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1. Item 11 of the Agenda (document ELCt!..l/21/Rev. l) 

The CHA.IRMAN called the Commission ' s attention to Part II of t he 

document E/CN . l,fw .1 and document E/CN .1/26 related to Item 13 of the Agenda .• 

/Mr. v'EINTBAUB (SECRETARIAT) 
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Mr. WEINTRAUB (SEC:~ETARIAT) r ead the two introductory paragraphs of 

Part III of document E/":N.lj\-1.1- "Draft Recommendations Related t o · 

De vastated Areas . " 

Mr . Nl!ERU (INDIA) thought it was hardly appropriate to speak of 

"the differences in the problema'' whi ch t he two proposed eommissione '-tould 

face, since this Commiss i on did not yet know what the pr oblems were 

r egarding P.s ia end t he Far East . 

Mr . MOROZOV (UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS) r efe rred to his 

previous remarks t bat e reference should be made to the fact that the · 

Economi c Co!lml.ission f o:r- Eur ope •.-muld have t o concer n itself ~rith 

non-devastated as vell· as d.eYest.ated areas .. He ,did not believe t hat the 

f ormulation of that thc·unht as given in bection A of that document 

expressed his viel-rs . 

Mr . JI..ALL (UNI TED l:INGDC."Nl) preferred the firs t two pages of the 

United States document (E/CN .1/26) to the introductory paragraphs read by 

Mr . ltleintraub . 

T:1e CHAIRMAn sugg•~sted continuing the examination of Part III, 

document E/CN . 1/W . 1 and. to consider int roducing tho l)a.rographs after the 

United States document was r ead .. 

Mr. WEINTRAUB (SE~RETP.RJ"'l') read then Par t ·III of document E/CN.l/W.l 

and also do.cument E/CN. l/26 . 

~tr . HALL (UNITED KINGDOM) ; on a point of procedure, sugeested that the 

United States document be used as a basis f or discussion v1th relevant 

points of Part III to b.e inserted. 

Mr. NEHRU (INDIA) felt thnt Sect:Lon A, paragraphs 2 and 3 of Part III 

1-rent f ur t her t han the United s~ates document and suggested t hat these 

paragl'u.phs should be discussed first. 

Mr . MOROZOV (UNICN OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS) had no objec t ion to 

using t he United. 3te.tE·a document as a basis for discussion and deci<Ung 

on additions later on. 

/Mr . WBIN ' 
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Mr. LUBIN (illilTF.D S'J~P.':!.'ES o::.•' Jl!HT.TCA) pr oposed discuoaion of r s.r.t III, 

Section A, p.:u:-as:-ephs 2 and 3 _(d.0c'..<ili.ent )!:/CN.l/1-J , l ) at such time as the 

Co!J1.mies i on d.i ect1Sf.ed the r el<'ltect Sections in t he t!r.ited St aJ..;es d.Jcu:;:ent . 

l-1:-:-. KFJ~.n (IR~:::11.) , ~.:alline; o.ttea t ior. t o Part III, Se-::.tion A, 

par ac;rapll 2 , aekci •.,·hy relief to Eu:r :~peDn count.r:!. t:ls should be r~<Jt::cicted 

to C\ E:::J :'.s~cnce from ot~er non-·d.·:. vu s~c.ted E:urope6n ccuntr::.eo . 

countrj.es , too , shou ld b e co.:1si d.e:red . 

Mr . ~TilSON (A:JSTR!l.LIA.) s ugt5csteU. Mr. ~i"e~:v. ' s point migh t b e me t by 

su0st1 t utlng tbe "rord " all '' for -!:.he ~i':J:C<l " cuch" i .r:l pBxag\'Oph. 2 , 

T!1e CHAIT<W\N, speriki:Jg on behalf of !iorvmy, favoured t he inclusion 

of para3ra:pl1 2 , Sec tion A, ?c::rt I II a~ the b ">ginnt ng of "t:ateve r. doc:rrtlcnt 

c ho1.1ld be i .ncl11de<'l., a:.1 idea vhich he interpr e Ged t0 mean tha t Eu:..~ope should 

not rely e;nti rely on outside aid tut t:ou.lc1 l oo};: f onra:rd. to so::ne deer~e of 

inten1o 1 reco7e '.."Y . ':'l~at ;......-ocess ~as clear ly evidc.n t from tile r oles 

p layetl by S•reden C!~1d Svitze r J.and in tho pr esent d.ay Eu:ropc;an economy . 

