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1. ELECTION OF CHaiRM..N 

The CH;~IHI•u.N 1 opening the Ccr.Jr.li t tee's proceedings, pointed out that, 

in accordance with the rules of procedure, ~nd in view of the f act thnt neither 

of th e two Vice-Presidents of the Counc il could assume tho Chairmanship o! tho 

Co- ordination C~~ttec , the ' latter would have t o elect its own Chairman. He 

accnrdingly called f or nomin~tions. 

Mr. BlrlECKI (Poland) nominated Mr. Desai, the Indinn representative. 

Mr. DESi~I (India) thankod the Polis.h represent ative , but r egr etted 

that, even wer e he elected, he would be unable t o accept, the Chairnanship, ae 

the Indian del~~ation to th~ Council was a &.\all one, and ho could not therefore 

be sure of being able t o attend 311 meetings of the C~ttee. Ho must 

ther efor e decline ncrJir~tion, but would hioself nominate }~. Kotschnig, the 

United States representati ve. 

, 
Mr. CriLlJERON PUIG (Mexico) and Mr. QU,".DROS {Urugua,y) supported the 

candidature of the United States r epresentative . 

Mr. AMANRICH (France) would have been oleased t o sunoort the e-'l.nd1dA.t.1JT 

of the Indian representative. H B the latter had declined it, he, too, would 

support the candidature of the United States representative. 

Mr. KOBUSCHKO (tmion of Soviet Socialist · Re,PW>lica) secoodcd the . 
-Polish propoeal, anci regretted that Mr. Desai felt unable to accept nomination.-

'"·:-:·.:. 

