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The FRESIDENT: I declare the ome hundred end seventh meeting of
the Economic end Social Councll] open,

REPORT OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL ON THE DRAFT CONVENTION
ON THE CRIME OF GENCCIDE (E/4l7, E/W76, E/522)

' The PRESIDENT: I wieh to advise the Members of the Council that
document E/522‘contains the dreft resolution adopted by the Social

Committee.

Ag there are no observations on thie proposed d;aft resolution, I

,shall consider it adopted by the Council.
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PRCGRESS FEPORT OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL ON IMPIEMENTATION OF
RESOLUTION 58 OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY ON ADVISORY SOCIAL WELFARE
FUNCTIONS OF UNRRA TRANSFERRED TO UNITED.NATIONS,

Mr, MALIK (Lebanon):  The only comment I wish to make is -
in regard to the passage which states: "Recognizes that the
Menber nations of the United Nations should, if interested, share
the benefits of Advisory Social Welfare services." It ‘seems to
me that -this is not exactly what was intended to be said, because
who elge would share'these'benefits‘if it were not the Membew
Hatione congerned?

. .We do not mean here to state sonmething which is obviously
implied in the very existence of these services. Thesé services
were intended for Member nations, and to merely reiterate that
fact seems'to me not exactly what was meant. I think that what
is meant in the passage is that the maximum number of Member
nations should share in the benefits, or as many Member nations

| :
of the United Nations as possible should sharé in the benefits,

Merely to leave it in the form in which it is wouldinot 
indicate what the Norweglan ropresentative or any of the other
representatives had in mind, As it is, it ®s merely an irrelevency.

. I would suggest the followirg: "Recognizes
that as many Member natiogs of the United Nationg as possible

should, if interested, share the benefits of Advisory Social

Welfare services." '
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Mr, HAARR (Norway)s I have had the opportunity on earlier.
decasiéns to defend this‘senieﬁcé‘ih the Committee of the Wholejﬁin .
the Drafting Committee and then again in the Committee of the VWhole. I
do not understand why thls sentence shouvld raise so many objections. "I
am sorry that I should have to explain the meaning of this sentence.

In view of the conténtiqn made by the Secretariat in this matter,
the purpose of these words is to introduce a change. "The Advisory
Soéial Yelfare #ervices have in the past been limited to.the legs
developed countries, and have in accordance with the ofiginal instructions
given by the General Assembly had the character of emergency aid. In
tﬁé opinion of the Norwegian delegation, the work which has already been
accomplighed should be made a basis for the future activities in this.
Tield. Ve regard these activities as important and valuable to the
countries which receive the services and to the United Nations as an
organization.

Originally, the Norwegiandelegation moved.for a more far reeching
proposal; that is, that these services should be broadened and put on
’a permanent basis. However,.we realized that the time for thet had not y:27e‘

It is important to keep the door open for the future. Ve shouvld
dis?egard fhe original principle that these services are only emergency
aid to be‘given to a limited number of countries, and that when thec emergency
situation has eésed, these services should then be akandoned. !

The Norwegian delegation feels that the sexrvices shou}d be put on
a permanent bagis. Now is the time to state that the services should be
available to all Members. If the services are permanent there cannot
be any limitation, and that ie very important. I believe it is important

to do that now.
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It is important to change this activity from an emergency prograrme
to a more ‘permenent activity which the United Nations should meintain.
How this more ‘permenent basis cen be achievéd-can‘be discussed ater
after the Social Commissicn has expressed its view, but I still think
it is inmportant to give the Soc;al Cormisgion & statement as a criticisnm
of what has been done, It hes been limited so far, but in future it

ought not to be limited. ‘

Mr. PERRY (@eW‘Zealapd): Thb New Zealand delegation regrets that
1t findse itself unable to agree with the resolution reported by the
Social.Comﬁittee, and I would like to move an emendment in the following
terms:

"The Economic and Sociel Council, taking note of the
progress report of the Secretery-Generel on the implementgtion
. of Resolution 58 of the General Asgembly on the Advisory Sociel
ﬁelfare‘Functions of UNRRA: transferred to the United Natioms,
"Requests the Social Commission ot its next session to
review the report of the, Secretary-General and to make recom-
mendations concerning this report and the need for the provi-

sion of such services to Member Netions end the methods of

finencing such services,"
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The emendment wculd delete the secoﬁd paregraph of the
resolution\c?ming from the Social Committcs, That is the
peragreph vhich states: "Recognizes that the Member Nations of
the United Nations should, if interested, share the benefits of
.dvisory Social Wzlfare services."

It would aléo delete the final paragraph requesting the -
Secretary-General to consult the Social Commission and would
introduce certainjamendments which are referred to in the third
paragraph where there is a reference to the Social Commission.

