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CALETDAR OF CO&FERENQES FOR 1950 (Iten 47 of the ConnciW‘f;cLi;
(Documene E/"496, E/1kGE/Corr. ., Ef137L Anrex 7, Iy fAld.L,
para. €, Efac.2;"7,28) (Ro-operning of the discuss’oun)

The CEAIL.MAN enncunced thet the Calendar of Conferences Tor
1950 had been referred back to the Ccmittee by the Council for
reconsideration in tre 1light of the fact that the Internationsl Lew
Commissicn wiehed to held ite 1950 seseslon in Gzneve, end In view of
certain administrative difficulties to vhich attention had been drava
by the Conference Division at Lele Success, which he asked thas Secreiary
to the Council to desnribe.

Mr, YATES, Secretary to the Council, stated that, in the final
co=ordination of the Council programme with ctler United Naticns
conference progremmes, three main pointe had ewerged.

Firet, irformation had been received that the Internaticnal Law
Comission intendsd to mecet in Gensve et the end of May for ten woeke,
and wovld hold appreximately one meeting & day. The effect of that
meeting on tiie confcrencs programmc of the Geneve Office would be an
overlap between tihe ten-veek session of the Law Commiselon and,
succeselvoly, the Economic Cammission for Burope, ths Thirty-third
Internationa’ Labour Confevence (dus to te Leld in the ralais des
Nations) and the Council®s elsventh secsion., No special administrative
difficultiss were enticipeted bsyond the lcrne of extra interpreterz
from Lake Success, a modsrate amount of additiona’ expendltixe for
temporary sssistance and scme tightness in offica space.

With regard to the constituticnel aspect, the Econcmic and Social
Council, the Trusteeship Councll, and the Intermationsl Lav Commission
were independent organs, end decisions as to their meetings, in case
of conflict, was in the final instance thie responaibllity of the Ceneral
Assenbly. As programmes were drawn up, thsy were reported o the
Interim Committee on Programme of Meetings and Yo the Co-ordination
Committee (during Council Sessions) for discussion in the light of the
interests of the progremne as a whole; the Committee ehould therefore
decide to what extent 1t would teke into account the Information,
recelved somevhet late, concsrning the Law Commission, If
its decielons, and those of other competent bodies, necessitated
extra credits, the matter would have to be settled finaily in the
General Assembly.

/Sezordly
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Secondly 1t appeared that tue Hesadguarters worke-lned In Jjriucry
would be ver, Lecw, if steff bad to b9 seut voth to Man'ovidio =2ndi to
Geneve for tln. Trusteeshin Council, nmalking it difficult to service any
adciviore to the ) serslons elready scheduled to take nlace tievs
(Sub-Camiccion on Discrduwinations and the Comnitee on Procecuvre). Teat
mignht moan that the pericd lert for one of the Svb-Camissions of ths
Ecoammic ana T-m}".u;,-"muer:-t Cammizsion would l:ave to be abandoned, and no
athor meeting eontenplated for thet pericd. The Confereace end General

ervicos Lorartment woull profer a dscision requiring the technical
conforeuace stal'f tc make only oce Journey to and from Maontevidec.,

Thirdly, the work-lcal for early iey, pirticularly the weel
borlnning 8 May 1950, was also very heavy, including as it did scssions
of tle fellowing CUum‘:iE“-?iDﬂé‘ Human Rights, Soclzl, Narcotics,
Stetlnrtles, Status of Wemsn, Econcmic and Employment. Were the session
of tho Sub-Commissicn on Fresdom of Informetion and of the Px‘ess put -
brck from Januery to that period tho ctrain would be further I .c“aaael

by the disporsnl of staff over thies —zontinente.

Tho CHRATRW.N pointed out that the three points on which the
Commitce m.ci take decicionsg were:
&) the Jats of 1o seesicn of the Sub-Commission on Fresdom of
Inf>rnation endi of the Preus;
b) rerercuccions of the date and place of the seceion of the
.internstional Law Ccmmiscion; a.nd‘ .
¢) cougection of work during May, 1950.

a. Dcte ol the sesclion of the Sub-Ccumiesion on Freedom of Informution
and of the Piress.

The Seseion of the Sub-Canmission on Freedam of Informetion and of
the Press had originally been recommended for 19 June; the Ccmmittee had
hovever advised that it ghould be brought forward to January in view of

" the six-weeks' rule. The alternative now seemed to be to revert to
19 June (after the Economic Camission for Latin America) or to convene
the Sub-Commission on- 15 yag (before that Gcmiasicn) ' e

Mr. I-ENIE.‘S-FRAME (mee) aharecl the SQGret.ariat's view that
i1t would be ad.viae.bl.a for budgetary reasons to place very close together
the dates for the meetinge of the two bodies vhich wers to convene at
Montevideo.

/since the
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Since ihn Ecoporle Cormisnion for Tatin Amer’sz woc to noet on
29 Mny 1950. he though* that 15 May night be sesigned te the fud-
Commirsion on Freedoem of Information., That would satisfy can ol the
cond:lticria mentloned by the Secretariat.

Since that cheng~ wes lilelr to rale the prograwue Jor Mey vtill
heevier, it might perheps mset with obJecticas, Eowever, 2 acasion of
the Econemic and Fmploymert Commission wee planned Jor the same time
and it must not be forgotten that the Council had 20l ret taken a
docision with regsrd to that Camnisaion; to judge froum cpinions
freguently expresced in the Council, it mignt be called upon to maet
at the bogimning of 1650,

Saould such a decicion be teken, itc eflect wonld be to l2ava the
period from 8 to 19 Mey free, end it was [or that romson thet the French
delemtion proposad that the linntevidco vassion of the Cub-Cormission

on Freedom of Infrimation open on a dete around 2.5 May.