· The CHAIRli~Uf pointe<l out that, since the Polish roprescntative had'·.X 
• i 

- vit.hdram the nomination he had macle 1 a vote would have te be taken b7 ' - ,1.-; 
~~~-. -.. . ' I I 

... "":·,,. 
YiieOret ballot • 

4lt the invitation ot the CfuURMiJi, Mr. Rogers (Canad8.} und Mr. Tauber 

(Ctecho•lovalda) acted at t=ellea. 
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Number of ballot ~pers 16 

Number of invali~ ballot Ea.~rs 1 

Number of valid ballot ~aeers 15 
SimEle maj orit:l: 8 

Nu."nber of vot es obtained : 

Mr . Kotschnig 12 

Mr. Desai 3 

Mr. Kotschnig (United Stntes of J.merica} , having obtained t he reguir ed 

simple majority, was elected Chairman . 

Mr. Kotschnig t ook the Chair. 

The CHrliRlL\N suid thot, while grateful t o the Cornr.littee f or its 

confidence in his ability t o guide its wor k , he nevartheolcse f elt npprehensive, 

for the Committee's task was a difficult one, for its work had the widest - · 

ramifications within the Economic und Social Council itself. In additi cn , the 

Committee w~e responsible for relations between the United Nation& and the 

specialized agtmcies and inter- governmental organizations; in that way, the 

Co- ordination Coomittee assisted tho Council to discharge one of its raost 

important functions. 

2. DISCUSSI ON ON TH.J (;ONHITT:lE ' S .. GEND/1 (Lj,,C . 24/ L. l9) . 

The CH .. Ifuii.I.U drew att ention t o t he Committee ' s agenda, a s set forth 

in document i/.-C . 24/L. l 9, and especiall y t0 section 3 thereof~ in which it was 

suggested thr.t: "In view of the ear lier uistribution of docUl:lents under itetl 

4.9 (a) on ' Helations of I ntor-:-<rt.wernncntal Organizations with the Unit .;d Nations 

and SpecializeJ Hgencics', the Coomitt~e may find it convenient to tak~ this . 

it.cm f i rst". 

Hr. LEIJW:JID {United Kingdoo) approved of all the suggestions contained 

in d0cur.tcnt E/ .. C.<.4/L. l9, and rnovcd its o.~opt ion. 



The CH.~IRivit..N, roferring to the second part of- section 3, informed 

~--the Couunittee that the Secretariat intended to prouuce a. further docWtlent on 

- item 39 (c) of the Council agenda , surrunarizing t.he act ion taken by the 

:-;oun<; i:'.. r s Cc:&nissions and the s pecialized agencies in the matter of priorities 

__ ., th~;:ir l.Jo r k progra:nr:ws f or 1952. 

Nrs . FIGUEROn (Chile) thought that it woul d per haps be more l ogical 

. ;vl ex.pedj_ent t o ciefs r the examination not only of item 39 .(c), as the 

::r::·::- ;' et.;t ~·i.:J.t suggested , but ;,1l sc c f all the questions under i tam 39 (co-ordination 

~liJ0ng the United Nat ior.s and the specializ~.;d agenc i e8) until such time as the 

~:otn:~ittee had examined the r eports of the specialized agencies . It 'l>tas clear 

tha t the study of those r eports would allow of a more thorough and fruitful 

ex.cmination of the question of co- ordination between the United Nat ions and the 

specializt d agencies . 

The CH;,IRM,tN asked t he Secr etary '1-then the discussion of the reports 

of the specialized ngenci~s wa s likely to be completed. 

Mr . SZE, Secretary t o the Committee , replied that some of those 

r eports were l i nked t o other items on t he Council 's agend~ , so that the last 

01 t.nem mJ.gnt. not. col!le up f or discussion until 20 f1ugust or the r eabouts . 

Mr. ROGEHS (Canada)- consiuere<! that the Comraittee should discuss 

the general principles of co-ordination btJfore_ taking up the r eports of the 

~pecialized agencies. 

Mr. UESA.I ( India) said that the.discussion of general principlt::e 

:.lli 't he Corm:littee could probably begin by 15 August o.nd be completed by 20 A.ugust. 
!0."!. • .. ~ 

~· that time all the reports of &Pecializod agencies would have been reviewed. 
-..:m .• 
~fttii~ss it wa s posslble for them to get a complete picture of the position with 

'regard to t he specialized agencies, he feared that the smaller delegations would 

have difficulty in taking an active part in the Conmitt ee 1 s work. 
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Mr. CnTES (United States of i~erica) expressed his appr0val of the 

Chilean suggestion, and fUrther proposed that the Comoittee should first take 

up iteru 49(a) of the Council agenda , and t hen consider the general a spects 

of item 39, bef ore t aking any further decision on procedure. 

The CHAIRMUJJ said that the Committee's work was not confined t o 

discussion of co- or dination with the specialized agencies; there was also the 

question of the co- or dination of the Council's own activities and those of 

its Commissions. Most of the activities of the Coomissions were now under 

