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DISCUSSION OF PROVISIONAL LIST OF RECOMMENDATIONS ON WEICHE REPCRTS ARE NOT
REQUIRED (E/AC.31/L.10, B/AC.31/1, E/1325)

Mrs. GRANT (Secretariat) said that 1ist 1 in document T/AC.31/L.10
was a compoeite list based on those submitted by the representatives of the
United States and the United Kingdom. The recommendations marked with a
double asterisk had appeared in document Z/1325, but the Cecretary-General had
omitted them from document 1/AC.31/1 as he considered that reports on them
were no longer requireds The list submitted by the Unit-d States and the
Unlited Kingdom representatives had primarily been of resolutions which were
no longer relevant or in force, but had included four resolutions in gensral
terms, which had been placed in list 2.

Mr. CATES (United States of America) thousht that Assembly
resolution 48 (I) should perhaps be omitted from list 1 as he felt that it
should he reported upon for one more year.

It was agreed that resolution 48 (I) should remain on the list, since

no further reports from governments on it were necessary, but that the

Secretary-General would report on it once more to the next session of the
Economic and Social Council.

Mr, CATES (United States of America) suggested that instead of
"Recommendations no longer relevant or in force", list 1 should be entitled,
as in reselution 255 (IX), vhich 1laid down the Cormittee's terms of reference,
"Resolutions on which no further reports will be required".

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the list should be entitled
'"Recommendations no longer relevant or in force or on which adequate information

has now been received'.

Mr. AZKOUL (Lebanon) wondered whether the Secretery-General would
continue to send out requests for reporte on resolutions every two years
until told to stop by the Council, or whether only one request for reports
would be sent out unlese the Council directed the Secretary-General to

continue sending out requests.

/The CEATRMAN
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The CHATRMAN said that that question would be taken up later.

Mr. CHERNYSHEV (Unionl of Soviet Socialist Republics) stated thet he
wished to reserve the right to exﬁress_his views on the list of resolutions
at the Committee's next meeting.

Mr. LEDWARD (United Kingdom) said that Assembly resolution 136 (IT)
had been placed on the list originally submitted by his delegation as not
requiring furthsy report, because 1t had thought thet the problem of refugees
and displaced persons would be alequately covered by the resolution adopted
by the fourth session of the.General Assermbly on that subJect. Hb wéuld not
however insist that it should remain on the list,

Mr. CATES (United States of America) zaid that in his delegation’s
opinion sufficient information had not yet been received under resolution 136(II),
and the information which might be obtained would be very useful for the
High Cormissioner. | '
It was arreed that resolution 1356 (II) should be deleted from the list.

In answef to 2 question from the representative of Lobanén,
Mr. CATES (United States of America) said that Council resolution 9 (II) had
been placed on the list because his delegation did not feel it was necespary
for the Secrétary-general to requeét further Information on that resclution
until the Commission on Human Righte had discussed the problem and perhaps
taken action on it at its sixth session. | '
It was a;reed that resolution 9 (II) should remain on the list.

Mr. TSAO (China) asked whether govermments would be notified of the
Committee 's decision on resolutions in list 1, so that they should not spend
time and eneryy in preparing reports on such resolutions.

The CHATRMAN stated that the Committee's decision was subject to
ratification by the Economic and Social Council, tut that it would recomuend
that the Council should give the matter its early consideration. Moreover,
the Committes's report would be circulated to Govermments, which might

draw their own conclusions from it. [He called
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He called for comments on list 2.

Mr. LEDVARD (United Kingdom) said that Assembly resolution 212 (I1T)
which had been superseded by a resolution of the Assemblyts fourth session
should loglcally appear in list l. It had doubtless been placed on list 2
because 1t was of a general nature and did not make any specific recommendations.
It raised the question of similar resolutiecns, which issuéd an appeal‘fo
Govermments in the form of an invitation, rather than of a request. If such
resolutions were excluded from the reporting procedure established by the
Committee, it might cause difficulty in drafting future resolutions, because
it would make it necessary to depart from the voluntary principle in the

wording of appeals for contributions.

Mr. YATES (Secretariat) a;reed that it was a matter for consideration
to what extent resolution 212 (III) had been superseded by a resolution of the
Asgemnlyte fourth session. He understood that it had been included in list 2
because part of it was really analogous to resolutions in category 3 of
document E/AC.31/L.6 in that it did not require the subject of inquiries to
Goverrnments, since the Secretary-General would know whether Govermnments had

subgcribed money or not.

