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Secr.ata.ria.t;_
Mr, OWEN - Aaaistant Secretary-fsneral in charge
CoE L o ofsthe Depertment of ‘Eoonomis Affairs
Mr, LUKAC A 7. ! " Dirmgtor, of the Transport and o
S RN micatim Division
Mr. HOGAN L. ,“Soorotary of the Ccmitteo

DRAFT FIRST REPORT OF THE camm'm (Confomoe Room Papérs Nos. 18, 1a/corr.1,
18/Add.1, 18/add,2, 19, 20, 21, 16) (coat!nued) 3 :
Paragraph 11 * CARRTEICIaS R -

" Y. The CEAIRMAN uMupou the cm;m to rosume oonndomtim of
paragraph 11. ol : A -

- .

Mr. CHERNYSEEV (Uniom of:Soviet Socialist:Republics) indicated that the
USSR delsgation had proposed the deletion of the entire introguctory section,
He wished to make 1t clear that hia-silence on individual psregraphs of the
text should not be: mterproted. as acoapbtnoe by tha USSR ;h,b@tion of those
vextsy - T iv-w R S

Su_“parugm}h j a) ha apgggved vs,thont. cmnf-.

e
5 IR .

a.mendsd to :naa.d‘ o
"rha arrangemta fqr« souiahs should be sudh &8 €0 facnita.to the
q.ttend.a.nce of 'high lavel! representatives and expert advisers of
Member Goyernments.”
Subsparegraph (b} wes approved as amended.
Suti;pamg;'a}h (9) m approved without comment.

The CHAIRMAN, ayeaking as the representative of India, proposed a
redraft of subsparegraph (d) and a text combdining sub-paragraphs (e), (£}, (g)
and (J) (Conference Room Paper No. 21).

Mr., de SEYNES (France) accepted the Chatrman's amendmemts which in
genersl vere Improvements of the amendmente subtmltted by the French delegation
(Conference Room Paper No. 18). He felt, however, that the Chairman's reference
to Member and nonwmember Governmente was undesirable,

| _/rhere vas
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- Jghexe. wag a brief discussion, in the course of which a number of

mb-mmphs were rearranged in.the order indicated below. R
Sub-paragraph {e) of the dre.ft report became the new aub~paragmph (c).

% firet ;para.graph of ghe Jndian smendment (Conference Room Paper No 21)
replacing tha former sub- paragraph {d) and beginning with the words ”‘I‘he role ©
of the United Nations Secretariat”, became the new sub-peragraph (e).

| @Jsacond pammph of the Indian amendment; ‘oginning with the vords “The
sucossaful funotioning of the Couneil”,. became _the. new sub-paragraph (f)_, the -
'word.a m_ember and non-member overmments and” _being deleted. ’

’I’he thixd. Eram of the. Ind.ian amndment ‘beginning with the worde

."}kforta should similarly be made®™, becarme the new sub-pgrasraph (g).

of the dra.rt report. - -

Mr TUBIN (Unit.ed. States of Amerioa) proposed that ‘in sub-paragnph
(n)-the words "goir Governments, for delegations, and for the international

secretariats” should be pla.ced after the vom admtageoua rather than at tﬁe
end of the text, ‘

ub—w}x (h) as amended was approved.,
Sub-

be‘hreen ‘b’he words ”these and "inolude in line 3.

of the word"fastures”

The mxmm noted. that eub-pe.ra:,'raph (J) had been covered in the
redraf‘b of e.n ee.rlier au'b-para@'aph.

M. deSEmES ('Fra'nde)" fait that aub-paragmph (k) was aelf-év»ident' |
and therefore should be deleted. .

GORI.EY SMITH (United Kingdom) thought that, although the prineiple
set forth in snb-paragraph (k) might be obvious, it should be stated since 1t |
had been one of tho Comnittee 8 guiding prmciples.
. Subwpa ph (k) wag" od .

