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l. C;.L~JD;.Ft OF C0NiEF..ENC~S FOk 1950 (Item 47 of th~:: Council •• gendP-) 
(Document s E/1464, E/1370, E/1371 - •. nnex V, E/1402/i.dd . l , ) 
(Cont i nut:d) 

Economic Comraission for ;';sin and the Far Ecst . 

Thts CrL.LIRhiiN r1:m1inded t he meeting that the next session of 

the Economic .Commission for i•sin. and the Fnr East hc.d been 

t entatively fixed fo r October 1950. 

!'~r. YATES, Secretary to the CoundlJ et.a t.ed , il" Mlt~wer tQ 

questions put by the r epr esentative of India, that he was not i n a 

position to say whether ther e had been any d~cision to meet i n 1950 

elsewhere than at the headquarters of the Commission at Bangkok, 

As regards the wish of the Commission that it should meet later in 

the year, it appeared to be fully within the comp~tence of the 

Co-ordination Comndttee to di scuss t he ~uestion of the dates of 

meetings, and ;nake any recommendation it thought f it to t he Council. 

However, up to the present the nature of the progr~mme of the 

Economic Conunission for il. sia and the Far East had made it difficult 

for the Commission to bring its sessions i nto line hri. t.h the nonnal 

schedule, and h~ understood that t hat wou.ld certai nly be the case as 

regards 1950 . 

· Mr . SEN ( I ndi a) r eferred to Document ~/1370, page 2, 

r egar ding the considerations affecting t he holding of meetings away 

from Headquerters, and sug£ested that it would be better to record in 

the calendar either that nothing had been decided or that the place of 

meeting "''Ould be Bangkok. As r egards his Sl:lCOnd point , he wished to 

r econDnend tha.t all t.ho r egi onal connnissions should meet , if at all 

possible , b~fore the summe r session of the Council so a s to be able 

to present t heir Reports to that s~ssion . 

The CH.:~IrlhAN formulated tht: I nrJ. i ;m p:-vposal. as fol1owe:-

<~.ctj11c;ting t hei r programrnes so that the s·~e sions of the 

commissions take placv u~iore the session of thl:l Council 

pr eceding the r egular session of tht- }.:>::~~ e-1 A.::sembly'', 

Ht:: t hought ti1at it should be mad-:- ~:-...::!:- i..h:it it ·~as not intended 

tha t that r ec;:.:::'lendation should apply immedia··,.:ly, since t her e might 
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0o0• vr. o•' ·~h .~o·o:·: to j '..ls t::.!'y t-hf: ragional commissions in hol ding 

'· .:. · _.· '~=' t" 1~ 1.950 tn comply with it. 

,_ , 0 ~~· 0 •• 
0 

';oJO: ~, ) :>greed th<l t t he Chairman's point s hould be 

. - ' 0 0 .;0 °, ::ot :.:.~'L~ully lnt:l uc.lf:)u in t h t: r~::;olul.ion • 

:!--· 1: ,· 1 ~ •. ~~ ... ~.lJt~~-~~.~~~!~.~~ . ~gE_~~d ~~~~-~~.~E~Jh~-~--t .. Q_t-~~--~9JN.~ 

': 
00

0 :
00

! 0:~ !~0 .. 0 ot~h.'? ... (~o-~~st_!3 •1o~l~_!:leld_i_E_Q.~£~.L.l~~o. in 

.·-- · ;· .. : .. F :'t.!U'i~ :t .f I~J.'orrnation and of the P r eas. 

p,o ,•q H! .. o~.: ;·;---··:,ld •;d the meeting that it had b een proposed 

: . r - ~ ... .• > .. ~re0dom of Infonnation and of the Pr ess 
,· :; J· .. ! ! oo l-! :.~~..)nt'i>Yidco. (Document E/ 1464) . The 

• 

0 0 

• ,... 0 -o ~'trJ that the date b~ b!'Oi.l.gh t f orward 

··r· .;,'.; t':f f r-em t he Brazilian l'i'~re ~~nta t i ve as to 

.- : .. 1 ° ::? ~ · .• t. hc').d last u~st ar1d what. rep-':lrt it made, 

0 t 1 :;o_,,r:o::.~y o, l'J j n:c Vn' of !:.he Divlsi on of }hunan Ri ghts , 

;o:: 0. ·.i i r:. t-he fir s t half of "f' ri l buL , in view of 

-' 

0 :!o]lowing c.~1<: S '-'S~ion of the l~tter body . 

·the S.,;c r c.tnriat \.;ould not have 

• • 0 

; • =' 1 •: 1.: !:Y.io t,;-j ;:;1,a tes of I;,merica) suppor ted the Danish 

o···.r 0.-ij.:..h 'Lh ,; S ucretnr iat' s wishes with r (:)gard t o the 

0
: . • oi.'H•o0 ! t t • .-:;, l'h; was willing that the Sub- Corruni ss ion 

.. l o 0 ~0 J ~, !- c r ~- tK:a J:muary 1950 but in any case in time 

--~--iTO· · • o,o ·.~ :0 .. ~ r-.;pod. t.o th.;; second 1950 ses:don of the Council. 

~=- -· -·· 
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He su;.;· g:-.. stcd tha t i t :ne<3t i.m11~di.:.t.:.ly b-Ao!'..: th~- ~ccno::c: .. c Co!:o.:-.is sior. 

fo r Latin ;.mericc: , thtit was from 15 t o 26 l-'.:!y 1950 . 

h r , Hl;'},fHH.EY , Gi r cct.or vf the Divisio:1 _;f Hti::-,c:.n ti ig::t~>, 

poL1tea out t hat, under the six .,eeks rul<- r.::p.1rts · .. ;;-;.; l.J n.:.ve \:.o be :i.n 

the ha n::is of t.h.;: Council by 23 ho.y, If the ::>ut-.C\n,:t.i i>~---'.r' !' i i i.'.<> c;,-;.r:·,;e;_-,ed 

bef ore the Economic Corr.T.i ssi,·:·: ro -:- L<!.tin ;;merica, its t:lession would 

come at a t ime wh•m the Division of Human Rights Wllf> IJ~rticuLn1y busy 

dif.ticul ties . 

