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REPORTS OF THE AD HOC COMMITTEE ON THE ORG.NIZATION .ND OPERATION OF THE COUNCIL
4ND ITS COMMISSIONS (item 36 of the Council agenda) (E/1995 and Corr.l,
E/1995/4dd.1, 3 and 4, E/iC.24/L.54, E/.C.24/L.5%6, E/iC.24/L.57, E/iC.24/L.58,
E/AC.24/L.59, 5/.C.24/L.60, E/AC.24/L.6Ll, £/iCi24/L.62) ( continued ):

Organization znd Operation of the Council (continued)

The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee to continue its general discussion
on the various draft resolutions submitted on the reorganization and operation of

the Council,

Mr. MOROSOV (Union of Soviect Socialist Republics) protested against the

delay in opening the meeting, and wished his protest to be placed on record.

Mr. TSAO (China) asked if there was any information about the compro-
mise joint working paper which, he believed, had been evolved by an informal

working group during the afternoon,

Mr, OVERTON (United Kingdom}, speaking for the six delegations which
had taken part in the informal consultations held earlier that afternoon,
explained that they had arrived at a compromise text, which, in parts, was already
before the meeting, The docunents on which that compromise was based were the
Juintu working paper submitted by the Canadian, Philippine, Swedish and United
Kingdom delegations (3/AC.24/L.58); the working paper (5/iC,2¢/L.54) submitted
Jointly by the Belgian, French and United States delegations; and the amendments
(E/AC.24/L.60) to that earlier working paper introduced at the preceding meeting
by the Bslglan representative, '

Paragraphs 1 to 12 of the joint working paper (E/AC:24/L.58) had been
" retained in the new text, subject to the following minor amerdments: the addition
-of the words "and the Secre';.a.ria.t“ after the word "delegations" at the end of
;ﬁ.ragraph 3; the insertion of the words "during or" between the words "reconvened®
"and "after" in the second sintence of paragraph 9; and the substitution of the
words "such main" for the words "as many major" in the first line of paragraph 10.

Paragraphs 13 and 14 of document E/.C.24/L.58 had been dropped. A new
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paragraph 13, eorrasponding to the last Belgian amendment in document E/AC.24L/L.60,
would read:
"Major questions shall nomally be dealt with by the plenary

Cqunecil, on the understanding that it may refer any item or any

particular aspect of an item, to one of its committees for study,

drafting or report".

A new paragraph 1, had also been based on that same Belglan amendment; and
would read:

"In order to avoid, as far as possible unnecessary duplication

of discussion, items dircctly referred to a cammittee and decided there

shall not be further discussed by the plenary Council, but shall merely

give rise to a final vote and to members' explanations of their votes,

unless the Council, acting upon a procedural motion by one of its

members, decides to open a fr.sh debate",

The final paragraph of the new text would be identical with that of the final
paragraph of the Belgian, French and United States joint working paper (E/\C.24/L.54),
which read:

"Requests the Secretary-General to prepare and present to the
fourteenth session of the Council such draft revised rules of procedure
as appe~~ 2 be required to make the rules of procedure of the Council

and of tne functional Commissions conform to the provisions of this
resolution",

Mr, HESSEL (¥rance) said that the informal conversations held earlier
that afternoon had yielded very satisfactory results: instead of a number of texts,
which had been very difficult to examine owing to differences in fom, the Committee
at present had before it a single text, which contained no fresh material. The
authors of the Belglan, French and United States joint working paper (E/AC.24/L,.54)
therefore withdrew their text; there was thus left only one document (z/1CeR4/L,58),
in which certain amendments, all previously submitted to the Committee, had been
incorporated, ’ '

hs a result of those modifications, the new text met the wishes of the authors
of the two joint working papers previously before the Conmittee (E/iC;24/L.54 and
E/AC.24/L.58). The authors of those texte had previously only disagresd about the
methods to be adopted; agreement had now been reached on that point., All the
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suprestions submitted to the Camittee at recent mecetings had, as far as possibls,

bean i-4<n into account., account haa also been taken, so far as the plan of the

soridng paper allowed, of the difficulties experienced by certain delegations on
count of the restricted nuiber of members at thelr disposal, or of their attach-

ing particular importance to the consideration of certaln matters,

Mr. REYES (Philippines) wished to explain the position of the Philippine
del cotlon on the various working papers before the Committee., He had agreed to be
_pensor of docunent E/.C,24/L.58 in order to speed up discussion in the
Lttee, wnd on the understanding that it did not constitute a final text, and

£ .
A

Cimd ]
WXl

t
b.o¢ cuse in its main points, and especlally in paragraphs 7, 10, 11 and 12, it

reflected Lhe pesition taken by his delegation.

