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¥ .. Chalymant: .Mr, J. J. DEDMAN (Australia)

1. ' CONSIDERATION OF PARAGRAPHS 2 AND 3 (F THE ARTICLE ON "FAIR LABOUR
"STANDARIS" - ( dociments E/CONF.2/C.1/9 end 12)
" Paragraph 2 was adopted without comment.
Paregraph3.- . = - .
Mr. TAIT (International Labour Orgenization), introducing the amepdment
. suggested by the Director-General of the ITO, said that it was not g changs
of substance but would kielp to express the opinion of the Committee more
clearly,. There x:erg two aspects relating to the problem of labour standerds =
.the trade-aspect and the lebour aspect. The ILO would nt intervene in ' ::,
connection with the trade espect, but felt that, so far as the labour~aepect
~was -concerned, 4t was the competent apecielized agency in_ that field.
Mr. PITRSON. (United States of Ameriga) said his delegation would have no
obJjection to the-adoption of the amendment moved by the ILO.but suggested that
* the words."act in co-operation" in the last line be replaced by the words:
"consult and .co-.gperéte‘?. That change was suggested: in order to avoid.any
poasible misconstruction to the effect that the IT0 could not act on trade
aspects without obtaining the agreement of the ILO. ‘
Mr, SASTRO MOXIJONO -(Netherlands) assoclated himself . with those A
delegations. which _supported the ILO amendment. Hs considered the word
"co-operation” prefersble to the word "conswltation". oL
Mr, TAIT (Internationsl Lebour Office), having accepted the amendment
suggeated by the representative of the United States of America, the
Commi ttee eapproved the text of para graph 3. - :
Mr. LIEU (China), Mr. SEACKLE (United Kingdom) and Mr. Bmm
(Czechoslovakia), referring to paragraph 1, suggested 'bha.t the word
"inter-governmental” should replace the word "international”.
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The Committes decided that the word "international" in the fiwst

sentence of paregraph 1 should be replaced by the word "inter-governmental”.

The Article on fair labour standards was approved.
2, CONSIDERATION OF REPORT (F SUB-COMMITTEE B ON OTHER ARTICLES OF

CHAPTER II (documents E/CONF.2/C,1/10 and 13)

Mr. ROYER (France), Chairman of Sub-Comnittee B, introduced the report
of that Sub-Committes, and drew attention to the provisional reservations

by the delegations of Italy, Mexico and Peru. The Sub-Comnittee suggested
that the Article on fair labowr s‘cai:da.rds should be ﬁlaced at the end of
Chapter II. The amendments submitted by the deleg'atioﬁ of Norway had received
careful consideration in the Sub-Cormittee, and it had been decided that the
question raised might beast be considered in connection with other parts of
the Charter. The words "inter-governmental organizations" in peragraph 2
of Article 2 might, he felt, be changed to read "specialized agencies" now
that the Intermational Bank for Reconstruction and Development and the
International Monetery Fund were both specialized agencies. The Central
" Drafting Committes might consider this drafting point,

Mr, MONGE (Peru), referred to the amendment submitted by his-delegation
(document E/CONF.2/C.1/7/Corr.l). While he recognized that Chapter VI was
concerned with commodity problems he would emphesize that the concern in
that Chapter was only with such problems after they had developed on a vids

"scale. The amendment proposed by his delegation, on the other hand, was .
concerned with precautionary measures to prevent the difficulties of one or
- two countries from spreading and threatening the entire in‘ﬁerﬁationa.l
eq_uilibfim.l It was one thing, he thought, to solve existing problems which
have upset & certain balance but quite another thing to deal with e situation
vhich is developin'g wiih a view to preventing the spreading of the -
maeladjustment. His amendment was .concerned‘ with the latter., He regretted
that the full signiﬁcance of his proposal appeared not to have been -
appreciated. However, as the Sub-Committee had decided not to recommend
the inclusion of any provision on this subject in Chapter II, the Peruvian
delegation withdrew its emendment.

ticle 2 AN
Mr. SHACKLE (United Kingdom) pointed out that the last word in"the
title of Article 2 should read "Charter” and not “"Chapter". ..

Article 2 as & whole vas_approved.

