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REFUGERS AND STATELESS PERSONS (iteth 32 of the agenda) (continued) :
a) Gomevael Assembly regolution 319 tlv) A (B/1668, B/1669, T/1767; F/l767/Ad6. 1,
: £/1801 3/1800 B/L80,: BIAC . T/160} B/AC,T/L.T2, L/AC 7/L.73, L/AC. 7/L 74 and
/L 7)) (regumsg, from the., lYchumeeting

. n.,...."-.-," !

Ths QHAIRMAN reqpﬁsted the: Committes Lo resume consideration of tiie
French worhing paper ( /AC 7/L 60 and drew attention to an additional document
: (E/AC.7/L°1 ) coutalning two Mexican amendments thereto., He also mentioned a
= Belgian paper (circulated later as document E/ACU7/L.75) containing three
. amendments that were substantively the same sp certain of the Belglan amendments
appearing in E/L.80, He proposed that the Committee deal with the French working
paper chapter by chapter and paragraph by paragraph, tut reserving consideration
of the opeuning paregraph cortalning the proposed draft resolution for the General
Agsembly until the amnex had been dispomed of, He also suggested that the
Beigian amendment relating to the openiwy payasraph be taken as a separate ltem

when that paragraph was considered.

In reply to Mr, FEARNLEY (United Kingfiom), he confirmed that the draft
Gemeral Assembly reeolution in paragraph 5 of document BE/1669, submitted by the
"Seoret&ry-General, was before the Committee in =o far as 1t dealt with the
election of the High Commiesioner and the invitation to be sent to govermments,
‘and'he proposed that those twe points should form the subject of & separate
resnlution by the Council,

. Mr, DELHAYE (Belgium) aocepted the Chairman's suggestion, adding Hhat
'the Belglan delegation would withdraw its proposal in’ sub=~paragraph 1 (a) of
‘polnt 5 of document E/L,80, as there now seemed to be no point in it. The
Belgian delegation would support the United Kingdom proposal in document E/AC,T/L.72.

Chapter I of the annex - General principles

The CHATRMAN suggested that as the Committee appeared to be in
agreement with the procadurs he had outlined, it should turn its attention to
..paragraph 1 of chapter I of the amnex, The United States delegation had proposed

(B/AC.T/L.73) that the words "a Tinal solution of the problem of such refugees"
! be replaced by the phrase "permanent solutlons of the probleme of these refugees',

/Mr, ROSEMAN
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Mr, ROSEMAN (United States of Amertca) sald that his delegation felt
th&t a final solution of the ref‘ugeé problem vas probably very remote, and also
that 1t was bhe solution of various refugee problems , end not of ome single
problem, that was being sought, hence the proposed emendment,

The CHATRMAN put the United States amendment to the vote,

The Upited utntes amend.ment ves ado};ted bv 12 votes to none , with

2 abstentions .

The CHATRMAN +“shen drew attention to the United Stetes amendment

E/AC.7/L 73) to the same paragranh, proposing the substitution of ’ohe words

"by assisting governmente and voluutery agenc;ies in fecilitating their voluntary
repatriation or their assimi lation" for the words "etther by facilitating their
voluntary repatriation or by facili tating thelr asslmil&tmon .

Mr. ROCHEFORT (France) could not sccept the amendwent, It was not
desirable to place governments and vbluntary agencies on the same footing,
Re_patriatipn and the assimilation of refugees into a national community were
political operations, in v_l'lich voluntary a'gencjles; could only partigﬁaate to the
extent that the governmeni:s concerned .were prebared to 8llow, If the amendment
were adq;gtéd, he was afratd it would lead to conﬁwion, an& even to disputes,

lfnoideﬁt’al’ly, the amendment imvolvéd e substantive change to reéol;xtton
319 (IV) A , which placed voluntery agencies in an entirely different category.

Mr.' ROSEMAN. (United States of America) apprecfated. 'bhe point made 'by
the French represeuntative, The United States emendment, however, was based on
the wording used in the ennex to theé General ‘Assembly resolution,” On reading
that resolution again, he felt constrained to. bring bis amendment still more
closely into line with it and suggested that the last phrase of the paragraph
be amended to read:. "withtn ney na’oional commni tes" » instead of "within B
national connnunit;y Hie delegation considerad that volun’cary agencles had an
important role to, plav in the mptter of assimilation of refugees. within nev .
conmunities, To associate Governments and voluntary agencies in the same phrase

d1d not derogate in any way from the authority of Governments,

/My, FEARNLEY
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Y. FEARNLEY (Unite& ¥ tugiom)  supportod tho Thited Statés: “proposal,
While e.pprebiating ‘ths French point of s hos bpd.iede that aubskg_uont
proviaions of tho dreft atitute mans 1t guite clear that the. H:Lgh C‘ummibsioner
would not attemph to maks uSe of voluntery:agencies without the. apgreement of
governmente. In the circumetences , he felt thut the misgwmgs of the French
reprosentutive were hardly justified; '

M  DELHAYE '{Belgiun) -shéred, in rart .t least, -the mis:glvings of the
French representative, and said he would sbstain from the vote on the United
Stater amendment , "

L

Mr. ROCHEFORT (Frince) proposed -that the words "with the; a.greement
of govermnents" be inserted in- ‘bho Unlted States amendment ‘between the. word. "and"-'
and the words "voluntm;y agencies". “Hu falt tha.t the: ag;reement of govornments '
wag necesgsary, at Leagt 80 far as the mwein lines of a policy.o:f‘ asslmilatlon,
and repatriation were concernnd.. It was not for voluntury agencies to initiate
~ such & ;oollcy unless govcrnments guw ‘hmir consent. S Tl

Mr- PRARNLEY (United Kingdom) epprecisted the, I‘ronoh r=_prese=ntative 8
dii‘iiculty, but WOnc‘icrnd vhether 1t would not be bebter to say "subject to the
dpprova.l of {:he tgovérn.m&,nta conc@rnc d” 80 as to gvold ull misund.r:rotanding. '

. ROD}MAN (Unitad. utatas of Amrrica) said thut his delegation Was
s&tisfied tha.t the=re need be no conoern "that vbluhtary ugr ncies Would intervene
without thu approvul of the "overmncnts conwrned he Ielt that the sense’ of.
the wording in peragraph i (c) of the ennex to General AbSembly resolution 319
(IV) A should be retained.. For 'bhat ro a.son, his dalegation would. not be able to .
suppurt the Erench ;propowl even as mod.ii‘ied by tho United Kingdom rupresentatiVe

"M+ ROCETFORT- (Ii'ance) ; while aéoepting the! suggastion of the United.
Kingdom repreaen‘hatlve W ot Filly ‘satiefied by theaseurances | glven bY 'Ghe
‘United States represen“tativa, whoee' dmendment’dia not specify -whioch voluntary ,
agenciee were concarxiud. b might Be ina.: particular country dgencies which
wers foreign or interna‘oional ELo éhardo’cer.' Sush? organ;tza‘b;tons ‘might 'w"ish.: 0 .

