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'REPORTS OF THE AD HOC C®II'ITEE ON THE ORGA NI ZATI ON AND OPERATION OF TH3 COONCIL 
., AND ·ITS. COl'il•liSSIONS ( item 36 of t he Council agenda ) (E/1995 and Cor r ,1, 
. E/1995/Add.l t o 4, E/2073 , E/1.176, E/AC .24/L.35, E/AC,.24/ L.36, E/AC.24/L.38) 

The CHAI RMAN suggested that , after a general discussion on t he r eports 

~~f the Ad ho~ Committee , the Co-ordi nat ion Commi t tee m18ht first consider t he 

~uestion of the r egi onal economic Oommissions, including their t erms of r ef er ence 

~nd rules of procedure . It might next deal wit h the functional Commissi ons, 

after woich it could take up the question of the delimitation of responsibility 

··oetween t he United Na tions and t he United Nati ons Educational, Sci ent i f ic ·and 

.-~ltural Or ganization (UNESCO) in t he f i eld of freedom of infonnabi on. Finally, 

it '>·muld have to deal with the or ganization of the Counqil itself and with its 

rules of procedure , together wi th the proposal to shorten the Council's debat es 

r eferred to it by the Council at its 543rd meeting . 

Mr. CORLEY SMITH (United Kingdom) supported the Chairman' s suggesti on. 

The Chairman's suggestion was adopted . 

The CHA IR}~N declared open the general discussi on on the r epor ts of 

thd ~hoc Corrmittee (E/1995 and Corr . 1, E/1995/Add. l and 2). 

Mr. CORLEY SMITH (United Kingdom) considered t he r eports of the Ad hoc 

Committee to be very important , Tllose dtlesation• which had been at tending 

sessions of the Counci l over a considerable period would appr eciate the need for 

reforming and i mproving the Council' s organization and operation. Ther e was 

\~desprdad public criticism of prolit eration , wastefulness and unnecessary 

duplication of discussi on in t he Council and its subsidiary bodies , criticism 

which had b~en more or less r ecognized by the General ~ssembly , 

obiously d0:n~anad the: pNsti ge of. the United Nations . 

Such criticism 

Organizat i 0ns could only remain heal t hy so long as th~y were vital and 

capabl~ of ad~pting th~mselv0 s t o changing ci r cumstances, He was not intending 

to c~iticize the founder s of the United Nations , who had initiated a system 

offc:·ing a reasonable basis for efficient work , when he said that , after six years 
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of ot:eration, certa in. el eme,lc.s in t he operational structure of the organization 

shoul d be reforilled, As the Assistant Secretar y-General in charge of the 

De:-a rtment of Eco:1ornic F. !fairs had remarked during tha initial discussion in the 

Ad . ho~. Committee, although tho.t Corr.Inittee '"o.s a small group performing a more or 

l ess a bstruse f~~ction, the eyes of the world wera upon it, because its 

sugge stions would h3ve a considerable effect on the Council's W('rk . 

The Ad ho~ Ccmmittee 1s fcnction had been to underL~ke a comprehensive 

re~iew of the o~ganization and operation of the Council and its Commissions . The 

recom.11endations submitted by it referred exclusively to .procedures and working 

methods . Conse:{uently , if a given Commission was abolished , th:~.t would not mean 

tha t the Council had lost ~nterest in the subject dealt with by that C~ission; 

it would merely menn that tne Council wus a ttemi?ting to deal with it by a 

diff~rent method . 

During the s ix years of th8 Council's existence , a large numbe r of 

· repr~scntatives had expresse1 d0ubts as to the usefulness 9f maintnining a con-

sidernble numbe:- of ~.~c perme.nent Cl'lmmissions . He had talked with several of 

the initiators of the existing system ; and in particular with Sir Ramaswami 

Mudoliar , who had a ·:n1tted tha~ the syst~m of large standing bcdies was different 

fro~ what had originally been intended. Those bodies had becoe!:c permanent 

inter-goverrrnental Commissions which duplicated the 1,;o rk of the Council. Hany 

del e5ations felt that, instead of re~erring a given subject to a series of 

o•ga~s similar i n st r ucture and repetitive i n their discussi ons , small ad hoc 

groups ~ith limited terms of r eference should be set up to prepar e the basic 

docum8ntation for submission to the Council, which would then take the necessary 

decisions at the political l c ')1. 

In many cases , and he hoped that the number of such cases would increase, it 

was t !1.3 task of tht: Secretari'lt to undertake th <3 pr elirr.inary expert work . 

