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GEilEPAL DJSCr 'SSI CN (E/:!.561, E/1561/Add. l, E/AC . 31/ 1, E/1325 , T\-:t PAPSR3 

C:GCl::I.A'm:'J BY TRE CEAIR) (contii1ue<i) . 

1. The CHAJ»iAN eu:rma.rized t he de·lslopl!lOnt.::J cf p:--eT'_ous .n:.eet~l83 e.nd 

invi t~cl further c O\lliil9nts . 

2 . ~1r. CAT~ (United State3 of America) su._~ested that whor. tl".e 

38~re ~a.ry..Cenerc.l sent out the reso1uti<"\ns , an analysis or gueetlcnlla ire could 

a lso be il"..c l udod . Tr.at paper could indica te clearly t hat arumera l·rere reqtj.re d 

to certain ques tior.s and ,.~cuJ.d greatly fc..cili tate the p:::-epc.ra tion of r epl i es . 

3 . The CFAIT'\MAn observed ttat t hat point Md be~n adc qua t ely covered 

in rs.:cag:c<.>.ph ~+2 of d.ocUIJient E/1561/AC.d , l . 

4 . 1-lr . IEL\?AF.D (~:nit~d Kil'-8dom) obea1-ved U.at the quest ion of impl e -

mentation wc.e 3over:nd by the type of r es olution . It \'TOuld not be possible in 

all cases t o ascertai~ t0 whet ~tent ar~ i n wr~t menner the resolutions had 

been i:.1_p.l.~meutcd . 

r
.J • Hr . Ru!)ZIHSKI (:2olar.d) did n::>t understand t ho Uni ted Kin._.r<dom reiJre -

eentativc ' s ~rn~eel . g0;;, l• oi -cne r esolutions ca lled for a change i n the 

le31s1..ction a nd in s uch casee one coul d not spea1: of 11 ililplcment ation by 

vo.lunta.r~r :nea.no 11 or implementation bJ the population i teelf . 

6. Thf' CE.~IP.N.U! doubted t he advisability of su~ittina a g u.es t icnnaire . 

The So~r0tar·~· -Gcn.')ral should not ir.:lude attch a pap~r unles s t he Council 

de ~ i de i e.ccoruir.gly . 

7 . l1r . CATE!: (United Stut e s of Arr..er ica) thoueht that ve.rious headings 

c oulC. 'L>e eot forth in t he q"L:esti or.nai ree; tl'l..e.t \'TOuld result in unifQj:'ID.ity of 

t he r e!JLes : which in turn would t-.saist the Secret a!':; -Oencra l i n the preparation 

oi' h'~ <- I'Cl")O::t . 

8 . r.:r . YATES (Secreta::i at) pointed out that b cert ain 

inst.:n0E:1B there were ~y v.aya of i -npl el'lenting resolutions . 

• If a 
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If a committee were l:'et U~) ; it could be consulted by the 

Secrett:tr ; -QeneJ.·a l on t hose of the nuro.erotu:: quel:'tions which are in t he r e ·;?ort 

which had a mar: .. edly -polit i cal character . 

10 . The CHArnv;.,u~ d i d not thil1k that the Secretary- General ~hould send out 

questionnai res on his OWl! initiative, b~t he could, of courl:'e , c onsult t he 

Council on any particular resolut ion . 

11. l·ir . CATES (United States of America) proposed t hat the Corru11ittee should 

support the s ugge!>tion contained i n document E/1561/Add .l, end the 

Secretary-General should be per mit t ed to al:'k questi ons . The various Go7ernrnents, 

h owever> would not be bound t o supply answers . 

12 . ~ir . .Al".tANRI <:H (France) was in favour of sending a que~tionnaire with 

certain types of resolutions, but these should not be complicated i n form, since 

that would place t oo much wor]~ upon the Gover nme nt s concerned . 

13 . Mr . LEDilA..'ID (Uni t ed Ki ngdom) ~upported the view of the French 

representati ve . The main objective was to obtain an accurate picture of the 

situation and to ascertain what had been done i n implementi ng the resol utions . 