- /My, CORLEY SVITH
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. Mr, CORLEY SMITH {United Kingdom) said that- mh-p.mgmph (1) was not
clear and added nothing to the substanee of the mtrodnction. I R

A‘_‘,..,

Cw e 5

| Mr. de SEYNES(ance) replie\l that .m-mwph (1) wei nesirable »
:in that 11'. expreaaed a: coqe-rvative etf.itude on tha r\oorganization et the

t

Council ‘s oppoged to a’ rudicgl ope: ;“.azh:, e

T de{umm (Brazil) folt that tha parsavesh oontributed .the
“easential idee tha.t the Comnittee had not been drastis 1n its. raowmendauons
but had sought to consarve as much as poa'aiblo eand Yo limit- the ohanasﬂ to
matte;-s which would prod;uce obvious .r"provmnt& in the mmtionmg of.. the o
Council, 3T N : : L

[ - s

. ;- After an exchange of views regaxding: ‘the dn.fting of ‘the: final
seotion of sub-pa.ragraph (1), Mr. LUBIR (Uflited States of Amorica) propésed
that after the words "internaticnal co-operation”®, the text Bhould raad.

a.nd that its recowmendations' should de such as to eahance tha va.].ue
: of ‘these .agseta”.. . Coren o

. &b-paragraph (1) was approved with the United States amnd.ment to the )
final Rart. :

Y. . LUBIN (United States of Amﬁﬂoa.) remarked that an additiorm], s
paragraph should be inserted indicating an’ important’ point which had guided the
Coumittee in many of its recommendations. He proposed the follwiﬁg text:

"Fim.lly, the Committee agreed that its recomendationa should ve .
experimental in nature and should be reviewed befare the end of 1953."“

‘The additional paragraph propesed by the United States representative was
approved. . . B R -

" The introduction as & whole was evoroved as ahendéd,

ot

Part ITI. . Recommerdations concerning t:ﬂm ovaak
(Euragxaphs 12 and .13) SR

The CHATRMAN noted that the comittee had anproved t.he reoomendations
contained in part III at an earlier meeting and’ ﬂmt detailed conaideration
wes therpfore unhecessqry. /ir, CHANG
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2 M 4 GHARG; (China) .roquosted that the first sentence of the last
paregraph. om.page § should de ,plaiged‘;at, the gnc} <t 'tt;xe. preceding pgaaquram BO. as
to have. @ payallel. construction. in all threc cases. .

W@.@-

B L

Mr. de SEYNES (France) recalled his proposal at the opeping of the .
preceding meeting thet. pert IV should.be published as en annex or a separate
document on the responsibility of the Secreteriat. If that pcrocedu.re were ad.opted,
the viewe of the minority, which now appeared only in pa.rt Iv, should be given a

- Place -5y gbp body of sthe Committee’s remort. . <

" He stherefore weserved the right to make suggestione in the matter when
a~dec.1&1m.‘m taken segard_ag part IV. . S S

‘Mr. BRENNAN (Australia) felt that in principle the preamble and the
recommendations should be rastrioted to the views of the msjority alone, If, in
acqoydange with the proposal of  the representative of France, ‘the Comnittee L

:deqided to inelude the views of the minority in pert III, he reserved t.he position
of the Australien delegation on the praam‘ble to pert III.

S ,:&'.AHIBIN (Uaited States of: America) said. that. g the Comittee hed
chosen %0 east 1ts recommendations in the form of draft reaolutions fox gub-.
‘miesion:to the. Council, the.questlon of inscrting minority. vieve at that po;nt,
would néver have.arigen., . . - : . » .‘ __

e --&m the opinion of. the; United States d.elegation i‘b ‘was cmaplqtely )

- insppropriste. forv the minority e views to he presented In part TII of the repoit,
- -vinfehp-1%: had - been. agreed, .phould be devotod to the fec;OMenda_tiona,of. the . |
Committee. The wiews of the minority should undoubtedly be indlsated but they
should be placed. elaswhere in the report, )

o

SUE e . ‘. .
Ty e v e T, : <

R GORLE( BMITH (United Kingdom) xconcurred in the view of the repre-
sentative of tho United States and indicated that part III should be devoted .only
to-the recommendations of the Committee as a whole. I the French suggestion'
wers adopted, all minority views would have to be recorded.

