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SECOND REPORT OF THE INTERIM COMMITTEE ON PROGRAMME OF MEETINGS TO THE
SIXTH SESSION OF THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COUNCIL

The CHAIRMAN submitted for the Committee's consideration the programme
proposed in document E/608. The suggestion by the representative of France,
Mr. de Folin, to postpone the opening of the Conference on Freedom of
Information and of the Press until the end of March could be considered
when the Committee examined the programme of meetings in detail,

Mr. WU (China) said it had been suggested that the opening of the
Seventh Session of the Fconomic and Social Council be postponed until
August. This would have repercussions on the calendar as a whole.

Mr. YATES (Secretariat) reminded the Committee that such a postponement
would prolong the session beyond the middle of August énd make it coincide
with the period of preparation for the Assembly; it would be difficult for
the Secretariat to get translations and documents prepared and the results
of the Council's proceedings could not be subﬁitted to the Assembly on time,

If the date of the Council's session were put forward it would enable
certain members of the Secretariat to return to New York during the
interval between the Council's session and the General Assembly. A break
of ten or fifteen déys would entail only a relatively small increase
in cost; any longer interval would give rise to serious administrative
difficulties. Generally speaking, a change in the date of the Council's
session would perhaps affect only the Commission on Human Rights.

Mr. Pelt (Assistant Secretary-General) was in favour of advancing the
Council's session ten or fifteen days for various reasons connected with
the preparations for the General Assembly and with staff leave in Europe.

It should be possible to make use of this staff there at the end of their
leave, which should be fitted into the interval between the two sessions.

Mr. HYDE (United States of America) stressed the difficulty in which
delegations would then find themselves in having to remain in G- . ~ " stween
the end of the Council's work and the opening of the Agsembly.

As regards staff leave in Furope, some of this could, he thought, be
taken before 1 August so that the staff would be in Geneva for the opening
of the Council and the work of the latter would be combined to some extent
with the preparations for the Assembly. He therefore favoured the Chinese
proposal to postpone the Council session.

The CHAIRMAN was of opinion that the Bill of Human Rights Drafting
Committee should work from 3 to 20 May and that the Commission itself
should sit from 24 May until the middle of June. In view of the time
required to prepare and distribute the‘report of the Commission on Human
Rights, the Committee should, in the light of the observations made by the

Secretariat, aim rather at postponing than advancing the Cou..;il's session.
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In reply to Mr. ALEXANDER (United Kingdom), the CHAIRMAN peinted out
that 3 April was the deadline for receipt of the replies from Governments
and therefore, allowing'fof the time needed by the Secretariat fto prepare
the report, the Draftlng Commlttee would not be able to meet before the
month of May. ) ' T

Mr. PELD (Assistant‘Secretary;ceneral) explained that it was in order
to make a large saving in Assemibly costs that the paid ldave due to the
European staff was being made to coincide with the journeys entailed by -
the Assembly. This staff ought therefore to take leave immediately before
the Assembly, say from 1 August on. If they were sent on leave any sooner
théy would be at the Secretariat's disposal again at an earlier date when
tﬁére would be no work and they would have to be paid a per diem allowance
for which there was no justification.

Mr, ALEXANDER (United Kingdom) thought that was not a valid argument
in favour of advancing the date of the Council session.

Mr. PELT (Assistant Secfetary-General) stressed anpther difficulty:
that of the preparation of documents. ’

Mr. HYDE (United States of America) thought the method he had advocated
for dfafting the report and other Council documents would not involve
a great mmber of documents having to be prepared between the Council and.

. -Assembly sessions., As far ag leave was concerned, it wculd be best to stagger
it before and after the Council session. The real problem would be to get
the docurents submitted assuming the Council session were to produce a great
number of documents. In any-case the Secretariat ought not to overlook
the viewpoint of delegations. ‘

' Mr. YATES (Secretariat) informed the Committee that the preparation
of documents (reports, verbatim records of the session, various documents
intended for* the Assembly) would require several weeks' work. If the period
of preparation were too short, if the Council documents were not available
sufficiently in'advance of the opening of the Assembly, the work of. the
. latter would be made extremely difficiult.- .