Mr. I.ange agr·eed ti1at the thoueht needed careful fonula tivn so as not 

to g i Ye t he imp:cr:ssion t hat Eu:::-ope co~.ld. b 0 self- suffic ient . 

Hr. JUBI"N ('lJI'!I'I'3:D G'I'.l\TES CJJ' A\ill:U CA) ag:::-eed ;-:1 t h lilr. Lange ar!.i felt 

t ha t it vr..:. :J obvi ous thlit Eu:::-cpe<m r ecovery ~·oul~t. not be a c nle \·od 1-1i t hout 

the help of no:r.. .. Em·o:pok:! n countr:ies . 

Mr. !·!:~;:J.m ( I::w:u~) cx-r::~ossed his gratifi~a ":.ion et the ::J.cceptonco of the 

:' =·h o ' .... ~ •."' .· C.. t": • • ~ I ., ..., ,,: . ... ~ 'J- .. ' . ..... ~c.. t-vS 
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the United States draft, in.ce he did. noi~ feel tha t they '-rould. add n:uch . 

Mr. 17an LANG:sl'l!IOVE ( 3:LGIU11) asked t !lat 'the United States draft should 

serve as a basis of d.iscu s i on. sir!Ce--1 t "ira~ clear e.nd srecific , aJ.d that 

certain per to o f t h e S:;;cr te:::-i a t. ' :::. doc:um(':::lt r.!ght b e :!.nse:!'ted after the 

completion of the ex~1::.na iol! of t.he Un ited States dref t . 

. LI_ftcr f:~ rther proce <l. r~:~ l discuFJs ion, Hr . LCilir~ (U!T:ITJW STATES CF N'Gill:::CA) 

moved t hot one o :::- the oth r dl'<'l:::'t b e a1ol1tGd for d.iscuss i rm. 

The CliAIW.J\..1\T saH no bjectj or. to :hi s com·se, excsp t that he pref0rred 

d i scussion of t he general pri nciples c ef e;re ci iscus::;ing speciflc poi nt s in 

either d1·a.ft. 

HT. CIS~Jit~OS ( C:U3A) · ao inc l ined. to a c cept the UrJ.ted. Stntes Sl,f..:6es tion 

ui th an intr od:Iction t o b a dded liitl3r t o an,:: t ext ad0·pted . 

M--r . RUEFF (!<'RANCE, a eted thot in Yi e,., of the f ac t tllat the 1 

General .As se;:d .'lY ha•l alr e dy cleciC.er:l or. i.he :p:::-tnc iple of est.3b lish:lng t he 

two Comr,'li ssio~ls .• (docu:nen E/CrJ . l/10, pq;ea 1'7- 11'3) he f elt that thi 3 

Comm1snion need. only cone rn t taeJ.f' vi th t he spec:!fic t a::cms of r eference . 

It , .. -as impossible t o re-d fine t h E· pr i ncJples b ut 1 t 'W'DS esse!ft:i.al t o 

deci de on t he discl,;.ssicn f' one of the t'I-EO texts . He asl.ced to tave this 

put t o a vot e . 

Mr . van L!_NGENHOVE (' EI.GIUl•r} egrced wi tb t he French r epresentat1 ve 

that the Coml"lission could not r c:r:iew GcnE::ral Asaembly doci:Jions , b ut t llought 

1 t mieht prove u.seful t o ioc:uns t.he £1GOC_ fo~ tvo se:pera.t e Co!ll!llis s i one as 

stated in both doc~ent~ . 

Mr. L'U\!G-E (POLAi\!D) f 1t thet t he Commiss i on' s r ecomnendatton on the 

:princip le "lO'..l.ld be week 1: C0L1?3ri son "'i i;h the Gener al Aseembly 'a action, 

and added that he could n t find any pa,s 8ago containlrJ€ such 

recormncnda. t ion in t he U!1:!_ ed S t atE- s docv;uent . 

Mr . CISUEROS (CUBP) upported. the French representat ive~ a tYJt::_on c~ · 

which t ext s hould b e disc seed. 

Hr·. NEHRU (U!DI A) a s . ed the t nit-::d States :)-~:lega te to indicate w·hcre 

/in his draft 
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i n Pis draft the .gener al point s contatned .,.i n Paft III were ';,o b~ f ound . 

