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1., INTER-GOVIRMMTITAL ORGANIZATIONS (item 44 of the agenda) (Z/AC.2%/L.1 and
- B/i1687) (continued)

No. 25, International Penal and Penitentiary Coumiscion (E/l?35, Efl?35/
Add,1, E/AC.24/L.5 and E/AC.24/L.6) (continued)

The CHATRMAN drew the Committee's attertlon to the draft resolutlon
(&/ C.Qh/L,-S) submitted by the Cenadilen delegation. He expresssd the hope
that representatives would conf'ine thelr remarks to that dralft resolution and
to the text (E/AC.24/L.5) he himself had senbmitted as a working paper at the
fifty-first meeting, as the goneral aspects of the guestion had already been
fully discussed then,

Mr., BIRLIS (Canada), intrcducling his draft resolution, stated that
his CGovernment was generclly in favour of the principle of integrating
Internatlonal activities within the Urnited Netlons, because 1t belloved that
vork woulé thereby te carried out on & wider besls., Hic Goverament, hovever,
had always maintained that the apjroovriate way of achlevins such Integration
was for member povermmente of the organizations concerned to telke the

initiative.

Fis Government was not altogether satisfied with the plan for the
intecration of the Internationmal Penal and Pendtentiary Coumission (IPEC)
within the United Natione as deecribed in document E/1735, and had grave
doubts concerning the finencial implications outlined in document E/ 1735/Add.1,
from whilch 1t appeared, despite the explanations given at the previous meeting,
that the cost of Intesration would be preator than the total of the annual
contributions at presont bLeing raid by membors of the Commission, He was

-84ill not convinced thet the additional expendituro could be Justified.
B | :
- Another real obJjection to the plan was the rigid programme and procedure

‘envisaged. Tn his epinion; 1t would have been preferable were the Department

- =0

of Social Affairs to be allowed more latitude to adapt the programme to

¢

clroumslances as Lhs viork procecded.

He feared aleo that the way in which the intepration was to be carried

Jout misht
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out might conetitute an undesiresble precedsnt forr gimiler proccases of
ebocrption within the Unlted Netlons of the activitles of other Intormational
bodlies. The apreement appeered to him to be sumevhat uniloterel in charscter.
The Unlted Netlons vas aprarently to teke over far-rcachiny: cormitments vhich
vere by no means offect by the undertakings given by IFEC. For instonco,

it vas proposed thut the United Nations should initiate en elaborate
mropramme of work, and that it should employ membeors of the IPIC secretarict.
Futhermore, the Economic and Social Council was expected to approve a plen
and recommend it to the CGeneral Assembly tefore knowiny vhether ITIC weuld
accept it., Vherees on the other side, there was nc arcurcnce oven that

the exieting aessctr of IPIC would be trancsferred to the United Natlons, @s
had been the case when the finctione of the OffZce Inlermaticnale g'H:r.-:ig;_:_lg
Publique hed been eimilarly evsorbed by tke Vorld Icalth Ox anization. The
only concession which IPFC would be making wes ix o, reeins to dissolve
itseclf, on concition that tho Untted Noticna aceonted ull other provicinns

of the plan.

He had fremed his draft resolution witi these coneiderations in nind,

so &8 to cneure that the aresste of IPIC would b mde ayar to the Unitod
Nations, thus facilitatins tho procese of integraticn.

The CFAIRILN observed that, since the Canadian draft resolution
seemed to cormi:d genaral support, he would wichdraw the text hn had Linself
put forwvard as a vorking veper.

Mr, C)MTES (United States of Americe) considered the tert rresented
by the Cheirion to be satisfactory and approprlizte io the n.afs or the caze.
He therefore Torrully meved it in tihe name of his own deleoracion,

Mr. CUMES (Austrelia) sald tiat he had nov recuiv:d instruntions
from Lis Governnent, and wac able to declare its ceneral ajproval of bhe
rlan, Bub he agrced with the Canadlan represcniative tlat 1t wor too ririd

on meny counts and migziit be modifiel to eult requirusments as they arvue.

/For exemple,
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For example, the Australien Government did not sec any clear need for
on ad_hoc Advicory Committee of Expefta if provision were alrealy rade for
consvltative sroups to deal with specizlised topics. Australia wonld -
therefore strongly oppoee the establishment of such a Cormittes.