Hr . Mi;CHi1DO (Brazil) suggested that a ce rtain latitude 

might be &llowcd with r egard to the inte rpretat i on of the six weeks 

rul ~ , for example, the Council might tckc t he Sub-Commis sion's 

a~port ;;.t the end Of i tS Session, thUS giving ample time forA 

governments to study it . 

~~ . BORISOV (Union of Sovi~t Socialist Rcipublics) considered 

the six ·..:ccks rul<.: i napplicable in the prssent cas.::, s:f.nc e it was a 

<.;.u <:; stion of a Sub- Commission responsible to ll Corn.iti ssion, and not 

directly to the Council. 

hiss Sr.LT (Unit ed Kingdom) :;upportud the Danish proiJoSal 

and pointed out th~t i n practice the Sub- Commission did report dir~ct 

t o the Council , The work of the Sub-Commission would suffer 

considerably if i t had to over lap with oth~r Conm1issions serviced 

by t he same Di vision of t he Secretariat . It mi ght be br-;t ter to hold 

t he meeting in January, .:md to ask the Secre taria t to do the best it 

could in r espect of documentation. She remindldd the meet i ng t bat any 

ch<:mge of dat e would call fo r consultations with t he Government of 

Uruguay; that could per haps be l eft ~o th~ Secr)t~:y-Gcn~rul in C0nsult­

c.:i:J.nn \l i th th-.., I nt.,rfr. Commit t e;;: on Progro.mme of Mt...-:: tings . 

hr. Al>!ANRICH (France) obs ervE.d that the Co<Jli;\ i t t ci <! ·,:~<:. meeting 

a l o t of difficulties ; while the Danish pr oposal s~cmed sr..': :.:_.-o.(,lc tory· 

fror11 th!:! point of view of the six weuks rule , it . would obl:l.g0 the= 

Committee to make a complete chanee in t he Cal endar of Corif. ~r~~ces for• 

1950. Would it perhaps be possible to hold the session of ttht; 

Sub-Commission on Fr eedom of Infonnation a nd of the Press one week 
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t.:l r li.t' r J U111 t. was fr-om 12 June onwards, and not frorn . l9 Juno as plannod, 

;_f t.k·::. c hang.; we-r .-; r .. n.d ~ i t would be possible t o a void both the 

·. :::-. ..::· :.. ~. -- •f '- '' .'"':: ~ ::- \.;. ,.:·:·,.os,_:!_ :. ~ri the difficult i e s envisaged by the 

. . • . . · . : . ' ., 1.' · .. : : ... ! t iv.:; ;:iub-Com:nission r s s ession being held 

ir:~·:,r· · • · • ._ '.• ·. : .:; r.•;loc:.:. ·~ ·. cnu1iission for Latin iJuerica . 

·· =· ···-..,-. •,J!".i 'Ved States of ...merica ) wae disposed to favour 

.. fun · '\.-+:. hnd begur. its s(:ISSion. 

;.;r . Hi.f!.FiiR.?..f , Di recto r of the Division of Human Rights, 

· .. · \1! ~. ' he <tU~;~s tion 0f documentation was very important , 

··• 1y f!S t;,~:: s ervictJ 5 or certain members of his Division would be 

. '.- •... : i,, <.:<>:lflt(Ct.ion w:ith t hEl discWJsion of t he Draft Convention on 

· ,·::v. ·I" i o.~·.;r,J.c.t.i (~a · ' ! V!•.~ Gt::neral Assembly . ~loreover', if the 

- i :~r.~o.: ~~; •>n :n .. t, .i n ~• e rc~ry 1 it would clash wit h the Sub-Comndssion 

:';:"'»r·: l~>~ \'\f · • ·' "; r•.·.no!·ion and Protection of Minor ities, also 

· -:: '' :!...C~r\ oy t: !-1 ;; ;i;. isJ.on, If it ;:tet in the fint half of April it would 

··· ... ;·:.-.p 11. !,; • .. i ·- --.~,.:,.;.i.c~si .. · :~ or~ f! UI:l!in Rights . The French proposal 

')... ,•,~J {_L'lc.i'- ) felt that it should be _e.ft t o t he Secretary-

, ... ~ .!c.rC.: '· .: . ··i··- •.he dec iai.on, and, if necessary 1 te.aporaril,y to transfer 

P. .::. ·i .:osixi that Lhe Council should expr'eee its appr<:lciation of 

t.he .h·11.:. . -., . .,,~t<:!'o e<i l>y the Gove:-1nent of Ur..1~-ua.y to t.he Sub-

!;o'!l"' .. :\ss~c-n ')!l ~·rcedom o1' l n.fonnation and the Press to hold it~ next 

~c!$ 5) <:n a l. i'~(lnt,-:lvideo , o.nd should request the Socreto.ry-Gcner"l.l to 

em.er ;i:1tr· ·1egotisti:;13 ~;itr. that Ckvernment in ordt!r to determine, in 

eel'r&til\.,.l.bn with t-hto I ni: '.! riln Ccl!lnittee on Prograume of Heetings, 

--
:;-~ 

• ,' f • 

~- bt ~t all poat:lbl• to convene· the Subo-COI!IIdaaion in -·· ,, 
. (· 

• Kr. MACHADO {Bruil) doubted whether personnel could 

!J'Al~&~.T be aent to Montevideo tor ten d&¥e on!¥, on two aeparate 



E/;lC. 24/SR .45 
page. 7 

The CHl.I~itN reospitul&ted the pro~.JOeale before the 

m.a~ting: 

th~ Danish provo sal that the Sub-Cornlid ssion on Freedom of ' 

lnforillation and tho Press meet in Jnnu&ry; 

the Indi!.n amendm.;nt that the Governlll~'nt of Uruguay be consulted 

in that connection; 

the United States proposal that the Sub-Commission moct 

immediately before the Economic commission for Latin .bnericn; 

the French pro~osal that it meet on 12 June; and 

the pro;)ollll contained in the On~anC:ur of .Cont0rvncos for 1950 . 