Mz . MICEADO (Brazil) enupouted the visw thet the Dub-Commicsion
should conwvi re ehortly hefore the Teconomlc Comisrion Tor Letin Amerisa,
both r'cr budgetery anc ror substantive reasons, clnce 1t did ot
consider that the prcblem wes as urgsnt as had boon suggected,

As regirdc the arnouncemsnt of the data of the Inberastional Low
Commieslici, he thought on princinle that if tho Cammitiee had taken
1te decleione for valid roasons, it shonld not haste:n to reconsider
them the moment anothor orge i entered the fleld, tut shculd iusist on
its own .schedule, state its case to the General JArserbly, and lzave 1t
to that body to take the finsl decision,

The CEAT-MAN pointed out that, while the Council was not
cbliged to defer to the wishes of eny other organ, 1t covld always
waive 1ts richts in the interssts of co-ordinaticn.

Mr, IOTSCING (United Statoe of America) wes of the oplnion
that the sesslon of the Internatioral lLaw Camaission wonld interfere
very little with the progremme as drawn up.

With regard to the date of the session of the Sub~Ccmmiccion on
Froedam of Information and of the Press, ho fully supported the
proposal of the French representative, pointing out that the originsl
Unlited Stetes view had been that 1t should be held before the Ecoromic

/GOmmission
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Camdsslon for Latin Ameriza, Ke thought, hiowever, that the cholce
ef 13 May, Impooing as 16 would a firm teradnal date on e Sud-Camicsion
which had a ver; hoavy agende, might unduly restiict its work.

It migat be better if the opening date were to be hrought forward
to 8 May.

Ve, YATES, Secretary to tlie Council pointed out that as
although there would te considerabls advantages in opening the sesslon
of the Sub-Comaission around 9 lly, some consequentlal change in the
rect of the celendiar Tor May would then Lo more than ever neccssary

in order to lipghten the work-icsd.

Mr. A7WCUL (Lebanon), spsaking as a moumber of the Sub-
Caurlesion on Fresdor of Informetion end of the Press, thought the
meath of Mar would te most suitable in view of ihe programme of work
asclizrid to that Svb-Commiscion.

Lo recslled tint, during the dincussion in the Sub-Commission iteelf,
the supggeetion that the resslon might take place in January Lad been
opposed Tor “wn reasone: first, it would have bren impcssidle for come
experts to "oke part ip a meeting to be held in Jeanuar;y, and, secondly,
gince the durztion of sesslon was not to have exceedcd 1l deys, a second
cesclon would have had to bo arranged in sider to got through tiae very
heavy procramme of woul:.

His delepation would therefora agras +n 15 May se tha nnening date
but would prcfer the session 1o begin on & May, waich would allow it

a little more time.

liise SALT {United Kingdom) thought there ehculd be same
proliminary discuseion of how the workelcad in tho second wsek in May could
be lightened, assuming that the Sub-Commlegsion on Freedam of Information
and of the Press were also schaduled for that date. VWould the fact
that the same Division of the Secretariat was required to service
the Sub-Commission on Freedam of Information and the Comission on
Statue of Women mean that any substential change must be mads to the
prograume?

Mr. HUMPAREY, Dirsctor of the Divieion on Human Rights,
sald that it might be advieable for the Cormission on the Stetus of
Wamen to meet scmewhat earlier.

[Mr., MENDES-FRANCE
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Mr. MENDES-FRANCE (France) having withiiawa hin preon~eqd,
end Mr, KOTSCEWIG (Un'ted States of America) having indicatid trot
tho date he kad proposed was not rigid,

Tie & Comiitles decidad, by ] 1_1_._3(_:_*:‘_3:_}:._0 0, ~ta b b ebsteutions

to recrmmand { thet tha S "m:r*:,s*xr un Jrecdon ol I-..cr"*atio*x gad
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of the Erecs te conv\,nr:l a. ,_nome dete betveen A and 1Y May, bui gl
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eerly ag wes poszible ,_fna gctual data to be determined by the Tnierin
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Govr r "ment of Uvu

. p— —— v S S o’

The CHATRMAN asked the Ccymittce’s opinion as to the
Incorporation in the draft resolutlon to be recurmondced for sdoption
by the Courcil of the sub-sentence in the {hird paragraphr of Jocument
E/AC.2H/W.28, reading: "end that tLs four'.h seceion of the Suh-
Comission on Freedom of Informaticn ard of the Fress cshould be held In
Mcatevideo » Drrovided Thet tha costc thareby insvrved by the
Uﬁitad Natione shell not excsed thoso which would be incurrada if the seaslin

were held at Headquartors".

Mr. MACHADC (Brazil) objected that the rs%ention of tlat
paragraph would implr that tio Caumittee wes dlcizting to a llember Stete
what costs it should meet, whoreses no such prinziple hed been approved
by the Gencial Aseembly.

Thne CEAITMAN poirted to the procederi croalod Ly the heoliing
of the lest ceceion of the Cammission on tha Status of Wowen in Ealrus.