[}l
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operate on lines whlch were not in nurmun.y w:Lth the ;pollc,f of bhe 'row*rnmpnt of
the vountry. That sltuat: o hud alleady oriser in I*l'unce, where certaln ‘
voluitury ageliciesn had uctually tried to .E'orce the hand of 'bhe Y¥rench rovernmmt
for exwsple in the matter oi repatriatiun, _or had mamtalnod a pollcy opposed
to thut of Fruncs. Moreover, the ferm ”pri*rote ornenlzations" ﬁsed in
resolution. 319 (IY) A& was much more vague than the expression: "volunbary

apencios'.

The CEAIRMAN put to the vote the French proposal that the words
"subgect to tle approvel of the govermmente concerned" be ingerted befors the
phrase "voluntary agencies" in the amended Yext proposed by the United States

delegetion.

The provosal wes vdopted by 10 wobtsg to none, with 3 abstentlons.

The CHAIRMAN then pa‘t the United States amendment, ds ame*xded. by tb.e

Frénch delel,dtmn, to the vote.

T’ne Unlted States amendment, as awended, was unanimously adopted.

The CEAIMMAN then put to the vote paragraph 1 of chapter I of the

amnex, o8 msuded, and reading as follows:

"It shell be th: duty of the High Comm sgionsr for Refugees to
provide international protection of the refugees folling under his
conpatence and to ce sk permenent solutions for the prodlems o
those refumees by ssesiebing governments end, subyect to the:
approval of ths governmantsg concf=rne& veoluntury agenclcs in
facilitating their voluntary roputr iation or their assimilation
witaln new national cunnuv.nitiGC" '

Paragraph 1 of chapter I was adopted by 12 votes Lo none, with 1 abstention.

The CHAIRMAN obeerved that as the Committee had already decided tg
2

delete pziragraph 2, the followlng paragraphs would be renumbered 2, 3 and b

regpectively.

/ He then
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He then d:rew a‘ttention 'l:o the Un:tted %ates a.mendmen‘b (D/AC 7/1. 73
p&x‘apranh 2 sug;gestinb tha'b t 18 tex'b in the Worxcinb paper be amended to read- o
"He e:lhall i‘ollow nolicy directives ﬂiven to him by 'bhe Umted I\Iations eccording
to mathods determined by the Lvenelal Aasembly o

e, Roc‘HEFOHT (F:bahce)' agtesd to the United States amshdment, His -
ownn working paper had in any case merely reproduced the text of the amnekx to
resolution 319 (IV) A,

" ffhe 'CHATRUAN mut the amended text “to the vote, - °

Paragraph 2, as amended, was unanimously adoptod.

Paragraph 3 of chapter I was then unerdmously adopted.

The CBAIRMAN drew attention te the Mexican emendment to pavagraph 4
(B/AC.T/T..T4) » Proposing the deletion of the words: “Unless the General Assembly
subsequently decides otherwlse" from the begirming of the sscond sentence,

Mr, CAIIERON TUIG (Mexico) sald his delegation had proposed 18 -
amsnc’lménﬁ pinee it was ratent that the General Assembly, being the sovereign
body of United Nations, could at any time alter its decisions. The words in
guestion were therefore superflucus,

My "RGCEZPFORT (Prence) said that in hie working paper'he' had merely
taken the relevant ;passage vorbatim from General Assembly raqolut* on 319 (IV) A.
He id not think it would be dasirz.ble to’ change & text wh.LcL ths General Asaembly
had experienced great difficulty in adopbing. .

- Mr. FEARNIEY (Uniited Kingdon), while agreeing with the Mexicsn
represantatlve mth regerd to the power of the General Assembly to alter its
decisions, supporl,ed tue J:rench represen'l,atiw s aince the phrese in question had
been incorporated in the General Assembly resolution only after very careful”
thought, and was one of several points in that resolution to which a number of
delegatione attached considerable importance., It would therefore be preferable
1f the Mexican representative refrained from pressing for its delet;on.

/The CEAIRMAWN
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‘The CHATRM\N it the Msexiesn amendment to the vobe.: . .-

The Mexlcan amendment was _rejected by 6 vo!;es t0. 3, rith b abaﬁeﬁtioﬁs&

Mri CAIDERON FUIn (Mexico) said thet His delegataon, althou rh 1% would
vote for raragyaph k- ‘with the -rhrese in question retained, neverti noless reserved
its position with regard to the desirability of inuorporatlng that fhmss. :

‘ Ml‘a mxm\my (Uni‘beu I\..lngrlom) thought that it might be p_zeferable “and
an imrrovement to the draft s*tatutﬂ if all queations raleting o finence and
‘adminiatration vore p&thered uouei.her under one heading , &nd’ su:;geatecl tha't '
paragrapl L might be trenaferred to cmpter 1‘\?‘ and the latter re~enti'bled. -
A "Adminis‘bmtlon and I‘inemce". ' c

Mr, ROCEEFORT (France) exnisined that he had felt he should: include. the
" point in i:hapter I of the annex &8 one of the general principles goveiming. the
| "‘"'f‘lmctioniﬁg of the High Commissionev's Office. What wae involved was. & -
fundamental principle which had given rise to long discusgion in the Generml
Assémbly. The othor finencial proviéions were mach narrover in seope, and. he
Peared the Committoe might be accused of trying to restidct the ecope of that.
principle, too; 1f it decided to lump 1t together with the' other financial':

measures.,

T

Mr, FEARNIEY (United Kingdom) said Le vould not press his point.’

The CHAIRMAN put paragraph b to the vote. y"‘

IR

" Pavagraph 4 wes unenimously adopbed.

Chapter IT of the annex .- Orpganization

ectlon A - Hig,h Connnissioner 8 Office.