The Phila, ' ~ delegation was in favour of holding two Councll sessions a
yeur, znd of the estabaishuunt of o committee of the whole to draw up the annual
agends, It was anxious that there should be no artificial segregation of social
fran economic questions; that groups of related subjecis should be taken up at
the same session, and that there should be no implicit suggestion that one session
of the Council would be more important than the other, That consideration applied
especially to the questions relating to technical assistance mentioned in the
concluding phrase of paragraph 11 of document £/iCe24/Le58. In that eama, however

“}.he insertion of the qualifying word "current" met his delegation's point, He
" took it to mean that the consideration at the first sesaion of technical assistance

it.ms ripe for discussicn was not precluded.

He had made a reservation, however, on the subject of paragraph 1j of docu-
mant 3/AC.24/L.58, and maintained that reservation in respect of the revised text,
fcr 1.2 was convinced that the right of representatives to reopen discussion of an
~1t.em dlready dealt with in comuittee should not be limited. In that connexion,

" he thought it should be possible for the Council, under the authority of the Charter,
to adopt a rule of procedure similar to rule 67 of the rules of procedure of the
Generzl asscmbly, by which a report of a ~ommittce might be reconsidered in a
plenary meeting of the General Aissembly if one~third of the Members present and
voting ot the plenary meeting so requested, That rule had been drawn up under the
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authority of Article 21 of the Charter, by which the General Assembly was
empowered to adopt its own rules of procedure, and similar authority had been
provided for the Economic and Social Council in Article 72 of the Charter., He
thought that the adoption of such a rule by the Council might cnable the
difficulties experienced by his own and othcr dale-ations on the subject of
double discussion to be resolved. The Council was master of its own procedure,
as rule 83 made clear; and it could adopt a ncw rule along; the lines he had
suggested, on the basis of rule 59 of its current rules of procodurc.

The CHAIRMAN invited the Legal Adviscr to the Scerctoriat to comment
on the legal point raised by the Philippine representativu,

Mr. FELLOR (Legal Adviscr) seid that it was certuin that on no account
could the Zconomic and Social Council run count.r to or zmund the provisions of
the Charter, paragraph 2 of Article 67 of vhich prescribed that tho Council
should take its docisions by simple majority, in tha follovin;; tcrms:

"Decisions of thz Zconomic and Social Council shell be made by a
majority of the members prescat and voting'.

However, that related to dzeisions taken by formal votc. In the case of
rule 67 of the rules of procedury of the Generel Asscmbly, no such {ormal vote
was involved; the ruguircment for "onu-third of the Membors prusent and voting"
referred to a ruquest, which wes simply put to the mecting by the Presidont and,
if more than one-third of the ilicmbors prescnt raisced their hends, acceded to.
That rulc had buen introduccd sinply to c¢nsurc that one mumber, or a small group
of mcmbors, would never be in a position to obstruct the Genoral Assembly's work
by calling for the discussion to be reopencc on c¢very ruport subuitted by the main
comittues of the General Assembly. Since, like that body, the Council was mastur
’%f its own procedurec uxcapt-wharg formal vot.s were concorned, he thought there
was no legal impediment to its adopting a similar rule if it so desir:d,

Mr, R3Y33 (Philipnincs) thankod the Legel Advisor for his explanation,
and said thet th. adoption of such 2 rulec mi-ht afford a way out of its difficultiss
‘for his dalirction and for the Committoce,
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Mr. ALVAR3Z OLLONIZCO (Uruguay) was not altogothor satisficd with the
new joint working papor introduccd by the United Kingdom representative, - It was
inndmissible to rostrict the right of delegations in the Council to define their
pogition or to indicate how that position had chenged since a particular guostion

had b.un considiored oy a comittoc.