‘Mr., WU (China) remarked that last year, in similar circumstances, the
Secretariat had doné a wonderful job in producing the documents in good
- time between the Council and Assembly sessions.

Mr. PELT (A931stant,SecretarybGeneral) pointed out that printing
facilities when divided over France, Belgium, Switzerland and the
United Kingdom, were moré or less the same as those to be found in New York.
However, there was a shortage of paper and more time would have to be allowgd
for printing work than here, another reason for providing a longer interval
between the Council and Asseﬁbly sesgions than normally required.

/The CHAIRMAN
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.. The CHAIRMAN §1oted that there would be no ,a,dvantage in advancing the
Council session; this was only a sugéestio‘n on the part of the gecretariet.
If that was what the. representative of China intémied “the Connnittee would
simply have to. .give, its opinion as to a possible postponemen‘c of the sessmn.

Mr. WU (China) asked if the Committee would agree to the opening ‘of
the Seventh Session being ‘postponed until 28 July.

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that the Committee s terms of reference
limited it to consideration of the - “prograume of the meetings of the
Commissions, The Chinese representat.ive s euggestion could ’cherefore be ‘
congidered ohly unofficially. ' )

Mr. HYDE (United States of America) thought that, if meetlngs of the
Drafting Committee of the Bill were to contirue untilA23 May, the begimning
of the work of the Human‘ Rights Commission would have to ‘be postponed '
until 24 May. and the Commission would not finish its work earlier than
20 June. It would therefore be advisable to -put the date of the Council
Session bvack provided, of course, the Council’s work was not hindered by
the preparation of documents intended. for the Assenibly.

The CHAIRMAN recalled that the six veeks rule for submitting the
reports: of . Council Commissions had already been waived and there would
be no objectlion to the report of the Commission on Human Rights being ’
submitted to the Council only two or three weeks before the session opened.
As for the Chinese proposal to postpone the Seventh Session of the .
Council to 28 July, that was a proposal which the Chinese representative
could lay before the Council; the Committee would merely report on what such
& proposal would imply. : - : :

" Mr. WU (China) felt that the Committee's terms of reference entitled
it 'to suggest dates for the Seventh Session of the.Council.

The CHAIRMAN then pointed out.that the Committee ¥as empowered to
suggest changes in the dates of the meetings of. the subsidiary organs,
but not of the Council itself. The Committee could therefore merely give
an opinion on the repercussions of the Chinese proposal, if it were adepted.
After an observation by Mr. Owen on-this subject, he also emphasized- that
the Committee's: terms of reference required that the Secretary-General .be
consulted on so important a matter,

'At the request of Mr. de FOLIN (France), Mr. PELT (Assistant Secretary-
General) egreed to. furnish members of the Council with a statement on the
 reldtion between the question of leave for United Nations staff end the

Seventh Session!of the Council.’ ‘

I R | /PLANNING
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PLANNING AND CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE OF TﬁE 800ZAL OOMMISSION

Mr. KdﬂﬂEN‘(Uhion of Soviet 8001a1ist Republlce) thought no date could
be fixed for the meeting of this Cdmmmttee es the Council had not yet
finally decided to establlsh it.

Mr HYDE (United States of AMerlca) felt it necessary, nevertheless,
to suggest a date now for the meeting of the Commlttee in éase 1t should
be established.

The CEAIRMAN proposed to insert a note to the effect that, if the
Committee were set up, it could meet in the interval between the' Marltime '
Conference and the Conference on Freedom of Information. "

Mr. AIEXANDER (United Kingdom) supported this proposal.

The Cormittee decided to insert a note to the effect thal the
Plannlgg and, Co-ordrnatlon Commi*tee, if flnally establlshedlkyould meet '
on the dates scheduled (8 - 18 Mar*h) ' T
CONFERENCE ON FREEDOM OF INFORMATION - ECONOMIC COMMISSION FOR EUROPE -
TRANSPORT AND COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Mr. de FOLIN (France) proposed that in order to avoia adJourning

the Conference on Freedom of Informatlon a few days after it opened, on
eccount of Easter, it should open on 30 or 31 March instead of on 23 March.‘

