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1.  Ttem 13 of the Agenda (document B/CH.1/21/Rev.1)

Trne CHATRMAN called the Commission's attention to Part II of the

document E/CN,1/W.1 and document E/CN.1/26 related to Item 13 of the Agende.

/Mr. VEINTRAUB (SECRETARIAT)
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Mr, WEINTRAUB (SECRETARIAT) reed the two intreductory peragraphs of
Part III of document E/2N.1/M.1 - "Draft Recommendations Related to
Devastated Areas, "

Mr. NFHRU (INDIA) thought it was hardly eppropriate to spenk of
"the differences in the problems” which the two proposed Commissions would
face, since this Commisslion di1d not yet kmow what the problems were
regarding Ascia and the Far East.

Mr. MOROZOV (UNION OF SOVINT SOCIALIST REPUBLICS) referred to his
previous remarks that & reference should bs made to the fact that the
Economic Commission for Europe would have to concern itself with
non-devastated as woll as deveotated aress. He did not believe thet the
formulation of that thcught as given in Section 4 of that document
expressed his views,

Mr, HALL (UNITED EINGDCM) preferred the first two peges of the
United States document (E/CN.1/26) to the introductory paragraphs read by
Mr, Weintraub,

The CHATRMAN suggcsted continuing the examination of Part III,
document E/CN,1/W.1 anl to consider introducing the paragraphs after the
United Stetes document was read,

Mr. WEINTRAUB (SEZRETART'T) read then Part III of document B/CN.1/W,1
and also document E/CN,1/26.

Mr, HALL (UNITED XINGDOM), on a point of procedure, suggested that the
United States document be used as a basis for discussion with relevant
points of Part III to be inserted.

Mr, NEHRU (INDIA) felt that Section A, paragraphs 2 and 3 of Pert III
vent further then the United Svates document and suggested that these
paragrophs should be discussed first.

Mr, MOROZOV (UNICN OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS) hed no objection to
using the United Stetes document as a basis for discussion and deciding

on additions later on,

/Mr. LUBIN-



Mr, LUBIN (UNITED STATES OF A{ITTCA) provosed discusaion of Fart III,

Section A, paragrephs 2 and 3 (document W /N, 1fw 1) at such time as the

Comaisalon discussed the related Bections in the United Stales docurent

—
|—.
3

NFEERJ (INDIA), calling attention to Part III, Section 4,
paragrapn 2, asked why relief to Hur:reon countries should be restricted
to aesistence from other non-dovasitated Europeen ccuntries,

My, LAWGE (POLAND) felt that the roforiscs was not exclusive to
nen-Lurovean countries but only implied that arcinwwiase Dogr Ennspeann
countries, too, should be considered.

Mr, WIISON (AUSTRALIA) suggcsted Mr, Nechrv's point mignt be met by
sudstituting the word "sll" for the word "euch" in peregraph 2.

Tne CHATRMAN, specking on behalf of Norway, favoured the inclusion
of paragravh 2, Section A, Part III &% the bsginning of whatever document
would be agreed uLcr:.

Mr. LAGE (POLAND) agrced that the idea contalned in peragraph 2,
chould be included, an idea vhich ke Interpreted to mean that Ewrope should
not. rely entirely on cutside zld but could look forward to some degree of
intemal recovery. That nrocsss was clearly evident from the roles
played by Sweden end Switzerlsnd in the present day Duropean cconomy.

Mr. ILange egreed thet the thought needed careful formulation so as not
to give the impregsion that Eurcpe could be self-sufficient.

Mp. 1UBIN (UNITED STATES CF AMERICA) agreed with Mr. Lange and felt
that il wz2 odbvious that Purcpesn recovery vould not bz aciieved without
the help of non-~Furopcan countries,

Mr, &RY (IDIA) expressed his gratificastion at the acceptance of the

prinziple o worli-wids assigtance and asked for a modification of the

text of parazre iz 2 ami 3, Section A, Pert III, document E/Cﬁ,lfw.l,
The CHATRMN, spriling on behalf of Nerway, suggested that the word
"Europeen" in paragrapk 2, be deleted.

Mp, DUIFR (CIMNT) 344 sst favenr insertion of trzre paagrants into

jthe “ites States
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the United States draft,
Mr, ven LANGIREOVE (
sexyve &5 a basis of discu
certain narts of the Szer
completion of the exanins
After further proced
moved thet ons or the oth
The CHATRMAN saw no
dizcussion of the general

either draft.

Mr, CISNEROS (CUBA) -

with an introdaction to b

Mr. RUEFF (¥RANCE, s
General Asserbly had alre
two Comrissions, (documen
Commisoion nzed only conc
It was impossible tc re-d
decide on the discussicn
rut to a vote.

Mr, van LEANGENHOVE (
that the Commission could
it might prove useful to
stated in both documente.

