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Report of the Secretary-Gcneral

1. The General Assembly, on 27 November 1953, adopted resolution 775 (vm)
‘ reading as follows: :
"The General Assembly,

of members of the Permanent Cent.ral Opium Board a.nd the Drug
‘Supervisory Body, e R L
"wﬁ.o. the: intention of the Secreta.ry-General to underta.ke ; dur;.gg

General Assenbly at jts ninth session, - T DRCESR A v th o
"Requests the Secretary-General to circulate his prOPOSals: together ”'1
tar ] ae
the comments of the Advisory Committee on Administrative end. Budgeth };ﬁ %
Questions, to all Members four weeks before the openmg of the nin | ,
. session of the General Assembly."- L ed‘ e .1n
- 2+ The. present report is based on the comprehensive study reierhe partié ular ;,.,
~ the resolution sbove and deals in paragraphs 2L to 23 bee¥ ¥ 1um Board and ”-*'
Question of remunerstion of membersof-fthe Permanent Central OP |

‘tlfe Drug Supervisory Body.



'I'he system of subsistence allowa.nces L L

3 It is DOt neces B.I'y for the purposes of the present report to go back

CRTIT e g m o

3/ ‘See_Official Records of- the General Assemb st
= ly 'l'hird Session ;
: . {_A";S_‘Spplemnt NO- 7,__@0cument A 53 _pa,ragraphs 58 angd. 59. T ,

’".;beyond the year 1943, when the Gcneral Assembly ad0pted in resolution 231 I
i"::(III) of 8 October 19118 basic principles o fwovern the payment of travelling
i ' '.;fja.nd subsistence expenses to members of the ‘bodies under’ reference. * While the
2 2 rste of gubsistence allowances vas raised during 1950-/ from $20 to $25° per day
\;I'for Headqua.rters meetings ' ‘the General Assembly ‘made’ no chsnge in the N
‘. "general princ:t.ples este.blished in 1948 Those principles were in fact
: \. reaffirmed by the Geners.l Assembly,
time. o Deviations ‘authorized by the General Assembly during the years 1949
{jto 1953, as well as ‘the - special ressons. for such deviations, are the su'bject
"of comments in pa.rsgraphs 5 to lh below, vhile the separate question of '

2/ a.nd they continue in force at the present

’honoré.rie. is considered in paragraphs’ 15 to 20. ﬂ .
'_;i‘_h :'In resolution 231 I (III) the General Assezsbly confirmed “the policy e
: Ereviouslﬂ i‘olloved by the Secretary-GeneraJ. as regards the, payment of -
»;;tr'avelling expenses and of subsistence allowances at the meeting-place of
-acammission-or committee".' The tems of that Policy are set forth in thel |
'.:ﬁ_folloving extracts- from the Advisory Committee s first report of 1948;

\ | ‘_‘.ﬁ “There appear to, the /& dvisorﬁ Comittee £o be only two main categories

Of membez ship in the organs and subsidiary organs of the Umted Nations:

(3) representativesof participating Members ; and {b) menbers serving
- on commissions , committees and other bodies in their individual caPaCitY'
: "It may be noted’ that the Secretary-General introduced, in March 1946,

s. provisional rule (SGB/9 ma.king 8. clear distinction between the two -

‘ | categories. L AL RTEE TN .
o “ S “ The travel expenses and. allowances of officials representing
1 "1, . . Governments to international conferences, conm1ssions and committees

w11l not be paid by the United Nations, but the travel expenses and

.a.llowances of members .of expert commissions will be met by the
United Nations.! = ' .

& ‘General Assembly resolution 1+59 (V), paragraph 2 of 1 December 1950. _
. Ibid., peragrarh 1, . SR R

- <
£l




AAnnex A Yo the present report. shows how the principle adopted by the General
: Assembly in resolution 231 I (III) have been applied to particular organs'an_
_subsidlary orgens of the United Nations. O T

rendered. mne qiscussion of this proposal in the Fizth.