Mr. PELT (Ass1stant Secretary-General) said that for admlnlstratlve
reasons it was desirable to avoid overlapping and to plan the dates of the'
various large meetings in such a vay that the work would be dlstributed
more or less uhiformly, There might be disadvantages in again altering
the date of the meetiﬁg of the Transport Commission, which had already .
been changed twice. On the other hand, the Conferémce on Freedom of
Information could probably be postponed for a few weeks and scheduled
for 12 April - 15 May, which would avoid a clash with the ﬁeetiﬁgé of the
Economic Commission for Europe. Simultaneous meetings of the Conference
and the Economic Commdseion for Europe would involve heavy additional -
expense. - | ‘ ' -

Mr. HYDE (Unlted States of America) and Mr WU (Chlna) thought that
in view of the preparations already mede by the various Governments ' .
participating in this Conference, which would be a verx_importent one, O
it would be better to postpone other mestings. . S '

Mr. ALEXANDER ‘(United Kingdom) supported the French proposal to postpone
the Conference on Freedom’ of Ipformatlon for only a few days, so that;it,
would open after Easter. As the Danish delegation proposed, the segsion
of the Economic Commission for Europe could also be postponed a few yeeks.“

i

K
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Mr. PELT (Assistant Secretary-cenera17 also thdughtithat in = ° .
‘Yiew of its- importance the Conference on Frecdom of Informetion
might open on 31 March and continue -to thie end of April. The
Economic Commission for Eurcope could then be ‘held frOm to 15 May.

~""Vr. BORIS (Prencé) thought that to- postpone thé opening of the .
sessioh’ of the Economic Commission for Europe, scheduled for 31 March,
until the beginning of May, wes perhsps too long a delay. If it had
to be postponedj~iﬁ'would be better not to postpone it for so long.

Mr. PELT - (Assistent Secretary-General) said the important problem
from the point of visw of material erganization and particularly of.
staff was to avoid cverlapping. Thus, if the Conference on Freedom.
of Informetion was not to end until 30 April, the session of the
Economic Commlssion fer Europe could’ hardly start before the beginning
of May. . T .

"Mr. BORIS -(France) would have preferred an earlier date, but in
view of the administrative reasons Jjust advenced, did not insist.

Mr, WU (China):pointed out that the invitations to the Conference
on Freedom of ‘Information had already been sent’ out.’ That ‘being so, it
would be better to avoid altering the, date, and as the Council itself
had taken the décision, mé doubt. it would be-the -only body which could
alter 1t. ‘ ‘

~ Mr. ALEXANDER (United Kingdom).thought;in view of Mr. PELT's. :
remarks’; that the meeting of the Economic: Commission.for Europe- -t
should be scheduled for 3 - 15 May. - E HECEN

Mr. BORBERG (Dénmark) séconded this proposal.

Mr. OWEN (Assistant Secretary-General) felt that psychologically -
it would perhaps be unfortunate to postpone the session of the Economic
Comni¥sion for Europe from March until May. .It-would be better to fix
a date’'at the end of April for the opening of the session.

Mr. PELT (Assistant Secretary-General) repeated that at all costs
the two Conferences must not be-allowed to overlep. If 23 March was. -
kept as the date for the Conference on Freedom of,Informat;on, the,
session - of the Economic Commission for Europe, could open. on 26 April.

Mr. BORIS (France) stated that in deference to the. objections
-presented, he would not press his proposal to postpone the opening
of the.Conference on Freecdom of Information until 31 March 4

Mr. ALEXANDER (Unlted Klngdom) toon over sponsorship of the 1

French proposal._ .
Mr. HOGAN (Secretariat) pointed out ‘that “thé Conference on

Freedom of Information might last longer then was expected. In addition,

/the Drafting Committee
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the Drafting Committee of -the-Human Rights Commission was.scheduled £or -
3 May and its staff vas partly‘identical, It was therefere preferable "
not to postpone the»ppening-of‘fhe Conference on Freedom of Information.

The proposal to hold. the Conférence én Freedom of Informstion
from 31 March to. 30 April was put “to the vote and rejected.