discussion in the Counci l ~d its Co~ittees, and the r elevant r eports would 

be ready shortly. The Corncittee would ther ef ore be able t o deal with.them 

befor e the r eports of tho specialized agencies became available. He asked 

the Chilean and Indian r epr esentatives whether t hey would be pr epared t o 

accept such an ad hoc arrangement. If necessary, the Cotll:litt ee might suspend 

its work for a f ew days, pending completion of the discussion i n t he Council 

of the specialized agencies' reports when the r eports from Momber St ates on 

action taken t o ~npleoent Council resol utions would be considered. 

Mrs. FIGUERO;L (Chile) and Mr. DESAI (India) agreed t o the Chairman' a 

suggestion 

In r eply t o a question fror.l the CHAIR.H;\N 1 Mr. LED\iARD (Uni t bd Kingdom: 

_confirmed that he would withdraw his f ormal proposal , since its implications 

had now been adcpted informally. 

3. lNTER-GOVERNMENTi.L ORGJ~IZ"TIONS (item 49 of the Council agenda) : 

(a) liELATIONS OF I.NTER-GOVERNMENT,J.. ORG;JHZ..TIONS ~JITH THE UNITED N;,TIONS 
.:iliD TH:C SPECI.'.U ZUl AGENCIES (E/1999, ~/1999/Corr. l , E/2022, Ej;,C .24/L.20) 

The CHJJru1AN suggest ed that the Committee night take doc~~enta 

E/1999 and E/1999/Corr.l, which c0mpriscd n comprehensive list of inter­

government al or ganizations in the economic and social fiel ds, as a ba si s f or 

di scussi on, t aking each or ganization in t he orde r in which it appear ed in th•; 

list, r ef erence being made t o the r eport by the Secretary-Gener al { E/2•.)22) 

•herever necessary. 



.,..,Nsrt~ ''*'' tf .. . •. ;.'J· .. •, ' .. 
, .. · ·· He di-ew attention t o .Paragraph 4 o:t the Secretary-(;()neral' a report, an<1 
. . 
:.atuggcated that the Committee should defer considerntion of the organizations 

listed as items (.39) - (45) in document E/1999 until the Economic COmmittee had 

disposed of item 6 o! the Council agenda. 

The Chairman 1 s suggestions were adopted. 

The CH11IRi;J,N then drew a t tention t o paragr aph 5 of the Secrct ary-

1:: n.e ro.l 1 s r eport , · which suggested that the impl ement ation by Manber Governments 

· !: th·..: Cr:·ur:cil 1 e reco.mraendations concerning various inter-governmental 

or ganizations might best be reviewed in 1952. 

I t was decided thnt the proccdyre suggested by the §ecretaty-General in 

P!rag,raph 5 ·of docnnent J:"./2022. should be adopted. 

The CH.aWL"Ji r ocalled that m..1ny of the organizations listed in document 

J.!J/1999 hbd been discussed by the Cor:xnittec at previous s essions of the Council. 

He nccordingly suggested that there was no necessity t or considering again those 

organizations whose relationship with the United Nations nnd specialized agencies 

_was kno\161 t o be wholly satisfactory. 

Mr. KOBUSCHKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Ropublics) asked whethe r the 

list of organizations 1n document E/1999 included o r ganizations brought into 

relationship wi.th the United Nations or specialized agencies since the eleventh 

eession of the Council, and, if that was the case, whether any but those 

organizations need be discussed. 

The CH.Uflt.1AN explained that a f ew organizations had been tentatively 

added to the list by the .Secretariat. ::iueh organizations, however, enjoyed no 

·standing until the Council had approved their inclusion. 
!:.~'" ·~.. . 
,i'!J_. .• ,· 

,,,,. He suggested that the C6mmittee should -proceed t q discuss the organization• 

·1n tho order in which they were listed 1n document E/1999. 

It was s o agr eed. 

!ntcr-tuuari.can Institute of ~~gr1cultul"'al Science~ 

The CH~.IR~i..LN observed tha t since idmex II t o document E/2022 wa s 

devoted t o inter-1uncricnn specialized or ganizations in general, there was no 
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need f or the Committee t o discues the Inter-:J:lcrican Institute of li.grioultural 

Sci~nces separat ely. 

It was so agreed. 

(2) ComrnonwMlth Agricul tural Bureaux 

There were no comments • 

. )) Int ernational Commission of i•gricultural Industries 

Mr. KOBUSCHKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Hepublics) a sked whether t he 

panish members of the International Commission were at present taking an actlve 

art in its work. 

Mr. ~JRTIN HILL (Dir ector of Co-ordination f or specialized agencies and 

:onomic and Social !-tatters) said that Spain was a m~mbcr of tho International 

)rnmission , but pointed out that it was difficult t o define exactly how active a 

lrticular member was of any organization . 

Mr. KOBUSCHKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Hepublics) said that hi s dele­

