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The PRESIDENT: I declare the one hundred and ninth meeting of the
Economic and Social Council open. ‘
TRATE UNION RIGHTS (Continued) .

Mr. MOROSOV (USSR) (Interpretation'from Russian): As the Menbers
of the Economic and Social Council dertainly remenmber, the Yorld Feder-tion
of Trade Unions presented a draft résolupion dealing with the assurance
of ?rade union rights et the Fourth Session of the Economic and Social
Council., This draft resolution wes not discussed in its essence at
that particuwler session. It is only now that the Economic end Social
Council‘began a discussion with regard to the essence of this problem.
The question is therefore on the sgende for the segond time., The only
difference is that other documents have been presented by other organ-
izations in addition'to the proposals sﬁbmitted by the ﬁorld Federation

v

of Trade Unions, : R -

The Soviet Union delegation proposes that wve discuss at this
session of the Fconomic and Social Cowncil the proposal submitted by
the “lorld Federation of Trade Unions, as it has its own value and
significance, and en edsential question is dealt with in this proposal
vhich is of the greatest importance to the working people throughout °
the world. Therefore, I shall not speek with regard to the essence of
other documents, especially the document presented by the Internmational
Labor Orzruizatica,.in which the principles arc drafted for the future
conventions on fresdcm of zesociation. This documgnt secar to vws to be
rather in the naﬁufe of giving information, We caimot consider tue

. ) . S

essence of thig Cécpﬁmnt, for it 1s cleer Trodm the decument itself that
the Internation~i Labor brganization énvisages the continuation of

discussion with regard to these principles smong its own “rzubers during

the year 1948,
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The General Assembly  of the United Nations allowed éhe World
Federation of Trade Unions to submit to the Economic and Social -
Council mﬂtters.to be placed on the agendg. Employipg this right
given to it by the General Assembly, the World Federation of Trade
Unions asked the Economic and Socisl Council to include onthe agenda
the question of trade union rights, This request was grented.

If the decision of the General Assembly of 15 December 1946 is
to be fulfilled, so as to assure the widest
cooperation of the Economic aﬁd Social Council with the Vorld Federation
of Trade Unions, this Session of therEconpmic and Social Coupcil must
discuss carefully the proposals presented by the World Federation of
Tradé Unions and dealing with the gquestion of trade union fights.

In the document presented by the World Federatioﬁ of Trade Unions,
the attention of the Economic and Social Council is drawn to the fact
that a policy is being followed in many countries to liquidate the basic
rights of trade unions. Leaders of the trade unions are being aismissed
and arrested; their houses are being occupied by police forcés, their
newspapers closed, snd the governments appoint new "leaders." Vorkers
of coloured races and qgt;V€s ere ferbidden to form union orgcnizations,
All-these fact. can ve callcd‘attempts to rtrangle trade unzoné, and’
that iec exactly the way the document of the World Federation of Trade

Unions characterizes. it.
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In ﬁéfticular, as 1t appears from the statement by tﬁé‘Senretary
of the General Labour Confederation of Greece to_ the Commission of
the Security Council, the working claés of Greece is deprived of a trade
union movemenﬁ. Duly elected central bodies of trade unions, as well
as the leadership oi federatims and of separate unions, were dismissed,
and the.Government appointed instead its own sﬁpporters frqm among those .
who were voted down;by the workers in union eiections. The leadérsh;p
of the General Iabour Confederation of Greecé; elected by a'majority
'at the 8th.C§ngress of the Confederatior. alio was dismissed. Such
facts may be listed without én end. Hewever, I shall 1limit myself to
these particular facts, for the éther situations are well-known to
the Members of the Econamié and Social Council.

The Soviet Union deiegation wants to bring to the attention of
tﬂé Council thé fact tﬂat in the document of the Vorld Federation of
Trade Unions, ve are reminded of the fact that the Second World Var
was won with the active collaboration and participation of the workers
of the world aﬁd to a great extent, this was que to the sacrifices of
these workers. Thié document also brings to the attention of the Council
some observations with.regard fo the rights of unions which contribupe
to the development of peace and security in the world, and which must .
be given to workers all over the'world. | |

The development Qf trade unions throughout the world is one of
the main prerequisites for the accomplishment of the aims of the United
Nations, the eptablishment of peace. the solving of the main ecénomicp
political, cultural and social probleme before us, the establishment

'of the bvasic rights of man and the basic freedoms without regard to

race,; gex, or religion.
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« The Economic and Social Council nust help the World Federation

of Trade Unlons 4n this desiro %o protoct <he
rights of the unione from all attempts that are meant to prevent their
free development, The Soviet Union, therefore, supports the propdosal
Presented to the Council by the World Federation of Trade Unions, and
apreels to other.Members of the Council to suppoft this proposal,

; should like to sey a few words with regerd to the statenents
that have been made end to certaln proposels thet have been presented
to the CSuncil, as for exampie, the prnposai cf the United Kingdom delegntion.
The Sovieﬁ Union de;egation cennot agree with. the draft proposal 9f '
the United Kingdon delegotion, fop this proposal rentlons the report
of the International iabour Orgenization when it 1s well-known to the
Merbers of the Econonic and Social Council thét the initiztive of the
resolution on union rishts is that of the Viorld Federation of Trede
Unicns. We connot understend how this irportont fact can be ignored =~-'
how we cen disyxegeord the inmportance of the step undertaken by the World
Fedération of Trode Unions in presenting to the Economic and Sociel
Coun&il the question of union rights which is <f such vital concern to unions‘
throughout the world, How cep we, ignore the~in1£iative of the World
Federation of Trode Unlons, an orgenization haviné tens of nillions

of nembers and orgenizing workers in many countriesg
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The United Kingdom represeﬁtative spoke of the~compet0nce of the
Internatiogal Labour Orgenization, We cannot égree with hig understanding
of the tagks of that specialized agency,‘ We pénhot approve this view of
the mon?poly of the Internaﬁional Laboﬁr Orgahization.

The World Federation of Trede Unions is an orgenizatlion of workers
in many countries. The Internafional Labour Orgenization has its own tasks,
which ere completely different from those of the World Federatlon of Trade
Unions. There is a difference between the two orgenizations in structure
85 well, |

Therefore, in this particulér draft resolﬁtion, the wrong approach
'8 reflected as to the role of different organizations, the wroné epproach
which appesred in previous sessions of the Economic and Social Council.

I do not want to discuss the essence of these probosals. I only went
-to bring the Council's attention t§ one point in the first part of the
documont, Pearegraph 8 deals with the responsibilities and obligations of
unicns, One must keep in mind that this particuiar matter of responsibility
of the unions is being used in many countries in ofder to suppress the unioms,
Therefore, if the Council should accept such an approach, it would mean
that the Council would arrive &t entirely different results from the ones
they attompted to accomplish.

The Soviet Union delegation, therefore, cennot agrée to the proposél
of the United Kingdom delegation which was supported by the Netherlands
and the United States. The Soviet Union delegation once more wants to
express its full support of the proposals of the. World Fedoration of Trade
Unions and wants to appeai to the other Members of the Council té support

these proposals,
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Mr. THORP (United States) I think that the history of

this particular matter is of substantial bearing in considering
the couse that we should takefrom thi; roint forward. I think |
the Membe g8 of the Ccuncil are porfsctly clesr ch the fact that
the problem wes submitted to the Council by the Wbrld Federqtion
of Trede Unions, and thet ;fter very careful consideration it wes
decided thet the Council should not act upon tﬁe regommeﬁdatiop
et that time but should refer it for consideratién to the Inter-
netional Lebour Qrgenizetion and to the&Commiésion on dumon
Rights. | ) '

Thet was a decisioﬁ cerefully mede, ha%ing in mind thet
this problem wes an exceedingly difficu;t problem end should
ﬁave prolonged. expert anﬁ cafeful consideration. ﬁe now
mget agein, It is on gur‘agekda. We have what might be called
an interim Report from tﬁe inte;national Labour Orgenizetion. I
think that we should regara this Report as a besls fecr great
,encouragement. | ¢

Here was & vexry diffiéult protlem which was réferred to that
Organizaticn. It khas reported back tovus thaet 1t aé;pted resclutinns
which covered all the mein items ralsed in the documeﬁts sent to 1t,
and that it 1s leczking forvard to a pregram of developing an
international ccnvention which would provide soﬁe firm basis for
ection in this field, .

It 1s importcnt to notice thet these fesolutiops ﬁere
adopte@iunanimously. Wé now have a reéord of subétantial prog?ess

before us as fer azs the International Lobour Organization is

concerned., It is & program which indicates thet ILO expects to
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meke gtill further progress on this matter in the neer future.

We hgve.not heard yet from the Commission’ on‘Eﬁmnﬁ ﬁights;
and yet this whole problem 1s very closely tied in to the brozder
problem with %}éhicq thet group hes to deal. It 1s o problem of
one type of freedom which is obvioﬁsiy‘related to‘other types of
freedon, pa££iculafly the tyﬁes of freedom fhat are'necessa£y.to A
permit groups of people to do perticular things which they mey
wish to do, and which, within the prin&iples of the freedoms thet
are supported in the Char%er;(they have every4£1ght to QO,

'So we have the pfoblem.on our agénda agein, end the question
iss Whet do we doan;wf We have hdd four propgsals; one propdéal
by the Union of quieﬁ'éocialist Republics, wiiéh 1s thet we go
back to the originnl resolqtion;suggésted by ‘the World Federstion
of Trade Unions end spprove them ot this m@eting."Thét.is, of
course, whgt was diccussed at\the eerlier meeting and which was
on the agendo at thét éime. It wee then thet we ﬁanted to’
get the expert bodies to descl with the problem, I see no reeson
why the Council should chenge its course, perticularly in the .
l;ght of the fact that the declsion has already been teken that
£his problem requires much mofe caréful end detailed consideraticn than
that wvhich 1t hes aiready been recei&ing- . !