My, LANCE (POLAND) £
princliple would be weak 1
and added that he could n
recommcndation In the Uni

Mr., CISNEROS (CUBA)
which text shculd be disc

Mr, NEHRU (INDIA) as

1.
Li

ince he did not feel that they would add much.
ZIGIUN) asked that the United Statcs draft should
psicin since it vas clear snd sarecific, and that
bterlalt'c document might be inserted after the
Lion of the United States dreft.

iral discussion, Mr. LUBIN (UNITED STATES CF MORICA)
3 dialt be adonted for discussinn,

ph Jectior. to this course, excapt that he preferred

wwinciples tefare daiscussing specific points in

a3 inrlined to accspt the United States svggestion

b added later to any text adopted.

teted thot in view of the fact that the’

1dy decided on the principle of estadblishing the
b B/CK.1/10, peges 17-18) he felt thst this

tyn iteelf with the specific teyms of refercnce.
efine the principles but 1t was essential to

»f" one of the two texte., He ssked to have this
{ELGIUK) egreed with the French representative

not review General Assembly decizions, but thought

liacuss the anced fox twos seperate Commiasions ag

t1lt that the Cummissioﬁ's recomuendation on the
y comparison with the Ceneral Assembly's acticn,
bt find sny pascage centalning such

Lod States document,

supported the French representative’s twtion ca

S

asced,

fed the United States Dzlegate to indicate where

/in his draft



E/CN.1/SR.12

Page 5

in his draft the general pointe conteined 'in Part III were %o be found.

Mr. LUBIN (UNITED STATES OF AMERICA) explained tkat the points
C-1-(a2) and (b) of Part III were not covered in his draft, nor was the
point of view of Part III, Section A, paragraph 2 stressed in his draft, but
he had ﬁo_objectiona to having it ineludsd. Section 4, paragraph:j; of the
Part III wes covered on page-4 of his draft, but could be re-drafted.

.Mr. WEINTRAUB (SECRETARIAT) thought a vote might be avoided by using
the United States draft as & working document which could be amended. He |
supgested accepting the first tao paragrapks of Part IIT (document E/CN.1/W.1),
then proceed tc the United States draft (document E/CN.1/26), page 2,
paragraph 2, then go back to Pert III, Section A, paragraﬁﬂé 2 and 3,
and then roturn to page 1 of the United States draft. '

Mr. MCROZOV (UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS) pointed out that the
only correct approazch was to discuss-one text from bsginning to end and
subsequently discuss any additions that might be made. Any other prbcédure
would le=zd to confusion.

Mr. WEINTRAUB (SECRETARIAT).then read the first two paregraphs of
Part III to be inserted es an emendment et the beginning of ﬁﬁé United Statés
dreft.

Mr. WILSON (AUSTRALIA) suggected that the second sen£6nde of the first
paragraph as read by Mr. Wsintreub be smended to read as follows: "altﬂough
some membera of this Commicsion wore cof the opiﬁibﬁ that the Economic and
Employment. Copmisaisn ahould nostyons ccnsidr%&tic% of Qﬁsstibna relating
to the proposed econmmic Coumissions for Europe and....."

Mr. MOROZOV (UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS) caked thet the
gsentence should be further emended to'include after ths words "Far East"
the parese "until the mattsr had been decided by the Gbunéii in gubatance."

Mr. CISNTRZS (CUUA) asked tiot the word "este)iskmen:" should be
substituted for the last word "question" in line 11 of th: same paragfapﬁ:

The CHAIRMAN riotéd that these paragraphs had been accepted with the

;. /ebove amendments
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above emendments and proceeded to the determination of the second paragraph
on page 2 ¢f the Unlted States draft which would taeke the place of
paregrarh A (1) of document E/CN.)./W.1

Mr. RUEFF (FRANCE) asked the meaning of the words "integration of
Europeen economy” in line 7 of the second paragraph, attachment 1, page 2,
(document E/CN.1/26). The CHAIRMAN, speaking as the representative of
Norway, suggested that the wording "co-ordination of the European economy"
might be more suitabls.

Mr. LUBIN (UNITED STATES OF AMERICA) observed that the paragraph-
contalned two different ideas and would be eclearer 1f the 1tems proposed for
the conslderation of an Economic Commission for Europe were divided into
two Parts so that the first sub-paregraph eould begin with line 4 and the
second with line 8.

Mr. NEERU (INDIA) thought th&t in using words such as the "intagration
of European.economy" the authors of the proposal had not considered all the
implications of the concept. If that paragraph related to & new eccnomie
basis, the consequences wpuld be widespread. It would therefore seem
advisable to eliminate & word that might suggest the formation of eccnomic
blocs on a continental scale, Eurcpemn, Asiatic or American. If the
short-term relief policy were intended, the fact should appear clearly in
the text:

‘Mr. RUEFF (FRANCE) resmarked that the terms of reference of the Economic
end Employment Commligsior stated that the Commlssion should on its own
initiative report to the :Jouncil on problems which in its opinion called
for immediate attention. The economic situation in both Asia ard Europe
cortalnly called for immefilate attention, and Mr. Rueff emphasized the
.importance of the Commisslon's first session, during which 1t has been
defining 1ts fleld of actlvities. Mr. Rueff shared the misglvings of
Mr, Nehru with regard to the word "integration." He thought thet the word
did not add substantially to the meening and suggested that It be cmltted

/eltogether
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altogsther.