The suggested headin~s were designed to thDt end and to facilitate cons i deration 

of not only the legal aspects , b ut the situation as e. whole . 

14 , Nr. CATES (United St ates of .An1erica) thought that the word 

"questionnaire" might be misleading . He conl:'idered the French r epresentative ' s 

s uggestion sat i s factory . 

Ther e -vrss genera l a.greement on that point . 

15 . The CHAIRV~N recalled that in conn~xicn with the form of the 

Secretary-General ' l:' r eport , it hed been agr-eed tha t a document similar to 

E/1325 was su i t able . The r eport should not be unwieldy ; it might not be 

possible to g~.ve full cons i derat i on to a volwninous doc ,.rrnent . l!"'urthermore , 

t he Secr e t a r y - Gener a l r,hot;.ld not attem-pt -Go evaluate t he replies submi t ted 

/by t he 
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by t~1e vnr ::.ot:s Covernnents . Re E!1ould only give t he fa.ct·...1.al i nfor;nation a~ sub

m:~·Gteci by t he Governments , end should leave i t to t he Council to t9.1~e j udgment . 

16 . 'l.'he United States rer,rer:-entati.ve had. suggested that t he r eport E=ho.uld 

have t hree f':ections : 

I . 'l'reat i es and cor..ventions . 

II . Li st of ~overnment~ whic!l hnd been requested to supply infurmation; 

showL::g those which had r eplied and those •mich hed failed to reply . 

III . Rc;:;aiaC..e:r of tne report . 

17 . l'J.r . Cf.TES (Uni t ed St ates · ot: America) suggested that t he Secretary-

General (;Oi.l.ld indicate whether sufficient information had be~n sup~ied by the 

Gove:·ur.:.ents cor.cerr:.ed. 

18 . Mr • .M:A1:tr.ICH (France) saicl t het the report could be laid out on. a 

"do1.1ble-entr;;" bo~~is, sl:ovir~g J;he resolutions alongside the Governments 

consul ted . Such 8 syB~em· -.wuld :::h<Y.-1 the situation at a glance . 

19 . The CliAIPl~'..U :po~r.r~~d out t hat setae Gover n.:r.nts \>Tould r e!lly in d~tail, 

c :.~r, i c~e:r:eti 0 11. while others would , . 
E-; r:n ::.:-:r EI.hy r q.):ies, 'ir11i•.:h, in feet did not give tbe 

desi~ed inforn~tion, co~~ be considered as rer lies . 

20 . ~-1r . YATES (Secret ariat) said t hat the ~:ystem of "entrie s " h a d. been 

explored previously; but without ·much succese . 

2:!. . Hr . !.L'D~<T..t.RD (United ::ingdom) thought that the Council's report 

could con::: ist of a broad analysi s of· t he r eplies obtained and. could cont ai n any 

concL:sions which might be useft'.l f or future considerat ion . The Secretary

General's r epo::.-t could be pr eparator y t o that doct;iner.t .. 'l,he Gecretary-Genero.l 

should be gi·ven 8 free hand to draw up the analysis 1-rithout pass5.ng judgment on 

t he resol utions . 

/ 22 ':ir. CNJ:ES 
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22 . Mr . CATES (Uni t ed States of America) observed that the tables gi ven 

on page 21 of doctunent E/1325 were mer~ly a t ent ative a ppr oach to t he problem. 

The Secretary-General could go a little further at hie own discret ion . 

23 . The CHAIFJ1AN agreed that the Secretary-General could go further when he 

considered it ap~opriate . 

24 . The CHAIRMAN circulated a paper to be ueed as a bas~s for disc~ssion 

concerning action to be taken by the Counci l on the report · (E/AC . 31/L. l 8) . Two 
points had been deliberately omitted f r om the paper : the United K::ngdom suggest:b 

for setting up an ad hoc committee, and the Polish representative's proposal 

for a s tudy in s egments . Per haps both those items coUld be included under 

i tem (6) . 

