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1. CAIENDAR OF CONFERENCES FOR 19.C (Ttorm 47 of the Council Agzenia)

-

(Document E/145%) (continued)

The CHAIRIAN suzgested that the mesting might continue to

discuss Item LT until the docureuts for ITtem 43 had been dig*ridutsd,

My. MACHADC (Brazil) felt that ihke choice of the place
whero the session of the Commaission on Euuan Pights was to be held
should be governed by substentive and admiristrative considerations,
and not ty personal or climatic conegidorations as proposeé by the l'rench
repregentative. The fact that the huropenn OCffice was at Geueva must
be taken into account, but no weight shouléd attach to the fact that
Geneva was a summer resort. ILooking at the ermpty prblic galleries,
he was not convinced that public interest was a cogent ergument in

favour of holding the session at Goneva.

It wag difficult for the Cormities to Tulfil its terms of
reference, namely, integration and planuing, when 1t had not bsen
informed of the complete schedule of meetings to be held 2t Lake

Suvccess.

Baron de KERCHOVE &1EZXAERDE (Belgium) woimly supnorted the
French promogal that the next session of tre Comrilecion on Hvman Hights
be held at Geneva. As the French representative had pointed out, there
were other factors to be teken into account apart from those of a
prectical, edministrative end financlal order. There were weighty
arguients of a much more general nature in favowr of choosing Genevae
It was very greatly to the advantage of the United Natlons that it
should etimulate the interest, not only of the Americzn continent, bub
of other parts of the world tco, in the efforts for peace and nrosperity
which it had get out to bring to a successful corclusion.

He feolt that a certain Dalance should be siruck hetwsen the
increased expenditure involvad in holdinz conferences away firam
Hecadquarters, and the advantages which might properly te expeccied o
result from such a course. It would not be deslrable from the budgetary
point of view to choose places too far zway from Icoke Success ¢ Geneva;
but the expense involved in the caze of Geneva would surely nct be

excessive.

Ags the Brazilian representative had vointed out ot the previous
day's meeting, budgetary provision hed been mnde Tor supplementing

the staff by temporary recruitment so as to meet the requirenents
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of the heavy programme of meetings at Lake Success next spring. IT
the Comiesion on Human Rights met in Geneva, that would enable them to

effect sone ccononies in that divection.

Ee did not lknow exactly vhat facilities were at the disposal of
Commissions et Iake Success, but he had heard that Geneva was the
equal of Iake Success in that respect, if not better. In Geneva precious
time could be gaved, meetings could be held on Saturdays, and, if

necessery, could be prolonged.

If the Cormission on Human Rights rnet at Geneva next March, the
fact that qualified staff was already aveilable there would held

to lighten the work-lozd at ILake Success.

Jt ehould also be remembered that vhile it was easier for some
delegations to travel to Lake Success, some of the European govermments
found it more convenient and more economical to send thelr

representatives to Geneva.

Hehce he was entirely in favour of the French proposal, as there
were no sufficiently convincing covnter-arguments to Justify setting
it aside.,

The CHAIMAN asclted the representative of the Secretary-General
to explain the financial implications of the propousal before the
Camittee, in accordance with Rule 33 of the rules of procedure.

Mr. YATES, Secretary to the Council, stated that the estimates
prepared by the Secretary-General and submitted to the Advisory Comittee
con Administrative end Budgetary Questions had provided for two sessions
of Cormissions to be held in Geneva in 1950, at a direct extra cost
of 16,000 dollers.

ilhen the Commission on Human Rights had proposed that its next
sesgion should be held In Geneva, a revised estimate had been drawn up,
and appended to the report of the Commission (E/1371, psge 110).
That estimate which included inter alia expenditure on Staff travel and
gubgigtence which made up the item referred to above, amownted to 27,075
dollars. The dilrect extra cost of a correspondingly long sessisn at
Laks Success, would be 14,445 dollars or 12,630 doilaws less.

Mr. SEN (India) said that while his delegation in principle
preferred meetings to be held at ILake Success, it would make an
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excerticn in the present case. The Hvman Rights Cormission would

require at least two uonths to rommleie Zts agenda; at ILake Success
that would meen overlapping with other mectings, besices placing a
heavy burden on Hendgquorters Secretluriat in the perlod between the

tenth and eleventh sessiong of the Couvncil.