The New Zealand delegation }elt that the second paragraph
of the Committee's resolution was not very clear in intent.
However, the intention~of thet paragreph has been clarified by
the representative of Norway, end the issue has been clearly
/raised before this Council. The issue, as the New Zealand
delegstion soes it, is not whether it is proper and right for
the United Nations to -conduct certain activities in relation to
social welfare functiors on e permanent besis, but whether it
is right end proper for this Council at this stage, without
having considered in detail the matter, to prejudge the issue
before the Social Commission hes made a full examination.of the
whole proposal. We feel that should not be done, and further
that there is no necessity for it to be Aone. We feel' that
the.field is gquite open for permanent and extended social welfare
functionSto be carried on by the United Nations without, at this
stage, putting any perticular words into a resoluti;h which this
Council edopts.

Up to the presenﬁ time, the activities of the United Nations

in this field have been linked to the activities previously carrieq
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the report of the Secretary-General in detail. We very much
doubt whether it is necessary to give the Social Commission any
express direction tp coneider the future programs in this sphere.
We think‘on a reading oflthe report of the Secretary-qeneral
-1t would be essentlal, when the Soclal Commission reviewed that
report,to consider what was to happen in the future, whether it .
wee golng to continue for one year or for ten yeasrs or permanently.
However, to cover that particuler point, certain words have
been added to the third paragraph of the Social Committee's report,
end have,-in effect, been taken from the second clause wﬁich ve
are deleting.
May I read again the final and operative clause of the
resolution proposed by the New Zealand delegation., "The
Econcmic and Social Council requests the Social Commission at
ite next session to review the report of the Secretary-General
and to make recommendations concerning this report and the need
for the provision of such services to Member Nations and the
methods of finencing such services.“ We therefore request the
Soclel Commission to examine the particular point.
Now the further difficulty may be £aised thet it ls essential
‘for scme recormendation to‘go,forward to the General Assembly.
As ve see it, 1t is not perhaps formally correct to adopt the
procedure suggested in the finel paragraph of the Soclal
Committee's resoluticn, to request éhe Secretary-Generwil to
consult Qith the Sécigl Commission., I imagine the Secretary-

Genersl through the appropriete offices of his Secretariat will,

in fect, be consulting--not exactly consulting, but assisting the
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Social Commission in its work; ‘in sctual fact, the provisioa of
necessary finances for the continhation of social welfaqg functions
hes already been raised in the budget, and I should imsgine that
it would be simply normel procedure for the apprépriate committees
of the General Assembly, when considering that particuler item .
in the budget, and when considering the appropriate section of

the Economic and Soclal Councll's report, to consider what hed

been done and what hed been recommended by the Social Commission.
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If at that stage the General Asseéembly, as a profer organ,
decides to make express provision for the continuation on a perm-
anent basis of activities in this sphere by the United Nations,
then certainly the matter wili have been properly considered and
will be put in order. But at this stage to request the Secretary-
General to review his budgetary provisions on the bésis cf some-
thing that the Sccial Commission 18 going to dc when we do not
know what the Sccigl Ccmmission has dons or how it is going to
'appro;ch the matter, seems to me to be pre-Jjudging an issue in
a way that this Council should not do. Thie Council should not‘
go to the General Assembly and in effect say "We have not con-
sidered this matter ourselves bgt we want you to do whatever the
Social Commisrion proposec.”

The Social Commission i8 an expert body but not an orsgan
that should report directly to the Genefal Assenbly. We consider,
therefore, that the resolution prorosed by the Social Committee
is not satisfactory and we submit an amendment which we believe
will cover all the essential matters at issue and still leave
the way open for the Sopial Commiss:on and the General Assembly,
or lauer, if thé General Assembly desires this Council to consider
the metter, for this Council to consider in detail and in the

1
proper mannsr exactly what should be done sbout the future activi-

ties.

I should only like to add that we do not desire.to pre-judge
this issﬁe, but most certainly the N;w Zealand delegation and the
New Zeal;nd Government have every cympathy with the necessity for
the proper provision of social welfare. advisory functions dn what-

ever form may be agreed upon by the United Nations, internpationally
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if that is approved; and if the necessary financial provisions are
accepted; otherwise, through some other procédure, but we do not

feel that at this stage the Council should pre-Jjudge the matter.
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Mr., KAMINSKY (Byelorussian SSR) (Interpretation from Russian):. I
cannot agree with some of the arguments that have been put forward, It
has been said that the consultative activities of UNRRA, it 80 far as
social welfare functions are copcerned,‘éust be a permanent basis of our
work, I think this is ah entirely artifiéial, conceﬁtion; There is no
néed for a comtinuatioh of advisory funcétions ani this does not corres-
pond to the real facts,

Furthermore, I cannot agree with the suggestion that more countries
should be asked to share the benefits of these services. In meking this
proposal, I tﬁink the Lebanese representative was considering the fact
that up to the present time the number of countries which applied for
guch services was very limiﬁed. In order to prove the necessity of
continuing these functions, he was re;dy to try, even artificially, to
agk different countyies to apply for th; purpose of increasing the scope
of the activities., In practice, we know that very few countries have
asked for such help, and we have every reason to expect in the future
that these)activities will become smaller and smaller, and finally dis-
appear altogether, |