2/ See Official Records of the General Assembly“

8 nwnber of specific cases covered bﬁr resolution {0 ?(I)" "l 06 : ( S-I),' }
"1'161; (11), 166 (I1), 181 (I1), "

confirmed."” S

5. The pattern thus leid. down by the General Assembly for determining-‘
eliglbility to travelling and subsistence. expenses afforded with minor
exceptions ,-l-’—/ a rational basis for the system. Where- strictly,e.dhered 1:o,’l:fw
the system has not presented administrative difficulty. s i As already indicated "«
hovever, the Genereal Assembly has found 1t necessary to. authorize severalﬂ

of the problem under review. R

6. When the Administrative Tribunal was established in December 191&9,
SecretarY-General Proposed with the coacurrence of the Advisory-cmittee’ ;
the inclusion in the 1950 budget of an amount to cover & daily. allowanf-‘e of
$50 for the members of the Trfbunal, this figure Pro"i‘ﬂng b°th for th

reizbursement of subsistence expenses a.nd for an honomﬁm i’or services :
Committee_ centred, 5

Y among which may be cited the decision to pay travell
. Subsistence) to members of functional cc{mﬂi_ ,
Social Council. S

gommittee Annexes, page 14{, aocument A/9 LR
.. document Ah_lss‘; 'paragraph 3, ‘
a,ministrative
Y e aavisory Comittes on & Statute £or & Unted “a*‘“ﬁtﬁa that "e<sthe’
: Tribunal which sat in September 1 91‘6 ‘hed mrilzaigg%he form of daily
cmensation to be paid to the J.udges oee migh 3
owances for their attendance . : Soon e

AR




i on, two main points' was the ra.te'of a.llowence excessive 1n v:l.ew of the/ S
"'status of the Administrative Tri'bunal in relation to the International Court
of Justice .on the one- hand, ‘and to the International Law Commission or any ‘
: other commission of the General Assembb{, on the other hand? Was there mot
g an' essential difference between the mem'bers of ‘the Internetional law Commission_r
and those of the Administrative Tribunal _pemely, that the latter had to act
k fee 'Judges, whereas the former were members of a: commission of ‘the Geperal
Assembly? The Fifth Committee y efter re;]ecting ‘s proposal that the daily
4 ellowance of members of both these bodies should be fixed at $50, adopted .
an altemtive proposal which was subsequently approved by the General - |
- Assenbly, that the rate,should be fixed at $30 Tor the Administrative Tribunel ,,
eomprising $20 as per-dlem, plus $10 as a special allowance . Ly
?‘y“‘ﬁ ‘This special allowance vas, however, maintained for only one year. The i i
Advisory Comittee F when - reportingi/ during 1950 on the adeg,mcy of the 86331‘51 :
‘:.ra’oe of: subsiatence ellowances and recommending an increase from $20 to $25 -
4 the Headquarters” rate, suggested that the .General Assembly might wish to
reconsider whether amny - body of experts whose members were at that time
eligi.ble for allowances on a differing basis (1.e. at other than the $20 rate)
* should be brought within ‘the common systen, This suggestion was accepted by -
the Fifth Committee, whose ‘report, §/t:m Which the Genersl Assembly adopted on’
‘ '*?..December 1950 resolution bsg9:(v), contained the folloving paragraph:
._" "It'was also brought to the Committee's attention that & special’
ia allovance of $10 per diem, in addition to the normal subsistence’
am’"’an"e of $2° had been approved by the General. Assembly in 19h9

_/ “See Official Records of the General Assambl Fifoh Sees'ion:; AR T
- Supplement Mo, document A/1312, paragraphs 522 to 7B -