We have & second proposél which wes suggested by the Czechoslovek
delegétion, which 1s:a pro%osal that we shouid esk the Internetional -
Lebour Qrgenizetion to continue its work, end ﬁhat'we should .
request the Sociel Commlssion to proceed.appgrently on exactly
the same ground--es fer es I ca£ tell—-simuléaneously operatiné
in parel;e%. Tﬁat propoéal also dréps the'Ccﬁ@ission on Humcn -

Rights out of the picture,
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We have a third proposel presented by the United Kingdom,
in whidh the Netherlands-end the United States participated in
its presehtetion to the Council, which, like that of Czechc;slovakia,
endorses the work which has been dome by the Internationsl Labour
Organization, but which does not start enother orgenization at
work, It asks the Intermational Labour Orgenization and the
Commission on Humen Rights to cerry on.

We have a fourth proposal presented by the French delegation
vhich, as I understand it, suggests that the second and third
proposals should be given to a drafting committee and incorporated
in a single document. That seems to me a ii’ttle bit like telling
8 man in one e'tutomobile to '.t"igu:ge gut; &8 way in which he can go
down two different roads at the same time. .

These are eonflicting programs, end I just do not wnderstend
how any drai"t\ing cominitteg can take the two and qnify thenm into ‘
ae.single p,rogram. I think basically we are faced withr the problem
of whether we should coﬁtinue planning for the work to be done by
the Inte‘r'national Labour OrganizatiOn and the C§m;lssion on Human
Rights, or whether we should drop the Commission or; Human Rights
and ask the Sociel Commission to pick it up amll operate,

I should like to maite geveral comments on that particular "
matter. I have & real question about the wisdom and propriet;;
of drogping the Commission on Humen Rights’ out of this pileture.
This 15 one metter of many matters which will have to be covered
in the Bill of Righ_ts, whic_:h is a project we all have very dear
to our hearts. it ought to be done with very close célla}borgtion.

IT we follow the suggestion of asking the Social Commission
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to take on this ossignment, we should then request ILO to
continue in its efforts, and we should ask the Social Commission
to meke proposals in order to complete and consolidate the text
prepared by ILO. I assume that the International Labour Organization
is completing and consolidating the text. There is a request
for an enalysis of the logel sltuations I em-sure the Internatiornal
Labour Orgenization is more competent then the Sociaed Commission to
deel with the legal situation in the field of labour.
There is a request to bring in recommendations to the
Council concerning the implementetion éfrtﬁe proposed principles,
When we get to the problem of implementation we shell need the
wlsdom of everyiagenoy that hos anyrinterest in this problem.
The Interhational Lehour Organizatioﬁ has certaln established
ways of implementing principles of this sort, It mey be that
we must find séme new methods of implementation, I think that
when we get to that point, this Councill will certclnly have to
consider it very corefully, because we are limited in jJust whet
we can do for the purpose of implementation under the Chorter.
It is a basic problem that will have to be given prolonged con-
gsideration after someome has laid oubt for us a preliminary analysis.
To come back to the issue of the International Labour
Orgenization or the Social Cormission, I do not think there is
any question but thate the United Netions recognizes the International
Labour Orgenization as'the specialized agency within its structure
responsible for dealing with probleme in the field of trade

union rights, It is an experienced and able body, It is already far
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along on this problem. It is & body which has a relationship
that is very intimate with the United Nations, It seems to me
the most naturcl thing in the world for the International Labour

Orgenization to carry on this task for us.
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Therefore, I should like to supvort the'position taken by the
United Kingdom répresentative,endorsiﬁé the draft resolution which
he has submitted. I think that resolution giies full recognitioh
to the service performed by the World Federation of Trade Unions.
It very carefully describes the fact that the Vorld Federation of
Trade Unions submitted a memcrandum on this subjJect to the Céuncil.
I do not see how it can be regarded as failing to recognize that.
The words are right there in the resolution. This resolution per-
haps might be stronger, and if that ie the point which the French
representati?e wishes to maﬁe, I shouwld be glad to endorse it--a
gtronger supﬁort of the work élread& done by the International
Labour Organi?ation. Bﬁt bagically it gives us a procedure with
vhich to move ahead, and it seems to me it is an orderly one. We
have a difficult problem and if we- . treat it ag a crisis problem
or we will not treat 1t wisely. This is a versisting and a permanent
problem, and I-think we have to make certain that we have all the
wisdom that we can cobtain in o;der to deal with it wisely.

I think the International labour Orgenization should be ;ommended
:for the work that it has done end it should be urged to do all that
it can to advise us as to how to be fully effective in protecting

these very important rights, the so-called trade union rights, the

rights of freedom of association.
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Mr. STOLZ (Czechoslovakia): I shall try to meke the intention
of the Czechoslovak delegafion clear, When we put the resolution con-
cerning traoe union rights before thié‘Council, it was the first time
that the Counoil had the possibility of exarining the problems of
freedom of assoclation and tradé union rights.

At its last\gossion this Council adopted a resolution iq\general
terms asking the ILO and the Human Righte Commission to deal with this
matter, In our discussion today, we have been considering the general
agpects of this questlon. "In making th%ﬁ proposal, the Czechoslovak
delegation thinks that the substance of this matter should also be
examined and consldered by the appropriate body; we think that body

-

is the Social Commission. A decision was taken ab the last session
.of the Economic and Social Council that the Human Rights Commission
nay consider those(aspects of the subject which might appropriately
form part of the Bill of Human Righta,

The United States represehtative criticized the Czechoslovak
proposal for omitting the point that the Human Rights Commiosion
should deal with the subject. However, it was not necessa;y tc in-
clude thatf point beoaose such a decision was already taken. But
aside from this, the Huxﬁan Rights Commission dealt with this prob-
lem from the point of view of general principles. Howéver, ve have
also to face the practical side of the problem, the dotails and this,
the Czechoslovak delegation respectfully subnits, shouid be do;e by
the‘Sooial Commission,

On.the request of the Council; the ILO very oarefully'discussed

I T

and examined the whole problem, and I think*all of us are very grate—“
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ful for the wofk of the ILO, Tﬁe International Iabour Conference
itself recoéniées the complexity of that problem, I could guote
passages frdm the decision taken in the Conference at Geneva, for
instahce, from the part of the resclution concerning international
machinery for safeguarding freedom of assoclation, where'the comn-
plexity of that probleé is sfated very clearly. -

In paragraph 7 on page 8 of the decisions of the Conference,
the International Labour Conference sees  the necessity of close
co-cperation between the ILO and the United Nations,’as far as the
establishment of permanent 1nternétional machinery is concerned.

If this is so, who should go into this matter on behalf of the
United Nations if not the Ecoﬁomic and,chial Council through an
appropriate body? In the light of the discussion today and on the
basis of'the results obtained by the Internagional Lebour Conference
and the interested parties, as ve say in our resolution, the World
_Federation- of Trade Unions and other -trade union bodies, vho should
examine the special cheracter of that problem?

In making this proposal, we never intended to omit the Human
Rights Commission in so.fﬁr as 1t might, actording to the Recelution,
elaborate certain clauses which had already been put in. |

The United Kingdoﬁ;representative fears that there would be«é
loss of confidence, but are we not also suggesting in our resolution
that the ILO should be fequested to continue its‘efforts in order that
one or several international conventions may be qﬁickly adépted? The
United Kingdom repreéentétive gsald that the InternatiOna; La.bour“1 .
Conference representé@ more éévernments'than the Economic and Social

Council; nobody doubts that.
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Is it not a facfithat the Economic and Social Council has
povers delegated ts.it through the General Assewbly from all the
Members of the United Nations?
The Czechoslévak delegation suggested & thorough examination
and study of this'problem by the Social Commission to prepare
further steps in the developement and safeguard of freedom of
asgociation, By approving this, the Council will be approving
fully the principle of freedom of assoclation, and it‘will be

\
approving the authority of this Council and of the United Nationms,
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Mr. PHILLIPS (United Kingdom): I wish to clarify a misunderstanding
held by the representative of Czechoslovakia. I was nqt challenging the
competence of this Council to deal with the matter because there were less
governments on this Body than on the IIO. I wés speeking of the Social
Commission, and I said that the people on the Social Commission were not
direct representgtivés of governments in the same way as we are here and
in the same way as the International Labor Ofganization consists of
representatiées‘of governments, )

Mr, KAMINSKY (Byelorussia)(Interpretation from Russien): The dis-
cussion has shown that certain Members of the Economic nnd Social Council.
do not wish at this time to consider the question of wnion rights in its
esgsence, If I understand correctly, the Council is looking for some
way in vhich to remove this question from the agenda. Certain representa-
ti&es of this Council and certain representatives even of union organizations
are of the opinion that this is neither the time nor the place to consider
the question. I camnot agree with suéh an attitude as far as this problem

is concerned.
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I should like to touch upon a natter which is” connected with the
congideration of thi; question on our agenda, The Econonic and Soéial
Council has been seiéed tw;cé with the question of unicn fights,'and“
yot a aolutiqn'to tho question‘has.not been foﬁnd. Certaln forces somé-
how brevent a solution éf this question in 1té c88ence. ‘ks a result,
such‘g c}ear and indisﬁensableipfoblem has.ﬁéen drawn'ihto other orgeni-
zations, It hes lost itsqpriginal natgre; it 18 presented in a new liéht
and 1is 80 _complicated with diﬁferént additions, that, in essence, the o
vhole natter is being turped against the.unibn rights, The Economic;
and Social Council is appearing }ﬁ the fole of.én Qrgan which is not
helping the development‘of union movément. | ’