The Resolution of the Generai Assembly on this matter wes based on
uwrgent needs. If there is now some démand that these activities_should
be continued in 1948, before we meke any decision with regard to the
continuation of such activities, we must first know the resulf%ﬁof these
activities during l9h7.l As we all know, we have as yet no data to

Judge the work of 1947, so that we can determine its success snd its

achievements, or its failure.
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Ve must study the duestion as to whether there is a réal necessity
to continue these activities in l9h8; and even  if there were such a
‘ ' - strain on the
necessity, we must alleviate the/United Nations budget with regard to
this item because, to the best of my knowledge; each of the countries

vhich may require services of this sort can itself assume the full ex-

pense of the help provided to it by the Unhited Natioms,
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* For all these reasoﬁs, I do not find it possible for our delé-
gation to be in agreemenf with‘the resolution as it stands, and
unless it is‘amended, we will vote against it.

Mr. MOROSOV (USSR) (Interpr;ei\:ation from Russien): I have
already had en opportunity of seying that the resolution of the
General Assenbly mentioned in the firset peragraph of the draft
\resolution eubmitted “to the Coupcil foresees extreaordinary measures
for 1947 only. The results of these activities in 1947 have, as
yet, not been stu&ied by organe of the United Nations, aﬁd in par-
ticular by the Sociel Commission, which is the orgen of the Economic
and Social:.Council which has to study those questions.

It is the view of'our'delegation that we should introduce chenges
in the practice in thie field. The Soviet Union delééation feel that
the services mentioned in this resolution ghould be given to countries
which present a request for them, but the expemnse of the services must
be borne by the countries énd governmente which ask for such services.
This ?y no means implies thet the United Natione 1is not to fulf;ll
.that gort of function.

‘ In‘bractice we must also remembeyr that the Adminilstrative and
Budgetary Committee hes raised this question of the expense of such
gervices to be borne by the governments and countries that present
the requests for these services, and the fact that the Administrative
and Budgetary Committee has raised the question also deserves our
full ettention. !

To summarize'the position, it is our épinion that the qunomic

and Soclal Council camnot decide on the substance of this matter
before the Social Commission discusses 1t. For these reasone, we
considér that the suggestion made by the representative of New

Zealend deserves our full attention and corregponds more closely
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to the facts than the draft we have before us in document E/520.
Dr. CHANG (China): Firstly, I wish to say that after the
discussion the-issue 1s at leasy clear to this extent, that we are
dealing with a measure passed by the Gengral Asgembly in Resolution
58, for the continuation of the Advisory Social Welfare services
that were initiated and carried on by UNRRA. That was not very
clear at the béginﬁing of the discussion, because certain Members

0y

seemod to indicate that various Member $§?t68 enjoyed certain

privileges unduly. But reglly the. allocation was altogetﬁer a
continuation of.tﬁe UNRRA arrangement; there was nothing dif-

ferent whatsoever.

I think also that whatever wé decide here is not at all a
matter of criticizing the carrying out of Resolution =8. It is
not that at all; it is eimply that we ars discussing what should
be done afterwards to see that more Memb.r States may be
eble to corc in to enjoy the benofits,

Thcrefore, I am glad indeed that this stateﬁent has been
made by some Mexbers here, to the effect that our decision would,
only be for the continuation of the UNRRA arrangements; further,
that no Member State has simply taken advantage of. this because
it is after all mefely a continuation of the UNRRA provisions.,

I aﬁ glad that point is cleaf, because 1t was not guice clear
in committee meetinga. The second matter is that coacerning the
wording of the resolu’lon. I agree with the representativeyof Lebanon
that the wording can be very much improved. I think fhat there
are certain really very gocd points in the suggestién of the repre-
sentative of New Zealﬁnd, ‘May I say, however, that this very ill-
worded draft resoiution has gone through a drafting stage as well

s a committee stage. It is the composite result of half a dozen
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points of view, apd 1t Is not satisfactory to anyone in pertieular,

I an wonderipg wﬁether, in view éf the time wé ha&e already
gliven to if, ve night pass 1t as it is. It i o most unaati?factory
thing to everyone who made suggestions, and yet, on the whole, 1t containg
the various points of view, end élso it hes no c§mmitment in it. It
takos cere of thé various points of view, aé fer as possible: Therefore,
I think thet ettempts at amendment might teke a little too long, end
perheps a vote on tha dreft Yesolution eould be téken a8 it ls. Uneatis-

factory es it is, it may be the best way for the Couneil to deal with 1t,
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The- PRESITENT: I.wigh I could follow the: suggestion made by
the representative of China, but we have tyo amendments and ve have
to -dispose .of -them.

