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GEITPAL DISCUVSSICN (E/1561, E/1561/pdd.1, E/AC,31/1, E/1325, TWC FAFERS
CIRCUIATED BY THE CEAIR) (continued).

1. The CEAIRMAN summarized the devslopments ¢f prevlous meetings and

invitzad further comments.

2, Mr. CATES (United States of Amsries) suggested that whon the

Secre ery-Ganercl sent out the yesoluticns, an analysis or queeticnnaire could
also be Included. Trat paver cowld indicate clearly that answers were regulred
to certain questicns end would greatly fecilitate the preparation of replies,

2 The CFAITMAN observed that that point had bean adequately covered

-

in paragreph 42 of document E/1561/Add,1.

L, Mr, IELUVARD (United ¥4nmdom) observed that the question of imple-
mentation was zovernsd by the type of rescluticn, It would not be possible in
all cases to agceriain to what extent arnd in what menner the resolutions had
been inplemented,

e | 1t». RUDZINSKI (Poland) did not understand the United Kingdom repre-
sentative'’s prorooal, Mosu of the resolutions called for a change in tke
leziglotion and in such casec one could not speal of "implementation by

voluntary means" or implemsntaticn by the population itself.

6. The CEAIRMAI' doubted the advisability of submitting a questiocnnaire,
Tre Secretary-Genaral should not include such a paper unless the Council
de~idcd eccordingly,

Te Mr, CATES (United Stutes of America) thought that verious heedings
could be get forth in the questiornaires; that would result in uniformity of
the replies, which in twrn would zssist the Secretary-Gencral in the preparation
o7 his report.

8. M, YATES (Secretariat) pointed out that in certain

instunces there were many ways of implementing resoluticns,
P < il Y



H/Ac gl/sn .10

9. I a comittee were set up, it could be coneculted by the

Secretury-Cenerel on those of the numerous cuestiones which are in the report

which had a mar..edly political character,

1¢0. The CHATIRMAY did not think that the Secretary-General chould send out
gquestionnaires on his own iritiative, but he could, of course, consult the

Council on any particular resolution.

11. Mr. CATES (United Ctates of America) proposed that the Comuittee should
support the suggestion contained in document E/1561/Add.l end the
Secretary-General should be permitted to ask questions. The various Covermments,

however, would not be bound to supply answers.

12, Nr. AMANRICH (France) was in favour of sending & questionnaire with
certain types of resolutions, but these should not be complicated in form, since

that would plece too much worl: upon the Goveruments concerned.

13. Mr, LEDWARD (United Kingdom) supported the view of the French
representetive. The main objective was to obtein an eccurate picture of the
situvation and to ascertein whet hed been done in implementing the resolutions.
The suggested headinzs were designed to that end and to fecilitate consideration

of not only the legal aspects, but the situation as & whole.

1k, Mr. CATES (United States of America) thought that the word
"questionnaire" might be misleading. He considered the French representative's
suggestion setisfactory. -

There wes general osgreement on that point.

15. The CHAIRMAN recelled that in connzxicn with the form of the
Secretary-General's report, it hed been agreed that a document similer to
E/l325 was suiteble. The report should not be unwieldy; it might not be
possible to give full consideretion to a voluminous dociument. Furthermore,

the Secretary-General should not attemnt to evaluate the replies submitted

/oy the
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by the w:rioué Covernments, He¢ sghould only sive the factugl information as sub-
moGted by the Governmentes, end should leave it to the Council to tale judgmeut.
16. The United States rerresentative had suggected that the report should
have three sections:
I. Treeties and conventions.
II. Iist of Jovermments which had been requested to supply infourmetion,
showing those which had replied and those which hed failed to reply.

ITTI. Temainder of the report,

1 Tx Mr. CATES (United States of Americe) suggested that the Secretary-
General could indicate whether sufficient information had been supnlied by the

Governments concarred.

18. Mr, AMAIDICH (France) said thet the report could be laid out on &
"dovble-eriry" basis, showing “he recclutions alongside the Governments

consulted., Such a gystem would chww the zituation at a glance.

19. The CHAIPMAY peinted out that scme Governmente would reuvly in detail,
others would st:te tuch ths wmaitar vas unisr consideration, while others would
not reply at &il., Dven lerzlhy rep.ios, vaish, in fect 4id not give the

decired informztion, could be considered as roylies.

