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REIATIONS WITH AND CO-ORDINATION OF SPICIAIIZED AGENCIES (item 43 of the
agenla) (continusd) :

Draft rcport of the Co-ordination Cormittee and amendments thereto proposed by
delegetions (E/AC.2L/L,18) -

. The CHAIR./IAN congratulated. the working group on its work ln
comexion .rith the preraratien of the draft report of the Co-m-dinatinn
Committee on relations with and co- -ordination of speclslized ab,nciea
(/ac.24/1.18).

Referring to the amendments to the renort submitted by various delspgatlons,
he suggosted that the amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, .4, &, 12, 15, 16, 19 and 21,
which involved drafting chenges only, should be tsken up first.

It wvas so agreed.

Mr. TSAO (China), refarring to the suggestion mede by the Chincse
‘rerresentative at the previous meeting thet the Chinese delegatlon's views on
a section of the seventh report of ths Adinistre tlve Cormi ttee on Co~ordination
(2/1682) should be included in the report of the Co-ordinstion Committes, seid
that, in order to facilitate the Conmittee's work, he would not press for further
discusslon of that question., His dslepation rescrved its right, however, to
revert to the natter at s plenary meeting of the Council.

The CBAIRMAN thanked the ‘representa‘tive of China for his statement,
end said in thet case the motion.for the adjournment of the debate on the
matter, moved by the Australian representative at the last meeting, could bte
congldered as withdrawm.

Amendment Neo. 1
Amonduent No. 1, aubm:l.tted by ths United Kingdom delegation, was sdontad.

Amendment No. 2 - .
Azvenduent No, 2, submitted "by the United Kinodom delegation, wes edontsd,

/Arendrent No. 3
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Amendrent No. 3

Mr. HALSTEAD (Cenada), referring to amendment No. 3 oubmitted by the
Danligh delegntion, thought fhat fliat delegation'éiniply wished to aq.d to the _
third reregraph on page 3 of the draft report a statemenf to 3c.he efféct that
Unlted Natioas c.gens should desl with majJor objectives as a team. - Although
he hed no obJectlon to the substance of that statement, he felt that it.wuuld Te
unwice to 1ift a sentence from the report of- the Secretary-General on
concantration of efforts erd resources of the United Netions and speclalized -
agencies (£/16083) end insert it in the Committee's report. He therefore suggested
thet the words "and which might be tackled by United Natidns organs es & ‘tean"
ghould Ve substltuted for the corresponding phrase in the iﬁanish ampd?nent. '

Mr. FRIIS (Denmerk) agreed.

Mr. CUMES (Austrelia) suggested that the words “sither by one agency
or" should be inserted after the word "tackled" in the phrase proposed by the

Ceradian representative.

Mr. FRIIS (Denrark) had no objection to the amendment éuggesta_d by the
Austrelion representative, provided 1t was accepteble to the other members of the

working group.

. Amendment No, 3, submitted by the Danish delegation, as emended by the
Canadian and Australian representatives, was adopted.
Amendment No. 8.

Mr. SCOFES (United Kingdom) said that his delegetion considered
that amendment No. 8, _submitted by the French delegation, did not exectly
reflect the decision pmv‘iausl:r taken- by the Cmmd:ttea -which was.more cleerly
reflected in the original draft of the report. He was however prepered to
accept 1t, provided tha word. "referred” was repleced by the word
"recammend

/The CEATRMAN
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Tho CHAIRMAN agreed that the French amendment as modified by the
United Kingdow representetive would reflect more sxacﬂy"\-‘:hat had pre"s.'r-iéusly
been apgreod on by the Committee,s He painted out thet when the Committse had
agroed to refer the United:Kindiom proposal to the Council for discussion in
cormexion with item U4 of* the Council's egenda, it had tacitly accepted that
proposal and recommended its acceptance to the Council. -

Mr. FER{ZR (Iﬁc'alnce) felt that the expression "tacitly accented"
accuretely described whet had teken placo at the G4th mseting of the Commitise.
The Unitsd Kingdem vroposal had not been discussed at length, and when 1t had
teen approved by the Committee he had h;d gore doubts about 1t, aslhis dqlagafion
was not, genereliy, speeking, in favour of aattiné‘ up nevw committees. ILater,
however, he hed heard that a more detailed proposal (1/L.72), which the
French delegation supported, had been sutmitted in comnexion with item 4 of
the Council's agenda. He would therefore accept the United Kingdom
representative’s modificgtion. .- )

Mr. HAISTEAD (Canada) reuminded memters of the Committee thai et =
previous meeting certein delegetions had drawn attention to the fact that a
proposal had elready been submitted by the Canadian, Chilsan, French end
United States dslegetions (E/L.72), In commexion with 1tem 4 of the Council's
egenda , and had expreaséd. the view that the proposal for ths setting up of an
ad _hoc commlittee to report on the possibllity of organizing the Council's
nzthods of work should be discussed as part of that suggestion, and not
considered as 2 separate proposal. He could accept the United Kingdom
representative 's emendmsnt to the French propossl, but would prefer to see
the words "between the eleventh end twelfth seseions of the Council" deleted.
He d4id not feel thet the Conmitiece Led intended to recommend to the Council
the proposel that the ad hoc cammittee meet at that particuler time, since
the umeeting times of committees would have to be discussed in connexion with
the Joint proposel submitted under item 4 of the Council's agsnda.

