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.1, Schedule of‘ iicetinnas

The Cordttes ayreed to the suggestion of i, COLBAN (Norvay)

[

that there should be two icetincs ot 11 o, and 3 poo, instead
of the three proposed by the Secretariat.

2. Consideration of Future Pro xaiie

The CHAIR ..u“ drew the attention of the Corzdttee to various
docurents circulated to the Coridttes, in pertioular to 1/PG/T/CI/W.2,
which was a coparative toble indicating the United States, Australian
Brazilian and Indian proposals regardiny euployment, The question
faised ot the last meeting, as to what fori the Couxittee's
recoizzendations should ‘Lgxe would be dealt with by the heads of
Delegations or the Executive Corzdttee of tnr: Preparatory Corzdttee.
In the neantine, the Comvdttze should vroceed vith its work without
prejudice to this questi-on. He believed that the Corxittee would
corplete its work in cert2inly not iore than *_chz.'ee weéks. A Joint Body
set up by the joint session of Coixidttess I and IT would deal with the
subject of Industricl Developient.

He prbposéd that the Corzxittec should begin its work by examining
Chf.mptez; III of the United States suggested Charter article by article.

ir. FRESQUET (Cuba) asked that the Comixittee should later discus:
paragreph 3 of Chapter I of the sugiested Charter,

Dr. COO:ES (Australin) considered that since Ché.pter ITT of the
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United States sursested Charter did. not deal with ~1l the aspects of
employnent, it would be preferable thot the Cortdttee base its discussion
on the provisional agendn adopted at the last Meeting, starting either
vith iten (I) as o vhole or JAth its sub-paragraphs (a) to ()
individunlly,

ir, LIKANATHAN (Indin) a reed with this suggestion,

i, NEADE (United Kingdlo::) supported the Australinn suggestion zni
thought thnt the Coizdttec misht start with o genoeral debate on the
individual sub-parasraphs of item (I) which would bring out points on
. which Delegntions rdght vidsh to express their views,

I, JURTINS (Brazil) proposed that two furthur yoints, Inturmationsl
Inveétrcnt =nd Utilization of Refugses in Countri-s of Irzdgration,
should be added tc the list under sub-parngroph (n). The Secrctary Jdrew
attention to the propésed Internntional Refugee Organiuzation vhich would
be concerned vith the eudgration of refuzces,The Brasilien Deluznte
considered, howcver, that this question had a direct bearing on the
protlens beforsd the Cox‘.:.:I.t‘tec_j and should be borne in mind. -

Ir, PIERSON (United States of nicriea) stated that he was prepareé
to accept the provisional agends 2s the basis for discussion, He suggested
that sub-paragraphs (a) and () might conveniently be discussed together,
and sizilarly sub-parasrophs {c) and (), Iten (2) —.Intcrn:xtioml agroc-
nent relating to industrial developnment - r.ﬁ.ghj;.bc treated as a third
subject, It zdzht be uszful {o set up o sub-committec to asseuble all

the propesals ralating to itew (I).

The Comdttee agreed to hold o general discussion on item (1), end
then to set up n sub-coivittes to asserble all promossls subritted,

3.  General Discussion of Sub-vzrazraphs (2) and (b) of Iten (I) of the
Provisionil imendn (E/EC/T/CI/2)

Mr, LOKANATHAN (Indiz) felt thut the proposals on eryloyrent both
in .the Frovisional Agend:; and 1lso in the United States suzgested Chortor
did not show suf‘fj.cient epprecintion with regard to the problens of loss
developed countricvs, He thouzht that the Corxittee should poy special

attention to: (a) the maintenonce and stability of incowes of
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primary producers, (b) the diversification of employment, and (c)
industrial and economic development. A fourth point which should be
considered Was the. question of investment., ‘

Dr. COOMES (Australia) explained 1t wies not so ruch his wish to
define employment policy, as to define th~ obligations of one na.tlon .
to another in respect of ez:ployment. There were, in his opinion,
th.rée basic ‘undervtaking,s which all countries should accept though their
relevance might differ according to a country's stage of development.
The first undertaking was that each country should feke ‘action designed
to achieve aqd mintain mn employment within its own jurisdiction.
Secondly, if the export of uncrployment was to -be avoided, each of the
signatory countries should take action individually ard through existing
agencles designed to ensure 'tha."c its currently accruing internmational
resources be used fully for international payments for goods and services
or for investments abroad. Forcign investments should preferably not
te in the form of tied loans, though a_dmittédly these were better than
no loans, Thirdly, each of the signatory nations should teke action
designed progressively to develop vresources and raise standards of
productivity within its jurisdiction.

Consequent upon the acceptance of tk{ese undertakings it ﬁould be
- nec.éssary to provide, as suggested in (b), for action in the 'case‘ of
a memver being damaged by the fzilure -inat from lack of will but rather
human weakness - of another member to fulfil its undertalungs. This
was a fundamental issue for what might be described as the dependent
countries. + was fundamentsl *o such countriss that they should be -
able to lock ;va‘.th confidence at the economic policiés of the countries
;rhich are not dependent. - If dependent countries were to be ssked to
aceept obligations reducing their capacity to use the type of economic
Protectionist measures upon which they ma.y nave relied in tﬁe past, it

was essentiecl that they should have assurance that these measures would
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not be necessary; or shou.'Ld‘tht:se becoms L:xecesso.ry, that their

use be permitted on a scale and to a degree which 'woz;dd make them
effective for the pwrpose for vhich they were designed. There should
be adequate prpv'ision for consultation and agreed action involving,

where necessa.‘rjr , the various specialized a.g;encies of the United Nations
to deal with & threatened or an actual.\i‘ailure 0. =ffective demand
originatingiwherever it may., Furthermore, the Charter of the proposed
IT0 should * contain clauses to evnsure that countrics in cleerly dufined
cases ey take the action nscessary to protect their economics from the
spread of depression.

Such clauses would prevent the practiss of restrictive weasures
imposed unilaterally. ’fhey would place wpon the proposcd IT0 the
responsibility of d_ctcnﬁning that = persistent failurs by .e._cauntry
to carry out its basic obligations in relation to effective dermand had
occurred and that the econoiiie interests of o complnin;‘lng cotmtl_‘y‘, had
been adversely offected so as to justify its rcelease from its obligations
to the failing country.

M. IGONET (France) supported the remarks of the Australian Delegate.
There.were two ways in which the purchasing power of the world could bs
increased. First, by muintaining = high.icvel of erployment, and
secordly by increzsing productivity. Both werc long term processese
Their acceptance would guarantce sone‘*ea.sur:, of érotect?gon tgiless
developed countries, whose eccnbmies: \rerc dependent on the economies of
more highly developed countries. It was vivmpsfta.nt to define the
responsibility of the highly dewveloved couatries.

The meeting adjourned until 3 p.m.