I recognize fhat the quéstion of uﬁionism is quite an acute problen,
but I an not of the opinicn that tﬁe question of the rights of unions
should be substituted by other questions wﬁere righte of unions will
depend on the will‘of those in power. The ﬁcononic ond Social Council”
will certainly be open to criticiem if it should refexr this question

on formal grounds to another body, and not underteke a decision of these

-
\

inportant problen at this papticular sessioﬁ.
The Byeioruqsian dglegation, in concluéion, wonte to enmphasize
once Iore tbe irmediate neceseiﬁy of tﬁis queétion being considered,
this question which is of suéh inportence to the millions of working
;eople in the world. ‘
Mr. MARTIN (Cenada): We have had a long, but I think on the-
whole, a very useful discussion of this extrenely inportaﬁt natter,
and péfhaps I ney begiﬁ whére the last speaker left off.
I an not eware that this Council has sought to shelve this problem

or to také any steps that could be Justly or accurately cha;acterized

8 a desire of this Ccuncil to do nothing about this problen., Certainly,
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I could no@ 8it at this table and egree to do nothing or say nothing
if thaﬁ, in ﬁ& Judgnent, had been’théidase, as;evidénced by what we
have thus fer discussed todaj; On the contrery, I think 1t should be
noted that éveryone who has éﬁoken, regardless of his point of view,
has.in?1§£eé fron the declarntions that were made that the question
wes one of fundrmental importance, and one that mus£ be dealt with as
quickly a8 was précticable and poséible under all the circumstences,

. My couﬁtry hes recognized the value of freedom of association

for_tfade unions, and has ‘extended this freedon'ihla nenner that has

%elped not only the workers of our country, but the Governnent end

industrial efforf. Freédom of association for the workers is. something.

which we regerd as a fun&amental‘freedom, and we weuld went the worﬁers

of other c§untries'to enjoy vhat we believe, generally specking, to e e

righ£ exercised in our own oountr&. |

I was 1mpréssed with the ﬁay this debate began. I felt that the

Council was at long 1aét, at‘this particuler session, beginning to exer-

cise whet I believe to be cne of its highest functions. I sta@eé the -
/ : ’ ‘ . filing

other day that there was a great danger tkri:tho Councll w4 ht becone o/ _

cobinet,end that view was susported by ny colleague fronm Lebanon. He

too agreed that was a danger vhich 211 of us fmst recognize. One 6f

our functioné certainly 18 not only to teke note of things, but in the

exercise‘of our co~ordinating functions; to see thet the work of the

specialized agencies 1s being usefully pursued, In ‘hecring o repogt

f;on one of these specigiized egencies, as wé'did %his norning, it

seered to me we were takiﬁg ad@antage of gnd eierqieing one of ouy highcst

obligations.
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The principle of functionalism is one to whieh my Government
attaches a considerable measure of importance, and in this particular
field, acknowledging certein limitations, the Intermational Labour
Organizat;on,which antédates our own orgenizations by meny yeers
in point of time, seems to be the body best suited, for meny reasons,
to advise us on the important questibn.of inplementation about which
I shall want to say something before I am through. )

I think that I should teke this opportunity to say that oy
Government, &8s a Member of this Council, has great faoith in the Inter-
national Labouf Orgenization with its long history and all thet it hes
rendexed to the wofkers 0? the world. It is a measurc of service which
is parrlleled by no oth;r agency. When 1t ceme into béing, there wers
few workers in the world who enjoyed ‘the benefit of sociel insurence,
for instancée, I think the figure fb given és much less than threé
nillion, WVhen one thinks of the many. nillions of workers in w‘;he vorld
who enjoy social legislation in one way or snother, acknowledging at
once that it is due‘entirelgito the Internmetional Lebour Oxgenization,
one nust nevertheless rccognize that a good bit of it is due to the
direct and indireoct work of an orgenization bégun by Albert Thomas.,

I think to exclude this particuler matter from the International Labour
Organization would be to withdraw from our reacﬁ a source of great ™ -

H

officiency in reference to this particular problen.
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The three submissions that we hed this morning from three voices of
labour on the international level were, I think, on the whole very im-
pressive. We are grateful , as the representative of the United States said,
to the World Federation of Trade Unions for its interest and the initiative
that if has taken in this prbblem. ‘It is only fair to say, however, that
the ILO itself in its very constitution envisages the necessity of rcalizing
the right‘of freedom of association of workers, It is only proper to em-
phasize that in the important Declaration of Philadelphia made at Philadelphia
while the war was still in progress, the importance of this matter was re-
cognized by the 110 and by the many countries represented at that important
conference,

Ore has but to read in extended form the terms of the Declaraticn of .
Philadelphie to rfealize how seized the International Labour Organization
was with the importence of guarantecing to the workers, not only the right
to be organized: but the right to tdke action against recaleitrant or
unwilling =-- and I was going to say, sometimes unimaginative «- cmployors,
action in a way that brings to lebour its legitimate rights, that recognizec
its legitimate claims,

But having said that much, I do acknowligge thaé we are indobtéd for
the initiative tgken in bringing this metter to the attention of the Cqunciln
énd I want thé spckesmen for that orgamization to note that my country is
not"failing to consider the important submission that he made. His references
to Article 62 and to rule 64 in the rulos of procedure are not, it seems %o
us, however, as simple as his statement suggests.

One of these days we will have to conéider Just exactly what the im-

plications of Soction 7 of Articlec 2 of the Chaytor rcally aro.,
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, But at this stage of gﬁowfﬁ of internationel Organizat;on? we have to
teke into account the sctuel Qording of Section 7 of Article 2 of the Charter.
And when one 1s talking of the rights of lebour ss against emploqers, one
should elso becr in mind what was said by the repfoéentativé of the World
Féderation of Trede Uh;ons gbout the rights of ?ho workerg.agaxnst the
State.  In that connectdon, when one talks cbout the liquidation of tradc
union organizations, one must also complain'about the shpinkage of trade
union power in some countrles, if not entirely their liquidatiqpp

This question is an fmportcnt ong, and one is anxiéus to meet &t
once the suggestion that this Council should do something about 1t right
a"w-ay. Thet 1s a perfectly legitimate mmtmd request, and ¢heo iy whioh
when it was uttered,l shared fully end kept asking myself Just hcﬁ can 1t
be doﬁe. But one must look at the problenfin 8ll of its agpects. We can
make all sorts of declarations at this Council, we ban.pass ell sorts of
resolutions, but we must recognized how we are going to implement some of
these resolutions. |

_Again; I cell my. colleagueg?- attention to Section T of Article 2 of the
Charter. Vo have before us an interim report from the International Labour
Orgenization, and 1t is a significent one in that it represents the unanimous
view, not only of governments, but of the employors end the workors repreéén-
ted at thal conferencé. Thereln, we heve the outstanding’contributory in-
fluence of the ILO, for it i1s the only organization where all three bodies
are given. the opportunity on an equai footing, not anly of ddocuccion, dbut ac
the rcpresentative of the Uhifed Kingdom said this‘mbrniﬁg, of voting., We.
will regard the Report which, as I say, 1s an interim one, on that account as
being all the more Important end having a value which ofherﬁise it would

not have, : S
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We have to ¢comsider the means by which we eve going t8 develop,.or to
“realize what all of us reslly think should be Jofiei The technigue through .
convontions) over which thé ILO has o long experionce, mey be éne effoctive
way of ultima;cely' reolizing this logitimete m‘api'z'e:—.'t"ic.Srr-cﬁ'f'-l buaranteeing the
right in 21} -countries everyyhorc ‘of the workors of full tradc umion'
orgenization, ard thatmodne “tho right to rosist, eifl fiot meyely tolexist.

Yo havo 6 considor nlgo, not ohly lodving this mottor in the hdnds:
of “tho Intorhational.Labour- Orgenization, but into whet bodies of this Council
or of thc United Netions, in addition to:the Intornational Lobour Orgonilzeation,
wo cre propored amd disposod to cntrust tho study of this problem. It is -
at o ‘stoge whore furthe? ‘study 15 oB¥icusly required because of' the -difficult
question, again I say, of implomentation 7= '+ = - ) b

Onc of our Jobs as o Council ’isi- to avoid Sverlepping, In or‘d& $hat an
pesignmént docs not resido uncconomicelly in ceveral dopertments’ of United
Nations aéﬁivi—ty‘.' It is. inconceiveblo that this problém could ever be re-
moved from ’ghe Commissqion on Humen Rights becausc of the very nature of that
Commission and ite ultimats pulpose of cotting up e Bi1l:.0f Humsn Rights,

I connot see ‘ém’ch morit in the suggostion thét the metter shoulQ, os
woll -~"if we are to udderstand now from the last stctemént of tho *fopreson-
tative of Czochoslovalkia that he did nob intend n-full droppiteg of thé Com-
mission on Human Rights -- be brought to the httentior! df the ILO, tho
Social Commission and the Commissicn-on: Hun1aﬁ‘Righté.~ T

I+ agroe With tho foprosontativo of the United Statés thot 1t o imposs
siblc to conceive: of' a B#il'of Hmw;anf ‘Rights thot '‘docs-not considor ernd does-
not touch tho perticular quostion under discussion, Thore drc, os he aaid,'
four resolutidne or suggvstions' before hs :that of-‘tho World Federation of -

) )

Trade Unionsy that of the dclogation of Czechoslovakia,which recognized tho

/ .
dosirabllity of the Intornational Labour Organization eengidering ito study
t/
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of the matter and asking tho Socinl Commission to study tho problom es woll;
and thoro is & proposal pup férward Jointly by the United Kingdom, tho Unitod
Statos and the Netherlends, and the propcsel made by the representetive of Franc

In that conncetion , I am inclined to bolieva wﬁat the repres§n~
tative of the Unitod Statos sald about that proposal, that it is enc which
wo would be inclined to recognizeo as valid,

It soens to us that the practical matter is Yo rccognize that in the
Joint proposals put forword ?y.the thype‘counﬁries involved in tho third
proposal, we will find under all thesc circumstonces. the best practiecl '
wey of dealing with this problom. Ion doing that, no one is suggeoting
a shelving of,thg matﬁfr, no one is socking to postpone the matter, no onc
wants'to do nothing.about the mettor, bgt on. the éontrarbee feolthat is
the most cffective way to deal with thc‘matter.