§_/ I‘bid., Annexes, agenda item 39, document A/1538 Paragraph 12. -




‘.1\

8 .
International law- Commiasiongj to the effect that the General Assembly,k

in order %o ease the financial burden of service in the Comiasion, migi:if'

wish to reconsider the terms of article 15 ot tbe Ccmission's Stetute,m

General Assembly—-/ that the mexn'bers should receive a special allcwance 5
of an amount to be determined by the Geperal Assembly. :t"he draft resolcjc!:on
vas based on the following consideranta: (a) the 1nedequacy of the -
emoluinents then being paid; (b) the importance of the Commission's ‘workv
the eminence.of its ‘members, and the method of their election,  an
length of the sessions; 1t was accompanied by a voeu that the Special
ellovance should be st the rate of $35 per day. i '
9%

lo/ The text of the article reads &s follows: "Mem‘bers of the Ccmiss:ozt, t =
b2 paid ‘travel expenses and shall also recelve a per diem anowancts of i
Same rate as the allowence paid to members of commissions_of}exper : :

the Econcmic and Social Cmmcil"

L/  See Official Records of the General Assem'b
&eenda item 52, document A/l 39,. parasraph

/



-‘edministrative grounds, 1t Vas. not 8 ,e o recomend epecial treetment f°l‘ )
the Internationsl Lew Commission with respect to such ellcwencesr The "~
conclusions of the Fifth Comittee were not, however, accepted by the General
Assembly which, on 12 December 1950, e.dopted resolution 485 (V) fixing the'
special allowance" for members of the Internationel Lew Commission at $35
perd,a,y,.j- S Sl ot : <e.'
10 These developments are sct out in deteil in the foregoing paragraphs
because of their importance in relation to the cardinel principle that there -
is no element of -fee for services rcndered in the suosistence allowance.
That principle was expressly re-effirmed ‘by the Generel Assembly at its fi.fth
session (1950) when, however, 1t concurrently authorized the special allowance
' referred to in paragraph 9 ebove. _~It is evident from the proceedings of the
Sixth Comttee,g which rejected proposals for gither & special yeerly -
llowence or en honorarium for the membere of the International Law Commission,
that thc specie.l a.llowance was to be regerded purely as & subsistence allowance.
Difficulty may therefare arlss, on a¢ ‘strict interprcte.tion of the principle, T
in reconciling the action tehen in this matter with the simultaneous to
k decision of the General Aesembly to este.hl:.eh the - rete of subsistence
e.llowance for 81l other expert bocies of. the United Nations at $25 per day: for '
Beedquarters meetings and $20 1 per day for meetings elsewhere. - It seems indeed
‘mportent where that allowance 1s" concerned to me.intein uniformity of treatment ;
emong the members of all such bodies and it 1s not. felt that factors: such as
the impcrtanee of the work, the method of election or the eminence of ‘the

Jnembership do provide a prectice.l criteria for the establisbment of special -
ratee. " . L R f-_ R See ot

4

~

‘

11 Previous paragraphs heve dealt mainly with General Assembly :

msolutiou 231° (III), and with other resolutions’ amending that basic 1nstrument.

Attention may also be ‘drawn &t this stage to- certein other aspects of the: polic.Y L

that bas been followed Bs rega.rds the emoluments of members of expert bodies, ‘
including bodiee not covered by resolutinn 231 (III)

ool




% \
J ‘8¢ Ecnnomic ana Sacial Council resnlutioa 290 (XI):
19 and. 22, in which emphaeis 18 1aid on the exemption of '

nergl fzcvn reepinsivility for the exper'*e&’ reportss .

gee Offic-lal _ Rece ordg nf the Ge.neral Assembly, Fif‘th Session, _
T9th and 280th meetingS. ‘ ‘

paragraph 142:
the SecretarY;




