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RELiS I ONS vliTH AND CO-ORDI NATION OF SPECIALIZED nGEl.CIES (item 43 of the agenda) 
( E/167:~ E/1682! E/~~83, E/ 1683/ndd o 1; E/1684, E/1685, E/1734, E/~7~'~E~74J, 
E/AC o24; Lol: E/AC o2~/L.7, E/AC~24/L.8 , E/AC.24/Lo9, E/ACo24/L.9/AdQw_, ~.AC.24/ 
L.9/Add .2, E/hC .24/L ,lO and E/ AC . 24/L.ll) (continued ) . 

Hr. llVJlRADO ( International Labour Orgnnisation) i speald.ng at the 

ir.vitat i 0n of the CHAiru~:, said that he had been a sked by the specialized 

agenci e r. t ;:; expr es s t hei r j oint vie';!::; (':l the di~cussic:ns :3.n t he Committee. 1'he 

f act that the s pec.ialized a gencies were s~eaking with one voice was in itself a 

proof of thei r mutual collabor ation and of the f act that there did exist a real 

desi r E' fo r such an .:;>.t moe pher·e of co- ordinat ion, without which the mere prepara­

tion of plans would not be suffi cient c To avoid confusion and misunderstanding, 

howeve r ; i t was necessary t o bear i n mind that there were differences i n the 

agrc cm-~r1t s between the United ~h\tions c,nd the different specia lized a gencies, 

( f or example between thos e \-r.i t h the Bank and Fund and those with other speciali­

zed agencies ) , and that the:.r budsetary syst~s and administrativ·e procedures, 

as well as their s tructur e and functions , varied from one t o another. 

The Rugges t ions that had been made in the Conunittee could be divided into 

three gr oups ; the first whi ch r ela t ed t o t he inte rnal working of t he Uni ted 

Nat ions, it would not. be proper f or t he s pecializ ed a gencies to comment upon; 

the s econci c:r <:ll.tp 1 t hat dealing with ques t i ons? both gene r al and par ticula r ) o f 

great com}'J.exity and of a controversial nature, the s pecialized agencies would 

only ccrmtHmt on in a limited manner; the t hird included propoea ls that formed 

a fit sub j ect f or t he co~ments of the specialized agencies and which would 

appear t o be mos t useful . 

Gener ally speaking , -:he s pe,.ialized agencies had welcomed t he evidence of 

a des i r e on t he part of thE1 Committee that the Administrative CoJ!Iil1ittee on Co­

ordination (ACC) should a ssume greater responsibility end initiative L~ co-

(>r di nat i on matters. The s pecia lized agencies were l oyal 5uppor·ters of the .kCC 

and \<f()U l cl do t he j r bes t t o ensure that ACC continued t o merit that confidence. 

The ACC a cted as ~-' link betwee?J. decis i ons r egarding ;-olicy 2.nd programmes taken 

by the comt.Jetent or gems of t he United Nc.tions and specialised agenda~; and the 

actual U'.rryi ng out of t hc<1e policies and progrdJ!lllles by the organisations con-
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cerned, and thus stood at a point where initi::~.tive in co-ordin.ry.tior• mattE:1·s wn::~ 

most valuable , 

The specialized agencies welcomed the Canadian del~gation's apprcach 

expressed in section 10 of document E/Ji.C . 24/L . 9/Add .l, but thought that s()ffie 

slight changes in drafting might perhaps be requi r ed t o ensure that it did not 

produce any avoidable delays in the work of the agencies , ThB suggestions in 

the Canadian draft N solution were closely r el ated t o those of t h'2 United Kingdom 

and the United Stat es of America set out in sections 1 ar.d 2 of docume~t E/AC . 24/ 

La91 and should be consider ed t ogether with them, I n particular] the suggestion 

of the United States delegation in section 2 was relevant, and in considering the 

drafting of the Canadian proposal the ideas contained i n those t wo proposals 

might be given some weight . 

The specialized agen0ies would welcome some general statanent of criteria to 

be used in dec i ding priorities , but it should be not ed that the undertaking cf 

projects usually depended on whether they could be financed out of funds :wail­

able, either by placing a new project ahead of an existinb one, or by setting 

aside or winding up certain outst~ding projects , On that question of pr i ori­

ties and criteria) the specialized agencies felt sure that the ACC would welcome 

the opportunity of thorouGhlY investigating what could and what could not be done 

along t hose lines , having r egard to the het er ogeneous char acter of the existing 

r elationships, and the methods of hundling priorit ies in the various organizations 

concernedo No doubt the ACC could indicate lines along which such a co- ordinated 

approach might be expected to evolve, That was a continuing task, and a general 

policy cov-ering all contingencies could not be laid down . 