1-ir. Y.ii.TES, Secretary ... o the Council, pointed out with 

regard. to th~ French proposal, tbat tht; possibility should be kept in 

mind that th~ aeuion of the Economic Commission for Latin America 

might l~st for more \han a fortnight; it would, therefore, be saf~r t o 

suggest 15 June rather than l2 June. 

z.Ir. DiJU.GAARD (Denmark) withdrew his propos"· ln i'avour of 

that of the Indian representative. 

The Committee adopted_the proposal of the Indian representative 
4 

by 7 votes to 2 with 5 abstc:ptions. 

Economic and Social Council 

After a short discussion in which 1-Ir. MACHADO ('Brazil} and Mr. 

RODRIGUEZ (Chile) took part, 

'l'he Com:nittee decided to recommend to the Council that the Spring 

aession of the Bconomic and Social Council, opening on 7 Februarr 
4 

1950, should be scheduled to last six wee~.~· 

The CHAI~J.JU~ st.at~d l:.he,t since the Indian proposal was to 

be considered not aa a s~parat~ r esolution, but as a paragraph in 

Duc\Dn.ent E/it.C.24/W.28, that document el.ould now be coneidered as 

approved ae &nendtMi in tbe course of \he discussions on the calendar 

o! conference• tor 1950. 

The Committ~e !pproved th• draft celendar (Document E/1464) as 

am~nded, for recomme~tion y~ the Council. 
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Hr. HYDE {Uni t ed Stut~s of J¥t\e r ico) remind!:d the meet ing 

of the: United St.ates r eservation with r egard t o Document E/1370, 

and proposed t !lat. th1:3 f ollowing text be adopted clither for insertion 

in Docun•ent.. E/:.~C,24f\·J. 28, or as a st:parat e resolution ; 

11 'l'he Economic and Social Council calls the attenti on o! its 

F"unct.iM.al ~ro Rugional Commissions to the principle that 

i~1~ofar ~ e t.h.air t t.: rms of r efer ence permit all sessi ons 

s hould he held at their headqunr t.ers, except in cases \'lherl: 

speci81 conside rations outwei gh the adminiotrative and 

budgetary advar1tages11. 

Hr • .AMAl.JRICH (Fr ance) a sked whethe r the proposal submitted 

by Lhe linit.e(\ Sta t:,es representative was relevant t o the consideration 

.,;: lt.lilll 47.. U i t \-se re , he t·.rould have cer tain r a:narks to make . 

'I'hc CHAIRU.fJ.l l'l.tled that. tJhe Uroited States proposal was 

).!1 or.d ill' . ~~ it lai~ down · gtm~:-<1-l princi ples arising out. of the 

cc,...<:;trh~r."A.tion of t he 1950 cale.ndar. 

Mr. AMANRl CH (Franca) recalled that during the discussion 

cf .ft.an Jh. o! t he Council Agenda ths COillll1ittee 1-.ad r eached agreement 

·:,n ::ertt.dn pl"!tlc:l.ples whic h were to govern t he l ocation of the 

he~.dquat•ters vr tht:l specialize d. agencies. Followi ng a vote l.>y 

roll....(~eJJ .. ) th~ Co:Ymli.t:t.e·3 had made a r econunendation on the subject, 

"•11ich appea.c-~d in Doctiment E/l470J and he wonde red 'Whethe r it would 

not be advi~&bl0 to adopt a ~iillilar wording i n the present case. 

't'c r-eeon.-.Ue t h.> va.rio\\S pointe o! view, t he Fnnch d elegot ion 

-r:.h• t ~l'lt i '- shi) 'J.!.d submit a £:-;c::.h t~xt wr.ich differ ed somewhat i'rom 

-;,i-J·· :' }".~:1 :· ·•• • ._:,r.·opc.•s!o\1.1 b•;.t ca.:~~ nearer t he Cornrrlttee ts ori ginal. 

·''rhv Ecy(,c;,~c and Social 0•.;u.,.,cil. draws the attention or the 

!unctlohal and regicnal commi s sions to t he tac t that insofar 

, , t.hP i r t Cl"!!O of 1·efer·.mc~ penni t , they should hold t heir 

s eesi cns at t heir He~dquarters , it being under stood that special 

or O'!H··l'idin.g considorations ID8Y outweigh the administrati ve 

and budgflt ary advantages of holding s assions at Headquarters". 
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i'u-. BOlUSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist :it~publics ) , r eforring 

t o th~ Indian proposal just adopted, suggested that in impl emP.nting. 

i t t he Sec r e t a r<J-Gene:ral s hould take int o a r.count t h.:: negot.iati ons he 

had already hel d with the Gover rruent of Uruguay . 

He saw no nece&sity for adopt i ng the United States draft r ;.,solutLm 

now that the discussion of the ca l •mde.r had b E!E:U corr.pl..:ted. Wa.s it 

' intended to r e-open the debate? The Committee hc.d in fee t. considered 

each ease on its merits, and enunciation of gensr a l principles se.:.zted 

unneceesary at the present juncture . 

Mr. RODRIGUEZ (Chile) asktJ<i fo r clerific;;. t i on of the t erms 

"functional commissions11 and 11 c ->rur,dssions t ~:~chniqu~Jsu ; ·the :former 

appeared in the United States draft r esolution, and the latter in the 

Fr ench am&ndm~nt ther eof . 