With regard to the financiael implicatiors, he doubted vhe’her en
exact estimate of the actual amount involved covld bLe arrived at withcut
talking into account the travel expeisss of ths various felsgetbions, wurd
Lreaking down the overcll sum amoag the different countries. The

Secreterict staff at CGenecve would nct b2 Fully emnloycd curing the
swumer months if no Commiseion weve held there. He wished to make no
invidious comparisons in respect o climnte anl hospitality, and was,
moreover, of the opinion thet the apprrent indifference of the public
at Geneva might well be explained Dy the fact that Buroneans preferred

to get their information indirectly.

. HYDE (United States of America) said thet since peri of
the menbership of the Council and of the Courmiscsion on Hrman Rights wvas
identical, considerable difficulty mizht be exnerienced by scme
delegations if the two secsions were held in different places, egnsciclly
In view ol the decision to put haclt the tenth session of the Cowncil by
a weeks In the Intorim Cammittes on Programe of lisctings the French
repregentative bad inveked the principle of rotaticn; but the Ccoimiasion
on Humen Rizhts had hold ite ssczicn in Genova In 1947, whsreas the
Social Camission Lad ncver met therz, much as it hed wanted to. liith
regerd to congestion, he peinted out that that was Just as crent o
rroblem in Geneva as at Take Success. Moy would bDe taken up by “he
Fconomlc Ccmmission for Europe and the Third Worlé Health Assembly; the
Thirty~third International Iatour Conference waz to mest in June, so
that the only possible free time was between the end of the tenth sescsion
of the Council and the end of April. If the Cormission on Humen Rights
met in Geneva, no other Commission could do so, and, despite the vcte
‘taken by that Carmissicn, the Interim Committee could find nothing in the
records of the Comuiission to support its preference, whsreag the Toclal
Camiseion had put forward the valid reason that it wished to rect in Evrope
ani not in America because sccial protlens differed in the two continents
anl 1t wished to maintain a fair balance. 7Then asked, by the Interim

Cormittee, the representative of the Depariment of Conference and Genercl
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Services had replied categorically that from the administrative
rolnt of view it would be preferable to hold the peseion of the

Social Coumission in Geneva.

Mr. BORISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republice) cupported
the French provosal and felt that the reesons out forward by the
Tnited States representative themselves spoke in favour of Geneva.
Looking at the calendar, he saw that the Conferences of the specilalized
agencles were not duve to begin until May, that was, vhen the session
of the Cormission on Human Rights would already have come to an end.
It was hardly corresct to say that the majority of the members of
the Commlsslion on Human Rizhts were also menbers of the Icononic and
Soclal Council; perkavs two or three were, but the overvhelming
ma jority had never been closely coanected with the Council. The
najcr reason in favowr of choosing Geneve wes that the Commission on
Hunen Rights had itself decided in fevour of Geneva, by 10 votes to 2.

Sessions of three Commissions were to be held at Headquarters
in the early months of 1950, as well as a session of the Econamic
end Social Council, and the Secretariat would heve considerable
difficulty in servicing them all if the seacion of the Comaission
on Human Rights were added to that list., He agreed with the
representetive of India that the financial implications were
too inconclusive to form & valld argument.
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adduced was strong enough to persuade the United Kingdon Delegation
tc abandon its position that meetings were best held at Headquarters.
That position was based on the increased expenditure and the decreased
efficlency which resulted from meetings being held away from
Headquarters., She denrecated the tendency to consider that more
rrestige attached to meetings held away from Eeadquarters, or

that to meet elsewhere than at lake Success wac a kind of prize to be
awarded in rotation. She agreed with the Brazilian representative
that meetings must not be looked on as holiday tours. She also
feared that the overload might be transferred from Lake Success to
Ceneva, where the Secreteriat was obviously less well fitted to spe
with it. One point which had not yet been mentioned was that the

f the arcmente
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Sub-Cammissicn on the Prevention of Digcrimination and the lrotection
of Minorities had asked to meet in the same place as the Cormission
on Humaen Rights, and the Comuittee had already decided that that Sub-
Commission should meet in New York at the beginning at 1950. The
Commission and the Sub-Commission were cluosely related, and it would
be advisable for them to maintain a cerdtain liaison and continuity

through the permanent delegations at Iake Success.