Mr. de SEYNES
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" Mr, de SEYNES (Frence) sald that YNis j#tposal thet pert IV should be
piblished’ separate),y on the re 3ponsib111tw of tho Becretaridt had bean mtouled
golely to shorten debate in the Committee. It was impovtant, however, that the
views of the minority should appear somewhere in the body of . tie z\eport. It
part IY were published eepa.rate],v, the viewa of tha minoritw vould have no place
in the ‘report 1tgelf, = : :

' He was willing to consider altemtzvo auegostiom for the- inclualda
or the minority views elsewhere in the report. ' S

Mr. CHANG (China) exp.essed the view that purb I1I wes not an appro-
priate place for “the minority viewe and ghould be reserved for an expression of
the majority views only., Novertheless he'+lshed to' empheaize the mportame of
1nc1t}ding the views of the minority somewhere in the report,

[y

" “The CHATRMAN noted thet there was nanimbus agreement regarding the
desird’bﬁi't& of 1nc1\i&ing the views ‘of thu minnrﬁv in the r"e'port; Thers was,
" however, disagreement regarding the axm-am 1ate plaoe ror the expreeaion of ‘those

L

views, : : R SR

S .
a

Mr," CHERNYSHEV (Uni-n of- Soviat S8oaslalist Republica) steted that mmch
of the report before the Comr'ttee was devoted to ‘GbVicus etatements which could
easily be omitted since they served no purpose. In his opinion the report shouid
follow the lines of the reports of Committees of the Gemeoral Assémbly, ' After
indidating the Committee's terms of referénce’, the report should proceed dfrectly
-’65 part IV, which should begin with concisé’ gtatemémts of ell the formal rroposals
and resdiutions sutmitted to the Committee,. There could then be &n indieation of
thé a.ction ‘oh éach of ‘those ‘Proposale an& ﬁnauy a etatemonf; ot the rocomond.a
tions of the majority. y :

That procedure constituted the only clear and logical method of

obJectively recording the Committeo's’ m‘acnedinge and ﬂbfm thﬁ pouitiona of
both the maJority and t.he mimr:lty. e

/Keemph asized
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. He omphaeued tho fact tha;:. t.ha procadure he advecated would mere],v
ch&nge the grcler of preeentation of the material in the report witheut altering
1t5 aubutanao. Moreover, there was no need to fear that the report woulé 'bo ) ;;‘= -
lengthened usduly since the insertions would be factual and brief.

' Hu therefore moved that the formal proposais with regard to recommsnd&h
tions ow&eming the: or@nization af the Council and the fuucticnal cozmieeions
- sheuld e 1baertod in the report before the CGmmittee'a sonclus:lons. 3
Mr, IUBIN (United States of Awerica) sald that the Cemmittes had teken a
*. degision 6o the form 6f the repert the USSR rapreeentative 's propessl would
alter thet furm apl therefore reverss the dect sich. Furthermore ’ ‘while he fully
agreed that“aiaoﬂft“y views shculd be recordsd womewhers in the body of the ropcrt,
the inserticn of enly ‘the forual Tropcenix es sugdested by the USSR representative,

7 weuld Ret @ive a fair ploture of ‘the prosesdings. Delspations had Trequently

- changed thedr positions without hecesssrily meking a formal proposal each time,

Mr, CORIEY SIMITH (United Eirgiem) shared that view, Fer the Committea's
- acmvewlenos, the United Kiruder delegatich hed presented its ﬁrbpoahu”w'éfu 12
edvencej - thet fact-did- hot meke <hem less of’icial or worthy of note than
‘_proposals waved in the course of the de‘ba'te. ' ‘ : :

Mrs BRENNAN (Australia) agreed with the tve preceding speakerss It vas
‘preeisely besoute the awiiciuziond vod thed frequa:ntly represented the outceme ef a
‘complex and chiftiang situation t.hat the Gommittee had deuided to caat ita ropert
ute 4¢s. prer.ent farm. o ' ' '

e g oL X,
YA

%

' Mre de SEYNES (France) requeated that the tire parta of the USSR
-roprooea‘tativo s pr')potsal shsuld be put *bo the vote aeparately. ' ‘