He did not think that t he specialized agencies shoul d make any comments on 

the suggeBtions made in sections 6 and B of do cument E/AC 9 24/L ,9. They welcomed, 

however: the suggestion made i n section 7. The French delegation's suggestion 

in 3ection 9 was compr ehensive) but perhaps r athe r l aconic, and it might be 

possible f or the Committee t o keep the var ious items listed by the Fr ench dele­

gation in mind when it drafted a gene1al resolution or gave other r elated dr aft 

resolutions their final f ormo 
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He concluded by saying that the r epresentatives of the specialized agencies 

were wil ling to answer any specific questions put t o them, 

The CHJ.:IR.MAN suggest ed that a small working gr oup be set up t o prepare 

a final j oint t ext eobodying the suggestions of delegations on documen·~ s E/1682 

and E/ 1683 1 and to nubmit it at the next meeting. 

He a~keu the Brazilian representative what action h~ wished t o take r egard­

ing his suggestions on priorities. 

Mr. MURTINHO (Br azil) pointed out that hio delegation had originally 

submitted those 3Uggesti ons with the object of promoting a general discussion 

on t hemo Hm1ever; that object seemed t o have been fulfilled , since he had been 

abl e to di8cuss per sonally with the various members of the Committee the advan­

tage~ and disadvantages of the various suggestions, Consequently, he did not 

think that a general discussion would now be of' any inter est. 

If the Committee mentioned the Brazilian suggestion~ in its report and drew 

the attention of t he Administ rative Committee on Co-ordination to them, his 

delegation would be entirely satisfied , 

In r epl y t o a question by the CHAIRMAN, he explained that his del egation did 

!1':'t ~·ri~h ~c r=-~oo its s~gt;estions at present . They might be mentioned in t he 

report, and the m~tter thus brought t o the attention of the Administrative 

Conunitt ee on Co--ordinat ion _, which could then give its opinion on the subject, 

The suggestions wo-ul d thus have a chance t o ripen_, and might perhaps lead t o a 

f or.mal proposal lat er. 

Mro DERN.:iTEm (Chile) saw no objection t o the Committee stating in its 

r epor t that it t ook not e of the Brazilian r epr esentative t s suggestions wi t.h 

inter est, without commenting on them, 

Mr~ MURTINHO (Brazil), replying to the CHAIRMAN, said that he agreed 

to his suggestior.o being incorporated in an annex t o the report. 

Mrv LEDW.ARD (United Kingdom) pointed out that the practice in the past 

had bee.-, to r ei er such expressions of views to the ACC for in.formatio;.1 , but not 

for ccmnent • I f it were decided to incorporate the Brasilian repreeer.t-~t.i ve 1 s 
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suggest~on9 in the report, he hoped that no r eply would be r equired from the 

ACC. 

He thought that any decisi on r eached on the queetion would apply also to 

governments • comments on the draft r esol uti on concerning the Catalogue of 

Economic and Social Projects. 

Mr. ROSEMAN (United States of America) consider ed that the Br azi lian 

repr esentative's suggestions wer e full of interest, but that they required 

maturer consideration by delegati ons. They might be sent t o the ACC f or 

information, but 'he thought it would perhaps be even more desirable t o leave 

them over until a later session of the Council, so tha~ governments could con­

sider them. If i t were decided, however, t o incorporate them in an annex to 

the repqrt, it should be indicated that no action was r equired by the ACC. 

In reply to the CHAIRMAN; he said that, if the Brazilian suggestions were 

incorporated in an annex, there should be ~o need t o send them t o governments, 

for the report would be widely circulated. 

Mr. TSAO (China) said that the Brazilian repres~ntative was fully 

entitled to request that his ·BU6Sestibns be embodied in the Committee's re port. 

The Committee itse.lf would decide whether they should also be sent separately 

to governments , and whether the ACC should be asked to comment on them. 

He f ormally r equested t hat the etatement he had himself made at the previous 

day's meeting regarding the report to the ACC be i ncluded either i n the Commit­

tee r :s r eport or in ari annex to ·it. 