I think we should vote.on bhe draft resolgtion paragraph by
paragraph. The first paragraph can be voted on first and then we
can go'right to the amendment of the represgentative of New Zealand,
which is that the second paragraph be deleted. . If thé second parégraph
is deleted, thé proposal of the. representative -of Leban&qfwould'be
automatically taken care of

‘Mr, MALIK (Lebanon): I do not think %o scan vote on the
secend paragraph without joining it to the New.Zealand amendment,
If we vote for the QGletion of the second paragraph and then the
entire New Zealand proposal does not carry, our first wote will be
voided, The New Zealand propo;al is not only to delete tﬂe second
Paragraph of the present text, but to replace everything after the
first paragreph dby an‘entirely new text, Therefore, I do not think
it is propexr to vote on the deletjon of the second paragraph firet.
First vohave to vote on ;he'first paragraph and then on the entire
propogal submitted by New Zealand, without mentioning any word about
the deletion of the second paragraphL If that is adopted, then
everything is superseded by the New Zealand proposal. If that is

o
not adopted, then we shall haQé to vote on my amendment. )

The PRESIDEIET;L If we adopt or reject the second paragraph,
we should then vote on the amendment to ﬁaragraph 3, thch is only

a small amendment. Most of the text remains ss it is in the draft
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resolutien. Thore 1s only one Word to be déleted in the gecond line
of pardgraph 3; and then therevare somehcﬁanges in line 3 of'pafagfaﬁﬁ
3.

Mr, THORN (New Zealand): It has been pointed out to me'that
the amendment moved4by the New Zealand delegation leeks specific =
direction to the Secretary-General to make aIIOWaﬁce in his budgetary
pro%isions for these services in 1948, ‘I therefore suggest that .
the e be added to the amendment made by the New Zealand delegation
the following words: '"requests the Secretary-General to take into

account the deliberations of the Social Commission in px esenting

the provisions for such services in 1948."
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Mr. CHANG (Chind): Having heard the changed: version proposed by
the representative of New Zealand, I am morérconvincedwthanﬁbéfore that
we should stick to the unsatisfactory proposal, because if we try to
redraft the whole thing we shall arrive at something which. is Just as
unsatisfactory. It is in. that spirit thet I. shall vote.for’the second .
paragraph, though that paragraph itself may be criticized. Perhaps ..
several other Members may also vote for it, as 1t is in the interest of
saving time..

Mr. MALIK CLébanon): Following thé good example of my New Zealand
colleague, I wish to introduce a‘simpl%ficat;on of my own amendment to
paragraph 2, My amendment to that parsgraph should.reslly read as
followvs:

"Recognizes the principle that the advisory soclal welfarc
services are open to all Member Nations of the United Nations."

That expresses all we wanted to seay in the paragréph, and this
would be the gsimplest way of saying it, without introducing words like..
"should" and "if interested"and so on, which only put the matter on a
much more subJjective plane. Ve want to state here that we recognize the
principlé that the advisory - social welfare ser#iFes are open to all
rations Members of the U;ited Nations.

Mr. PHTLLIPS (United Kingdom): I share the view of our Chinese
colleague that the draft prepared by the drafting committee is notq
satisfactory; it is full 6f difficulties and parts Qf it seem to me to
be meaningless and slightly wrong on procedure. I will not repeat what
has been said so admirably by the representative of.New Zealand, but I
must expféss the opinion, on behalf of my delegation, that his text is

a much more sensible text,and expresses the precise action which this

Council has to teke, namely to refer the matter to the Social Commission
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and also tﬁlask the Secretary-General to review his budgetary provisions
in the light of what the So;ial Commigsion recommends.

As regaris thg clause sbout recognizing that Member rations should,
if interested! share the benefitsiqf the advisory - - soclal welfare

lserQices, and the Lebanese amendment to that clause; I feel that it

will lead us -into great difficulties. First of all, what is the operative
par£ of the Charter whiéh is quoted at the begimning of Article 58?7 The
operative part is Article 66 paragreph 2, which states that the Economic
and. Social Council "may, with the approval of the General Assembly,
perform services at the request of Members of the United Nations..."

That is one of the quesfions which the Social Commission will go
into--whether it is t6 be done by request, or whether the services can
be canvassed abroad. I do not think that at this stage we should Jjump
‘that point and give some kind of recognition in some perfeétly vague
language which ma& not fit in with the Charter at all.

Another point about the Lebanese amendment is that it .gtates that
thése services are open on principle to Member govermments. At Rresent
tpey are open on principle also to certain non-member governments,

These services are being given at this moment to certain countries
which are not members of the United Nations, but which had UNRRA
assistance., Clearly we do not went to go.into 8ll that now, I would
therefore strongly urge thet Qe‘adopt the New Zegaland reéolution’with
the addition which the representative of New Zealand has Just proéosed.

