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Secretariat: 

Dr. SZE Secretary of the Commdttee 

DISCUSSION OF UNITEb-'sTATES: DRAFT BESOLUI'ION.REGARDING RELATIONS WITH 
AND CO-ORDINATION OF SPECIALIZED AGENCIES (document E/647/Rev.l) 

The CHAIRMAN asked for discussion of paragraph 1, lines 13 

through 17, on page 3 of document E/647/Rev.l. 

Mr. MARLIN (International Civil Aviation Organization) stressed 

the efforts made by ICAO to co-ordinate its programme with those of the 

United Nations Commissions and of other specialized agencies, and wondered 

whether some criticism were implied by the words "and the further steps 

which shoutd be taken to develop effective co-ordination". in the paragraph 

under discussion. ICAO would be glad to know Just what objectives were 

contemplated by the resolution. 

Mr. STINEBOW1m (United States of America) assured the representative 

of ICAO that the proposed paragraph did not necessarily imply any criticism 

of the steps taken thus far. It was rather an attempt to·ascertain the facta 

anii an invitation to the Secretax:y-General to give hie opinion on further 

measures that might be taken. The Economic and Social Council would thus 

be in a position to carry out the responsibility for co-ordination assigned 

it in Chapters IX and X of the Charter. The Council would be derelict in its 

duty if it delesated all of the responsibility to the Secretary~General. 

Mr. PHILLIPS (United Kingdom) saw no need for asking for a further 

report on the problem of co-ordination since the Secretary-General, as 
. 

:chairman·of the Co~ordination Committee, had already presented tvo reports 

(document E/614 and E/625) on that subject. 

Mr. CHERNYSHEV (Union of Soviet Sc:-cialist Republics) felt that the 

paragraph under discussion failed to show clearly the guiding role given 

/the United Nations 
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·the· United Nations under the Charter in matters of co-ordination. The 
,{'· .· __ -v.: · . . '.·:·. 

programmes of< the specialized agencies should· be made to conform to those· 

ol' the United Nations and not vice versa. 

He also questioned the use of the phrase "the programmes o;f' the United 

Nutforis ·and fte.subs1:·di8._ry organs".· -The 1>ro~lem ~f.:co·.·ordlnation with 
" ' ;: i. 

e:pea:ialized -agencies· diel not ·aris·e ·for ·many :or :the United Nat tons :organs; 

; . 

Mr. ~T~NEBGWER (United States of America) explained. that tne 
. i ...... 

wording "programmes of the United Nations and its subsidiary organs and 
. .. . . ' 

; :.. ~ . .l 

specializ~d agencies" had been taken substantially from the General Assembly 
· · · ·· t "r~:. i · · ; • ': · :; l \f 

reaolut1on.l25 (II). 
' 

Mr. POLLOCK (Canada) suggests? that paragraph 1 of the United 
/'. r 1 ;_;•.,.·,• 

States· draft resolution should end after the words "specialized agencies" 
.:{: . 'i:.-.:1.. • ·- . '! .· l 

in line 14. There would then be no reference to "fUrther steps toward 
.· ·.-- . :., 

co-ordination" which involved questions of policy that were the duty of 

the pr<:>posed ad hoc committee rather.than of the Secretary-General. 
,~- "1.. ~i •• 1 ~-~--

Mr. de FOLIN' (Fr'anc.e) supported ·the suggestion iof ·the repr~sentative 

of Canada• and ·agreed that the Co,..ordination Comm.i ttee was: no-t ,;tn a• •PQB:ition 

· ·. 'to make recommendations on the···po1:«ray•·ievel .. ·He:· also pointed· ou,t, th~t the 

~ecretary-Genertlil, in aubmi tti:ng hie .repolt'lt/ ~houl<i~ fully· express M.s. ow~ 

opinions ahd not be' l:Lmited by the vie'W'e .;expressed by the r,epres.en:tat:S,·ves of 

the specialized agencies in the Co-Ol1 dination Committee-!.::

Mr.-:t'STI:NEOOWER (Unit-Eld·· Si\a'tes of Amer1c8i) called attention to 

General Assembly reso!uttori 1·2.5 ·(II) which re<J_uested the Council ·"as a 

·matter' df: Urgerldtt• t'o consider the "further steps" needed for effective 

co •drdination·: of progra.Inlnes. The Uni te'd Sta tea dra:tt resolution requested 

a· specific report on that one point; -it did'·not:aak; .. for a. report on:e~ery­

thing·doile 1n'pursuat+ce of thd Agreements wltl'i.:-the specialized agenc1eP .. 