Altho:·!zh, i n ~h.;; early days, it had betln more difficult, fo r administrative 

reaso:·1s, f'or th8 SGcretari.at to perform tha t function, it was nowadays in a much 

better position to do so. If the Counci l felt that it should have the best 

expert informatior. ·n a giv..;n matt~ :-, and if tha Secr et n.riat was unable to 
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1::~:- ::. L -;: . ..-: .-,.} J.. :.he noccssar;,- talent from among its own staff, the Secretariat 

>h·..: Ad h.~£ C':>nl!Ilittee had devoted twenty-three meetings of exhaustive and 

.ardilous ·..:orl' to a s tud:r of the problem, and its recommendations were therefore 

m:·t-. to r.e lightly dismissed. A spirit of compromise had prevailed in the 

~o;;.::it~·~G , and a pragnatic approach had been followed, The r ecommendat ions' 

.,,;-::: .:h :.ad ·:=>:1':rged from the discussions were, perhaps , not entirely to the liking 

nf a ny del o;;ga tion , but th>=y wer e imbued '1-Jith the spirit .of co-operation; all 

:1·:<LE:pr to~: s he.d sacriftce:d a part of thei r original· philosophies. 

T~'0 r :::c,:.r:u'Tlondat.ions were submitted in the light of past vx.p;.;rience , and on 

They werr3 in two parts, the first setting forth what 

th0 6,d hcc Co:~mittse consider~Jd to be an ideal system, the second containing 

r'Je. U st.i :; su;.:?,·sstions which, although failing short of the i deal , could be 

The latter rcco~mendations hac been made as flexible 

'I'he f, :J hoc 'Cor.uni ttee had f elt that the Council should hold three sessions 

a :.' <> :t r . ~·?<!ny ddegations had taken t h.e view that the subjects f or discussion at 
,..; • ....; ,.;,._t ; - --~-- ... _ A-•·-"~ , ___ -··,·" ·4·---'- ............ .:--_. .. ..~ ...... _..__ -- ·----, -·· ..,.- ..... . ""'"" - ·---· --·•o .... - .... ~- vvt-'.-"' ........ ..,..., ..... .., •• ..,. ••-.v•• 

Mor~over, the Ad hoc Committee appreciated the difficulty, 

cxp0:~i ,:n~cd pa rticular ly by the smaller delegations , of governm~.mts sending 

s~1f1~ :i c i t:r:t r;;pre s <.: nta ti ve s to Council sessions of th ..:;· pr~scnt type. It was 

s ;.:;' ;:_:s t· ' .:; t he.<, tr~<:- burden of the Council's work could be lightened by holding 

t;: ~) .:;p ;;cic: lizt~d s~ s sions earlie r in <:iach year. One of those sessions would 

t·: ·ic'J'J t-el t:\ economic, th,; oth~r to social items. It seemed that i t would 

~ ' t.: .. ~ l. l:~. n.:c ·3 s S".ry to hold th:.: usual multi-purpose Council s ession in the sununer, 

~Tt c:. :: L :::st t he Council's ;.FOrk would be lightened if some of the more 

1:::;-c-<J· t:.;;: t. S 1.:b .~ e cts had by then be <3n dealt with at th\3 specialized sessions. He 

:> j.t. >>,· .. t :h.; s:~~;g..::st ions for r;;.;ducing tho burd.;;n would be especially appreciated. 
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Mr . TSAO (China ) endorsed the United Kingdom representative's 

obse:-Jations . The Ad hoc Committee had worked conscientiously, and had con-

tri ved a compromise solution which, although it would hardly satisfy all 

repr~ se~tative& , was, perhaps, t he best that could have been expected , Judgi~g 

by experi~nce at the current session, there was need for a reorgani zation of 

the Co~cil ' s operations. At such multi - topic sessions a great strain was 

placed on the larger, not to speak of the smaller, d8l egations, and the Council 'e 

work suffered acco~dingly. 

Committee in general. 

He ther efore: supported tho r eports of the Ad hoc 

Mr . INGLES (Philippines) observed that ther~ appeared to be a tendency 

t o l ink t he conduct of th~ Council' s discussions wit h t he r~port s of the Ad hoc 

Cornmi ttee , But t hv r epor ts dealt mainly with organizat ional matt ers and not 

wi t h proc~dure in the conduct of debates . 

His delegation supported the general considerations outlined in paragraph 12 

of the r eport (E/1995), although it did not approve of all the sugGested 

recommendations . It wa s obvious from the r ecommendations concen 1ing the 

organization of th~ Council (~/1995, part I II) that ther e wa s considerable dis

satisfaction with the present system of convening two intensiv€:: s essions of t he 

Council each year, a view which he shared. On th~ other hand , he disagreed 

with the main r ecommendation t ha t three sessions should be hel d . The r easons 

a~<anced for making such a change in the Council1 s operational progr amme did not 

support the conclusion . On the contrary, those rea sons could be adduced in 

support of t he case. against an increase in the numb8r of sessions . 

sessions would intensify rather than diminish the current difficulties . 