I have nothing furthor to say, eXcept to say that we will support
the proposal put forward in the n;mo of %he.Unitod Kingdom , . Unitcd Statos
and tho Notherlends, In so doing, wo are onxious to sec thet thls problem
is doalt with as qulckly as possible, but in such a menmer as %o roally‘
doa& with the probdlem offoctivclylin tcrme of implomentation and not loave

it to pious rcsolution.
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Mr. MOE (Norway): It is not necessary to speak et great
length, although the question is very important, ; just wanted
to make a vew remarks, ’

First of all, I should like to say fhat the trade unions of
my country, the Conngeration of Laboure-vhich by the way ;s a
member of the World Federation of Trade Uhions--are'very
satisfied witﬁ tie results of the deliberations of the International
Labour Organization qnlthie question, In fact, they were very
impressed by the results obtained.

As the representative of the United Kingdom mentioned this
morning, this delcaration of principles was accepted ungnimously
by all fhe Members of the International Labour Organization, I
want to call the attention of the Mgmbers of the Council to the
fact that not a single trade union delegation voted against these

1

Proposels, \
We have two resolutions before us, I must state that as
far as the Norwegian delegation is concerned, we accept every
paragraph of the proposal made by the delegation of the United ,
Kingdom, the Netherlands and the United States.
As to the resolution proposed by the delegation of Czechdslovakia,
I feei that the clause with respect to the question we are discussing
is not quite clear. It states in paragraph (b) that the Council”
"should request the ILO to continue its efforts in order that '
one of several international conventions may be quickly adopted."
Then it says in sub-paragraph 2 of paragraph (c) that "the Social
Commission should br;ng.its recomuendations to the Council

concerning the implementetion of the proposed principles," That

means that we should have two bodies working on the guestion of
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v~1mplimentétion;of}theéé piihcipiés at this time withadfyany
cooperation. ‘ .

I must call tﬁo‘ébuncil‘s‘aﬁtenx;on}to the fact that in
the resolution proﬁbséd by the United Kingdom it says in the
last par&gr;phvuréqﬁest fhe Sécretarﬁ-General‘to'arrange fqr
cooperﬁtion between the Internatioﬁal Lebour Organizationband the -

éommission on Humen Rights." According to the text of the Czechoslovek

resolution, these two bodies should work seperately on the implementation

s
.
i

of ﬁhé,principles.
I shéuld elso like to call the Council®s ottention to another
point. We all regref, a8 was stated By the WFTU--cnd as we are
0ll aware--thot tradé unién rights are supressed and limited in -
gbvoral countries. However, the bractical queg%ion thot we are -
facedawgth ig what ve are to.do chout it. ' : 0 :
T aouﬁt very much whethor the procedure proposcd by the’
delegation ef 6200h6;lovakia would Bring spoedier rgsults than
the one proﬁosed by the Internetionsl Labour Orgenizetion, Why?
Boceuse if this Cowncil dccides to send this question te the Sociel
Commission, the Social Commission will discuss it, It will report’
Back to the Ecogomic end Social “®uncil. In ordeyr that any
resolution proposcd by the Economic end Socizl Council should
iecomo binding upon the Mcmber nations, it would have to be o
passedlb& the General Assembly. The Genorel Assembly holds its
nexf sessign in September. That will mean three or feur months
will have elepsed since the International’ Labour Orgonizaetion dcalt

with the proposed Iinternctional convention and sent it to Mcmber

Governments for ratification. We may even-find thaf ten naﬁions
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will have had to ratify the convention proposed by tho Internatlonil
Labour Organiztion before the Generel Assembly would bo able to
deel with the proposals made by the Socall Commission.

"It was evidently a strong desire on the part of the World
Federetion of Trade Unions to have 1its drafttresolution, which
vasg presenéod a2t the.last gosdion of the Council, discussed First
:of all it was taken into dcco%nt by the Intornutional Labour

”Qonference.’ 1t shodld not be forgotten thet twenty-two
ropresentatives of t;ade unions oppo&rod at thc Lekour éonforenco;
If I am»not'mistaken, at lecst fifteen of those roprosent;t%vos
are members of the World‘Fedoragiop of Trcde Unions. So, I can |
not understand why the World Federation of Trado Unions could noﬁ
have gotton its regsolution discussed ot thce Labour Conforonce.

It is still possiblO‘tlat ‘noxt yoar the Intornotionul Lakour |
Orgonization will discuss a draft convontion on trade union rights..
The World Fedordtion ‘of Trade Unions will agein ko oble to prosont
its obsorvations, end it will bo able through 1ts roprosantatlves
who ore members of various trede unlons to present overy idea 1t
;ishes. I must confess that I am very agtonished that the
resolution sutmitted byutho’dologation of Czechosloveokia doos not.l
toke into account pho‘oxpress desipe oﬁ.Loon Jouﬁadx that the o
Economic and Social Council should pass ;Psldeclaration on priqciplos
on to the Genoral<Ass§pPly, o= | |

ioon Jou%aus.is one of the lecders o{ tho French Cpnfederatioo
Generale du Traveil. He is one of the lezders oft the World
Federation of Trode Unlons. He was one of the le;ders at Eho’

Internationel Lakour Conforence. In his spcech, which can be

found on pege twelve of tho Raport of the ILO, it can e seen that
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he expressly requested thaot the text accepted by the International
Lebour Conference should be passed on by the Economic and Social
Council %o the ngeral Assembly. He seid; "If, accﬁrding to the
procedu;e I hove suggestéd, we can get agreement.by the United
Netions to the Principles In question, then we will have mode
a_grgat cbep forward and we con look to the future with much more

assurence.”
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That is a reguest from a very eminent representative of the
.workers of the world and I think it should ke taken into consideration.
I repeat I am astonished that thie requeet has not been taken note of
in the resolution proposed by the delegation of Czechoslovakia. On
the other hénd, I must say that the resolution of Czechoslovakia takes
into account a very feal'difficulty vhich confronts us alil, and I will
be very frank about if. This difficulty is that the Intefnational
Labour Organization and the United Netions do not have the same member-
ship. The Norwegian delegatioq is therefore interestgd in seeing thqt
those Member Nations of the United Natione which are not members of
the International Labour Organization have the fullest possibility
to express their views on this guestion and every occasion to study
this resolution. That-is taken care of in the resolution submitted
by the Czechoslovakian delegation if we decide to tranemit the Revort
of tﬁe International Labour Organization to the Social Commission
for its comments.
I agree with what my French colleague stated this morning in that
we chould endeavour %o work something out along those lines, and if
I receive any support, I would propose an amendment-to the United
Kingdom resolution to the éffect that we add ‘he following paragraph:
"Resol&es to trensmit the Rewort to t{; Social Comnission
requesting the Commission %o vresent its comments on the Repoert
to the next session of the Economic and Sociai Council in order
that the Council mey present the comments it desires for the
cénsideration of the Inteynational Labcur Conference in the drafting

of one or more conventions in this matter.”
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We could accept this idea of fhe resolution propcsed by the delegation
of Czechoslovakia; let the Social Commission study the Report; let ue
ge? the comments from the Social Commission;ﬁlet the Economic and
Social Council deal with them and transmit them_ to the International
Lébour ponférence for their éonsideration.

Finally, I wish to make it quite clear that the intention of this
amendment is not in any way @ take the mﬁtter out of the hands of
the Intermational ILabour Organization; As T eéid at the beginning,
I am quite sure that the procedure suggested by the Ipterthional
’Labour Organization ie the best and the most expedifious way to ,
get effective results, and resulfe which areynot merely paper resolutions
but vwhich are really effective. Thie amendmént is presented in view
of the difficulties which are created by the fact that we have different
memberships in the two orgaﬁizations, gso that all Members of the
United Naticns shall have an egual opportunity to express fheir
views on thie very important matter.

I might perhaps add as a final note that I have for twenty years

been a trade union member myself. Nobody should say therefore that

my remarks are occasioned by any ill feeling towards tie trade unicons.
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Mr; THORN. (New Zealand): . ¥he- New. Zealend delesation would like
first to expfess its appréciation to the International Iabour
brganization for tﬁe prompt and comprehensive attention it has
g}ven to the subject réferred to if by this Counci;t The IIO
has not completed its considérétion‘of the matter. Tha£ ﬁoﬁldf
have been impossible if th; IIO was to give tﬂe subject that

\ ‘ L)
earnest consideration which the importance of -freedom of association

merits, : :
But in the view of the New Zealand delegation, the prompti:
twe shown by the ILO in initiating action, end the comprehensive

1

procedure which has been set in motion Justifies the belief that
at the proper time international action will\be taken that will
deserve and attain the support of all concerned.

There 1s one other éenefal aspect of this matter® to which I
should like to refef. In this cese, we have had & matter brouhgy
to our attention by & non-governﬁental organization. We have re-
ferred that matter to a speclalized agency?; the ILO, and other
agpects of the question to the Human R%ghts Commission, Thus wve
have in this case the possibility of the complete co-ordidnation
of the functions of this Council,its subsidiary organ, the
spebialized agency and gssociated non~governmental organizations.

We trust thaé\the possibility will be develcoped to its
logical conclusion. We hold that hope not only because we are
represented on this Council, but also because New Zealand is and
has long been a Member -- and I may say,‘an ardent supporter -- cof

the ILO and because we believe in the right of .. organization, and-

we have taken steps in New Zealand to.insure the observance of this right.
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‘I cannot overlook the fact also that the New Zealand‘-
Federation of Labour, the national trade union body i; New
Zealand, an orgerization on whose advice and viowshthe New
Zealand government places consideraeble imporience, is a Member
of the World Federation of Trade Unions,

I find it difficult.to undersfana the proposél'advanced
this morning by the representative of the World Federation of
Trade Unions. The wofkers of New Zealané ﬁere represented at the
International Lebour Conference which unanimously‘ adoptod
the resolutions contained in the Refort presented to thie Council
by the ILO, The New Zealand vorkers' represéntative was chosen by
the New Zeaiand Federation of Lebour. I cannot believe that their
representative, having supported these resolutions at ééneva; now
approves or would approve the statement of the World Federation of
Trade Upions representative that these resolutions are not satis-
factery.

