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.- UNITER STATES, PROROSALS CONCERNING. REGI@&AL_EQONcmgc COMIISSTONS (E/AC.34/L.13, °

E/AC.34/L .1k ) )

L The CHAIRMAN 1nvited the Committee to discuss the United States proposal
(E/!C 3u/L 13) that a paragraph should bg inserted in the Committee's report
asklng the Coun01l to review the work of the regional economic commissions at the

ot

Sy

”same tlme as it QXamlned the work of the Council and its functional COmm1351ons
and to invite the regional sconqmic commissions to propose any changes vhich they

deemed necessary in their {erms.of reference.

Mr. MURDEN (United States of America) did not wish to reopen the debate
on the guestion of maintainingithe:regional econonmIc commissions but reiterated
his Govermment's anxiety that the Council should reviev slmultaneocusly the result
of " the Cotmittés! e recormenddtions regarding the funcfional~commissiog§ end the

. work, of the. rggional econopls commissions.

TR Y 3

Mr ZONGV (Unicn of Soviet Socialist Republics) pointcd out that he
*nad askéd for“%he discussion ‘o the United States proposal to be adjoirned. As

the’ Commi{tee had decided otherwise “he was prepared to ‘dscuss that propOsal

’but no{ to vote on 1t ‘as tﬁe text had not been circulated on the previous day.
There was no need to include such a text i3 the Committea 8 report since the

’lCouocil could at any time decide to review the work of 1ts subsidiary bédies

He suggested that’ ths vote ‘o’ that proposai shouid e’ postponed unt1l" fhe

next day. /The CHAIRMAN
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The CHAIRMAN said that the praoposal just mede by the USSR representative
vas in accordarice with the r‘ules of procedurs but adde& that if the vote wére not
"postponad until 8 1at’er meeting, the Comm:lttee con‘ld finish the discussion on the
important pa.rts of 1ty repbrf at the Sirrent meet’ing and could' then ad journ’

e -~

'uﬁtil‘ 1s report vels drafted T T

.t Coer, LTRSS NS VIR ST A L.l . P . .- -
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'"Mf."szof'(dﬁf&& of Soviet So¢ialist Repubfice) regretted that he could

“not withdréw ‘higproposal al’tﬁqﬁéﬁjﬁ‘e‘ was in fa¥our of ‘finishing the Committee's

Yote at the- fdf‘t:hcomlne, mésting, v N N AR S

»
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work as quickly &s “ﬁbssiblé”"" THe. propdéiiér’-"-‘béféfé the Comifttee had not been
submitted early 'efiough’ to dnaBle "the USSR ﬁeleg&tion to examfne tﬁem proPerly

.3 A ¥, o b , RS
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’ “ “The’ dﬁAIﬁMAN ‘sdid tﬁat fhé ﬂhitad States’ proposals would ‘be . put to the

.o

o A S e -

Mg de ALMEIDA7CBraz11)’ﬁelievéd-thaf*by-ﬁis prayoéél-the'Unitéd*States
rapresentative vas trying to.combine iwo typas of reviews by the Council,» the
review-bf the WOrk of the commiséions énd ‘the. examlnaticn of. thelc erganization
and Btructare, ©° T Y ROt T e e Lo,

_ The Council wag already required periodically to review the work of the
reéional ecenomic commiSsions, 1% d18*so whgn it studied the: reports submitted to
“the Gouncil by the Commissions each year. The reviéw of the. organizatlon of the

func%ional commiasions referred’ to- by the Committee ou page.6° of 1ts~ flrst: report

' wa.s ,justified 'because ‘the Cormn.‘it‘tée recommended regula.tionsﬂf ) o the functional

commiseions which ot 1d e appliea pi'ovi“sionany and which-Should thverefore be
the subJect of speci&i review a¥ the* end oF e - tri,al pénia& .ﬁ.’similar trLal
period weE tot necessary “for ‘T gﬁonai mwomlé“conimissions which had been
éstablished and” Hed ’gona *th‘rbugh a¥i felpef'irzreﬁﬂlﬂper* 0d- im ’c,,eulas’c three -years..
'T'I'hatgexperiment had been Tt IugIve atid "the‘ ‘C'commi‘*é*e Tesc'ommc-ndsd tha.t they
‘should bé Hafntalfied. © Tt" ‘mer8ly m&&é“"‘écoz%n,cmdations"-ﬁn.‘p’oints‘ -of detail with
regcard to those organs, If, therefore, there vas neo-rneéd 1o review the . -

organization of the regional economic commlssions, was there any reason to

[undertake
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- undertaks 8 ‘specibl reviev: cf “thelr wowk 1t 19537 Weuld that not give the
" impresston thatin previcup’ ‘Jeare the review: whioh ha& been made of their work

.on._the basis of Peports: ‘gibmitted by’ those Bodies ﬁad been incomplate?

cgBYm, i

__He 2190 “déubted whethér the Unifed States proposeal we.e ree.lly Justified ‘ ize

He.did tio¥ Bes ‘the pbint of ¥ne United States proposal if it referred
to a review of the work of the reglonal economic-commissions and 1f the
United States was thinking of a review of the orga.nizetion and structure of