/Suggestions made by 
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Suggestions made.»y th~ Secr~tary~~~eral, ine~uding his possible suggestion . - . . . - . . . ' . . . .. . ' . . . : ... ~ . . 

that no f~ther ~tepa were necessary, mi~t fOrJ!l.the, framewor].t of the report 
'.. • . : ~ • • l • ' ; • ,. 

the Cuuncil would have to make to t;he .Ge~7Bl Assembly. 

Mr. POLLOCK (canada) explained that the purpose of hie proposed 

amendment' was to ensure that the wording of. the paragraph un:der diseuas'ion 

did::n~t slve the impressiori that ther~ wo~ld b·e· two gro~ps entrusted with 

the same task. The Secretary ·Gen~ral .· shotild continue the work he had been 

doing .b-qt the propo~ed fil..d. hoc. colllllli ttee should be re.spon~iple for co-ordin-
. .. . . ...,._ -- .. ' .. ' ' . - . :. . 

atipn at the. pqlio;y J,evel .. Mr. Pollock was willing, to alter his proposed 
.. . . ' - . : ' ' . . . . . _., 1: -~- . . . ~-

amendment so that the ~agraph.vo~ld remain as at present except for the 
. . . . . ' 

deletion of the words "and the further steps which ahoul~.be taken." 

Mz'. ~G.(CI,l~.~) sugges'\ie.d that the proposed ~,~,committee 
.. - •, 

might be given the Q.Uty pf considering, in c~msultation with the Secretary-• . . . ,. ' . 

General, what further stepf.' were neceesaryfor the co-ordination of 

prOgr8llliileS .. 
\: . 

In accepting the Cllineee ~:rqggest1op.,, .Mr. MULLIKEN (United States of 
. ~ - . . .· . . ' . ~ . 

America) proposed the deletion of paragraph 1, linea 13 through 17, and 

the addition in line 50, as point (d) under- 'the terms' of reference of the 

ad hoc committee' of the words ,; in. COilSUl tatidn With . the Secretary -General' --
the fUrther. steps. 'which should be 'ta::ken to.'devel,op effective co .. ordinfl.tfon 

of the programmes of the United Nations and its subsidiary organs and the 

'specialized agencies". 

Mr. PHILLIPS (United Kingdom) referring both to the point raised 
-, , •. . ~ I 

by t'he'repr~sentative of Franc~ that the Secretary-General should express 

h:l.s ~wn opin1ori a~d not merely 'the views of the: co.;;ordina.tion comm:ittee· and 

to ·~he concern ;f,~lt'·-b; the r~pre.sentative of the United 'states that~ the 

Ccl~nc:U should not ,!~hi~k i·t.s responsibilities under the ·Charter, p6'ihted to 

lines 323 to 327 in the United Kingdom draft resolut'ion on ·co-ordinat'ioh 
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~ 'o ·~ • 

of the activities. of the United Nations and, the BP!3C,~~l.izedr agencies in the 
.r. ·, : - '·. ~ ' , • · • ', r '~ . ,' , • ! '·, : ,·t ~ • I • . ' -.. ~ :· 

econo~f.C ~q-: .~oc;~.e:~. fJ~~l!l~ (<\o~um~p.t E/AC 24 /2/§.e,v .lL~, ~q.?opding_,t? those 
. . . . . .. ' . -· . ~ ~ ' .. . :. . ' , - .... ~- .. 

J.~nE;:e .th~ ~o~ncil :w;a~~d_ .1"~9.~~~:t _:t)l.~(,. s~c:~etary .. Gene;ra.;t, -~n ~ransmitti~g . . 
• ' • j. • • ~~- ' • • • \ ' : • • " • •• • • ' • ' 

x~e.porta to ,the, qo~~il from. th~ Co-ord;i~tio~ _Comm.it.:te~ .• ~P.d. th~, .apecia).ized . . ' " .............. · ' ,' . . ... - .' - .~, '·· . :. : ... · ·' ' 

. ,: . ; ~: :.~.een,ciee.,. t.o dr~w J~s .atte,n~ion, ~o a~ matters .:r;.~~'ll;~.ft~& ,P,~,c~~~on; ?r: :~c\;!.;on 

in connection with its responsibility under Articles 63 and 64 of the Charter. 