Mr. APKOUL (Lebanon) felt it would create an unfortunate precedent

if such a resolution, which recommended concrete action, were to be considered

as a gensral statement of principle, and therefore thought it should be placed
_on list 1 of L/Lc jl/L 10. '
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The CHATRMAN said that recolutionsipn which it would be difficult to
report had been included in 1ist £, and he felt that resolution A/1102 (IV) was
ir. thet elnss.  Elthough rencrts on it would not -be requested in the Secretary-
Genersl's periodic request for information, it would be reported on by tre
Technicel ‘szistance Cormittee end the Technical Ascistance Bosrd, and the Council
would thus be atle to study its implementetion in & different way.

t was decided that resolution A/1102 (IV) should bes deleted from the list,

~ Mr. CATES (United States of fmerica) proposed that fosembly ressiutlion
133 (II) should be deleted from the list. The information recelived under it
would be useful in the expended progrrmme of technical assistance.

Mr. AMAIRICH (Frence) suggestzd thet if resolutlon A/1102 (IV) of the
General “ssembly wes deleted, resolution 133 (II) should aleso be deleted as it
was complsmentery to tae former,

Mr. YATES (Secret:riﬁt) explained thet that resolution had been super-
seded to some extent because sction was being teken and reporied to the Council
perticularly by the ECC end the Intermationzl labour Orgenisation.  Further

reports on the bezeis of that resolution were not, therefore, necessarily required.

Mr. AZKOUL (Lsbenon) thought thet the reply of the representative of
ths Zecretary-Gensrel showed the need for broadening the title of 1list 1, The
wording of resolution 255 (IX), sub-peragrerh (b) of the onerative pert should
be used and extended to describe specific reasons why no further reports were
needed. That would obviate the confusion betwesn resolutions stating general
principles snd resolutions on which no further cction wes nesded for other reesons.
Assembly resolution . /1102 (IV) would be pleced in 1list 1, not because it had been
superseded, but because it was beinpg implemented by otier means. Similariy,
- Assembly resolution 133 (II) would be included because its implementetion had
rassed w~inly into the nrovince of ILC. The list might be snnotated with
explenstions of the rensons f@f which no further reporis were needed in ccnnexion -

with each of tie resoluiione conceorned,

/Mr. CATES
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ir. CATES (United States of Ametica) pointed out that the Committee hed
not yet deternined in what category the resolutions in list 2 fell. Some of

LS 3F

them contzined specific requests for reports, others requested reports under

speciel procedures.

Mr. LEDWARD (United Kingdom) said that he thought that the Comaittee
“had eccepted the Chairmen's suggestion thet the Secretary-General, when circu-
:Eiﬁfﬁz_iuuglatioﬁs to Governments, would exclude two cztegories, namely, those
“couched in such wide or genersl terms thet they were not suitable for specific
.;Tyorus ;na those requesting information which he obtalned by other meens.
———— Genersl Assembly resolutios A/1102 (IV) might be regarded as being
%t)jre_ﬁby resolution 255 (IX), sub-perzcrsph (b), but might be placed in some
—other Iist which would contain resolutions requesting informrtion which the

‘ﬁecre‘ﬁ&mf-General obtained by other means. That, however, would not golve the

prnhlem whether invitsations to Governments differsd from recommendations. It

_weg degiradle that the list should be as broad es possible, but that difficulty

-arige when resolutions were drafted in the future. In such d.rafting due
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Mr. CATES (United States of Americe) felt that the Committee should
adhere to its terms of references under resolution 257 (IX) as closely as
possible, The list should be véry snecific znd should include only those

resolutions upon which no further reports were nesded.

' The “HﬁIﬁMAN felt thet General ~esembly resolution 133 (II) might be
)laced more approPriataly in list 1, but agreed with the Unilted States
representative's request for its deletion from list 2, He suggected, fTurtheirmore
that requests for *nformaticn In connaxinn witlh General fssembly resclution
£/1195 (IV) should not be circuleted biemnielly, but at a shorter intervel on
an zd hoc basis, | ' ' o

It was sgreed that General 7ssembly resolutions 133 (II), shoq}d-be removed

from list 2 to list 1 and 2/1102 (IV) and A/1195 (IV) should be deleted,

‘Mr, CATES (United Stetes of America), returning to list 1, pointed
out that Council resolutions 67 (V), 123 (VI)A, 48 (IV) and 120 (VI)E were
types of resolutions which conteined requests for informrtion other than specific
information on their impleméntation, The Committee did not yaﬁ know whether
reports would be supplied, The Committee's decision thrt they should not be
circuleted would not prejudice their circulation under the terms of the
resolutions themselves.