ltion would oppose the inclusion in the a pproved list of any or ganization of which 

ranco Spain was a member. 

It would at t he appropriate time, and in consult ation with the Secretariat, sub­

lt proposals concerning any such or ganization 0 since it considered that any connex­

>n with Franco Spain was contrary t o the purposes and ideals of the United Nations. 

The CHi.IRMJ.N suggested that much time might be saved if any draft r esolu­

_on su~itted by the Soviet Union del egation t o that end r el at ed t o the list ae 

whol e , and not t o each individual organization affected . 

Miss KhLINOWSKA (Poland) sai d t hat the "Polish Gel egation sha r ed the views 

f the Soviet Union delegation, It proposed t o r aise the question again at a l at er 

tage. 

4) Int ernati onal Seed-Testing i~ssociation. 

The CHAIRM.iN r ecalled t hat the International Seed-Testing rtssociation had 

:en discussed At length at the eleventh session, and drew att ention t o Council 

esol ut i on 333 ( IA:)ti:. The H.cport of the Food and Agriculture Orgnnizaticn (F;.o) 

/ 2008/,\dd.l, pages 37/38) also mentioned the Aesociation. 
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Mr. SZE, Secretary to the Committee , said that an abstract of the 

relevent section ot the FAO Report' had been distributed t o the Conmittee, 

The CHAIRMAN obeerved that the abstract in question mentioned nothing 

boyond the faot that FAO had pa'rticipated in the Ninth Cont;re88 of the 

Intem~tional St«t-Testing i1,ssoeiation, held in Washington from 8 t o l3 May, 19SO. 

He wonder ed whether the representative of FJ\0 could tell the Committee 

&nJthing about developments since that time. 

Mr. McDOUGALL (Food and Agriculture O~ganization ) said tha t the 

relationship betweon FAO and the International Sead-TustinL Association had boen, 

and continued to be, a very close one. The Diraetor-Genoral and the Sacretariat 

of FAO had oonsidered whether the l\esociation might with advantage be integr ated 

with FAO, They had reached the conclusicn that it would ~better f or the 

Association t o continue· its independent existence, although the closest co-opera­

tion between it and FAO was highly desirable, since tho improvement or seed was 

a matter of the highest world importance. 

Mr. TAUBER ·{czechoalovakia) drew attention to the fact that Spain and 

Gennany were included in the liat of members or the Association. Since the 

Association had been f ounded in 1921, he would ask the Secretariat t o verity _ 

V\ether GemafO'. was still a member. If it transpired that, f or instance , Gel'manl" 

was represented in the Association by the so-called Bonn Government, he would 

have to reserve his right to requ~st that .the Associatkm, and all others in 

the ~e position, be removed from the list of inter-g~ernmenta1 or ganizations. 

Mr. CATES (United States of America) expressed appreciation of the work 

done by F'AO# b.lt deplored the faot that no steps had been taken t o ensure clos~~ 

contaet between it and the International Seed-Testing Association. Nor waa there 

any indication o! the extent ot f ormal consultation between the two organizations. 

He hoped that the Association would become an integral part of FAO, and proposed 

that. the Cozmnittee r ocolllllend to the Council that the latter urgo complete intet;ra­

tlon. The repreaentatives of Governments 'Which were members ot bJth or ganiaationa 
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would, he trust ed, also pr ess t!'lat point . He would in due course submit a 

formal pr oposal t o that effe~t o 

Hr . Y.cOOUG.:.LL (Food and . ..:.~riculture Or ,::a.nization) said that the i.ssue 

raised by the United States r epr esentative i nvolved other or~:anizations, ~s well 

as the International Seed- Testing Association, espeQially the Internat ional 

Office of 1)>izoot icsc F.~o ' s experience indica ted, h::>wever, tha t organizations 

V'aried greatly in r espect of their responsibilities and functions . \>lith r egard 

t o the International Seed-Testing .tssociat ion, FAD felt that it would be best 

for it t o continue its separa t e existence, &s assumption of its functions would 

entail considerable expense for FAOo 

l-1r . LED:vARD (Cni t ed Kingdom) expressed his pleasure at the r em:.rks 

of the r eprcnentative of FAOo United Kingdom experts felt that the present 

relativushi p between FAO and the International Seed-Tes~ing Association was 

the most satisfactory from the t echnical point of vi~wa H~ therefor e hoped 

that the United States representa tive would not press his point , and that the 