The CHAIRMAN said that that would be a matter f or the Committee t o 

decide, 

Mr. H~TEAD (Canada) had understood that th~ Brazilian representative's 

suggestions were very· inior.mal, As they might prove embarrassing if circulated 

in their pre~ent f or.m, the Brazilian Government might pe rhaps consider modifying 

the text before circulation, He asked, therefor e, whethe.r it would l" Ot be 

'preferable ! or the Brazi lian Government t o formulate th~ more fully and to 

eirculat e th~ before the next or a later session of the Council, in order that 
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governments .might ""be-given an 9pportunity··o.f .oomm.enting on them. 
•. . 

Mr. MURT!NHO (Br azil ) thanked the Committee for the attention it had 

given t o the Brazilian suggestions , In point .of fact, he found himself in agree­

ment with the vari ous ~ugGeetions put forward by the repre~entative s who had just 

spoken. 

He thanked the Chilean r epr esentative for suggesting that the Committee's 

r eport should contain a summary of the Brazilian ideas, putting them f orward as 

a suggestion. That exactly met the wisbes of his delegation, which desired t o 

learn the opinion of governments on than. 

Moreover, he agreed with the United Kingdom representative that it would be 

unreasonable to ask the Admini~trative COmmittee on Co-ordination t o reply to the 

questions formulated in the Brazilian sugge-stions. It should ·be l eft full free­

dom in the matter, and,not be obliged t o comment on the suggestions, 

The United States repr esentative 's proposal that the question be def~rred t o 

a later session ecemed t o be the be·al;,; it would give representa~ives time f or 

study and enable them to shape their attitude if the Bra~ilian delegation decided 

l ater t o submit its suggestions as a formal proposal. 

He ~lso ~grl?ed with t he Canadian representative. The Brazilia."l :ruggesti on, 

which had been very hastily draft ed , should not indeed be circulated in its 

present fonn . 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that a paragraph should simply be inserted in 

the Committee's report to the effect that the Committee noted the Brazilian 

r epr esentative's suggestions with interest, and recorded them for the information 

of the ACG • 
. ...._ 

It was so agreed, 

Mr. PERIER (France) point~d out that section 5 of document E/AC.24/L.9 
related t o sub- paragraph (vii) of the summary of French proposals appearing in 

section 9 of the same document . In that connection, he wished t o thank the 

repr esentative who had SF0¥P~ on behalf of the specialized agencies f or mention­

ing section 91 and t o explain that the reason why h6 had presented those proposals 
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so briefly had been t o meet t he wish expr ess L.c. 'oy th,, Chai nn:m . Hor eover , 

the pr oposals cont ained in th:;.t r esume were not comrlcte J si nce h~ hi•.d not 

wished to press cert ain points whi cn h~d alr~ady been part icularly str~sscd 

by other delegations and with which he was in full agreement , Consequent l y , 

he had pref erre:d t o emphasize cert!!in i: ·Oints which had not been raised by other 

r epr esent atives. He f ully agr eed tha~ those points given in the summary which 

had been t he subject of more detailed proposals should be i ncor porated in those 

proposals . His delegat i on mer ely asked t hat the point~ which had not been 

dealt with in fuller proposals should be r et ained , 

Accordi ngly, he si ngl ed out section 5, which dealt with a question reg~rd-

i ng which no pr oposal had been made. His suggestion w~s that the s pecial ized 

agencies be requested to emulate t he Uni t ed Nations Educational , Scientifio 

and Cultural Organizat ion but i t had been pointed out to him that such methods 

might not be suitabl e for all tha specialized agencies c He qui t e understood 

that point of view 1 and was pr epared to m;o_v~ :1.io proposal r ather less specifio, 

perhaps by inserting the wor ds "as far as possible" after t he words "to emul at e 

such methods" i n the first line of t he thi rd paragraph . 

The CHAIRMAN, speaki ng as the repr esentative of Mexico, said t hat he 

appr oved of the Fr ench r epresent ative's susgest i on but would pr ef er, as a 

slight modi f ication, t hat the last paragraph re~d : 

"Recomme;nds the other s pecialized agencies to emulate such methods as 

fa r as possibl e •••••• u 

Mr. ROSEJ.1AN (United St ates of Ame r i ca)) while appreciating the aim 

of t he French representative 's s uggestion, thought it desirable that the 

Commit t ee def er considerat ion of i t until i t had discussed UNESCO ' s annual 

r epor t . His delegation had various comment s t o make on t hat r eport , and, in 

f act, 'doubted whether UNESCO' s co-ordinati on with inter-eovernmental and ot her 

or ganizat ions was an unqualified success . 