I wish to refer to the draft resolution before the Council pre-
sented by the mespresontative of Czechoslovakia and the draft reso-
lution preseﬁted by the United Kingdom, the Netherlands and the
United States; of these, the New Zealand delegation prefers the latter.
We fesl thét the reference to the Social 6bmmision in the Czechoslovak
proposal is liable to lead to confusion, in view of the perticular
action already i@itiated by the International Labbur Organization, and
the fact that we have already asked the Human Rights Comuission té
congider certain aspects of thg quest;on. The proposal of the United
Kingdom, the Netherlands and the United States might have been Improved
by certain minor amenduments, but we have no desire to raise these in

the Council and we will support their resolution.
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Mr, MALIK (Lebanon): I wish to meke some comments concerning the
two documents Before‘ué, E/533 and E/53&, ag vell as tﬁe nery.inferest-
ing recort which‘was submitted to us By the International Labor Organ~
ization. | t |

To begin with, I x;vish to join with all my colleagues who have
commended highly the great effort made by the Internction«l Lebor Org%n-'
ization in dealing with this matter promptly and efficiently. T feel
they have advanced this cause a real milestone, for which we should all
be very deepl& thankful to'them; ’

Then ; examine the two documents before ns,'I find there are certain
things which cannot bé reconciled‘as between them, whereas there are other
thiné;Which I feel couid be incorporated into the draft resolution
prorosed by the delegations of the United Kingdom; che Netherlands, and
the United Stotes without doing violence to the spirit end principle in-
tended in that document,

For instance, I.find in the Czechoslovak resolution that the Economic
and Social Council "decides to recognize the principles,proclaimed‘by the
Intexrnational Labor Conference as a provisional basis." Somethiné of
that meaning is already 1ncluded in the other joint resolution., As the
representative of the United States hinted, it may be that that meaning
in document E/533 could be further re- enfofced by introduc1ng this idea
of the recognltion of the principles which are alreedy proc’aimed by tne.
Intermational Labor Organization., I believe that could be done. o

As to the paragraph which oegins with the word "awaits", or tne one
which beglns W1th the word "notes," we may not put that idea in exactly
the same language as that contalned in the document sutmitted by the
representative of Czechoslovakia. Ve may not say rerQulZGS the prin-

‘ciples," and so forth, bul we may say "recognizes the importonce of the
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principles proclaimed by the Intermabional Labor Conference," or something
to that effect. Ve may even omit the "provisional basis" phrase ‘as being
insufficient 5ecause you must indicate the provisional basis for what,
which is not indicated in that text. The idea, I think, cowld be in- *
corporatéd into the other documenf undep‘(a) without doing:ony violence‘to its
spirit. } | v

I also think that thé idea under (b) could be incorporated. The
resolution states: "to request the ILO fo continue its efforts in order
that ‘oné or several international coniénfions may be quickly adopted."
That, too, could come under the paraéraph which begins with "awaits" and
the one which begins with "notes," We may single out this notion of
conventions and eiplicitly mention it there as something worthy of urging

4

the ITLO to realize as soon aé possible,

I'feel that is-sbout the extent to which we mey reconcile these two
documents, I think these two ideas, namely, the endorsement.of the
principles of the ILO, and the urgipg of the ILO to carry on its programme
for preparing the conventions as soon as possible, could be properly and
profitably incorporated into fhe other document without doing any violence
to it.

There remains the cruciallissue of the Social Commission, namely,
wvhether or not we ought to transfer this matter also to the. Social
Commission, I must confess that I feel it is unnecessary to do that

at the present stage. I have two simple reasons therefor:

First, as has been mentioned more than once this afternoon and this

-
.

morning, the matter is already under intensive study by at least two .
competent orgaens, It seems to me that it would be wise of us to await
the completion of that study before we complicate the matter further Ey

referring it to other bodies,
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I am not at all denying the competence of the Social Commission -to
deal with this problem; I believe it ig competent toi¢eé;,wi§h it,ezﬁowéver,
since we have decided to submit the matter to these two other..organs, we
must, in all faipness,tq,thgm,'ayait.théir findiégs with regard to this
cuestion before we submit it to other orgens.'

There is another reason why I think. it might be premature at present
to svbmit this problem to the Social Commission., According to the text
of the resolutién'submitted by the representative of Czechoslovakia, the
second pargraph states: "That the full exercise of trade union rights
is rglated to all the activities of the Council," If thet is true, then
we cannot refer this dqcument only to the Social Commission, It seems to
me that there is an aspect of this problem which is relevant to the
activities of all Commissions. . -0

Cerﬁainly, the Economic and Employment Commission hag something to
say. about it; certginly, the Commission on Humen Rights has something
to say ebbut it; certainly,\the‘Social Commission has something to say
about it; ‘certainly; thé %ransportatién Commission has something to say
-gbout it,.siﬁce it does relate to proflems of workers engaged‘in trans-
portatibn'actiyitie; throuéhbut the world.

Thefefore, if we admit the Czechoslovak thesis that it relates to
all the activities of the Council, we cannot then single gut one
commission and refer-the matter to that commission. If the-question is
related to all theAactivitie; of the Council, that is tantamount to saying
that we should either submit it to all the standing Committees of the
Council or that we should retain it under the direéé congideration of the

Council a8 such., I interpret our procedure so far to mean the latter

alternative,
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The reason why we did submit it last time to the Cormission on
Hunan Rights in contradistinétion to other cormissions was précisely
because this Commission was itself specifically designed by the Charter
and,by the Economic and Socizl Council to deel with the questions of
r;ghts and libverties in general, including tribunal rights.

There wes not really an eiéebtion there to the principle of all~-
inclusive‘interests by the Councii in this question.

It seems to me thai'for theée two reasons we cannot combine
the idea of submlssion to the Soéial Cormission, suggested in the
Czechoslovak proposel, with thg othef document before us. These two
things do not combine properly. "

| But I do think the other two princiﬁles I spoke of, namely, ‘the

endorsement of the conclusions of the ILO and the urging of ILO to
carry on its preparation of conventions, could very easily ﬁe takoen note

of under the other document, end that is the extent to which the two

documents covld be ccmbined.
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Mr. A'ASCOLI (Venezuela) (Second interpretation; original iﬁ Spanieh):
After the 5rilliant eiﬁositioh of this matter éiven by the representative
of Lebanon, I should be able to be very brief. In fact, the thought I had
in the beginning, which I still have, was to point out that,if we take into
account the proposal of the repfeséntativg of Norway, the time has come to
vote on the French proposal, This proposal ls now ready to be voted upan.
It becomes quite acceptable, if we teke into agoount the Norwegian propospl
relating to. point (c) of the Ozechoslovakien draft resolution. This text,
as it now stands, has the inconvenience of eliminating the International
Labour Organization from-the field of activify which is its own. If we take
into account the observetions of the representative of Norway, thié draw-
back is removed.

Thercfore, I should propose that o vote shovld be taken now on the
appointment of a drafting committee in accordance with the proposal of the
representative of France; this drafting committee would have as its task
the harmonizingdand merging of both proposals in the sense Just pointed out
by the representative of Lebanon; that is, to incorporate the first part of
the Czechoslovakian teﬁt--and the representative of Lepanon has éhown very
convincingly that this part of the Czechoslovakian te#t can very easily be
incorporated - - into the texts submitted by the delegations of the United States,
the United Kingdom and the Netherlands,

The only point about which I would not be in agreement with the repre-
sentative of Lebanon concerns the mentioning here of the Social Commission.
I think the admission of this Commission to participate in the work in the
sense sgggosted by the representative of Norway is quite admissible. If we,
therefore, take into account the Norwegion proposal and add it t6 the entire

text, we could vory easily merge those texte into one.
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As to the observations made by the represenﬁative of Lebanon in rogard
‘toﬂthe chial Commission and the part it could play in this resp?ct, I point
out that this Commissioﬁ wguld vlay a purely advispr& role, and that is the
part for which it has been created; it has been created as a body of which
the Council can ask advice and can obbtain it. The Social Commission would
not .be working in this matter, es thc Ozcchoslovakian resoluﬁion suggested,
to the exclusion of the International Lab&ur Orgenization from its natural
field 6f activity. Tkorofore, to sum up, I propose the Councii cloge the
diséussion'by taking a votc on the French proposal with the additions I have
suggested; that is, to csteblich a drafting committcee and to instruct that
Committee to merge and hermonizo the texts now before the Council, end to
take into accoumt the proposal of the dolcgation of Norway whon it dcals
with point (c) of tho CZcchoslovakian resolution.

The PRESIDENT: I apprcciatc the desirc of the Mcmbeors of the Council
to complete this discussion. There arc threc moro spoakers who wish to bo
heard. I should like to continuc this discussion to its complction. However,
I‘do not think it would bc advisablc to take & vote on the clo;uro of the
dcbate. If we do that, we shall start to discuss proccdurel matters and
we shall not accomplish our task.

Therceforce, if the roprescntative of Venczuola does no% insist upon this
vote, I shall ask thosc who wish to spcak to bc brief in their remarks and,

aftor the compldtion of the debate, the Council will be able to come to a

-dcecision,
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Mr. BORIS (France)(Interpretation from French): It seems that
my first statement should have been long enough and detailed énough.
However, in the discussion that followed a certain misunderstanding
éeems to have appeared as to the intention of the French delegation
in presenting this transitory proposal to the Council, When we made
our proposal as to a merger of the two resclutions before us, the
Frgnch delegation had in view only the faciiitating of & compromise,
In fact, we did‘not expect any oppogltion, as we presented it in the
spirit of conciliation. We aléo did ﬁbt expect any misunderstanding.

It has been s;id that to refer the Report of the International
Labour 6rganization to the Social Ccmmission would 1nvolve‘completeu
revision of the text or a postponement of the necessary measures.

We do not and. did not intend any delay. If a delay were inyolved,
we would be the first to oppose our prcposal,

I should like to point out that the Social Commission is meet-
ing very soon, and that the Socigl Council has among its Mémbefs
experto who participated in the dlscurssisne of thicz
matter. Therefore, the Social Commission is coﬁpetent tc under-
take a profound study of the question -- a study which the Coungil

:
is not in & position to make.