The firs t r eport of the Ad hoc Committee stated (paragraph 13) that 11Too 

many meetings, on too many diverse subjects, a r e concentrated within a 

r elatively short period . This imposes an undue strain on delegations, and 

tends to l ower the lev8l of discussion11
• In his view, the remedy would be to 

lengthen the period of each session rather than to increase th~ number of 

sessions . It might also be helpful to distribute items more evenly between the 

two sessions . Mor eover, del~gations would prefer to remain longer at the seat 
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!J (' t ': ", •mci 1 rather than t o travel t o meetings of the Council several times 

1-l _, did not f eal that longer se ssions need impose an undue strain

l.t.l~~tQt\'1, because, whereas the Genel"t.:l, Ae&EIIt'bl.y normallt sat tor .three. ·. 
duration or the Ceunoil' s sessions was le:.s than t~· . 

. • I 

· · le~·el ot discussion depencted more on the state of preparation ot 

--~i~ms . th~m on tht3 length of ·the ses~ion·,; Again, if a session were too 
th~re rid.ght not be time for adequate ·consideration of e.U the items on 

report r eferred (~ragloaph ·13) to the 'Jwaete of the. time ot 
travelling !rom their own countries · to join delegations, since ther mar 

·:'~it .sev; ral weeks for th:; discussion of the subjects which concerned them to be 

completed" . He thought t hat experts should be prepar ed to stay a s long a s the 

subj t:·cta l.!d . .?r:-3 st1.ng th..;m r emained on the agenda. But, in any event, tha t had 

notr.ing t.o rlo with th ~..; numb.ar of s essions which the Council should hold. Indeed, 

i . .f tbr~'·• S(;ssions wer e he ld annually, the experts would hnve to travel even more 

The Co~~cil 1 s progra~nc should be so arrang~d as to enabl e experts 

t. !.1 b·.; infonn..::d we ll in advance when th t) items with which .they we r e concerned 

...... -·- t--- ~.: ... -.. u ~ e.;"'" 
~ \A.f'J .. - · - - .... ------·· · 

Tht: f i rst r eport a lso mentioned the constant ne cessity for the Council to 

d}vide into s .o:v., r a l corrunittees in order to aeeomplish its work in a fixed time, 

·"·hie!'; sometim~ s led to :1 Npetition of the same discussion in committee a nd in 

pl\3na ~:.:- meating. It wa s for th~ Council to decide whether a given subje ct 

shollld L'<~ tak~n up in plenary meeting or in committee . In that connexion, he 

approv·.;,d of t h.; suggestions se t fo r th i n t he working paper concerning t he 

op~ration of t he Council submitted by the Fr~nch del egation (E/AC.24/L.35). It 

mL?,ht also be possibl e to arrange for meetings of committees a considerable time 

t rc! ~' .')r:: a s .;, ssi.on o f the Council as such opened. 

Finally, the fi rst r eport stated (paragraph 13 ) that "The sys t em has been 

a ccompanied by inadequate preparation for the meetings", but that was irrelevant 

:'10 f.::. r r, ~, t.he number of sessions was concerned; the n ecessary r emedy was simply 

., 
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o ensur e that the preparation for meetings was adequat e . I n order t o i mprove 

.he Council's method of work , he considered t hat i t would be suffi ci~nt to act nn 

•ecommendations (ii ), (iii) and (iv) in paragraph 14 of t he fir::Jt r eport, on Uv : 

;uggestions put forward by the French r epr esent a tive (t/ AC.24/L. 35 ) , dna on tho:: 

.1ote by the Secret a ry-General on the composition and time- t able of the Agenda 

Committee (E/l995/ Add .4) . In his opinion, r ecommendations (i) and (v) wer e 

irrel evant in the context of the other suggesti~ns . 