Mr LHDHKRD (Unlted Kingdom) expleined thaot Council resolution 67 ( )
had bcen.plﬂcad on the list on the proposel of his delegetion because the Fiscel
Cormission-was. engaged in a study on double taxation znd’ further reports would
be unnecesssry unless that Commission required them. '

It was agreed thet Council resolution 67 (V) should be_deleted.

Mr. CATZS (United Stetes of America) explained that Council resolution
123 (VI)A bpelonged to the type of resolution under which the Secretery-General
received esnnual reports.

Mr. AZKOUL (Lebanon) thought thet such resolutioms had been included
incorrectly in list 1 because due regerd hed not been peid to the essentisl
purpose of the Committee: to see that £1l resolutions which were no longer of

concern to the United Nations were deleted once and for all from its azenda. In
the light of thet consideration, list 1 might be redrafted. The CHAIRVAN



E/AC.31/SR.8
Page B

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that resolution 123.(VI) A simply amounted

to an exhortation to implement other resolutions,

___  Mr, RUZDINSKI (Polani) observed that the title of resclution 123 (VI) 4
j&éﬂeﬁd;ﬂg, the resolution did not call for the submission of reporte
%ﬂ mrely intended as a reminder thet reports were due on a certain date.

: YRS a reed the.t{}mmci L rescluti A should Ye retelned.

~

' W'Waﬁ. Council resolution 123 (VI) E, for example,
By the Farcotics Division as valuable, vhereas resolution 123 {?I}“A--:
ﬂﬂe‘h. f

ed that Council resolutions 48 (IV) end 120 J:VIl should be
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Mr. LEDWARD (United Kingduu) suggested that General Assembly
resolutlon.x/llho(IV) might contain grounds for the sulmission of reporis
ow1ng to the reference to inter&QOvernmental agencies.

Mr, YATES (S ecreturiat):pointed out fhgﬁ_the.bapic resolution,

Council resolution 262(IX), would remain operative.

Mr, LEDVARD (United Kingdom) agreed to the inclusion of resolution
A/11L6(IV) on that understanding. -

‘Mr, AZROUL (Lebanon) thought that Govermménts were asked to
supply information on specific measures in the field of social security
in Council resolution 241(IX) K.

The CEATRVAN observed that the resolution was scmewhat vegue. _
It could be argued that the resolution contained only & general recormerdation

Mr AZKUUL (Lebanon) said that he believed that Governments whlch
inplamented the social aecurity provis:onﬁ with specific legislaticn would

be arxious to report that,

Mr. YATES (Secretariat) safd thsie was & douwble difficulty of
interpretation. The resolution raised the question of social security
messures &5 & whole ard in addition it wes phrased as &n invitation to

Govermments although it wae not cleor.whether it smounteld to a recoumendation.

Mr. . 2KOUL (Lebanon) observed thet the doubt expressed by the
representative of the Secretarr-Gensral showed cleerxly that the Cormittee
could only with difficulty make distinctlons between the various terms in
which the Economic ard Social Council couched its recammendations, His own
Govermment would always regerd an invitation zs tantamount to & recommendation
If that had been the only difficulty involved, he would propose the inclusion
of that resolution in category L.

/Vir o LEDWARD
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Mr. LEDWARD (United XKingdom) believed that two questions of principle
weire involved. Firstly, the gquestion whether an invitetion was not in fact
a recommendution and second, whether the recormendation wes not'covered by
breoader resolutions dealing with gocial security. The Secreteriat might
Investigate the latter gquestion and perhaps extend its implications_to other
fields, If the second principle applied to resolution Qﬁl(IX) K; it should
be included in the list; 1f the first applied, it should be deleted.

The CHATRMAN thought that both principles might apply.
It was agreed that resolution 241(IX) K should be retained in the list,

Mr, CATES (United States of America) observed that the members of
the Committee were essentially in eagreement on category l. He would suggest
that Council resolutions 226(IX) D, 2L8(IX) 4, 246(IX) E and 2u5(IX G fell
within category . : _

it the following meeting he would sugpest the inclusion In document
E/AC.31/L.10 of Council resolutions 208(VIII), 227(IX) D and 159(VII),
General Assembly resolution 279(III) and, as the Chairmen hed proposed,
208(III), |

The meeting rose at 1,10 p.m.






