

the, French delegatiqn, which wes & mcuscer of the minority, should be unabls to
give its unqualiﬁed support to the document preaentod b,v the United. Kingdom, He

ne
B ) ‘ 111"!'\“ = n 'Y'_»“ n ard
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Mr. de SEYNES (¥rance) said -he did not mind whether his delegation's
text was included in ons’ part.of ‘the report or the other.. What he had feared was
that the final report might contain a text presented by the United Kingdem which -
d4id not reflect the views of all the delegations that had voted with the majority.
LttEn . My GM?NYSM'(Unﬁon‘of Soviet Socialist Republics) thought thet-the .-
part of the report devoted to the gensral principles underlying the Committests..::
decisions should bs brief and should confine iltself to .siatement of peneral- . .-
principles, if it wae to be.acceptable to all., LT

o . P oY
g Ty .
“ AN

‘ Mre IUBIN (United States of America) said fhat 1t wuight be possidle,
for that part of the report, to make wse of'conferex'xce‘%apariuo‘ 11 .1z & modified
form, in order to give the Counoil s clear ides ‘of the Conmlttec’s intentionsi -.:

- Mr, CEERNYSHEV (Unton of ‘Scviet Sociallist Republics) dxpressed ‘concern -

a2

ladtthe observaticne contained in ConPeérence Room Paper Nos 1l might be too
specific and thersty lead to differences of opinion. IR
2t iThe CHARIRMAN felt that the Secretariat could now be given defintte . ..
instruotions concernilng the contents of the veports. There vas no difficuliy as-!
rogdatd atho gensral introduction, which could simply reproduce the text.of i i
Cotifererces Room Psper No. 6/Rével, provided that the reeolutions -should not be & :-
gvesdn full. . v . o o o |

pyeret

£t i
ot o .

¥ i ; . P, RN
. i Lo T

PN . - B . T SsE T e

Mr. OVERTON (United Kingdem) said that the ‘vreport should refer to : L

General Assembly reaclution 413 (V) on the concentration of effort and rescurces in
connexion with economic and social work of the United Nations and tHe .specialized

agoriies.
33 T e T Chem , CoUhgETE T R
P40 Ihe CBAIRMAN sald that the subatance of Coliférence Room Papers- Noss 1% %

and 16 might be incorporated in the second part of the report, which would deal
with the considerations whioh had led to the vote of ths mijordty and the
principles which that majority thought should be'ddopted 1f erder o inSreasé the
offectivensas of the work of the Council and its sudbsidiary bodies. e

JMre OVERTON
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Mre OVERTON (United Kingiom) favoured the-utilizatidh of docu nt.
E/AC.34/2, prcoented by the United States w.ege.uon, rather than Conie.-ase "
Room "rner Noe lle = o . o e : : A

The dﬁmmm thwgﬂt 1t urnecessary to gi.ve instrudtions conciinirg the
text of the third pert of the report, since it would be ccmpesed of rec: ;amendations
the texi of which-had already boen adopteds It would irclude two int ~ductions,
one preceding the recormendations concerning the Céuacil, the other th: . o
recommendations concerring the subsidiary bodies. :.The fourth part of the repoit .
should contain &4 summery of the Committee *s discussions.

fop Mr. YATES. (Secre'haxy of tho Econmic ani Social Goumil) as -4 whether
'bho Conmittee intended that rawt of the report to be: Oompoeed of two ssctions,:
the first giving a summary of the debates on the Cotnicil iteelf, the aeconl
dealing with the discussions on-the functioral camriesions. -