Ho realiz:d thot provision must bo made to wnable thoe difficultics which
woo: preventing the Council from functioning in a satisfactory manner to be
surmounted;  tiacly rocourse to the provisions of rulc 50 of the Council's rules
of procedure would, in his opinion, disposc of most of them. If a dolegation
721t it unnccussary for the Council to re-consider in dctail a question which had
2lrosdy bewn dunlt with by one of its Committces, it could introduce a formal
procedurcl motion to thot cffect bosed on rule 50. To go further would, he
forred, encroach upon what he rugarded as an inalicnoble risht: the right to
axpross onc's opinion and to initiate a2 discussion., Clcarly, if the Council
recogniz :d the ne.d for consid.ring th. same question a seeond time, it would
have Lo allow a sweond iscussion. The Uruguayan dologation therefore wanted the
full rirht to spuoak to be rucugnized, within the limitations prceseribud in the

rulus of proccdure.

. Mrs, FIGUZ10A (Chile) obscrved that the now joint working paper
introduced by th. Unit.d Kingdom rcpres.ntative containec little that was nuw,
Shc pointed out that at the proceding m.cting she had refirred to ths fact that
consideration of the quqstion'of.thu financing of the oconomic development of
undur=developed countrics had given ris: to a debate in the Council which had
lasted a w¢ak;. that debate had 1lod the Couneil to make substantive changes to the
resolution adopted on the subjeet by the Zccnomic Commiﬁtcu. Tho Frcnch represonta=
tive had thercupon stated £hat the question concerncd should not have been dealt |
with by the Committoe, and that it had been 2 scrious mistake to refer it to the
 00mmittue; .it thurcfore appecrced that that ropruscntative sttached hnportancé to
the question of deciding whether a given itim should be exemin-d by the Council
itself in plenary mecting, or by one of its committe.:s in the first instanco.
Thus, she considered that she was right in scying thot in her opinion the way to
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solve the difficulti:s impcding the smooth oper-tion of the o
limit its debatss but, on the contrary, to allocole [owet
the cgenda of the Council and of its Com dttoaes.

With ragard to the maosures thot should be tokem to aveil fwmble disiuse
she agreed with the Uruguayen roprescntative, and reminded the Uommd
the Council's rulces of procedurc included four rules provioing for the lindb.tlos
of ‘debates, nemely: rule 49, which entirely mot one of the Unitod ¥ingdom
ropresontotive!s points, since recourse to the provisions of that vl would moks

it possible to defer oxeaination of a question which hed not buen sulficd nily

well preperced; rule 50; and rulcs 52 and 53.

The United Kingdom rupresentotive had said that the cuthors of the new
wvorking paper had decided to cmbody in paragreph 9 of document B/AC. 2L /L, 58 the
ides which appearcd in peragrapr: ‘5) of the Bolgian smondmont (3/4C.24/T.60), S
far as she hersclf was €olCerTiew, she did not think the.t the now version of
paragraph 9 was much boetter. She would proefer to keup to the vorsicn suggested
by the Belgian reprosentative, but, in addition, to specify that tho fuw Couneil
meotings to be held towards the end of the annual sussion of thu fenors” escmbly
or immediatcly after its closc should be held in the smme place a8 the General
Asscmbly itsclf, for obvious rcasons of economy. She proposcd, thorofore, thet
in percgraph 9 of document Z/AC.24/L.58, the words "ot headquartsrs" should be
reploced by the words "preferably ot the place where the General Asssmbly has met",
It would b¢ consequenticlly necessary to delete the end of paragraph 9 (a),
beginning with the words "and of other motturs....",

With regard to parasraph 9 (b) of document Z/AC,24/L.58, shc thought it would
be desireable to state whether the dates to be fixed in accordance with ﬁaragraph 10
would be fixed in roaspect of one of the Council's sessions only, or in ruspect of -
_both of them., In the semc way, it might be well to specify a2t what date the
oxemination of ?ha various groups of questions to be placed on the agenda of the
Council's sacond session would begin, Paragraphs (4)(a) and (5)(d) of the joint
working paper submitted by tho delogntions of Belgium, Fr.nce and the United States
of Americe (3/AC.24/L.54) suggested that the dates for the cormencemont of the
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considur~ticn of major itums or groups of related itoms should be fixod in
rulotion to both scssions. The toxt of document 3/AC,24/L.58 was luss clear on
th~t point, and it would be well to elucidats it. She wovld also proposc thot o
third sub-poragraph {(¢) should be added to paragraph d, stoting thet during the
fow me.tings to bu hold towards the cnd of the anmual scession of the Guneral
Ass.mbly or irmmediat dy after its closu, the Council would uxcmine the “other
questions of 2 mrinly procedurcl character® (Z/4C.24/L.5k, pera-raph (5)(c)).