Mr. MOROZOV (UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REDUBLICS) indicated that the -
United States paper provided two altermatives: the first laid down general:
principles for the work of Commicsion, the othsr the terms of reference in
detail.

Mv. WILSON (AUSTRALIA) thought thet co-ordination of econcmies would
be more approprietely dealt with by the Economic and Employment Commission
itself than by the Economic Comaioslon for Eurore. With rsgard to Mr. Nehru's
observations, he pointed out that there could be no formulatlon of econcomic
principles for the future. The Asceuwbly resolution spcke of the setting up
of an Economic Comriszion for Evrcpe and spacified that its creation was-
contemplated to "give ald to countries devastated bty war". If the Commission
found that som: long-term policy of co-ordination should be formulated, the
matter ough% to be brovzht before the Council and a cass presanted in support
of the suggestion. The reprssentative of Australia thought therefore that
1t would be preferable to discuss fully the general principles on which the
torms of refcrence of Economic Commission for Turope eshould rest rather than
the detejls of the terus of refersnce. Since the report on the Economic
Commission for Asla and thie' Far East had not been publishod, the.terms of
refersnce of that Commission should not be discussed.

Mr. NEERU (INDIA) suggested tnat ths reconstruction reeds of African
countries chould be taken into account, and Mr. LUBIN (UNITED STATES OF AMERICA)
statad that 1f the Cormission felt the meed for setting up a special
cornmission on Africsa, 1t should present a recomméndation to that effect to -
the Council, :

Mr. CISNEROS (CUBL) shared Mr. Nehru's visw and proposed that the
Commission's :aporﬁ should state ihat the Economic and Employment Commission
favoured the formation of Eccnomic Commissions for Europe and Asla.
Furthermore, although 1t had not examined thé needs of Africe in that respect,
since the Aszerbly resolution did not suggest the formation of such a

ccﬁﬁisaionj'it d1d belleve that & commission should also be esteblished to
/deal with
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deal with the needs of tho African peoples.

He thought that the "irst altermative, as suggested by Mr. MOROZOV, was
preferable end was opposel to & detaiied definition of the terms of reference.
His visw received the suplort of the representatives of the United Kingdom
and of India.

Mr. LANGE (POLAWD)}, comsidered that some reference indiceting a trend
towards a coherent economlic system siiould be mede, end suggested that the
word "Integration" should be repleced by the word "co-operation”.

After some discvesion, the last semtence on page 2, document E/CN.1/26
read: "and the co-ordinaiion of the Eurcpeen economies" lastead of
"integration of the Europoen ecorcmy”.

Mr. WELVJRAUB (SECRETARTAT) stated thet the terms of reference of the
Economic Commission for Europe would indlude Xorth Africa and Ethiopla if
the Council were to intervret them in the seme way as the terms of reference
of the Temporary Sub-Ccmm:.ssicn on the Eccnomic Recomstructicn of Devastated
Areas.

Mr. MOROZOV (UNION OJF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS) suggestoed the insertion,
after the word "Europe" in paragraph 2, line 4, pege 2, (document E/CN.1/26)
the words "with the agreenent of the respective govorrments”. He also
thought thet the word "integration®, end all the words after "ectivity"
could be deleted. In his view the preceding reference to the expansion of
European economic activity covéred the pcint.

Mr. WU (CHINA) thought thet the word "expansion" was misleading and
suggested 1ts replacement by the word “advencement", to be followed by
"and the better co-ordination of Furcpean economles with the rest of the
world".

The CHAIRMAN speaking es the repressntative of Norway thoughit that the
wording: "concerted acticn for the econcmic reconstruction of Europe, and
the advancement and co-orcination of European economy” would dispose of the
objections made to the original text.

/Mr. RUEFF (FRANCE)
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Mr. RUEFF (FRANCE) considered that the Commission's main task was the
formulation of the terms of reference of the European ané. other Comnissions.
Once Members had agreed on the specific problems tc be congldersd by those
commissions, the general guiding principles could easgily be formulated in a
preamblo. There were several Europesam orgenizations in oxistence without
any link with the United Nations, for instance the ECITO Board and the ECO.
The Econcmic Commigsion for Europe would previde that link instead of making
8 bloc of Europe ard would btring Europeasn problems to the United Nations for
settlement,

Mr. EZEKIEL (TAO) suggested an addendum to the second paragraph,
sub-paragrsph 1 of the United States draft of the functions of the Economic
Commissiorn for Europe, page 2, attachment 1, to recd "measures for development
and reconstruction in Europe shall be framed with dus regard for the general
programme for an exparding world recovery being developed by the United Nations
and 1ts various orgens and associated bodiss, and for the repercussions upon
non-European countries and upon desirable expansion in international exchange
between European countries and other continents of the measures being
developed in Europe".

Mr. GUIMARAES (BRAZIL) suggested an smendment to paragraph 2, to begin
with the words: "that the proposed Ecogomic Commission for Euriops,
recognizing the economic role Europe represents for the expansion of the
world economy wiﬁh the agreement of the respective governments..... i

The meeting rose at 1:10 p.m.





