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ORGANIZATION AID OPERATION OF THE REGIONAL ECONOMIC COMMISSIONS.

Mr, ZONOV (Unlon of Soviet Socialist Republlcu), ereaking on a point

of order, expleined that it had been his impression at the prev1ous meeting that
suggestions for changee Iin the terms of reference of LCAEE were simply to be
transmitted to the Council, After reading the conferencé‘room paper distributed
‘through the United Kingdom dslegation, however, he had realized thet those changee
were to be considered as definitely adopted. The USSR delegation had therefore
IVOted for the propoged changes as a resfult of purely accidental circumstences;
actuelly, it was convinced ‘that the reglonel economic commissions themselves, and
not the Council, should meke decisions in that respect. The USSR delegation
objected to several of the proposed changes, particularly those respecting ECAFE's
terms of reference., In any cacse, only after a thorough discussion could the
Committee take a decision. Conseguently, the USSR delegation wished ite statement
to appear in the sunmary record.

The CHAIRMAN ecked the Committee to consider the action to be taken on
the orel proposal of the United States representative to add e peragraph identical
with sub-paragraph 7 (b) of ECLA's terms of reference to the terms of reference of
ECAFE and ECE, The paragraph provided that the Commiseion would act in consequence
of consultations with the non~govermmentel orgenizations granted consultative
gtatus by the Economic and Social Council, in fulfilment of the principles approved
by the Council for that purpose.

Jiir, LUBIN
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br, LUBIN (United,otate= of America) said that some degree of .
uniforiity in' the provteione on cons: :ltations with the specialiZed agencles
and the non-govarnmental organizatjon= appeered deslrable. Provmelon< governing,
that matteﬂ ' might already exict; in the terms of reference of the three regionel
economic: commlseions, however, there qhould be a ctatement of prinoiple drafted

in clesr and 1dentlcel terms.

The CHAIRMAN ndted that on page 11 of the Lnglish text of conference
Troom paper no. 3, Whlch contained evcervt« from the report of LCL it was stated
thet the Comaission hed reechea the conclusioun that there was no need to alter the
rules of procedure on consultations with non-governmentel orgenizations for the
existing provisions, asvapplied in p:ectice,.appearedAsetisfactoryﬁto the members.

M. IUBIN (United States of America) seid that changees might arise in
applying the provigions on consulbtations with the non-goverunmental orgenizations,
To meet that c0ntingency, his delegation hed deemed it necessary to euwbody the
provision contained in uCLA'S termq of reference in the terme of reference of ECE
and uCAF"'. _

My, ZONOV (Unlon of Soviet Soclaliﬂt Penublicc) found it diffloult to
understand why the Committce qhould deal with e, problem of that nature. ”he.i‘
Commlsclonq tnemselves should arrange their relationc with non-governmental
crgan:zations and any interference by the Committee in that field would be all the
more uncalled for as the reports of ECL and ECAFE shcwed that consuld atlons;with
on-govermmental organizations had coneistently borue satisfactory results,

" '"The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the proposel of the United States refre-
santative,
Ihe rroposel wes edopted by 6 vobes to 1, with oue absention.

[vr. IUBIN
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Mr. LUBIN (United States of America) thought that the Cormittee should alsc
enugider the gquestion of possible changes in the provisions of the rules of
procedure of regionel economic commissions regarding consultations with non-
covernnental organizations, Those provisions should be made uniform; at present,
there were naturally differences because, under its terms of reference, each
comnlssion adopted its own rules or procedure. |

He sugpested that the Council's Committee on Non-Governmental
Organizations, which was to meet before the July 1951 session of the Council, should
study the matter of uniformity in the rules of procedure of reglional economic

commissions on consultations with non-governmental organigations.

The CHAIRMAN recalled that he had pointed out at the previcus meeting
the importance of meking those rules uniform and of referring the matter to the
NGO Committes.

Mr. BRENNAN (Australia) had no obJection in principle to the
United Stateés proposal. He noted however that in paragraph 257 of the report
of its seventh session (E/1981), ECAFE had announced several changes in the
provisions of its rules of procedure relating to consultations with non-
governmental organizations. ECE’s report also indlcated that the Commission -
had altered its terms of reference. Mr. Brennan wondered whether the
representative of the Secretary-General could give the Committee some information
about those changee and say vwhether they were simiiar or; on the contrary,
different.