'~lie .United tin/idotil delegation ·fel~ that the. t~o ~~~:~~fa a·:&eady sub~ 

mit.ttd.- o~ :-the· ··c-o -ordimitio~ committee aliould be atud.'1iJ !?'6~:foi'e' other· -~·~~J~ts 
. ' ' '< : • • 

were' a~k~<i-fdr~· ~hus far' 'ther~ had :been no specific cr'ffi~:i.~bi't6' ehb~· that the 

polidy. e:f ~co-ord'inatton wEi's not· functionin~· I>roperl~ :' ··,runtii· tJ:ie:t~'- ·:n~a :b;een 
• ,. •. • ' '• /~ '· ' 1:" >' ! •I ;.. • · • . •,' ,·I· • 

some such cri ticiem, the United Kingdom delegat1on woul.'d. vote. against. a· ·· 

.r~s.9.~ut1on. ,tha~ JD.+sht. lead. t9 a du,plica.tion. ot. 't;h_~ wol"k al;r!3a~y, being done. 
. . . . ' . ' • . . . t . . ~ ··' . . ' • '. • 

Mr. POLLOCK (Canada.) thought tllat even thouSh the c6-or<f~natidn 
CollJ!littee might .be work~ns .. eatisfactorily . .a.t pJ;'e.sent, th,e. Co~c,il had a 

'·. • • • ••• ;,,1," .! •• ..: ,·' •• 

duty,.,a.rising .from tne ~n.e.r..al A~s.embty l"e~olu~ion instructing lt t9 .giv:~. 
~ . • •' . • • ; • • • . ; ', • • •• ~ . . . • '. j •• I.}.' '• ) '. . . < ' 1' . ~ • J 

."con:~:l'\;~nt at~n.~ion','. to the ,'_~J;'e~ative ,Priori~;y of. proposa:l:s". An-~· hoc i 

committee such as was being proposed, .would provid.e. t~e ne~es.sary machinery 
. .. ' I .' t •. • . ... f •• 1 

tor taking care of any situation that might arise in the future. 

·: "!'t;e. dbmittee ~~~ed :prbvisionallY 'to-:delete para~~ph 1 ~f the United 
~~!!t~s _ d::a;rt ... l~~s~~~'lj!O~ .'f.~Il-t!~e _u:~f~~~~~~n.~i~g:t"~a! ,!f ..,.t~~J.H!i~~1~£t;l_of. .. ~h2_ 
United States ropreeen,~c.:·:;lve tr.; lii.C0t":por;r;e the subst~u.ce of the paragraph 

.. -!pto).Ine 5o-were not acce'Rted7 P~.,F~Pli IwouJ,a· oe re,-.co9'~~-der!l.d· . , ·: 

,'t •• ' ··J'. 

' . ,, .. ..... 
'"' .. 

·:I. · .. · l .; 

. ' . . ~ . ':'··· .... ·.-· . 

:' ; -.~_,r,ep~ to ~-.po;J}t. raised: 'Qy Mr. ,MARLIN (I(f4Pl.z. ~· MULL.:U<ti!,l.V ,, 

.. f{,Jni.ted, Stat~s of America}. expla~n~d tpa:t tbe refe~~nc.e . ~P ;th,e p~r~nent.. 
' ,, • ' ,. , , ·.,, , . , , " , I ~ . " ".-• , l ,•, , 

h~Q.,~a.rters o~ specialized· a~n.q.~es o.ppl,ied onl;y to .. those, age.nciee which 

as yet had no permanent headqua~te~s~ 
'•' • ,· -<' ' ' . 'I· ' : ·.·· 

/Mr. de FOLIN (France) 
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'••' ···Mr. de FOLIN (France) observed tha.t-- the provisional e~pJ?reeeion 

·of paragraph 1 asking for ~. ;tteport ·by the· Seoret~y-General on action":· • 

taken "Hi ~pu.reuance of .the Agt"eemente with rth~· spe~:J,~l~zed agencies" ~de 

a discussion· of .:paragraphs 2 and 3 difficul~,; ae the latter .also .re.ferred 

to a·ction ·taken ~in pursuance of the Agreeme-nts with the. $pec~al1zed ~gencies". 

, ... . ·· ..... . · ... 
Mr. POLLOCK (Canada) suggested that the Committee i:night meet that 

\ .... ~ ,f' 
. :• i .. 

difficulty by considering the paragraph dealing with the establishment of 

an ~d hoc colllUlittee, lines 46 to 51,· thus de~iding first. on wheth~r or 
t- ~·~--~ ......... ~ ••• • 

not paragraph 1 aho~ld be incorporated into the terms of ;tteference of the 

proposed ad hoc committee . 
. --. . .. 

; !, •.:. ,• 
i ,; 

Mr. MULLIKEN (United.S;ta,tea· of. Am.ericfJ.) ~~pported the proposal of 

the representative of Canada. 
i . ,, ·' .... 

Mr. PHILLIPS (United Kingdom) stressed that thsr.e·.should be. no-· 

dec1s1on on the establislunent of -an ~· !!2£ c.ommittee until thE? Committe~ 

tad first examined the material already at its disposal ~n~ pad determined 

that there was need for (;'mother commit.t~e .... :,. .. 