Mr. LUBIN (UNITED STATES OF AMERICA) explained t Lat · t h e poi n t s 

C- 1-(a ) and (b) of Part III wer e not c ov er e d in hi s draft, nor vas the 

point of vi~w 0f Part I I I , Section A, paragraph 2 s tressed in h is dr n ft, but 

h e had no objectio~s t o having i t i ne1uded . Section A, pa r agraph' 3~ of the 

Pa r t III was cover ed on pa ge· 4 of his .·dra ft, b ut could be· r e - dra'fted . 

.. Mr. ,WEINl'RAUB . (SECRE'rARIAT) thought a V'ote might be avoided by us i ng 

t h e Uni t ed Stat es dra ft as a working docum~nt wh i ch c ould be amended . He 

suBSea t e d _ accepting the first tiro parosra~ of Po.rt III ( doc1lment E/CN. i/W .1) , 

th~n proceed t o t h e United Sta~es draft (document E/CN .l/26) , page 2, 

paragra.-ph 2, t heh go. back t o Part III, Section A_, paragra"p~s '2 a nd 3, 

and t h ep r eturn to pa ge 1 of t ke Uni:ted States draft. ·: !.·' 

Mr. MOROZOV (UNION OF SOVIET SOCI ALIST ill':PUBL::CS) pointed out t hat t he 

only .correct appro~ch was t o d iacuss ·one t ext frcm · b ~ginning t o end and . . 

subsequent l y discuss any additions that mi Ght be mlt'U.e . Any other pr ;cedure 

would lel'td to c~>nfus i on . . 

Mr. WEINTRAUB (SECRETARIAT.) . then r ead· the f i r s t two ·par agr o.pha o f 

Part I. II ~0.- ,b e · in~f,rted as en ruilendment at t he be ginni ng of th·e. United States 

dra f t . 

Mr. VfiLeON (AUSTF:\L!.'\ ) suggeG t ed thet t h e s econd oel')t enc0 o f the firs t 

par agraph as r ead b:t Mr. \ol~intreab b e fl..mende d to r ead as follows : "although 

s ome me·mbe r s of this Commi so ion we r e o f the opirhon t:hat tte Economic end 

• .f. . . ' . : 
Empl o;rrr.er. t . Ccnrr.:;.i ani0n Gh c-: ·.:.1<.:. pos t ren e c ons ia f·.'~ e.ti0n ·of · S,l~estion.J r e la. t ing 

.. 
t o the pro'poS~> rl . econr)IniC Coranissions for Eur0pe a.nd : ... . II 

Mr . MOROZOV (UNION OF SOVIET SOCLI\LIST ID:PUBIJICS) asked .t hat · the 

s entence should ·be furt h er Dmended to'·· i nclude a f ter th3 wordo "Fa r Eas t" 

the p:1r a se " un~il t_h0 m-':'.. t t:;r ha.d been decided b.y the Counc :l i in eubatance . " 

M C. I'-'"""'-.-0 (c ·r·r.) k d. t ·-'--t +h .. .,.·d -" ""st"'k) i s bmen"-" ""'.o".l d be r. ~ 0ro~:,, ,. ,.....,:&:) '- ->·"' EJ.B )..e n ... :.. v v e wo... v c....... . I ..: ....,.. . '-4 -

SVbSti tuted for the last '\o/Or d "question" in llne ll of the same par ag;eph . 

The CHAIRHAN rioted: t hat these para gra p:'i·s: had b een accepted with the 

; / above amendments 
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above amendments and proc~eded to the determination of the second paragraph 

on page 2' of· the· United States draft which 'would take the 'place of 

Paregi"aph A ·(1 ) of document E/CN . J./W.l 

Mr. RUEFF (FRANCE) a~ked the meanii".g of t he words "i nt egration of 

Eur-opean ec~omy" in line 7 of tha second paragraph, attachment 1, page 2 , 

(docume;"J.t E/CN.l/26) . The CHAIRMAN, speaking as the representative of 

Norway, _ suggested that . the wor dil".tt "co-ordination of · tp.e European econoJllY" 

migbt 'be more .suitable •. ·' 

Mr. LUBIN (UNITED STfi.TES OF' AMERrCA) observed that th19· pe.ra.graph : 

conta ined two different ideas and would be ~learer if the i tems proposed f or 

the consideration of an Economic Commission f or Europe were di.vided into 

two Parts so that the f'ir~t aub~'pnragraph eould begin with line 4 and the 

second with line 8. .· ,. 