""3126337
_English p
?,-'Page 8 o

: 'under~developed countries.-—s-/ In esQimatinB the expenses Of the f'
“‘Comitfee, which again 1nc1udec1 provision for daily fees of $50, N
. the SecretaryaGcneral had stated tfza’o he Would endeavour to secure
"'che services of the mem‘oers on the basis of subsistence allewance ]
g only, ‘a fee would not be pa!.d, unless the services of 8 particular
expert could not otherwise be secured. For its part, the Advisory
_,Co:nmittee observed that the proposec a.rrangement "accords with the
. opinion previously recorded by the Advisory Comittee that the
-_".i'\.payment of” fees in addition to trovel and subs* stence expenses to
:jmemben of coxmnissions and comitteee, whether serving as experts
or 1n a representative capacity cannot be reconciled with the
if',principlea sdopted by the General ‘Assembly iy resolution 231 (III)
t(see aDd reaffirmed in resolution 459 (V)... ,}1/ ‘Nevertheless the _
,"}_,emount ﬁnally appropriated by the General Assembly included provisiOn .
for- the payment of fees. o ;-' SN o , | .
v lh | The above two. exceptions to the general pol cy of the Unlted Nationms are o
* faportant as admitting; contrary to' the prinefple laid dovn by the General
;’( Aseembly, cthe element of fee into fhe remﬁneration of members of ccumissious and
i crmnittees. In that’ sense, they differ from the case of the Interpational '
lav Commission, which {nvolved in principle & mere increase in subsistence
5110"’3‘1‘:3. ~They bave already given rise to' administrative difficulties through
" the Bubmission of clains, relying on’ a similar set of circumstances and on

|
| establi wed precedent, for the Payment of fees to members of expert co:mnissicns ,
\ e.nd committees of the General Agsembly. ' . ‘

- The Camnittee vas chafged in accordance vith Economic and Social Council |

- resolution 416 A (XIV) of 23 June 1 2, with
; .‘_for submission to the General Assem’ggy. prepar:lng 2 detailed plan

417, : See Official Records of the Genera.l Assembrl Sev ' C
s enth Ses Annexes,
ST ;agenda 1tex X2, document Af2245, Paragraph lO. Sion ) F




gamtitee and in the PAfth Camittes. The partmuar cases 't Vhtoh henoraria :
yave been or are being paid are:. (a) the honoraria paid since 1950 on‘a,

e D e
AN 24 .

i
T Lo e W,

itself and of the Si*cth Conxnittee.y}-/

General had originally suggested that payment might be made on a fixed-fee bas

Sw- s
3 i\

a8 a research grant and ‘that, where the xme:nbership of- the Comnissmn asﬂ;a whole
.¥es concerned, two altx.rmtives were possible- either to 1ncrease tbe rate,,

Y. The second caze,. ; considered during 1952 concerned the payme
honorar*um of $2,500 to the rapporteur on freedom of informtion appointe s

“erinental period of onme year, The Advisory Comit"ee ia rep°rtm on
THer recalled that onlf ir. exceptionsl, cases had the General Assembly concurre_
18 the pavment of honsrarie for wark performed cn- bebalf: of the United Ngtidna!
i theI‘efore recommended, as an alte*‘natlve , toe P&YE 3*3 °f 3 subsiste

ﬂllowame’ as earned. This *ec.ommcnaation, however; was not e.ccep ted
ure’ -_the. { full Pr“i‘i”“ for

(e
KIEJ.al As«embly G-U.thD*ized - as an exc"ptiona.._meas :
esolution on honoraria ‘

th - : . o=

. hono“'=rium a.a.tho*:gh it adop'hed at th" sam_e 'bime tbe r
vhich - reference 13 made in paragraph lB belowo o

\\ . :' "I""“‘.:l‘,- ‘

B
5/ % I’ouvtb Sesrion, dpplempqt Nos :.o, doc%eg7 5%?25,
\\ﬁm tiee, Am:exeo page 71 dccament A/C.