\
The Social Commission could study all the agpects and conse-
lquences of the question. -I would not expébt any revisioﬁ of the
text, especially in view of the fact that there vds unanimous agree-
meént as to these principles in Geneva. However, fhe Social Commis-
s;on could study the effects of these proyosals and perhaps make

I
rcertain additional recommendations.
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This morning ' I mentioned that the rights of tradg unions come
within the competence of the Economiq and Sécial Copncii: all the
social as well as humaﬁ rights aspepts. Just as the Comm.ssion on
Human Rights was askea to deal with the particuiar hﬁmanarighté
aspects of the problem, so should the Social Commission deai with
thengand‘then give the Council advice on the problems coﬁhected
with the sociai aspects of the matter.

I aﬁ feady to agreeawith‘ﬁhe representative éf Lebanon tha£
perhaps.even'tﬁe Economic and Employment Commission should be given
this matter to consider if no loss of time would be involved. In
) view of‘thg importance of the questibn, perhaps that suggeétion
should nét be excluded. .Howéver, I should nét envisage a trana-
ferral to that Commisgion, as.I do not see any connection between
the problems of the Economic ané.Employment Commiseion ané the
problems we are faced with herg.

Thé Frenéh delegation did not wish to criticize the propésal
of the International Labour Orgenization., In fact, we wish to re-
peat our full appf&val of the work of the International Labour
Organization, I shoﬁldilike to emphasize that if someone should
bring in a.proposal to the Economic and Social Council which would
result inAa taking of sides for or against the ILO, that the French
delegation would éertainly line up with the friends of the ILO and
would vote inlfhe direction most favourabie to it. Everyoné‘knows

that the French delegation has been a friend to the ILO since its

inception.
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However, I do not belleve that such.a 51tuation wdll
ever precent 1tself foz I am sure no one would conceive of thls
idea of d1v1ding the Councilvalong this line. o

The French nronosal for undertdking a merger of the two
texts contemplates certain changeq in the eeoarate texts. If certain
passages of the text are unclear or apnear to °et forth the view
that the Intermational Labour Organrzacion iu to be excluded or that
its effect should be minlmized, a revision of the textisnaturally
called for. | |

1 ghould like to say that in this sp*rir of fvll approval
of the work of the International Labour Organization the French
delegation continnes to believe in the posgsibili tj of a compromise
of fhe-two texts, especially ir the Norwegian proposals are accepted
as the basis of compromise. The Norvegian propoeakrseem dto be
acceptable to all sides, and the French delegation wishes’ferxnress
its approv&l thereof.

Mr. PHILLIPS (Unlted Kingdom) I should like to say & word
first about the proposal of the representative of Norway. It has
‘always struck me that one of the great contributions of the Norwegian
delegation to this Councii has been 1ts insistence npon the preven-
tion of duplication of work. Weioften heard from Mr. Fin Moe on this
subject and it has always been a most valuable contrinution. I wvas
therefore gomevhat disappointed that on thls occasion he ' shouid wvant
to have this work traversed again by the Social Commission. He nad
advanced as a reason the fact that membership is bound %5 weighiin the

minds of the Members of this Council, but I would Just point out in answer
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to this point that the membership difficulty is covered for this Council
by the Assembly. ‘Thelmembership éf the Soclal Commission is corposed
out of ‘embers of this Council. and of course the is no membership
duestion in relation to the General Asgembly. Furthermore, if we
adopt this principle of refen to Commiseions all matter; from ‘
specilalized agencies vhere membershipy cuestions arose, we shouvld create
a very difficult precedent because ﬁnfmrtunétely this membership point
arises in resject of all the sPeé}alized agenéies except one, and T
do not think that thie Council could adopt as a precedent that every
report fron a specializ;d agency\went heéessariiy to a commission on
that account. I shbu;d ﬁave though§~that nembership considexations
would have been taken care of in the Coﬁncil and in the Assembly.\

I turF now to the contribution by the repr?sentatjve of Venezuela.
I appreciate the spirit in which he hag attempied to wmek a commomise,
but it dces seem to me, as the American reprogentative pointéd out,
that the si#hation is really incompatible, that we &n our side cannot
agree to it being referred to the Social Comrission, and to refer
the matter to & drafting committee in order to solve this inccmpatibility
‘ﬁould place an Imposcsible task upon the draftig committee. \

I now wish to.say a wordwith regard to what the French renresentative
Just sald. I myself, if I may introduce a personal noﬁe, an in'the ‘
unique positim of being the only person. I think, on this Council vho
both sat through the ﬁroceedings'in Géneva when the International Labour

Organization producéd their Report and also sat at the last session

of the Social Conmission as a Member. At that meeting of the Social
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Commission, I formed the utmost respect énd regard for my.colieagues
on that Commission. But as concerns the technlcal nature Sf this .
subject matﬁer, I myself,‘jf it should ever fall +to 12y lot to wit on
the Social Commission again, would feel the utmost diffidence about
handling mattérs Vhich I saw at Geneva were much better handled by
employexs and workers and by Specialisté from governments who were
in day-tbﬁday contact throughout with the préctical basic problems:
underlyiﬁg these consiéerations. The consideration at Geneva was
esgentially of a practical natﬁre. The employers were there; the
workers were there--the people who had to implement these things--
and I wéuld sﬁggest, witgout the sglightest thoughtof under-rating
the Sociél Commission, that purely on the question of technical

competence we could not possitly hope to improve the dvaft,of the \

L)
-

proceadings which took place in the Intermational Labour Conference
in Geneva. ~ |

Finally, may I say a word with regard to the suggespion of the
representative of Lebanon. Again I appreciate the sense in vhich he
has put forward his prgposal for a compromise resolution. My objection
to his suggestions is not based on the fact that I think they are
wrong{ ag I do think in relation to the other éuggestions. My obJjection
is rather baégd on the fact that I do not think it is necessary or
indeed that/it would be appropriate or very dignified for the Couﬁcil

, paragraphs ‘

to make these statements which are in /: fingnd.db-of ' £hd Crcthdtleverien
resolution, because they are rather_platitudinous. Ué often do say

nrlatitudinous things in théleouncil from the polnt of view of obtaining

a compromise, but if we can avold it, I think we should,



MB/bh E/P.V.109
114-115

Let us see what these two suggeétions: amount to. The first
one recognizes the principles obtained by the International Labour
Conference, I should have thahght it was perfectly plain that we
all did recognize those principles. The whole tenor of the discussion
here has been that every delegation in this Council attaches the
higheet importance  to these principles. Indeed, it is consistent
w’th the Charter and ite truism tc say that e recognize those .
princinles. As reg fds B. to request the ILO to contine its efforts
when it says it is going toAcontinue its efforts and has indeed oprenared
a vigorogg prograumme a;ong that line,/zggis to me to be slightly redundant.
T hope the distinguished Lebancnese representative will not misunderstand
ﬁe. I am not sveaking c?iticqlly of his amendments and I quite under-
stand the egpirit in which he submitted them, but I would guestion
ﬁyself whether they are necessary and I would myeélf much prefe¥ to
gtick to the text in E/533 on the ground that it is advisdble for the‘
Council to reveat statements that are obvious, even in order fo achieve
a compromige, if we can decide to paas a‘regplution without those

rather obvious statements.
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Mr. SAFTA CRUZ (Chile)(Second interpretation; original in Spanish):

I wish to express first of all ny satisfaction that it now appears clearly
from the discussion tha£ neithér th§ Czecﬁoslovak proposal nor the French
proposal, supported by the ddlegation of Chile and by some other delegations,
tends to diminish the fole of the International Labor Organization or
diminish ifs intervention in this problem. The only thing that appears is
that the Economic and Social Couﬁcil should endeavour to arrive at a

raﬁid and useful solution,

In the Czecho;lovak proﬁosal it is suggested that the question be
referred to fhe Social Comﬁission, and in the préposal made by the United
Kingdom, the United States and the Netherlands delegations it is suggested
that the Commission on Hﬁman Rights should be seized of this matter. T
should like to bring to the attention of 21l those who are of the opinion
that the Commission on Human Rights should be seized of the matter and be
asked to proﬁounce upon it the fact that neither the resolution of the
United Kingaom nor the previous resolution asks for a pronouncemenp of
the Commission on Human Rights, They say only that the Commission shogld
take into account the demend of the Vorld Federation of Trzde Unions'
when it consifers the subject in connection with the elaboration?of an
international bill of rights. ‘

I would also like to call the attention of the Council to the fact
that this bill of rights is envisaged only as enunciating general_prin-
cipies, and thgrefore the Commission on Humen Rights will not be called
upon to make a report to the Economic and Social Council on this

pafticular matter, If we want such a report, we must say so.clearly in

the fésolution.
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_The delegaticn of Chile does not attach too much importance to the
question whether the Commission on Human Rights or the Sociai'Commissfgg
should present a.report. What we consider of the greatest importaﬁcg is
that the Economic and Social Council should receive all the necessary -
informapion as soon as possible so that, when the Couwncil meets again
soon, we shal} not be forced to call for nev rgports.