;those .bodies, 1t ‘would be 'a mietake‘ perticularly from “the peychological viewpoint:
.to-adopt theitext: ‘befdre the Committes;, ~ In ardef to ccnform to the reccmnmnda-

tion contained 1Au that proposal,’ the regienel eccnomic commisaidns would heve to
work ‘undey. unfvourable’ condttiions’. © Thélr work would suffer from the fixing
of & sgpecific date for its review for their activities often related to problems

:of: econcmic development wHith Wwers long-term mettére. Furthermcre, they would

be faced with more difficulty than at the preeent time in recruiting competent
stafyl membere if they could anly offer contracts which muet necesearily be shart-

W+

¢ Foythose reasons he could not vote fbr'the’pfbﬁoé51 before the
Comnittee arnd reqhested the United States représentative to withdrew 1t.

ML de” SEYNES (France) fully agreea with the Erazilian representative.

wob

5recalled that the eight membere of the Committse had been ‘divided when recommenda-

tione £6 the ¢ouncil dn the functional commiesione were being drafted and it wae
only after "Tengthy" debate th&t &greement had been reached Ae the prohlem JW,

wae e very dOmpliceted one, it would ‘Pe wiseér to provide fér - trial period

w

st It vas an entirely difforent natter in the caee of the regional
econOmic commieeions. g members of the Cdmmittee unanimeuely recognized ‘
the’ effectiveness of their nethods and’ Organizatioﬂ and nad reccmmended that N
they ehould be mainteined The Genefal Assembly had taken the eame view in
one -of its resolutiéne. R L A -

o N
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[He sav
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He 'sawi no reason therefore to adopt reComméndatiqns"on the
resional economic commissions similar to those which:nnd been adopted for the
functional commissions. . Such recommenddtions, as experience had shown, -
‘would present certein difficulties for the exeéutite segretaries of reglonel
economic commligsions would be unable to offer staff members sufflclently
{long-tenm contracts.” © . . o . - f ’

If the propossgl was maintained, “the French delegation would be

compelled to vote against it.

M. MURDEN‘:.(United States of Americe) explained that his delegation's
ﬁrbposal bore no relatior to the auestion of maintaining the‘fegibnal economic
cormissions but was.intended to ensure that thé-work of those commissions
~would be reviewed whén the Council in 1953 undertook the general review -

- recommended . by the Committes: After Yearing the arpuments put forward by the
’ representatives of Brézil'énd'Francé,‘he’éﬂreéd to withdraw his proposal on the
understanding that the Unitef Stetes delegation g position would be stated in

~the summery record of the- discussion."

5 L omd
AT

The CHATRMAN 1nvited the Committee to consider the United States
proposal (E/AC .34/1.14) relative to the-nsed for a close integration of the
work of the regional economic cormissions with that of the Counéil.  He
recalled that the USSR representatlve 'had proposed an adJournment of the
discussion o - ‘ ;

Lt

- Mr..ZONOV: (Unlon of Soviet Socialist Republies) asked the ‘Chairman
' ‘to allow the Executive. Secretary of the Eeonomic ‘Commission for Turode to

present that Commission's views. ' e R

-The CHAIRMAN-seid that he could not eraﬂt #He ‘USSR" renresentative'

reouest unless the proposal for adjournment of the- discusgion was withdrawn

EPRT A

M, ZONOW
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Mr. ZONOV (Union of Soviet Sotismlist Republics) having declined to
witharats his~prbp0551* the CEATRMAN put to thé vote the ouestidn whether
discussion ‘of 'the Urifted States proposal should be edjourned. ' R

LEow

The USSR proposal was rejected by 5 Votes to 1, with 2 abstentlons.

Mr. MYRDAL (ercutive Secretary, Economic Cormission for ‘Europe)
thanked the Ohairman and the ‘hmembers of the Committes £dr glving him the
opportunity of presenting the views of the QOVernmsnts members ‘of the ECE.

The main purpose of the Uhited States nroposal was to ensure close collaboration
between the ‘Counc 1l and” the ECE All the government ‘represented in the ECE
_recognized that collaboration between the two’ organs should Ye as effective

as possible." THe ‘terms of reference of ‘the ECE, which the ‘Committes had
decided to maintain, referred tirice to the: relationship between the Cétmission

' fand the Council. It was stated in those terms of reference that the Gommission

might "rith the approval of the Council, establish such subsidiary bodies as 1t
deetns appropriate"; gnd thet: it should "submit for the Council's prior
consideretion any of its proposals fér actlvities that would have important
effects on the economy of the world as a whole"

- Mr Myrdal felt thst the members of the ECE would find the United
'"States proposal somevhat confusing. The Commission ‘hed been’ placed et the
dlsposal of the governments, and should therefore enjoy & certain degree of
autonomy. CoTt ghould be able” to submit recommendations directly to- the
governments of 1ts member countries, not all of which -- and that.was an
important polnt -- were Members of the United Nations. He feared that the
‘ governments represented on the Commission mirht be iﬁ dovbt 88 to the correct

interpretation of the lsst nart of the ‘mecond’ ‘SeHtench of the nroposel which
read: "...they should continue to undertaXke’ an: mador'projocts only ‘efter the
prior epprovel of the Council" For eiample, iP the political atmosphere in
HDurope improved and it became poséible to rewume “normel trade relations between
.eastern and vestern Europe, ould ‘the convening’of & conference to consider such
reletions be considered as a "major projJect” upon which the Council must be
consulted before a conference could be called? The Commission was not refusing
to consnlt_the'éouncil, but 1t felt that 1t should enjoy a certain measure of
autonony . |