Wit h regard to the Ad bQc Conunit tee 's recommendations concerning the· 

organization of the functional Commissions (E/1995, part IV) , he would r eser1e 

his pos i tion with regard to the maint enance or dissoluti on of particular 

Commissions. I t should be noted t hat the Ad __ :10c Committee had indicated that its 

r ecommendations were purely of an experimental character. That being ~o , he saw 

no r eason why the r ecommendation that the major i t y of the functional Commissions 

should meet only when specially convened by the Council on the recommendation of 

the Secretary- General should not be extended t o a ll Commissions r ecommended for 

abolition by the Ad hoc Committ ee . Obviously, outright abol ition of a 

Commis sion could never be r egarded as experimental , It might a lso be t<~orth while 

to r eview the t erms of r ef erence of the various Commissi ons, the broadness and 

vagueness of which wer e giving rise to considerable di f ficulty , 

One point which had been overlooked i n t he r eports , was wher e the vafious 

sessions of the Council should be held, a point of considerabl e importance, since 

it had a decisive bearing on the Council' s work . In 1951, the Council had held 

its twelfth session in Chile and a special meeting i n New York, and wa s now 

holding its thirteenth session in Geneva , That had imposed an undue strain on 

certain delegations. He agr eed t hat ther e might be certain advantages i n holding 

occasional sessions away from Headquar t er s , but t o do so twice in one year was 

somewhat excessive . 

Mr. Atwar HUSSAIN (Pakistan) agr eed that certain r eforms in t he 

organization and operation of the Council and its Commissions wer e ca lled f or. 

The general conside rations in t he first r~port (E/1995, p~rt II) were particularly 

valuable , a l t hough they did not entirely t ally with the suggestions made l at er in 

t hat document. He agreed with the r ecommendations that the Council should, so far 
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··•• praetieable, discuss matters in -pl enary meeting, and that the arrangements 

·-ror eessions should be such as to r a.ci'lltate the attendance of the expert 

~~·~yiser:s oi member Governments, particularly in connection with technical matters~. 

~icwa~ also important tl'iat there should be a .most thorough preparation or subjects 
~ . · .... .. 
before they were discussed in the Council, and that the agenda and other basic 

documentation should be pr epar ed well in advance of each session. 

He could not support the rec~nmendation that the Economic, Employment and 

_Devel opment C~mmission and the Transport and Communicat ions Commission should be 

discontinued. He also disagreed with the r ecommendation that there should be 

three sessions of the Counci l each year, since that would l ead to increased 

expenditure , and Bince small del egations lik~ his own would experience considera~ 

difficulty i n attending rnor.:: than t wo sessions. 

Mr. JAZAERI (Iran ) thought that it would be preferable for the Council 

to hold thrc~ sessi ons a year. Even if th~ majority of the Committee thought 

ot herwise, he consider ed that it would still be advisable for at l~ast one 

session t o be devot ed t o social questions. 

Mr. HESSEL (France) attached particular importance to t he discussions 

Council .:~nd :i.ts subsidiar y organs . Ther e had been a wide measure of agr eement 

areong ths member s of the Ad hoc Committee on the considerations which should be 

borne in mind when making proposals for r eorganization designed to increase the 

effectiveness of the Council and its subsidiary bodies as instruments for 

implementing the provisions of th~ Charter. ~iernbers of the Ad hoc Committee had 

recogni~ed the need f or reforming the methods and organization of the Council in 

the interests of simplification. Hith r egard to t he means to be used t o that end, 

France had already r eserved he r position in the Ad hoc Committee. It had been 

very difficult f or that Committee t o formulate the principles on which 

r eorganizat ion of the Council and i ts subsidiary bodies should be based, and the 

Co-ordination Committee would be well advised not t o r eopen discussion on those 

i ssues . I t should, however, consider whet her the r eorganization could be 

car ried out by other methods than those r ecommended by the Ad hoe Committee. 
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~onsequently, he would prefer not to give an opir ... i.cr; :?n t hat subj ;:cr, 1.1.titi l the 

Committee came t o ~;:.x:arr:.ine and discuss the Ad h o c C•::i;:r;-J.tt e~ ' s r c:: cn!:t'li<:: r<:t.i.tl on~ .... , 

dat ail. 

Mr. CA TZS (United States of America ) explain.:!d t ha t his Government 

attached great importance to the activiti es of the Council , and therefor e hops:d 

t hat i ts work would be r eorganized in su~'! a way a s t.~) :~ :1S llrc maximum effi c5 ency. 

It was unfortunate that experts attached t o del egations should be obliged. t o 

waste a considerable time waiting until their speci alized subject came u.p ,f o:

consideration, and that the agenda of any one session of the Counci l should con

tain such a var i ety of econo~i c and social items . The delibera tions of the Ad 

h££ Committee had been l ong and arduous, but it had r.ucceeded in pr oducing 

r ep-_:-ts which would be of great assistance t o th(; Co·-:)rdination Committee, since 

they f ocused attention on the most outstanding probla"l\.s ca lling for sol uti on. He 

hoped t hat it would not be necessary to repeat i n th~ Co-ordinction Committee 

what h~d a lready be;.!n sa id at l ength in the Ad hoc Cjmrnittee . Further, it 

might f <lcilitate the Committe8 t s work i f the Secr et .:l ':"5 . .:lt wer e a sked t o prepare a 

draft r esolution on the basis of the various r ecommendations put forward in the 

r eports . Tha t would bring the issues in+~c shar per relief and give t he Commit t ee 

something more concr et e to a ct on. 