/MR, FERIER
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Mr, PERIER (I‘rance) conli not accept the Cansdlan emendment.

¥r, SCOPES (Uh#teﬂ Kingd"m) ;uIL? appreciated the reasons for the
Canedisn renresentative? s intorvention, but, Palt that the proposal made at the
Flith meeting -Ff the Committee hed spec"ficall;r been that an ad hoc ccmmittee
sh-uld meet between the eloventh and twelfth meszlons of the Council. That
propoonl hed now been linked for submisslon to the Councii wiﬁh the Jbint
proposel conteined 1n document E/L.72. The Council was in no way bound to
scorpt the specific recormendations contained in the proposal, and he felt,
therefore ;_’qhe.t in opito of some conflict with: the Joint proposal referred to,
the Carmittee'’s criginal propessl should be submitted tu the Council in the
form in which 1t hed cme"rgei' frc'm the 3iscussions,

At the requeat of the CHAIP.‘I“.M;\T IcL. TJRQUIIART (Snf‘rota.r;( to the
Committee) rend cut extracts from pages 11 apd 12 C‘f the summary record of the

6ith meeting of the Co-ordiination Committee (E/ﬁc.ahfsB.éh),

The CHAIRMAN said that in view cf tho decision reached by the Committoec
on that occasirn 1t would not serve any useful purpoge to re-oz}eﬁ .the d1scusgsion.

Mr. MURTIIJHO (Brﬂz;_l) said that after hear.’mg t.he cxtract from the
mummAary record, he agreced W'i“h the I‘mch rep“esentative g 1nte'-'pretat on of
wnat hai happoned at that meoting. '

The Cormittee hed approved the suggestion made by the _Uni‘;e:l_ Kingdom
reprasentative that the substance of his propcsal should net be discugsel, and
had rgreed to the Chaiwmenls. suggestion that the whole question.be transmitbed
to the Council., The substance of the United Kingiom representative’s proposal

had not, however, been approved.

Mr. FRIIC (Denmarlk) elso agroed with the Tronch representative's .
remarks, but, as the Coummittee had already taken a decision to refer the matter
to the Covncil, ho 4i4 not feol that it was of great importance whether the word

used in tho rcport was "referrod" or "recommended"”.

/The CHAIRMAN
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The CHAIRMAN agrecd with thc Danish represcntative. Ee -pointed out
that the toxt of the letter addressed by the Chairman of the Comcmiination
Committee te tho President of the Council 113 not sbate that the Camittoo had
accopted the United Kingdém propoddl.. It mercly sali that'the Co-crmiinaticn
Committee hed accepied a suggestion mad.e by the United I{irg*rm 4ch~“+i n that
there .should be cnly one. ddsr'ussion (m the Connc*l) cf tha*‘ ielr ’rehfm‘
proposal. . .

Several Zelcgations hrd takon part in the discussion on the United Kingiom
sugontls Jn, end 1t cculd not therefore be sali that that suggestlon hed not been
1igcussed. ' -

If the word "recczmﬁcprlci" wag substitutcd for tho word "roferrei” in the
Fronch emendment (No, 8), that would mean that_the Co-criination Commitbce had
merely dccided to tranamit the ﬁnitcd I\'.'ingdofﬂ preposal to thc Council for
discunmsicn, and not that it had formally nccepted that proposal. -

-_ Amendmcnt No.8, submitted by the ¥rench Solegatlicn, wes adcptcd, os smonicd

ty the United Kinpdom répgcsentntive. .

Ameniment No. 12. 4

| Tho CHATRUMAN onid thet smendment No. 12 was moroly a fectual account
of what : the Committec hﬂd.. ogreed,

Amondmont No. 12, sutmitted by the Canaiisn .deleggtion. wag alcpted.

Ameniment No. 15.