/Mr. de SEYNES
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. M. -de SEYNES {Freiice) thanked Mr. Myraal for his clear statement of
the Commission's point of view. In his opinion, the idea set forth in the
United States proposal was worthy of support but should be differently
expresged, Using the  terms of Mr. Myrdal's statement he prqpoeed that. the
wordg "and they should cohtirik td underteke any maJor proJects on;y @fter the
prior approval Sf the Count11™ ‘should be deleted ‘since, as Mr. Myrdal had
indicated, that part of the propossl might be hard to interpret. He proposed
that following the word "are', in the third line of ‘the document, the following
- words ‘should "be- 1nserteds ".K.instruments for regional economic co-operation
placed at.the disposal of"intévested gove?nments by the Uhited Natlons, and
are...". The following séntence shduld ’ hen begin with the worde "It 1s the
opinion of the Committee...”

. 07
'y DEETE T LA

. W S, [ 4
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.4 Mr. MURDEN (United States of America) accepted tne French

reprgsentative's amendment T e

P T AR )
- Mr. BRENNAN (Alistra1}s) d1d fot think 1t vas true to stete,fhat the
commissions were "placed at the disposal of" the governments. He preferred
the phrase "instruments...created for the benefit of" the governments.
. S i o

The CHAIRMAN nointe& out that the regional economic commiesione had
been. created not only for: the benefit of the countries of a, particular renion,
but for the benefiti of all the countries of the wor;d The commlssions had
thelr headouarters and cerried on their activities in perticular reglona,- but
they must,inall thelr WOrk “Bhar® in mlnd world economy as a whole ¢ -

P I e Ty

Mr. de ALMTIDA (Brazil) thou"ht that uhe French renresentative 5
amendment. covered the point Paibed %v the renresentutwvo of Augtralla. General
policy would always be laid down by the United Nations.

© Me. TSAQ: (China), eupvorted by Mr de ALMEIDA gBrazill gproposed the -
.deletion of the word' "regional“ in the French ameniment, singe the main

obJective weg "not ito solve’ the‘problems of a given area qn g purely regional . - ..

basis, byt also on & ﬁnternational basis, taking into aecqunt the  problems,
arising in other reglons. FEENEIA N

/Me. de SEYNES
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Mr | de SEYNIS (FrenCe) agrsed to the deletion of the vord "regional"
in the text of his amendment o ” o

- ' id B
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The CHAIRMAN eaid that since the USSR representative had requested a

>

: 'poetyonement of the vote, he would put to the vote the Uhited States proposal witl

- s

A'the French amendment accepted by the United States representative at the next

b

‘v e N My e s - - T . Mialrs R SN 5 - \ N . . -

S

i FINANCIAL IMPIICATIONS QF ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL PROJECTS AND PRCGRAMMES (E/AC 34/L.1¢

The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee to coneider a United Kingdqm pro-

.

posal relative to the financial implicatione of proJecte and programmes.

Mr, OVERTON {United Kingdom) explained that his proposal vas of a
purely administrative nature intended merely to bring the practice of the
regional economic commieeione into line with that of the Economic and Social
Council and the functiomal commissions, He asked the repreeentative of ‘the
Secretariat whether there would be any administrative difficulty in adopting

Nthe proposal

 “proposal

o

Mr. GREEN (Department of Economic Affairs) said that the Secretariat
was already arranging for the regiOnal economic commiseions to supply the financial
1nformation needed, He pointed out that a reeolution recently adopted by the

1Economic and Social Council had made it more difficult to eetimate the coet of

edch ‘project eeparately Moreover the information hitherto submitted by the
Secretariat had’ dealt merely with the additional cost of a biven proJect not
with 1ts total cost,” He pointed St that at the last’ seeeion of fhe ECILA & new
method had been tried out; if it produced good results, it would be put into
general uee Uith those reservations. he could agnrove the Uhited Kingdom

I

T roF o

Mr. de AIMEIDA {Brezil) eaid that his delegation had found the informa~
‘tion’ on the financiaﬁ imrlications of* proJecte commnnicated at the previous session
of ECIA extremely satiefactory. He wondered whether that method could not be
extended to other regiOnal economic commiseione, as well as to the Econcmiciand

Vorrew gy v ".'.’7'. o %

Social Council and its functional commieeions

b

/¥, OVERTON
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Mr OVERTON (United Kingdom) proposed that the procedure adOpted
for rsgional ‘economfc ‘commissions” shidutd bs the s&me s that to be followed
by the Econcmic and Social~00dnd1l, vhicH might bethe mame as that  just
applied by ECIA.