20. Mr. YATES (Secreterist) said that the system of "entries" had been

explored previously. but without much success,

21, Mr., TEDW/RD (United lingdom) thought that the Council's report

could conzist of a broad anelysis of the replies obtained and could contair any
conclusions which might be useful for future consideration. The Secretary-
General's report could be preparatory to thet document. The Secretary-General
ghould be given a free hand to drew up the enalysis without pessing judgment on

the resolutions.

/22 Mr. CATES
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22. Mr. CATES (United States of America) observed that the tables given
on pege 21 of document E/1325 were merely e tentative approach to the problem.

The Secretery-General could go a little further at his own discretion.,

23. The CHATRIAN agreed that the Secretary-Generel could go further when he
considered it apwropriate. :

24, The CHAIRMAN circulated & paper to be uced as e basiz for discussion
concerning action to be taken by the Council on the report (E/AC.31/L.18). Two
points hed been deliberately omitted from the paper: +the United Kingdom suggestic
for setting up an ad hoc committee, and the Polish representative's proposal

for a study in segmehts. Perhaps both those items could be included under

item (6).

25 He referred to e paper (E/AC.SI/L.lTA) circulated at the previous
meeting which suggeeted e timetable for action on the implementation of
resolutions. Thet paper, which proposed thet in February 1952 the Council would
consider the matter, had t=-...  “opveu in minciple.

26. Mr, CHERNYSHEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republice) thought that the
recommendetions were useless. The Council was able to act in any way it thought

fit and there was nc nee. f<r The Ad Hoc Committee to put forward such proposals.

ET Mr. TSAO (China) thought thet the remerke of the USSR reypresentative
also applied to all the six recommendationes suggested by the Chairman., It
should be borne in mind that the final authority was the General Assembly
itself; all the Council could do was to meke recommendations, unless the
resolution in question hed been adopted by the Council and not the Assembly.

28. Mr. CATES (United Stetes of America) wondered whether the Secretary-
General would send out type (iv) resolutions unless he received instructions
to the contrery from the Ad Hoc Committee, or whether he would await specific
Inetruections in that reepect.

/25. The CHAIRMAN
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29. The CBAIBMAN szid thet resolutions which were obsolsts or cn vwhich

infornetion h=d been obteined would not be included in the Secretery-Gesnersl's lie:

30. My, LEDWARD (Uhited Kingdom) agreed. He wished to chrnge the wording c
the pre=mble in the Cheirman's paper to read "it msy see fit to recommend the

following courges”.

31. _ Mr, CATES (Uhited Stetes of America) suggested the insertion of the word
"recommend” in item (3) of the Cheirman's paper.

32. The CHATRMAN greed thot those chenges could be meds.

33. Mr, CHERNYSHEV (Union of Soviet Socislist Republics) pointed out that hie
previous remarks concerning the fungtions of the Economic end Social Council
.pplied not only to im@lementation but alse to questions of substeance. Although
the draft psper had been approved by the msjority in the Committee, he considered
it superfluous, .

3k, Mr. RUDZINSKI (Polsnd) thought that item (6) should expressly mention

segmentel reviews,'and he wighed the text to be emended accordingly.

35. Mr, CATES (United States of America) pointed out that such reviews were
beyond the scope of the peper under discussicm.

35, The CFAIRMAN observed that in addition to the six different courses of
action which hod been suggested, the Council might also decide to undertske an
intensive study of any particuler question. )

Cig Mr, TSAO (Chinc) thought thet segmentel reviews should be included.
36. Vr, IEDWARD (United Kinzdom) seid that segmental reviews might involve
the preparztlon of additional revorts and thet work could be delegated to one of

the functionel Committses., Psrhaps the words "on any perticular recommendation
>r group bf recommendetions could be included in the teginning.

/39. Mr. TSAO
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39. . My, TSAO (Chins) egreed with the United Kingdom representetive's
suggestion., -
40. Mr. RUDZINSKI (Polend) observed th-t segmental reviews should cover =

wide field of studies. They should therefore not be confined to any particuler
resolutions but should be applied to Uaited Nations activities on 2 broed basis.
L1, Implementation should not be considersd in its relation to certain
specific recolutions alone. The matter should not be deelt with in = superficial
menner end intensive studies could be msde of certsin subjects.