The CEAIRMAN saii that amendment Ho. 15 omphacizel the conclusicns
roached in the report of the Gcfmmitteé, snd maie certain, as o corollary,.that
the roport wouli be =ppended to the Acenments formwnrded to the Genoral Asgembly.

fmendment No. 15, submitted by the Unfted ¥Xingdcm delcezation, wan adopted,

———

/Amendment
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Amcndment No, 18,

The CHAIRMAN sald that ameniment No, 18 was wider in .scope than the
orisinal toxh, snd embracel ell types of effort, not only financlal efforts,

Mr, COMES (Australia) thought that it would be oxtremely difficult
t~ cxpross outley in other than financial terms. If & procisec meaning could
bc given to the eXprossion "efforts and resources", he would be preparcd to

acccph 1t, but if not, he preferred the original phrasing.

The CHAIRMAN pointecd cut that the United Nations was not 2 financial
inastitution, and that the financial aspuct was accordingly not ﬁhe only aaspect
that should he consiiofci’an a criterion fdf priérities. _Hb thbught therofore
that the ameniment shouli_bﬁ acccptci, se that ocutlay could be regarded in other

than purcly menctary terme,

Mr. FRIIS (Dommark) said thet tho question could not easily be discussed
mless the problem cf prioritics in genoral was aleo considored; for, In_all the
criteria for prioritics, there were %o be found both factors which were.moasﬁrtblc
apd factors which were not, at eny rate.tc the same extent. He.would have
fevoured khe smeniment on the ground-thet the purcly.-flnencial aspect was nommally
avef-cmphnoizci in United Nations discussicns, whereas nct cnourh stress was onut
n increaged efforta, As there would be e gencrel dcbate on the wholc guostion
of prirrities, he thought that comsidcrntion of amenimént No. 18 might be Acferred

t111 thnt discusglon hod been completod.

Mr. CUMES (Australia) hegtoned to make 1% cloar that he hal not
suggested that the "rcsults” Te cxpi‘eaﬂci in fipnancial terms; he had merely
‘faigod tho quostion of whother outlay could be esscescd in other then financisl

tems,

“ho Committeo decided to defer discussion .of ent Noi 18, submitted
by the Chaiyman end Vico-Chairman, until discussion of the goneral gucstion of

rdcritics had been comploted.

-y
L

/Amendment
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Amendment No, 19

The CHAIRMAN, o¥plaining thc smendhont, seid that clearly-fcfincl
rootonnl zones eXistel within the International sphere; in certaln casir, ns
In that of the work of the United Nations Fducational, Secicntific and Cnliural
{\r{;ﬂnizétif.vn, it had been found that various projccts could be corricd ovk
more efficlently cn a rogicnal basis. Thc cmendmont would Intrcoiuce the

cenecptiin of rogiocnal crrss-influencos betweon countries.

Mr, PERIER (Frence), while ngrecing with the Chairmman on the swbatanco
of thc amcndment, obJocted to its form, on the ground thet 1t cmployei a word
bolonging to the special United Natlone lerzsn, which was 'mdcrsteci by poople
ecquninted with the werkings of the Organization, but would not bec understocd
by poople who 3id not, He thought that the words "at the nationsl lovel" iInm
the parapraph in quegticn showld rathe» be mmented to rcod: "at the gencral or
regicnal lovel of Unitod Nations activitins",

i

s

Mr. MURTTIEO (Brozil) rointed out that it had deon intonded r*ﬁ_,, thas
the results be viowed at roglonal level, Ho proposcd that the word
"intornntional" bc cmittod froem the paragraph in question, ns it scrved no

uscHil purpcsc,

Mr, SOTCUDFH (Irm) pointod out that the idca o¥pressed in tﬂ*
rmeniment hed been incorporated in tho following paramraph, nnd alec in the
scction of the roport hosded "Scopo”. If 'the"‘aiz_i'éndﬁ(‘:ﬁ‘t were aicpted "1t scomcd
possible that cc‘l.xn’trilcs not falling within'clanr};}‘t Fofinod regions might be
doprived of pri:ﬁri‘by, or otherwiso suffeor by comparison with others.

The CHATRMAN could not egree with the Trench rmd Toanisn repreasntatives
The regionel concopt was cloarly defined mni well understeod, mnd had formd
ceXpression in the regionel (ec;nmic) commi=ssicne. The porgraph end scotlon
reforrod to by tho Ironian repi'onentativa' d1d nof specificelly envisnge the
qucstion from the roglonal point of view, which was a point of view which

3

doserved oxplicit mention,

/ M=, SCOPTS
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Mr., SCOPES (Unitod Kingdom) sugdested that the Iranian roproscntativels
ohicetion wonld be met by the use of the word "oy insterd of "end" betweon

"nationnl" »nd "rezional",

My, AKITAR (Pakiston) thought that aioption of the amenimont would
entall n similar sddition after the word "nationel" at the beginning of the
poragroph.