- - . B
[ o H . P

The CHAIRMAN called atten*ion to the United States amsndment
(B/ac.T /L.73) proposing the replacement of the words: “who shall draw up his
contract" in paragraph 1 by a new sentence reading: "The terms of appointment of
the High Commissicher at rank equivalent tO suv.eses. Shall be arranged by the
Secretary~ieneral".

e fir.” ROSEMAN
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Mr. ROSFMAN (United States of Ame‘v"ica)_ sa.id his delegation felt that
ite amendment vwas essentially a d:r:ammne; change, Clearly, the High Cormissionexy
wonld have o be elected by the General Aggembly, and the specif’ ic aryengements

:E'or nis engagement worked out by the Secrstary-General.

Mr. YU (China) said thet it ssemed to his deiegatlon that the
appointment of the High Commlssloner by way of nomination by the Secretary-
Genexal differed from a procedura followed foxr the elesction of the United Nations
Commissioner f‘or Lib,ya. The 1atter - and it WOuJ.d be noted that Yie 'was an
ordinary Comniasioner, not a High Coninissioner = had been nominated by the
President of the Gensral Assembly in collaboration with the Vice-Presidents ’ and
with the Chairmen of certain of ite Committees, That was a much more democratic
Procedure than the one now proposed, which was, in fact, dangerous. In his view,
although the General Assembly had lald down in e resolution the conditions
relating to the election of the High Commissioner, the matier should 'be re=-sxamined
at the proper stages, and the Cbuncil Bhould consgider the posgible danger inherent
in the nomination by the Secretary.uGeﬁeral of a person to so elevated a pos‘c -

The standing of the High Coumissicner, no matter what his rank would. be _higher
than that of an ordinery Commissioner, In order to lend dignlty to ‘uhp office,
therefors, the. Commitiee should see to 1t .that the organ or Derson responslblq,

Tor the nomination was of appropriate standing. To confer such povwer on cne
individual s in the present case the Secretery-General, who was an administrative
officer, would be to create.d dangerdus precedsnt. Such a course might be
setisfactory 1f his Judmment were sound; but if it were not , the interests of

"ﬁhe refugees might well suffer., His delegafion regretted that it must point out
that its past experience had left i1t with the impression that the Secretary-Generel
had not alvays been completely impertial, but had allowed hid Judgment to be
influenced by political considerations. His remarks should not be ‘regarded ag

an attack upon the Secretary-General y but merely a8 an attempt 'bo show the
undesirability of placing so much Power if the hands Of one person. )

JMr. CAIDERON FUIG
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Mr, CALDERON PUIG -(Mexico-j"*satd that his delegation hed full
confidence in the 1ntegrity~of<tha Seorotury-Genaral,, Nevertheless, ﬁhe
Committee should serinously cemgidsr the dansers luhersnt in creasing. a. precedent
pointed olit by the represetitdtive uf (kine. Ne wonil like to kmuw. the origine
of the paragraph undsr consliasration, and the vonson why the momination of the
Higﬁ Commissionar had not been left to the Presifent apnd Vics«Prouigouts of the
General'Assembly as in the came of the eléction of tue Commissfoner Bvr Libya.:

kr. ROCHEWORT (France) falt that it wes not always des*'nble to ba
over-scrupulous about precedents, That could only make one a slave to routine.

"'People must occasionallj have the courage of'their-COﬁviotions

In the case in point thera ware two issues to be conslgered: 'in the
fmrst place the necesstty ‘for giving the Htgh Comnissioner greatér moral
euthority by basing it on a General Assembly vote; and secoﬁdly,'the“necesslty
for choosing someone who would enjoy the full oonfidence of the United Nations
Sééretariat. The formula uged in the Ffenuh vorking paper should be guite -
‘satisfactory, since 1t took mccount of both congiderations, The Council -
could hardly caell in question a procedire which had been settled after extremely
" long and complex discussions in the General Assemb]y. e

Mr, DELEAYE (Bslglum) wondered vhether the Secretariat could give
‘any additional information in gonnexion with the pafsage relating to the
procedure to be followed in nomtnating the Htgh Cormissioner,

Me. HUMPHREY-(Secretariat) regretteod that he was not in a position to
- anaver the Belgian representa+tve 8 gue stion, If the latter wished, however,

¢

he would aok deadquarters fov tne necessary Lnformatton.

Mr., FEARNLEY (United Kingdom) felt the Committee should take good - .
- ‘Bote of the French representative!s .remarks, The United Kingdom delegation:
 to the Gemeral Ascembly had originally been opposed to the arrangements propossed,
" but since the formila before the Committee répresented a deciston of the |
General Assembly, his delegation was prepared to ablde by it, The question of i

/the appointment
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the appolntment of the High Commissioner: weuld not necessardly, end with his

nominatlon Ly the Sseretary-General, for the Gsperal wmesembly would not. .oLegt. .
Febles-datber ' s nowdnee 1T 1t did net approve of -uim. . However, he assued .,cbnu.tl_‘_,"_

the deeretury-~Ganeral, with hils wide sxpsrience, would try with 'qu'b Hnd. 2

dGlplomacy to find o person.who would be Zenorally uccortablu o tha kx(;l'lerd.l
asembly, -Ie also belleved It would be difficoult, for the Secretary- Gnnergl
Gy pmiewer e Belglen reprasoubabive’s quustion with regord o pr-UC@Clurﬁ*.gnd
wug sure that the Se cx‘ct.zx'y-wnor...i woulu in fact FuCCm,c in Lindlng, an uCCept.

abla Gendidats, " T Aot Ll T e

N

i, ‘FRIJ:S ~(Dermark) thowgat the Comittesr would do well to ueoept, the
text :1:(1 'tho rench work m:u paper, Iw,z:lt,;z Fall Luwfad tne 4.orm llu. dgre Jd. on Hy ‘the
General ussembly. Hle d.b.ch slop, b \w»w* , wlb that uextuallJ ne.u:hcr th,'.n
Prench version nor tha Lm:t=d 'wtﬂx memdmunt ere entirely mbimantm .' Ho

: T
agre« G Lo the deletion c:f th(, warc%.a "wno thull ax

uw u.p nis ;nuract" s
Bugdestcd javs the Unite\l b'b&.'t@b repro&isnmtﬂ 2, ‘m* thou(,nt iL pre:t e*r@blm tnat
the 'berms o:ﬁ‘ appointmem qhou.ld ba lafn e @ (Le ‘sis"z\ of tho Ge neral usserhbly

Finally, An view oi th(a unj que Qﬂﬁl-..l.ﬂ'bﬁr oi‘ L Aa po st'nf High Cor-unmsir;n AT,

would. propuse thet the worc’.g "a"b re nk qaivulent Lo!. 's ...., be apletnd'fron.thﬂ
bext proposed by the United otat.,u. |

YR v ’E :
qre 0 e
e

b, IJ LHAYI" (:Bnlnium) F‘.e(pl‘ mt,,d bh&u he naﬂ nob as Pd for Ay
modllication oi‘ the, tPﬁt he, nad ma‘rely asl.ud wh thcr the uecretarmm lmcl a.ny
‘eddltional information ubout thu procedur: to o followwd. He wus satisfiecl ‘
rith . the answey ofithevrepréssntative. oftrthe -Secretariat.