Mr. SEN (Inde) seid that, in sgite of the ;recel:nt qucted
by the Chalrman, he etill thonght it would be wrong to take a decision
conditional upon the wlllingnoes of the Coverrment of Uruyuar to mest the
a-id.itio:m;l. exponditure involved, That Goveriment should be left entirely
free to decide as it wished. If, however, it was consldered that samd
reference must be made to the financial iuolications of the decizion %o
hold the eession of tho Sub-Commiesion ia !fontevideo, he nugnested that
the phrase "it being understood thet" bLe substituted for "providcd
that .,.".

Mr. GONZALEZ (Chile) remarked that docwment L/a7.2%/W.32
contained scme draft resolutions adopted after dlscusslon of thz
calendar of mcetings.

/1t way therefore
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It was therefore that docrment, and rnot draft resolution
E/a0 .28/4,20, wknica chould, in his cpinion, be teken into eccount.,

The CIATRMAL pointed out that, by deciding that the secsicn
of tie Cub~lumiscion on Fresdea of Infurmation shculd be :ald iu May
ineteed of in January 1950, the Counzil had rendered inoperatvive the
peragrarzs, rofsrring to the sessicn of the Sub-Cammissicn, of the draft
reeoluticn In Doowsent D/AG.24/W.32, since there was no longor any
question of the Swerstary-General's negotiating with the Coverrment of
Uruguey on tuc pooelbllity of holding a secsion in January 1950, Eso
aad therofcrs proposcd that the Cemalttee reverd to the form of words
used in Docwmeout E/AC.24/w.28. The Camities might, howsver, also
insert paragranh 5 of the draft resolution in Document E/AC.QH/H.BQ,

exprersing epireciaticn of the offer of ths Uruguayan Goverrment.

Mr. IACFADO (Brazil) sugeosted that the Council hal referrsd
the nuetter tack %o the Ccmiiitee for conmsidoration of its practicability,
gl not for subetantive re-consideration., He wiloned 1% to be recorded
that IV ves the opinlon of Lis delegation that, unless the Ganeral
Assemdly chimll decide otherwiss, the Council had no right to impcss
on eny Mombor State the burden of ernandliure erising out of the
holding of sessions of its subordinate Huiles, Clearly, in the present
cage, no prublem of f.aasil»ility was iuvolved, since the Government of

L] " - A d4d 172 -k dallusmne bam ad3ddhd ameV = ood-
Urvguey kad exprosced {%s willingncss 4o 4o

Mr. MUNDES-FRANCE (France) observed that they were in the
midet of a constituticzzel discussion and called the attention of the
Brezilian reprecentative to the fact that neither the Council nor ths
Genoral Avcembly hed the right to impose financial obligations on any
State Memhex of the United Feiions vihcmscover.

The discuselon scemed to kim to be of no practicel value, since
there was agreement as to the fects, namsly thet the Govermment of Uruguay
bad invited the Sub-Cammission on Freedam of Informaticn and of the
Press to hold its next session at Montevideo, end that all representatives
were ready to accept that coniribution to the work of the United Wations.

He propcsed that the discussion be closed, and added that his
delegation would vote for the amendment submitted by the reprecentative
of India, which was so worded as to make the text of the draft
recolution (Document E/AC.24/W.28, paragrapa 3) less rigid.

/Mr. GONZALEZ
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V - Mr. GONZATEZ (Chile) constdered theb it would Le mrevmatie U0
clogo the debute, since the Committes Ald nob actually have velors 1v
any dreft vesciuiion on which 1% conld vote. Docrment T/20.04/iT, 28
wog not really a draft resolution, but a nots drewn up by the Chalrman
of the Co-mruiration Commitites: Docusent E/AC.24/V.32 on the other hand,
reproduced tho toxt of the draft zesclutions adopted By the Ceo-urdination
Cumittee at ite forty~fifth reeting cn 6 Augnst 1949, To
avold prolonging the Jdobate further the Chileen delogation would ifsalf
sponcor the roesolutlon appearing in Document EJAC.”&/K 32 maling only
one chaigs, nmrecly, the substitution of the word "Maey" for the word

“Jenvary" in the last line of the lost paragraph.

- The CHATRMAN proposed +that the Coarmiltieo vote Tirst on the
amenément proposed by the Indian dolagatlion, secondly, on the rslevent
portions of pavasraph 2 of the dvaft rssoluticn contained in Document
EfAC.Q%/W.QS; end finally, on the proposal of the representatlive of

Chile, if the latter choss to presas the matier,

Thoe Copmitoes adopuou vy +) vuvoe to 2 with 1 abstesation the

A T W34 e Y Y o W I . it S 5 — ————— A ST TIAD .

proposal of {le representetive of Inw¢g that the words "it being

understood ... will” be substitutel for the worde "provided that ...

ghall" in the text propocod by the Chalrian,

The Copmiitse adonted by 12 votzs taﬁ% the fo?low;ﬁg pe.ragrani

(AR "

for Irgertici in the reccivtion confuined in Document %i/1h96:
"Docider that the Fourih Sesslon of the Sub-Coamission on

Freedm of Information and of the Frows should be held in Monievidso,
it being understcood that the costs thereby incurred by tie United
Nations will not exceed thoce which would be incurrsd if the

peseion were held at headguarters"

Mr. SEN (Ind’a) explained thot he had voted for his amendment
to the dralt resolution but egainst the dreft resolution itself, because
in hie view 1t was not necessary for the Cormittes to Incirds any clause
referring to the costs incurred. If, however, svch reference were

included, then he would prefer it to take tho form vhich ne had proposed.