In view of the fact thet there does not seem to be agreement on
the merging of the two proposals, we consider that it is'timelto proceed
to a vote and, for our part, we shall support the Norwegian proposal
a8 being complémentary to the proposals of the United Kingdom, the

Netherlends, and the United States,
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'Mr. MOROSOV (USSR)(Interpretetion fron Russien): I ehould like
to make a few obsefkations., The'first'one is in connection with certain
statements vhich, to a certein éxtent; seén to be in reply to my first
statement here in the Council. I should like to singls out especially
the stétement mede by the United Stetes renresentative Qho, apperently
in reply to my,statemeht, pointed ouf that the questiqn wvas yeferrsd to
the intérnational Laboux Orgahizati;ﬁ'after cereful consideration of
the question prééeﬁted by the'Wofld Federation 'of Trede Unions. ,
Iﬁ seems to pe that wé are deaiing'here ﬁith nisunderstandings.
We all know that at the Fourth Sessiop of thé Economic end Sociel Council;
the question presented to the Council by the Wdrld/Federation“of Trade
Uniopns was not considered and studied in 1ts essence and Fhat the question
was given to the Internatiéﬁal Labour Orgenization for reference instead.
I should like to remind the Council, in this connection, of the
"gtatenment made by the President of the fconormdc and Soqi&l Council that
independently fron the question of whether or not the Internationel
Labour Organization will present a report, the éuestion pressnted by -
the World Federation of Trade Unions will once more be on' the rgende

cf the next session,
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My second observation is as follows: Somo Mombers of the Council have

indicated that. the report of the Interéatidnal Labour Organization, as woll
as thc proposals of the United Kingdom, the United States and. tho Nethorland%,
contains a firm basis and programnme for cur work which corrcsponds to tiwe
importance of the question, In.my opinion, that is far from being truc.

To the contrary, it scems to me that the proposgal of the World choration of
Trade Unions corresponds rmuch morc to the importance and the urgoncy of the
problemn.

I should like to remind the Council that the World Federation of Trade
Unions asked the Counci;, in view of the urgency and importance of the quos -
tion, to create & spécial orgai: which would be in a position to watch over
the implementation of the principlcs that the World Federation of Trade
Unions asked the Council to enunciatd,

Contrary to that, in thc roqolution before the Council, the proposals
containcd‘tho;ein mean not only that the Council will not pay tho noconsary
attention to the problem , which Vould correspond to the importance end
urgency of 1t, but this resolution shows a tendency to refor the cntiro
nattor to onc specializod ageney, and to rofer to it this very cssential
quecstion with which the World Fodoration of Trods Unions aeked the Council
and the awxiliary organz of the Council to deal.

The PRESIDENT: In order to'aNoid any uisunderstanding, I shonld liko
to state that the O;iginal dosuriciit proscunted by the World Fodcration of
Trade Unions was and is under discussion as it war adopted in our agenda.
Howcvor, this moraing , beforc opouing this mecting, I saw thot 1t was omittsd
from today's agenda in the. same manner os were omittod the proposels of the
delcgations of the Uhitod Kingdom end Czcchoslovakia, Vhon I .oponcd the
rooting this mprning,.l nentioned the specific document thot %as to bc under

discuscion,
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Mr. THORP (United Stateé): I hope very much that I am expresé*
ing the feeling of tﬁe other Members of the Council in requesting that
this discussion be brought to a conclusion. I think it may be -- though
there is no way of being sure -~ that we have a subséantial amount of
agreement on one of the projposals béfore the Council, What I would'
suggest is that the President formulate'the alternatives which he
-feels have been presented to us, that we vole on these alternatives in
whatever order the President feels is appropriate, and then, if not
one of the alternatives is satisfactory to the Members, we shéll
have to have a drafting committee to try ta ﬁick enough out of each
of the other drafts to build up & new dra?t which will be satisfactori
to the majority of the Members.

It seems to me that by following that course it will be possible
for us to see whether we can conclude the matter this time, or whether
we need to send it on for a compittee to re-word, I wculd suggest,
therefore, that Members who still have debating points which they can
make -- I have several myself -- sacrifice themselves so that we can
see whether we have a basic agreement on any of the alterrnatives that
have been presented. |,

The PRESIDENT: Before taking a decision, I ask the representa-
tive of the International Labour Organization to make the short state-
ment he desires to make.

On the invitation,of the President, Mr. Morse (International
Labour Office) took his seat at the Council table.

- Mr. MORSE (ILO): I 4o not believe that it would be approiriate,
nor would it be discreqag for me to comment on the discussion this
afternoon. I should like, however, to make just two very short points

which arise out of the discussion, which I think are pertinent and

which I omitted from my original presentation.
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The first deals.with the matter of where the ILO fits into the total
machinery of the United. Nations; I velieve, that it would be apprépriate
to suggest the thinking of the ILO with regerd to this question.

It is the view of. the International LaborQOréanization--the Govern-
ing Body--that the ILO is the recognized sﬁecialized international organs
izationlwithin the total structure'of the United Na£ions; further; it acts as
pert advisor to the United Nations on matters failing within fhe field
of the ILO., In other words, what I am saying is that the ILO considers
itself as part of you and as part of the total United Nations picture, I
believe this has been underlined and confirmed by the terms and by the
sp%yit of the Ag?eement arrived af between the United Nations and the
International Labor Organization.

Secondly, the International Labor Conference assumes and the Inter-
national Lebor Office assumes that the Economic .and Social Council is
also of this view, Therefore, it has been an assumption of the ILO
that the Economic and Social Council would not contemplate action which -
would unsettle the driving force and the competence of the ILO. q

Lastly, I should like to assure the Economic and Social Council that
we will continu? with the same promptness Which you have this very day
comended in your various statements. Reports concerning the 1948 con-
ventions are already in the process of distribution to governments by
the Internatiénal Labovr Office., Action with respect to theﬁ will be
effective, direct, end prompt,

I would cénclude with these bare and general remarks, thanking-the
Council again for its courtesy and for the opportunity which has been
accorded us in the meking of this report, and I should like to assure

a
the Members of the Council that we, in turn, will transmit to the Governing

Body of the International Labor Office your views as expressed this after-

noon and as uwltimately framed.
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The PRESIDENT: Therg is a proposal that we should decidé this question
nov., If agreeable to the Members of the Council T shall adhere to the
following procedure: first of all, there is the proposal submitted by
the representative of the Soviet Union that the basis for the decision .
of this:Council should be the original document E/C.2/Eé, vhich was the -

original proposal of the World Federation of Trade Unions.
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/
There were ceveral attempﬁs to reach a compromice on the two
resblutiods. It iq evidept~thax no compyomise could ke reached. ‘Thérefore,
I propoce thdt‘we'ékould vote on the Czecho&lovak resolution, and
if that 1l¢ rot adopted, then I chould proﬁose to vote on the amendment
submitted by the Norwegian delegation to the resolution of the United
Kingdom, tﬁe\Un?ted States and the Netherlands. If that chould
be adopted, then it would be included in the recolution and we
chould vote on that resolution.
Mr. AHMAD (India): The reprecentative of the Soviet Union
said that the President of the Ecbnomic and Social Council, at the
last sesilon stated. that £his docﬁment cubmitted by the World N
Federation of Trade Unions, document E/C.2/28,would otill remain
under concideration. May ve have the sctatement méde by the Preuident .
at the lact sescion read? |
The PRESIDENT: That statement was made 'at the thirtyqfourth
meeting of the Fourth Sescioﬁ of the Econoﬁic and Social Council.
It reads as follows: "In pursuance of that resolution, I chowld
think it wa3 my duty as Precldent, whether a Rzsport from the ILO
was recelved or not, to bring the gubject again before the next
meeting of the Economic and Social Council; to put it; in fact,
on the provigicaal agenda end to have it appruved in.the final.
agenda by the ILconomic and Social Council, apert from the gueation
whether a Report was received from the ILO or not. It is hoped
that the Report will be recsived from the ILQ, becenss this resolution
will be transmitted to t€ 110 in purcuance of the dscigicn of the

Economic and Social Council.";'
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The proposal of the Soviet Union representative was re-

ﬁected by ten votes to two, with six abstentions. \

e

The draft resolution of the Czechoslovak representative vas

re jected by nine votes to one, with eight abstentions.

The PRESIDEﬁT: Nov I wish to read the text of the amendment
of the represeﬁtative of Norway to the draf£ propésal of the United .
Kingdom, the Netherlands, and the Unitgd States aelegations, Thei
amendmenf reads as follows:
"The Economic and Social Council resolves to transumit
the Report to the Social Commission, requesting the Commission
to present its couments to the next seesiqn of the Bconomic
and Social Council in order that the Council may present
the comments it desires fa? the consideration of thg Inter-
' national Labour Conference in drafting one or more conventions

in this matter."

The amendment was re jected by seven votes to five, with six

gbgtentions,
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Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) (Spoke in Spanish; no interpretation)
The PRESIDENT: There ie an amendment by the representatiye
of Chile to the effect that tﬁe amendment as formulated in the
draft resolution of the representative of Czechoslovakia under

paragraph B should be added to the draft resolution proposed by the

three delegations.

The amendment was adopted by five votes to four with nine

abstentions. .

Mr. MALTK (Lebenon): T think the Council may also adopt paragraph A
according to my suggestion; and I would so move.

The PRESIDEﬁT: The repfesentativé of Lebanon proposes that another
amendment shoﬁld Be added to the drqft ?esolutiog of the th?ee delegations
and he formulates it as it is contained in the draft resolution of

the Czechoelovaltian representative under paragrarh A.
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“Mr, THORP (United Staﬁes): The representative of Lebanon did -
not make that poiﬁt very clear, 'I;do not know‘ﬁhet‘it woqld mean if
that sub-paragreph were inserted. » ~'

Thé PRESIDENT: Is the proposal of the representative df Lebanon,
as formuleted in that draft resolution, with or without ﬁhe lest four
words? \ |

Mr, MALIK (Lebanon): My motion 1s in the foxm which I first
suggested, thet 1s, without the last words.

The PRESIDENT: Is it understood thet the véte is wgthout the
last four words, as formulated by the representative ob‘Lebanoﬁi '

Mr. STOLZ (Czechoslovakia): I understood that we were voting
for fhe conmplete sub:baragraph.

o Mr. DAVIDSON (Cana&a): The seme applies to my‘Voté.,

' Mr, AﬁMED'(India): A point of order. We have voted on the
Czechoslovek draft resolution end rejected it. We have also voted
on the amendment to that resolution qng rejected it., May I ¥mow
vhether the resolutions moved and voted upon by Chile and the one
now proposed and voted upon by Lebanon are to be teken as emenduments?
If they are émendments, they should have been voted upon befbre the
resolution iteelf, I find that after having relected the whéle
resolution, we are now going to adopt this part. This part ig cer-
teinly not an emendrment to the ofiginal resoclution. ‘

The PRESIDENT: The representatives of Chile and Lebanon'have
bPresented their own emendments, but these refer to the resolution of

the three delegations; however, they havé teken the forxmula contalned

in the Czechoslovek draft resolution but they ere their own emendments.
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wé shall reccﬁeider that amwendment.