Article 3 - paragraph 1 ' :

‘Mr. AMADOR (Mexico) refsrred to the explanations given by ‘the. -
reprosentative q_f Mexico when he first submitted the proposal that a new
para.graizh should be added to Article 3, laying down measures to be taken to

/secure falr
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gecure fair treatment for workers who nﬁgﬁéte logally and to prevent
illegsl immigration which night prove preaudicia.l to the economic and
_.social 1nterests of the country from which the orkers were proceeding.
His delega‘bion considersd that matter of great importance, and he emphagized
the necessity of hsving such & paragraph in the Chs.rtsr‘in order to enable
netions to maintain full end productive employment, Iliegal immigration
presented a prbblem also for ﬁe country which the imigrs::t entered, and
employers in that cou.ntry should be panalized for giving work to such
imnigra.nts.
. Mr, MASH (New Zealand) supported the remarks of the re‘pres‘ehtsti've of
Mexico. He pointed out, however, that thsre might be difficulty in having
such a paragraph in the Charter as the problem affected only two or three
countries. Ee considered the matter could be golved by organizations of
workers in the receiving country and in the home country taking steps to
gtop their fellow workers being exploited. It would be difficult to prevent
immigrstion of workers who Pelt they might thereby :unprove thelr standard
of living'
o Referring to Article 3 in general he considered 1% to de ane of the
most importa.nt in the Charter., Fach member of the I‘I‘O would have the -
doubls responsibility , in giving effect to tha.'b Article, not only of ensuring
productive smployment but also of ensuring a wiser and more equitable
distribution of goods already produced oxr to be produced. K¢
Mr, ROYER (France) assured the Mexican ‘delegation that & great deal
of interest and importance was attached to the issue which it wished
_ inserted in the Cha.rter. As the problem concerned only a fow countries ’
hovever, it would not appea.r feasidble to ask Membex Sta.tes before they
ratifisd the Charter to alter their leglslation in order to solve such a
problem, - He suggested that the necessary powers should be glven to “the
" Orgapization to' study the matter end make recommendations , and that any
countries which considered that the present situetion wes haruful to-thsir -
interests, and prevented them from carrying out the provisions of Chapter II, -
had the right wder Articles 89 and 90 to appeal to other Members and %o
the ITO, ' ;
Mr. LEROY (Haitl) emphasized the importance of the*probl‘em ofs
clandestine immigration and the need to include some reference t0 1t:in
the Charter, He supported the proposal of the Mexican repressi:tb.tive.
Mr, AMADOR (Mexico) welcomed the remarks which had been’ mde by the
’ Nsw Zea.le.nd French a.nd Haltian representatives. His delegation daiad not
/inlist ona ‘
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insis} on & particular form of worde nor on a particular place in the
Charter, but requested recomition of the fe.ct 'l-.hat the problem did exist
and. directly affected the queation of full employment .
..The Mexican. delegation hoped that even 1f Article 3 wes adopted aB it
- OW rea.d, dts. proposel would receive careful consideration. 'rhe o
representative of France had drawn attention to Article 89, ‘out hie e
..Aelegation. falt. that.the, .provisions of that Artiole shonld be applied only
infrequently.. .
Mr. AMADOR ege.in reserved the right to 'bring up hie proposal at a
. dater date in the First Committee or ina Ple.nary Session of the Conference.
. Ik wes Buggested by the Chalrman that the Mexica.n proposal might be
rega.rderl 8s related to, the Ite.lie.n a.mendment of Article 5 a.nd to the
- . proposed. Resolution on Employment » e
-In veply to the representa.tiva of 'mrkey, M. SHACKLE (Unitedﬁﬁ:gﬂom)
expressed the ﬂew that a_ member state “could raise te.riﬁ‘s in an
- Yo _promote full exn;ployment n cages where the rate ues not ‘bound.

Measures to promote full employment in one country would 'be ‘bound. to he.ve
- 8ome . adverse effect on the economies of other countrieg. It wae deeira.'ble,
however,_ to.lay down the general principle that uneuployment pro'bleme should

-...-....

_not be.transferred from one country to another, et P
M, LD (Bl Selvador) felt ‘thet the Méxican represente.tive ha.d“ o
celled attention to 8 gep in Article 3 and therefore supported hie pvopgee.l
that- intemational population movements should be carefully etudied
Mr, ROYER (Fra.nee) Teferred the Turkish repreaanta.tive to ‘he,_'
. brovislons of Artiele 1, in which it wes clearly stated the.t the guestion of
Tull employment had & .prominent place. As the representative of the -
United .Kingdom had pointed out, Article lT daid not oblige member 'tates to
-reduce all terif;?s. . Migra.tory moveme.nts were an aspect oi’ the queetion
..of full employment e.nd in that respect the provisions of Ar'bicle 89 ehould

BPPLYe. o

Article 3 was adop ted \dthout change. .
Article 4 B .