She asked the representative of the Secretary-General if the
finencial estimates he had Jjust given orally might be clrculated as a
document before Item 47 came up in plenary, and alsc enguired whother
the Advisory Committee on Adninistrative and Budgetary Questions
had considered those estimates, and whether the Secretary-General

was in possession of its coments.

Mr. YATES, Secretary to the Council, revnlied that the
finencial estimates which he had mentic...l - having been submitted
to the Advisory Comittes were contained in Section ITI of the
budgetary estimates for 1950. The comments of the Advisory Committes
hed not yet arrived in Geneva, but the information could be obtained.
The estimates relating to the Commiszlon on Humen Rights and the
Social Cormission were contaiﬁei in Docuuents E/1371 (page 110)
and B/1%02/Add.1, respectively, which had been circulated.

Mr. HYDE (United States of America) replying to the
representative of the Soviet Union, pointed out that the Commission
on Human Rights might well continue into May, and that he had in any
cage referred to the Iconomic Comisgion for Europe as well as to the
specialized agencles. Moreover, the Department of Conferences and
General Services had told the Interim Cormittee that if the Comission
on Human Rights met in Geneva it would not be nosgible for any other

Commission to do so.

dr. TSAO (China) supvorted the views put forward in favour
of the seseion of the Commigsion on Human Rights being held at ILake

Succesg.

Mr. CUMFES (Australia) suggested that, in view of the importance
of the principles involved, the vote should be taken by roll-call.
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The vesult of the vote was as follows:

In favour: Eelgiwz, Eyelorussian SSP, Demrarl, I'ra.:ce,
India, Letancn, New Zealwnd, Poland,
Union of Soviet Socinlist Republics.

Aaninst: Australia, Brazil, Chile, China, United
Kingdom, United Stetes of Auerica.

The proposal that the Tommittes recommerd to the Council tha* the

nexs gsession of the Conmrissicr on Hwmen Rights be held at Seneva

The Comilttee vnanimeusly cgreed to defer furthsr discussion

of the Calender of Conferences for 1950 (Item 47 of the Council Azencs).

2a FFIORT COF THE SECRERY-CHIERLL ON IETLATIONS VITH
INTAR ~-GOVERIMT L, ORGANTZATIONS.
(Ttem 43 of the Cowieil Azenda)
(Resured from the Fortieth Meeting)

International Pencl and Penitentinry Commission (resumed)
(Docwments E/1313, Z/AC.24/6, E[AC.24/W.25, .27 and W29
The CHAIRMAN drew the attzntion of the meeting to Document

E/AC.2k/5R. 40, pages 10-15, and recalled that at a previous meecting,
the Un’tel States had subnitted a proposal (Doctment F/AC.2L/W.23).
The Internatifon~l Tennld. ~nd Tenitentiary Cammisclion Gvring its present
mesting at 3erae, hel exrssced ite viewe in a kesolution cdopted on
3 Angnet 10RO Aand afrvenlated so Tocmment B/A0 oW /S Ee agked Sin
Raphael Cilento, Director of the Division of Soclal Activities, who
had attended the weetinges at Bo2ins, to report to the Coumittee thereon.

Sir Rephael CILENT(, Director of the Division of Social
hctivities, gave an ontline of the constitution of the International
Penel and Fenitentiary Cormiecsion end of the develomient of its
reletionship with the United Naticree The Coumission, whizh had been
established Dy the first Internationsl Prison Congress held in London
in 1572, was made vp of represantetives of 25 govermments, 15 of vhich
were llerers of the United Netiuns, admitted by a two-thirds ma jority
vete of members. The Commiacion's relatione with Janan had been broken

Oll.

According to Article 1 of its Constitution, the Carmission's

puryoses were:
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"to study oquesstions relating to the rreventicn of crinie =ni ths
trea*tment of delinquents, in ordcr to advice govemments

on measures to be taken to prevent braaches of the criminel

law and for the develoument of thelr peniteantiary systems
according to the most progressive and best acdapted models, with
a view particularly to the eduvcational trcatment and social

read justment of crininels and delinquents.'

It had been one of the technical agencies in that field Tormally

recognized by the League of Natlons.