Hla The Secretary.'ceneral 13 concerned over a si'buation in which 8. stric’c
adaerence to the resolution on honoreria of the Generel Assembly seems :)e]i:tber )

-pess*ble nor-(despite the rigid snd cetegorice.l terms ‘of that resolutio -

. seem.ingly desired by the Assembly 1tself¢ It 18- worthy of note that the -
resolution was adopted on 21 December 1952 concurrently with the 1953 ©
appropriation resolution praviding, inter alia, for the centinued- payment of '
honoraria to the‘ rapporseurs “of the Internetional Iaw Comm.:. sicn, and, as o

% mdi ated :t.n paragraph 17 above , for e simpllar payment to the rapporteur |
on freedom of information. The Advisory Committee itself remarked on this

*anomaly, when suggesting in August 1955 that the. General Assembly might deem
it opportune (with the change 4n tenure of office of: the members of ‘the
International Law Comnission) to reviev the ‘gystem of paying benoraria to- rhe -

*ra.pporteurs of that Commission. That suggesticn wes based. on two main: -
coneiderauions. (a). that the .19)+9 decision was taken on a particular case
e.nd without prejudice to any mture solution of the question concerning
rapporteurs of Unit.ed Nations bodies' . and (b) that the opinion of the
General Asgembly on this subject vas-clearly recordéd in resolution 677 (VII).
The General . AssemblY, hovever, tcok no action to modify its prior decision.

L 19 ‘A more recent éase of appointment of a’ 5pecia.l rapporteur is the .

P declsion of the Sub- Commission on Prevention of Discrimination and Protection
of Minorities to appoint a special rapporteur. on discrimination in the ﬁel&_
of educat:lon u.nder Beonomic and Social Counci.l -Tresolution 502 B (XvVI). o |

=11 The views expressed in the Sub-Comiseion in this connexion may be sxmmariaed:
as follows- PR ' o Lt
., Members SuPPOI‘tins the. suggestion for the appointment of & rapporteur

considered that where controversial and- delicate mgtters are involved, there are ’_

.'z :

-

_2/ ‘The f’ollowing 18 the text of resolution 677 (VII)

.- "The General Assembl '
AN “Recogniziz_lg that tﬁe appointment of 2 person ag a rapporteur of a

United Nations body confers -honour upon his country and distinction

" upon himself, - s

. ."l., Considers that no such a.ppcintment should ' carry remuneration,_
m2 Reguest all organs of the United Netions to bear in mind -

‘{; S . in the future the views of tbe General Assembly as eXPressed o
:\'b\ L7 in the present resolutio ’ SER ‘




q

“gg”ti"n" vhich & repporteur acting ‘4z an, {nd{7idual. cagactty and ot
representative -of his Gover mnent, ca—“ Put forward but not tbe Secrete.riat.

of the spec:r.alized agencies not to give offence to particular !fnmberﬂﬁta,tes in.
-documents produced under their own, responsibility. Moreover, 8, secretariat‘ E%
mst rely for the most part on infomation communicated by: ofﬁcial aources ,
a.nd is therefore to a certain extent dependent on the willlngness of"

Governments .

to shift its res;ponsibilities in the ma.tter to others. themore, the :

General Ascembly had decided in resolution 677 (VII), that ‘since. the, -
‘sppointment of & person as rapporteur .of a.United Nations. body: conferred ig
1’0“0“1’ upon his country, no such appointment should carry remw:eration. I
complisnce with that resolution, only the. Secretary-Gmeral might i tunds* ¥

be responsible for the stendard of work carried out, . which mi.ght n tl‘°5°
circumstances equally well be entrusted to. the Secretaria’c. % It;vas 3150
noted that the provisions of paragreph 4 of ‘Eeonomic and: Social 00uncil
resolution 502 H (XVI) envisaged clearly that studies which fell within, the'?
Scope of specislized agencles or other bodies ghould normally be. carried out /¥
by the specialized agencies or other bodies. directiy conceTneds’. :
20.. The Secretary-General belleves that his views. should be! requested &%

beforehand’ by any organ: of the United Nations before the appointment of
‘He. does ’- however ’ recognize ke i‘act
ges. a.ud 1t is

a.ragl'ﬂph“ 2“

special rapporteur is ‘agreed upon.
that in certain fields such en appointment might have advante
Vith this consideration in mind that he. hasframd the: PI‘°P°5519 in P
below, . T s