Mr. KAMINSKY (ByelPrussia)(Interpretation ffom Russian): It seems
that some of the amendments suggested are due to a certain lack of under-
gtanding of the issue we are discﬁssing. Vhat we are discussing is

the advisory social welfare services of UNRRA. Those functions are
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clearlj stated in Resolution 58, and it is obvioﬁs that while the %aék
of the Economic: and Social Council is to work according to a general
pr&grammevwhich will ciearly be ‘open 'to all, we are dealing here with
Just certaih countries, nameiy those which in the past had the help and
assistance of UNRRA, The Resolutioh itself sets out the limitations
of thet help and of those sexvices, at the same time as it states their

1

urgent charactef.
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For this reason, I do not tiink it is useful to try to amend or
explein thg resolu£ionfbecause the text of the resolufion 18 peirfectly
clear. I fully egree with the suggestion of the repfesentative of thé
United Kingdom thet we should consider the ‘draft submitted by thé repre-
sentative of New Zgoland. ) ‘

"Mr BAARR. (Norway): In my opinion, the discission this morning
has not revealed eny mew views on the matter which have not been expressed
earlier., I do not think this is e body for a discussion on the wording
of different proposals, That is a task for the Committee of the Whole.,
I would therefore support the proposal mede by our Chinese fepresantative
thet this mattéf should be put to vote before wasting eny more time. '

We heve two proposals before us. One is this draft resolution
presented by the Committee of the Whole end which was, according to my.
inpression, almost unanimously edopted then. It is regrettable that we
did not hear the views of our New Zealand colleague at an earlier stage
of this discussion, but I think if we take out this second. parsgraph,
thie draft preécnted gy'the Cormittee of the Whole would cover ﬁost of
the views expressed in the proposal of the New Zealand representative.

I would therefore propose that we take a Vvote on/fhe draft of |
the Cormittee of the Vhole paregreph by peragraph and thet we do 1t
as soon’ a8 possible before wasting much more time.

The PRESIDENT: I cen sasure the representative of Norway that I
will not weste a single minute of the Council's time. However, there
are quite & few other representatives who want to express thelr views.

Mr. GOLDET (Frence) (Interprotation from French): I should like
to draw your attention to ope point concerning paregraph 2, which is the
percgreph we have dlscussed so much;‘ I see that in the English text we

have & conditional "should, if interested, share the benefits,” whereas
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in the French texbiwe have awpres@nt'indiqétive~, "shall."

- Therefore, I would like'to propose that we.should have a text such
a8 thé following: - "shall be enabled to bepefit," in order that we should
not have th;S'diéférEnce'in the two text§,~

Mr. PEREZ-CISNEROS (Cuba): I wish to sey ohly & few vords, to support as
strongly as. possible what hes been said by the representative of Nérway.

I think that one of:the greet achlevements of this session has been
the way we have been progressing, and I showld not like to think-tpat
according to this morning's debates .the- Council had decided to adopt- a.
procedure of .confusion which would only meen a loss of time, not to speak
about a-loss of seriousness. ’

I think we have before us two alternetives, and that we should
decide irmediately which cne we are going to follow, The first alternatiVG,
in view of the different ideas and'suggeétions end criticisms which have
been expressed around. this table, would be fo gend the whole matter back .
to the Ccomittee. The other alternative would be toldo‘what our Norwegiag
colleague has supgested, thet is, to vote without any dolay on each ..
pearagreph of the resolution.

Mr. SHITH (Qanada): I fully shere the deslre expressed by my .
Chipesa colléague, end I em sure 1t is éhareg by all .of us, to get.on
with this matter quickly. I was et first unable to accept the New Zealand
reccrmiendation because it omitted the substence of the fourth paragraph
to which I attech'importence. But as amonded, it seems to me the dif-
ference is one of dvafving, end I think‘the;advantage is clsarly witb,
the New Zealend dreft.. .- ° . ... ot

If we hove an. opportunity of wotlng .on this matter, I would vqté for

-

that, but eichor is quite acceptable to me. .. -
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Mr SEN (India) If the Chinese proposal had been accepted
and the New Zealan@ proposal had not found some support I should
not have spoken. But I feel it is my duty to point out that the
N;w'Zéaiand prqposgl &s 1t stands rather c%mmits the Council to
a ce;tain course of action. It says, for exemple, "end the need
for the ﬁrovision of'such_services." That reather commits the
Counéil. We do not know what sort of services the Sccial Commiseion
ma2y recommend in the future. ‘

The second point I have in mind 1s as follOWS' The New’
Zealand proposal reads "in presenting the budgetary provisions
for such services in 1948." That egain rather commits the Council.
I should like to mention for the information of the Council that
all fhese points have been gone into very thoroughly in the
drafting éommittee one by one, and I feel that it is very
awkwafd aﬁd rather irregular for the Council to reopen this.
metter for discussion all over again when we alreedy have a
perfectly good resolution,.not good textually frém e drafting
point of view, but good\in the sense f£at it combines all
essential points, and we should not go against it except for
very good reasons,

The PRESIbENT: Let us proceed with the voting. This is
e slmple matter agd we can decide within a few minutes on one
text or the other.

The first paragraph of dreft resolution E/520 was adopted

by eeventgen voter with one cbstention.
The PRESIDENT; We have a proposal by the representative of

New Zezlend that the second paregreph should be deleted,
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The propasal wes sdopted by eight votes to seven, with

three abstentions.

The PRESIDENT: ﬁe Vill-ndw.take‘ﬁp the New.Zea;andtamendment‘
to parsgraph tﬁreé. The amendmenf reads as follows: "Requeste
the Socisl Commission at its next sesgién to review the r’eport~
of the Secrétary-General and to~make‘recommendapidhs concerning
this report and the need for the provision of such services and
the methods of financing such services," -

The emendment was rqjeéted by nine votés to eight, with

-one abestention.