Mr. HOGAN (Secretary of the Committee) said that there were substantial

differences in the changes made.

Mr. de SEYNES {France) said that just as he could not agrae with the
USSR representative that the Committee was not competent to suggest changes in the

[terms of
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tarms of roference of the regional economic commiesiona -8c. 1t seemed- olear‘=
'to him in the presant case, that. tha Committee could net regulate the - o
procedure to be applxed to reletions between the regionaleconcmic  commiss sions
and the non-governmental o”eanizations. . It would be too bad if.the . '«

Ad Hoc Committee WerP to. confuse comp&tibility and uniformity. ‘He d1d. not,
‘think 1t adesable to trJ to make the rules of the regional .economic commissions
uniform chause,_by.their_veny nauune, the. comuissions hadwto dealmwiph
different prabiems and interpret similar problems in dﬁfferent ways. —Re
therefOﬂe felt that the regional economic commissione should be left entirely
free to oxganize their contacts with the non - governmental organizations.,

) Mr ZONOV (Uhlon of Soviet roialist Republics) said that’ the" g
_,Commlttee waa not entitled to moﬁ*fj the rules of moc¢edure of. the regional -
, economic commissiohs, ceftain delegations had argued in favow of wsking
the ruleb of, proceduxe of ‘those commisaions uniform but that argument d1d
not hold water as tne’reelonal economlo comuissions had been set up: to assist
different reglong and were therefore callpd upon to deal with eesentially
cQifferent matters, . . - - Do el R Lo
ey LUBIN (Uhited Stites of America) said that it should not be o
thought that his- proposal ‘would of 1toelf result 7%heeiandardization of the
provisious. governing relations between the' regibnal economic commiesions and
the non-governuwental organizations., - At the same time, in his opmnion “the -
question was -important enough to jJustify 1ts beirng sent for consideration
to the Committee on ‘Non-Governmentdl Organizationa which 1n due course,
would decide-Whethen_recommenaations on the subject .should be submitted
to the Council. ST ol B , .
. - The proposal of -the Uhlted States renresentative waa adopted by SRR
6 votes to 2. ESTRN o S '

AR PN A

/The CHATRMAN
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The CHAIRMAN iunvited the Committee to cousider the text of the three
rules which the United States prgposed for inclusion in the rules of procedure
of the reglonal economic commissions and which dealt respectively with the number
of sessions, the date and the place of eabh sesslion (E/AC.3h/L.12).

At present the termsof reference of those commissions contained no
provision regulating the number of sessions each year; nevertheless, there was
a stipulation that each commission should present an annual report to the Council
which obviously led to the conclusion that the coumissions must hold at least
one sesgion each year.

The rules of procedure did not fix the date of sessions; but it was
understood that the commission concerned proposed a date, and that the Council
took that proposel into consideration in adopting its calendar of meetings.

The provisions of the rules of proceduare regarding the place of sessions
now varied for each commission: ECLA decided on the meeting place of its session
on the advice of the Secretary~General with due consideration for the principle
that the various countries of Latin America should be chosen in rotation; ECAFE
end ECE generally held their sessions at their headquarters but could in
consultation with the Secretary-General decide to meet elsewhere.

Mr., OVERTON (United Kingdom) asked whether, in practice, the commiseions
themselves did not adopt their own rules of procedure and, if that was the case,
how it was proposed to deal with the United States proposals.

The CHAIRMAN stated that the terms of reference of the commissions
actually authorized them to adopt their own rules of procedure.

Mr. LUBIN (United States of America) said that the Economic and Social
Council was the parent body on which the reglional economic commissions were
dependent; as the responsibilityfor studying the budgetary requests of the
commissions rested with the Council, it seemed that that body should also have
a say in fixing the place, date and the genersl conduct of the sessions of the
coomissions.
/e pointed
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He pointed out that his proposal stipulated that, prior to fixing the
date and place of a commissilors session, the Council should take into account any
recommendation of the cdmmission and that in exceptional cases the Exscutive
Secretary gould alter the date of a session.