25 . He referred to a _palJer (E/ AC . 31/L. l7A) ·circulated at the previous 

meet i ng which suggested a timetable f or action on t he im-plementation of 

resolutions . That paper 1 '-rhi ch proposed t hat in Febr uary i 952 t he Council would 

consider the matter , had. ·h ·.: ·. · -7 o~'-all. i n principle. 

26 . Mr . CHEr~SHEV (Univn of Soviet Socialist Republics) thought that t he 

recommendat ions were useless . The Council was able to act in any way i t thought 

fit and there was nc ~ec :: f (_.-_: ··~l1e Ad Hoc Committee to put forward s uch proJ?osals . 

27 . Mr . TSAO (China ) t hought that the r emarks of the USSR r epr esentative 

also a pplied to all t he eix recommendati ons suggested by t he "Chai r man . It 

should be borne in mind that the final authority was the General Ass.embly 

itself; all t he Council could do was to make recommendations, unless.· the 

resolution in question had been adopted by the Council and not the Assembly . 

28 . Mr . CATES (United Statee of America ) -wondered vhether t he Secretary-

General would send out t y pe (iv) resoluti ons unless he r eceived instructions 

to the contrary from :the Ad Hoc Committee 1 or vhether he would a1-rai t e pe c i fic 

i nstruct ions in that respect . 

/29 . The CHAIRMMT 
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29 . The CHAIBMAI-! s a id tha t resolutions which ,.,ere obsolet~ or on •rhich 

infon llP t::.on h '::.d baen obte ined vTO!.l.ld not be i ncluded in the Jecretery - Gener? 1 1 s lis~ 

30. . Mr . Ir:DWARD (Un~ ted Kingdom) agrBed . He •rished to chcnge the wording c 

the pre:;.mble in the Choirman 1 s paper t o ree.d "it may see fit to r e commend t he 

follo;·rinb cours es " . 

31. I1r . CATES (United States of America) suggested the insertion of the word 

"recommend. " in item ( 3) of t he Cha irman 1 s paper . 

32 . .The CHAIR.tJAN e.gr eed tha t those cht:mges could be m.e.de . 

3) . I~ . CHE~ITSHEV (Union of Soviet SocialiSt Republi cs) pointed out that hif 

prl7lvi-:)US re::n.s.rks concer·ning the f'ur~tione C1f the Economic c.nd Soc ial Council 

, pplied not only to impl~ment:!.ti on but also to questions of substance . Although 

the dra ft pe per had been approved by t he ~jority in the Committ ee , . he cons i der ed 

it superflu ous . 

3h . Hr . R'L"DZINSKI (Polend) thought that item (6) should expreasl:,· men tion · 

s egmente.l r ev i ews , ~d he wished the t ext to be emended a ccordinely . 

35 . Hr. CATES (Unit ed State s of All'.erica) pointed out that such r evi ews wer e 

beyond the scope of the perer under discussion. 

36. The CEAIF~N obse r-1led that i n addition to the six diff erent courses of 

f.lction whi ch h:.•d been suggested, the Council might also decide to undertake an 

L.ntensi ve study of any part icul ar question. 

37 . Mr. TSAO (Chine ) thought thc-t s eB!Ilenta l r evi ews should he included. 

38 . :.-:r . LEDl-lARD (United Kingdom) s~:dd that segmental r eviews might invol ve 

the pr epara t ion of nddi tional r eport s and the.t work could be delegat ed. to one of 

the f'unct ione..l Committees . Perhaps the words "on e:ny per t :i..cula r recommendation 

Jr group of r ecommendations" could. be inch\ded in the beg inning . 

/39 . Mr . TSAO 
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39. . Mr. TSAO (Chi ne) egr eed with the UniteQ Kingdom represent~tive ' e 

Jugge s tion. ' 

40 . l{r . RUDZINSKI (Polend) observed thet segmental reviews should cover a 

wide field of stud.i·es. They should therefore not be confined to any particule r 

r esolutions but should be appl ied to United Nations activities on a broad b~sis . 