The PRESIDENT: -We .shall now teke up the New Zeagland amendnwﬁﬁf
to the last peragaph.. ,This amendment reads as follows: "Requesfs
the Secretari-GenéraI'f‘to,take into accoumt‘the deliberations o}
the Social Commission in presenting the budgetary provisions for
such services in-1948."

The amendment was rejected by nine votes to seven, with

il

two abstentiors,
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We shall now vote on the text of the third paragraph as con-
tained in the dreft resolution. !

Mr. MALIK-(Lebanon): I maintain that those who voted against
paragrapn 2 did so in view cf accepting the New Zealand amendment.

Now that the Now Zealand amendment has been rejected, I regrest that
a new vote be taken with regard to the acceutance or rejection of
raragraph 2.

The PRESIDENT: No; the proposal for-the deletion of paragraph 2.
was accepted, and the paragraph is therefore deleted.

Mr. MALIK (Lebenon): The deleticn was not implicit. It was not
merely a deletion; it was a deletion in view of what was coming after
the @e]etibnf Since that which came after the deletion was rejected,
those whe voted against it because they wanted to see the forthcoming
vart ac;epted may reconsider.

That is what I hed in mind at the beginning, when I stated that

) metion
we cauld.motvote in such a faghion; that the whole New Zealand/had to
be voted, after which we must go bgck to the original resolutioﬁ~and
vote it parggraph by paragraph.

Mr. KQMINSKY (Byelorussian SSR)(Interpyetation.from.Russian): It
éeems to me that a rather strange}procedure is being suggested to us.
We have voted on a series of amendments. One of ?hese amendqents
received a majority of the votes and was duly accepted. I consider
that we are all edults and that we should know what we are doing.

The PRESIDENT: We voted on the amendments and on the individual
paragraphs of the résolution. However, we did not vote on the resolution
as a whole, Before we vote on the resolution as a whole; if the Members
of the Council desire to reconsider voting on paragraph 2, I have no

‘objection to that, but the Members of the Cocuncil have to decide on
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whether they wish to reconsider thelr vote on paragraih 2. Following
that, we shall vote on the resolution as a whole.

Is there any -objection to a rﬁconsideratiqn with vegard to
praragra h 22 .
Mr.\THORP {United States): Of course, the Presideéent can decide,

with the aid of the C.cxrmeil, on mefhods of procedure. However, if

we reconsider paragraph 2, perhapys on the basis of a changed position
with regard to -paragraph 2,.we-m%y have to reconsider paragraph 3. Then,
if we change our position on paragraph 3, we may have to reconsider
paragraph L. .

It seems to me there is a point at which one does sﬁqp reconsidering
on the basis of action taken. These are separable ‘matter . We have
decided on paragraph 2. Ié_is not related to paragraph 3 or paragraph k,
at least+in my judgment. Therefore, I see no Justificetion for
reconsidering parsgrayh 2 on the basis- of actions taken‘with regard
to paragraphs 3 and 4.. If they are related, they should have been
considered'toéether as a group, rather than to have had & division.

The PRESIDENT: -We shall now vote on the resolution as a whole,
namely, paragraphs 1, 3 and h; the second paregraph having béen'fejected
by the Council. |

\

A vote by show of hands was taken-

The PRESIDENT: - There are sixteen votes in favour of" the
resolution, one against, with one abstention. Therefore, the resolution
is -adopted. \

Mr. CHA&G (China): I feel that one remark is necessary. Whilé
I appreciate the ruling made by the President, with which I agreed, 1
think the suggestion 1o reconsider any peregriph surely was made quite

seriously by the representative of Lebanon and in a very mature manner.



CGMcL/tp ' E/P;t\,/é 107
@]

REPORT CF THE SEFRETARY GENERAL ON RELlEF NEEDS AFTER TERMINATION OF UNRRA
(E/h62 E/162/ﬁau 1)

Mr. MOROSOV (UsSSR) (Intcrprctatio; from Rucsian): The matorial on the
scobe of hodln givon in the Lkenort is based‘on the data of the so=-callcd
Sp001al Teghnlcal Fummlttue. A% the last sessilon I had to point out the import
shortcomlngo of thko Pcport, ard T dc¢ not ;ntﬁnd to reneat what I have said.
It is obviocus that countriecs which uave suffured heavily from destruction
and have suffcered from enemy occypetion, need help. It is obvious
that this help should come, in major part, from countries that did not
have to suffer fTrom enemy occupation‘and destruction, f

The PRESIDENT:. As no other representatives apparently wish to make
any furtber observations, I wonder whether the Members of the Council would
agree with the following %uggestion. "The Economic and 3ocial Council
notes the Report of the Secreteary-General on the relief nqeds’after the
termination of UNRRA, and draws the attention of tle General Assembly to
this Roport as it has been prepared on the basis of the Resolution of tpe
Assembly. The Council approves the action which tho Secretary-General has
taken pursuent to the Resolution of” the Gene?al Assembly on this matter,
and reccmmends that Meméer Nations give every possible assistance in
achie%ing the purposes of the Resolution."