L2, Mr, CATES (United Stetes of Americe) agreed with the representetive of
Polend. It might also be helpful to know how the Cecretary-Gener=l thiought
segmental revlews should be cerried out,

43, Mr, YATES (Secretariat) referred the Committee to the Secretarict's
discussion on rnelytical reviews (.:/1561/Add.1, page 13, parsgreph 27). The
suggestion hed been made because of the opinion widely expressed in the Council
that enslytical reviews of govermmentel action to implement resolutions would be
helpful. However, serious administrztive difficulties for both the Secretariat an
Governments would be involved in eny attempt to meke en enalytical review covering
she entire field of activities in one year. Sepmental reviews hed bsen suggested
as an approach to e solution of the problem, It was one way of mrking the
transition from the materiel presented to the Council under the resolutions to &
report more sulktable £8 a basis for furthor action to be preseanted by the Council
to the Genersl Assembly.

4L, Mr. CATES (United States of !mericc) thought the Repporteur's Report
could state that the ides of segmental reviews had been suggested by the

/Secretery-Gener:1
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Sceretery~-Generzl and by the representative of Poland and had met with favour in
the Committee put thet the precise limitations of such studizs hed not been

1-1¢é down.

L5, Mr. RUDZINSEI (Polend), replying to the United Kingdom representative,
observed that if the segmental review were properly carried out, no overl:pping
would result, The Council could ask a ¢ommissicn to prepare a thorough
‘nelysis of # ciltustion for presentation at 2 particulasr session rsther then

1ts usual trpe of report. Such an enslysie would be useful in sgsisting the
Council to se2 how the situetion in that perticuler ficld could be improved, It
would not be a simple repetition of the ewrrent évents outlined in the ordinzry
reports nrensred by the commissions.

Le. The CHAIRMAN asked whetihsr the Unjted Kingdom representztive would te
satisfisd if the first parcgraph were zmended to read "to take action on any
perticuler reconmendrtion or group of recommendations.” Thet formulation would
include segmentsl reviews.

L7, He pointed out thet the Falish representative's suggestion covered

not only the implementation of resclutiona but complete studies of a whole field
of =ctivity, He thought therefore that the Polish ides wes included in

pointe 4 end 6 of the Chair's paper.

48. Mr. LEDVARD (United Kingdom) ¢:d not feel that the two views were
incompniible. It might be, however, more satisfectory to sey "end & group of
resolutions covering & psrticular field'.

9. Mr. CATUS (United Stetes of ‘merica) observed that the Committee in
secomending s report from the Secreteriat on how resolutions were being implemente
and & thorough periodic enalysis of a situstion as a whole hed been outlining two
differenv metheds of dealing with the problem. He moved thet the two procedures
should be presented in thet form in the Rapporteur's Report.

/50. Mr. AMANRICH
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50, My, AMANEICH (Fronce) peinted out thet segmental reviews slould be
cerried out in ths light of rescluticns edopted in the field becauss it wus the
province cf ths Committes to sivdy cnly ths implemsntaivicn cf resolvticns., 4
revisv of an entire fisid of United Netions activity wos not within the

Committec's coxpetence.

51. The CHAIEMAN thought it was the cense of the Committee theot the
Coupcil might from bime to time teke a particular field of scbivity eud otudy
how reeciuticnu it had edopted in thet cunsxion wsre teing implemsnied.

52, The Ceormittee should decide how it wanted that nicgremue to be
carrled cut., Should an ad Loc CGcmmittee he set up to functicn belwesrn sessicns

or would some other procedure be preferzble?

53. Yr. ILDYARD (United Eingdom) noted that segmental reviews required
mich work. The Council would unécubtedly delegete the drefiing of reports on
implementetion to another bedv, vhetlier permanent or temporary, which could meet
either during sessions of the Council or at other times. .. smsll comittee
would suflfice for the task.

5% . The Co-crdination Committes hzd been suggested. If it were given the
task, however, its terms of reference vould have to te emendsd beceause such
responeitility was not within its scops et that time.

55, The United Kingdom prerfesrred that zny commitiee preparing a report on
implemsnteticn shculd meet betwesn cessicns of the Council when it wouid be
ezaisy to teke en objective aoprosch and prepere a more balarxced document.  With
those reseons in mind the United Kingdom delegation had pronosed tiet an ed hoc
committse should be crested, snd had suggested its terms of reference, whaich

should include the power to eliminete obsclete resclutions.

55. Mr, AMMNRICE (Frence) did not fully share the United ilingdom views.
The Co-ordinstion Cormittee wae, in his opinicn, compstent to review reports cn
implementation. Moreover, meny resolutions concermed tho werk of the specialized

agencies wnose reporte were congicered by the Co-ordinstion Committee.