41. Implementation should not be considered i n its relation to cer tein 

specific r ecoluti on s alone . The matter should not be dealt with in E. superficial 

manner end intens ive studies could be w .d.e of certa.in subjects . 

42 . 
Poland . 

Mr . CATES (United Ste.t a s of Amer ice) aGreed with the represente.ti ve of 

It might also be helpful to know how the Secrete.ry-Genere.l t houcht 

segmental reviews should be car r i ed ou·t; , 

43 . Mr . YATES (Secretariat) referred the Committee to the Secretaric:t' s 

discussi on on ene.lytica l revie,•s (..~/1561/Add . l, pa~e 13, paregraph 27) . The 

suggestion he.d been made becc:.use of the opinion widely expressed in ~he Council 

that en~ lytical rev iews of e;ovenunental action to i mplement r esolutions would be 

helpful. However, ser ious administr ative difficulties for both the Secr etari!'l.t an 

Governments would be involved i n any attempt to make an enalytica l review cov::.ring 

~he entire field of activities in one year . Segmental reviews had been suggested 

as an approa ch to a solution of t he problem, It wa s one way of mcking the 

transit~on from the materiel presented to the Counc i l under t he resolutions to a 

r eport more su:l:table ~a a basi s f or furthor act~.on to be presented by t he Council 

to the General As sembly • 

. 44 . Mr. CATES (United St ates of P..mericv.) thoU{")lt the Ra.pporteur' s Rllport 

could stat e that the i dee. of segment a l r eviews had been Blltit:;ested by t he 

/Secrete.ry-Gener~l 
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Sccretary-Gener~ l and by the repr esentative of Poland and hau ~~t with f avour in 

the Co~ttee out that tee pr ecise limitations of such studies hen -not baen 

1 :-_i d. down . 

45 . ~~r . RUDZINSEI (Polend) , r eplying to the United Kingdom r epresentative, 

observed that if the segrnental revi ew were :properly ce.rried out , no overlt- ,ppins 

would r esult . The Council could ask a ~ommissi'n to prepare a thorough 

' nelysis of f' Gituet!-on for p:--esentation at ~ particule.r session ra t he1· than 

J. ts -:1sual t.n)e of r eport . Such a.n e.nl'1ly&is would be useful in a s sis tine the 

Council to se ~ how t he situation in that ~iculer field could be im? r oved. It 

woulcl. not be a simple repetition of the C\U'rent events outlined i n the ordin£:ry 

r eports ~repered by the commiosions . 

46 . The CEAIP~AN usked whether the UnitPd T~~~dom r epresentative would be 

satisfi eC: if the first par q3ra:ph were umo<.Jd.ed. to read "to t ake action on any 

perticulcr r ecommcndction or group of rec~end~tiona . " Thet f ormulation would 

include se~ent~l reviews . 

~7 . He pointed out t hat t ae PQlieh representative's sugeestion cover ed 

not only t he i mplement ation of rasolutions but complete studies of a whole field. 

of ?.ctivity . He t hought therefore thet the Polish idee. w~s included in 

points 4 and 6 of t he Chair ' s paper. 

48. Mr. LEDVTARD (United Kingdom) C d not feel that the t"ro views vrere 

incompr:..c ibl e. It might be , however, more satisfPctory to se-.y "end e. group of 

resolutions cover ing a :particular fiel d" . 

1f9 . Nr. CPT~S (United Ste.tes of .!merica) observed that t he Committee in 

~·ecolJliJJ.endine:; a r epor t from the Secr eta .. ~iat on how r esolutions were being implementc 

and E. thor ough periodic analysis of a situe.t i on as a whole hE'd been outlining t wo 

differ en0 met hods of dealing with the problem. He moved t het the t wo pr ocedures 

shouln be presented in thet f orm i n t he Rapporteur 's Report . 