Since the r eports had be~n issued, a suggest i on h~d been put forward by t he 

French delegat i on (E/AC . 24/Lc36) to the effect that certain of the Council's 

Commissions might meet every two years i nst ead of eve~·y year. In view :Jf the 

general position of the United States Gover nmant wi t h r egard t o i ntensive annual 

progra~es of meetings , and of tha actio~ ~~ken by th •~ ~P~~ialized agencies on the 

Committee's recommendation} he was inclined to favou~ tha t suggestion. 

He also agreed with tha r ecommendation t hat the Council should meet three 

times a year, but doubted whether it would be feasible t o concentra t e the gr eat 

va r iety of socia l and human rights issues into one wi nter session . l"ior eover, if 

all the items connect ed with human rights wer e , a s ~ad bo~n suggest ed , put 0n the 

agenda of a s es si o~ which was due t o meet some consi derable t ime a ft e r the session 

of the Commissi on on Hunan Rights , a considerable pa~t of the discussion would be 
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r cn'ier ed unr e.3 listic. nis Governr ent 1 s views on points of det ail would be ~ade 

k11own a t tn~ lfpropri~t.e ti:·,e . 

1;r. ti.lCiinDO (Observe r for the Brazilian Go•rern.1ent), S!-eakinz at the 

i nvit etion of the CHnlruuJJ; sa id th?.t the r eor .;aniza tion of the Council ' s work 

w0uld c..lirectly affect its authority and pr esti,se - The question befor e the 

Co. n i 'vtoe could not bH :'ealt wit h <:x·~ 2.~ .... ::.. ·;._, 2.~· t :.: ~.ro :;c..: 1:·:..:. :!. ,1o3t hods • The protl t:::t:l 

w.:J. s wh ether th<:: va s t r· .. b~r of sutject !> of hw .. an inte r est could be dealt with t>y 

the de l(~ ·.1 tion3 t o the Council· Unlike t he Secr et a ria t 1 the Council coul d not 

s tt_,.J .on extr .'l r.e·:l··cr s t o ~ssist it, The t a sks assi;ned t o the United Nations and 

its SJ .:: cializcd ar,enc:.es r elated t o nearly a thousand diff(; r ent topics~ 

Del~~ations wer e supposed t o s tudy a t hone iteGs ~roposed for discussion 

j n the Council; while at Council r.:eetin3s they had to act not only in the inter ests 

of t heir ;owrnr.:er:~ s but also i n accordance with the pr ovisi ons of the Chart6r . 

hu th ~ r~fore f~lt t hat either the duration of each session should be extended , or 

s o;-:e list of 1 :dorities shoul d be e:)tablished~ The Council wa s endeavouri ng t o do 

t oo ; uch at once t·ior eove r, it was abost physically i n t:-ossible f or delezations 

t o c.li ::;est the vast cass of docu.r:1entation pl aced befor~ thu::h 

hs the Philippin0s represen~ative had point ed out, tha pl a ce of t he Council' s 

sessions Wl\S an :bport ant cons i deration, The co~.1position of del egations in 

New York wa s diffe r ent fron t ha t i n Geneva, and tha t f act had a bearing on the 

subs t antive value of t he discussi ons . It wa s n~cessary t o r~intain continuity 

in the consideration of a 5iven subj~ct, and it was not entirely s~tisfnctory 

t hat ~overru~3nts should be obli5ed to cal l on, f or e~ :ple, l ocal consular officials 

t ? r epr csunt then in the CounciL Noreover, the holding of ueetings in Geneva 

0ntailed consider abl e difficulties forfue Secr~tari&t . ne ther ef or e c onsi der ed 

it m:cess::1r y f or the CoWlcil t o adopt a pemanent d~cision a s t o whe N it intended 

t o ueat , so t hat dele~e.tions coul d uake a_;:,propriate a rrange::1ent s. That wa s a 

!•r acticnl qu~stion which could not be i.snor ed .. 