L 2 b . B N

Mr hOBDMAN (Umtnd otateg of :.mul 1cfw) rncoglizad the validity o;t‘ the
point mede Ty the Dam.sh reprcesentaLjVe, He sugueste,d that the United Dtates
emehdment be modddled: ko read "The; terms of sppointment of the I Tigh. Commigsioney
ahall i he pro;posed by the: ueGI‘t*tLll‘}' rGensral atd epproved by the General 'fﬁssfs‘}nhily .

i Mr~ Hfll» (De*)marh ) withdrew lu NDPDS(JJ. m :f‘avour of that gug;,;estior

',.,\

ARt

/The CHATRMAN
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The CHAIRMAN put %o the vote the tnited States ropresentotive 8
amenément to his delepublonte crlg,inal amendszent,’

That text was.adopted b;yj 12 votes to none, with 1 abstsn'tidn,._ ] ' B

The CHAIMMMAN tien put puragraph 1, ac amended, to the vobs,

Paragraph 1 of Section 4 of Chupter II was ad.oiﬁ:ed vy 1L voten ‘o 1, with

‘ Yo
Vi

2 ab stexmi one.

Ag adz)ptgci it read:

"1) 'l‘hev‘Higgh Commis .J:Lon e "h..«....L e nlucterl b,,f the G or»eral Assémb.L,,r on the
nomination o tiwe .:ucretb.ryucxcneml. Ths beris of sppoin tmcn‘o o
the High Comaissioner shall be prepered. by the mecre'uary—(,eneral

and proposc,d by the Generul .b‘sswmbly.

He ghall be elected for a term of three years, from 1l Janvary 195L."




E/AO.'?KSR.ITI' C
Page 1 SN

Mpt YU (China), explatring his vote, said, thet his delegation
hed Hot desired to propose a substontive change to the text at that stage, . |
bt merely to place lte views before the Committee, and to warn the letbter of
Yhe risk attaching to the procedure su@bested for the momination of . the .

High Conmiseloner, which, he repeaa'l:ed.,‘vwas not sufficiently democratic,

) The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the United States amendment
(E/AC 'T/L 73) o paragraph 2, proposing, the deletion of the words "as soon
ay he is elected". oo

ey Mp., ROSHMAN (United States of America) sa.id. his delegation
anpreciated. the need for the High Ccmmissionor'ﬂ dopury to bepjn his worlke

a8 .goon 88 posslble, * It was unnecessary, however, to provide in the statute
that he should he appointed ad goon &8 the Qigh Commissioner wvag elected, for '
’*ohe High Commiesioner would certeinly make the aprointment one of his first
basks, - ' ' '

Mr. FEARNITY (Un?ted Kingilom) apgveed with the United States

representatlve.
The CHATRMAN put the Unfted States amendment to the vote.

The a'.mendment\waa adopted by 12 votes to none, with 1 abstention.

The CHATRMAN then put peragraph 2 to ‘the vote,

Pavagraph 2 of Section A of Chapter IT was adopted by 12 votes to

nene wth 1 abstez'ltion.

~ Mr. ROCHEFORT (France) pointed out that the provisions corresponding
to the questions listed in paragraph 3 of Section A had not appeared in
‘the draft resolution on implementation submitted by the Seorstary-General
(B/1669). There was no precedent for such provisions in United Nations practice.
No doubt there wers preceden'bs in the history of the Leegue of Nations, and
1t would be well to bear theminmind, since the inclusion of such provisions
wag esgential, The High Commiseioner might, after all, submit his resignation
at & time when the General Assembly was not sitting.

/He therefore
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He therefore supgested that the Sepret&r‘f—Genaral study the .questlion and
puhmit proposals tu the General Assembly, unlees the Council found lie 4o
discuss 1t belfore the end of the present session. Dut he felt thet at tiu.e
pregent stage of 1te work, the Committee 1tself should not spend too much

tinme on the question, which ought not to raise any political issues.

The CHATRMAN thought that the Committse could-decide either to
draw the atfention of the Secretary-Genersl to tlie four poinis mentioned under
paragreph 3, and yefer him to the summary records of the Commlttee's discussion,
or to proceed to comsider the formulstion of appropriate texts, The Director
of the Division of Human Rights bed ceptain texts which might provide a hasis

for discussion,

Mr, ROSEMAN (Ynited States of America) sald his delegation di1d not
‘believe that 1t wae necessary to include spscific provisions for the polnts
in question, It hardly seemed noceseary to provide for the interim period
when provieion had already been made for a deputy High Commlssioner.

Mr, ROCHIFORT (France) explelned thot he ulsht equally well have
mentionsd the possibility of the death of the High Commissioner, or any '
other accident proeventing him from carrying out his functicns as his
reaslgnation. Such an event might occur lmmediately af ter the end of a
Gerieral Apscumbly session, in which case months might pass hefore a.new High

Commisgioner could be appointed.

i,

The CBAIRMAN assumed that in the absence of spécific provisiona-for '
replacing the High Cormissioner during his term of office, his deputy would
in case of need carry out his functions until the Genersl Assembly met again,

Mr, ROSIMAN (United Btates of America) noted that corresponding
provisions had not been made in respect of the Secretary-General, and
congequently felt that there wes no great need for concern 1f they were

omitted from the statute, at least at thet stage.

/Mr. CAIDERON FUIG
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" Mr. CALDIRON FUIG (Mexico) donsideed that If there-was-&-gep to
111, the Committée should £ill it, ‘ard thab it would. e useful 1f. the -
Commiitted had an onportu.nim ol e,{aminmg the textﬂ “that the vecreturiat -

hed prepwed. .

Mr. FRIIS (Demmerk) supported the Mexican representative. Assuminé
thu.t the work' involved wowld not delay the Cuommittee unduly, he felt it would
be fo'its credit i; it; were to work out sultable’ ‘wordings for the. various

proviswnq cuncnrned

 The CHATRMAN suggestod that the matter be.loft over for.the bime
being and that, when the vote on the statute as & whcle came to be taican , an
opportunity should. ‘be given to eny dslegaticn to revert to the paragrann ze;.nd |
put forward z\pnropria.ue texba, - '

Mr. FRIIS. (Denmerk) wondered if the texts pcepared by - tb.e ecz'eté;r;at
could be circuluted, as .a working papsx.