With regard to porcgreph 11, although the Chilecn delsgation was opposed
to cny su ;ustion of specialized sossions, she thought that it might be useful
to have rcelated quustions grouped together on the 2genda, Therc would be points
in common not only botweon the questions included in one and the same group, but
between the vorious groups themsclves; and she fult that equal importance
should b attributed to hoth types of rolationship, and that on effort should be
made to ohgorve a definite order in the cxaminetion of thz verious groups of

topies,

Document E/iC.24/L+58 no longer refurred to the Council Agenda Committev of
the wholce The poimt wes not important, sincs the Council itsclf, at its second
annual session, would undartoke the duties previously centrust.d to that Cormitteu,
But thu provisions in perzgraph (4)(2) of docunent 3/aC,24/L,54 had 2lso been

;A;éiﬁtod; and, in view of the statument mads by the French roproescentative 2ot the
preceding neoting, sho thought it essenticl to make provision for the proper
allocotion of items as botweon the cgende of the Council itsolf and thoss of its

:Committces. She therafore proposed the insertion, ~t the ond of the first

.scntuncu of paragraph 12 of document 2/iC.2L/L.58, of thc words: “and shall

allocate the items which are to be pleced on the agende of the plencry ﬁJ;tings

(of the Council, and on thos: of tho Committeces", which would cnsurs thot itums

-éﬁould be allocated for both scssions of tha Council,

She opposced the substitution of the last Belgion amundment in document
E/"C.zh/L.éo'fsr perczrephs 12 and 14 of document 3/.C.24/L.58, since that would,
in her visew, lecve the situction quite unchanged, She thonked tho Philippine
representative for drawlng ottontion to the provisions of rule 67 of the rules of
procedur: of the Genercl assumbly. But sho considered thot the rulcs govorning the
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operction of the General ..sscinbly could not legitimntoly be applicd %5 the Sounell,

1z, a0 f-x

since the structurc of thu two orgens wes ontiruly diff.r_nt. For Cxamp
as the Gunerzl Asscmbly wos concerned, discussions ehicfly tock place in the lain
Committues, sinece each Member of the Generel Assembly hed five repulor reprusento-
tives with oqual powers and stotus. It was for that rocson that rule 67 of the
rules of procedure of the General (.8sembly provided that the roport of a

connittoe could only be discussed again if at least one-third of the hombors
prescnt and voting so dosired. On the other hand, govornments rceprescnted ia the
Economic and Sociel Council had only one regular reproscentative, so thot mewb.rs

of the Council could not be expectca to cbandon their inclienable right to discuss,
in plenary mecting, the questions sul aitted to the Council but dznlt with in the

first instance in committee,

For those recsons, she accuptoed, 1n gonernl, the new text introduced by the
Unitcd Kingdon rupresentative, but wou d formally opposc the adoption of

para;raphs 13 and 14 thurcof,

Mr. DiISAl (Indin) said that ** underlying the Indian delugetion's
amendment (£/.C.24/L.57) to the joint Be. ian, French and Unitod Statoes working
paper (i/nC.2L/L.54) wos thot duplicntion f discussion should be obvictud in the
futurce by carcfully framed rules. The Cancdion, Philippine, Swedish and United
Kingdom joint working pepur (i/uC,24/L.58) scimed, however, to provide adequitoly
for what his d:lz-ation had in mind, Hz intorproted paragrophs 13 and 14 of that
joint working poper, read in conjunction with paragroph 12, to mean that the
Council would first decide on the cgenda for any one session on the bosis of the
materiol placed before it by the Scerctory-General, and at the sene time also
decide which items it would itsclf toke as major items, &nd which rufer to o
committee, As the ducision would be trken by the Council itsclf, his dalegeation
would hove no cbjection to items ruferred to committecs being dealt with under
paragzroph 14t no question would be reopencd unless the Council decided otherwise
on o procedurzl motion, to be put to the vot. without discussion., If, howevur,
itums the discussion on which was begun in plenary nc.ting were subsequently
reforred to o comrdttec for further study, there would be no bor to further



win they were rofurred boek to the Council, and the five-
Yoo dn parcgroph 14 would not apply.