The CHAIRMAN, referring to the text of rule 3 proposed by the Unilted
States according to which each session should be held ét the geat of the
United Netions in Europe,(Asla, latin Americd pointed out that while Geneva wes
the seat of the European office of the United Nations, Santiago and Bangkok
were 6n1y the seats of the Ecoﬁomié Commission for lIatin America and the Economic
Commission for Asia and the Far East respectively. '

. Mr. LUBIN (United States of Americe) stated that the drefting of
rule 3 should be changed to indicete that "Each session shall be held at the
seat of thg comm;ssion... .

Mr. BRENNAN (Australia) pointed out that on the previous day, the
Committee had had before it a proposal of the Philippine representative
(E/AC 3M/L 32) suggesting some chenges in the rules of procedure of ECAFE, and
in particular proposing Menila as the seat of the Commission. He wondered
whether ECAFE had been informéd‘of that proposal and whethier the Committee’s
decision of the pfeceding day designatiné Bangkok as the permanent seat of HCAFE.
had not in a sense beén premature. | : ‘

He could accept the text of rule 3 with the chenges which the \
United States'representative had Just mede., The Tirst two rules merely confirmed
priﬁciﬁléSJWhich #ere already in application, as ECAFE, for exaemple, which had
originally held two sessions a year had, in 1949, decided to hold only one session
annua;ly. The Australlan delegatlon could therefore accept thoge rules if the
Committee considered their adoption necessary.

The CHAIRMAN stated that the question raised by the Australian
representati#e regarding the Philippinevpropdsal wds now béside the polnt as
the Committee had no intention of chenging the location of the pérmanent seats
of commissions but might posaibly fix the place of sessions.

/He pointed
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'bgd:"ﬁérb’oih’bed out that the place of reetings of ECIA sessions was fixed
by the orgzenization's terms of reference rather- than by its rules of ‘pfocedvre s
if the Unlted States representative wished te maihtai‘n‘ ol 11e 2 as 1t appeared in
thet . proposdd text (B/AC.34/L.12); ECIA's terus of reference rather ‘than its
rulés.of procédure would have to be- a.renued Aoty mlly, article 15 of the terms
of reference of ECIA stipuvlated that "Iné Comriiesion shall at éacn sesaion decide
upon the place of meeting for 1tes next session, with due consideration i‘or the '
principle that the countries of Iatin Auerice be chosen In rotatn.on
(E/1330/Rev.1).. ‘If that question were studled frawn’the polnt of view' of prin-
ciple rather than procedure, it would cortainly be flattering for Chile to have
ECIA meet esch:year In Santlégo, but it should be considered that in deciding in
favour of the principle of rotation the Council had 1ecogqized the advaptage of’ ‘
having all Iatin Azerican:countries prmlt in turn from the presence of tha.t '
Commission. ' ‘ o '

As for the other two reglonal cammissions, ECE had so far met
permanently in‘Geneva because that solutlon had been recognized as ‘moS‘tl’practicaJ.
Nevertheless, it was possible that in future’ the Cormiseion would find 1t
necessery to meet elsewhere than In Geneva and 1t seemed somewimt undesirable to :
oppose ite taking & decision 'of that kind. The case of B,CAFT" was scmawhat
different in vlew of the fact that the Commission had not alwa.ys met in the same '
place and that it hed not appli ed the 'brinc:hale of rotation nevertheless ’
there seened- to be no resson for imposing on it & fixed p.'lace cf meeting.

In emending thé provisions abont sessidns of the regional economc commissmns, |

the Committee would run the risk of giving the impression that it souﬂht to deny '
those: commissions sore of their fresdom of action and revert thenm fromvcontinu}ng
to epply methods which had been recognlzed as effective, Far from assisting the
commlssions, “the Comalttee would be placifig’ obstacles in the wey of their ‘work, o

Mr., de ALMFIDA (Brazil) stated that hia delegation could a,ccept the !
Tnlited States proposal regt.rding the nun:ber and the date of sessions of reg,ional ]
economilc connnisa“lom which maide no substantial cha.n{,e in current practices. '
At the same time. s “there seeued nothing to be' galned 'b,,r adopuino that proposal
and 1t mignt be danberous to introduce too much riuidity 1nto the operation of

commissl ons.