Mr. HUMFHREY- (Gecretariat) sald he had two texts avallable. It
should be understood that 1 they were reprodwuced, the Secrstary- -General
would not thereby go pn-record as considering that it was necessary to _provid.e
~texts for the polnts in question.

A% the suggesticn oi Mr. CALDERON FUIG (Mexico) he road oub the two
'followin., texts, ome relating to the resignation of the High Comind 554, oner,
end. the other containing provisions for the interregaum precedins the
“appointment of his SUCGels0T . o =

"Reaignation of the High Crmmissianer ghall be wi‘wted elther by a
two=thirds vote of no confidence of the General Ausombly, or Dy his
volun‘tary submwsion of his resignetion”, e

"In the GVt"‘n‘b of the resje,nation of bhe Hibh Comnissicner the Deputy
High Commissioner ‘shall tam <11u:r(;e and will pgri orm ‘the functiom
ussigned to the High L,omm: ssloner until the nomination by the
Secretary-General and election of & new High Commissicner".

[vir . FEARNLEY
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Mr« FFARNIEY (United Kipcdom)-eaid that, so fur se his delegution.
was concerned,. if thoss texts were placed befors the Committee. he would be
willing to consider them. He wondered, however, whéther at that stege such.
texts were essemtlal. The common sense.of the Germral Ascembly ond biwe-
working practices of the United Ketionz would, he felt, provide clear guldence
in -that unfortunate event off:the resignaticn v the death of the High
Compisgloner. He would certainly deprecebe any sugiestion in the dralt slaibute
of impeachment by & two«thirds majority, a suggestion which seemed to figur: -
in the text rolating to re‘:*gnat'ian. Hao p:r‘aiw'rud the bhmrmm B PROPUBSL
pru ceduru ,

The Committee adopted the Cheirmen's sugrestion that bie metber be

deferred for the time belng, and thet when the Stotute as a whole Cumie to-le -

put_to the vote en oppoctunity showld b miven £o. any delepsticn 0 ravert -

to the puragraph in question apd vub fopward tpprowriute bexts.

v

uectlon B « advisory Council ft;r Refugess

The CHAJRI-'E;N poinbed out tl'ut“"t}:im l«lsnch working: pupvr conté.ir;ed
no specific drart for Sectlon p, hut only tne l*.r:t-‘nch drler;wci on's views.
Nevercheless , the B~lg,ia.n de=le~ation hac. ,,mopomaa, in dccument B/ Au.’]’/L. 5,
an wmendment o bection B. The United utates cle.Lagation, on. the cther heand
had proposed in docum*nt L/.e«.C (/L 73 8 LeW saction in 1‘0& u’toad.

"Miss MEAGHER (Umnade) gaid that her uavurmue’nt's :"enezruL at bitud '_
t0 the esteblisiment of rew bodien was ‘that 1F thxy vere necessay Y or mtendnd'
ta perform wseful work they chould be supperted, dbut thot, us there wel'e
already very many United Lin bl onass bnd.iosa‘ , it was nsentihl 1o oonsldnr very
carefully khether their cetublisluaent wis ;’;ua’oifiec.. I tne ceso of the
Ad.visory Councll for Refugers, it bad to be xomembersd. that. the High Commissloner
had not yet. begun hjs work. There was thersfore mmch to be sald for giving
him an opportunity of aoqualnting himgelf witl the problems he would have to ..
face, and of working out.en inltial approzecll to.them, before it was deg¢idod .

5

[vhether
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whether there should be an Advisory Council, Her Government did not appose

the idee of an Advisory Councll as such, but considered that it would be
premature to set one up before the need fbr 1t had become plein. She
accordingly suggested thet all references to such an Advisory Council be
deleted from the draft statute, and that the question be raised eguin at

the thirteenth session of the Council, when the gensral pidture vould he
clearer, the advice of the High Commiesioner would be available, and a declelon
could be reached:by the Counoil in full kuowledge of all relevant facts,

Mpr. FPEARNLEY (United Kingdom) agreed with the -Canndian reprecentatlvebs
views, His Goveromsnt was not apposed in principle to the establishment of
an Advisory Coungll for Refugees, but thought that some working experience
of the High Commisﬂipnsr's Office was necessary before the question could be
considered. The General ASSémbly vesolution had ssked that means .should be
rravided whéréby non-membey Statesiof the'United Natione could be associated
with the work of the High Commisslioner; his Government agreed wholsheartedly
with that aim. "~ Until experience had been gaiﬁed, however, it would be
extremely difficult to decife what exactly those means should consist in, and
vhat Member and non-member States should be brought into association with

. the work, He acoordingly supported the Canadian representative’s proposal
that all references to the Advisory Council for Refugees be deleted from
-the draft stetute, and suggested that when the draft resolution in document
E/1669 was teken up, a recommendation should be made to the General Assembly
thet the question be deferred pending further consideration on the lines
suggested by the Canadian representative.

~ Mr, ROCHRFORT (Frence) eaid that in Sectlon B he had meroly sketched
a fev general 1deas in outline, as he felt some diffidence about defining
his views more clearly, He shared the view of the Cenadlan and United Kingdom
representatives, though’he folt that under General Aspembly resolution 319 (IV) A,
the Committee wes bound to do something to bring lnterestod governments of
States not members of the United Nations into the wopk of the High

Commigsloﬁer's Offics. Tﬁe French propeosal had been drefted with that end in
view, :

/If the
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If the Caumities relscted his sroposal, it would autoratically eliminate
the meapure proposed in the United States emendment tn pavesgraph 1% (2) of
decument L/AC,T/L.73.

Tt wap impcrtant that the Coamittee adopt a fairly defindte aktitude on
the queation, if it wera not o desiroy the halance of ths "definition by
categories" 1t had sdopted previously,

He sugpgested that the Committes confine itself to preparing the ey for
the Genexal Asoenbly and the High Conmimeioney, by recormonding the
egtablishuent of an Alvicory Cormittee consisting of States, whether Mewbers
of the United Iantions or not, interested in the cause of refugees and anxious
to aaoiat the work of the Oigh Cormdsesioner; and by recommending thet the -
High Conmissicner go into the guestion ard report to the Economic and Social .
Council at a lster seosion on the final ceonstitudion of that Advisory Commlitee.