The t e nn.s of the r esolution sutm.itted by the Uni t6d States 

r epresent ative seaned to suggest that the functi onal and regi.<:'r>~<:J 

commissions of the Council should(hold their sess~ .s a t thei r 

r espective headquarters, which would mee n the.t pract·ice.lly' .1\ll tA·,;; 

1950 sessions should be hel d at Lake Success and not at Geneva. 

If that interpretation was correct , h !:: ·r1as in f avour of the dra.!t 

r esolution, but he would prefe r it to b~ vot~d uvJn separately and 

not r tlgarded as em am~ndment to Document Ej;,c. 24/v~ . 28 • 

• In· vil:lw of the fact that the Calendar· had b.et.:n approved, he 

wond~red whether it would not be necessary to provide that t he 

r esoluti.on, if ad-optt)d, ·should not come into efft:Jct until 1951. 

Mr . HYDE (Uni ted States of iJner ica) f elt thilt it was moN 

important for the Cor~ttittee t c complete i t.s l·T;:"~rk than to discuss his 

r esol ut i on; he t hereforB ~Qthdrew it. 

~ir . rlHJJ.I?.ICH (F r ance) :\'.CC:·!!Yl :Lrlgij' w:i.. ~.iv"i rew 1-tts ~Jternattv-e 

draft . 

The CHDIRM/~~ d r ew attention t o the f~ct t hat the Secretariat 

would communicate the progr amme t o Lake Success fo r observations befo~ 

it was presen t ed t o the Council. He . also expressed the appreciat1.on 

of t.he CollD!U.tt .. .r~r \be WIOJ!k of the In+..e~"':i' "' :: ··..; ;;t.::'i::':.ro'.' on Pre:gr.!S!!ha o! 

Meetinge, in 1'f"eaentillg a. dl"aft which ha d n~,;r.eas!tated little change. 
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2 . R3PORT OF THE SECRETARY-G'El~ERAL ON REL.I\TIONS .liTH INTZR­
GOVSRNM~TAL ORGANI ZATIONS ( I t-em 43 f) f t he Council Agenda) 
(Resumed from the f orty-third meet ing) 

(a) Resolution on International Penal and Penitenti a ry Commission 
(Documents S/ AC. 24/W.29 , E/AC.24/W.JO/Hev. l) (Resumed !rom 
the forty-third meeting) 

Miss 3 .. LT (United Kingdom) introducing t he United Kingdom 

amendment (Document E/AC .24/W.30/Rev. l) t o the United St ates draft 

r esolution (Document E/t.C . 24/W.29), pointed out that the United 

Kingdom was pr oposing t he del etion of the second paragraph of that 

r esolution, since i t tended to close the door to further negotiations, 

which, she knew, was f a r from the intention of the United St at es 

delegation. 

The suggested new f ourth paragraph was intended to giv~ some 

indication as t o where negotiati ons ehould start. A time limit had 

been ins ;!r t ed, since comments were more likely to be r tcd ved i f a 

definit e date wer e stipulated for thei r r eception . 

Mise KERNOHAN (United States of r~erica) accepted t he 

United Kingdom amendments contained in Document E/ AC .24/W.30/Rev. l . 

She anticipated the matt er woul d be r ef er red t o same future s ession 

of the Social Commission to enable the latter to r eview the plan for 

!.r .. t .z.~J. at.Lvu l u \.:vu.u~.__i., .i.vu wl. ltit Liat: jJr.i.oriLy oi i:,h~ Commi s sion in the 

f ield of prevention of crime and the treat ment of of fender s . 

Mr. SEN ( India) also supported t he United Kingdom 

amendment . 

He suggest ed, howev.Jr 1 that the words ''Having taken note of " 

should be repl.aeed by the words "Having considered". 

Mr. CUMES (Australia) proposed the insertion in t he last 

paragraph of the United St at es draft r esolution, of the words "of the 

Unit ed Nations ~r ot the ·International Penal and Penitentiary 

Commission" aft er the words ''Member Govenunents". 

Hr . SEN (India) thought that .the Australian amendment might 

create an undesirable precedent 

.::;-.:·.~ Miss KEmfOHIIN (United States ot t.merica) being assured by 

:If'·r.-~IIIMAN that maey preaed~nte exiat-ed within the Uriited lolation1 tor 
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the Australian runendrnent, stated that she would not necessc rily 

oppose it • 

.lith r cg<1rd t o the Indian canendment, she f elt that the Committee 

had not in f act consider ed the International Penal and Penit enti~ry 

Commission's Resoluti on in subst:mc .a , and thi".t the expr..,ssion "Taking 

not e:" might ther efore be more appropriate. However, she had no 

strong feelings in the matter. 

Unit ed States dr~ft r esolution was based on the-assumption that ther e 

was complete duplication of function in the fidd at issu.a . Negot:l..at-
' 

ions had been initiated in 1947 bec;,>use it had been r e:>..JJ.zed the.t th<'!re 

was , in f act, a danger of overlapping, bot subs equent discussion at the 

time of the Gener al .. ssembly had demonstrated that a oasis fo r co-oper­

ation did exist. It had become apparent, however, when the matter came 

befor e the present Committee , that some del egations preferred integr­

ation t o co-oper ation. The New Zeal and del egG:.tion did not believe 

integration was essential, or that ~it was d~sirable fbr the United 

.Nations to assume primary r esponsibility in the field, even though it 

was called upon to consider certain soci 3l a spects of the matt er. 

Referring to Sir Raphael Cilento's stat~ent, she point ~d out th~t 

neither the general feeling in the International Penal and Penitenti~ry 

Commission, nor the t erms of its Rcsolution,wer e conducive to int egr­

.::tion. Co-oper ation w·as the rebtionship that they thems elves pr ef er red. 

Turning to the t:nited Stat es drnft r esolution sha sai.d t h'lt if it 

wer e to -be acceptable to New Zeal?~d two am~ndments would be r equired. 