Furtliormore, the /ustrolien Government ¢id not wish to see any rigid
rrovisicns leid down at that ctage for the holding of full-zcale conleronces.
Those should be called 1f and when the nced erose,

Fpally, his Covernment was not cenvineed ce to the deuirability of
issulng & lepiclative eeries, At leant, It seomed desirsble to dofer a
cdeclelon on euch & gerliece until the system of correspondents had been
established. At that tlue, any need for the series could be argucd on
firmer grounde.

He therufore sugzested that the draft plen b~ emended in those tkres
respects. If the Comitlee was unsble to egrse to thet, ho would propose ‘
that the druft plen simply be tianemitted to the General Asseuhly as &
tasie for dlocuoelon, without eény exprescion of approval by tihe Iconomlc and

Soclal Coincil.

Mr., SEN (Indla) expressced his Goverument's concern that intepration
should be as rapld and elTlcient as nossible. He felt there were cogent
obJections Lo tle procedure sworested by the Avstralicn reprecentetive, as
the IPIC would have to wait & conslderable period before learning ite fote.
He wao therefore in favowr of the Council's giving ponerel epproval to
the plan enalling the Sucretary-Nensrel to ITroceed witi detailed arcengements,
@ould therefore subnit coertain amsndments to the two draft reeclutions

‘before the Commitbeec in the hove that onc or othar of them would rrove to
be ecceptable.

/Taking the
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Taking the United States draft resolutien (E/AC.24/L.5) first, he
sroposed. that the words "transfer of functiors of IPEC to the United
latione" be substituted for the words "integration of the Commicsion vithin
she United Naticns" in the firet paragreph; that the word "renerally” he
nsertod after the word "Approves" in the second purecraph; and that the

shird percgreph be re-worded to read; ‘“Expresscs the hope that IPFC will

iive early approval of the plan and take action along the linen swurgected

‘n 1t,". He aloo suggested that & preamble ehould be edded to read "Fotes

rith setinfaction the progrese the Secretary-General has made in his
gotictlione with the representatives of IFPC

With regard to the Canecdian dref® resolution (E/AC.24/L.5), ne corposh d
.t the worde "transfer of functions of IFPPC to the United Nations," be
stituted for the words "intepration of the IPPC within the United fictione,”
the first paregraph; that the woed "Approvec" be substitvuted for the
rds "Considers that", and the words “ga an occocptedle Leeis for tas" for
» words "provides an acceptable basis for the" in the cecond rarempi,

d thet the words "provided that the IPFC agreee to trensfer ite liiwary,
rchives, &nd other aseets to the United Natlons" be deloted; thet the

vorde "the draft plan es early as possible;" be aubstituted for the worde

‘the approvel of such transfer in crder to facilitote the interration of its

work withln the Unlted Nations", in the third peragraph; and that the worio

"if possible" be deleted from the fourth peragraph, He consldered the purpoes
»f hie amendments to be self -evident. His main concern was to ensurc tiwt
the wording of the draft resolution should be couched in such terms ns te

wold pivinz offence on e matter on which IPRC was understandably extremcly
sencitive,

/Mr. RIRLIS
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M, BRLIS (Canadz) was reudy to eccept all the amendments moved by ths

Incian representative to his-draft reeolution, witin the exception of thzt

concerning the deletion of the words "providad that the IPPC asrces to trrnefer

‘te lidrury, archives, and other @ssets to the United Nations;" from the second
—wEragranh, since those vorde conteined the provision in which his Covirnient

as meoet keenly Interested. Vith ropard to the Indilan reprzsentative's

amendnent to the fourth paresraph, he had insertud the words "ii poesible”

'egance 1t was uncertaln vhother the trensfor could, in fact, bu elfected

wfore 21 Decanber 1951, but he would not insist on the retention »f thoic words,

br, 5i (India) obeerved that as a rosult of the Conndien ropr«puntabive's
accaptance, nis own amond1onta to the Crpadian repreeentative's druft rocolvsion
vere in «ffecct reduced to & sipgle smendment, namely, that the final clewse of the
second garacrvarh be deleted. |

Mrs CATHH (United Stotes of Americe) found the Indian represcntative!s
emendnonts to hle dralt resolution generally accepteble, end re-iterated his
conccrn that (eneral agreement should be cobtaincd on the transfer of functlons
from IPIC %Yo the United Nations. An important sociel question of substencs -
the prevention of crilnc and the treatment of offendors - was involved, in the
cindyr of whloh Uhe Unllod Nablluus was geuuinely wnd viieliy inpurested, 1o
arransement muet ensure thet the baele worlt would be_carriad on and that therc
ould be no duplication of function.