Mr. · NEHRU (INDIA) thpught thf~t in ·uoing words such as the "integration 

of European. economy". the !Luthor s of the proposal had not cons idered all the 

implicati ons of the concept . If t hat paragraph related t o a new economic 

basis, the consequences would be videspread. It would t~erefore seem 

advisable t o eliminate a ·iford that might suggest the ·f ormation of economi.c 

blocs on a continental sc!Lle, Europe~, Asiatic or American. If the 

short-tenn relief policy ·11ere intemded,. the fact should appear cl ear ly in 

the t ext , 

·Mr. RUEFF (FRANCE) r emarked that t he terms of reference of the Economic 

and Eznployment Commi ssi oJ\ s tated t})at the Commissi on should on ita own 

initiative report to the ·~ouncil on probJ.ems which in its .opinion called 

for immediate atte::ltion . . The economic sit uation in both Asia. and Europe 

certainly called for iijl!D.~ Uate attenti on, and. Mr . . Ru~ff emphas i·zed the 

. impor tance of the Commlss l on' s first session, dt~ing which it has been 

defining its field of actlvitiee . Mr. Rueff shared the mi !jlgivingo Qf 

Mr. Nehru with regard t o the word "integration." He thought that the word 

d1d ·not add substantially t o the. meaning and suggested that it be omitted 

/altogether 
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Mr • .MOROZOV {UNI ON OF SOVIE'r SOC.IALIST P.E?UBLIC3) indica t Bd :that . the .:: 

United· Sta:to3 paper p:r<ovided. t:w· al tar~atiVes : the. first laid. d0W'n· g&n~ra;L· . . 

principles f or the \-TOrk of Commis aion, the othsl' the terms of reference i~ 

detail . 

Mr. WilSON (AU~>TRALI ... \) thought that co- ordination of econc::lie.J t.muld · 

be mo!'e· approprfately· 'dealt with by ·the Ecdnomic and EmploY'.!lent CciTlllission 

itself than by t!io Economic Coml;liosion for Europe . · \vith ragard to M,F. Nehr u 's 

ol>s~rvutions' ,· he pointed out that there could. be no :f'Grmula'bion. of e.c~mom!c 

principles for the future. Th.e Asaemb,lj~ resolution spoke of the setting up 

of an Economic Co1I!I:".i :3d on f or Eur ope and spacif!ed that its creat i on was· 

contemplated 'to · "give· aid to' count ries devastated. l:y war" . If the Cc~asion 

found that ao.l!.:. l oris- tertl policy of co-ordiruftion sh0uld be formulated , the 

matter ought to be brought before the Council and a cas·& pr es.anted :in ·support 

of the suggesti on. The r eprese:1tat1va of Austr alia thought the!'efor e that, 

it would be preferable to dis cuos fully tbe gener al principles on which t he 

to.rns ·o'f re6rence of Economic Commission for · Europe should r eGt r ather . than 

the deteHs of 'the· t"!rms of reference . Sinoe the r eport on t he Economic 

Commiss ion ' for Asia S.."ld tl1a ·Far East ' had not baen publish9o., the.=terni.s of 

. . ) . ... . . . ·'' 

r efer Gnce of that Co~ission ehduld· not be ~ia0ussed . 

l'vlr. · NEHRU (nrn:rA) suggested that : tha reconstruction r:.eeds of 1\'frican 

countr ies ~:hould be taken ir~to account , and Mr, LUBL'IIf (UNITED S"l'ATES OF . AMERICA) 

stat~d that if the Cominl.ss ion felt ·the need f or · satting up a. · spec.1al 

co:mmission on Afr ica , · it should present · a reco!llliiendation to that effect to 

-' 
the Counc 11 . .. ' 

M:- . CISNEROS (CUBA) shared ~.r . Nohru1 a view and proposed that tho 

Commission 1 e :~aport should state that the Econon:lc and Employment Coi:l!Ili ssion 

favoured the formation of Econo~ic Commissiona · f or Europe and 'As i a . 