“The CHATRMAN-accordingly’ first put te the vo’ce the USSR repreeentative'a
Preposal that tuc forucl, wropcsais placed before the Conimittes with regﬁrd to
. .mammezxdsti 418 pupeorning. the. orgaulzatien of- the Councll should.be mentiened in
'bhe repo::i; ‘oefc.:e the. e Jurity.deglsions of. the Committeo ‘weye statea.. o

.- That mgcaa; vap rojected by b, yotes to@. et

R L TR T GO “'f7:’-;ha.,cm.mmw

e
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The CHAIRMAN then put o the vote the USSR representative's proposal
that the formal pmposals placed befbi?e ‘hhe Cpmmittee With regard té recommenda -

‘tioms csncerning the or@nizatm of the fungtional. commi ssionsgshould . .be
: mentioned in the rap&rt before the mujority deciaiona of.- the Qommittee were stateds

That proposal wag reJected b_y_ 6 vo‘bes Lo one.,, L e
Paragraph:s 3.2 and. Jl,a were approved.. .

prandzation of ﬁhe "functi ;

and 16)

3‘.! -

Mr. de sms (ance) :I.ntroduced his additional text (conference Root

-”:Paper No. 16) which he wished to appesr at the emd of the. four-d,ele@t:lon

: "preamble (Conference Room Paper No. 20). His text did net, properly apeaking,
T ‘_,-represent 8 wircrity view, but that of & fraction of the: "muJority, which had

[

E ifrequentl.y vr tod for the same conclusions as the maaority, but for other i'eaaons.

Whnt waa more .amportaxxt that fractien did pet always. put the eame uterPretation

'on tha aonwuajms reached ag did the majority. Thua, he 444 not taka the mame

view as the draftewa .f the preamb;e on the extemt to which the Seoretary-General

) »'should exerciss hie power of reccmmending to the Council thet & certain oommisaien

ehauld be aonvened or witgho;lding the rocommendation,  The additicnal text
euggeated by Fraace was nesded to qomplete the picture by preaenting the different
view within the majority.

Mr. de ALMEJ])A (Brazil) was net sure that he could stild aupport the ?

. 'French repreﬂemtative'a texts The third paragraph; which speke of ensuring the
widest pessible participaticn of United Nations Members inm the Council's "

activities, appeared to be premeture, since the Committes had not yet settled that
point and weuld revert- to it at the next- session, at which concrete recommandationa
wveuld pro'bab:LY be. adopted. - The, last. paragraph was superfluws: ‘ adeed the
three eommiasipns in questien had an important task before them, there vas Do .

reasen to. faar that thelir astivitiss would be u.lowed dmm , ag they would certainly
‘be’ convened by reasen of thelr agenda. ‘ ’

L

N ) Mr. CHANG (Chinu) pointed ‘eut that the French pm;:osal had been draftod
earlier than the preamble 1t vas intended to follew. The Wo wvere, vr:.ttan in very
different styles. In order te aveid an abrupt- ‘branbitim, it would be’ better fer

- the French repreasentative te amend certain passages in the preanmble and to insert

sentences ‘at appropriate places than simply to add his text on to the preamble
/ Inscidentally,
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., Incidmlb', in the fir%h line of paragreph. 1 of thé preamble
(me ‘Roow. Paper Nn. 20) the uo:-d “ouuido“ ahould*fbs replnced by apeciﬁc
hdditionu.l" PR Lo lam,, GoRL L e e
R Mf' '8¢’ SEYNES" (l‘rance) anid, in rvply to the" Bmilhn i'oprbcbutatm .