Mr. AZXOUL (Lebanon) sald ke had voted against the propesal,
beceuss he felt that, heving decided that the Srb-Commission on Freedom
of Information and of the Fress should meet at Montevideo, the Camiltlee
vas not entitled to stipulate that the additicnal expenditure chould ba
borne by the host governmont,

[The CEIIRIAN
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Tho CHATG4AN, replying to Mr. GONCALEZ (Chille), polntod
out that the vote of the Coamiites which he (Mr. Gonzalsz) had quoted
and wl.ick figures cn page 20 of Provisioral Summavy Record E/AC .24/
SR.LL, actuanlly roisrred to the third seszion of the Economic Commission
for Letin Aueriza, which was also to be held in MNontevideo,

M. MACADO (Srazil) supported the contention of the
representative of Chile that the Committee had in fact approved the
suppreesion of eny refcirence to coetlis in connectlion with the
Montevldeo session of the Sub-Caumission on Freedom of Information
enl the Frese. Tae draft resolution contuinsd in Docuuent EfAG .2!!/1-.? .28
walch coatained & proviso relating to cosis had been discarded by the
Comm!ttee in favour of the draft resolution in Documert E/AC.24/uW.32,
in vhlch no mentlon was made of the question of costs. It might
therelore be understool, by implicaticn, that the Committee hal
decidnl to omit {he clauvse in question. Eince, however, it had now
declded to re~!nseit 19 clause in an amended form, he did no% propose

to discras the matter further.

Toe Committee waauimovslr egraed to include in its draft

renolntion =9 avp- cage!on ch f 1t e.nnvﬁc*a‘"*nn. of the of’er of the

——— ——— = &

Goverrmant of Uruguar,

b) PResercuseions of the dato and placa cf the session of ths
Internstionul Law Cuumlssion; and
¢) Ceagestion of work curing May, 1950,

The CHATRMAN explained that the President of the Council
had coneidered *hat there wore two factors which might 1sad the
Committee to wieh to re-comsider the arrengements made for kolding
the eessions of certain Cammissions in Mey, The first was the
decision of the Internmational Law Camission to muet at Geneva at the
end of May 1950 for a session lasting ebout ten weeks, at the rate of
about one meeting a day, The second factor wes the extremely heavy
strain which would be placed upon the Secretariat and the technical
services by the fact that no loss than seven camulssicns or
sub-commissions would be meeting in early May.
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Mre KODSCONTT (United States of Americe) concldered thot tho
docision of the Imternabionsl Iaw Comrlesion would veilre no groot
difficulty, sirce thet body would not begin Its seswion until most of
the othor Comm?seions hed finishel thelrs. Morecver, il appcarcd to e
its intention to Lold ouly one meeting e Gey, presupenly for only ITive
deys a week; that should nut piace an cxeussive burden wa the techulcal

services at Gereve,

A far more 1lmportant conslderatlion wae the fact that three hodies,
all of tkem scrviced by the Diviglon of Human Righ*to would e holding
sceeions at rovghly the same tilae In threc different cunitinents, nirely,
the Coum-saicn on Hunan Rlghto at Geneve, the Coumission on the Statue
of Women at Inke Success aund the Sub-Cummizcion on Freedom of Inforpation
and of the Fress at Monlevideo., Eo did not wish to elaborate on the
difficulcles thzt thet citnatioa wonlid creats, nr “o rspeat the
arguments alrcady acvenced by hils delegeticn, tut weuld confine uioself
to propusing that, In view of the difficulitics involved, the Cormittee
recommend that tlie £ixth scse’on of the Cowme"3sicn ¢n Human Hights e
held not at Gereve but =t Jalke Success.

Mr. MEITMS-FDANCE (Francs) recalled that the Council, baving
been Infegmed by the Secrctariet thas the Iirlerastional Ieow Counission
wished to hcld ite pession at Geneve ot thie und of Mey, Lad decided in
plenary to refer tack the Calender of Cunfernnccs for 1950 to the Co-
ordination Copmittee, with the reguect that the Committes consifer
whether that wniforeceen clrcuustence vas likely to eflect the prograiie
already drewn upe. Those were the sole grounds on wiich +1e Commities
could go buck on tho decisions it had taken, There was, howoweor, no
reascn to suppose that the new clrcumstance wculd give rice to eny
serious difficulty. The United States represeniative hiuecel? hnd Just
admitted thet the holding of a session of the International Lav '
Ccumiseion at Genevo would not appreciably alter the situetion, einee
the sesslon was to begin duriig a guicter poriod, the critiscl period
belng thet between the end of Amril cnd the end of May. Tho United
States representative had elso ctated, as had also tho Scerectay to the
Council. that tl: Commiesion irtended to mect only cnce & day. Eence,

there seermed no necd to go back on the deciocicons teken.

He might, of course, invoke the rules of procedure cnd the Councilis
customexry method of conducting businesc, to suppert hic view thot, once
& question had tcen decided, the debate should not be re-opered, unlcss

/new facte
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new facts cene o5 light; dut he preferred to appeal to the Cormittee
end to requesi it tu euisider ithe facts realistically. The Counittee
had taiin cec’7icns elter a lergihy Ciscuselor; 8w he hliself sew no
velié ezeon Lo altering tbems. The Unitsd States reirosentative had
pointed out up .0 the Mupta Pishs Division weuld heve to service three
sesaions yumiv ;) gluwltbesccusly in tlirce diiierent parta of the world.
That repsek wiint, perhaps, have been more mrofitally made eeriier, In
any cesc, it ceersd en esoy watisr to get awvound ke diffleuvity by declding,
for exoriplo, toat the Comulssion on the Status of Vemen sihonld hold its
sessicn et Gencyu and not at leis SBucuces, so as to prevernt the services
of the Human Rights Divisien belng unduly dispevsed. Furthermore,; to
relieve thn Secrotariat of the United laticns Office at Ceneva, the
Comatttes tiight 5o bock on ite decielon regarding the Social Commission

and d-nide that ito cesocion should be held ot Iake SuscesSe.