cprabation woe ecorrect, the Indicn delegntion would be prepared

Gor SOHOGE L (Bolgiun) did not think that the aisgivings
Lo Urtodie i reprosentotive wers justified. In point of faet,
i by the Bolgirn delegotion in docunent £/aC.24/L.60,
Joandibes would give rise te 2 final vote and to membors!
fiong of their vobes, without any restriction of the time cllowed for such
fn that rospect thoe Belgian toxt wes on advence on the joint

Swedish and United Kingdom proposnl.

sprosentative wented the Council to introduc. into its rules

ot
LS
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twne peovisions slidloa to those of rule 67 of the.rules of procedure of

Gonerzl cesonkly.  The Lozel adviser hed given 2 very clear cxplanation on
vent subivel. But it opperred from the final words of rule 67 that a proposal,
~supported by not less thon one-third of the members present, to reopen a debate
must still be put to the vote., The Belgien proposel (£/4C.24/L,60) went further:
‘according to its terms, it would bc sufficient nercly for ona of th- membors &8
the Council to proposc a fresh debate, and for the Council to ecgree, for the
matter to be so decided, )

He was at 2 loss to understand the opposition to the tuxt, which sought to
curb repetitive discussion: it followed from the Belgicn delcgation's final
cmendment that, since nnjor questions were to be doolt with by the Council its.lf,
only secondary issues would be considsrced in committee,

Miss K.LINOWSK: (Poland) folt that the inforual consultations held
oarlier had made no contribution to the discussion. Insturd of 2 unificd text
being placed before the Committee, o scrivs of amenduents hed bbbn circulated in
piccemeal frshion, makin: discussion extrumely difficult; she had b:een unable
even tao follow the refcroncos made to the mony documents. 48 o rosult, she could

not ot thot stage oxpross cny definite vicws, The new joint working paper
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(B/ACe24/L,58), however, clu-rly provided for .hr.u s.ssions of the Towweii, in
that it proposcd that the Council should by r convenod “it. o the spmun goss:On
of the Guncrel asseibly for o furthor s.riss of acctings sddition<dl o thuss of
the two resular sessions, The Polish -delege'don could not ogroe to sueh o

procedure,

There was little difforence botwesn t' o rovisoed joini workin o popot
(3/iCe24/L.58) and its predecessor (B/iC.. 4/L.54) so fir ne th. conduct of the
Council's busincss wrs concurncd., The Uriguayan ond Chilonn ooproour? -
drown attention to the pertinencs of rulis 49 to 53 of the Councii's mlos of
procedurs; in her view, thos¢ rules wer ~d:guoiec inee i i Lo 2% ooy
dubate, Their superiority over the prorosals in the jolnt workie[ poyor wes
demonstrated by the foet that the Belgitn representotive hed found It sol ss-ry
to recssurc thu Uruguoyan represcrtativ: that the rolevent provision of tho new
joint working paper would not proclude :legotions fron 2zpl-inin. th. ir votos

in the Council.

She rescrved her doocgotion's right to speck agrin wion o unified text hed

bucn placed bufore the Comndttes,

Mr, OVIRTON (Unit.d Kingdom) considercd that the Indien roproscntotive's
interpretation of parographs 13 anc Uy of the Joint draft working popor
(E/ioe24/L.58) was corrvet. That poper, however, reguired vorious winor drofting

chonges to cleorify its nocnihg.