/ 50 . l-1!' . PY.Al\TRICH 



50 . Mr . f'JIJ\JTRI:::H (Fro.nce) pc inted out t het eer)Wnt.G.l. r evie·"·s sl•:JL1 1 be 

cerried out in the l ight of resol·.:tti.ons t.d.opt.ed ::.n t:r,e field. tec~u3e it <:>~T~ s t he 

provi nc e of th9 Com:nittee t o st~'..:.:r cnly th:; i.t!lfolf>~~'Yt-a ·\,im~ cf r e se>lt'tions . A 

r ev ievr of 11:1. entire fie icl of Ur. j_tcd Na tions act i Yi tj· vrc. s not vi thin t he 

Coll1!lli t tee 1 s cm:epetence . 

51 . The C1iAIT~f.\.N thought it "\\T'3S the sense of the Comr.ittee t hct the 

Counci l from tin:e to tim.e tE..ke a particular f ield of ~; ct iYity &!id 3tu.dy 

hov: rvsclut;.cn:.J it ha d ad.opted in ti1et C01:nexion were "te ing imp~.em:mtec:l . 

52 . The CCII!!'1it tee should deciC.e hmr i t vranted that p1·cgrarnme to be 

carried cut . Shoul d. an ~~- ho~ Cc11!Inittee be eet u p to f unc-tion htve ..:lr~ so.~:icns 

or would. s.ome other procedure be .;?refer e: ble 7 

53 . l-1r . n : v.·JA:?.D (Unit ed l<.incdom) n oted that S08Jller.tr:~ l r 6V!.6ri6 required 

much vrork . The Counc i l ;.rouH un<icub tecUy d6 legate the dr&ft i ns o:f reports on 

implementation to another bcd:r , vhe-':.he r permanent or tel11porary, wt l ch could meet 

either duT1ng sessions of the Council or et ether times . 

would suffice for the task . 
<;h_ 
_,I ' . The Co-ord i~~~ion Committee hnd been eueges ted . 

.'. sm::J l l commi ttee 

If it we re given the 

task, towever, its t ennf3 of r efe :::-E!nce \·:oul d. ha ve to be emended because such 

respone.ibj l.lt y vias not within its sc ope at thr:.t tin:e . 

55 . The l!nited Ki..-·l.gdom pre1er :..·ed thz. t 0.ny corDL1it~ee prepa:cinc a r e_rJort on 

impl emerrtaticn shculd moet between Gessicns of the Council vih€n it vlu•.lld be 

easier to take an objective a oproo ch and prepare a mor e bdla:1:.ced doc.wnent . With 

thos~ r easons in mind t he United EinQdom doleeation had pr o9osed t ho t an ad hoc 

ev:r:.mittee should !:le crec:ted, ar.d had sugge s t ed its terns of refere!1ce, vrr.i ch 

shou l d inc ludo the power t o eliminate obsolete resolutions . 

56 , Mr . hWJ!i:\IC.:E (Fl.·~ nee) did not fully shar e the Uni ted 1a ::1gd om views . 

The Co --ord1:1.8tion Corr..mittee we.. a , in his opinion , co!':lpetent t:::> r e·J i .'W r eports on 

implament et.ion . Moreover, rer.y r a...J olut ior.s c· onc€rned. t h'3 vrork of the s ~H:lC: ialize d 

agencie s -whose reporte. ' .rere consiC.ered by the Co-o-cd inet:io~ Corr.:mittee . 

/F~rtherwore, 
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:FUrthermore, in accordance with its r evised terms of reference that body vras 

empowe:!.'E.d to etud.y the substance of thnse r eports . 'I'hercfo:ce 1 it wa s i n his 

opinl on compet 0nt to study the 11uestion of i mplerr.ent a t i on as well . 

57. The French dclegt:. t i on thought it unnecessary for such a Committe~ 

to meet betvmen eesaions of t he Council . Nor shoul d the Commi ttee attempt to 

decidE. t he member Ehip of the pr oposed committee . Tha t was for the Council to 

do . Moreove:::- , it might pr ove difficul t , if not impossible, for a lar ge 

committee to meet between sess ions . 