/Furthermore,
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Murthermore, in accordance with its revised terms of reference that body was
empowered to study the substence of theose reports. Thercfore, it wag in his
opinion competent to study the question of implementation as well.

5T . The French delegetion thought it unnecesssry for such & Committee

to meet between sessions of the Council. Nor should the Cormittee attempt to
decide the membsrenip of the proposed cocmmlttee., That was for the Council to
de. Moreover, it might prove difficult, if not impossible, for a large

commitiee to lieet between sessions.

58, Mr., CHLENYSHEV (Union of Soviet Socizlist Republics) disagreed with
the United Kingdom representative. 'Tco many orgegns of the Council already
existed end he felt the number shculd be reduced rather than increased.

59. It would be better to leave the question in ebeyance at that time and
gtate in the Xspnorteur's report thct the problem had arisen and that the

Committee hed docided to refer the retier to the Council. Cn thet polint he

arreed with the representetive of Ivrance.,

60. Mr., T3LC (Chinz ) egreed with the representstives of France and of the
US8R. The Council should decide whether an existing committee should deal
with reports on implementution or whether a new body should be creeted. He
pointed out, however, thet if it was decided to consider those reporte between

sessions, some delay would recult.

61, Mr., CATES (Unitecd States of americea) elso felt the Council should be
the one teo decide whether the Secretsry-Gensral's report should be sent directly

to the Council oxr whether it should first pess through a committee,

oZ. The CHL.IRAN thought that it was generally agreed that the Rapporteur's
report should contein & peragraph steting that the Committee had suggested the
poss:ibility of esteblishing en ad hoc comuittee to deal with the Secretary-
Generel's report, obeolete resclutions end other related questions, but hed

decided that the finsl decision on the matter lay with the Council.

/63, Mr, LLDWARD
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63. Mr, LETWARD (United Kingdom) feared that if an ad hoc comaittee
vere not created the Council would lose ruch time in considering reports on
imnlementation.
ol o Ee egreed thet the report shculd include & paregraph elong the lines
suggected by the USSE representetive. The United Kingdom proncszl secmed
wnnorular, btut his delegetion wished to go on record as adhering to che
procedure suggested in document I/AC.31/L.8, namely that the Council might
see Tit to delegute the following functions to &n ed hoc committee, esuthorized
to ueet betwsen sessions if necessery, with the following terms of reference:
(1) to recommend lists of resolutions upon which no further renorts
would be needed.
(i1) to zdvise the Secrotary-General on impleuentation procedurcs.
(This might include the selsction of fields of activity, the replies
relating to which would be the object of special ernalyses by the
Secretary-Gener:l).
(i11) to reke recommendetions to the Council on any changes of procedure
vhich seem necessary.
(iv) to preparc a dreft report for the Council before it undertakes its

oversll review.

65. Mr. NaSS (Venezuela) wished his support of the United Lingdom
proposal to be recorded.

66. The CH.IRMAN observed that the Committee had declded to recommend
further sction on three resolutions -. General Assembly resolutions 125 (II)
(/1325, pege €2) and 130 (II) and Eccnomic and Socisl Council resolution 203
(VIii).

67. In view of the importence of resolution 125 (II) and since scme of
the repliegs sent in by Govermuments hed not been sufficiently complete, the
Secretory-General should cilrculate the request for informaticn, cga2in csking
Governments for a full reply on what they vwere doing, giving detezils of their
inter-governmente 1 machirery, end their metheds for co-ordinsting policy end
working with the specialized agenciee. The replies on the resclution concerning
regional confercnces were 2lso insufficient snd further inform2tion siould be
ooteined.

It wues so0 agreed. ) )
S R /68. lr. RUIZMSKI
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68, Mr, RUDZINSKI (Poland) thought that the resolution on re-ional
confesrences was vague, If Governments were to be asked tc cc-ordinate their
peliny with that of the United Nations and the specialized azencies, it should
e pointed cut where co~ordination had been lacking; otherwise, the replies

weuld be couchied in ceneral terms and produce little of practical value,

69, The CHAIRMAN noted that the Committee was not attempting to criticize
any particular Government; 1t fclt, hewever, that a description of the steps
Goverrments were taking to co-crdinate their policies would be constructive,

He asreed that the Committee could state specifically what informetion it wanted.