'' ' ~<' 

Mr. CHANG (China) felt th~t in view of the ce~eral .,Assembly resolutic 
~- . "'. . . ' ' 

·' requeeti:ns· ·the Council to give "coristant attention'~ to the problem,· it was 
~ ·' . . .... . . . . 

imperative that tliere should be a committee to decide.;what ,sort of .atte.ntion .. . . . ~ . . . .. . .. ' . . ' . ,.:: . .. . " ·(. 

was needed and especially to etudy "the relative priority of proposals" 
.' • •'• ."' I • 

mentioned in the resolution, as well as the. "further.etepe1.to be taken. 

The co .. ordination Committee now in existence deeerved.oommendation, but the 

members. of the Counc;:il theJilSelves had a: responsibility for. C;':frying out the 

tasks aesig11ed .·tnem bo.th by the General Ass~mbly.,r.eeolution. at).d tbe Charter. . .. ........ ,· ... .: 

whether or not to establish an ad hoo committee .. . ' . 

/t!rt:. CRERlm3HEV (USSR) 
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·M:r. CHERNYsHEV '(Union of Soviet Socialist Republicsf considered 

that no de'cisiori could be taken regarding the formation of the proposed 

commi tte)e until conclusions 'had been reached on 1 ts functions. ' 

Mr. PHILLIPS (United Kingdom) agreed on the necese~ty f.or dis­

cussion of the functions of the proposed committee fir~:t;. The .United Kingdom 

did not necessarily oppose the establishment of an ad hoc committee. at a 
., . .' -~. 

later date, but it did oppose any additional machint3ry for the period before 

the next Council. 

Mr. CHANG (China) tho1,1ght that the Committee niight examin~ the 

questiOns·· of the cri3ation of an ~- !!££ coimni ttee and of its functlons ~t 

the same 'time; without neces·sa.rily attempting to formulate specific terms · 

of reference . ''•" 

. After so,me 2~cussion, the Comm.i ttee decided to consider as a whole 
·the paragraph ·of the United States draft resoii:it1on compris:tng lines 46 
'tii"rough 51. 

Mr. MUUIKEN (United States of America) explained that'the United 

States delegation hdd introduced its resolution because· it considered .that ' 
. . . 

the develo:Pinent of regional commissions·subsequent to the establishment· 

of the functional commiDSions had rai'S~d a number of problems of relationship 

between those bodies, which called for examination. The Economic and Social 

Council might:th:lnk it well to take some action with refe~ence to the 

COll'lmiSSions when exarainin·~ Or re-examining its own function With respect 

to co•ordina tion. 'According to th~ir terms of reference, a number of the 

commissions were gi~en r~sponsibility for a limited measure of co-ordination. 

The Council had now received a number of reports fro~ various commissions, 

and was thus in a better position than heretofore to·. d~termine its future 
' ' . \ ., 

course of action. Sentence (b) on line 48 was rolated to the whole 

co-ordination programme, ,but the United f',tates delegation would like to -~_ave 

/specific decisions 
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epecilfic decisib~e of poli~y~ri.sucli questions a~ whetller th~ Commissions 
.. ' 

mig)it request repbrts. 'or speciai'i~~d.' ag~n~i~s' 'and whether the reports from 

the specialized agencies.which are to be submitted annually should be 

tran_~ytl~t.t~~~ t?~.the_ c.<?mmi~sion~ befor~ the. Cou~c;i1 i~self had acted upon the:IJl. 
. .:. I .• - ~ ·. " ~ . 

There woul.d, not be time ~;l:uring the s~xth ,session .of th~ Economic and·· 
~;~ . t 

Social Counctl to give ·.?:dequate ·?onside;ration .tQ those_,quE)stions·. In the' 

view o~ ~he Un~~e~ ~;?tate~ delegation, it was imp~rative.for a committee oi' 
•. : '. • ... ~'. ) ~.4 .1. . .. . . . 

the Council to meet between the sixth and seventh sessions. Its repo:t•t would 

be of great value to the Council in discussing matters of co-ordination during 
' . 

the· s~:vent{l· session·: 

· The' Urii t·ed states delegation\·ie.lcomed· the sugge,~tion that certain 
. J ~-

additional· functions ·should be 'giv€m 'to the proposed ad hoc committee, 

although it had not originally cont~mplated doing so. 