58 . l-tc . CKLP.NYSREV (Union of Soviet Socialist RE:puolic.s) d.isag:::-eed \lith 

t he Untted Kingdom representat ive . Too many organs of the Council already 

existed and he felt the number shculd be r educed r ather them incr eased . 

59 . I t vould be better to leave the question in abeyance at that time and 

state in the Rep~o:::-teur's repor t t hct t he problem had ar~sen and that the 

Commi ttee had <1 odded to r efe.r tr-~ z·!etter to the Council. On that p,olnt he 

agr eed vi tll the represente t i ve of ~renee . 

60 . 

uss~~ . 

Nr. TS/.0 (China) agreed w:l th t he repre sent.f, tives of France and of the 

The Council should dec ide whetter an existing committee should deal 

wi th reports on implementa tion or whether a n.e-vr body should be created . He 

pointed out, hovever, that if it w~s decided to cons i der t hose r eports between 

sess i ons, some delay would r esult . 

61 . 1'-lr . CATES (United. States of h.merica) also felt tha Council should be 

the one to dec ide whether t ho Secrcte r y-.General ' s report should be sent direct ly 

to the Co'.mcil O:::' whe ther it shot<ld first pass through a c ommi ttee . 

62 . •r he CP..:.r:Rt.!AN thought tP.a t it was generally agreed that the Ra pporteur' s 

report shou l U. conte in t \ p<- r agr aph stating t ha t the Collli!1i ttee h~d sugges ted t he 

poss:tbility of eGt eblishing an ~~ hoc committee to deal vith the Secretary

Gener e l's r eport , obcol ete rescl~tions and oth&r related questions, but had 

decided tha t the f inel d.e<;ision on t ho matter l ay wi t h the Council , 

I 6 3 . Mr • LI::DvlARD 
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63 . Mr . LEtWARD (United Ki ngdom) feared that if an ~~ E~~ co~ittee 

~·;e:"c n0t creat ad the Counc il would lose I:llch time in consider i ng r eports on 

:UJ:~).i.e:..16ntation . 

64 . He f.' greed the t the report shculd include a paragr~ph a lon~ t ho linea 

s uebeeted by t he USSR r epr es enta tive . ~~e United Kingdom pro9osz l seeoed 

tul ~?opular, cut his delega tion wished to go on record a s adher i ng to ·c.he 

procedure suggested i n document L/AC .31/ L.8 , namely t ha t the Counc i l mi ght 

see fit to deleg~te t he f ollowing functions to an ad ho~ col~ittee , ~uthorized 

to raeet betwee:1 ses s ions i f necessa ry , with the follo<rina t e r ms of r eference : 

(i) to r ecommend lis t s of r e solutions upon which no further re,:,>orts 

\voul d be needed • 

(ii) to a dvis e t he Secr et a r y -General on impl ewentation procedures . 

(This might include the selection of fields of a ctivi ty, the . r eplies 

rel.z.ting to which would be the object of s pe c ial fJ r..a l yses by the 

Secretary-Gener~.: l) . 

(:i.ii ) to nske r ecommenda t i ons to the Council on any changes of procedur e 

r1hich seem necessa l:"'i . 

( iv) to pr epa r e a draft report for the Council be fore it undert akes i ts 

overa ll r eview. 

65 . !J..r . Ni\SS (Venezuela ) ..,, ~shed h i s SU i)port of the United Kin.gdom 

proposa l to be r ecorded . 

66 . The CIIi~IR:<lAN observed t ha t the Committee had dec i d ed to r ecommend 

fUl~her act i on on three r es olutions -· Genera l ~ssembly resolut i ons 125 (II ) 

(E/1325, page 82) and 130 (II) and Economic and Sociai Council r esolut i on 203 

(VIII) . 