’ Drug Su;&rnsorLBodx 1

éi. N The Advisory Cozmni‘otee considered 'bhis q_uestion during October 1953, on-
i a“'._report of the Secretary-General—a-g/ submitting the views of the: Perme.nent _
.:"éentral Opium Board as endorsed by the Economic and Social Council.?-}-/ '”In o
"'eportmg to the General Assembly—-/ the Advisor,/ Committee at that ‘time noted
ne.t the Secreta.ry-General while recognizing ‘the probl em to which' the present
ate of ‘allowance gives rise in the case of [' hése two bodies7 dces not feel ™
: -\tha.t proposals can. at presen’o usefully be’ su‘omitted in v1ew of the’ complexity'
'of this ‘matter, which may a.ffec’c the: genere.l system oi‘ subsistence allowances ’
or members of commissions and comittees of the United Netions, &nd in view
. slso of ‘the" financial consequences which an isolated decision in a'specific '
cese might Prcduce ') The. Conmittee- further noted - that “it is the intention -
*f the Secrete.ry-Genera.l to underta.ke during 195h a’ full’ study of ' thé’ ques’c.ion
; d_ﬁof its rela.tion to other United Nations ’oodies . eesy :
L "'22. The Secretery—ceneral believes the’c there are good grounds for a leparete .
3{ “reatxnent of this’ question, that such'a- treatment would not necessarily affect
3._15 the general system of. subsistence allowance ' end that ,; on the substance of the
case an increase in /the emoluments of members of the Central Board and the -
Supervisory Body would be Justified. The supporting arguments having ‘been

f‘;‘».;presented in nis previous report (A/2509) » ‘the Secretary-General confines e

4

¢ “himself to the following' poimts: .t S

(a) In its ¥eport.to the Council (E/OB/B), the Board reported that -

1o the case of Yot the Board and the Supervisory Body, "the volume of

S "work has grown stea.dily from yeer to yea.r, extending, particula,rly in"™’

. the Supervisory BOdy, beyond the bounds of ‘the: regular sessions, which

. these two bodies have been led by a- proper concern for economy %o keep

. within narrow limits., . Consulted by’ correspondence end asked ’co mske
vhat often’ proved to be lengthy and. d:.fficult studies, the members have‘ :
had to devote an inoreasing proportion of- their time to tesks of ‘

~

__/ Bee Official Records of the- General As v, Big i vos,
;= sembl 5 '
S agenda item G8\b), document A 2)09. - Ei th Session' Annexe ’

Lo BRI

._.“ ”

21/ Economic and Social Council resolution 505 F III (XVI) of 28 July 1955’.;' ¢
‘___/ See Official Records of tha General’ Assembly: |




_,:posz.tion of dependence on their Govemments .
apply to any other United Nations body, AR

intention ; mezbers common to both bodies. '
, the merging of the two bodies is proposed in the draft Singl-‘-‘ convention

- remueration. S . e g
25 Concrete proposals d°signed to neet the views of the Cen
the reomnmendr.tion of the Economic and Socie.l Counczl are submitted in ;
Peregrapn ok, section B below. ' : '

S

tral Board .

| P“°P°sals subnitted by the. Secretary'GenerBl

' - alsuhmi \.’
% 0 the basis of the foregoing paragraphs, the Secretary Generel L8

£ ropfisa-IB “'ﬁi‘h .
ar the conmderaticn of the General Assembly ""he following P allowazfcé £




~

appointed and , on, the otber hand, appropriate remuneration for ‘an e}'pert who,
by reason of tbe terms of reference of: the orgen to vhich he hes been '
appointed » must undertake eddit:.onal work between sessions.