present arrangements would be allo\':ed t o continue ., 

Mr. CATES (Uniteci States of PJ,\erir.a) again referred t o the FAO Report, 

in which it v.as stated that FAO had now a sued specialist c..f its own, n..,.,nose 

r esponsibility would be t o follow developments and act in an advisory and co­

.ordina.ting capacity for al l internat i onal efforts in the f ield cf seed testing, 

crop inspection and seed cert i ficaticn) and t o advise governments on t echnical 

and organizational probl ems in this field". 

In view of the discussions at the eleventh session, the United States 

delegation still felt .that integration woul d benefit FAO, and wished t o suggest 

that the Co~~cil should request a full st at ement on the pr esent situation. The 

abstract from the FAO Report was t oo brief t o establish anything with certainty; 

~oreoverJ it rather suggest eo that. a certaL, arnoun~ of dup~ ication ~id in fact 
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Mr. McDOUGALL (Food and A::riculture Or ganization ) said that the f act 

that FAO had appointed e s eed specialist of i ts own di d not mean tha~ there 

:-. an;r oYer-lapping between that s pecialist's functions and thos e ot the . 
~) ... ::·· : . . 
k~~tioDal Seed-Testing Association. · Indeed, it was the f ormer's ~t7 •..o 

tait»ta!n the closest contact with the latter. 
~·, •• 0 

~': HoMtver 1 he would undertake tv request · his Director-General to produc~ a 

.~ PeaiiOned document on the subject, setting f orth all the arguments for and 
··-
.,;&iainet integration, t or c:·.nsider ation at the next session of the Council at -· . 
· ~Qh the question come up f or discueaicn. 

Mr. Atwar HUSSAIN (Pakistan) agr eed that it l«:luld ba wiser t o det er 3IfT 

action until the document promised by the FAO representative became available. 

Mr. DESAI ( Indi R) su~gested that as the United States of America 

was a member not only of FAO, but also of th0 Internati onal Seed-Testing 

Association, it might r aise t he matter of i ntegration in either body, t o 

enable a decision t o be taken a t expert level, 

Mr. CATES (United Stat es of America) sa i d that since the FAO 

~~acmtative had undartaken to pr esent a i'ull.er r eport_. he would withdraw 

his propoeal. 

I t was agr eed thnt discussion of the In t ernational Seed- Testing Asst•Ciatic::n 

should be cieferred t c a .later s e ssi-:;n when further information. had been §U;)pli~ 

by FAg. 

(5) International Sdriculture Association 

. "' There wer e no comments. 
~ .... .. . . 
&....-... ~"""·~ · 

The CHAIRYJ\N sai d that the FAO Report conta ined some ccmmenta on 

J~~ Internati une.l Committee ! ur C(,l c r ado Be.::tle Control. 
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Mr. McDOUGALL (Food and Agriculture Or ganization) said that the 

International Committee, which was larely a European association, had been 

merged with the European Plant Protecti~n Association, with which FAO had 

cloee contacts. As was stated in the FAO Report, it was a ssumed that a 

Plant. Protection Convention would. be adcpted at t he next FA.O Conference, to be 

held in November, 1951. Thet Cunvention w0uld come into immediate effect. 

A technical conference was to be held in Rome before the EAO Conference 

to deal with any residual difficulties. 

. He wished to stress the proeress made in connexicn with the anti-locust 

campaign.' That was a matter of great 1mportanco to many nations. 

The CHAIRMAN wondered whether the International Committee was 

actually in existence; if it was, document E/1999 was inaccurate. 

Mr. McDOUGALL (Food and Agriculture Organization) said that the 

merger he had r eferred t o was complete . The imminent adopt'ion of the Plant 

Protection Convention was now a matter of the greatest importance, 

Replying to the CHAIRMAN; he said he considered that the International 

Committee should be deleted from the lis~ , 

Mr. L~mvARD (United Kingdom) asked whether, if that .was done, the 

name of the European Plant P~otection As sociation would automatic~ 

replace that of the International Committee in the list. 

Mr KOBUSCHKO (Union of Soviet &)cialist Re~blics) urged the 

Committeo t o refrain from taking a hasty decision, According t o Press 

r epurts from many countries 7 the Colorado Beetle had reached areas tar remove4 

frol:l its country of origin, and was still appearing in new and unexpected placee. 

He thought that the Committee might ask the Secretariat t o supply more 

infc rir,LJ.tion. He did no t know what the functions of the 'relavant European oresni­