It seemed to her that the fourth paragraph fulfilled the intention 

of the United States del~gntion to keep the door open for future 

negotiations, but the third paragr~ph s eemed purely an dxpression o! 

th e United States point of view. She ther efore pro~sed d~l etion of the 

third p~ragraph. She fUrther proposed that in the new fourth paragrcph 

suggested by the United Kingdom del egation, the words 'Secr~;:tary-Gen.:ral 

to enter into' be r eplaced by the wor ds 'Soci~l Co1nmissi on t o continue', 

and the words 'the eventual integr ation within' in the f ourth line be 

r eplaced by ' furth er eo-oper ation between', the r emainder of the 

paragraph being deleted. 
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1'ii M CZ.~RKO ( P-..J i\nri.) referr~d t o the f act t h:'l.t Poland l1ad 

odzir.<'1y 1;);';:!1~ '!"~"ct"'d t~· :>f'S et.-oper~tion between the Intern~tional 

Per1: :-:· P rri. .. ··--rizr:r ~":r:mis:::iC"n 1nd t he Uni•, ed ~~ti0ns , not bec.:1use 

\.n~y ~:i ~·-'l :•r . .v~..: .;r :•~ .:.. rga.n.~z.:1ti;)n • .. rorking :!.n thet field, but 

becal'.s~ f1'·1 nCC' .SpJ.il. !''.J.U beer. a member of the International Penal a nd 

..:-r: t !1€ p·J ('!~ ··:· th'3 Coi!'JJU.:>si:-n. The s~ !.,u.:1tion had no\>r changedj 

France· ~)pa.iu w.:~.s t1u l.Jngt.Jr a member, and there had b ~':ln a c onsiderable 

inc rca ::" i t; t he act ivity vf the Commissi o:n.J which h~1d held thrt:u 

congn:~;~'"'" i ,, wtli..rn l".u\mtries not me.l!lbers of the Unit ed N.:1tionn had 

t aken p:1r t. 1'ht:J Polish delegati0n therefvre felt t hat conditions 

exist t:d f~>r pvssible C\J-·Oper~~tiivn, and would uppe;se the Unit ed St ate.s. 

d t·;;.ft. rl:'::svhH . .l.Or :, wh.ich W3.S directed at the virtual termination of 

the Corr:rr!l~·'='l, l' 

~. SEN ( India) re-iteratir~ hi s amendment, pointed 0ut that 

t nt:: Committee could ha rdly spend so much time on a r esolution wit hout 

cun:;id~ring it. As r egar ds invitations t u countries non- members cf 

the Unit ed Nations . ne f elt that the only pr ecedents .wer e thoso in 

which gvv ernm~nt e had been specifically invited by n~~c, a nd not 

en massq, With rr:g.<1rd co the point of view put f or h-ard by t.he New 

Zealand q_nd PoLish dol€:gations, he thought the meeting could ha.rd.J.y 

reverse t.ht~ whol<:l !.,rend of i ts diflcussions, which was, i n fact, towards 

lnt egr.~t. i.lln 

Mr . CORNIL (Belgium) w~s glad t o note that t he New Zealand 

repr c=~.:~ntative had str.assed the need f or co- operation, an· id ea by 

which t.h€ Int.ermtional Penal and Pcnitentia.r:y Cormnission had constantly 

b-"eninG~'J te:l in th~ c vm•:;e of the r ecent discussivns~ He thanked the 

repr!:!s ent~\th' 6 vf Poland for having paid a tribute t o the wor k done 

by t hat Commissi on in the last three years . 

Since 1946 the Commissi on had constantly been asking to co- oper ate 

with ths United Nations; if di.fft::renc~s of view existed between the 

two oz-g·~ni:6e.t, lvnl', they must be due simply to a misunderstanding. In 

any case t h .;;y he.d nothing t<.~ do with the principle , but only wit h the 

f or.m_. of co-operativn. 



. I • . • • ~1~1 ·-.: I • '"'' ' 

r:: ; o 13 

preserving its t ~::chn i <.:J.l ch.::.r ::.ct ..;r, Tht: ·.ssistcm .. e Jf co untr:i es 

;\s f or- the qu~::stiun v f d <:?J.iC,:'..t·iu:1, th.1 '- appe::.: re~ t .:.) him st.ill 

less justif i ed since r.he IrJtern<!~ivml P~n:~l ?.nd ?er'.itf;ntiary 

Com.'llission had taken part i n the c0of l3r dnce held in the P-:llnis de 

with those cf the United Nc.ti<.ms, 

The Bdgin.n d0leg~tiu:1 <::tro'ne:,l.y sup;)vrt ed the New ZE:n.l and 

amendment. 

M!- . RODRIGUEZ (c:hiJ.e) mov~d t ho clusurc. 

ll~r. BORl.:SOV (Ur:bn oi Soviet Sa <.i u.list Republics) a nd 

l-~ss s :.LT (United K~ngd0m) h;wine sp:.kon against the moti on, 

?,..!-..._~~-~ - .P~ut, . t,t! .. ":-t±~.,:vot e, .anq. d8f.e.~.t ~':l. bY,. .• 9_ .• Y...~~~..!: o J wi!J1...1 

~s-~~!!i?J..~!!· 

Hr. BORISOV (Uni()n of Svvitt S cialist. Republics) expr~ssed his 

surprise .::tt the introduct i on of th• ' Un:Lt ed St<1t es draft r es~)l:J.ti~n, 

which meant v:i.rtu.~lly the liquidation of t he lnt~rna.t.iona.l ?enal ~me: 

Penitentiary Com:rission anc the t n :.nsfer .c..• f its ass ets :in•l functions 

to the United Nation:., The r evi s ed United Sta.te:; u r aft :r!:lst..>lutivn W'..lS 

substanti:Uly the same a a t he o:dgin~.l un(~ 1 and tovk no ~ccount of o.ny 

progress rr.a.de in the di. scuss:t uns j Si r Raphael Cilento had made it 

cleo.r tha t the In~~rn'iltion..:1l Peml O.!'Ki Pbnitentia ry Commi.ssiun had 

not a~reed to the o:.:.i.~in·•J f'ni.t -:1d State3 r es:.>luti un, which it hnd 

r.;jecte<l by C:: .- ..... L_.;; ::.o 0, and c~uld th~refure ho.r :lly be expected t o 

find the r evised ~~~ft a ccept nb1e . 