o R R - CE ALY LR S S S T S o PE
; “Jiﬁrf‘&e"AIMﬁTDA{foagfl)Aaéréed that 1% was importdnt to haﬁe'a"uniform
‘ :prccedure “Put ‘he did ‘not’ thihk 1t advigeble to’ impoge tpon the regichal econcmic
“commissions Y prbcedure whizh™had not- yet'been aﬁopted“%y the Council, Tt

'1would ﬁe better to wait until the Council itsalf'took*a decision in the hatter.

oy P L SRR P~
LN S O A % e

ST 0 In Peply 6 a'question by MY, OVERTON (Unfted Kingdom);:Mr. GREEN
(Departiisrit “of Economi¢ Affairs) confirmed that the method introduded by ECLA
would ‘be éxterided to the 6ther'fegional'éédnomic-commiasioné; When “in the
: past the Secretariat had provided an ‘estimete of the additicnel costs necessary
for a new project “the estimate Lad been arrived at sfter comsideration of
what modificatibn of existing projects might be achleved. - Now thét eny decision
‘on work proerammea hed to be ‘taken by “the Council an extra stage haa been
interposed before a financial detiate cvuid be submitted. T

.‘,L' ] .
> = I O A T L I el

In reply to a further question from Mr. OVERTON {United Kingdom), |

My, ‘GREEN (Depértmént of Economic ATPEtre ) stated that ‘It would be very

'difficult to givé the’ eXAGt chat &f1ndtvidual’ projects rather then the addi-
tional costs” involved. ' 5ome coést’ aecountfhg process would probably haVe to
;539 adopted and that vould Prove an expensive operation. S T
- : N S R Hieyo L oEgyesie [t

[ bGERT©ﬁ1(ﬁ§§fed‘Kfﬁé&om)*%éféed*fh&t“&t“ﬁigﬁt’be better not to
take a decision on the subject in the absence of'anj clearly defined procedurse
.?ana he therefbre agréed‘to withd§EW'h&s prbvosal reserving "the right to
- bring 1t up at adme 1at6r stage if nedbskmnf’“ T

RN G PSSR L T AT R . LA

7‘ 4 P T S
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GEOGRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION IN THE SUBSIDIARY CRGANS OF THE COUNCIL (E/AC.34/L.17)
e F ‘rThe CHAIRMAN epened @iecueeion on the queetion of geographical
representation An the, subeidiqry organs. of the Council. e
Mr. OVERTON (United Kingiom) said thet owing to some misteke the
dggument gubpitted by hie delegetion E/AC 3M/L.17) on the queetion of
the title of "progoeal Hie delegation haa HBVer iptendeénto make & formei
propoeel but bad eimply wiehed tq help the council in etudying that important
queetion by submitting a working document It held the view that the. prineiple
ofwequiteble.geographical d¢istribution yas one of the moet 1mportant aspects of
‘the question of .representation in 1 the aubsidiary organe of the Gouneil._ Io his
opinion, the Committee wopld  be. meking & greye mistake if it did not bear that in
s mind, since. the ,Goevernmerity of Member Statee might consider tnat in progosing
the. elaminathn,of certain subsidiary .organs of the Council iBhe Committee had not
-:taken intg, account the provisions of resolution 207 (III) in wbich the General
Asgembly had recommended that the Oounoil should in the eleotion of Member Qtatee
entitled to nominate ‘memberg of functieqal commiesione take all Members of the
United Nations into coneideration, with due regard to en equitable geographical
distribution. T N ot e
" It vag, 1o, avoid _eny such oriticieml nat his Qelegation had thought it
Jnecesgary.to draw attention tO—the matter» $he working document set fortb four
brinciples which the Council should apply in eleoting Member States to the 1
functional commiseionsﬁ, The Committee oould consider whether it ehould eimply
mentio in 1its report to the Council that it had held & dieoussion on the subjeot
or whether. It aéouid;inolu@eﬁe definite:regommenQQtiom oq‘the principles involved.

.4 '
ew, . - . oy
(IR q., 1 o s “ '.'U“. s X‘) ,_\

.. The Gmmagm\wag g).aa thet the United Kinglon representative had raised
the queetion. He recalled th&t o lQMB the General Aeeembly had firet studied
& proposal clearly defining the prineiplee which should govern uhe dietribution
of seats in the subsidiary organs of the Council. However, after certain Members

MU S LA TS T ; o :
A ROA O fred memtioned
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Yad' ‘mentioned the difficulties inherent in the proce&%re of’election and had
pointed ‘out that & State- ccu&d»be particularly interested in a subject which came
within thie terss:of: refenenee of a ‘given commission,,the Asseﬁbly had decided to

“adépt & redomuendstion couched, in very deneral,. terma. Since then, the application
' of the prineiple of: Wequit&bleegeographical distribution“ hai given rise to many
diffioulties: Some countries had comp;ained that they were inadequately
represented or even totally unrepresented in/o;mother of the commissions. ‘There
‘was a ‘dangey“that. the situation. uould ‘become still worse gince the ad hoc Committee
© 0 had - Just récombnded ths:plimination; of two functionsl commissions and of certain
i uedomit Ssione; 8 decimdon. which- night curpail the‘participation of" certain
' Govertments’ in'thelaconamic. andrsecialiuork of‘the Council. It seemea appropriate
| therefere’ tol retommend’ that #he Loungil shoyld, if: necessary, review its existing
Prodedute’ oF eletting members tq.the, Tupctiopal commissions., -