Mro PERIER (France) sai d that , i n order t o meet the obj ect i on r ai sed 

by the United States repr~~cnt~tive , he would ncr ee that UN!SCO should not be 

s pecifically mentioned i n the French suggesti on, He was ulso prepared to 
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a ccept the suggest i on th<Lt th 1:1 ~is ... uG::;::..v:-. ::!" • ..:.ul.:! be dr:; ferred till the Committee 

haa examined UNEScors r eport . 

The CHAIRHAN; spenkin~ as the repr esentative of Hexico, saw no r eason· 

why a S }~cific r eference should not be made t o a s peci alized agency if it did 

particularly good work in any fi el d . He supported, however, the Uni ted States 

representat i ve 1 s :prc·rcs~ t hat discussio:1 be def errE;d until the r t!port of UNESCO 

had been dealt wit h .· 

It was agr eed t o d~fer discussion 'of the French r epr esentative 's sut~e~tion 

t ill the annual R_f:J..R?r::!-_..2.!: UN~CO (E/1§.38) had been discussed , 

Mr. LEONARD (United Kin6c.lom) J speaking t o his dele6ation 1s sug6est ion 

in section 6 of document E/IIC ~ 24/L., 91 said t hat a jGint draft r <:solution (E/L .• 72) 

containine a simil a r proposal had been submitted to the Council by the delegati ons 

of Canada, Chile, France ~nd th~ United States of America under item 4 of the 

agenda , The main differences between his delegation's suggestion and t hat draft 

resol uti on were that in the l atter refer ence was m.3.de to the 'work of the r egi onal 

economic commissions in ~rticular, and that t he ad hoc committee was t o submit 

its report t o the thirteenth session of the Council instead of to the twelfth. 

It seemed t o him that the two proposals overlapped, and he thought t hat the Chair­

man should discuss with the Pr esident of the Council the question of \fflcther the 

proposals should be t~! ..... r. to~:>uther and, if so, 'Nher e. 

In r epl y to the CH/~IR}1AN , he said that whi l e. the joint draft r esol ution t o 

some extent went beyond his delegationrs sugeestions , it was clear from the sub­

stantive r ecommendation that i t covered the oper ations of the Council .?.nc . its 

subsidi ary or gMs , and therefore t o that extent did include those SU/.U:es·:.ions. 

He did not think t hat a discussion of the suggestions should be embarked on until 

it was known defini't. .. ,- e~ .y what was entailed in the joint dr aft resolutio,l , 

.......... 
l'-1ro PERIER (France) agreed with the Unitec~ Kingdom r epr esentat ive : 

cer tafn' questions of f~_ rm ~nd procedur e might be connect ed with questio1 s of 

subst<U}~;. in that C.:ls e caution shoul d be exer cised., If a question o:.· substance 

were t o be discussed in conn~ction with another point, it woul c.l be pref erable to 

defer the discussion o~ the question of f orm, 
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Mr. FRIIS (Denmark) thought that the joint draft resolution was not 

concerned with methods of working, but rather with a _general excmination of the 

structure of the Council £mt.: its Commissions, and that it therefore dealt with a 

different field from that covered by the United Kincdom delegAtion's sugJestions. 

je considered, however, that, since the United Kingdom repr esentative had raised 

the point, it was incumbent on the latter either t o seek def erment of discussion 

of his suggestions until the j oint draft resolution had been dealt with; t o request 

indefinite deferment, or to withdraw his suggestions. 

Mr. ROSEMAN (Uni~ed States of America) considered that the .. ~int draft 

resolution in document E/L.?2 covered a field beyond the compet ence of the co­

ordination Committee, that a decision in plenary would probably be more signifi­

cant, and that it was f or the United K:.ngdom r epr esentative to 9-ecide in the 

circumstances whether his suggestions ehould b~ discussed there too . 

The CHJ-\!Rt-1AN thought that, as the United Kingdom suggestions dealt 

with questions of pr ocedure, they should be discussed br the Co-ordination 

Conunittee . 

Mr. LEDW!JID (United Kingdom) said that the intent i on of his sugeestions 

was t o eliminnte duplication of debate <.>..nd t v co-or(~inate. the different subsidiary 

bo~ie s of the Council(leaving out of account, howev~r, the regional economic 

comrnissions),with a view to reducing the work and time devoted by the Secretariat 

t o servicing the Council an(l its Conuniesions. That involved the whole organiza-

t i-:n of the Council, He would prefer a singl e debate on the question, either in 

plenary or by the Co- ordination Committee, and suggested that the Chairman mi ght 

a~proach the President of the Council to discuss the matter. 