It was agreed that this Article ehould ‘be transferred to the end. of
Chapter IT to bscome Article 7.. .. R T

New Article h

. This Article was a.deptecl as ree.d o _
- New Ari:icle 2+ - B ..

oL My, MA.‘RCH.E'J.TI (Ita.ly) d.rew attention ’co the amendment whieh had ’been

i’orwarded by his delegation (document ‘E/CONF.2/C.1/13). "The' original

Ttalian smendment had been rejected by the Sub-Committee, but he reserved

his right to introduce a concrete recommendation concerning International

k [migration movements
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migration movements in connection with the resolution on employment

His country end ;:thers, were greatly concerned with migration problems .
end he was convinced that the Organization would be forsed to deal with the
question if international trade was to remain on a stable basis.

The new Italian amendment did not meet the views of his delegation
completely but would give a certein amount of satisfaction. .

The introductory words of Article 5 were aprroved by the Committee,

In reply to tb.e ropresentative of Turkey, the United Kingdom end French
representatives pointed out that the inclusion of both Article 5 (1) (a) -
and Article 69 had been deliberate. Article 69 dealt with functions which
_ the ITO itself might perform vhereas Article 5 referred to subjects within
B the‘COinpeteth of the Economic end Social Council and other Speclalized:
Agencies and not exclusively or initially the concern of ITO, The attention
of the Central Drafting Cormittee might be drawn to the need of avoiding
overla.pping ’between Articles 69 and 5. )

Pa.ragraphs 1 (a) and (b) were approved by the Cormittee. -

The representatives of Greece, the United States, Mexico and India
supported the insertion of the Itailan amendmént. Mr. PIERSON (United States
of America) stréssed the fact that his delegation would have been unsble:
to accept any provision which overlocked the fact that migration questionsfj':':
vere primarily the concern of individual states. It also would have been
opposed to any text which assigned to ITO a large share of the responsibility
for dealing with the inter-relation of migration and employment problems.

The representatives of Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Norway, Burma and the:
United Kingdom did not feel that the Italien amendment would serve any
useful purpose. Mr, SKAUG (Norway) was sorry that the Italian representative
‘had withdrawn his original amendment, which had underlined the importance
of mipration movements in the maintenance of full employment. The present
emendment was valueless unless 1t meant that the work of other bodies was
to be duplicated,

In support of the remarks of the Czechoslovek representative,

Mr. SHACKLE (United Kingdom) proposed the insertion of the phrase "insofar
as relevant to the purpose of the organization" after the word "studies" -
in the Italian emendment.

The Ttalien amendment, as emended by the United Kingdom representative,

wes_approved by the Committee.
Paragra;oh‘ 2 of Article 5 was approved by the Committee.

v

/New Article 6
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New Article 6 . -

In reply to the representative of Sweden , the CHATRMAN explained tha.t
at a previous meeting when attention had ’oeen drawvn to the pmposal wo
delegation had offered to sponsor the ;groposal of the International Chanber
of Commerce to delete this Article (E/CONF.2/C.1/SR.T).

Mr. SKAUG (Norway) recelled that the Norwegia.n proposals concerning
price stabilization and the prevention of mflationary dsvelopments had ‘been
supported in. principle by several delega.tions._ It had been decided ‘in the
Sub-Committee, howsver, that they more appropriately aprlied to Artlcles 18,
ao, 25-29 and 43, then to the provisions of Chapter II.

. - Mr. SKAUG again. regerved the righ‘b to introduce his proposale in the
First Committe, ghould no satisfactory results be achieved u.nder other
JArticles., :

- The CE&IPM\N announced that the Committee had completed its
consideration of Chepter II and that the approved text would ‘be referred.
to the Centra.l Drafting Comnlttee. : .

It was agreed that the Chairman would nominate a Sub-Committee to ’

. .conslder 'hhe text of a resolution on employment and to report to the full
Committes, . 3.0

The meeting rose at 1.35 p.m.

3