EETEENE W Allowa.nces for members ‘of exgert bodies 7'
S ~ for_attendance at meetings -- SICTHE

Inasmuch as the General, Assembly ‘has confirmed the principle t.ha.t

" payment of a subsietence allowance does not . represent a fee for services
'rendered the Secretary-General is of: the opinion that the system of
" . - peying a subsistence allovance et a uniform rate to members of all

- “"eligible United Nations bodies. is correct. .. /-

'_ The Secretery-ceneral recognizes that, in resolution h85 (v), the
L 'Genera.l Asserbly fixed a "special allowance" for members of the _
.~ .. International lew Comission in an emount different from that suthorized .

. as subsistence e.llowance for other bodies, he does not believe, however,
' that that exception makes it necessary to change a basic system designed

" to provide wniformity in treatment emong members of the severa.l canmiss:.ons
e end. camittees of the United Nations,

PR The Secretary-General has examined the adequacy of the subsistence
e allowa.nce authorized by General Asserbly resolution 459 (V) , but f£inds no

~ Justification to recommend to the. General Assembly at t.his time any
-1___?chauge in the current level of . psyment.: o S
o “ S - N Honoraria Por sgecial rapzorteurs and - R .

S . . members of -certain bodies o e
4 Reference bas been made asbove to the absolute “terms 1n which the
Genera.l Assembly expressed its opinion on the- remuneration of raPPOrteurB’
The question therefore arises whether it 1is not: desirable so to emend the
- relevant legislation that it shall conform to the actual pra.ctice of the
* - lav-making authority of paying en honorarium o special rapporteurs £or

work between sessions as 11lustrated in the annual appropriations for ‘the
5 Intemational lav Comnission. )

‘

'\'.W-

- (8) Special rapporteurs. APart from the. specific case of the
. Internatfonsl Law Commission, the Secretary~General believes that
’consio.eration should also be given at the time of eny amendment to

)



S General Assembly resolution- 677 (VII) to the possibility;that
- other cases may arise in the future in which there m&y be
Justification for entrusting e given pro.ject to a special
ra,pporteur in preference to using the. services of the Secretaria

. In these cases, which are likely to be. few it number e.nd exceptional;

..~ in character, the Secretary-Ceneral would propose tha.t :
(i) Two main criterie should be applied in' determining vhethe :
' an honorarium should be peid: first, whether the work 1s

. better entrusted to a repporteur rather than to the

o Secretariat; that decision’ should be- governed by
considerations such as are outlined. 1n paragraph 19'aborve »

(11) Uy
it would be the responsibility of the Secretar)'"ceneml t“
make his views known on tbe question to the orga.n cmceme 1
His comment at-that stage would have regard v° "'he nat\.r_ ,.'° 310
. the particuler study involved, the rea.sonable lgngth of time
necessary to complete it and his Opinion on’ the‘ most ;
effective manner in vhich the study 51'10“35‘1.11’; underta.‘:.e
(111) As a general rule, the payment of a.n honorarium wl@‘be




Upex ‘maegbefore the’GeneraifAssembly hed exemined the budget
.: fsrestimates specific in&icstion to the Secretary-Cenersl’ to
' ,:,that eftect should'be given, so ‘thet he would be in a
T -,.'poaition to malke: the necessary provision, scting in
B ”f,ltf' concurrence with the Advisory Committee cn Administrative
,s . end Budgstsry Qmestions.;-tt-_-:-'--- » ~ ‘ -
- {1v) The maximum honorarium shauld be fixed at $1,500 a year.'
'fu.(é) In no case whatever: would an honorarium be peid to &
o rapportenr or special rapporteur in respect of work -
'\fperformsa on bebalf of an expert body in the course of
_ a seselon of taat. body. : ,
‘ ‘~l;(b) snecial arrangemunts for certain bodies. The SeCretary-General
= considers thet there is 8. velid case for the payment of honoraris:
jfif,for work PerfOrmed between sessions in the case of the followmng
-';"bodies' S PRI e B )
(i) Permanent Central Qpium Board and Drug Supervisory Body,
The grounds on which. increased emoluments are proposed for o
the nembers. of these’ two’ bodies have been stated in
... peregraph 22 above. " The. Secretary-General accordlngly
;'Q} Busseﬁts that, in addltion to subsistence allowance, the
. members should receive honoraria to be pald on an annual