. . 
Mr .• ;CHANG (China) otJn91dered that the primary objective.shoul~ be, 

in accordance with the General Assembly's instructions, to examine proper 
. . .. ·.'. .. . . ' . . ·i :- . . ·, . ~·!,. l . ; :. 

procedure;and methods for the consideration' of the relative priority of pro-

posals and the· further ·step~ vhich .· slio~ld·; be t~k~~ to d~~elop effective 
' . . . ~ . ' . , .. ') "• . .._ : 

co-ordination of the programmes of· the· United Nations and its subs:l.diary 

organs :on the one hand ·and the spec:tal!'zed agencies 'on the other. The task 
'. 

of the ad:. hoc co:rnnlittee would' be' : (1)' -t·o :e~~ine appropriate proced~al 
i ~ . , 

. - . . ... ,,1. . . . 
methods-for 'tnle·ponsideratio'n'of priorities and the co-ordination of 

programmes; (2) tb,.exainine' relation~· b·e.tw~e~ the various bodfes. 
,•'t;'·.z,, 

. . . .. . ( 

··He suggested that {b) and (c) j_n lines 48 atid 49 mignt be combined, 
' • ,- • • .•• ' y. / ( ' ~ ~ • - ' '. • \ • ·, . : 

and that considera:ti'on of (a) mignt be·· deferred _until all the regional 
4 • ~ • • ..... ' 

coiDin-tsaions Had be·en set up: 

~ .. PHILLIPS (U~ite~ K,ingd,om) poiflte~ ,out tha:t i!he. greater .part:: 

of the Council~~. work during thE? past two years .bact been devoted to 

organizational matters and the lesser part to matters of substance. The 
' ' • '· ,,. ·Z' . !'' 

/Commissions had been 
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Compission'e had b·een se't ul;l ritter muC'h··d:!.Scussion, first in-:·the Preparatory 

Commission and then in the Clbhtl"H. i teelf; nuclear Cotnmissions had been set up 

which had spent time and effort in establishment the·commissions and decjding 

·their terms of reference. He questioned the wisdom of beginning anotlJer 

reorganization when the Conmisstons bad been working for eighteen moutlw 

or less. The United Kingdom delegation felt strongly that a ·further· pe:dod 

of trial ·should be allowed them before considering whether any c·hanges should 

be made in thei~ terms of reference. 

T!w question of the relations betweea regional and functional commissions 

had already been raised during the discussion of a New Zealand resolution 

proposing that the Economic and Employment Commission should make a survey, 
• •• • • I' 

and the Council had decided by a large majority that to review them would 

be premature. 
.t'' 

He opposed the setting up of an ad hoc conmi ttee at the pres(mt time. 

Nr. CHERNYSHEV (Union of Soviet Socialis·t Republics) ·agreed with· 

.( the United K:Lngdom r·epresentative that there was no necessity to establish 

an ad hoc committee. The WOJ:>lc of the proposed committee would be div:fded into 

three parts. 

F~rst, it would have the t~;~osk of examinin~ and Ilro'Qa.bl~ reviewing 

relationsh:l.'ps between the Commissions. The functional commi.ssions, however, 

had just begun their work and had not yet proved themselves in practice. 
' ' 

Only two of the regional commissions were so far in existence, one was be~ng 

established and a fourth was in an embryonic staee. The Committee was 

therefore proposing to reconsider their functions. before they were eatabvshed 

Secondly, it was proposed that the Committee should examine the relation-
.. • ~ •. ! 

ships between the Conmiss:i.ons and the specialized agenc.ies. There was no 
,,;.· 

evidence of insufficient or unsa.t.isfactory co-ordination under the. ~gree­

ments approved by the General Assembly; in fact relations we;re exc.ellent., 

/Thirdly, the 
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Thirdly, t;he, :COlllilli t:tee WcaB to "&Xamine cl::~a:~e.s in ·the terms of r-e:f'e.r~nce 

of the colllilliBIHOnEt wnich. wouJ.d _b13 l:'i:\q:U.Jr.ed: ;to give_ ~ffS~ct i;o- ita :rec.oilli.Ilenda­

t:tons ._.. l.P· t;be Seco~d Commit~~e- of: th&.,j:!enf;}ral A.sse:mb;J.y the. United _s:yates 

represen~ti'VI3 .had -opposed .revie~:l.ng the functions .and t~rxns of reference of 

the Commissions of. t]le Econom~c .and. Social-Ooupc_;i.J.; th~. pos:J.t+on )11:!-P,:.~c;>t · ,. 

cP,anged. since, the~?:: .. _The terma of reference rof_ the Co:nun1ss.:1:ons were the 

frui.t _of leng~.by stu!}i-es a~4 it ha!l not been sho~ tllat. ,any of them were 

inappropriate. 