Bat [ranlly, the question at iscue was not merely cne of relievirg
the Secretariat. The United Siates representalive was mainly concerned
to porsuede tuc Comaittee, and subsoguently the Council, to go back on
the dscizions thoy ned taken rezarding the Commissicn on Human Rights,

A nunber of {ecleza“icns, howsver, atbached the greatest importance from
the neoliticel peint cf visw to theat Comisclonts secsion being held at
Genaves The O mmission®s worx in cornecti o with the Decleration on
Humon Rights ~rd the draft conventions wouid not really be fully effective
unleas it was iven Lhe widest publiciiy on 2z trulv international scale.
It woe absoluicly ecoential that the largest possible nuvmber of countries
ghould feel the inpact of such wmeetings end come to know the views cf

the highly qualificd experte teking pert in the Commission's worlk,

Three yeers had passed since the Commission had mot in Furope, and in

the interval it had always held its sesslons in the United States of
America. He felt that it was not too much to ask that once in three
yeexre the Commlssion should meet at Geneva, perticularly in view of the
“dmportance of the outcome of ite work. Furthermore, the Humen Rights
~Commiseion had itcelf agreed by 10 votes to 2 to esk that its next
seseion be held et Geneva, Those 10 votes had not ell been caet by
represontativee of Ewropean countrles, but by experts from every continent,
who realised how essential it was for the Commlssion's work to Ye
universally known, and to pervade all the countries of the worlds The
Fronch delegation therefore considered it extremely important that the
Human Rights Commission should hold its 1950 session in Ewrope.

/‘I‘ho gquestion
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The gueetion wes comewhat diffevent in the cass of the funcilonzl
camnicelore. Tholr work wasy of course, imporitant, bat thay =xre not
rolitical couriscliors, and psycliologlcal end moral factors did not
in tholr cag: plor such an inportant role.

He had act 9 far referred to the comreviencs of meubers of iho
Commissicn, bvt he did feel that that aszect chould not be overlodhud.
If the rost eminent crperis were to bo askoed to participsts in The
Commisr:on's w-rk, they should not be yprovented from doing sos IE
wvas, for instense, very Cifficult for Profescor Cassin, wko had pleycd

such an importaab pert ia the Commission®s work, to forszke all his
retional dutles and go to Lake Success at leest twice & jear, asince,
besides the Humnn Rights Cummission, he had elso to attend the
General Assembly~. Profescor Caseln hod so far mensged to do thed,
but it wou'ld be difficuls for hiw to continvie. Professcr Cassin’e
case waeg ounly one exanple; wany eipertc wore in the samws positlon,
As severeal acssioca bad booa reid in the Ye:s'~rn hendspheie, he Loped
that the experts from that part of the world would not object to
coming to Zurope in 195Ce Mroo. Roosevelt keiself had cloarly
understood the position, eince she had abstainsd from voting.

In those cirvenuwsiancer, thorefore, thc ¥rench delegatlon urged
tue Comnittee, fox more forcefully than it would have dore in cascs
involving othur Coumissione, rot to ge back on ite decisioun, Tut to

allow the Ccmirission on Huran Rights to hold its next session al

Guneve,

Murthermore, the Fronch delsgation wouldl not otject vo certain
changes being rade in the mrogramre, If need te, dut 1t was against
allowing adminietretive conciderations to Jeomardise the prestige and
effectivenses of the work of the Human Rights Comrission, since the
effect of such a policy weuld be much too seriouns,

Mo KOTSCHNIG (United States of Americza) cxplained that
the proposal submitied oy hias celegation could not have been submitied
three days previously, eince it concerned a decision taksn thet very
afternocne It woo Justified primorily on the ground thet there would
be practical difficulties for the Unlted Nations Eecreleriuu in
sorvicing three confererces held in three different contlnento
eimultancously. The arguments adduced by the Frerch rejrecentative

/in favour of
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in fevour cf koiding the sixth seseion of the Commiesion on krnca

Righis vt Geneva J2ft his delegeilon uncondincede Unlike the Scolal

Righ
Coanissicn, that Coumission hed elrealy wet once in Ewrope. The
Comission on the Stalus of Women hed held 1ts last seseicn

in Peirut end saould nob be convertad into an itinerant Comalsesion.

£2 for the Fronch representztivels emphasis ol the need for publiclty
for ths Corwisselon cnn Human Rights, that wes an arguuent in favonr

of holding the sivik eession in Nov York, where racdlo and press coveregs
wos iaMinltely svper’or 9o coaresponding fasilltles at Geneva, He
profoundly rogreibad the incoanvonience czused to notable men like
Profescur Cacnin, who were oblizged to absent themwselves f£rom thelr
countries eo frecrontly, tut thought that tr2> meeting~-piace of a
confercnce sisvld be determined on the basis of obJective consliderations.
He tharelore valniiincld his formal proposel that the 1950 Sewsion of

the Commission on Euran Righte should T2 hell at Jake Suscess.