T70. Mr., AMANRICH (France) pointed out that pera-srash (c) of the Cammitteels
terms of refevence could be interpreted to mean eithier that it could study the
implementation of the resoiutien,- or conasider the drafting of the resclutioms
themselvea, A clear d’stincticn should be made between those two aspects of

the Ccaumittee's work in the Rappcrteurts report.

71. The CHATRMVAN asked the Committze what recommendations it wished to

make concerning Resclution 130 (II).

72, Mr, AMANRICH (France) suzgested that the Dconamic end Social Council
misht be asked to tale further steps to clarify the resolution or to issue an

explanatory statement.

73. The CEAIRMAN said that the concern in ccnnexion with that Resolution
had been whether the responsibility for sendinz in the decislion of the confersnce
and any pertinent factual information lay with the State which had been host. to

the conference or with the other States particiiatinz.

T4, Mr, CATES (Un‘ted JStates of Americe) thousht the Cammittee should

recormiend that the Council should clarify the text of the Reccluticn.

/75. The CHAIRMAN
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5% The CEAIRMAN noted an alternative would be to inclﬁdela paragrash in
the Rapnorteur's report stating that the Committee interpreted thie Resclution
to mean that the Council should communicate with Governments cnce a year and
that those Governments which had been hosts'to international ccnferences should
forward decisions and factual informetion to the United Nations. The (General
Assembly could disagzree with that inter_ .etation and recomsend other clarifying
steps, if it so desired.

76. With regard to Resolution 203 (VIII) (B/AC.31/sage 45) on the
teaching of the purposes and principles, the structure and activities of the
Jnited Nations in the schools of Meuber States, he thought it was the sense

of the Camittee that a two-}ear ¢chedule for reportiny should be suggestiead,

It was so agreed.

T Mr, CATES (United States cf America) with rezerd to the United Kingdom
suggestion to create an ad hoc Committee thouzht the Rajporteur's report could
include a paragraph stating that:
"The Cammittee is of the opiniom that if the Council approves

the action of this ad hoc Canmittee under sub-paragraphs (b), (c),

(@) and (e) of Resolution 255 (IX), the Ccuncil may alsc feel it

desirable to have a committee to serfcim camewhat the same functions

as the EE.EEE Committee, to meet Just befo:c the winter sz3sion of ths

Council and recommend ection under sub-para-raphs (b), (c) and (e)."
78, That paragraph would enable the Council to set upy a camittee if it
wished to do so,

79. Mr, AMANRICE (France), with reference to the proposed ad hoc committee,
thought there was general agreement that & camittee was necessary although his
Govermment considered the Co-ordination Camittee was competent to consider
reports on implementation. Nor was there any disaéreemcnt on the terms cf
reference of the proposed ccomittee. There was no unanimity, however, on the
propoeal that the Camittee should meet beitween sessions or that it should not

be a comittee of the whele.

/80. Mr, RUDZINSKI *
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80. Mr. RUDZINSKI (Poland) Gid not agree that the ad hoc committes was
indispensable. In the future, the Co-ordination Camittee cculd carry out the
work that bedy had accomplished during its current session. He gaw no need to
ask the Econamic and Social Council to perpetuate the ad hoc Cammittee's

existence,

51 Mr, LEDWARD (United Kingdom) made it clear that his Government was
not suzzesting that an ad hoc committee shoula be set up annuelly.

ga. Mr, CATES (United'States of Americae) wondered whether the Ccmmittee
ad reached azceement concerning resclutions in category (iv) as well as those

in catezory (i).

83. The CHAIRMAN thouzht the Committee had decided to annex resolutions
in ecatesory (i) and obsolete resclutions to ite report and to let the

Secretary-General take the final decision on the cther two catezories.

84, Mr., CATES (United States of Ameyjca) observed it might be useful to

make a further claesificaticn of those resolutions;

85. The CHAIRMAN wondered whether suck: 1 precedure would not mean that
the Committee had reverted to the idea of rigid classifications,

86. Mr, LEDVARD (United Kingdom) thought the problem had been debated
sufficiently and that the decisions reached earlier covered the situatlon

adequately,

87. Mr, CHERNYSHEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) pointed out that
twe categories had been decided upon as a compramise sclution., The prcblem had
,een settled to the satisfaction of the majority and need not be re-ocuened.

88, The CHAIRMAN observed that when the report of the Rapporteur was
presented to the Comeittee, members wculd have an opportunity to make additional

coaments and criticism,

The meeting rose at 5,10 y.m,

3/1 p.m.