The Fronch delegation felt that the Advisory Covmdtiee should not be
placed on the same footing as the High Cowndsaioner, but should be.under his
direction, thuas ensuring thet the former's efforis could not be stuliified by
any activitieg of the latter,

He therefore wrged the Commiiitee to adopt the faw peneral mrinciples lald

dovn: under Scction Bj he agreed that they might appropriately be embodied
in & recommendation to the General Assembly. '

Mr, CfiA (China), while not opposed to the establishment of an
Advisory Council or Cormittee for Leltgeecs, was more concexned with the part
tc be played by the fccnomic and Uocial Council iteelf in relatimn to such a
body. He thought that scme yrovision should bo meds, glving the Cownell -
powexr to review the Advisory body'c work, ‘

Mr. CAIDENON PUIG (Mexice} had no objestion in principle to the
creation of an Advisory Council, which ne dovbt would be very helpful, but
cgrocd with the views of the Canadian representative. In view cf the
trovigion elrealy adopted, that the High Commissloner should follow policy
directives given to him by the United Nations according to uethods determined
by ‘the Gencral Assembly, the exletence of an Advisory Council would mean

unnocessary duplication of work.
M, DIIBAYE
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Mr. DELHAYE (Belgium) asked the French reprosentative 1f hs
wished the text given in documsnt EfAC,7/L.60 to be retained.

Mr. ROCHEI'ORT (Frence) said he was not specialiy anxicus thet that
particular text should be kept; 1t was a mere suggesticn, not a foxmal

proposal.

Nr. ROSEMAN (United States of America) eoreed with the French
vepresentative thet it was dealrable to meks sone provision in the statute
for an tdvisory Coumittee or Councll, in order to cerry cut the instructlons
t0 the Feononle and Jocial Cowacll from the Gensral Assembly concerning
asgociation ol non~member States with the work of the High Commiscioner. He
appreciated the Cansdian and ﬁnitedKingdom repregentatives’ views, but
pointed out that his delegution’s amendment proposed that the Advisory
‘Camnlttee be established by the Council, so that it could not be sot up befcre
the spring of 1951, by which time the High Conmissicner would have had time to
teke hie beearings, It was Importent, toc, ¢ r-menber as the French
representative had sald, that the advisory Comalttee would provide a method
vhereby the High Commissionser could secuce advice, as cppoased to dirsctives,
on the oxtremely ¢omplox end difficult problems Wwith wvhich be would be facod.
The Advisory Committee would 'be' subprdinate to him, and, as ito newe
Indlcated, purely advigsory in fmmc‘ci‘on. '

With regerd to the Chinese representetive's observation, the last
sentence of the United States amendment provided for an ennusl report by
the Committee to the Zccnomic and Sveial Couneil. Information on the work
done by the High Comedlssioner's 0ffice would thme be conveyed to the Councill
. by a channel independent of the High Commissioner.

He pointed out that in his .emendment it wee provided that the Committee
would advige the High Commissioner  "upon his raqu:st". For budgetery and
administrative reusons, it was desireble that the Committee should not be
completely independent, but rathsr ome Lo be called by the High Commiseioner .
in order to give him sdvice.

Jiir. Bernstein
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Mr. BERNSTEIN-{Chilé) agreed with the Canadian representative
that in existing clrocutstinces no provisiton .should be made for'én.Ad'.visoz;if
Council or Commlttee, &ae’ the High Commissioner would in dne courseé’ betdble e
to advice on whether suth a body would be necessary or not, '

Mr, FRIIS ._(Denn;ark.) agreed in gen@r&vl as. to the desirability of
establishing an Advisory. Council or Comnmittee, but felt that it woulgl. be . -
better to contemplate 1ts estabiishment at & later stage, The Teonomle
and Social Council might limit {tself Por the present to a generml reference
to the Advisory Committes;éither in the vecommendations it would make,  op <
in 1t8 report. For that reason, he would not go in detall into the propofele’ "
that had been made, except’in’relatinn to the lest sentence of the United:: ’
States amendment, It did neot seem to him that the provision that the -
adv}sory.body should ,xjgpgg;t_qnnually‘ to the Council on {ts work was in
coz;f'b;*mity with the'.gelr'),ga,_ra; advisory function allotted to 1t;. 1t appeared, . ..
indeed, to m*..iit&__tte agalnst . the independence .of .the digh Comissioner, It
would be preferable, thg:;efore ; for the High Commissioner to deel in his pwm- ..
reporpyith the work of.the advisory body. . N

. Mr. ROCHEFORT (I'vance) eupported tHe representative of Denmivk, -
It would be wrong to provide that the Advisory Council should report & ':-
the Economic and Social Coumcil; as that would.not be in keeplng with the -
velationship which should -exist between the High Commissioner and the =

Advisory Council.

« ‘He would, woreover, be glad if two amendments’ could be mAde to the térk
proposed by the Unlted States delegation, regardless of whether  thet text TRTER
were lncorporated tu the' Statute of the High Commissioner's Office or im & "%
recommendation to the General Assembly. Those amendments were as follows.
the words "after hearmg the repo“t vhich the Hifrh Comm ssioner Wil make on,
this question" to ‘be inserted between “the words "The h,oonomic and Social ' .
Counctl’ shall eetabltq A and the words "au ﬁdvisorf Commttt,ee"; and the 1%»0
sentence to be fleleteﬁ and vepldghd’ by the followirl»g nh?"aue-i "The Oouneil - s

«

shall be pveaidud over by the Hi 7h Commissionex " B o oy

AN AT

/Migé DOBSON

S e
[T 1A
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. Miss DOBSON {Australis) was convinced of the nécessity Tor an
Advisory Council, but pointed out that, as its function was to advise a High
Commiseioner who had not yet begun his vork, and as 1t was o meet only once
8 year, there was ample time {n which to consider its composition, Che
therefore thought that consideration of the guestion could bs deferred, but
that there should be & reference in the recolution to be adopted by the
Commlttee to the destrabilLty of establishing such an Aavisory Council,

Miss MEACHER (Canada} explained that if the Lconomhc and Social
Council and the General Aesembly decided on a definition nf refugees by
categories, her country would be prepared to agree to a method whereby the
High Commisgsioner would be permitbed to take interim decisions pending
authorization by the Councll or the General Assembly, ’

With regard.to the enbordination of the Advisory Council ox Committee o
the High Commissioner, she pointed out that 1t would create & new precedent if
the High Commisstoner, an international civil servent, were bto' preside over &
group of representatives of Stabtes, While not specilfically onpposed td thei
pugrestien, her delegetion thousght that 1 wequired cereful consideration,