67 . In vie'H of t he impor tenc.e of resolution 125 (II) and s ince some of 

the r e plies sent in by Oovarru11ents had not been sufficiently compl ete, the 

Secret<j ry-G€ne;;:a l should c1.rculate the req_uest for i n.forrn&tion, q:,a in :...sking 

Governments fo:: a fu l l re pl y on 'trhat they riere doi nG, 6iving deteils of their 

i nt e r-goverr>.mentzl m;:,chine:!-y , end t heir methcC.s f or co -ord:;.nating policy end 

working with t he speci a lized asenci es . The r eplies on t he r esol ution concerning 

r egional conferences were EJ lso i nsufficient and furthei· inf ormat ion s:1ould be 

oote ined . 

It_~~~-~-~gr~~~ · /68 . Er. RUI·ZINSKI 
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68 . Mr . RUDZINSKI (?oland) thoueht that the resolut~on on r e:::;i onal 

conferenees wac ya3ue . I f ·Governments ;re:ce to be a sked to co -ordinat e their 

..t)oli:. y ,.,i th that of the Uni t eO.. Nat i ons and the s:peciaH zed a3encies·, it should 

be po:l.ntecl out where co-ordinat i on had been laclcing j other:vi se , the re:)lies 

would be couched j.n ~eneral t erms and produce 1 i.ttle of practj.cal va·lue . 

69 . The CHr'\.J:BMAN noted that the Committee was not a ttempt :i.~ to cri t i c i ze 

any particuhr Government; it f olt , hcivever, that a descr ipt i on of the steps 

Gove::..·r.:ment s were takin€; to co-ordinate t he :Lr ~olicies would be construct.i·ve . 

He ac~reed that t he Committee could state S:tiec i f i cally what .mformati on it wanted . 

70 . Mr. AMA.riTUCH (France ) :point ed cut tha t para.:;ra.._.>h (c) of the Cc:mmittee rs 

terms of r eference could be interpr eted to mean either that i t could stuCiy the 

:i.!Ilplemente.tion of t he 1'esolut1on,-· 02' cons1der t he d..."'S.ftin3 of the resolut ions 

themselves . A clear d~.stmct1on should be made between t hose t;•o aspects of 

the Ccrillnittee ' a work in the Ra ppcrteur' s l~port , 

71. The CHA!lli1~N · asked t he Committee what recommenda tions it wished to 

make concern: ng Resolution 130 (II} . 

72 . Mr . AMO..NRICH (France ) suc;:;ested that the L.:conomic end Social Council 

mir,:ht be asked to take f urther ste:.~s to clarify t he res olut i on or to i ssue an · 

expL."l.n.atory statemen t . 

73 . The CH.<\I.Rl>ihN said that the concern in ccnnexion wi th that ;Jesolution 

had been whether t he responsibihty for sendi ng :in t he decis .;.on of the conference 

and any pertinent factua l i nformation lay with the State whi ch had been host. to 

the conference or wi th t he other States ?artiei~atin3 . 

74 . Mr . CATZS {Un~ ted J tate& of ~erica) thou~ht the Commi ttee sboul d 

recO!!l!~end tha t the Councll shoulCi c:ia:;.· j.fy the text of the Hecolut ion . 

. ./ 75 . The C.HAIRl'#I.N 
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75 . The CRHillJAN notecf an a lternat ive woul d be to incl ude a ) e.ra,sr'3..Jh :i.n 

the Ra:!l:!';lorteur rs r eport s t a t ing that t he Conm11ttee interpretecl the ?.esolut:ton 

t o mean that the Council shoul d Cdmmunicate wi~h Governments 9nce a year end 

that thof3e GovenllD.ents vhich had been hosts t o inte:.."''latioual conf erencef. should 

f orward decisions and factual info:rme .. tion to the United Nations . The General 

Assembly could disa3ree wit h that . inter)-~etation and recomul.enci other clar:;,fy::..n;~ 

steps , i f it so desired. 