zations were, but felt that t he Committee &hould not be too eager to transfer 

then. t~..- other or ganizations) especially as the C;;l c rado beetle was continuing 

t 1) s pread over a number of Eurvpoan countries~ 
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Mr. NcOOUGALL (Food and Av;r icu1tur e Or t:;anization) said that F.:.O would 

supply all necessary information. 

~1r. CATES .(Uni t ed States of America) a sked whether the Eur .:.,pean Plant 

f r otection Association would be added t o the list immediately, or whether the 

Committee intended t ·:> await a further report from FilO. If proof existed t hat 

the Associatbn was -1<..· ing good work, ther e was no r eason why i t s name should not 

be included in the l ist at once . 

The CHAIR.l-UN observed that an or ganization which had ceased t o exist 

must in any case be re~oved from the list. He suggested that FhO should make a 

full r ep0rt Gn the matt er for consideration at the next session of the Council; 

the Co-ordination Comndttee could then decide whether or not to add the name 

of the new associati~n t o tho list . 

Mr. KOBUSCHKO (Union of Soviet Soci alist Republica) urged that a 

deci sion en the question should bo deferred t o avoid giving the impression 

that the Chairman ' s pr oposal was prompted by a desire on the part of t he 

Co-or dination Committ ee t o abandon the campaign against the Color ado beetle. 

The CHAim-iAN pointed out that the Committee was discussing not . 

the control o f the Cul orado beetl e, but the or ganization r esponsible for 

such contr0l. 

Mr . ROGERS (Canada) said that i t \o!Oulct be futile t o r et ain the name 

of an organizat ion which had ceased t o exist, and urged that it be r emoved from 

the list. 

~ ·: Mr. LEDWJ\RD (United Kingdom) suggested t hat the 9ommittee ahould 
.. . ' ' 

dee1de both that the name of the organization~ch had ceased t o exist should 

be removed from the list, and alsc that mor e informati on should be suppl i ed 

· by FAO~ 

Mr. KOBUSCHKO (Union of Sovi et Socialist Republics) again ur ged that 

further discussion be def err ed t o enable the decision t o be taken on r eliable 

information. 
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Mr . tv'JJtTIN HILL (Director of Co- ;)r dinA.ticn f or Specialized s'.ccncies 

end Ec-:.nrJmic and Social Matt ers) cre·w the Coll11!1ittee 1 s att~ntLn t.;. t h.a s~Jcti;n 

on le(;a l status on page 10 of docume!lt E/ 1999. He eXlJlainc;d tr.~.tt ".ht.: In t urn::.ti01.al 

Comrni ttee f or Col orado Beetle Contr~l had been l eft on the l i st ;x:ndi!lc? t h 0 -:: sta·o­

lishment of a f ormal inter - goverrunental ur t;A.nization in ii:urope , The Soc r <? t .G.rie.t 

had hopeC. that C.efinite information would already havl::l been a v;:d.l,lbl e ; how.::vcr, 

it s houl d be available ver y shor t l y. 

Mr . CALDER6N PUIG (Mexico ) th(:'ught tha t the ado~Jtio!1 Gf the S0viet 

Union proposal would enable the Corrrnittee t o.make some pr ogr ess. I t was tha 

v ery existence of the Internationa l Comni ttee tha t wa s at stake. Thu 

~eport which the Director c f Co-ordination had just pr ,:nniscd t o h~we pr e pared 

would b e the deciding facto r, and he a cco r dingly pr opo sed that f\n~the r discussion 
•• 

on the International Conunittee be dl3ferr ed until furthe r infvrl.l<.lt i<.m was l:iV3.ilable. 

The CHAifu•i.AN suggested that t he matte r should be ~darrec! ur,til l.lter 

in the present session, or until the next eesshm, penGine further infor t.1aticm 

from the Secr etariat . 

It was so agr eed, 

(7) International Offic~ of Epizootics 

Mr . McDOUGALL (Food and AtZr icultur e Or ganiza t i on) s a i ::i that the F;,o 

was gr eatly in favour of a single world r eporting service , ancl had apprcachect 

the Interna tiona l Office of EpizoBt ics (IOE) with a view t o s~curinc its co-vper a ­

tion, while pr oviding pr oper safeguar<i s .fo r the rnai ntenancc 'o f its i dentityo 

Unfortunately, the negvtiations with the Office had t.acle no pr oGr e ss in 

spite of the efforts of FAO t o safeguard t he intetr ity of IOE., The Dir ecbr­

General of FAO had a ccorctingly decided that countries r:~er:~bers ~f both 

or ganizations r.1ust t herr1selves decide whe t her 0r n:)t they wanted a singl e "" 'rld 

r epc rt in£ ser vice . 

t-;r . CATES (United Stat es of Air.erica) said that t he pr·vblet:. wa s even 

!"!!o r e i.rripo rtant tha t tha t of intecrat in[. the Int ernational Sel:d·-Testing As S\lCia tion 
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with F,~O , b ·t he case of t he rela tivnship between IOE and F .tlO , the world 