Clearly some method should be found for assoclating non-mﬂmbér States
with refugee work, The High CommiSHioner'u advice would he extremsly useful
‘on that queation; an Advisory Council might indesd be required, but there
were other possible soluttons for such association, such ag thé granting of

ohserver status,

If the Committes decided to et up an Advisory Council, and if the United
States delegetion's drafh were accepted as a working paper, her delegation
would have some observations to malke on the Jwording of that draft

FEARNLEY (Unxted King&um) sug eated that there were two ways out
of the 1mpasae in which the Commlbtee Tound L+self° one was o take-a vote
on the principle whether an Advisory Counetl. should or should not be established
at that stage, and, If 1t were declded that 1t should be, vhat steps should be
taken towards setting it up; the gecond wae to defer cinsideration of the
questlon and to take it up in relation to the draft resolution,

/My, DISAT
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Mr, DESAT (Inm.'a)' said his ecutitry had opposed from the outset the
proposal that there should be a High Commlssioner's Office for Refugees, :He
did not therefore propose to take sides in the {ssue before the Committes,
bt would like to help in the formulation of definite proposals, There was
considerable force in the United qtates and. French representativea' a:cgument
in favour of the. establishment of an Adnsory Council or Commttee , but it
was unnecessary to walt, as the Canaaian representative had sugbested, £111
the thirteenth session of the Council to consider the guestion, as the H’Lgh o
Commissioner could report.at the twelfth sesslon whether an Advigory Council
or Commlttee weas véquired or not. -

With regard to the submission of an annusl report, there seemed to:be no:
reason why the Advisory Council should not ‘report to the Council throtgh. the -

High Commissionsr, « ::

He asked whether the United States representative intended that the. "

qualification; '"on:the basis of thelr demonstrated intervest in.and devobion . ;..

to the solution of the refugee problem” in that delegationts amendment .

applied both to’'States:Members:iand to’States non-members;of. the United Na.tions._.

Mr, ROSEMAN (United States of Amerilc_a")}, tn x:!‘epli'y to ‘;chéwinaiéfﬁ o
representative, .said that the words inm question were certalnly. intended Dby
his delegation to include both Member States and non-member States or the
United Nations. It was not.propesed to establish & Committee of all Statgs.
Members of the Unhited Nations; the gquallfylng words provided a basis for
gselectlon,

In order to further the proceedings,; he proposed to delete the last -two
sentences from his amendments, leaving only the first sentence, which would -
serve ag a declaration of‘ prinoiple, The Council woula then, be able to deal
later with the establishment of an Aavisory Cormmttee , presumably at its
twelfth sessiom,

Mr. ROCHEFORT (France) accepted the United States proposal, and
withdrew the second of his own two amendments, maintsining the first.

/Mr, DELEAYE
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Mr DELEAYT (Belglum) stated thdt in that case his delegation would
withdraw 1t amendment relating to that point contained in document E/AC,T7/L,75,
while reserving the right to revert to it later,

My, FEARNLEY (United Ktngdom) thought thatlit’was egsential fifst
of all for the Coﬁﬁittee to decide whether &t that stage interested Member
and non-member States should be brought'into agsnciation by means of an

Advisory Council or not.-

The CHAIRMAN polnted out that whénever-& vote was taken on a princilple
and an attempt was later mads to apply that principle, great difficulties *
invariably arose, He therefore sugzested that the Committee vote first on the

earlier patrt of the United States delegatiqn{s amendment, reading:.

"The Economlc and Social Council shall establish an Advisory Comiittee
on Refugees”

That part of . the amendment, if taken by itself, seemed to meet the objection
advanced by the.United Kingdom representative, When & vote had been taken on
the first part of the United States delegation's amendment,  the remainder
could;‘if necedsary, then be voted upon,

Mr, FEARNLEY (United Kingdom) explained that his delegation wes not
onvinced that the establishment of an Advisory Committee or Council was the
est method of securing the association of nou-member States, so that the
“Chairman's suggestion d1d not meet his objection. If the Chalrmen d&ld not
propose to put the question of principle to the vote, he would mot oppose hie

decision, but would vote egainst the firet part of the United States
delegation's amendment, | |

Mr, CALDERON PFUIG (México) proposed, as'a oompromise between the .
two different views in the’ Commxttee, that the Amsrican delegation s amendment
be modified to read as follows:

"The Teonomic ard Social Counoil nay declde; after hearing the views of

the High Commissioner on the subject, to ewtablish an Advisory Committee
on Refugees,.." stc.

/Miss MEAGHER
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| Miss MEAGHER (Canads), Mr. DELHAYE (Belgium), My, PENTEADO (Brazil);
Mr.. ROGHEFORT (rrance),ﬁapd.Mr. ROSEMAN (United States of Amerioca) accepted

‘ql}e Mexican representative's propossl,

e, FEARNLEY (United Kingdon), admlbtlng thas the Mexican
representative's propcsal was much nearer his delegatlon*ﬂ point of view,
explained that he had prepared for submission another proposel combining his :
and -the Canadlan delegations! views. Ag the Canadian‘répresehtgttvs_hgd )
accepted the Mex¥can representativels propdsal, hoﬁever; he wnﬁld not put
forward that:proposal in-the Committes, tut would abetaln from voting and
reserve his Government's right to raeise the question again in the General

Apgembly.

The CHATRMAN put to the vote the United States amendment (paragraph
1, L/AO 7/L 73 to Secfton B of Chapter IT of the French working paper
(E/AC, 7/L 60), as amended by the betcan representative.

.The Unlted States amendment a8 amqued wa.s adqpteﬁ by 12 votes to none,
with 2 abstentions, '

Section d‘;'ﬁbﬁdqﬁérteré.;r

Section c of Chapter II of the Frenoh working paper (E/AC 7/L 60) was

adopted unanimpualv. N

Chapter IIT - Powers, Functions and Competence.

Sectiqp A - Powers.

\ IR IR

Mr ., ROSEMAN Oinité& Sgéteé'of America), introducing his delegatign’s
amendment (paragraph 8, E/AC.T/L.73), patd’that the. Uni%ed qt&@esJGOVBrnmeﬁt'
felt that the first three sub-paragraphs of paragraph 1 of" qeotion 4 of
Chapter IIT should more logically be transferred t0 Ghapter II Section A
With regard to the fourth sub-paragraph, it 4id not consider that there was
any necessity for such a provision, as the staff regulations of the Unlted
'Nattqns should be sufficiently wide in scope to cover all such contingencies,

/Mr, ROCHEFORT
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Mz, ROCHIFORT (France) $atd that he had deemed it advisable to inclugs
the dquestion of the appointment of staff in Chepter III, since he considered
i1t one of the important functions of the High Commissioner, Ho would, however,

yield to the Committee's view on that question, and would not press Lls proposal,.