RS S S 1 T NPT B S AR SR '/In connexion
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In conneéxion with rule "3, "the Brazilizn reprosentative.noted that his
‘delegation had originelly been.of the ‘opinion~that sesstonsg should:be held ab
the -sgdty df the regional ‘economlc conmission ; 1t had however:thenged its tiew
after seeling how much the countries of letin Auverica had profited from the
- potetion ‘'of the ECLA sesslions, It was in order to enabld Brazll.td benefit
“rdd burd from the ‘advantages of the presence’ of that Coumicélon that Brazilihdd
drdposed Rlo de Janeiro 'as the place of meeting:of “the next ECIA sessilon.-

Accordingly, he could vote for the.first twWo-rules proposed Dby the!
United States rvepresentative if the Committes favoured thelr’sdeption, ' For the
reasons which he had JuBt indicated, he would find it *mpossible to votefor

. a4
T Y

rule 3, PR VI
"My, de SENES (France) said that his delogztion had no serious’” -~

obJections to rules 1 and 2 put forwerd by the United Stetes because it felt:

that control shonld be ¢3trcised by the Council at all times, Nevertheless, 1t

“-d1d not think it appropriate to-Heve those rules inserted in the rules of

" procedure of regional econemic: cormyissions by -an outslde avthority.  Such ®ectlon
would 1mply thet supervisidh wad ‘excrcised éver the¢ Commissionsy Moreover;™ the
Ad Hoc Committee had been smtablished -to'fevisy the erms of refersnce of those
Commiisaions rather then their ‘riles of:Procedurs 'Thé French delegation would,
therefore, abstain from votlag on thé rules 1 and 2 'as .cot ut in the United
Statos proposal,

' Lo pointed dut In reotwroxion with rule:3 that a1 least one Cormission
had in its rules of procedure established a 'princlple which ran-counter to tle
provieions of the ‘prorosed rule 3 and that in practice enotker Commission followe:
‘@ glightly different principle ‘from that réccommended by the Uniteéd States::
refresentative. Thus, by adopting rule 3, the Ad Ho¢ Committée would ‘seem to
be ‘offposisg the wishes of two of the. regimal cormigsicng, The Fréneh deldgaw-
tion would 't.herefore vote against rule 3. i e P A S AS - '

. . . - .

Wt e

The CHAIRMAN declered tliat th Ag Hoe Coumittee” wes competert in
the matter: in the cese of functlongl commissions and of the Council 1tself,
the Committew had mady recammendetions on procedure; there was nothing to
prevent the Commlittee from conaidering similar questions in comnexion with
reglional economic cormissions,

Mr. de SEYNES
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Mr. de SEYNES (Frence) explained that the terms of reference of
reglonel economic commissions stipulated that they were free to adopt their own
rules of procedure and he saw no reeson to deprive ﬁhem.of that authority.

Mr. OVERTON (United K}ngddm) Seiievéd that the United States proposal
had aroused criticism because it wes drafted rather too rigldly. He considered
in connexion with rule 2 of the United States ﬁroposal that if,vas thoroughly
desirable for the Council to be able to comtrol the expenditure of reglonel
economic commissions and to intervene in the drafting of their annuel o
programme of work. ECILA had recognized the soundness of such procedure and a
had consulted the Councll as to the date of 1ts next session.

He proposed that rules 1 and 3 of the Unlted Stetes proposal should
be deleted, and that rule 2 should be slightly modified to make Its provisions
more flexlble. ‘

. ' of

Mr. LUBIN (United States of America) agreed to the deletion/p%rg%raphs
1 and 3, as suggested by the Unlted Kingdom representative, and proposed/in para-
gragh 2, the words "and place" should be added after the words "the date",
and thet the phrase "shall be subject to the Council's approvel” should be
substituted for the words "shall be fixed by the Council”. Thus the Council
would have a volce 1ln fixing the dates of the esessions of 1ts commieslions.