R
PN

,,,.,,v
Ay

Miss BELL (United States of America) approved the paper submitted
: ’by s - Utiitéd. Kingdom with the excephion,of eub_paragraph (c) in which the
“Comnittes Yed¢cnmended that hhe founcil. should ensure, that only thoee governmente
" Submit neinations: vhich were.: neally'interestad in being represented upon the
' doumisaton ‘conserned apd in. making a:positive, contribution to its work In its
“iex1sting forfi that» sub~paragraph did. .not- take 1nto aocount the fact that the
;‘“‘governments-nohdnating candidates had.first been. elected by the Gounoil itself
' ”and 1% might Do very. difficult to apply the. recommendation in practice.

NS IR N .
T [ R + SRS BENAN B i F :
. i,

‘4

PV a8 SEYNES, (Frane) vag. grateiul to the United Kingdom reprssentative
for having made suggestions on the highly important queetion of geographical
L-*reprEsenﬁatiod Al thersﬁbsidiﬂryforgans of the counc;l. ,He. could not state his
“ £ Hein * carefu'llyﬁ * e f»em hqwever. 'I;hat one of the most irx;i;,eresting parts of the
"-document  was the siggestion . hat 1t ‘might, be desirable for the qualifications of
caddidaten to: be“discuased befora. eleoaions were held, on the'basis of compnehensive
" Hat onidgén: provxaed by he monuat g Govermnants, e
v T e,

LD T T ,’ -
4 Cr AP | ¢
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; - He.wondered whether the Couticil had ever elected Member States to.
- nominate.represemtatives.on.@ functionsl, ¢ comn:!@a.ton if ;the States concepned did
“uob wish, to teke part in ... the, york, of the, cpmmj,;aion. It was obvioual.y \

o4 unfortunate hat..such a ,,ﬂ;,‘b}\af/ipn could arise gnd, stepg ; should be taksn to
i1 prevent. ita: requrrenga.: . It was. iifficu.lt howevaar t.,q e a‘bsolutely certam on
that point apd. he.wendered whether.the United Kingdnm,ﬁrapresentative coug.d give

.any. further infoymation.on. the subdepts .. .. syiio: o .

T Y SR
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R - Mg'. - CVERT ON (Un.ited, Igmgdom) qxplained that he had noticed that the
:repreaenba’eivas noninajed a8 members of the- ﬂuncti,onal commiesions had ‘not always
Linio o teken .an- astive partinthe work.of . thgp &omi;ssians, At was in order to: favoid
Jinc anyrecurrence ofeuch a..state .of effairs, khat, he had. 1ncluded the prindiple in
sub~paragraph (c) .of his,document,,.. Hewaver, .\iqub)gq.,‘ltigl}p of the, remarks’ ade by
the United States representative, it seemed that the drafting of that sub-
Paragraph showld 'bQ @l‘t@n%@,z: Somlnesat

T J e e . . "- ey
RN t,. LI R RN n 2o S - [PV
< oLy LR \:~

CYessuriavy -7-The CHAIRMA.N said that. certaj,q deleg&tioqa had so;uetimes informed the
3.:Oounail s Qf stheir desire .to be representedfqn one or pthar Qf th,e functional
it commigaionsy:in-such cases the. Councll had alvays.dene its best, to meet their
requegtss That hoyever was, .aot & ,r;ga,d pmméple aqd :L‘c migbt be\useful to
T oeonsideg;a procedure. whareby.the LCawncil, would. be able to study requests made by
States-and:the qualifications of Qandi,dat.es ‘before. embarking on tbe elections,
He pointed out that sub-paragraph {c} of the United Kingdom document
evisomight;deregete-from the inalienabie.xright .qf -Governments to nomipate their own
inepresentetives ;to ;mqqtigng;g—,cpmm;g%ggs,witpout\,_e,a};, int exf eyenco. . . .
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rE e L by . SDSAG: (Ch;ma,) said.:that the . three. criteria‘,l;isted in sub-paragvaplfs(b}

(c) and. £ &) sof:the-United Kingdom propesal. might. Jerardiae the p:glnciple of
L cvequitable sggographdcal - rb,presan;ationrineteai of. ;afeguarding 11:._ If thosa
:laisl o provisions were ispphied . fhesudgadisry : oregng. of the CGouncil might perhaps

acquire cendidates with hdgher .expert kpopledee avd their WQrk would thus
naturally be of greater wvalue, but geographical representation in thoee organs

would” E‘e’éome 'less equitable than at present

/It was
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It was obv1ous that by encburaging the nomination of persbns of the
highest p0551ble degree of expert knowledge, .the. Council: would rile out countries
“unable to propose candidates fulfilling such a requirement, Consequently, there
wag some contradiction between the principles proposed and the aim the Council
had in mind o . N N L

fey ., T v b

. N
W &

| Mr ZONOV (Uhion of Sov;et Socielist Republics) observed that sub-

paragraph (a) of the United Kingdom proposal merely get forth a principle which
had been rec0gnized and applied by, the United Nations .for & long time pest.
Referring 0 sub-paragreph (b) he remarked that —although the Council elected
the Member States which were to Submit houinations, it could not order their
governmente tc nominate persons with any perticular qualifications. It was
cbvious that eovernmente nominating repreeentatives to,the Technicel Commissions
themeelVes trled 0 nominate persons of the highest posaible degree of expert
* ¥nowledge, There minht have been cases when the Council had eledted States
which dld not wieh to be represented but they had been exeeptional, moreover,
the government concerned could always decline the offer, : '