The amendment nroposed by the rep‘reentat:‘.ve of Lebanon reads:
"...to recognize the principles proclaimed by the International:Labeur
Conference."

The amendment was adopted by thirteen votes to none, with five
abstentions. o

———re i ——
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Mr, MALIK (Lebanon): I suggest that this amendﬁent should come
in thé seccnd paragraph irmediately before the words "to transmit
the repert..." . “ |

Mr, SANTA CRUZ (Chile) (Seécond interpretatibn; original in Séanish):
I think my-émpndment finds its place immediately af&er thé amendnent of
the representative of Lobanon, Just before the words “aWaits further
reports."” .

The PRESIDENT: Then we will vete on the dgéft resqlution prepesed
by‘the repregentatives of the United Kingdecn, the Netherlands and the

United States,

The resolution was adopted by fifteen votes te two, with ene

absgtenticn.

the PRESIIENT: Befere the Council adjoﬁ;no, if Members have no
objections to the proposal cf the Draftiﬁg Commiittee concerning the'
Repbrt of the Cermittee of the United thions Appeel for Children, I
should like to have 1t adoptod. We hove doferred this fo¥ several days

ond there was unanineus agreenent in the Ceommittee on tho subject.
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“I understand that the Chairman of that Drafting Committee was
asked by the Committee to present the final decision of that Cocmm:ttee.

.Mr.‘STOLZ‘(Czechoslévgkia): I am happy to he'ablé;po report to
you the aéreement reached by the Drafting Committee, including £he
representative of the United States, on the Committee's report to
this Council, |

Document E /516 Rev. 1, which you now ﬁave befare you, is the
same as the original report, document E/516, except for paragraph (d)
on the International Committes. According to the decisxon by the Council,
thie paragraph has been given new and thorough consideration by the
Drafting Committee, together with the representative ofithe.United
States, I shall limit myself %o a few comments which I hope will
clarify the suggested qmendmegts.

The continued discussion in the Committee confirmed that on
the pgints concerning the nature and the timing of the appeal, as
well ag the agreements to be made between the Secretary-General and
countries, there was no disagreement.

As regards the proposed internaﬁional bodies, the Committes
carefully recoqsidered the views of the United States represgentative
and ﬁhe different interests and aspects which had to be covered in the
composition of the international bodies.

As regards the group of distinguished individuals who may be
invite? by the Secrgtary-General to give inspiration and support to
the appeal, I would only stress once more that it 4s no committes at
all. The Secretary-General is authorized to consult with individuals

and to seek their backing.
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Furthermbré, there was again.full agreement on the proposal
of the Committee as regaras the Special Committee of the Edbnomic
and Social Council composed of seven of the Council's'Mémbers to
es88igt the Secretafy-Geﬁeral between sessions of the Cowncil.

- The only pdint'bn which an amendment is now suggested is on
the International Advisory Committee. The Committee agreed that
while still wishing to keep this Committes }ithin a reasonable size,
the importance of ha#ing direct reﬁresentation from the National
Committees, who will be cerrying the brunt of the work, had to be’
'given very serious consideraticn. The Committee therefore agréed
to accept in substance the suggéstion by the United States repre-
sentative of adding representatives of the National Committees to
the International Advisory Committee.

However, the»following'qualificafions were added: ‘The repre-
sentatives of the National Committees may be éifher the Chairman or
another, member of the National Committee, and where difficuities
arise in sending such a representative to the International Committee,
the National Committee may appoint sbmeone to act as-liaison between
tﬁe two bodies. This will give great flexibility of representation

“which may prove mutually helpful.- . |

It was furthermore agreed that the eipenses of the members of
the International Committee coming from the National Committees, as
well as from the ﬁon-governmental organizations, should not bevborﬁe
by the United Nations, ° |

In now presenting this report, I am'happ& to légk forward'té a
unanimous vote on this inmorfant project.’ May I‘say thié is a 8re§t

event worthy of the United Nations. I am confident that through our

common efforts it will also be a great success worthy of the united

reoples,
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I am moving the adopt{on of the resolution which is on the last

vage of our report.
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Mr, VAN HEUVEN (Nétﬁeriéndé): The Netherlands Government
gives serious consideration to the question of whethef it would
be possible for the governments to participate in the United
Nations Appeal for Children or not. Post-war conditions in the
Netherlands make this question a difficult one. The thheriands
delegation is aware that the universality of the appeal is of
fundamental importance to its success and, therefore, we wish to
state that in case the docigion on the "One Day's Pay Proposal"
will be in the ;egative, it will not be due to lack oﬂ sympathy
to the appeal but will be because of other imperative reasons.

The Netherlends delegation will vote for the resolution,
but we ﬁust make avreservation with regard to the participation
of the Netherlands,

The PRESIDENT: As there 1s mo objection, I shall consider

document E/516/Rev., 1 adopted.
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Mr. MOROSOV (USSR)(interpretation from Russian): I ask that
it be noted that the Soviet Union delegation hee abstained from .
motives that have slready been expreQSed at previous meetings..

Mr., DAVIDSON (Caneda): oI should like to state, for the record,
that as a Member of the Cormittee I refreined from voting iﬁ favour
of the paragréph relating to the Internetional Comm;ttee.‘ But it
was ny intention, when the Report ceme before the plenary session, to
“vote for it. . -

Mr. ABMED (India): For reasons that ere well-known, I shall
have to gbstain from voting. |

The PRESIDENT: Document E/516/Rev. 1 is adopted unenimously.
'So fa? és the Commiﬁtee is concerned, that will be decided et enother
neeting of tpis Council, either next Monday or Tuesday. ‘

The Council has now completed the action it was required to take
at this sesgion with regerd to the Unitea Nations Appeal for Children,
and, before adjourning the meeting, I should like to exp;ess vhet I
feel is in‘the ﬁinde of all of us &t this +table in plenning the great
campedan for the most moving and irresistible ceuse in the world today =--
the cause of hungry, regged, and ofﬁen neked apd often homeless child-
ren. A£ll of us realize that it is not enough to adopt resol%tiona to
set up machinery here; I feel sure that el)l of us will wish to bring
this world-wide United Nation$ Appeal to the special attention of our
Goverﬁmepts, orgabizations, and individuals and do everythlng in o?r
power to helé the Secretary-General to meke it & success, |

Before adqourning this meeﬁing,after what I pay say is a good
dey's work, I should like to inform the Members of the Council that

next Mondey at 11:00 a.n. we shell havé item 36 -~ International Control

of 011 Resources == on the agenda, Then we shall discuss all the items
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we did not finish todey, beginning with the Economic¢ Cormission for
Latin-Amexrice, There will be added to. the sgenda the items on rules

of procedure end the 1947 éalénder.
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Furthermore, at 10 a.m, there will be a meeting of the Drafting Sub-
Committee on Traffic im Women and Children, and at-10:45 and in the after-
noon the Comnittee on, Jogotintions with Specialized Agencies will mget to
discuse the draft agreement with the ITU.

Mr., SANTA CRUZ (Chile) (Second Interpretation; original in Spanish):
Before adjoﬁrning the' meeting yesterday, the President stated, that the
second item on the sgenda for- today would be the Econoriic Cormission for
Latin Americae. This morning, however, we found that another.item had been
plaéed before it, That was the item with regard to Trade Union Rights, and
the discussion of that item has consumed the entire day, A

I.wish t0 remind the Merbers of the Council tbap the Irafting Committee
appointed to consider “the mattcr of the Economic Coﬁmission for Latin America
‘is now ready with its drgft, Therefore, I request that you place this iten
ag the first item on the agenda for the rmeeting to be held Mondgy.‘ The itenm
with regard to petroleum might be somowhat long, which would deley stil;
further the consideration of the draft which the Drafting Committee has
completpd‘as to the Ecogomic Gormission for Latin Amcfica.

The FRESIDENT: This means that we are behind our schedule, Ve have
agreed that certein mattcrs werc to be discussed on speeific dates. We
did not f;nish gome of the-1tems on our agenda, which accouﬁts for our
being behind in our schedule.

However, if the Mcmbers of the Council do. not objectcto adopting the
proposal Canern;ng the Economic Cormdssion éor Latin America, sincé it -
has already been. discusged, I shall hove .no objection to placing it on

our agenda so that we can dispose of it asc quickly as poscible.
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As there is no obJection, we shall take un the Commission for
Latin America on Monday. |
Mr. MENDES-FRANCE (France)‘(Interpretation from French):“We
are late in accomplishing our programme, and perha@é that is the
reason why we have announced three. meetings for Monday morning
t& run concurrently. That will entail certain difficult%es for
gome of the delegations. Therefore, I ask if it would be possible
to have on;ihe meetings in the afternoon instead of in the morning.
Ve also could have the Committee on Negotiations with Specialized
Agencies meet at - 10:00 a.m.inetead of 10:45 a.n., or postponse-
.the meeting dealing’ with Traffic in Women and Children until Tuesday.
The PRESIDENT (Interpretation from French): 'That is only a .
meeting of a draft{ng Sub-Committee., " I sgould’appreciate it very
much if you would agree that we should have bo%h meetings at the
same time. Otherwise, the plenary meeting will not be able to
open. >
Mr. MENDES-FRANCE (France) (Interpretation from French);
In that case, perhaps it would be posmsible to advance the meeting
dealing with Traffic in Women and Children one-guarter of an hour
and delay the meeting of the Non-Governmental Organization Cormittee
for a quarter of an hour go one would begin when the other would'
finish.

The PRESIDINT (Interpretation from French): It‘is agreed.

The meeting rose at T:45 p.m.