Replying to the points reiscd by the Chilern repicsont “tive, he s-id that
the Indion represent “tivels couwents on paragraphs 13 and 14 of thoe joint
vorldng peper had alre~dy cisposcd of the first point she hnd reiss’. It did not
suunl to hin that the wording of par~sr-ph 9 vould Hroelud. the Council from
mevting ot the some place as the Gunernl lssebly, but it wos profornble as it
stood, ns it would be undesiradbl. to compel the Council to siect b tho sec ploee
as the Guneral /fsscnbly, vhich rmdsht possibly cous: considercble inconvionicnce,
For oxamplv, the nccessary docwasntation mizht not be nvnilnble boforu the end of
the session of the General issenbly, and dulegotions aight thus hove to spond

unncecessery tine away from their headquart rs.
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1% s:em d io hin thet it w-s unnecesscry to 2dd the words "othoer questions of
o meinly preocedursl eharcctur® in connexion with the work to be donc by the
Counecil in th. nwuctings outside the two regular sessions, as the point was
olrucdy covercd., To introduce thot phrase into thoe text might glve risc to
controversy o3 to whot worc procedurc) motters and vhet were not. The present

text avoided roising that issuc, ond was to that extent preforable.

The fact that paragroph 12 mede no provision for dates to be fixed for the
discussicn of the gucstions token up in the sceond annusl session wes curtainly
on omission. agnin, the basie ~gende for the yoar provided for groups of
subjucts for the first scssion, but not for the sccond scssion. Thosc omissions
covid be rectified. Tho progriurne for the yeor ond the dotus of discussions on
groups of rclitod subjeets should be deternined by the Council, and the order of
trectment settled during the actucl detsrminetion of those problums,

Finzlly, the Chiluen representetive had noted the oridssion from parngraph 12
he words "allocnting the itaas Lo be placed on the agunde of the plencry
Council ~nd of the Committ:us", which appuarcd in paragreph (4) (a) of the

arlicr joint working poper submitted by the Bolgion, Freneh ~and Unitod States
delogations (3/AC.24/L.54). It scimed to him, however, thot such an allocation
Jould be corried out cutomaticelly ot the first mecting of uneh mossion of the

:'Council.

Mr, HiSSil (Freneo) thenkod the Indian reprusentetive for having
mowd o renl difficulty by indicating the proper interprut-tion to bu placed on
s1‘.1'1@ new paragraphs (13) and (14), which had thot moment been circulated cos
docmnent EfiC.24/L.62, He ontirely agroed with the Indizn reprusontative on that

{goint.
e & To Judge from the statoments of vorious memburs of the Committes, the
propost.d reform was not rovolutionary, and the problems it raised should be

relotively casy to solve,

The new joint working document scoiwed to be open to thrue bosic eriticisms,
The first concerned the nuwiber of scssions. It wns mere quibbling to rcgard as a
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scpornbe scssion the few awctings to be held by the Couneil at the ¢nd of the
annual scssion of the General Ass.iibly, when the deloj~tions of 211 Mumbur Stntes
would be on hind, and would hove the necuess ry tine te deal with such minor
qusstions os :might crop up. Therce would only be two truc Council sessionas,

Honece thure w-s no gquostion of governmacnts hoving: to send delegmtions to a full=
longth sussion siore thon tuice a year. korcover, in virtue of the now joint
working paper, it was likely that thosc sessions would be short.r 2nd better

organized then hed been thu cnse hitherto.

The sccond criticisn related to the question of double discussion. /[t the
outsct, some mombers of the Cormittoc had busn ~rodous to donl irasticﬂlly with
211 ottenpts to discuss one and the somu question twice. Under the riow werk ng
paper, double discussion would no lonrur bu proscribed; indeod, it would ber dne

onc of the cssenticl clunents of the Council's method of oper~tion.

The Indion representotive had mede it clear thet the questions referred o
the Council fell into threes cctegories. The first eatugory includsed gquustionn
not yet ripe for politiceal discussion and gencrolly reloting to procsdurs,
Incsmuch as such questions called for cxeminotion by the Council, they would 1
roferred to o Committec of the whole,

The sccond cotegory consisted of major questions brought bofore the Counc
in plenary mccting, and forming the subject of o thorouw h and full discussion,
It wes not always advisable to refer such questions to 2 committoee, and hence

a single debate rdght be sufficient,

The subjects in the third cntipory constituted the bulk of the Council's
work. They wore questions of najor importaonce invelving basic principles
relating to the polieics te be folluwed in the cconocmic ond soelcl ficlds,