ATtcr some further discussicn, smendment No. 19; submiftod by thc Chairman
and Viceo-Chalrmen, was andopted, as smended by the United Kingdom represcntative,

Amendment No, 21

The CHAIRMAN, introducing amcndment No., 21, said that he had found
sgrecmont among various delegations that the word “ronl" was unncccgsary, ond
thet the doscriptlion of the Goneral Assomdbly resolution was not requircd. He
withdrow that part of the smenidment which proposed the dcletion of the word
"abtrongly", as ho hnd found thet some dolegationa approved of 1it.

Mr. CUMES (Australia) thought that if the words "on proliferetion”
were omitted, & dcscription of the Geonersl Asscmbly rcsolution shouli be
Inserted, as 1t scemod to him that reoforcnce to a rcsolution should be sclf-

cxplanatoryr,

It was agrced to substituto the full title of General Assembly rcesclution
310 (IV) for the words "on proliforntion” in the first paragraph of draft

rcsolutionlfg"_in the roport of the Co-ordination Committco.

It was also ngraod thnt tho word "real” should be deleted from the fifth

lino of tho penultimate parsgreph of thet draft resolution.

Ameniment No. b (a)

Mr. ROSEMAN (United Statos of America) seld that Amoniment No. b (a)
wne purely an cditorial chanzo,

Amcndment No. 4 (a), submitted by the United Statcs dclegation, wae cdopted.

/Amcndment
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Amcndment Ho. 4 (b) end Amendment Noi 17

- Mr. ROSEMAN (Unitod Statos of Amorica) acdd thet cmenfment ¥eoo 4 (D)
wns intenicd to meot a difficulty his Govermmont folt regarding the oxast
nmezning oft the torm "netional ection™, In hiz country, nation~l ~cbion mint
not enly actien vithin 2 country, but slse J~iat action by two countwics, oo
opposed to intcrnnt{onni action, which meant action by 2 numbor of ciumtrdles.
Thus notional netion meemt not only netion by way of gelf-holp, but..also
bilrteral nction whorety rasistence wne proviicd to onc coumtry by sncther,
The original texi, sccording to that intevpretotion, wenld scem T4 roquire of n
comntry scoking aid from the United Natione or a spocialized agomey thot 1t
rcaclve its preblems, not only by mesns »f 1ts own resourecs, dhut alao by
npproeching other countrles dilaterall:; only aftcr failure ¢f deth coursce
could it nsk fer international action. Hic Gevernnent believed, howevcr, that
eveon if ono c&untry were willing to holy another, 1t mizh® be in the dntorests
ol the community of noticns that the holp be oxtendced tc thot other country
through en internaticnal apency; at lineh, thexre shenld be no absolute
roquirc-me-n'!; th-'::t_ the possibilitices of Pllntorcl aid must bHo oxhnusted beforc
multilatoral assistance was requested, ¥l delegation’s -mendnent previiid

Tor that contingoncr.

IIs hail no objcetion to the incorporation of amoniment No. 17 in
emondment No. 4 (b),

-The CEATRMAN sanid theot, in his orlnion, billoternl rebicn was not
national nction, tut intcrneticnal action, and the working greup clearly meant
nationel action to be interproted a3 setion within cnc ~nd the srmo counsyy.

It wan obvicug, however, thnt the point sheul? b mnls abaslutely clear, othorwioc
the erit:ria would givo rice to ulgwdorptudings.

Mr. BALSTEAD (Cenndn) agreed with tho Chefmmen thrt naticnal achlon
could not be Interpretel to include bilaternl action. A3 there wen o dznser of
mizinterpretation, however, he sugpestel the n3iiticn tc the criginnl text T 4hc

vord "unilateral” befere the words "nnticnel nction'.

/Hc sew no
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Ao new no cbicstion to the wording pfeposed in mmeniment No. 17,

e, AR (Pakistan) peinted out that the precisc menning of such
"bilatoral” ~md "multilateral” deponicd to a certain

¥Yrig aa "mmidlsetoral™,
evtent on the eonteXxt in which. they were nged, - In the context of the draft
renovd - "inkomatlonsl” mennt "under the acgia of the United Naticna'

Orebnization ond its speeinlized agencics", and semo such qur\wl-if;,*ing phrasc

shounli bo dnnevtod to explain 14,

o thonght thet the worda "6c the inteinational ccormmnity" should be.
crltbe? Irom smenent No. b (b)), as thay were toc cemprohensive and too wvagne:

Yor thu purpesoe of the rmcndment,

M», ROSTMAN (Tnitcd States ¢ fmericn) thought that tho word
"milatonl” might have coxtain unfortumatc connotatiena. With regard to the.
Pakict-ni woprosentative!s objoetion, hu pointed out that the additional clausc
n hia Aclogntion® s anonlmont was profaced ty the woid "or", which mai: it

rnerely o ~ltormative.

5 wra ~greod that further discumsicn of smendments Noo & (b) and 17

zhonll te doforxed,

The meoting rosc 2T L.l POl