: The GHAIRMAN suspested that, es there esecmed to be little substontial
o Lfforapuo bebween the two draft resoluticns before the Committee, & cpall
.flr&ftine committce chould be set up for the purpose of formulating e eingle text,

,!;1

—-_;,-g-m do KERCHOVE d'MXAVRDE (Belgium) stated that he found tke
§§§§§§§iﬂﬂ draft resolution unacceptable; nor could he endorsc the motives which
f —==¢ prompied 1ts submieslon. The vital thing vae that the contlnuity of the

highly sclentific research carried out by IPFC should be safecuerded, ané the
only ramner in which that could be achiesved was by epproving tlie zlan drawvn up by

tho Secrotary-General end the experts of IPRC. In hie view, thorefor:, it wvus

Jueesntial
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eesential to epprove the plan cutlined in dccument E/1735. He belleved thut the
United Steates druft resolution was frared in terms broed enouzh to enswo apirovel
of the plan and to allow for any future modifications whiclk mi ht b found
necessery., He also found the Indien rewresentative's amsndments to it accepleble,
He could not asgree with the Chairman that ther~ was little substantive dlfference
between the two draft resolutions and was sceptical about the possibility cof
reaching a;reement by setting up a emall drafting cormittee.

lix. CUMES (Australia) re-iterated his Government's suppert for tuc jeneral
hgective of integraticn, but stated that he could not entirely approve thc plen as
%t stocd, beceuse its machinery was too elaborute and inflexible wnd would ubail
.pendlture which could perhaps be avoided. He was thcrefors unable to swyport the
xisting text cof either of the draft rcsolutiomae.

Mr. LEDWARD (United Kingdom) supported. the Indian reprosentativa's
amendmente, end saild he was prepared to vote for either of the twe druft

reaclutions, as emcnded.

Mr. C2TES (United States of America) stated that il the Indlan
reprecentative's amendment to the Canudien draft resoclution for tine delqtiom of the
lagt clause in the sccond pera raph were adopted he wouid vote in fauveowr oI’ that

draft resclutic:, as amended.

In connection with the finencisl implications of the plan, us noted in documen
E/léTS/Add.l, which were causing concern to the sustrelian und Canadien
reypresentatives, he pointed out that no commitwent had yet been entercd intc, as the
whole questiocn of expenditure would require discussion and wpproval by the Gencral
Agsembly.

Mr. PERIIR (France) stoted that, although his Government was not very much
a favour or integration, it was prepared to accopt the view of the majority. He
auld therefore support the United Statee draft resolution as amended by tac Indian
;presentative as it seemed to him to offer a more flexible fermnla.

Mr. SEN (India) said that, apurt from the last clausce of the sceond
aragraph in the Canadian draft resolution, wihich was not covered In any wey by the
United Stutes draft resolution, there wus wnother vital difforsnce betweon the two
[texts, in tho
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oxts, in the sense that the Canadian draft resolution contaelned o referesnce

o the Ccouncil's commending the plan to the Gencral Assembly. He thergfore
coposed thet a new parajsraph saoculd be inserted between the existing, sccond and
4ird peregraphs in the Conadian draft resoclution, to read: "Trancmits the drodt
den to the fifth sossion of the: Generel Assembly. '

Kr. Toa0 (Chiina) hed no sﬁrca_:x.g views on the two draft resoluticns,
which he found tc be very similar svbstantively. He was proparcd to vote for
elther cf thoome

I, CATES (United i-jt.at.és of America) su:_;;;éétad thet the Indiun
raprea.-m-.tutifew's proposul that the last clause éhould o deleted Irom the second
para raph o the Cunadiun draft resc lution ghould be put to the vote first.
Then the Indian representative's prcp_.ual for the insertion of & new tuird
para_reph could be put tg the vote. If thoss two amendments werec wdopted, he
could support ths Canadlan druft resolution and withdrow his own.

lr. CUMES (Australia) asked that the Cenadiun draft resolution showld
be put tc the vote paragreph by pera;xraph, as although able to vete in favour of
21l the others, he could not support the sccond para_raph, since hr considered
hat the draft plan had certain important defects,

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the Indien representative's provosul that

“ae words "provided that the IPPC agrees to transfer 1ts library, swrchives, and

sther asscts tc the United Hations;" be deleted: from the second pureszruph of the
“Canadian draft resolution, (T/AC.24/L.6).