With regard to the fourth sub-parapraph of paragraph 1, he had thought
it expedient to make that provieion 1n case the High Commiesloner should wish.
to call on certein individuals for woluntary services, since he vas not quite
sure that the staff regulations of the United Natlons allowed for such a-
poasibility. Perhaps the repreeentative of the Secretary-General. could

enlighten him,

Mr, HUMPEREY (Secreteriet) replied that he would noed to refer to the
Bureau of Personnsl for e definlte answer io that technical point,

. ROSEMAN (United States of Amnrlca\ suggested that the ouestion
be left over until information was for thcomtng. He egresd with the French
rapresentative that 1T therse .Vere no regul&tiona covering voluntary services,
some provision therefore should De hade in the statute, ‘

The CHAIRMAN proposed that all four sub-paragraphs be transferred
provieionally to Section A of Chapter II, and thet a decision on thé‘deletion
of the fourth bhe dexerred until the Secretariast had escertained whether staff
regulationg made the provision umnecessery, The United Statés represantative
oould then, if he wished, propose that the fourth sub -paragraph be deletad.,

It was ao agreed,

The CBAIRMAN put to the vote paragraphs 2, 3 and 4 of Section A of

Chapter IIT of the French working paper (E/AC,T/L.60).
L .

Peragraph 2 was adopted unanimously. -

LY

Paragrgph 3_wasvadopted}nantmouglyA

T /Parasraph 4 was
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Parapgraph 4 wasg adopted. unanimously, -

M. PEARNLEY (Unitea Kmodom) suggested that paracvraph 5 be deleted,
as the Councll, 11t deoid.ed to 86t up an Adeory Commttbee, wonld’ also

establi th 1ts terms of veférerice, |

It was una;pi_r'.nou..‘rl.;l; :_.‘;:”66& t}zat paragraml 5 thould he G:aléted.‘ ' ‘

Sectlon B - Functions ...

The CHAIRMAN stated that the Belgian delegation had submitted an "
emendment (E/AC,7/L.75 to pavagraph.l) of Section B which, 1T, adopted, would
entall cdn_s’é_quent E:a.l awerdments.

. Mr RO EMAN (Umted States of ‘XmerLca;, vhile apprecic ting the
Belgian delefrattnn's at tempt to.describe more. fuJ 1y the i‘unctions of fhe '
ngh Commtdswner, Lhoupht thcvt the m,nmdment pave an inoomvlete summary ..
of & conventton that had not vet been completely dmf’red, and that, bacause :
it was incomplete, 1t might give rtse o mwintzerprebation. Hts delegatton

would therefore oppose it.

Mr. ROCHEFORT (France) agreed with the United States representa;tive's
observations, .sinte the intsrrationdl protection.of refugees had bee‘nvideftriécll'
in paragraph L of the Annex to General. rA‘Bs'én'lblyu.mé'ﬂb»].fut’.ibn‘-ifil.‘?:"(IV y-A; and- - -
it would be dtfflculu to ame'ad the terms of that defmttion.

He thoughn tha.t the second spart -of the Belgian amendment oonstituted a-
summary of the Convention.-which would be out of plage in the text at present -

before..,fcpe Compmittge.

Mr, FEARNELY (United Kingdom) said that his delegation would oppose
the Belgian amendment, pa.rt]y for.the reasons advanced by the Untted States .

representative R

/The CHATRMAN




E/AC.T/SR.1TL
Page 28

The CEAIRMAN put the Belglan smendment to the vote:

The Pelgian amendment (B/AC.T/L.T5, paragroph 3) to_paragraph 1 of
Section B was_rejected by 6 voves to 2, with 6 abstentions. .

The CHAIRMAN then put to the vote, as amended at the previous meeting,
paragraph 1 of Section B of Chapter IIL of the French worklng paper.

Pavezraph 1 of Section B of Chapber II, as amended, was adopted

unanimousiy,

Mr FEARNLEY (UnLtea Kiuﬁdom), referring to paregraph 2, p01nted
out that the French delegatfon had omitted the words For the information of
the General Assembly the High Commissloner should include in his annual
-repbrt a atatement of his acti{vities in this field". Those words appedred
in paragraph 5 of the Annex to the General Assembly resolution; and- he
consldered it desirable thet they should be inserted in the draft statute, in.
order that the latter follow the languege used by the General Assembly to as

great an extent as poesible, -

After wome discussion,

" the Committes agreed, dnanimously £ add the sentence gunted by the

Unlted Kingdom representative to the end of perapraph 2.

Mr. ROSEMAY (United States of America) sald that his delsgation
had proposed the addition of the words "for funds” after the word "governments"
at the orlgmnal end of paragraph 2, because the IFrench working Daper did not
clarify the kind of appeal the High Commtesioner might be mak{ng, and it was
decirable that 1t should be so spscified.

The Upiteﬁ.States amendment to paracreph 2 was adopted upanimously.

Paregraph 2 of Sectinn B of Chepter II, as emended, was adopted
unaniwously.

[Mr, FFARNLEY
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Mr, FEARNLEY (United Kingdom) acked that the vote on paregraph 3
should be taken in two parts, the firsi pert down ho the word "determine”,
the second comprising the remainder of the peragraph, Hie delegation atbached
eongiderainle Tmpnriance to meintaining as far as possible the actual words
used in the Genayal Assembly resolution, and it would vote therefore for the
Pirat peart of paragrepn 3, which used those words, The second part: of the
paragraph seemed to be unnecessary, and might once again ralse varioue issues

at the General Assembly; hc therefore proposed 4o vote ggaingt b,

The firet pert of paragraph 5, down to the word "determine”, wad

adopted unenimously.

The gecond part of paragraph 3 was sdopbed by 10 yotes 1o L,

Paragraph 3 of Section B of Chaptes ITI wae adopbed as & whole, by 19

votes to nous, with 4 abstsations,

Mr, HUMPHREY (Secretariat), in sncwer to the guestion put earller by
the representative of Frunce, informed tiw Committee that it was poasible under
United Nations staff vegulations for the Secretary-General to employ voluntary
unpald persomnel; 1t was nobt, however, his policy under those regulatlons to
do so, except in cases of studente, when the arrangement was of matuel benefit,

and 1n cares of certain opecial stndles,

The mseting rose ab 6,15 p.no.

-~ e 4y Wy