Mr., TSAO {China) thought 1t wes the Council's Punction to establish
the terms of referénce of the regional economic commissions, rather than to
£ix their rules of procedure. Nevertheless, the United States proposal
seemed acceptable, as it provided for a measure of control by the Councll over
the decisions of the regional economic cormissions, while being sufficiently
flexible to allow considerable discretion to the commissions. It provided
for certein exceptional cases, by including in each rule a phrase which
allowed for broed interpretation of the rule. In rule 3, for example, 1t was
provided that each session should be held at the seat of the regiong} commission,

/"unless enother
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"unless enother; place 1s designated by the Council teking into account any
recormeondation of-the ccrmission and in consultation with the Secretary-General".
He recalled that the Council's own rules of procedure proyided that the Council
and tbg functional commissions might meet at a place other than Headouwarters.

In poini of fact, since the seventh session, the Councll's summer sessions had
not been held at Headquarters. Fe thought it important to decide whether the
question should be the subject of 8 rule of procedure or whether it should de
deslt with in the terms of roference of the reglonal economic cormissions.

, After an exchange of views, in which Mr. BRENNAN (Austrdlia) end the
CHATIRMAN took part, Mr. LUBIN (United Stotes of America) suggested that the
Committee might recommend to the regional economic commissions the addition.
to their rules of procedure of & rule such as the following: "The date end
place of each session of a commission shall be subject to the Council's
epproval, taking into account...". Tt was understood, of course, that only
the date of a sesslon might be chenged by the regional commissions, as a change
in the place or the session would entail dudgetary implicatlons.

Mr. ZONOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) thought that the
procedure being followed by the Cormittee was inappropriate. Moreover,
he could not express an opinion on the matter until the United States prgposal

In its emended form had been circulated as a document,

The CHAIRMAN said he would put the Unlted States propesal to fhe
vote at the next meeting, after the text had been distributed. He invited
the Committes to resume its dlscussion on the right to vote of non-members
of the United Nations participating 1n an advisory capacity in the work of the‘
ECE. That Commlssion had not teaken & decision on the guestion, but had
referred it back to the Council. The Cormittee must declde whether'ér:not
it would conalder the metter.

/M. ZONOV

2 - i
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Mr. ZOKOV (Union of Soviet Soclalist Republics) suggésted that’ the
Committe¢ should not censider the question, as it had no information at its
disposal oni which to take a decision.’“In his opinion, the Conmittee should
simply refer the resolution to the Council, in accordance with ICE's request. The
Council would undoubtedly heve all the neceseary documentation at ite disposal at
its thirtéenth session and would 'be able to take & decision. ) ’ ‘

Mr. de¢ SEYNES (Frence) shared the view of the USSR representative, The
Committee would find 1t difficult to study that question without going beyond its
terms of reference. It might, in fact, find itself dealing with detailed matters
which lay witlin the competehce of the counissions, or general questions which
were the re’sponsi’bilif,y of the Council, He failed to see how the Committee could.
asslst t.he Council on the problem, which was of a political nature. ‘ ‘

The GEAIRMAN felt that the Committee's terms of reference authorized it
to examine the structure of all the commissione, end t6 récommend to the Council
any change which 1t thought should be made in the ruleg of procedure of the
regional economic commissions. The Committee could mads reddmsendaticns in
connexicn with any of those rules, including thosc dealing #ith the right to vote.

Mr. OVERTON (United Kingdom) said that the remerks of the USSR
repreéentative hdd confirmed his own view that it was not advisable for the
Committes to consideér the question. The ECE had asked for the Councfl's opinionm,
‘not the Committes's, S : S W e e L

7 ThE CHAIRMAN , after dscertaining the views of “the meutbers of the
Commi ttee, ruled that the questlon would not be comsidersd, - e
“He &eked whether the uembers of the Committes Wore ready to examine
the next ftem on the agenda, which was the financial implications of economic ™
and gocial projects and programes. ’