H\. a ; N E:d with the Unit~d Kin~don represcnta~ive that t he recoL:.tlendations 

i-,ut. f orw') r d i n the reports of the Ad P.9.C.. Co.r.-mttee constituted the best cor~pro.:ri.se 

3olutions which that Cc:Ydttee could have reached . 
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Nr- CALDEROi~ PUI G (ht:xico) , ;:~~yin '· tributo t o the: c·:nstructive W(,r k 

::lone by the Ad hoc Co . itt e0 with th~ l)bj ect. of incr.:.:~ sin : t he ,, ft'i.chi!GJ :.:: th~ 

Council a s a ba sic or :~n of the Unit e ·: .~a tions , S:\i ~ tiE.t he -~ r v .. l wi th :-l ~- ~t 

all of the Co .•. i t t ee 1 s r eco ... en:-lc.tions . H~ als .) :1 ~rcen with 'l.ht: vii.acd (, i r. -· ~~-, 

representn.t i v.:: that .the J.i scontinuJ ncC: of any of t he subsiui.lr y be ~i ~ s of the 

Council would not i ;.. l y th :!t t<o . . or e wor k would be don~:: on. th.:: tori~ e which had 

hitherto been e nt r usted t o t he; .. He could not ::!F;;r ov"" of th& r cco . enti~1t.i :m 

t ha.t the Council should holJ t hr t;E; r e .:ul3 r ses3ions .:. yo 3.r. I t ·trv•.l l d be p:ref~ r.:iblc 

to hol J two s essions , i f nece: ss.:'.r y of l on .:e r dur ntion . Ex p0 ril:mcc: had sho'W'n tn~t 

ce rtain countrie s alrcaJy hai.: ~;Ne t difficulty in ·::tkin : Ul-~ the- ir .·: · b :-1tions 

f or i>ussions of tho C•.Yuncl l., .:u.:'. tb1dr Jif.fict:.lt.i -;; s w .• llL ; ~-.. r,!~·,t.~. ::.;. · .. ,;;·,·.::!,'.'i ~f 

the raco; .;;.~enc!ation in quest i on wa s .:L;o~te ,:! , So f ·1r a s ccnc .;;rntd the .. -.t: ·:t,in!.:-plac•; 

for Council s essions , he .1 ; r eed t hat t her e wa s so .. :e e.dvc.nt.1 .~e in t he Cc1.1.ndl , :e<3ting 

in va rious countrie s in turn . But i t wa s essenti a l, froi; t he poi nt of vi e:w of 

adr.:inistrative efficiency , that the Council should nor: ·.a lly . ·.(:e t a t Unil>,:-1 Na.tion5 

Headqua rte r s , wher e ivla.:.bcr States . :n.int3.ined per : 'lnt:nt d.:le:-=a tions which c!)ul d 

t"'or e r eadily pr ovide a.lequat c r~:;;)r e s ,:ntation in the Council . In adJi tion, '"'hen 

s essions wer e he l d away froi Headquarter s ·'!,0Ver ru ,.;; nt experts h;.d perforc~: t o t ravel 

l onf. di st;m ces, a nd wer e a l s o frequently obli.:ec! t o wait until the Council t ook 

up the questions with which they wore conce rned , the r .:.:sul t beint?. a consid(;lr ".\ble 

expenditure of t .L'1e Ftnd :·.Lmey. 

As t o the specia lization of sessi ons, rt:co: · : · en .:.:e ~..: t y t he ~ b.2.£ Co~-.::1ittee , 

he eonsider ed t hat econo;lic ~n<.l socia 1 qu~stions wer e c l oBely r.al at ed and coul d 

har dly be separat ed. 

In conclusion, while 'l · :r.~:Jei n ·· 1vi.th the A_r~ Ji.'"?~. Co; ~ i ttee 1 s constructive 

r l;jcor.::.endc.tions , he r es erved the rii~ht t o revert l at .;r t o t he r a rticula r ~oin'Vs 

he haC: j us t J:.enti onl';;d . At -~11 events , no hasty ch:!n~e s shoulc: be ·.1ace in the 

structur e of the Counci l . Subsil:iary bodies coul:i not be discontinueG. unless 

tht:.:..~· <!cti vi tie s coul:l be t .1ken over by others ; otherwise , t he pu blic woul d be 

:'~i ven the i :pr1:1ssion t hat t he Council wa s ceasi ng t v t aktJ a n i nter est in certain 

qu t;stions which wer e o f s recia l inportnnce at the pr esent juncture . 
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'!r ,..,LV,..J< J:;z OLLOt~IEGO (Uru,;uay) s~id t hat, olthou ·:h lK; appr oved of the 