Mp. LUNEE (Norway): The Norwegian delesation is perfectly willigg to
support the resolution which has just besn proposed by the President., I
must apologizg for not asking permission to say a few words before. I should .
like to make a yéry short statement in cornection with the Report.

The Report contains & short bassage on page 6, which rezds as ‘follows:
"The Norwegisn Govermment intends to take up the question of granting long-
term credits to countries in need of relief, in addition to providing cod

liver oil to the International Children's Emergency Fund."
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A3 was pointed out by the Norwegian reﬁresentative when he
discussed the International Children's Emergency Fund, the questio: of a
certain grant of cod live; 0il has already been-settled. As to long-ternm
credits, I might 244 that certain creditsihave also been granted alveady
by the Norwegian Goverhment to Finlang, Polané, Austria and Greece.

Mr. PEREZ-CISNFROS (Cuba): I am ready'to vote in favour of the pro=-
posal which the President has just suggestéﬁ. However, it seems to me
that the last part of it, the portion which calls the attention of the
governments to the importahce of giving their full support to this problem
may not be in order. The guestion is now on the government level., The
Secretary-General has already approached the governments, and some of theln
have expressed formal opinions about it; others are etill studying the prob-
lem.. .

In view of.the fac? that this question ié on the government level,

I do not think we should at this stage again call the attention of the
governments to a mé?ter which they have already considered or which they
are cohsidering. However, I realiio that the problem is a very important
cne, and that the governments must 4o everything possidle to contribute

to this important work.



WH/EC | " E/P.V. 107
T1-75

Mr. RADIMSKY (Czechoslovakia): At our lest ‘session in March
the Gzechoslovek delegation criticized very severely and for good
reason the Report of the Special Technical Committee. I do not °
wish to reﬁeat the arguments we gave them, I only wish to inform
the Council that my delegation will abstain on voting-on this rosolution
Mr. GOLDET (France) (Interpretation from French): I have no
comment to make on the statement nade by our colleague from Cuba.
I should simply like to point outlthat we received this voluminous
document of seventy-eight vages only twenty-four hours ago. There=-
fore, we were not able to study it completely. I note that it
refers to the food situation in Europe during the Spring of this '
year and also during the Summer, which ié now nearly finish;d;
I think the only conclusions we could draw would be of a historical
character.
| The FRESIDENT: There is a proposal by the representative of
Cuba tﬁat the last parf Lf the draft resolution concerning the
governments should be elimihated. Mt would then read as follows:
"The Economic and Social Council notes the Report of the Secretary-
General on relief needs affer the termination of UNRRA, and drawe "
the attention of the General Assenbly to this Report; approves -

the actione which the Secretary-General has taken pursuant to

the Resolution of the Assembly on this matter." .

The resolutiop was adopted. ..
REPORT OF THE COUNCIL. NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS COMMITTEE - .

The PRESIDENT: The Council might wish to have closéd meetings
when it comes to-discussing individuel -cages. That is for the Council

to decide. In the past the Council diéquesed‘aqme publicly and. some

in closed meetings.
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My, SANTA CRUZ (Chile) (Interpretation crom Spenish): I do
not see any drawback to discussing this question. of the non-governmental
organizations in public, and therefore I think the session should
remain open. . A ’

Mr, PEREZ-CISNEROS (Cuba): I am extremely sorry not to share
the views just expressed by the. representative of Chile. In a
matter such as the one we are about to consider I think it would be
nore delicate to have a closed meeting. ‘ -

My, SMITH (Cenada): While I have no objection to expressing
in public any views I may feel .it necessary to express on individual
non-goverrmental organizations, I think that -as a matter of principle
it is preferable for the Council fo have cloéed sesglons for this
purpose, ‘ : .

I would like to make a further ﬁoint in regard to saving the
Council's time, It is that we should use simultaneous translations,
whichlwould seve us at least fifty percent and probably rather more
of the time lnvolved in getting through this work. Personally, there-
fore, I should favour a closed meefing in Committee of the Whole with
simultaheéus.translation.

Mr. @'ASCOLI (Venezuela) (Interpretation from-Spgnish): I find
myself in complete agreement with the representative of Chile. I do
not gee any reason, nor h;s any reason been put forward, for having a
closged s;ssion. I do not think the matters we are now going to
discuss are any more delicate than other matters discussed in the’
Council, so until reasons are given which can-convince me thet it

would be preferable to have a closed session, I shall vote in favour

of an open session with the public adnitted to oir deliberations.'
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The PRESIIENT:. iheré“are two proposalsg-before us,.one that. .
we should discuss thls item as a Council and. .the ether .that we -. .
should first discuss it in Committee of the Whole. .

. -Mr, SANTA .CRUZ (Chile)'(Interpretation{fromﬂSpanish): I
did not suggest that it should be discussed in Committee; I sug-
gested that it should be discussed publicly.