He :would vote a~~nst t.P,@ Uni:ted States .p:ropo_sal:· 

• . .~ : ., , , . , • • • ' ' r I ·. • ~ ~ • • ' ; :: : ' • ~ • ~ 

'th~ question :wh~ther the s~ggestioil contained in '(a) was timely depended 

on how· it' was 'interpre,ted. ri \he task of the ~- hoc committee would be -~~ 

obJective study of relations between the commissions, the arguments of the 

repr~s.ent~ti v~·s :of th~ United Ki~gdom ;a~~: tl1e U~ion ·or Sov~et Soc.ialist 

Republics were ov.erwheJ:ming. An inve_s.tigatiqp of the · patte~rn of. relationships 

that should prevail, howev~r, would no_:t; .perh,al?~ ;be preirature. 

. ~~ -jl 

MI.". ·POLLOCK (Canada) i 1ad two o bs e~va ti~~s to make . First, the 
. . ~ ' 

General Assembly had attached somo importance to the questton and had 

requested the' 'couri~-11 'to cions1d.er\t as' a matte; of urgency.' Secondly, 

as i>ointed out by the United States: repres£mtativ~, neither at th~' present 

nor any· other ·sese ion· would thd: JCo~:i ttee have time. to co~sid~r all the 

details of· that complex q~1estion. 
f J . . . . ~ .. . . 

While bearing' in :mind the objections of 

the United Ki~gdom ahd USSR delegations, the Committee could at least con~·1der 
, < , • , ' • ; .• • • ' • : , {' • , J ., :· , •··, t! • . , . .::: (C ,. ~ 

'how the' problem should be approached, 'within the limits of already existing 

relations. The,probiem extended beyond-the field ~Hh which the.SecJ:'etary-

,., . . ,. ' . ! ..... 

He would sugges't that, ~ith~ut going ~to the detailed question of 

establishing priorities, th~ ad' ho~ committee sho~ld' be 'asked to consider ---
/whether and bow 



E/AC .,24/Sf.. 3 . 
Page 11 · 

whether· and how priorities ejhou1d be·:·tdeal t w.i th. The. terms of' reference 

could be' .discussed later bu~. the:· patt'e:t.tn should be decide<i now. . 

;•: •• ··.·- . l· 
,. '• ,, I_, : . ; ~ . . . 

Mr. MULLIKEN (United States of America) agreed with the Chinese 
·, I' 

- •' ' . 
representative that a number of serious and important questions relating 

.. . . . _;, . . ~ . 
to co-ordination were the responsibility of the Council. Those questions 

. . . . ~ . 
could not be ·examined as thoroughly as they deoerved during sessions. It 

. ;:.-. ~-- -~> .. . t . . .. 
had been stated that there was no eviden~e of a problem in the relatlons 

• . I • • . 

between the Commissions. The United States delegation felt symptoms of 
.· .. ·\ 

difficulty should be taken in hand before they went too far. Ria object. 

was the fullest utilization of the Commissions so that the organization of 
:'; · .. ' 

No.complete chan~e .in the Council should be the moat effective possible. 

the terms of reference of the Commissions ~as contemplated; merely a 

re-examination of the relations between them. For example, he had in mlnd 

the question as to whether agencies could introduce resolutions· directly 
:: 

at meetings of commissions. 

·' ; I 

Mr. TANGE (Australia) agreed with the United Kingdom and the 

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics in opposing the establishment of an 
' . ... 

~ ~ committee, at least for the··,purposes set forth in the United States 
. ; .. 
draft resolution. 

.. 
He had noted the stress laid by the Chinese r~presentative on the role 

. . 
of the ad hoc committee in studying the future organizatlon of co-ordination. --
The'UnitedNf;±tiona had bee!l.diacu13sing procedure,fo:r undertaking its co .. 

o:rdinatins role ever. s.ince tl;le .~ecutive Committee. start_eg. work in. August 

1945. , The .Economic and i3ocial- Coupcil would P,p be.tter if Jt.submHt~d to 

the General Assembly, not recommendatiQns as. to methods but reports on 

substantial results of co-ordination. 

He agreed with those speakers who had questioned the wisdom of adopting 

point (a). It would be premature to probe into relatione between Commissions, 

some of which had scarcely begun to operate. 