76 . With regard to Resolut i on 203 {VIII) {E/AC . 31/PaGe 45) on the 

teachinG of t~e purposes and principles, the structure and activiti es of the 

•Jni ted Nations i n the schools of Mffillber States , he thou3ht it va r:s the s ense 

of the Committee tha t a tva-year ~~hedule for repo~ti03 should be sug3esteQ , 

It was so agreed . 

77 . Mr. CATES (United States of Ameri ca) with re~ard to the Un~ted Kingdom 

sugeesti on to create an ~hoc Commi ttee t.hou3ht the R-?.,;?porteur ' s report could 

include a paragraph statinG that : 

"The Committee is of the opinioo that i f the Council approves 

the action of this ad hoc Committee under sub-~~ragra~ha {b) , (c ) , 

(d ) anci. (e) of Resolution 255 (IX ), the Ccu..TlCll 'IIJD.y alae feel it 

d.es:.rable to have a commi ttee to ) erfcnn cane~·rhat the same functions 

as the ad hoc ColDllli t tee 1 t o meet just before tile wmter G;;38ion of the 

Council and recommend action unde:;.n sub -J:)ara:1ra:phs (b) , (c ) and (e) . 11 

78 , That para.graph would enable the Council to set UlJ a committee i f it 

wished. to do so . 

79 . Mr . A~NRICH (France) , with reference to the pro2osed ad hoc commi ttee , 

thought there was general agreement that a commit tee wa,s necessary althouch his 

Government cons i dered t he Co-ordinati on CODliili~t~e was com}?etent to consJder 

repor t s on implementation . Nor was there a~y disagreement on t he t erms of 

r eference of the pr oposed c~ittee . There wa s no unanimity, however , on the 

proposal that the Committee should meet betveen sessions or that it should not 

be a committee of the whol e . 

/ 80 . l'.fr . RUDZillSKI . 
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80 . Mr. RUDZINSKI (Poland) did not agree that the ~ ho~ committee was 

indiopense.bl e . In the future , the Co-ordinat i on Commi ttee could ca1-ry out t he 

work tha t body ha~ accomplis hed duri.ng its current session . He caw no need to 

a sk the Economic and Social Counr; il to perpetuate the ad hoc COlllllli t tee ·1 s 

ex:i.s tence • 

81 . Mr . LEDWARD (United Kinc;dom) made it clear that his Government was 

not eu1:5r:,est:n.g that an~ hoc committee shoulcl. be set up annually . 

82 . Hr. CAT!!:S (United States of Amer ica) wonder ed whether the Ccmmittee 

.ad rea ched a g:..·eement concerning r esolut1ene j n category (iv) as well as those 

in category (i) . 

83 . The CHA.IRWI.N thou,3ht the Ca:-zmitt~ e had decided t o annex resolutions 

in ca.te3ory ( i ) and obsolete :.:oesoJ.ut:! ons ·t:;o .its re~ort e..':ld to let tha 

Secretary -Gene~;al ta!ce the final decis ion on the other t•,.,ro cate.1ories . 

84 . 1-1r . CATES (United States of Ame,.,;.ca.) observed it mieht be useful t o 

make a further claeeificati~~ of those resoluti ons • 

85 . The CHAIRHAN wondered ~.,rhether sucl~ · 1. procedure would not mean that 

the CommJttee had reverted to the idea of rig id classif ications . 

86 . M.r . LEDUARD (Un i t ed Kinc;dom) thousht Uie problem had. been debated 

suff iciently ar.d that the decisions reached earl ier covered the e i tuation 

a dequately. 

87 . Mr . C~Jr~HEV (Union of Soviet Social i st Republica) pointed out that 

t wo categories had been de~ide& upon as a compromise solution . The problem had 

.,een settled to the satisfact:Lon of the majority and need not be re - o)ened . 

88 . The CHAIRM~N observed that when the report of the Rapporteur was 

presented to the Committee, members would have an opportunity to make add i t ional 

comments and crit iclsm. 

The meetina rose at ) .10 p .m. 

3/ 1 P.m. 