.·end·;; l i: rl.:-.~::, r l;,;:_; tt.-;;-= 1·lyin~: tht: !S.h2£ Co::; .ittee 1s r epor t , he was unable, a t 

th-:t . ·;:./:nt.} t ~ :;-iv~ .:my J ofinit ..) indication of the ettitud~ of the Uru.~uaynn 

i~::; ve r-rt: c a"ii t <.. 'w&!··.i o c~rtnin specific su;::...;estions contained i n it ; however, he woul d 

sta t e h :i s Gc•v-2rn:·:.;:nt 1 s views on those question~ .1 s tha various r ecor:;nendations of 

th" ;~ ~ hoc Co:·,: .J t.ttd w-.;r e c·Jnsit.ier (:d in turn by the pr e sent Co1.-:r.U.tt. ee . He wished, 

howev:::;r, :\ t C'B C!; t o:.. 5tat<.: tho.t ho consi1t:r(;:d it essent ial to a voi d r epe,t ition of 

d s cussions, an::i t o seek .<1 sol ution which would siq .lify the Council's work . 

l ri · rtict:.l;; r , ·...:."!ns ·1ust be found of tnsurin·~ that t he Council would not have 

t :; ;:.u-ly s 'lei~.} , ecc no: ;ic .:.nr.l co- or dination questions a t one and the sar~e sessi on. 

\Jf ~ · .-: t · .h:v·.~.c,_ i n tha t COIU!Ox.io r, was ... he f act , t-c which attention h('.d already 

been dr Awn by th8 r epr esent3tive of Mexico, that cert~in countries had difficulty 

in [fettin~ t o,!,ether an ad<Jquo.tel y r ar-ras8nt a tive deleiSation, and in r e l easing 

0xperts t o 'ittE<rK~ sessi ons c f t he Cv;;.ncil, s ince such experts often wasted a 

-:·.C?nsid~rable a:·.tount c£ tir:1e in waitin,; for the Council t o take up the questions 

· on which they were conpetent. 

r'iiss HEM.Gl{SR. ( C.1.n'1·:la ) r e served the ri :;,ht of the Cann<.!ian ctelez~ation 

t o t .'lke part i n the Jiscussion of Sfe cific r eco .. !:.:enanti ons :Jade by the: ~ ill?.£ 

Co;:ll:rittee, In 1950 , C.:lnadn had h~en one of the sponsors of that Co~.:ittee 1 s 

crea tion . Thou~h convinced of the va lue of the Council 1 s work, the Canadi an 

(l.e:h~r:~t ion was watching its ~iethocls with ~rowinG concern. A vast vol w.:e of 

r es0urr,:a9, L'Ot h of ti::;.e an1 ; ::.m pf.>wer, seer:.ed t o r eaul t in dispr oj:-ortionately snall 

::~ :::hieveL:er.t , a nd the C:m'l•l.ia.n de l e3ation would s~p;;o rt any change in nethods 

su.~.; .::j_ tible of eli:.d.nat in.; duplicntion of effort and of increasing efficiency. 

Thou:-:h C l nada ha·j not been a ne1Jber of the ~ h2£ Cor:r..i ttee , it had subt:Jitted 

cert:lin re cortr ;~ndations t o it which wer e !.lore r adica l than the Connittee 1s own; 

the CanaJian position wa s not , however, inflexible . Subject t o ninor r.loZ:ifications, 

the Canodi a n del e ;:_;:.ttion would sup1-ort the r ecor.c·,endations of t he 69, !12£. Coo :;ittee 

f or a r eduction in the s ize of the Council's ope r ationa l ~chine~y (Co~~ssions , 

Cou: it tees anJ so on); f or the arran ~~er. ,ent of the Council ' s work t o enable 
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:Jt::ssions; nnd f or a tri-1l basis f e r :my ch:m ces 1 whi~h s h'>Ul'l r, .; S'Jbj.::ct t rJ 

: :odific~t ion; if nece ssar y , withi n two or t hr ee ye;l rs . 

Mr, HOROSOV (Union vf ~ ·.-:c t s.-.d~list R..; t-ublics ) consLlered tha t a 

chmr conception of the shortcoe:in~s of the Council 1 s work wa s ~\n <2ssent i a l basis 

for a proper appr a isal of the ad hoc Cor..: .1ittee 1 s ;;r oposals. 

The&! hQs. Con1i ttee apr a r ently c onsider ed thr:tt one such shortconi n ; wns 

th:1t the Council n et only twice a year, and th<!t an c.cditionql t h.i rJ s E:>ssion 

r ~i.~ht brintY atout a r adica l Chfl n.'"fe f nr the be t ter ., ::-1.n ~.~ en:-..1.tl r: the C ~)'l!1Ci.1 '":".er e 

func!.:m ent-:\1 weakne sses of the Council's wor k di d not 9. r ise fro1.1 the hol din > of 

two sessions r athe r the.n three . The Ccuncil ha~ been se t u r.. t o . le~~ l w::.. t h 

prcble~ ~s l oi d d .)wn in the Cha rter, pa rticularly those Si:ecifieJ in Article 55· 

The only objective answer which could be: :::·i v~n t o the qu~: stion wht:t her i t h'l,~ 

solved thos(;! J:-roblen s W!lS 11 No", and tha t f ailure W:! S not .:!u~ t:. t he f .:;ct th~t 

only two s e ssions war~ he l c ecch yea r. 