M, AZEOUL (Lebanon) pointed out that, when referring back
tho Calendey of Conferunces fur 1070 to the Co-ordination Committee,
the Preeldent of iLhe Couwacil, In coprion with the majority of
reproecntatives, hod boen uvnder the impreesion that the decision taken
by the Tnternztional Taw Comnisnion misght ~fect declaions previoualy
teken, Actually there had been no debato <z the question in the
Councile Tonce, hefore continuing the discussion, 1% might de
edricable t¢ deteruine shot decisions would Ve allowiod Ly lhw cusrgeuce
of the new fact. If the representatlive of the Secretery-General
forceaw no wajor difficulties, 1t might perhaps te wmecessary to
re-open the dsbate., '

The CHATRMAN pointed out that, ae both he and the Secretary
to the Counsil had emnounced at the beginning of the meeting, the
Draft Calends» of Conferences in 1950 haed been rererred beck to the
Co-ocrdination Committes by the Council so that it might be reviewed in
the light of three observations transmitted from Lake Succese by the
Secretary-General, namely: that there woulld be considerable difficulty
in preparing the documentation for the session of the Sub~Commission on
Freedom of Information and of the Press by Jamuary 1950; that the
International Law Commission propored to meet at Geneve In the summer of

/1950; and
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1050; ard that: the programme for the begirnning of Mey 1950 wis
overloaded., Tre calondar had been rererred back o the Co-crdlration
Comnittee unzurditionnlly, ard &t tne plencyy weevirg the mrevicus
evening the United States represertative hed reserved the right to

re=cren the guestion c¢ff the ee’endar in the Comuitles.

lMra. YATES, Secrotary to the Council, redlying to Ula
Iebenese reprecentative, sald thet the President of the Council knad
been unawvare vhen making his snnocuncement at the wre+io:z day‘s meeting
of the detalls of the session cf the Internationel Iaw Cermissinn,
nemely, that 1t would hold 1to session from the end of lMay 1950 and
for ten weekxs thoersafter., It would thns colnclde with the fifth

Internaticnal Iavowr Conferernce ani with the clewenth ses~ion of the
Cotusils The President had, however, referred to othor guesbions
raised, which wers those mentiovnecC by the Chairuan of Ghs Counlbteo,

relating to the work=lo:d in Junnarr and May 1950

iire MACFADO (Sracnil) said that, althoush he hed voled tho
trevious day ageinst holding the sesslon o the Ccocamis3zlca ca Huuen
Rlghte at Geneve, hs now supported the polnt of wview cxnrecssd by
the ¥rench remescntotive, Lecavce he hin.slf had tcen opposad to the
re~opening of ke dincursion, In u's v.ew, the wre-srranzed schedule
should be aahsred to, sinez it had been common knowlcdme that tho
Interuational Iaw Coamissi n Lod decli<ed to meet ot Goasva 4n May 1950.
The only difficulty srliing from tlat decicion wus that conmacted with
the provieion of intorprocterse I, in fachk, the whole discussic) wee
to be re-opercd, his felegation would b3 oilized to ree-consider it

position wlth recard to all cuestlcns on wnich A& vote hod Leen telen.

Mre TEAO (CRfna) seid the Co=oriina®fon Cormittee was cbliged
to accept the Covacilie ing. rucition to rrview the Draft Calender of

-
3

Confercnces in 175C. Tz m.la grrebion Lefero tho Covmithce was
whether the eeaslons of the Comul-:. lor on Hup~: Rights and the Social
Commission choald be transferred to Laka luccsrsa  With r=grrd to tho
Frouoh rerrssentative®s reference to the political imrortance cf
holding tko eession of the Commission o Humen Rights at Gersve, he
wouid point cut that the Counission had already held ons cession therca

Furthermore, the Declaration of Human Rights hed been adophzd Uy tho

[Gencral Acgsukly
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merel Assembly in Parde, erd the Conference on Freedcm of Informatlon
and cof the P:ues kad airo toen held in Geneva, so thet the varilous
aspecta of humen rights had, in hie view, received cuificient
piblizity ir Buirore. LILsepite his profound respsct for Profescor
Cessin, he oust romind the French repreesentative that wany other highly
qualified povacns were belng contlinmally inconvenlenced in the same
marrver, alice no uewmber of any Conmission was & professional momoer,
and all had exalted reesponsitilities to discherge in thelr cvm countyy.
In conclusicn,; he supported the United States provosal that the
sceaions of the Commission on Human Rights and of the Social Commission
ghovld he held at Lake Success,

M=, BGRISOT (Union of Soviet Socialist Rapublics) regaided
tlie United Statss proposzl to review earlier declsiore of the
Coiadttes az quite urconsti‘ubional, and sxpressed his asionishment
at the methods employed by the United States delegatlcon, The pretext
for that proposal waas the foct that the Inbernational Iaw Comnission
had decldel to mest at Geneva; dut its sesslion would take place at a
tinwe wken there would be little pressure of work there. IFurihsrmor.,
the Commiznion was a subcidisry orgen of the Genecral Assembly and not
ol %ks Ceumell, a=d skould ncs thersfure e used to Justify an overall
revliew of the Cunaijtee?s cdecisions uriess, as the lebanese representative
kad said, %s ascssion conflizted with scesions of other commissicns.