Mr. BORIS (France) thought thgt, if the dates origindlly scheduled T
for the Conference on Fréedom of Information were left unchanged, the
session of the Economic Commission for Europe could perhaps start a week
earlier than the date suggested. : - ‘

The CHAIRMAN. proposed to fix. 26 April - 7 Mey as the dates for the
session of the Economic Commission for Europe. -

The Committee decided not to alter the dates suggested for the
Conference on Freedom of Information (23 March - 23 April) and for the
Commission on Transport-and Communications (12:- 30 April)~and toﬂ'
schedule 26 April - 7 May as the dstes for the Economic Commission for -
yEuroEe. o .

SOCIAL COMMISSION R

The dates scheduled (5 - 22 April) remained urchanged.
SUB-COMMISSION ON STATISTICAL SAMPLING . ~ .

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the Secretary-General's note
(document E/C. h/ls, sub-paragraeph (c)) suggesting that the session of
this Sub-~Commission, originally fixed for 12 April, shouldrtake place
at Geneva in the second fortnight of July, as this would allow time for
assembling the necessary documentation and ag, moreover, several . - ...

members of the Sub-Commissitn would be in Europe, at that time, which
would reduce travel expenses. . .

Mr. WU (China) was opposed in principle to this suggestion. He --
thought that all these Commissions and Sub-Commissions should be held
at Headquarters. :

Mr. PELT (Assistant Secretaryassneral) said the Secretariat
proposal would mean ‘& considerable reduction of expenses. It
would .be well to set a date which would allow the Sub-Commission s
session to precede the date finally fixed for the Council's own '

-

session. s
Supporting an observatidn by Mr. HYDE (United States of America), the

CHAIRMAN proposed that the session of the Sub-Commission on Statlstical
Sempling be scheduled for 1 to 12 July, on the undsrstanding
that it would be made clesr in a note that these dates could be adjusted to

sult the date finally set for the Council session.
This proposal was adopted.

JCONFERENCE
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CONFERENGE "OF @EE’WORLD HEALTHIGRQANEZAWEQN et B R T TITRUE e

Mr. PELT (Assistarit ‘Seqresary+Goneral):nforyeds the Qomnittoe ., .
that the*PreparatOry ‘Commissien.:of  that .grganization had. recently;‘ﬁ?_*\ V:
docided that #He Conféréncs of:the World. Health Organization, T ’
vwhich wag originally schoditled to bo-held in: Ne;~York~fr0m‘tﬁe“ié~;rh,,“u, -
beginning of June to thé beginning of July, would be. held in Geneva T
from 30 Juhe“to 31 July. ‘If.that decisich were maintaingd?mitAVQuld‘h
involve considerably Hore expénse and groater .staffing difficulties.
The Committee night recommend that this Confererice be held in. ,\:
New York" at the beginning of Juhe or eVentually, if it were gbsolutely ..
necessery to meet in Geneva, that the’:date..of the meeting be put o
forward. A ST oz S

Mr. PELT  (Assiitant. Secretery-General), in reply to Mr HYDE ,
(United States of Americd),. explained that,- although the number of
participants would be fewer; thig Conference would.probably be ’
Just as important as the 1946 Conference. Holding it in GenevaA
would involve an increase of expenses estimated at approximately

—"n.’\

$h0000to$5oooo." i : . S .
. HYDE (United States of America) thought .such an- increase in cost\'

called for serious reflection. "1t would beswéll to consult-the-.

representatives of the Organization concerned.,” . ¢ ... Ca

Mr. KAMENEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) thought
that the reason why the Preparatory"Commission had decidéd to hold .
the Conference in Geneva was probably because most of the |
countries which had ratified the Conventicn were Europeah, :

Mr. YATES (Secretary of the Council) said the Secrétariat
had no offlcial information on this subjécti - Bome twenty States. - -
hed ratified the Charter of the'Health'Organizationnandfmost of -
them were European countries. It might be expected, however, that .
by the time the Conference met the number of’ ratificationS'would
reach forty or fifty, but these were only estimates,” - ., e

Mr. PELT (Aseistant Secretary—General) added thet'he had
asked for fuller information but had not-yet received & reply.. ---.

Mg, BORIS (France) proposed that the question be left over '
and re-examined in about ten days, after the Secretariat had obtained. |
the necessary details. ‘ AR R SRS
This proposal was adopted and the qpestion reserved.