" In thoee circumstances he could. see no useful purpose in recommending
the Louncil to adopt e propoeal which Jyould be of no help in solving the problem

of geonraphical repreeentation.%

Mr, OVERTON (United Kingdom) said he had never meintained that his
proposal would provide a final eolution to the problem: of geographicel representa-
tion and he wes quite prepared to examine any concrete measures which the USSR
representative mieht propoee to ensure the effective participation of all
countries in the work of the subeidiary ‘organs of the Councily

He had never accused any novernment of- npt nominating the best
qualified pereons, 1t could not be denied, however, that in somg cases
representatives on Technical Commissions had not had all the necessary knowledge.

Furthermore governmente elected by uhe Lonncil could obyiously state
that they did not wieh to eend representativee %o a given copmission;  thus fear,
hovwever, no government had ever declined an offer., Certain States had sometimes
even preferred -to send representetivee:who were unable to teke part in the work of

their respective commissions,
/Mr, de AIMEIDA
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SRR ' ‘de::AIMEIDA (Brazil) eaid that the i}nited :Kingdom proposal contained

two principles vhicH:wete to: ‘pome extent mytually- exclusive. - | .

He felf that-the. suggestion.in. the. last paragraph wae of particular
- -interest bécause it..wownld scertainly . .be .desirabls. for the Cog;;qil to discuss

the qualifications of candidates before elections were held, on"‘l;he basie ’o_f
information provided by the nominating governments, If the elec;;iene to the
‘Technfi.ca.l"Cemmis'eione‘could- be.held during, the ordinary session of the
Generkl Assembly;.it.would be.very easy for the Goveraments of, the 60 Member
States tofprovide all the necessary,. informatigh. on their nomineee. ;At present
hovwevexr ;- théser éléctions. were . held.during the. session of the Council, 80 thet
‘£hé’ numbeét of" governments that -conld subpit their candidates. orally qu only a
“third of: what it-would be during the General Assgmbly,.. . . e
a WU At were impossible; for.the Coumeil.te gneet. duying the sess lopy

‘of ‘the General Assembly, -the Assembly- ivself might. perhaps be}_,eeked?;o‘elect
“States to the Technicak Commiassions;.. . it ¢ould ,entruetf__that;,‘i};eek to 1its yoint
"Sectnd end Third Committee, . - o .

At present: when & government, veg. elected, to & Technical Commission

“ 1t -had no incetibivel s «ry to npminate the most competent candldates, by
electing ‘three governments for & given region instead of only, ono, .the Council
would encourage healthy competition between those Governueats, since they
would na.turally try to secure the election of thelr own candidates by honlina.ting

“ he" most qualified personsy .° S, .

R -Suck & measure.would make ,:Lt possible to reise the level of
‘representation without Jeopardizing .the. principle of equitable eogre.pblcal
representation, .. Under that ‘procedurs,. gven if the Council vas unable to
choose the best.of the ‘three candldates, it would etlll ohccee the best

candfdate- oft & @3ver country... -Furthermore, no, couwntry woula etana as & ’
cendidate uriledd 4t knew that it.gould peningte gt least one. person acceptable
to the Council,- S R Y o R T

oo P

e i de SEYNES. (Erance) said he. c@uld not support the Bra.zillan

mpmsent&tlve'ﬁ suggeetion ‘thai the General, Assembly should te.ke over the
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elecbion -of. meubers..of Lechnical Conﬁnissi,qns.. .+part from the copstitutional

| difficulpies vhich, would be redsed, by gugh. e .change Ap thy, Gouncills rples. of

pProcedupe s the General. Assembly_uwa.s Qbyiqusly. mach rlgs;s,gpa.li,fied JLhan. the .

v Counedlitoshold Ahose electdons,, bepesse;#ae Goung il along. kpew: the, work of

1tsTmmmMBLGmmuwimm.“»“q> P i meden g a0t gt TR ey

o Arhe second. suggpstion_ofwgggvprazilien repreﬂﬁntgtiye .Wes more. .
integqstipg, -the, Freneh, Gevernment, . had,plwsysgattqched gareat 1mportanoe to the
principle of equitable geographical representatiQn. That principle hOWever
could not he appliad toq rigidly . anq,ahoqld therefoge continue to.be expressed
in generalk. terms inyr'*b S T L T R T A TP