The Indien amendment was adopted by € votes to 2, with 4 abctentim:.

- . The CH.JRMAN put to the vots the Indian rvp.t‘escntative 5 Rops 'sal that
—a—new- pu.rs,:;'apla be inaﬂ ted between the existing second and third para@uphﬂ
of the Cenudiun druft resolution, to read; "Trc.namltu t:le araft plan to the firth
session of the General Asscmbly"”,

The Indlan proposal was adopted by 10 votes to none, willi 3 wbubenbions.

/The CHATRMAN
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The CHAIRMAN announced that, in accordance with th: wish cxrres: .4 by
he Australian reprcesentative, he would put the Cenadian drait roscluvion, ws
emended by the Indian representative's proposals already accepbcd by the

Canudicn representative, to the vete paragraph by pora raph,

The first para raph, amended to read: "Huving exsmined the report proparcd
by the veoeretary-Gencraul in consultation with the IPTC (B/1735 end E/1735/4dd.1)
concerning the trunsfer of functicns of IPFC to the United Netiins, pmwauunt to
resolution 252 8 (IX);" was put to the vote.

Tho firat paragraph was adopted by 11 votes to nome, with 2 cbstonticins.

The second paragraph, amended to read: "Approves the draft plen contulned in
the above=mentioned report as sn acceptable besis for the integreticn cf the
IPFC within the United Nations;" was put to the vote.

The second peracraph was sdopted by 9 votes to 2, with 5 ebstenticna,

Mr. BERLIS (Cenada) asked that the new third peragraph propoccd by the
ndian representative should be put to the vote for & scuunu time, a&s T
position hed changed for his delegation, owing to the cdoption ci the second
paragraph in its amended form.

The new third para;raph was adopted on bein:, put tc the vote for tie oecond
time by 11 votes tc ), with 1 abstention.

The fcurth paragraph (formerly the third para;xreph of dccument E/HS.T/L.G),
amenced to read: "iIxpressec the hops that the ITFC will sive ruvcurable

congideraticn to the draft plun as carly as possible; and" wae rut to th: vote,

The fourth para raph wss adcpted by 9 votes to none, with 5 abstentions.

Mr. SEN (India) pointed out that the word "such" in tiic new yercruph
5 had become unnocesgary in view of the (rdisn amendmwent to tho former third
paragreph of the orisinal text which had been accepted by the author of vl draft
rescluticn. He thercfore ncved its deletion.

The Indian motlon was carried unanimouvsly.

/The fiith
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The fifth (formerly fourth) peragraph, with the word "such" and the words
"if poseible" deleted, was put to the vote,

— Tho £ifth peragrﬂph, as arended, was adopted by 9 votee to none, with 3

abstent;ona.

The draft resolution es amended was adopted es & whole by © votes to 1, with

5 abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN pointéd out that, as the Canﬂdian'dr&ft resolution had Leen
adopted, the United States' draft resolution was dispbsed'df; : '

Mr., MURTIHO (Brozil), Mr. RODRIGUEZ (Chile) end Mr. BERLIS (Cenada)
declared that they wished 1t to be pleced on.record tuat they had abcteined from

votinz on the draft resolution ae & wholo, as amended.

Inter-imerican Commission of Vomen (E/AC.Eh/L;h).

The -CHAIRMAN recalled that at the fiftieth meceting & requect had been
made by the United States representative that the Inter-American Ccmmipsion of
Women be ndded to the list of inter-governmental orpanizations, and drew the
attention of the Conmittee to the notes (E/AC.24/L.k) propared by the Secretariat

on the subject,

Mr SEE (India) sugpestod that In future delepationr making eunch
requests mirnt ve agked to circulate the relevant information in advance. He
vondered under which headins the Inter-ﬂmerican Commissgion of omﬂn ghowlﬂ ;iwure
in the list of inter--overnmental orsanizations given in docwment E/1577.

At the invitation of the cmvﬁm Mr MARTIN HILL (Secretariat) explained
that, under resolution 127 (VI) the Secretary-General had been reguested to
draw up a list of inter -povernmantal organizations., The Inter-Americen Commission
of Viomen had been included in the list, and subsequantly deleted owing to doubts

about its status.