Un~!~ r ~re ssure fror.; the Un:i. t erl St.::;t;; s o.f ~~•(~rico. and othe r countries , the 

Council had .:vaded its !'un.:!!l;:-,enta l t a sks. Th0 be.sic ei; :~ of the Ch\lr t t: r was the 

u~inten~.nc e of internat ion:1l ~e~ce .:1 n-:~ so:::curity , an..: t he : ri ..• ary tasks uf the 

Council s hould be t o ha lt the arl~11::! .:en t. s drive I t .:J inc r~.:.'!. Se civili an r-r o.lUction, 

t o r educ o:J the r rice of consu:.\.a r ~~oods 1 t o br ine: :.town t r:xa.tion , t o ensUI:'d that 

a}.pr oFrintions for hc:~ lth, housin~ .:md educat i on wer e increa s ed, .:J.nJ t o pr o: .o t e 

nor~~ ~al econor.ri.c a n•'l tra ,!e r elations between Sta t es . Inste:~~ , a s the .3oviet Union 

dele ~ation had already pointed out , the Council h~d not concentra t eJ on those 

t a sks , but on :.1inor -'lct i vi t i e s outsiJ e it s true fioJl ;.: cf c1ctivi ty. Until the 

Council r ea lly se t about solving the r..ost pressin,~ ]:robl e.:s 'Jf t h..: century, and 

livin,~ up t o th~ t e r 1:;s of r efe rence ;..r escri'oed f or it i n the Charte r, it woul j 

i nevitDbl y f a il in it s purpose . Thou~h the r.::co:.J<.md<!\tions of the ,';. :! !!f!.£ Cc;·.:-.it ti:!C: 

wer e unuoubtedly of so:~e i:.:portance , its r epcrts , unf or tuna tely , ::.i:l .:'.t! nc : -~nt i.Jn ~) f 

.'l coanse of policy . 
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Two principla or-3anizatlonal shortcor:dnt;a had ba~n not ed by the fu! hog 

Co!:!.'.ittee . First was the f3ct that ther e were t oo nany :::eotings on t oo nany 

quest~ons, entailin~ undue expenditure of t ime and noney. In that connexion, 

8e·would point out tbat, t or the present aeaeion alone, a l ong list of unneceesarr 

.,,a~e, divo~ed troc \be CoUncil's 1-r oper functions but none the less taken up 

by it, could be dr awn up. The r eporte of _the Transport and Cor..r:1unications 

Conr.1bsion, the Fisoa.l Cor.1f.li.asion and the , St atietioa l Cor.1...1ission w~re cases in 

~oint. Nevertheless, instead of making recorrulendations f or the a voidance of oinor 

issues and f or c'oncentrating the Counci l's attention on its pr oper funetiona, 

. the ¥!., b2!?_ CociF..dttee pr oposed that the nunber of s essions t o be hel d each year 

should be i ncreased. Any such proposa l tJust be r ejected f orthwith; otherwise 

the Counci.l t s shortco::ri.n;~s would be int ensifi ed , and the coat of running the 

s~crct3ria t increased. 

Secondly, the ~ ~ Cor~1itt ee had rieht~ dr awn attenti on t o the del ay in 

c i rculating cloeUF.Ients. Every se,a .sion was narked by c or::pl a ints that not only 

3over nments, but even del egations, had no opportunity of studying r eports in 

d~tail, beca use they had been issued unduly late, i n defia nce of the rule o! 

pr ocedur e which l ai d down that all the r el evant docunentation s houl d be circulated 

not lat~r tha n the tine of despatch of t he provisi onal a~enda t o gover nnents. 

Yet the 61 h£s CoL~~ttee had been unable t o pr opose any s olution to t hat pr obl eo. 

The Council could easily carry out i ts work with one, or a t nost two sessions a 

year, if it were content t o confine itself t o its functions as laid ·down in the 

Charter. I! the Ad !'12£. Con::dttee ' a recoo::1~ndation t o hol d three sessions were 

c.do~1ted , tht:: eristin~ def ects in or 3anization wouU only be ar?,r avated and nor e 

::;oney wasted • 