fint rtmk,that the mentioh of participation of United Nations Members-in the

comu"a 'adtivities was necessary bYecauss the Committes. could hapdly make: .
recomendations on various comnissions without soqs refereice te-that. mpmant

aubdect, which the Geperal Assefibly 1téeif ‘had taken up in several Fesolutions.
: "1 ‘Wnile be’agresd-that the' Chinese repressitative's suggestion’ provided a
logical solution, he had been upable to amend satisfecterily an earlier text: of
tho pﬁamhlo and raa.red that ‘1% ‘woild Ve bo m:lor "to0-deal  vith -the “toxt contained
in Conrorenoe Rm ‘Paper: No, 20 in that nanner. " He. had, in tﬂdt, proposed an
additional text because the preasble amnd %0 reflect the radical position of
em tritted Kidgdon' represestative, m ‘PPupossls had baon rejectsd:Dy.the:
Omittee, and tharefore read like an Wtﬂn ‘to molusioﬂ miu m
those vhiah It va§ inteu&od to Wﬁ‘ LRSI T A g R

. PR VR et ac e
- : '.,».,.- T . “."" As SRR IR RS

: eoam SN Cunttu mm) i ma.v to dellatiorate. uit.h m
rwranmt’we oh & ccupromiu wit, slﬂsaush hlr oo vas dubicu ‘of “susvens.

BT R N & . 2 P R ST e
g

.-,_-‘

o me "GHATAMAN said that 'bhe dabnc wnu Yo’ amum ut ‘the l’olluia‘s
‘meeting.

. ~ . v o
P FE R NS N ,
- .*-»'r,... ,\,; .- 3" Y‘ i ;'e'- N e e -

« CHANG (tmiaa) uuggeatod that ct that. ueatias ‘the summary of the
eomitteo s discussions sontained in pagu 11 to 21 meluun of tle report should
be adopted by the Committee as part of the report, vhile onLv general eommta
:hould e made on the text in pages 22 to 42 inelusive, Vhich would thes be re-
dratted by the Sacretariat on the basia of those comonh &nd usuod bn its |

o rnpmihiuty.

Mr, de SEYNES (France) withdrew the myoul he had made at the previous
mesting {8 favour of that suggest:loa. '

My, CHERNYSHEV
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“Mr, CHERNYSHEV (Unto#i of E6vief ‘Sodtalist Republfius} aa.id that o,
L might be ma.bte 2 at‘be‘nﬂ' ‘the”’ fJI'ld’wing meeting ‘of tha Cc;rﬁittae c.nd thevbfbra
wished to comment nov on later sections of the report. T
He noted that paragraph 32 set rorth th.e USSR, proposala vithout
» sudndicating the -reasons which! had led’ tha USSR te propou the abelition of partain
»;eommisaddns. of the -Counsil!  'He ‘thersfore requested ‘that the viewa of the USSR
delegation on the: dubject hs set forth’in pa.ngnph A, psge 2, oi’ Copference ‘Hoom
. -Baper-No,2/Rev: 1-éhould e’ moorpomtea’: ST R |
O s : Blso requested tie ﬂ‘alati&a of ‘tha wcrd "meonditio;mlly" 1n ‘the
- wme 1ine o pu'ngrd‘ph 32iné*fehat%e Fna1- pnragraph ot pase 27 fhould be amended
asgallowsy oy ¢ T hEen T T eeh e

peof o e "One et Sonaldered” that;’ s regarda ita iork qn"éouple nad othex'
e tamion, the Compissicn hed'iebh Tolng uselau vqﬁt b.nd that 1+, hed

- been teyingite lmposei’i™ S b fin 'f'ri'“ " MRS e :7-
A camplete statbliént of ene Vigig 6t tﬁe en’” delogatzon eould 'be raund m m-
quimary veeords, i ! R AL LA R e T

The USSR delegation would vete. &gainst the report as & vhou bocauue
its proposals had not been accepted; because ’ on the wggom
United’ States and the Thited’ mingdem, tiu'ee aastions of the Oauncil had esn_,
xrecomented} ‘and: basiie ‘Andressing vss “of . 1ndlvidual azportc Yas veing ouggeutod.
In the opinten of tha USSR, the Committes's recomendationo would t,end to complicate
thervork of 'bhe Béononis: anh 'sBE{aT Gelieil and f¥s Commissions,

Ee
sting rose at Q p.m . o .
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