Furthermore·, although .. :it ha d· not e:ia::nined t he heeds of Africa in that respect , 

s ince the Asaerebly r esolution did not suggest the f ormation of such ·a 

ocmmission; · :i. t did' believe that a commission should also be este.blished to 

/deal with 
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deal with the needs of th•} Africar. peoples. 

He thought that the :firs t alternative, as suggestod by .tvlr. MOROZOV, was 

preferable e.nd waa oppoae-l to a detailed definition of t he te~'nls of reference . 

Hia .view received the aup:?ort of the representat ives of the United Kingdom 

and of India. 

~1r . LA~GE ( POI.Juif.D) , •}onsid.e:re6.. that some reference i ndicat;i:lg a trend 

towards a coherent econom:lc systeli·. should be made, and suggest ed that the 

word 11.Intogration11 should be repla.ced by the word "co-op~ration" . 

After some d i acvssion , the last sento.nce on page 2, docun:ent E/CN . 1/26 

read: "and the co- ordina::;ion of t he Eurc.pean economies" i :ostead ·of 

"integratio:l of the EtU'O'P•' en ecor•.om.v" . 

!vir . V..'EJ.l.'7RAUB ( SECRE~~ARIAT) eta ted t.ha t the terms of reference of the 

Economic Coil'IIC.iaaion f or Enrop~ woul d inc.li:;uG .!Torth Africa a.'"l.d Ethiopia if 

the Council were t o inter pret them in the same way as t'o.e terms of reference 

of the· Temporary Cub-Comm:.ssicm on t he. Economic Reconstruction of Deve.stated. 

Areas . 

Mr. MOROZOV (UNION OJ~ SOVIET SOCIP..LIST REPUBLICS) suggested the ins ertion , 

after the word •!Europe' ' in ·paragraph 2, line 4, pege 2 , (document E/CN.l/26) 

the words "with the egreensnt of the respective govornments". He also 

thought t.hc.t the word "in1;egration", and all the words after "activity" 

could be deleted.. In his view the preoedir.g reference t o the expans i on of 

· European economi c ac l;i vi t y cove.red the point, 

~..r . WU (CBTNA) thc:.ught that the word 11expansion" was .misleading and 

suggested 1 ts replacement by the w:;,rd uadvancec1ent" , t o be followed b;y 

"and. the better co-ordination of European econom:les with the rest of the 

world" . 

The CHAlRlvtAN epeakine: as tLe repr esentative of Norway thought that the 

wording: "con.cer'tod acti<·n f or tho economic reconstruction of Europe , and 

tpe e.dv.anceme.nt and. co-orc.ination of European economy': would. disposo of the 

objections made to the odginal text . 

/Mr. RUEFF (FRANCE) 
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Mr. RUEFF (FRANCE) considered that the Commiesion1s main task was the 

f ormulation of the terms of reference of the EuropeC:.!Il ancl either Coilll.ll.is s ions . 

Once Members had agreed on the specific problema to be considered by those 

-
commissions, the general guiding principles could eaa:Uy be fOl"Wula te-d i n a 

preamble. There were several Eur opean orgeniz3.tions in existence without 

apy li:ik with t!1e United Nations , for instance t!.le EC!:.;?O Board and the ECO. 

The Econom~c Commission for Europe would provide that liruc instead of making 

a bloc of Europe ar.d "-ould bring Ecu-opean problems to the United Nations for 

settlement, 

Mr. EZEICIEL (FAO) suggested an adcendum t o tne e6co~d paragraph, 

sub-paragraph 1 of the United States draft of the f\L.J.ctions of the Eco:1o::nic 

Commission for Europe , page 2 , attachment 1 , to rec:.d umeaeures for development 

and reconstruction in Europe s~all be . framed with dus regard for the general 

programme for an expar.ding ""orld recovery being developed by the United Nations 

and its various orge~s and ·associated bodies, and for the repercussions upon 

non-European countries and upon desi~able expansion in internati onal exchange 

between Europ~an countries and other continents of the measures bei ng 

developed in Europe" . 

Mr . GUIMAP.AES (BRAZIL) SU(3geeted an amendment t o paragraph 2, t o begin 

with the words : "that the proposed Economic Commission for Eu1'ope, 

recognizing the economic role Europe represents foro the expansion of the 

world economy with the agreement of the respective government s . . .. . " 

The meeting rose at 1:10 p.m. 