/With reference to 
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with ·ref~rence tb point (l:i}~ h'e · ~8 :.~ot dl~S.1:-· whether .the .. Uni teu sta te:s .. 

delegation deeii~at an itiifeatigat.iortiri't(f\?li& te~pective "Gonat1tutiane of :i ··· 

the co:mmj,~e;tone OJ:" i~to t},lei~ activit~ea. In_the former case, he did not 
·-· •· ~- -. 1 •· , .·•.· •• •·• ... ·- .!:! · ·Lt-:; ___ :-.J-_!·; 1 ~~,.: '~~-~ '., · 

see th&.t J:llUCh, would, .'be ga,ine,d by it; in the latter, answers could be obtained 
- .. . .. · ,_~ -~ .. .- .... :·:· -~< ... :. ::~r:.·.~ . . . -:· ··~· .. -~-~ -

to the. q~eet,ione r~;ieed J:lY. .tbe .Un.i ~ed S~~~e~ representatiVSi'Wi thout the 
• - "' - • • • •• • •• ..... ' : ~-,0- • • : ........ •' t ~ : • . .; . • . •  l

neceEj~ity. fO,r a.n e~hauetive .. enquiry between e.essione. 
~' ~ • ' • •• d • : .. : • ; ' ',.~. ' ' ,. •. ' : t -· • '. ·. ••·• ,.. ' • '· 

With r~gar~ ~o (c), .as the J?.Ositionstood there was a flow of material 
' ' I ' ,'.. ' '. ;,, .·.- \ 'l ,: I,:' ' ' '· ,. ld ' ,' :·1 '; ' ' .· '!. :~· ,:' .. :.( ,i.)' < ·' ! • .•.; 4 ; • ' .-! : 

from the. Co-ordination. Committee to the Economi.c and Social Council, which 
' -. . . - ! . • '. ~ . : ' ;· .' ' . I_ • '·l . : ; . ' : ·•. ) • I • • .. _: _. • ;~ :;; ·;·: :: •;t~<<' ~ ... '. . '·.' . ~ 

took ~ecisions on proble:t:ns. of .co-ordination,. His. delegation considered 
-. . .- ~ . •· • , . • .... , ~- ~ ! - ;. ~ : ... ·•·• ~ ~ : ~ : • ~ .. _ . r -i. ~- = . . :·. ~- .-. ·. 

tha.t th.e. Seorr1ta~y-General should be :requested to make recommendations to the 
1

~ '~ .. • • I• 1 •, • 
1

• ' ~ • '• : '• ~·· _li't 

Council, .<;>n. .. m~an~:~. of. i~proving co-ordina~ion • 
... ;. ""' •• -:-. ·-. ; t • : ~.(' ' • ~ • ' _: ,_' • ' ' ; :. ' . • • . -· . ; • 

In t~e. 9P.inion of tl;le Australian del~.gation, 
' . ,,', '•; ' I- ' • • .• •'·,,) ','' •<' '' .,'; 

the Council would be 
l· .. ··: 
' 

adequately served if.material came direct from the Secretary-General and the 
; ._i'' ' 1:: i'. ' ; 'I ~ ' . • ·, : • t ' • ... ·' • '1 I • :' • ' ·, .. ; • f ' • • :::J': :"" .; ' 

Co-ordination Committee. Moreov~~·, more detailed work would be done by the 
'· . . ' .:: ~ :. ·; • ;- - • • • ..r ' ·.; ~-

Secretary-General than by a committee composed of members of the Council. 

Mr. de F~LIN ,(France) ex~t~~~ed that h,i:~ .. d~l~~ation felt it would 
. . . ····· . . . . 

be premat~e, to revi~W th~ ~elations between the regional and the functional 
• 0 ',, ' , ~· t ~·, o • ' ' ~ • I : • ' ' ' I .. • ~ I \' • • • • ~ : ... 0 • ) ~ : • 

cOllllllis.sions, and :t•eeerve~ i'ts position in the matter. 
•' . . • • • • . I : ~· •: : • }, • '" ~ ' ' ,.. \ • ' ' ~t • • .: •: 

Be suggested that the point concerning the co-ordinatio~ ~f f~ctiona 

with the. apecializ~d agencies shquld be more clearly stated in the prop~sed 
• •· I • - • ;:/ • • • .! • ~ ... '; \ • I .._.t'' ' •' • 

terms 9~: re~~rence. of '~;;he ad hoc co~ ~:tee ..
.., 

· ·.Mr. ~CBAlilG ··(·china) exl>ressed tlle .. oi>tn:ion· ··that the very fact :that 

the Co~ncil cdznniittee had sperit three days in discussing '\the mett'ter 'Without 

bei~g able to coni~ t6 a dec1si6n demonstrated the need' 'of ail' ·ad hoc committee --
to coneide~ it i:i.t\eia{U.e 'oetW~eri· eessi6ns. He was opposed· 'to the te.kirig 

of a vote at once. 

MJ.> MULLIKEN (USA) 
t '' · 

' ' . " . 
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Mr. MULLIKEN (United States of America) moved the following 
•cf ·, . ' . ' .. ,,., ,· ··. ,,, . . . 

alternative to the paragraph constituting lines ·46'to51 of the United States 

draft resolution: 
. ·.f'.):.. 