Mr. PEREZ-CISNEROS (Cuba): The President has just announced
that we have two proposals before us, one to discuss this item in
plenary sossion and the other t§ discuss it in Committee. I think
we have also another question to decide, namely, whether to have
an open or élosed session, no matier whether it is of the Council
or of the Ccomittee of the Whole,

The PRESILENT: Rule 47 says: "The meetings of the Council
shall be held in public unless the Council decides otherwise.”
Th?refore I would like to take a vote on whetlier the meeting should
be public or private. |
‘ Mr, PHILLIPS (United Kingdom): Someone inquired what con-
sidefations were involved in deciding whether to have a privafe or
e public session. So far as I‘am concerned, I‘shou;d be quite
prepered to have either, but I imagine that the kiﬁd-of consldera-
tion which should be in our mind is concerned with the feelings of
the people with whom we are dealing.

For instance, if a representative here should propose that,
shall we say, the "Society of Bicycliste Living in the Bast Nineties'
should hévcoctgoqﬁ,status, it would be up to somebody else on the
Council 4o say that that)was a very poor organlzation and did not

carry any weight whatsoever. That kind of discussion might hurt
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the feelings- of the people ¢oncerned, and I imégiﬁefﬁhéff%hat‘is
one of the considerations which should be in the minds of repre-
gentatives when they are vOtiqg whether the meeting should be in-
public or in private. They would not have it in their minds that
they would went to diSC‘uss any points of policy which were not

)
proper for the public ears. ‘I think we should remember thet.
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Mr. &'ASCOLI (Venezuela)(Interpretation from Spanish): I listened
with great interest to the explanations given by the representative'of
.the United Kingdom. In fact; I was the one who asked for explenations,
80 I listened with particular care. .But I think that any orgaﬁizatioﬁ
that places én application knbwsﬁin advance that the meetinés of the |
Economic and Social Council are public, that the public is admitted to
the Council chamber, and that its application will Dbe diséussed in
full detail before .the pudblic.

Yie have no previous engecgement with those organizations to exemine
their applications in private session, even for the reasons explained by
the representétive of the United Xingdom. Those organizations which
place applications are fully aware of this fact when they do place those
épplications.

For these reasons, the explanatiéns given, as far .as I am concermed,
do not appear to be satisfactory..

Mr. THORP (United States): I am inclined to support the notion
that this discussion, like our other discussions, should be done in
public, T think that the suggestion made by our colleague from
Venezuela is an apt one, that there is something corresponding here to
the legal concept,ofqassumption of risk,that if an organization files
an epplication, it\is exposing itself to complimentary and uncomplimentary
remerks. If these bicyclis?s are not compe%ent bicyclists theytdeser;e
to be told so in public and at least tq know what is being said about
themn., | '

I think that it is quité iﬁportant for aéencies vhose applications
are being congidered here to have some notion.as to what the considera-

tions are, rather than to have to get that information second-hand.
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So T should hépe, in spite of the fact'that it may lead to somé inJured
feelings, that we would move ahead and consider these matters in public;

Mr. PEREZ-CISNEROS (Cuba): In order to avoid any misunderstanding.
about the decision~ which we took some minutes ago, I wish to add some
‘remarks to what I previously said. .

The Cuban Government has always favoured that meetings of national
or interngtional bodies be held in public. As 2 matter of fact, some
months ego, in the Pan-American Union in Washington, there was a very
gerious debate on the subject when the Cuban delegate to fhe governing
board of that Union proposed that the meetings of the Pan-American Union
be open, and it was on the suggestion of our delegate that meetings of
the Pan-American Union are today open.

However, our Government and our delegation to the Economic and
Socisl Council believe that when you consider names or when you have to
express an opinion about an organization, thé situvation is somewhat
different, and that is the very resson why we think that in this case
the represent@ﬁives would“ﬁéve more freely if the meetingSwere closed
rather than open. But, of course, as a matter of principle we favour
open meetings. However, in this particulasr case, we think that the
meetings should be closed.

The PRESIDENT: Ve will now vote on the proposal that the dis-

cussgion of documents E/500 and E/502 should be held in open meetings.

The proposal was adopted by twelve votes to one, with five ab-
stentions.

Mr. PEREZ-CISNEROS (Cuba): I should like the record to show the

abstention of Cuba on the vote.
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The PRESIDENT: There is another proposal from the representative of
Canadsa that we' should discuss the matter in the Committee of the Vhole so
that we can make uge of the simultaneous translation. I think that would
be very advisable gince it would help us to finish this item more quickly.

As there is no objéction to this proposal, Qe will meet tomorrow at
11:00 a.m, in the Committee of the Whole and discuss this item, and after
‘we finish tﬂ;§~3555‘ﬁe~will continue in plenary session with the other
items we will have on the agendal

Before adJourning this meeting, I should 1ike to inform the Members
vhat our programme is, After completing the item which we are presently
discussing, we shall have the other items on today's agenda and also
items which will be adopted in the Committee, namely, the One Day's Pay
Proposal, the'report on Freedom of Information and of the Press, the
Economic Commission for Latin America, and the Rules of Procedure.

The‘meeting roge at 1:30 p.n.