repJ rting systen on the i ncidence of animal di seases wa s at stake. The 

question ralat ed particularly t o mcmber·ship, Fll.O ' s being much mo r e widespr ead than 

t hat of IOE; inceod, f r om docunent E/1999 it wa s appar ent that the membership 

of IOE f r \)m the world po in+, of view, left a good deal t o be desired. That was 

an ir;:p.:)rtant c-.nsiderati on , in view of the need f or univer sal r epor tine of an:ina.l 

diseases " 

The United ~tates of Arnerica was disnppointed at the breakdown of 

negotiations bet'l-reen IOE and F.~O , and whhed t o urge l':lember natif;ns of both 

or ge .. niozaUons t o tio all t hey could t .:- promot e an agr eement between t h e t wo , in 

the interes t s vf a ~)rld-wide r eporting service. His delega~ion t her efor e 

rec:>rnrnended t.ha t tho Council press that pt.J int of view on gover nments member s 

of FAO and ~ f IOE; and a repcrt on t he proer ess achieved should be submi t t ed t o 

the next session of the Council . 

Mr . HESSEL (France) readily acknowledged t he need f or ensuring 

that t he activi ties of inter-~vvernmantal or ganizations were co-ordinated 

· s~d hanponized as closely as ·possible with those of the specialized agencies. · 

~TP.a~ die not mean, however, that · the Committee should r~commend_ t he dissolution . 

of or ganizat ions which had ~roved useful in the past and were still capable . . 

·ot rendering yeoman eervice. Some of them might even be in a vosition to 

~ ~re effective w:>rk in a particular tial.d than the specialized agencies 
~~ ... --:. . 

•. 

·:' '!he work of the International Oftice ot .Episo~tica should certai.nlJ' be 

He did not, however,· consider , it unreasonable, in vi.ew ot the tact :.. 
. .. .. 'I"~ 

·~ a· greater number pf St.& tee Mebers in certain parte of the wo~l,d, · \:~ 

.ta~t)''AO -~ 1n a bett.r · Po•tt~on to dieseald.nate t.he"intormation . .' :·:: ":~~ 
~n;ee1~ed ey t he Office, ! t ehnulci also be noted that certain (;overnments 

·.-mora .or the Internationa+ Offi ce were net members of FAo.· 
--~-

;;·:::_:: : Accor dingly 1 rather t...,..an en1eavour t o disband an mating organization 
~-- ~- . . . 
;.e1y on · the grotinda thb.t it was desirable to. intearate the activities o! the 
\.:_,.. . . ' 

.Yarious or ganizations ~rking in the same fields, it l«>uld be better to reco...S 
·,' >. ' '·.\ ~ 

~t the. Council {Alraue the course .it had hitherto .tollowad, and requeat. the 
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International Office of Epizo8tics .and FAO t o co-ordinate their activities mor e 

closely without, however, causinc a useful and important or&anization to cease 

to exist, 

Mr. McOOUGALL (Food and Agriculture Organization) said that FAO ··had no 

desire whatever to see IOE abolished, FAO felt that IOE should r etain its 

offices in Paris and its staff, and had suggested integration in a form which 

would enable the Office to preserve its .fwlctions while expanding them, since 

all Governments Members of FJ.O would automatically become members of the Office 

too. F.\01 s chief aim was to organize a· better reporting service . The . 

controversy at preeant turned sol ely on the qu~stion of the Office's autonomy, 

as distinct fro~ its collaboration with FAO. 

Y~. CATES (United States of America ) s~id that all that his del egation 

wanted was a singlo world r eporting system, with a view t o pr omoting mor e rapid 

collection and dissaminati~n of information. It Jesired nothing more than 

effective co-ordinatio~, but was alarmed at the abeenc~ , ft ~ unified s,ystem. 

Moreover, there was a felling that IOE had been unco-operative. 

Mr. LEDWARD (Un.ited Kingdom) sympathize~ with the United States 

delegation's views about the tnsatisfa~tor,r r elati ons between the two organiza­

tions in question. The only possible solution woulJ. be f or the technical 

experts in IOE 'to co-operate with FAO. All that was required was a mutually 

acceptabl e formula. He suggested that the Committee might adopt ~ resolution 

embodying in a suitable fonn the wording of the FAO report, which snid: 11It 

remains an urgont task for the two or ganizations to find a mutually acceptable 

formula which will be in the interest of t heir member countries and will pr oduce 

efficient control c f animal diseases the world over." 

The CHAIRM.!JJ pr oposed t.hat tho r 8pr esantativcs of France, t he United 

Kingdom and the United St at es of ~~erica should meet with a view t o f ormulating 

n joint draft r esolution f c)r c::msid0rat1on by the (. 'tU t.t ee at its naxt mdetinE;~ 

It was so aer eed. 

Tho meeting r0sc at 1 p.m. 