Such questions required dutriled study. The procedur: lnid down for the study of
such questions in thu new parcgrephs (13) and (14) was perfuctly clear, The
quostions would be brought bofore the Council in plenary mocting., Tho Council
would give then a prolinmincry oxasinetion, and then roefer thaa, if necessory, to
onc of its Committoes for further study, drafting and report, Once it roceived
tho report of the Committoe concsrned, the Council would undertake further study
and tcke a decision,



Ho sh-rod the oplnion of the Chilenn represent~iive in thot respect, and it
vt opinion thet prresrophe (13) and (14) of document B/iC.24/L.58

*. That b.ing 50, herwes sorry to find thot the Chiloean reprusenta-
It the new toxt, Ho wos convineed that if she bore in mind the

prot-tion (laced on thua by the Indian roprosontative, she would find it

pogiible to nccopt thum,

The third eriticisa rolot.d to the specialization of the Council's sussions.
the new deed't propessls ignored thet peint. The idea of having speeinlized
Council scveslons hed boen roplocud by the ides of grouping the itums of the
cgenda und.r the uiain topics to vhich they roferrcd. That woas 2 step in the

i, pdimk b ot Bl wiahu§ of vorious dolegotions. He

11y .14 thet such on arrongeront would moke it possible to re-orgoniss

el e LY
-

tho Council's work on more rotionel lines,

In conclusion, he pointed out thot the joint authors of the ncw working
paper had boon acéused of trying to restrict the frocdom of expression of the
neabers of the Council. Such on accusation could only be explained cither by a
foilure to understond the toxt of the proposal, or by bad faith on the part of
those who made the charge. He would like to stote foraally that it was not the
_wish of thé authors of the ncw proposnl to restrict tho right of Council
mﬂﬁbers to speck, All they were trying to do wes to give thu Council an

‘opportunity of doing more off:ctive work under tho bust possible conditions,

Mr. GONZ.LZZ SO0Si (Moxico) oxplained thot his amendment (E/aC.24/1.56)
‘had been neds to the enrlicr joint working paper (8/iC.24/L.54). If the cuthors
worc prepered to ncc@pt the addition to persgraph 7 of the nuw joint working
:ﬂﬂcunﬂnt (:3/iC.24/1,58) of the words "ot the headquerturs of the Unitcd-Nations,
%ggnss the Council docides otherwlss", he would withdraw his amcndmont,
Mr, OViARTON (Unitud Kingdom), for his part, was propered to accept the
Mcdiecan a:cnéhunt. '

Mr, MICHAIZK (Sweden), specking of the joint working peper (E/AC,24/L.58),
of vhich ho w.s one of tho coesponsors, scid that ths Council had suffored groatly
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during 1951, ond especiclly ot the present session, fron the lack of o besic
agenda ond projrane of work for tho yerr. He hoped thot it would bo possible
in the future to work out such an ~gendo ond progromme and to stick to £hcm.

The prozramie should be so worked out thot releted subjeets were dorlt with in
groups, the discussion of ench group to stort on o date fixed in the cnmuel
nrozroine.  Soveral delegntions had cleined that it would be difficult to group
ituas in that way becouse of the close int.r-relationshin of cconomic ond sociel
questions, Such o relotionship certeinly existed, but it wos obviously possible
to scparatoe itums; indecd, ‘suparction was alre dy made by the nere fret thot
soie items wore romittod to the Jconomic Comittec, sons to the Soeierl Committuee
and yot othors to the Co~ordination Coomittoe, His own sacll delogation hed

had to sepregote the items in orcur to dual with them, and had found no difficulty

in deciding which of the two terms it hed set up should ducl vith ench of then,

He was more dubious about the Fronch reproscentetivel's grouping of items
into important, less importont and procedurzl categories, Such - grouping would
be extremely difficult to put into practice. 4 third woy would be to divide itun
into thosc which wure, and those which were not, ripe for considurction, or into
woll prepared items and incdequatcly prepared items. Had thosc items which, in
the opinion of the majority, were not rips for considerantion, been deleted, the

cgenda for the present session would have been consider:bly lighter,

No discussion could over be adequate unless the nccessary documentotion was
deliverced to governments in good tine. In the casc of his own country, six
weeks wos o very short time, uspecially if the Council's scssion begen in July,
for the suamcr was bricf in his country, and it wos difficult to find cnough
experts in Govermiont dep-riments to study the documents in tine for the session,
Simllar considerations wore perhaps equally valid in the case of oth.r countrius.
If the Council hod not the courag:c to follow up its own idecs on the concentration
of its ¢fforts and rusourccs, and if it foiled to defer items until they had bean

fully prepored, it would nevor achieve aay but poor results.