!i(: f eb:., mor eo\·cr-, t hll.t Lhe U:1:i.t cd N~.tivns w,_, uld be assumi ng 

w ma.t.ura.l funct ic·:1s in t Ak'h··g CNfd r trose e:·f the Internationd Pon~l 

and Penit"'nti ,., ry Cornmi.E>~i.vn; w!ric!, ;,;a~ :1 b .... c'.y <.me;c::ged ir: high:Ly 

technical and sci <::' ,t' flc re;:;c.;.!'cj into the p;:-;.,.~i·c:o,T.S ;.;f ..;:r iminvl -:,6.V 

a.Tld the treatnent of delinquents; the assunpt i vfl ~ f any .fund-i ons 

not i n keeping ..... ~t.!i its natur E: ;.-vcid r:.:.h .n ..-J.ly !n(;:J.n ud r.liti vr""l ~ u:-.jasti-

f!.ed expe.nditm·e for the U:li.t. eri NAtions . 
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Thr: I nternati,;nal Penal and Penit~ntiary CoDmissivn included a 

number ~f countries which were not members vf t he United Nations . 

In spite of that, hvwever, the United Stat es draft r esoluti on s ought 

t o creat e what w~s a very dangor vus precedent for the United Nations, 

that vf imposi ng its own wishes on an organization, and i gnoring 

completely those of th~~ org~nizati•>n itself. 

If duplication existed, i t must be because the United Nations 

was tr~spassil'l6 on the t erritory of the Collllllissi on in question, 

parti cularly as the m~tters with which t he latter dealt were far from 

re~ricted t o th~ soc~al field , In shor t , he considered that the 

United Stat es proposal raised a question beyond the competence of 

the Committae . The Committee should merely take not e of the situation 

without adopt ing a r esolution. He wvuld ther ef or e oppose the 

United St at es draft r esolution as amended ~Y the United Ki ngdom 

deleg~tion. 

Mr. MACHi£0 (Brazil) maintained that it was clear that the 

United Nations was dving identical work, and could not be expected t o 

relinquish its project pecause an or ganization which was largely 

Eur opean in scope was covering the same gr ound. The Unit ed Nations 

could not, o! course, det ermine the integration or liquidation of the 

International Penal and Penitentia ry Commission, but , on the other 

hand . it could not shar e its res~nsibilities in the fi eld or ~b~ndon 

its own prvgrumne. The organization i n questi on should be treated in 

exaat1y the sa~e ~ay as the ot her sixty- nine or ganizAtivns wer e being 

treat ad . 

exhausted. 

He moved the closure, so soon as the list of spoakers was 

The motion was adopt ed withvut obje~tion. 

Mr. l-1.'.RTIN HILL, Dil·ector of Co-or din."lti:.m f vr Spe~:..o.llzed 

Agencies and f~r Economic and Sucial Matter s, r eplying t~ the 

criticism tha\ no action had bef:n taken by t he Secretary-General in 

reply t o the original letter o! the I nter national Penal and 

Penitentiary Commis si~n in 1946, stat ed the~ the r equesta of t hat Com­

missi~&dbeen~arrod t o the Social C~mmission which, f or r eason! 

indicat ed by the r epr esentative of Pol and, had advised against any 

consultations being i nitiat ed; that decision had been approved by the 

Cvuncil in Mnr~h 1947 and agcin in March 1948, On the latter 



occusion, however, the c~uncil ha.d c onsidered that. t.h t:' <:t' .. n~•: i n 

the situation referred t v by the Polish r~presentative m~~e i t 

possible for the Social Conmti.ssion to ent er inteo ~ msuJ.t'lt.i c·;:;s ;.ri.t.:; 

the Internat iono.l Peml and Penitentia ry Commi ssion, SJnc c: l. hv ~ ,_,~ :-.:· .~:.:. 

had alreatly beguh discussi on 0f the genera l issue of t he f or m:,l 

r elat ionships t o be est ablished with inter-governmen~~al o:rg:.•n'. :·~ :tt ). vf'<S; 

the Social Commission had confinod its consult ati . .>ns t .-·. the (2.:t . ::=Jti '):l. 

of establishing gvod w~.,rking r elativnships . The r esult ::; of t~o::;e 

c onsultations had been described by Sir Raphael Cilento . 

HI:! was a nxious for a clarification of the t enns o.f reference 

under which the Secretary-General was expected t o negotict e under 

the United -Kingdom amen1ment , Unless he were correctedJ he would 

assume, fi r st , t hat the Secretary- General should t ake into account 

not only the principles annunciated in Section 2 of t he Co~ssion 1 s 

Resolution a nd the vie'tJS expr essed in t he Colmlittee and Council, but 

also any comments that might be receiv~d f~;m go~ernment~ Memhers of. 

the United Nations and the Internati.:mal Penal ~nd Penitt:ntiar:r 

Commiss ion; secondl y , that negotiati Qns shoul d '->e carried out with:i n 

the framework of existing Unit ed Nat i ons machiner . (he .remind""" t,he 

. meeting that the seventh sesnion of the Council ha' ... 1.''t::sted the 

Secret ary- General t o c onvene a group of internatj.o na !..ly recogni s e<'~ 

experts on the question of prevention of crime); and t hirdly that ,. 

taki ng into account the variety of views expressed by representat ive:.; 

and the fact that the principles formulated by the Internatlonal 

Penal and Penitsntiary Commission might not ·all be fully cunsistent 

wit h the idea of integration as f'ur eshadowed i n the United States 

dr a ft resolution, t he instruction t o "take into account" those ·-'i e\lls 

and principles must be very broadly interpreted. 