Negotiations to establlsh 1ts relationchip with the United Nations
(details of which were given in Document F/CN.5/113) had been initiated
in 1946, end, at its sixth session, the Ecoromic and Social Council,
by Regolution 112 (VI) F of 10 March 1948, lLad reguested the Social
Commission to consult with the Intermetional Pernal and Penltentiary
Comissione The United Hations had in the meantire set up a special
section of Sccial Tefence within the Division of Social Activities,
to assist the Socizl Comission (since action was ths mzjor practical
iEaUE), and consultation wae now only necessary with a view to

establishing co-operation.

In August 1943 the Council had adovted Recolution 115 (VII) C,
which lzid down that:

"in view of the inportgnse of the stuvdy on an interratlonal basis
of the problem of vrevention of crime and treatment of offenders,
the United Nationz ol »ald cseime leadership in premoting this
activity, having ra-tr: t> internationel end national
organizationa which have interezts and coupetence in this fleld

and making the fullost wso of their Inowledge and experierce.”

Following the adoption of that Resolution, a meeting of the principal
international organizations specializing in the field kad been held in
Paris on 15-16 October 1948. It hed been attendel by rzpresentatives
of the following internationcl bodies.

The Eowerd Leagure for Penal Reform.

The International Aesgociaticon of Penal Law.

The Intermational Bureaw for the Unification of Penal Taw.
The International Criminal Folice Commission.

The International Institute of Statistica.

The International Law Associlation.

The International Penal and Penitentiary Commission.

The International Union for Child Welfare.

The MNordic Associations of Criminologists.
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Representatives of the Inlernational Iebowr Organisation, the World
Health Crgenization, and the United Nations Educationzl, Scientific
and Cultursel Orgenization had also attended the meeting, and the
Division of Social Activities of the United Nations Department of
Socizl Affzire head acted as the Secretariat. A uvnanimous

Resolution had been adopted which provided for the establistment of a
comnittee, made up of representatives of the principal international
organizetions in that field, to meet under the auspices of the United
Nations and to maintain cleose liaimon with the organizations concerned.
A meeting of their permanent representatives in New York and of
reprssentatives of the specialized agencies concerned had been
convened on 30 March 1949, and had ocutlined methode of co-operatinn within
the framework of the United llations study programme. A group of
internationally recognized experts had besen set up, sudbject to
budgetary lim’tations, to advise the Secretery-General and the

Social Comission.

It was In that field that the International Penal and Penitentiary
Camission consldered 1tsell specilally competent, and it had therefore.
asked whether, while maintaining its autonomy, it should act in that
relation to the United Natlions, enlarging its field of activity by
holding regional conferences and extending its membership.

It had recently bszen recomnized that some degree of duplication of
work might now exist between the United Nations and the Commission,
and the United States Guverrnment had recommendsd (Document EfAC.Ek/W.Qﬁ
of 23 July 1949) that liember Covernments which were also members of the
International Fenal ant Penitentlary Cormmission should take steps
within the Cormission to bring about its terminction and the trensfer of
its assets and functlons to the United Iations. The United States
draft resolution had been forwardad to the International Penal and
Penitentiary Commission, which had discussed it at its meeting on
1 August l9h9, which had been attended by representatives of Austria,
Belgiwn, Dermark, France, Holland, Italy, Luxembourg, Norway, Poland,
Portugal, Sweden, Switzerland, the United Kingdom and the United States of
America, several of vhich countries were not Members of the United Nations.
Discussion had centred around the desire of the Internaticnal Penal and
Penitentiary Commission to mointain: its autonamy and assets; its
individual cheracter as an expert body prepared as such to admit
Members of the United Nations; its headquarters in Iurope,
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the preater purt of its activily buving orlginated in, exd telsng
still carried out in, Ewrope; and, its quinquennial werld ccnlerence,
extended If posoible by reglonal conferences. It was apparent,
however, that the meeting had been recolutely opposed to any language
sugzgesting termination, absorption or integration of activities, and
the words "within the fromeworl of the United Netions" and similaxr

expressions had been deloted fram the United States proposal.

The Cormiseion's resolution, which had been adopted by 9 votes

to 0, with 5 abstentions, was now before the Council.

Mr. MACHADO (Brezil) felt that the guestion at issue was
whether the United Nations chould share its responsibility with an
orgenization which was not only lnrgely regional, since 21 of its
25 members were European countrles, but also included several
countries which were not lMembere of the United Nationa. The United
Rations had a responsibility to continue its work in chat field.