"RESOLVED t? establish an~<!~ committee of x·m.embefs: to examine ..... 
~ ' ; ' ' ' • . ' { I • 

the further steps which should b~ taken to develop effe'6tfver co-ordination· 

of the programmes of the United nations and its· e~bs~diary organer.:and the · 

epebialiied ageneiea. .Tha,t·language would not preclude the examination by 

the Counei1 C01DDl1 ttee of problf,JJ;DB indic.a ted in pointe , (a), (b} and (c) . " . \. , 

Mr •. PHULIPS (United. Ki~gdom) found. the new wording even more ' · .. • 
i; .. 

difficult to accept than the orieinal ch•aft resolution, 'because it would 
~ . . . . 

•.•• t ·~ 

give the proposed body imprecise terms of reference~ 
. .·. ' . ' . . . ' . ·i' '., 

With reference to point (b) of the original resolution, he pointed 

'OUt that the matter. Of the re~tions between the Commissions and the 

epecializedagenoies f1sured in the agreements betveen the United Nation~ 

and the agencies. In the opinion of the United Kingdom delegation the 

exietirig ·aNangement had worked very well .. 

With regard to .(c), ·it ha.d been argu~d t?at. the. terms of reference of 

the Commissions ae .. a whole migh~ not be i~vo~veq, but once the process or 

making alterations was put in motion it was difficult to stop. 

With refe~ence to (d), the United Kingdo~·dele~ation felt that in 

setting up the proposed committee the Council wouid be in danger of engaging 

in the very overlapping of activities and duplication of' ef:fort whlch it was 

instructed by the General Assembly to avoid. He agreed 'with the .Australian 

representative that the role of' the Secr~tary .. General sho1:1ld, be developed, 

and would support any suggestion to that end. 

The existing bodies were doing effective work, and to set up an 

additional organ might merely weaken them. 

/Mr. POLLOCK (Canada) 
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.-.:· ~, ~:·1•.;_ . ."··'.'' ,o' ~t~~~.'' :', :_ , .;. '·,J ~- '• • .•i 1, 

by the United States representative the words~· "taking ~intb 'specific coh;.. ·· · · 

sidoration the views expressed on these questions before the -c'~nkii f:tee of ~tiiEf 

· · _. -. . · ~ · r · ~ 

which the ad hoc committee would take into account. --  

;' :Mt~i · Q~~dCh:h;~a) .. ~P~S.i~~.d. ;t,l1~t.':·~e,,,qei}~~13:J. ~see~l>.:t-Y ree,ql'fH~~l ,, 

request~d·:;t~~. ;C~u'i,lci~,.'jto ,g~v~ qon~.tqnt:at;ten.~io,n, to t~e. f~c~pt. qf ~·tlte,

relative priority of proposals •.. " The Council would be failing in its duty 
· . . • . ·t\\ 

if it handed the matter over to the Secretary-General: B:ewould be willing 

to pa;~··~~~.' th~· ~~;~B. Of ~~~~re~c~ '~i'the\~r bOO 'ci~~i~te~,··cih' COnditfo~------
: · ·, •• '· 4 .: O .J _: I, ' ' . ~·! ' · ~ ' ' , ,J t• '"' · 1 ' • ' ~

that some body of representatives was estahlished to study:the probiem. 

factory ... r
 

With reference to the rights of.· ~he sp~.Qi~l~zed age~cies, ~l_J,~y, -w:ere. : .

cle§'rly .. ~et. fCf'b:tl. in ..• ,the asreement~~. p~E;J:tween the . .lJni ted Natio~ an,!L th~.· , 

ageooie.s, , and· the· pr-oposal wo:uld~~r~l,y ~ cr~te a_!lditt-o~l work :t'.Qr me:w.bers .· .· . . ... ~ ,., 

......... ~ . . : L . . := ...•. ~, . -r":. : .... f ·-t I'.... , ·:•# . . -~ ··. 

Mr. CHANG (China) would accept the United States amendm€mt. in pr:b1-
0 ··.,,' ,;; .!' ",r j •,~ .~~ '· 0

• 

0 

• ; :' t 
0 

• 0 
0 

ciple, while not committing himself to the exact text. 
·._,;!'\ '·, . \ 

He suggested that the Chairman should call together a small group 
' "' "' '· J' ·1 

• • • ,,.. 

to discuss the matter informa  compromise. 
1 i. · .. ·; . \ . .. £ :~· 

1 
• 1: •• 't • 1• • r 

T~e meeting rose at 6. 05 p.m.' 

! •