Mr. IUBIN (United States of America) polnted out that the Committee
had not finished its study of the terms of reference of the reglonal econcmic
commissions, So far, only the recommendations made by the commleslons themeelves

had been examined.,
[Ho recalled
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He recalled that at 1te preceding meeting the Committee had made
recommendations concerning the terms of reference of the regional economic
commigsions, In his opinion, the same date should be set for the review of

the work of the regional sconomic commiesions as had been set for the functional
commissions. |

Mr. de BEYNES (France) recalled that at ite precedu;g meeting the
Committ.ee ned rocommended that the regional economic commissions ahould. t.hem-
selves conduct & periodic review of their work , whereas now it was propoeed.
that the Council should conduct such & review. The two recommendaticns did not
contradict each other, and the proposal Just made did not appear to call for
any change in the terma of reference of the ’regional‘ econmmic commiesions.

Mr, IUBIN (United States of America) thought it desireble that the
two reviews should be canducted simultaneously.

The CHAIRMAI\T thought that the position of the regional econamic com-
missione was very different from that of the functional commissions. Although
in the case of the latter the Committee had recommended temporery measures,
subject to revision in 1953, there wes no reason >why gimilar measures should
be adopted as regards the reglonal econcmic commissions. The latter had been
in existence on 2 provisional basis for several yeers, and their malntenance
on & permenent basisg hed been approved. He was afraid that any propose.l for a
fresh study of the question might prove discouraging to ‘che regional econonic
comui ssions, and thus Jeopsardize the long-term programnes which they were
carrying out, in particular in connexion with economic develo;xnent. ’

Mr. de ALMEIDA (Brezil) felt that the Committee's task as regards the
regional econamic commisesions was different I‘rom the duties it had been glven
in connexion with the functiocnal commissions. Whereas the Commitbee had
recelved no directive cmcerning ‘qhe work of the fu.nctional coumieaione and ‘of

/t.he Council
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the Counbil iteelf, it had recelved explic;t ¢nsuructions from the General
Assembly for tne maintenance of the 1eé1onal economic comm1551ons. He noted,

as had the Chairman that the regional economic commissions had oziglnally

been crested. for a limited period of time only, and that they had now completed
the experimental period, which had Just been terminated by the gnanimoué*deci-
gion of the. governments concerned to wainta:n them on & permanent basis.“u;f
the  maintenance of those commissions was now guestioned, the work enviseged by
+ECLA and ECAFE in the field of econocmic development might well be Jeopardized.

B Consequeutlg he fs8lt that the, Counc1l‘s consideration of the questlon

should bear snleld on the work of the regional economic gommissions, not on

their terums of reference. There must be no confusion on that point.

Mr. LURTH (United States of Auerica) polnted out that there had been
a misundérstandin@. He hed never had the Blightest intention of querying the
advisabllltf of mwaintaining the.existence of the regional. economic cormiiesions;
. he had merely ‘Bugpested that the first. perlodic reV1ew by the Council
of\the~work of those commissiona, prov1ded for in therrecommendations adopted
the preceding day with reapeqn to ECAFE, should take place in 1953.
o He px 0yosed that .the Commiitee -should insert in lts reoort a recom—
“mendation to the effect thai the Council should also revnew the vork of the
regional econom:c cQmm ssﬁons,;n 1953, -

The CHAIlMAN thoaght that the Commleee could teke a de01310n on
that oroposal vhen 1t examined its f6n01«. .

. Mr. ZOKOV (Union of Soviet ¢ oclal*st Re; UbliCb) daia. not tnink it
,‘adesable for the- Commit\ee to recommend any fixed date ?or the CounGLl's )
review of the work of the regional economic pommls§;qns%, The Council was_

free to set vhatever date it desired, for that review.
Mr, LUBIN (‘Uniited States of America) suggested that the regional

economic cdmmiSsions should be asked to sudbmit recomméndations ¢écnoerning
amendments which they thought should be made t6 their terms of reference..

/He further
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He further proposed that the Committee's report should state that
the work of the regional economic commissions should be mede ankintegral nart
of the work of the Council, The commissiong should-conform to the Coun01l'
general uolicy directives and should .obtain ithe'Couneills: approval before
undertaking magor prOgrammes. . It wae the Council's duty, on the other hand
to guide the activities of the commiggions, . '

The Committee should emphasize the importance of the relations between
the reglonal economlc commissions and .the Council, as well as’ ihe fact that nt
vias the latter‘s function to provide. guidance.