~ s viders e
cs moprooontntive yeve

a0 other erpgumenia adduced Uy Uhe Undited Oha
guite unacceptable to tne Soviet Talon delegation, which could see no
reason vhrtacevoy foir reconsidering the calernder. Some welght rasi

te given to the French ropresentative®s axrgument that the Comission
on Jumen Rights had ltsgslf decided by 10 vobtes to 2 to holu ite eession
at Geneva, He would also recall tnat the Co-ordination Committee

iteelf had teken a similar decision by 9 votes to €,

Mr, KOTSCRNIG (United States of America) saild that there could
be no doubt that the present discussion was quite in order, because
three rnew elements viich aumply Justified a review of the caléndar had
sérigen since thie previous decisicn taken by the Committee, namely:
that the International Iaw Commission proposed to meet in Geneva; that
tae Counzil had also agreed to hold ite eleveath session et Geneva in
ike summsy of 1950; and that the meeting of the Sub-~lommission on

[Freodom of
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Freedom cf Inforcation and of the rross 2% Houtevideo srd Lecn
transforred to May 950, A decision by the Co~oxdinatvion Cowaittes
would cesist tuhe work of the Council, the morz o since e van
running shost. Hie delegation therefcre hoped That t vwoke couli

Te taken on the United States propusal, ard ke wished tn erphacize
+lLat his delegetion was 2ot glven to rew~opsning discussions Ia piunery
on matters on vwhizh a {ecision hal previouzly teern taken vy cne of
the Cowncii’s committees, and did not intend %o do so oa the progent

occasion, even if the Comnittee®s decision was contrary to i1ta views:

Miss SALT (United Kingdon) cgreed with ths United States
remredentative that the prescnt dlscussion wes guile conmwnltutiorel,
Wnile regretting ths necessity for reviewing the calsndar, ehe
welcomed the opportunit; of exawining questicne in the Co-crdinction
Commlttee which would obthexrwise have had to bs discussod later in
pienary. The United Kingdom delsgaticn, 1ike that of the United
States of Americe, was prepered to zbide by any CGesizion takcn by

the Co=ordination Comunittses

With rogard to ths French reprssentative?s refersuce tc the
transfer of the session of the Economdc end Employment Ccemmission to
Janvary 1950, her delegation contimucd to support that proposal tut
thought 1t should only be included in the calendar subject to wnatevsr
decision might b2 teken in plenary with regasrd to the Zutvre of thal
Commission. Oeccnily, with regavd to the meeting place of thz gos=cion
of the Commlselon on Eumen Rights, she conaidered the Unilted States
argurents in favour of Iske Succeas to be irrefuteble. Sie disagread
wita the Franch reprecentative®s emphasie on the political importance
of holding trat sesgion in Euwrope, and, while apweciating the
inconvenience caused to certain eminemt personalities who had to attend
confersnces al ILake Success, rewinded the Committee tnet gimilsr

inconveniences would arice rno wetier wWhere such coenferences were heli.

She wished formally to propogs that the fifth session of the Socie
Cormioelon should also te held at Iake Success, the docielon to holld
it at Geneva having besn rezched by = very narrow majority, That
icposal ghe made, nct on the grounds advanced by the Uniiea Stzise
delegation, but cn the ground that a tree could n0% be erisstad to

tear frvlt 1f it wes constantly teirg trensplanted. Ywrtheriors, the

/sonial Coimiseion



S aee Cupndssicn intenied to hold cne long sessicn exteniing up to

taz renth of May iS50, wnich wiald leave an inlerval of two wonths

a

Sefore the elaventh sessicn of the Council, during which msoabers of
ihs Cacreteriat wino had Tteen: sransferred from Laks Succsess covld not
te fully empleyad at Geneva. In “he circmumstances, cexrtain
indisvensahle members ¢f the Sscreteriat world be obliged to undertake
{our transe-atlentic journeys il thay were to service ths sessicas
cf both the Saclal Commlssion end the Council, 'She mizhy add that,
vaile it was trus that the ectimated cost of a throe weeks gession of
the Scoial Cuommlsslion &b (rneve was omy 0,000 dollars, eny extenwion
of thai nericl woald cost 400 dollars par week at Ceneva as comvared
with an additiconal 100 dcollars per wsek &t Lake Suvccssn,

1heagl no gulicence vas as yei avalladble from ths advisory
Cerinlitee on Adminiolretlive and Budgebery Questions, the Counell muste
=xvoid the Ik of having a proposal rejested on the grounds of

SLICEEI7E G0INa

Mr, MACEADO {3rrz1)) said thei 3ince discusslon wes
approacking a deadlcck, hils deilsguition wished o propogse a cemmromiso
gclutizn In crder to facililate tre werk of the Comxmitiee. Since the
maly Aili%cultr sczed e ve that two Cormissions were scheduliesd to
mez s nimultanecusly at Geieve hias delegatlion piroposed that tha
Coamisgion on fumon Rights shovld roet at Geneva and the Social

Coxaoslon uhonld meet at Leke Success,

livr, GONZATEZ (Chile} seconded tho propcsal submitted by

the brezilien delegation.

Nio MONDES-FRANCE (Frarnce) said the Fronch delegation
_could not remein deaf to an appeel for conciliaticn, Could 1% know,
uhnuever, whether toe United States and United Kinglom representatives
ﬁmd the view of the Brazilian rapresentzative?