He also asked with r ef er enco to the suggestion made by t he 

United States r epr esentat ive, whether it was desired that the 

Secretary- General should present his plan t o the Sochl. ~~ornm.is~:i.o :.; 

befors r eporting t o the Council. 

Miss KEROOHAN (United St.atea of America), Np:LyL~'l;J t , .. t.he 

last point, thought that it should b e l eft t o the Secreta.ry,-Genera..\ 

to determine, in thr~ light of the st age negotiations hac!. ~-<- J.ehe<i¥ 

~o which organ his proposals should first ba r eferred. She wou l d 

leave it to th.; good jud~"'!nt of t.he Secreta.ry- General to ::;-?.f e guard 

the p~rog~tives of the Soc i al Commission in t h e matt er , 
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Sr;·~ ;;cr..+t· ·-C. t h" India n am<:ndmE:nt , but f .;,l t thai:. th~;; l>ic:w Zealand 

1nt.:rv~nt ion r'Cis<:d th;) fundament 'l.l issue , tha t of co-nper ation as 

orpo~ ~d t"' . ·.'- --~ :::.. :. int .__gr P.tion, which ma de i t impossible fnr her to 

·:lc:r- -.. rt j t. 

She wc\.'lld .r, ~_v;; no difficulty from the technica l standpoint i n 

-, '· .:.-: n of function by a r eference t o the: work programmes 

of ~he ·~,·m borii~s, H th<.: Cnmrnittee •'fished her to go int o the matte r. 

The l·i ~<! z._. 1l-':nC. .":J11<:nd.,t::nt. , s uggest ing th.,t r~ference be made to the 

30(;.! ,; t,· .. ,~.li. c;.~:ior·,; ·,;.:-.s un~~ c eptable , since that organ ha d undertaken 

t r. ~ · ": ·. :-. :.:: : 'l?' ~:i.t:!" !; t~ e , and t he a rrangement had been found 

t!f.'··h·;r"t i< . .g t he United States s tandpoint tha t it could not give 

,,,;, , · r.- 1· r.~; ~ 'llJ. t~ stion of cventu.?.l i nt egr atinn, she i nform.;d the m"eting, 

: · n:.: T:. L r~,;~~J.on;>l F~ nr,l :·· nd Penitentiary CQmmission had -'iJ ready 

~ -,~..:··: in fo:-rh:d ) th Ti:. t.hc llnited Stat es prob<!bly wou l d not continue its 

~' ·,!~.;-; :·.;,~,i.ort -t.-- ':·- · •:nm1Jission beyond 1950, and that tha t action was 

~H''v'_,.·.:-t-,,·.r: <;·)1_, '·'' ".l:/ :J ~~ ~:sire to s ee the authority of the United 

r;,!_t.-Loll~>, ..,:: •_.; · -:J,,\J\ '. jn C<nmcil Resolution 155 (lili) · C, prnperly 

1,o 1:. -'''· ':.:; h·· -cdo;n of docision a s t o its fut ure work with the 

InL !':,; t <.r>:1-~.~ P r~.<>.l , ._nd Penit.ent i:u-y Cnmm.ission in the first and last 

in ~t.3:,,~. 

··'1··, d. ·. COHHINES ( F ranee) r t:callE:d the Uni t 6d St .::Jtes repres ent-

~; -y·: ',h <! 1--~·i:"•-'-~,- t.i;·:or.::tic a.l st,:mdpoint, t hat stat<:ment might be 

t_. :t·, r; . .r '•:· 

i' ;::-- ·~,:"'-. r ·.•or.::, w~ts the Committ t:e sure tha t ~:very eff ort had been 

·:·:,. ·,,4 t-.:cl Kingdom r <>prcsent"tive ha d p0inted out that t he 

1 ~· · · ... ·r ,. ·. P ,T·! and Penit.:lntie ry Commiss ion had been waiting for 
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The French d"log~ tion considt. r <.::d t!Jl r.:forc th{,t it should b·: left 

to the Sr.:cr<l t a r y-Gen ..:r l\1 to negotiat e •Ni th the Intf) rnational p, nal :->..nd 

Penit i:;nti·'.ry Co!Mlission on pr<::cise ?..nd d.:• t:'l ileci bases with a vi~w t c 

determining by mutual Agrc;em.;nt wh <:th t:l r int.t:gr>'ltion o r co-op•' ration 

could be achieved, without Qc\,ri.Jnc:ot to the ter.hnical v;od < o~ tJ·, ... 

Commission. 

communicated th;::oir views, the Secretary-G~nt:r3l WOtlld be in a pos ition 

t o fonn a judgement, but the Comm:i.t t.ee shou ld. t ake the gr \:atest. care 

not to influence th~t j udgement. 

He pro posed that in the t hi rd p1'1 r agr o.ph n.f the Uni.tect St.att::s <lreft 

r esolution ( Docu:nc.;nt E/P,C.24/vL29) t he wnrds "Continue~to believe" 

should b e r epl a c i?..; · . ,."' words "Considers it desir "lb1e to examine 

whether ." 

/lith r (;gard to paragraph 2 of tht:: Unit ed Kingdom amendment.- h·-'> 

shoul d be repl~ced by the wor ds '',q. common plan for close; collaboration 

or possible future i ntegr at i onn. 

In th~t way the Committ ~:;e would t c:~w~;; tho doo1· open for fr!:sh 

negot i a tions , while expressing the d~sire t hnt thsy s~ould r 0sul t in 

a f inal agreement. 

Miss KERNOHAN (United States of Amerie:~) r~gr..=:t.ted that. she 

cou l d not a ccept the Fr ench amendments . 