. He then recalled thet when ECE -had been created it had ‘been entrusted
w1th certaln temporarv funct1ons coriesponding to the neede of the momen t and

that it had therefore set up subsidiexy bodies. It'should be invited to review
“tB Btlucture. : : o :

Lastly, he recalleé that his delegation had’ agreed at the preceding

| meet*ng ‘to the inclusion of provisions relating to technical assistance in the
terms of reference of ECLA and ECAFE. Ab importart part should be played in
that f’eld by the regional economic commissions, Bui'the commissions apd
thelr Secretariats should confine themselves +to assisting governments 1n
prepaflng requests for technical assistence, and they were not entitled to take
the initiative in actually administering technical assistance ‘rojects. The
technical assistence work of the United Nations must be directed from Headquarters
aee not‘ee eplit up into a number of autonomous regional programmes. It would
therefore be well to tranemit to the Technlcal Assistance Committee, for
consultation the texts of the emendments adopted in connexion with the terms
of reference of ECAFE and BCLA.. ‘ -

'I'he CHAIRMAN thonght thet the view the United utates representative ’
had just expre59cd was merely his own interpretation of the Committee's =
dccis;qp and could not he discussed ty the Committee. The views of the
‘Ub}tedetetes representative would, however, be given in the summary record

of the meeting.

Wv/he declared-
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He declared closed the debate on the revision of ihe terms of reference
of regional economic commiseions, subJject to the vote on the United States
proposal which would be circulated to the wembers of the Committee; +that vote
would be teken at the following weeting.

Mr, de AIMEIDA (Brazil) objected to the United States representative’s
" remark that reglonal economic commissions had no powers of initiative in the
field of technical assistance. At its last session, ECLA had decided that 1t
should help the govermments of the region to formulate their requests for
technicel assistance, which was very important as such requests were difficult
to prepare. He hoped that the United States representative would not consider
such initiative as exceeding the competence of the regionel economic commissions.

Mr. IUBIN (United States of Awerica) agreed with the Brazilien repre-
sentatlve that the reglonal economic coumissions should assist not only in the
formulation of requests by wember countries but also in the preparaticn of
co-ordinated programmes, grouping together countries in the same region.

The CHAIRMAN said that the question raised by the PBrazilien repre-
sentative was outsilde the Committee's competence.

Mr, ZONOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) wished to kmow what
action would be teken on the United States proposals. . It was egalnst the.
practice of United Nations bodies to conslder proposals without having the
relevant documents avallable, H?€wondered whether the Committee should examine
the United States proposals, and/it decided not to do so, whether the inclusion
of those proposals in the report would be Justified. In his opinion, only
questions which had been discussed in & meeting should be -included in the report.

The CHAIRMAN welcouwed the opportunity offered him by the USSR repre-~
sentative to clerify the situwation, The United States representative’s last
statement had been merely & perscnal interpretation of & declsion taken by the
Committee and consequently called for no action, In his other statements he
had mede certain proposals for inclusion in the report; those proposals would in
due tims be circulated in writing to the Committee which could then discuss thew

- s - L SN
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He recalled the procedure followed by the Committee at its previous
segsion on the gquestion of functional comuissions., It had approved, not only
the recommsndatlons, but also the parts of the report dealing with the
recougendations, The same procedure should be followed with regerd to the
recommendations concerning reglonal econouic commigslons, The Committee must,
however, have proposels on which it could teke action., The United XKingdom
representative had already submltted written proposals explaining the reasons
vwhy the Committee had recommended the continvation of the regional economic
commisslons, The United States representative had put forward other proposals
which would be discussed when the written text had been circulated.

Mr, ZONOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) was satisfiled with the
Chalrmen's explanations, but thought that, 1ln view of the lmportence of the
questions under consideratidn, sufficient time should be allowed to enable the
wemberse of the Committee to study and discuss the proposels to be submitted to

theu.

The meetin: rose at 5,35 P.h.

16/7 a.m.