There va_re 4in fect three possible wars 1if drafting that pur’th tho first
would be to state, in comnaxion with each ol t.- crgars comsldered, what the:' ...
attitude of each delegation had been (that met! od world have the disadvantage of
making the text very long)e - The second methos would be to give the upinioms of
the majority and those rf the mipcrity, witho. ™ reuning the delsgatiors whish:had .
supported one or the ciher. .. The third, and 1. .> ope recuirirg the. storteat taxt,
had already been adopted by the Secretarist in Contneme Roym-Paper Hoe 13: 1
consi sted simply of indicating the opinions expressed in favour of, or,agu.qat,
the retention of each organ and was basel on the principls that the differenses of
opinion were made mufficienily clear f: the yer 1t of the ¥otingi

Mres CEANG.(China) wae. in uvew. .l " w - 374 mattode -

Mre do ALMEIDA (Brezil) agreed, btut wor._srei whethsr the names of the
delogations gonstituting the majority or minivity might rot be given in a footnote.

e
AR

Mr., OVERTCN. (United Kingdom' thought it would prodably bu- w.-y difficult .
for the Secmtaria.t to ey, in connexion with each. opinion, which de.ngations: .
sonetituted the m*oﬂty and. vhich the winoritvw. = e
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It would be eanier to adopt a method similar to thut folicwad 1In
drewing up Conference Room Papers Nos, 12 end 13, bvt giving the opinions of the
maJority before those of the minority.

Mr. YATES (Secretery of the Ironomic and Scc’el Council) asked the
members of the Cormittec whetlhier thsy wrished tho raoport to incorporute the
renults of 2ll the votes token dwring the session or simply the votes vhich hed
elready oppeared in Journal No.80 of 19 April 1951.

Mr. MURDEN (Unitod Stetes of Amorice) thought thet only the votes on
the recommendations adopted should be mentioned.

Mr. OVERTON (United ¥ingdom) thought thet the Committee wculd pive the
Council an incomplete idea of the discuselcns which had teken plese 1if it falled
to mentlon the proposals or amendments which Led been examlned end then rejeoted.

Mr, CHERNYSHEV (Unicn of Soviet Scciallst Republics) thought there
would be no point in recording all ths vobes which had been teken. It should
be enough to state in the peregraph rolating to & particular recommendation
the dete of the meetins et which 1t had been edopted. The members of the
Comncil would then be uble to sscertain what votes had precoded the adoption
by ovnsulting the summary record of thet meeting.

Mr, CVERTON (bnﬂted Kingdom) thought It would In any caue be
rd)o~a14 and
necessary te refer to the most Irportent of %e,umenaments examined during the

session.

Mr. do SEYNES (France) was not In favewr of sdopting the United
Kingdom representative's sugpestion, even In 1ts attenuated form, If the
Committee wished to include 1in the report explanaticns conserning the amendments
that had not been ndcpted, it would have to do so for all the amendments
" without ercention.

/The TFrench
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Mr. do SEYNES (France), supported ¥y Mr. CHERNYSHIV (Unfon of Soviet
Soclalist Republics), 4414 not think that there should bas eny cucaticn ab present
of the Australian dolegmetion's proposals, since that delegatlon had reserved the

right to submit them arcain at the next sessicn.

Mr. CHANG (China) suggested that the repreaentatives of Austrelia and
the United Kinpdom, who had submitted two snperete drafts relatlng to an
jntrodustion to the rescmmendaticns on the funotlionel commissions, should try

to prepare & Jolnt text which could de inserted in the report leter.
Mr. OVIRTON (United Fingdem) ecoepted that auggestion.

Mr. CHERNYSAEV (Unicn of Soviet Soclalist Ropublise) wag not opposed o
the sugpestion, but pointed out that the membera of the Corriittee had not voted
on the tevts proposod by the United Kingdem (E/aC.34/L.6) and Australla 1<
(E/AC.3%/L.7) end they should be sble te state thelr mesltion in the natter
before the texts were inoorporated In the report.

The CHAIRMAN invited the veprosentalives of Australle end the
Unitod Xingdom to prepare & Joint text which the Cormittee would evamine et

its next meeting which wonid be held on Friday, L Vey.

The meeting rese at 5.10 p.m,

- 10/5 2.,