The counti'ies concerned were ires L. retalin their c.ganization, since
they financed it, but the Council should recommend to those States
that were members of both the United I'ations and of the International
Penal and Penitentiery Cormission not to spend money on what was
merely a duplication of functions. He considered the proposals put
forvard by the Internmational Penal and Penitentiary Comaission in its
Resolution unacceptable, and recerved his right to comment on them
_later in the debate.

Mr. SIN (India) agreed with the United States representative
that this was a test case of whether the Co-~ordination Committee
really could co-ordinate. The Iuternational Penal and Penitentiary
Camission was obviously dupnlicating United Nations, end he agreed
with the representative of Brazil that Countries Members of both
bedies ghould be recormended to withdraw fran the Commission, or,
alternatively, that the Secretariat should be instructed to exclude

the organizationts field of campetence fram its owm activities.

Mr. KOTISCENIG (United States of America) regretted that
the Resolution adopted by the International Penal and Penitentiary
Commission led to the depressing conclusion that after two and a
half yesrs of negotiations no common grouwnd had been found on which



E/AC.24/SR. 43
Fage 12

that organization and United Nations could meet. He apyprecis®ed the
vallant effort nade to reach agreement at Berne, but it was

clear that the Cormission wished to retain its identity and to become
samething in the nature of a minor specialized agency, a solution which
the Econamic and Social Council couvld not support. It had repeatedly
been mede clear in the Social Camission and in the Council that the
objective of penal end penitentiary reform would best be served by the
integration of the work of the Comission with that of the United Nations,
and he regretted that the Camissicn should have been unwilling to take
that line, particularly since there was no valid reason why agreement
should not be reached. It should be possible to meet the Cormission's
desire to preserve its expert character, but he emphasized that that
should be done within the framework of the United Nations. Duplication
of work would be inevitable if the International Penal and Penitentiary
Cammission persisted as an autonomous body only vaguely related to the
United Nations.

The prevention of crime and the treatment of delinquents was as
subJect to which the United Nations had allotted high priority, and work
in that field could not be divorced fram other social activities,
prosecution of which wes a United llations responsibility under the
Charter. His regret was heightened by the fact that the work of the
Lubeiuablvuel Touel aad Fenllentlary Commission 1tgell woule be adversely
affecteds Govermments that were members of both bodies were forced
by the attitude of the Commission to choose between the two Organizations.
So far as his govermment was concerned, thare could De no doubt about
its attltude. As a Member of the United Nations, 1t would support the
vork undertaken by the United Nations, rather than the Cormission, thus
accentuating the regional cheracter of the Commission.

He drew the attention of the meeting to the United States draft
resolution in Document E/AC.24/W.29 (which replaced Document E/AC.24/1.25)
and explained his reasons for the conclusions reached in the second
paragraph thereof.« It had become apparent at Berne that the Cormission
did not wish to be brought "within the framework of the United Nations"
since 1t had specifically deleted that phrase. The language of sub-
paragraph II (1) of paragraph XII of the Commission's Resolution had been
eltered from the original text, which had suggested that the Commission
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ghould act as o body of experts within tae United Natiorns, to tle
presert wording, in vhich refersnce was made to a “1e-orgrnized”
International Penal and Penitentiary Carmicsicn. IHe nimself believed in
experte and felt, mareover, that such a body of experts could incluce
countries nop-nemPers of the United lations, but the sugresticn of an
Interrationsl Penal and Penitentiary Cormission re-orgenized as a

form of inter-govermmental, or specielizsd agency, was inaccoutabla.

The United States celegatlion at Berns had introduced an amendiient,
whlch had proposed that the body of experts should functison under the
Economic and Social Ccuncil and be serviced by the United Nations
Secratariat, but that had also been rejected. It was obvicus thet the
Interrational Tencl and Penitenticry Conmission d&id rnot wish to became
part of the United Nations, but simply to meiatain o loose relationship,
perhaps entalling finencial assisiance. The languege of the sensond
parazgraph of the United States draft resclution might be rather
etreng, but it must be ascortained on what basis agreement was to be

reached.