F ’ Mr, P, e. CHANG (Chine) said that although he regarded tha
arguments expounded by the United States representetive in faveur of
transfer to Lake Success as ixrefutable, he rejected, in the sams spirit
‘of compronise as evinced by the Brazilian representative, the United '
Kinglom propoeel that the sessions of both the Commission on Fumar Rights

/ erd the
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and the Socilal Comelssicn should bs trarsfsrred to Take Scocig8,.

ns would propese that the Coaniscion on Human Rigits showld onze

norse moet at lake Snec2s3 end that the scsion of the Coclizl Commiscslon

choald ba hslé at Censva.

Mr. KOISCENIG (Unitsd Statez of Americs) weg.rded ile
Chinsse rvepreventativa¥s proposal as wiee in view of all

the circumsioncses, and suggested that votes should be taken o the

Brazilisn and Chincee propesals in that order. Tre adcoptlion of Las
Drazilian propesal would, of courss, invelldate the Chinsae prepozal,
but if the latier cams 1o the vote the United Staiss delematlon wovlid
vote in favowr o 1% for tihe reascng wilch he bad rrepeateldly vt Lo

the Cormittee.

Mro 2s Co QHAY (China) e=aid tpal the Unlted States yrojosal
4 -

that the Coumlssion on Human Ilghts ghoald meet at Iake Suocess shouvld

be votzd on first undsr the rule of @ecedenve; and asiked whetber tha

Bratilian rapregentativs would egres to that wocedire.
&

Mr., MENUES-¥RANCE (France) regrettcd thst the debate had
taken such a {urn. The Coralttee had before it twc proponals, nanely:
one by the representative of Brezil and one by the representative of
China, Those two proposals, vhich represented coupronise solutions,
could not fully satisly all dalegations, but they would enabls
agrsement to be reached. Besides, the earlier United Statos proposcl had

been withirawn by the United States represcnitative himeelf.

He asked the Comnittes to corfine ite abtention to the Braciiien
acd Chinsse proposals. If other represeniatives wenit on submitiing
new proposals, the French cdelegation would te onliged to re~asasxrt itls
righte and to urge that both Commissions cheuld meet at Geneva, =3 had
been previcuely decided afisr lsngthy discuosions and on tho basis cf
welghty ergnuents vhich had not beer refuted- Trc United Siates
reyreaentative claimed thet hie argumerts had not been ansvorecd: *hat
wae oot entirely true; he (the representative of Fraace) liad noi or 'y
refuted those arguments, tubt had also med- proposels desilgned to remove
any difficnltles which might arise ouh of tie new fosts of whlch s

Committes had ceen seized that day.

Aivh vegexd
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With regord to¢ the Chinsse delegation’s prcposal, he pointsd out
shet tie semo avgnments did nct epply in the case of both Cowmwissions,
fLpars from the fect thew the Coumdssion on Human Rights wea Juetified
in wisking to retura to Gonzva after 2 conusldera®le lapse of tlme,
sherc vas no United Nation: cigan in Geneva cealing with human righus.
75 weuld. of couvrae, bte desirsble for the Sccial Commission too to
vech ot Gereve, but tie Interzetional Iabour Orzanisation did admitiedly
Geal with sociald problews. The Ircneh delegotlon therefore proferred
that .t should be the Cormission on Human Rights whkich should meet at

Goenave.

On the point of procedure he fully supported the United States
reprosentalive®s proposal., It secemed logical thait the Brazillsn
wxoposel should be put to the vote first. If it were rejectoed, taern
a vobe should be taken on the Chinesc proposal.

Migs SALT (United Eingdom) disliled the procedurc adopted
et corsidored that it was an wisatisfactory wey in wanich to take
dscizicne, Zhe wes, however, willing to vote on the compronise
goluticns rropoced by the reprecentatives of Brazil emd of Calns,
providz@d they were submitied in the order suggested by the representative

of tha Tnited States of America.

Mre BCRISOV (uUnien of Soviet Sccialist Republics ) obaerved
trat the prolonged discussion which had teken place on the question of
the meeting pince of the session of the Cermission on Euman Righta
had no doubdbt given great satisfacilon to those repreosentatives who had
been in *he minority when the decision to »eccrmend holding the escssicn
at Geneve had been taken by the Committee. Since no now argumente
had been put forvard, he wzs obliged to drew the ccenclusion that the
fYact that the Interratlicnz) Iaw Commission would also be meeting at
Gemeve in Mey 1950 hzd been used a8 a rmere pretext foxr re-ovening
discussicne FBe proposel, thercfore. thet the Committee report that
it found nc reacon to revisw iis previous decicion with regard to the

sossion of the Ccmmiesion ox Human Rights-

Tue Conriltee rejected by 7 vobes ic 3 with é_gbatenxggns the

propesal of the Soviel Unlcn rearesentative that ks Commi“iee Teport

s

thet 1t found no reeson o review i%s previcus declsion with regard 4o

the next scssion of the Joumission on Human Righ's.

’
{Tha Cermittee
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The Cousitvee sdopted by 10 votes to 2 with 5 ebeterilons the

Jxoposal of the Brazilian rerresentetive to recorwand to tlis Fropomic

—— B e .

and Sozial Councll tha’ the sixth sesslou of tre Comnissicn on Inmen

Rights _be held at Geneva ond the fifth secsion of the Hosial Conmigsion

—— e

e held a2t Iake Success,

After some dlscussion, fthe Committze wnanlmougly zareod to leave

a declsion on the dates of tle fifth reseglon of the Scoojel Conmisslon

e A T 1 | P s it o amea

until the Council had dqggﬁed oa the futwe of Qyj Boouomic and

Frovloyment Commission and its two subecomplesions.

The meetinz rose at 7,35 peuuta