/SUB -COMMISSION
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SUB~-COMMISSION ON EMPLOYMENT AND ECONOMIC STABILITY

Mr. TANGE (Austrelia) explained the arguments put forward in
document B/C.i,/13 4x favour of alvancing the dzte of the session of this
Sub-Cemaission. The unaniaous wish of the mombers of the Sub-Commission
was to meet in March in order to be able to submit the report in time
for it to be of use to the Economic and Employment Commission which was
scheduled to meet in April, As the Sub-Commission was mainly concerned
with short-term economic questions, it would be wholly inadvisable for it
not to meet until August. If it did not meet in March 1948, it could
not usefully hold a session before March 1949. The Australian LF g
delegation therefore proposed that the session be held from 15 to 29 March.

Mr. de FOLIN (Frence) seconded thé Australian proposal. ‘

Mr. ALEXANDER (United Kingdom) asked if there were any objection
to setting a date a little after 15 March.

On the proposal of the CHAIRMAN the Committee decided to
set the date for the session of the Sﬁwaqmmission on Employment
and Economic Stability at 23 March, N
COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS ' o

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the Secretary-General's note
(document E/C.4/15, sub-paragraph (a)) and proposed that the fime
allotted to the Commission on Human Rights be extended and that it
be scheduled to meet from 17 May until the middle of June.

Mr. HYDE (United States of America) asked how the working period of the
Drafting Committee on the Bill of Rights would fit ig with that of )
the Commission itself. - ' i

The CHAIRMAN proposed that the dates scheduled for the Drafting
Committee (3 - 14 May) be left unchenged and the period from 20 May
to 18 June be fixed for the Commission on Human Rights.

This proposal was adopted.

SUB -COMMISSION ON FREEDOM OF _INFORMATION AND OF THE PRESS

The CHATIRMAN pointed out that according to the note by the
Secretary-General (document E/C.4/15, peragraph (b)), the session
of that Sub-Commission would prebebly have to be postponed until 1949.

It should thercfore be deleted from the 1948 programme.’ :

Agreed,

CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE

Mr. HYDE (United States of America) thought more time should be given
to the Co-ordination Committee, which was scheduled to meet from
6 to 8 July. In order that the Council might benefit from the
results of that Committce's work, it would be well for the latter to meet
in the second half of June,

fur. WU (Chine)
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Mr. WU (China) seaid that would- depend on the date of the Council's
own session. . - . .

Mr. YATES (Secretary of the Council) pointed out that 1t would
chiefly depend on whether they could arrange for all the directors
of the Specialized Agencies to meet. It would, however, be well, of
course, 1if the Committee could meet before the Council session. Much i
depended also.on whether that Committee's session wouidAbe held in the
United States or in Burope. » |

The CEAIRMAN proposed indicating in a note that the decision
as to the tinme andAplace of the session of the Co-ordination Committee
would be 1&ft to the Secretariat, on”the understanding that. it
should take place early enough for its- report to be submitted to the

Council at its next session.

This proposal was adopted. )
FINANCIAL QUESTIONS ‘ ot s

Mr. HYDE (United. States' of America) said that one of the documents
which had been circulated concerned additional appropriations for the
Commission on the Status of Women and suggested that, in order to avoid,’

undue expense, the various subsidiary organs of the Council should
be represented by members of the Secretariat rather than by the '
Governments Memoers of the organs in questions. ’

The CHAIRMAN said that observation would be noted. The Committee
should also call the Council's attention to document E/6h2 on the financial
estimates. ‘ :

Mr. KAMENEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Repubiics) wondered if “the
Committee were authoiized to deal with financial questioné which were
the business of the Council itself. ) ‘ '

The CHAIRMAN replied that the 1ntention was mBrely for the Committee
to communicate the budget estimates to the Council. '

Mr. HYDE (United States of America) thought it should be made ‘qui‘tei.
clear that the Committee was not expressing approval since these were
matters outside its province.

The CHATRMAN said it would be noted in the report that the
Committee was transmitting the Secretariat documenits to” the Council
for such use as the Council desired to meke of them, o

The meeting rose at 1.50 p.m.
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