~_g~rnrni ~ te:·~ .~.:e j~<?_!.~~.Lt~~.)~5:.'!:: .. :f.~~1!'-E3 .. ~~-~~}j·~_t.o -~2-1:~~_:1. _11"~ 
t hi rd pa raJ?rat:.l-t of _,~h~ .. .!!E.!Jed }ta~es dr~[1-, _r".~-~1u~~.on, by l),_ yot~..2. ~2. 

5 with l abs t en tion. 

'f.h e c2~J. !:.!-~~-.I.~~.S.~~d. J·..h~ . .Z±..r:~!: ... It.~r)Sfl.§~!".!..~en_L)?y_!L~.~ 

~wit b. 5 a}:?.?~.H£!!.§. . 

!h.~~mm?.~t~c .. r:~J.~£.~~~L~h~ •.. ti~!' ... Z~.:J . .§~~.£L ~:1}.'.3!.1~~~~.'·· ~.<?... t~ e _Unites 

Kingdom .~ll!$s!!!l<.:D.t .~.2. ~h~ JJn1~!3£ li.t.~.~ 2r.?-J~ .. ;;::~s~.luti o:-t '· by_ 9 v~t-.~~ . .1£ 
3 with 4 abstent~. 
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. . - · ·- ·- ~ -· -·--· ·--·-· - ··-- ~ ... . . .. ·-- -· ·-· - . - . 
--=Xhe=eommj ttee: .. rej.e:cted: the. French ptgpo-_se:J.· .. t.o-. .r~ror.d.· lhx. f,o1,1:rth 

~-pg~grAph py 9 votes to 2 with 5 abstentions. 

The Committee adopted the .\ustralian proposal to insdrt the words 
• 

"ot the United Nations and of the International Penal =md Penitenti -:. ry 

Commission" after the words 11In'lit41> Member Governments" in the last 

~wo oara~raohs by 6 votes to 3 with 2 abstentions. 

The Committe~ adopted th~ United ~ates dr~ft r~solution as 

amended by the United Kingdom an~ ~ustralian proposals and by the 

Jpdian proposal to replace the words "Having taken note of" by "Having 

considered" in the first paragrapttL by 10 votes to 5 with 1 abstentiol1 · 

(b) Resolution on International Relief Union (Document E/AC.24/7). 

The CH' I R!-U.N drew the: att ention of the Corranittee to the 

letter received from the Pr~f!ident of the Int.:,rnational Red Cross 

Committee (circulat ed as Document E/AC .24/~) asking that discussion 

be re~opened en the decision already taken by the Committee r egarding 

the lntarn~tional Relief Union. 

---... -=-==~,· ~TSCHtfiG (Uni-\ecl 115tatee. of .'\lnerioa) thou~t that. d~e 

wei~t ¥;::r~e"'~tf ~ ch.~d to t~e "sourc'e o'f. the reque:st ' and' p'r.oposed 
that the question be re-open~d, but not necessPrily to enable a 

decision to be teken at the pres~nt session. 

Mr . de COMMIN3S (France) supported the United Stat es 

proposal. 

The Committee agreed by S votes to 2 with 4 abstentions t o r e-open 

~e,ques~ion gf the deeisio~~nken with r egard to the International 

lill~f. U11!.2!1• 

CA IDJD,~R OF CONF ~R:NCZS (resumed fr-om the earlier part of the meeting) 

The CH:\IRW.N called the e.ttention of t he Meeting to the new 

t ext of the Resolutions circulated in Document E/AC . 24/W.J2, and to 

the ~-~'ll'ised dr11ft calendar of conferences. 

Mr. BORISOV (Union Rf Soviet Socialist Republics) preferred the 

retention o! the originRl mention Qf the Sub-Commission on Employment 

and Eeonomie Stability in the r evis ed calendar Qt confer ences, 
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f eeling th~t any oth~r ~~tion would pr~judge t he d~cisio~ o: t~~ 

Council, 

would bd final. 

He .:tdded tha t h L> h ::td be .;,n a sked f or an :Lnt .. ,x·pr r.: t··tion of \:.h ~ 

:; ecr.nd paragr~ph o.f th ~ pro ~o " :~l of tht; rvprvs,~nt t.iv•; o f Incl 1n on 

t he meet ing of t h.:; SUb-Conuu.lssion on Fre : d 01:1 ·.:>f Infor'•.-; tion ( :' t!;.: r c­

duc ed a~ t he l ast p<:.r<~gr,: ph of the f i rst r,~ so lution :in Ooeu:".=n t 

.Z/!.C.'~4;'\of .32) . He beUeY~d th<tt i t \'l:l.S op~n t o onl? -:.nE"· int·.:·p- ::~·>:i cr: 

though he di d not think thr:.t t hat ~nt~rprt...l.1 t icn r .... . ::H t S.:..Itt, .. a ~ . hE-: 

int ention of some o f those who hr>.d vot r::d for it , 

He ru~ed th. t it m.:ont that th~ me..:ting wou ~.cl be helo t·· ,:.n~' 

en.~e i n Hontt:v::l.deo, &l d th!l.t the negot-i ;1ti ons wou ld 'be dir~ct ~c '._ :; 

det ..!l"Tltining whether the Gov<; ITJJ710r,t of lh·uqua;y wnu ld b E: prepa r vd ~c 

<k1'ray the i ncre2.s ed expens . s involved in holding a mto ..:t. i ng i n 

Ju.nu£>.ry and ther eby ::v.J.ke such a mevting possi~le . 

!.~'!.!lit t ee unanin1.9u s ly __ ~99..P!~ .!-.~~- - -~·~ :>O~l~.t.ion_ .<:~-:>f.it :• ~./2~~ .. .1..·:< 

!?.2c urnent E/!.C. 24/W. 32 . 

The me~tin~ r o s e at 2. 5 p.m. 