The debs;t,.e had br,ougk}t Ou}t’ the need i‘or serious discussions before the

election of members to & Technical Commission, o &as to avoid soue of the

) .;dra.wbaqka PF sbhe pxisting wethad. of, recrultmem-

~ z%.ts 13%h sesslon,

i The Committee might accept the United Kingdom groposal provisionally.
--More posltive WOANUres could pe adopted by the Eoonomic and Sooial Council at

ey

. . ~ Pp—— oL bl . :
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Miss BELL CUniped States of America) shared the Frencn and Bra21lian

OIS P G

. "
ERTR A AN

“.represeptative Y views and thought the ynited Engdom groposal ves interesting,

but difficult to put into practice.. The proposal raised three distinot

‘problems .= the question of eleoting to functional commissions & _greater

'number of oountries than were represented at present of ensuring the widest

‘posgible extent of geographicql representation on each commission, and of

7. ensuring tbet membera of commissions had a higq %egree of expert knowledge.

Cante el oheadid nok A what practical steps could be taken'to attein thosa

Do

- .pbjectives and proposeq that the report should mention the Genersl Assemblj

j=resolution -and. regoqmend tbe rev181on by the Counoil of tne electoral procedure

‘12

of functional commissions, P S , )
B LR B Y AT S T TR A T LA S Dl SPRT SPICPIL s

R

ceeetin M., RAJAN {Ind1q9 recognized the importance of the questions reised
in, the United Kingdom proposal. ) The main difficulty arose because the two

vgf"

‘objectives to be atteined, namely the widest possible extent of geographlcal

. .oxppry knovledae , might, be incoupatibls,

representation and the nomination of persons of the highest possible degree of

SOoggw s o o oed et R L

M LT e ST e 2 ErRS

/He recalled
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' He teballed that" the Cstimittes) having studied the functional
eommiasiona, ‘had decided ‘hot to”chatige’ the provigions relating to the competence
of mémbers of commiasiana. ‘Geagraphlcal Pepresentation could be widened by
increaaing the‘number’df'commiEéiona=(the Committee had,hawever,decided to reduce
them), by inoreasing the membership of commigsions, or by efnsuring wider.
geographioal repreaentatfbﬁ‘on ‘fhet oomtilesions. The Committee might state that
geographioal repreaentetion should b6 more varied and, in. case of need, the
n'&memberahip of commiesionu inoreased, " " PR Tas
Y e much importance shotild not'he attached te the appointment.,to
‘commiesions of persona with as high as possible & degre¢ of expert knowledge as
’*that might stand in the way ‘of diversification of membership. -

L
(!

Mr. BRENNAN (Australia) daid ‘not think thet the objectives of. the United

'AJﬁ”Klngdom text were contradiotory. Sub-paragraph (a) did not imply that world

- specialists should be recruited by internationsl competition, but merely invited
governments to send their best qualified representatives. -Sub~-paragraph {c),
however, seemed to go beyond the scope of the Economic and Social Council, An
effort should rather be made to interest governments in the work of commissions.
He supported as & whole the principles emintiated in the United Kingdom proposal.

B S AT e
o - o 4

Mr de SEYNES (France) wes VEry ihterested in the ideas expressed by
the representatives of india end Australia. He ‘thought dangerous to insist
that candidates should have the highest possible dégree of ‘expert knowledge
“It vas abeolutely eesential to ensure that governments were really interested in
ﬂphrase to that effect sﬁould be substituted in paragfaﬁh (b) for the reference
to expert knowledge, and ‘that &1l of‘aub—paragraph (o) toming ‘after the words
commission concerned” should be deleted. Bl ' '

v
ST kg -
S S N

S Mr OVERTON (United Kingdom)'had no ob3ection to the ‘proposed amendment
. and suggested the addition of the following ‘phrasge’ at the ‘&nd of- sub-paragraph

e R [ . et
i - ‘&

NI and ‘the mest varied background. :
- B S R TP A o L

Miss BELL (United States of America} Abubted’ the  practical value of

/sub-paragraph {(c).
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sub-p&ragraph (c} "L‘he countries écneefﬁ‘é& &iere efm&ys free to send altematea

B “ if ROt e
‘in ’che place of regularly appcinted membera .
A N RS T - RN e S, A - Y
B Mmm thaugift that the mﬁ mem‘ber a:pplied to Member States
_' ;v... .,'a',' }‘~ .“! Ty i .:” . 29 y
and not to the persons reﬂpresenting them. e _ _ y
RS IANEEE AN SR R L wbare

3o - casd vy

. Mr. OVE&?ION (United King&cm), or the contrary, considered that the term
referred to’ the representetives themselvesf o

vt ,,M::,«;; g e SReme U TR, TroR o T e RN
L s el e LAY DB IO Lt en g
, ' Mr. de U&E}Im (Bra;zii) thought that if tha.t vere the cese, the phrase
. sl eFmw iR e imil Gl Ty LDl Ve fe Ifabnsten, SOV MG AUiE
ves too ca.tegcrie&l.
P RREITIC LR NTE I TL L B SRS UG SR A vyl

Mr. de SEYNES (France) suggested that it should be drafted as follows:

~~-.‘_- h te . nu; =, . 3 ﬁd‘)r‘ t": ,"" ‘.f
"tha.t eniy thés’e gbverxfments are electe& vho are interested in the comm1ssions
Cooowekgn S 3Tt d e By TR g e T ey o i o Sgiipate e
| &ncerned” ' ' ' ‘
crebadloram ST T erag DEES .* BERAS

M. OVER’mN (United Kingdom) accepte& the amendment but wished to retain

thewcleus: ":?}“ ltnllle‘ s;; ﬁossible degree éf exlgp’e'r:t“knowledge " in sub-paregranh
(B);"as 1n the Comittee's fex;or@ PAETTRR g R e RS TG ot
Pendloget wigd G Ldenbtes :oo TRanes 2w nad e de Reodae GV oo
e Miss*BELL (Qni.ted States.qf Apgrige) wamted: gg,,kmw the. pregise. weaning
oﬂ &he pl;:rase,s .)‘}heiwé.éeg},,gpogremi@l §ng,-regional reprgpenta.tiqn .gnd.'the most

: 'var;(ed yRorkeETound” .« She vondered whefher the.intenilon vesito gupure. . .
ooy dRersificetion yob oply in ke axpert jm woﬂ,egge,,ogttheymmbers gf commissions but
in their natfons of origin.

VEREF I RN AT TR PATIEE SOURI S 710 i AR TS EE Fan F TS ERATSV R SIS P s S SR

i MEs 530G AChina ) wameidexed Bhpt ghown ,,%a,*ﬁaﬂrqd}ctmn in;the -
objectives socught in the document under discussion gg&_c»sq,gdxzthe,; yub-paragraphs

{c) and (4) mitigated against fair geographical distribution.

SRV Enan e g T ek Alunte SBpY sRRwehg B LEEE G oo CaHE LAY a0
Mr, de ALMEIDA (Bra.zi].) noted that, as the voxking éoqp,ment Jmalt with
the whole question of ropresentation in the commissions, the word "geographfcal”

vy SORME by delotad (fron 1he Mit18as g 00 e R
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L .Mr. OVERTON .{United.Kingdon) agreéd to:%be deletion and: noted, {n*-
reply to the Lnited States representative; yhat, e, balange-had to Be 'achieved
among vearious areas in their representation in the commissions, It would also
be deairable for the mem‘qerd, of a gowmission not only to be ol d4fferent national
'origins, but to ha.Ve special knowledge.in different branckes afuths. snfb,j‘eét “rith
which the commissicn was desling.

. " cye B
N L 1 - Wl a it . R [ -
3 .91‘7,2‘.- R RS S T SUNIAY L (NP0 TSRS | AR TP MR o

Mr, de SEYi\IES (France) fourd,.khe: discugeion very.useful and»interesting
but did not think & satisfaétory text could be drafted quickly. He therefore
. “suggested deferving contipuation, of bs. dipcupsion un¥iiithe following meeting
“and letting the representutives of India and the United Kiugliom work out:a.re-
drafted text for the Commitisee's consideration.

o N . .t e . .
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bent enr Miss BELL (United Ste;te; of"America) saigl aha would jntroduce an '’
a:ﬁéndment to insert a new sub-paragraph (&) reguesting the Council to-ensurs-a
balanced compositien of the sommissions.

REcommNDATmNs REGARDING THE QRGANIZATIGN OF mrs REGIGNAI: ECONOMIC COMIISSIONS
(proposal submitted by the representatives of -the United. Kingdumemd Brazil}:

_ The CHAIBMAN asked the Comittee to conaider 8 proposal of the United

ngdom emd Brazil conta.ining a dfaft text ta Be inserted in t.he repor't. dealinp
with the maintenance of the regioml ecommic conmissions and pasaible amex;dmenta
of their tems of' ref‘erence‘ He sugges‘bed deletion of the word "unanimously in

‘ ‘the thi%d”: sub-paragi-aph m viev ei’r the ob,jection \m&e by the UﬁSR mpresentatmfe.

Mr. OVERTON (Unme Kiugdon) mm tbat he had incorporated in his

......

1nifial text ‘the fix‘ét theﬂee §f the second paragraph sugge_gsi;ed by the,
[ 254 et B SRR 2
- pepresentative Eia Era.zﬂ.. ki Beeii o
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The CHAYRMAN Tropos d mﬁ 8 separa.te,vc_‘;e,shgum,be__ gakeén on each af the
I o< o o ,'",-.‘ RS S IR T NS S
paragraphs of the tex%. , o o emps i i
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My, ZONOV (Uniau ot Saviet Socialist Bepubl:ms) wished L7 r:onsiaer tbe
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freport as
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report as a whele before deciding on eny of its parts. He therefore reques£ed
deferment of the vote until the following meeting.

The CHAIRMAN emphasized that the Committee had already voted on the
ma jor ﬁortion of its report and had already approved the provisions under
discussion.

He announced that the Secretariat would prepare a preliminary draft
of the report for the following meeting, containing provisional texts of the
.proposals submitted by the representatives of the United Kingdom and the United
States. _

The meeting rose at 6.5 p.m.

13/7 a.m.