The third paragreph had been inserted in order to resacsure t13
International Penal and Penltentiary Commission that the expert
charastex of the work undertaken would be Tuliy zafeguarded, The fouxrth
paragraph left the doar open for Turthex propnsals fTrom the Cummission.
He had no oblection to the insertiun of the phrase: “after Twrther
ceansultation with the Sacretary-Gererel of the United Nations" in the
fourth line (after "IPPC"), if tho mceting so wisheds The final
paragraph provided an opportunity for govermmants to state their

opiniong on the matter.

He felt that the United States draft resoluticn had the advantage
of leaving the coor open for further proposals, while noiniting out that
the resolution recelved from the Commission did not provide a satisfactory
tasis for future relations which would bring to an ernd the protracied
and costly negotiations that had now been dregsing on for nearly thres
yezrs. His statement should not be intorpretsd as meaning that tle
United States Govermment was antagonistic to the Intermational lemal and
Penitentiary Commission. On the contrary, it fully aporeciatzd the
usefulness of the work accamplished by the orgenization in the past.

It wished only to avoid duplicativa of function, and to lighten the
finsncial burden on govermments, with a view to ensuring effective -

action on a world-wide basis in the field undexr discussion.



n/AC.2h/SR.A3
Page 14

Mr. FOX (United Fingdom), said that if he presented certain
emendments to the Unlted States draft resolution that was due not to eny
differexnce cf cpinicn as to the ends to be achieved, vut rather to =2
misunderstending. It was misleading to iuply, es the United States
rerresantative had dcne, that the blame for the three years yprotracted
negotiations rested solely on the Intermationel FPenel and Penitentlary
Commission. The original suggestion for relaticnsalyp with the United
Netions Lad come from the Comuission itself, which, at its 1946 Conference,
had adcpted a ceteiled Resclution expressing a desire to esteblish contact
and sugyesting waye of maxing tnat contact effective. It had weited three
years to heer the views of the Uulted Nations on tine proposals transmitted
tc the latter, but had 1eceived no reply whatsoever. The present confererce
in Berne had decided to submit anocther Lecscluticn in the hope of calling

forth an exprecsion of the United Neticne' views.

He agreed that if the experience and work of the Commission was to be
of any uce to the United Naticns it must be brought within that body's
framework. If tne Internaticnal Fenecl and Penitentiary Ccmmissioﬁ weze
intormed that thc only accerteble scluticn was to place itself within
the framework of the United Nations it might recrmsider ite position.

He trerefoxe prorosed the deletion of the second peragrapn from.thﬁ
Unitea States aralt resolution, and the replacemernt of the fourth
paragrevh by the following text: "3Zequests the Secretary-General to
continue discucseion with the Internmatioral Fenal and Fenitentiary Commission
with a view to cvmuitting to the Council 2t its Tentih Session a pian I0r
the eventusl int-.ration within the United Natione of the Internatiocnal

Penal and Pceniten'iaxry Comuiseion.”

Sir Repheel CILENTO, Directcr of the Division of Sccial
Activities, acked whether the refexence to the tenth session in the
United hingdom amendment cculd be repleced by "at an eauxly secsion" or

"at the eleventh session.”

Ee elso pointed cut that the International Fensal &rnd Penitentiexy
Commission might feel itself committed by the Reecluticn it had
edopted, since it had specifically rejected a peeiticn "within the
frewework of tne Urdted Naticns", end thet negotiaticns on that tasis
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pignt therefore prove difficuit. He asrec waetiier it might nob be
poseible to find some ctuer formmula cn which negctletions mipnt be
more promisingly based.

Mr. FOX (Unlted hingdcw) egreed to the substituticon of the
words "tc the eleventh sececion! for tae wordc "to the tenth sessizu' .
He felt, huwever, that 1% was fcr the Coumission itself tc decice

whether it could re-open negotiations cn that busis or not.

Mr. KOTSCHNIG (Urited States cof America) dicclaimed auy
mention of suguesting tuat the Intematicnel Peral and Fenitenticry
Commission was to blame for the lenath of the negoliatioas. He was
aware that tiec Commissicn Lad receiveld no divect communications from the
United Nations, but the United States delegation nad in fuct talled
a resolution which, had it been adoptad, would neve given the
Commlssion some Idea of what the United Netions expected; that
draft resclution had been oproeod by the United kiugdom reprecentative.