Froa the point of viuw of tho Scerctrriat, too, it was of inportancc thot the
Council should decl with itums in roloted groups. .gain, whan sessions wore held



B/;Lc - 2’4‘/3 Hr 98
poge 18

awey [ron hendquarturs too mony officinls were kept waiting sbout for itoms to
coric up in the Couneil; if subjoets wure doslt vith in groups, some of those
offici-rls could rumcin ot their posts in New York until the date fixed for

th: cdiscuesion,

Mr. .otwor HUSS.IN (Fokistan) cxplained thot his amendnent (2/iC.24/1.59)
had been mede to the corlicr joint working paper (3/iC.24/L.54) thet hed now
been superseded, and on the assumption that the Indien amendment (2/4C.24/L.57)

stood; os ncith.r of those proposcls existed cny longer, he would withdrew it.

Mr. RTY35 (Philippinoes), referring te the Belgion repruscntativels
co.tients on rule 67 of the rules of procedur: of the Genernl Jissonbly, said that
he had mede no formwel proposal, but only a tentative susgestion, regording the
adeption of a siidlor rulc by the Council. Hc unduerstood the Belgian roepresente-
tive!s intorprototion of rule 67 to mean that after & roquest for the reopening
of o discussion in plunary siecling had becn nade, that request would then be
considered o proccdursl motion and decided by 2 mojority vote. In his expericnce,
rule 67 had been interprotod liberslly, and he could reecll no cnsc in which the
President of the Genernl asscmbly hod denied the request of o sufficicnt number
of nmembers thoat discussion should be reopened on any topic, I 4he Dilgicn
represcntative!s interpretation of the rule was wcceopted, however, he would
withdrow his su:rzestion, ond would support the views expressed by the Chileon
and Uruguayan representotives insteed, '

iﬂith regord to'thu Indicn representetivets intusrprototion of parcgraphs 13
and 1 of the new joint working peper (2/iC.24/L.58), the difficulty wes to
detcrmine what items wore of major and whet of minor importonce. 4 mejority of
gﬁg@ura, for example, mirht decide thnt cortoin itome woere mojor, The Philippines

l( ...' AT

logotion could not agroc, to toke o spucific easc, that frocdom of informetion

wee of minor importance, though o nnjority of dclggations a2t the present session
sucued to consider it os such., If o vote was token on the new joint working paper,

thurefore, he would roguost that paragrophs 13 and 14 should be votud on separatoly,
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Mr. (LV.R3Z CLIONI=GO (Urugucy) thowdecd £9 bofgion gupres Ty .
his explinations. acturlly, whet ' wol  indne ot = et B dish Ao soe Shal
w28 genorally agreed thet aambors of the Scusci. Ll 0 aress the Sauncii, oo %

NLE -1

s:¢ that provisions were cdopted ¢stoblishing thcir richt to do 80, There whs

fundanental difference between thosce two nntturs,

The CHAIRM/N felt thet discussion of the quustiaﬁ vould be creatly
simplified if there was cno besic text, o which amendmonts could be mads. He
asked whother the delepg~tions of Canada, Sweden ond tho Unitud XKinidom, which
appeared to be in agreenent, would be prepared to submit o joint text., The
Seerctariat could then be nsked to prepar: o docuumt reloting thervito, the zaend-

monts reanining before the Committec for considerntion at the next n:zeting.

It wos su aprecd,.

Mr. MOROSOV (Union of S. <ct Socinrlist Rupublies) scid thit *a- provios
before the Comiittee was not to prepare & conmsolidated text ~nd to veis vron it
but to avoid the considuration of ~ny draft resolution thot would - *-ct the
normal working of the Council. The Sovict Union delegation hed not hed o
opportunity of studying the Joint proposcl introduced by the United Kingdom
representative ot the bugiining of the musting, and therofore rescsrved its right

to sperk on it a2t the noxt mecting.

The meeting rosc at 7.50 p.n.