;_;'_3_-':_.?-;-‘;‘-‘ s ',basis 8t the following rates: . . oo

oy R R PTes;dent - 1 200 .
I . e [ = Coe :
oL Vice-Presidcnt L7000 ‘

o ' o o Members:“ 500

- (A.member serving on both bodies to receive 50 per cent
. of the second honorarlum.)\ s
| No budgst provision was msde in 195h under this
o heading.l Adoption of the suggestions set out ib.,
,?;“E_.: -‘1 | paragraph 2k, section B(b}(i) would require an estimated
:i‘;"'-,:; e budgetary provision of $7,5oo.

’




(11) Administrative 'I’ribunal. In the case of the Administrative’
- Tribunal, the workload between sessions shows wide ‘

as follows: - L -
For preparatory work undertaken in connexion wlth :

_ $ :
i President 300 ;
Members -~ 150 N

v No budget provision vas made in 19514 under this
' heading. Adoption of the suggestions set out in

provision of $l 500.

Related administrative questions '

the mission area. While not taking a firm position in the matter, the o

secretary—-General is, in balance, not in favour of varying the e"iSting

freas where special clothing is required.-—z/

2f ﬁz“' @Eiil_&__wgg of the Genersl Assembl;g, Fifth Session, S
. 7, documen‘b A/l512, paragraph 326. ) H X o - T




The following table shows how theprinciples adopted 'by the General‘msemmy ,,,

in resolution 251 (IIT) of 8 October 1946. heve' beey: applied toa representativei"
list of organs and subsidiary organs’ of the United I\Iations s i &
1.

'

2.

-TinConference. ‘ B ST

| ..(b) Other bodies .

Bodies for which no travel or su’bsistence is paid
(a) Security Council; . - '
(v) Economic end.Social 001mcil, R ST
(c) . Trusteeship Cowncil; .. @ . '.: -’; S
(d) Disarmement Commisefon; . < .
(e) Speciel conferences to which Governments a.re invited to send
representatives, €. g. hor.i.d Popv.lation Conference ;. United Nations :

Bodies for which tra.vel (without subsistence) ia\paid. ;
(a) General Assenbly: Up to five representatives or a.lternate
representatives of each Member, ' T

Secretary-Ceneral and subsequently coufirmed by the Cmcil.
Bodies for vhich travel a.nd aubsistence are: paid : ‘

22
the Trust Territory of Somaliland under Italian Aﬁministration, .;,:_ T

(1) Ad.mim.strative Tribuna.l, Advisory cqmnittee on Mminiatrative
~-and Budgetary Questions, Comittee on Contributions ,. . _~

x

International La.w Commissione - 0 ool FRE
(ii) Sub-Comissions of the Econaiic and Socia.l councu. on which
the members serve in a personal capa.city, i s

:
% - ] PR | »
5 ol o

\‘.

24/ General Assembly resolution 1!& D (I) °f 15 February 191'6' N SR

‘travel and’ subsistence are ” -

25/ 1In.the cas of. commissions in cateEOTY (3)’ -
- also paid 1e;o one slternate represéntative of ea:? mzspgziﬁgggzg; B
'.provided that the orgen concerned decides: 'ghat - A :

e s e T e . ST N N . o . i



of the ‘I‘rusteeship Cou.ncil-

(111) Visiting missions

(;h') Advisory committees of an expert character, the members of
which are appointed by the Secretary-General s CeBey
International Civil Service Advisgry Board, Investments

2 .
Cmit‘bee. o
-Wl
-..-.-’ “ -
N
.
i i v

In tbe case of the Ihvéstments. Ca:x;nittéé th
e appointments are made DY .
the Secretary~General after consultation’with the Advisory Committee oo

. Administrative and Budgetery Questicns, and sub Ject o subsequent

confirmation by the General Assembly.