_ With regaxd to the second United Kirglom eMendment, Le was in
favour of uir Rephael Cilents's first foruula, remely, "abt an esrly
sespion' , unless the Intermational Tensl snd Penitsontiary Conmicciumn
wexe to reccnsider its decision at its current session, in wiich unlilely

case the mebtter coculd pe reforred tu the tenth eseseion of the Council.

Mr. ¢e COMMINES (France) had ne internticn, in view of the
lateness of the houwr, of ccmnmentirg &t lengtlk on the United Stutes
draft resolution and the amendrent thereto submitted oy the United
Kingdum representative. He wovld point out, however, that aie
delezpution would welcome the celetion from the United oStates text
0T anything wuaica might be interpreted as censure of the Kecclulioa
acopted bty the Intermationel Penal &nd Fenitentiury Commiosicn

(Document E/aC.24/06).

While it was not surprising, for the reacons given by tie
United XKingdom representative, that the terws of that Resoluticn were
not ccapletey convincing, tihe Internetional Peral and Fenitentluxy
Compission should be ellcwed to re-comsicer together with the

Secretary-Genexal the conditions for cc-opecrstion or Integration,

Eis delegation supported the United Iinugdom preposel to delete

the second paregraph from the United States drult resoluticn; i
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thought aowever that the new text to renlace the fourth yparegragh
should be drafied by the Cecretarict.

The finel text shuuld specify that the Sscretary-General'c
report wiuld cover not only eny fwpther propossls waich might be pus
torwerd by the Ccmaission but also those which the Cormission had

already submitted.

Mr. BORISOV (Unim of Soviet Jcciclist Jepublics) asked
that no decision be taken on tihe wubygect before reprecentetives had
kaed time to zcquaint theuwselves with tze Unitad tates draft resolution
ernd toe United Fingdom ameadments. He cugrested that the question bte
deferred until Laturday.

Mr. FENAUX (Belgium) said that, after having leayd the
tiibutes paid to the wurk of Interrationsl Fencl and Fenitentlery
Comuission, be nad listened with perticulur interest to the siatements
made by the United States representativs, of wulca he approved with

some slight differences of interpretatiom.

Referring to the views expressec ty the Brazilian represent  “ive,
Le emplasized that the Commission wes not a specificually Zuropean or
regionsl body, end that its memberc included cuch ilaportent countries
es the Uuited Stetes of Anerica, Jepan ard /srgentina. Its membershiyp
comprised geven non-European countries, sand its universal character

was beyonc. dispute.

The crzenization estill reteined its Justificution for existence,
lLe coneidered, und should be given &« certain measure of eutonomy in

crder that it might complete the impirtant tasks which it ned undertaken.

With regard to the links which should exict between the Commissicn
énd the United lationg, .e did not fird the work of the conference at
Berre eltogether satisfactory. A fermula should be sought which would
catisfy both parties and teice accouat of the principles of autcromy
end intepretion ulire.

any arguments could be sdvanced in favour cf autonomy, seeing
that fucion with a body entrvsted with far wider tasks might involve
the loss of all the advanta.es afforded by speciclization. The

government representatives had seined extencive experience in the study
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cf penel problems, and thelr assizience could not e forepune witlhout
Fregudicing tae results accruing from the Cuamissicn's welentific

and technical compesition,

The Ccmrmission irclude? eleven countries not meubeis of (ie
United Nations, end had et its comuand inter «lle & qualified studl
and a librery. It was alco responcivle for publishing ceverzal
periodicals.

His delegation wae prevered tc accexnt the United States Axafl
resclution, subject to the emeadmert prurcsed by the United Zirpdom
end French representatives.,

3.  PROCHAMME OF WCRKE.

The CHAIRMAN proposed that the next day's weetin; continues
to coneider the Calender of Conferences. It would also have before
it a letter irom tie ITresidept of the Internaticnal Committee oi the
Led Cross esiing for reconsideration of ths docisiocn tahken with
xregexd to the International hLelief Union.

He piopceed thet, s tiae Soviet Union represertative nad
cuggested, the debate un the Internetlonal Penal end Feudterntiax)

Coumission be continued on Satwrday.

The Cormittee unanimously adcpted tkbe Chulraen's proposals.

Tne meeting rose at 1.30 p.m.
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