The CHAIRMAN suppested that, if the Inter-Americen Commlssion of i/omen
vere re-instated, 1t might De Included in section IV or section VII of the list.

/Mr, MURTINHO
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Mr, MURTINEO (Brazil), Mr. RODRIGUEZ (Chile) and Mr, CALDERCE IUIG
(Mexico) supported the United States representotive's request.

The Unlted States representative's request for the incluesion of the
Inter-Amorican Commission of Women in the list of inter-povernmental orvanizations

WBS5 approved.

2, DRAFT RESOLUTIONS OF THE CO-ORDINATION COMMITIEL FOR SUBMISSION T¢ THE
COUNCIL (E/AC.24/L.2)

The CHAIRMAN drev the attention of the Committee to document
EﬂAC.Eh/L.Q, containing draft resolutione for submission to the Council, whkich
had already been given a first reading.

Draft resolution A

Draft resolution A was adopted by 13 votes to none, with 1 abstenticn.

Jreft resolution B

At the invitation of the CHAIRMAN, Dr, HAFEZI (World Health
Orgenization) pointed out that, as the Executive Board of WHO was schodilod to
meet in January, a speciel report would have to be dravm up giving the Corneil
an account of the progress made concerning the establishment of official relatlons
with the Permanent Committee of Internatlonal Congresses on Military lclicine
end Pharmacy, since it could not be included in the next repnlar report o the
Council as required under the fourth paragraph of draft resolution B,

Mr. SEN (India) accordingly suggested that the fourth perasraph of

T

Orgenization to report to the Council at its thirteenth session on the Irogross

made, end further",

Draft resolution B as amended wes unanimously adopted.

Draft resolution C

Dreft resolution C wes unanimously adopted.

/braft resolution



ttee and that no further aci-ion wa.s raquirad upon 11:.. .

Braft reaolution
: Draft resolution E was unaninbualy aq_gged

Praft reaolution F

Drn”t rasaljtion F was unanimnualg adcpted.

Dreft resclution G

Draft rssclution G was adopted by 13 votee to none, with 1 sbstention.

Dreft resolution H

lr. MARTIN HILL (Secrotariet) said that, in view of the decision just
taken viti regard to the Inter-American Commission of Women, a reference to the
fact that that organization was to be included in the list would have to be made
in draft resolution H.

Draft resolution H had been drawm up In accordance with the procedure that
hed boon followed ﬁt the ninth session of the Council. 'T'he question arose as
to vhethexr such a rgsolﬁtion was reallj necesséry, and the Committee mlght think
1t would be enough if 1fs decisions boéring on the liet of inter-rovernmental -
orpanizations were included in its report to the Council,

Mr, SEN (India) steted thet his Government was in favour of keeping the
number of reeoluticns dovn to & minimum. Indeed, he hoped that in future the
Co-ordination Committee would exerclse restraint in that respect, He would
welcome the deletion of draft resolution H &s he thought its content ¢cuid quite
aprropriately be trensferred to the body of the Cormittee's report to the Council.

Mz, LEDWARD (United Finpuom) strongly endorsed tho Indien reprocentative's

[view,



BfAC.2L/5R, 52
Paro 15

‘ew, a8 he believed that the reguler procedure of the Committee would dbe Improvod
! the practice of submitting resolutions such as draft resolution H were
‘andoned ,

3haTsl

The CEATRMAN sugmested that draft resolution E should be abendon~d, and
1at the Secretariat should be requested to include an account of the decleoions
saken by the Committee on the list of inter-govermmental organizations in its

report to the Council,

It wvas so agreed.

Mr. MURTINHO (Brazil) stated that it would be difficult to dofend the
decleion to omit the Inter-Amsricen Juridical Comittes from the next lisgt of
inter-governmental orcanizations if the Inter-Americen Commisecion of Women
were to be included, as he belleved both orgenizations were on a similer footing.

Mr. RODRIGUEZ (Chile) ete*tod thet the Inter-Amorican Juridical Comnittee
had been Inteprated within the Pan-A. srican Unlon, whereas the Inter-Amcrican
Commission of Women still retained e certain degree of autonomy. The
sonetitutional position of the two organizetlons was therefore not the came.

Mr, MURTINHO (Brazil) eaid he w o satisfled with the exvlanaticn iiven

y the Chilsan ropresentative.

The meetin: roec at 1.30 p.m,

-