The CH~IRMJ~ believed that that suGgestion would have the approval of 

the Committee, anu himself suggested that it might be left to any delegation that 

thought fit t o introduce the United Kingdom suggestions as an amendment t o the 

joint draft resolution containe~ in document E/L.72 when i t came up for discussion 

in plen.:1 rv. 

r•1r , HALSTEAD (Canada) agreed that the United Kingdom suegestions and 

the jcint drdt r esolution were not entirely similar, and thought that if the 
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Commit tee was in agr eement with the general purpose of the f ormer, they might be 

brought to t he att ention of the Council in plenary f or consideration when the 

broader draf t r esolution was discussed. 

After some further discussion, th~ CHhiRMAN proposed that the President of 

the Council be i nformed that the United Kingdom suggestions had been approved, 

and t hat the Committ ee wished them t o pe brought t o the attention of the Council 

i n plenary f or considerativn when the joint draft r esolution contained in docu­

ment E/1, 72 was dealt wi t h. 

It was so agr eed. 

Subject t o an editorial amendment t o the Fr ench t ext, t he CHAIRJ.1AN put the 

Chi l ean suggestion cont ained in section 7 of doc~1ent E/AC,24/L,9 t o the vot e, 

The suggestion was unanimously adopt ed . 

The CHAIRMAN then called f or comments on t he United Kingdom proposal 

in sect ion 8 of document E/AC.24/L.9. 

Mr, TSAO (China) observed that the United Kingdcm ~roposal was a useful 

one, but .. wonder ed wh.,.\.,her it was necessary t o indicat e both the dat e of approval 

by the Secret ariat ~d the dat e of issue in the documen~ in question. After 

.all, the date of appr oval concerned only the Secretariat, 

Mr. URQUHART (Secret ary t o the Committee) , explained that some printed 

documents t ook several weeks t o print, and that it was theref or e necessary t o 

indicat e some sort of date on the covering chit that a ccompanied them t o the 

printers~ 

Mr, LEDWARD (United Ki ngdom) said that the object of his del egation 1e 

proposal Has t o ensur e that governments had adequate t ime in which t o consider 

documents , It would satisfy his del egation i f the dat e of issue were shown as 

the operative dat e under the six weeksl rule, He was pr epared t o l eave t o the 

Secret a riat the question of the machi nery necessary t o ensure that that was done . 

Mr. TSAO (China) sugg~sted t hat if i t was considered desirable t o 

include the dat e of appr oval by the Secretariat, it woul~ be better pl aced at 

the end of the t ext, 
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Mr, MURTINHO (Brazil) emph~sizec t hat a distinction must be made between 

documents which were to be ~rinte~ anu those which wer e merely to be ~dmeographed , 

For t he f ormer, ther e might be a considerable lapse of time - s ~metimes t hree or 

f our months - between the ~ate on which the document was complet f;d , anc1 t he dat e 

of its publication . In that case, both dat es shoul d be given, since it was of 

i nter est t o del egations t o know when a document had been sent t o the printer. 

On the other hand , in the case of short mimeographed document~, the interval 

between the date of appr oval and the dat e of publication was short - t wo or three 

days at the most ; thus it was unneeessa~y, in such cases, t o indicate the t wo 

dates, which woul d be an enti r ely superf l uous complication. 

The CHAIR}Uill considered that it was going beyond the compet ence of the 

Committee t o make suggesti<ms with r egard t o all United Nations documents . 

Mr. FRIIS (Denmark) st rongly supported the United Kingdom proposal, and 

endorsed the Chairman r s view wi th r egard to the Cormni ttee t s com}-·et ence . It might 

also be desirable to ascerta.in from the Secr etariat wht~ther any t echnical diffi­

culties wer e ~nvolved , 

Baron de KERCHOVE diEXAERDE (Bel gium) asked what was meant by the dat e 

of publioation in the case of a French translation of an English document. Was 

it the date of publication of the or iginal do cument or that of the translat ion? 

Mr. LEDWARD (United Kingdom) believed that the Bel Gi an r epr esentative' s 

difficulty had· arisen out of the mis-translation of the English phrase 11dat e of 

issue" which might mor e suitably be r ende red by "date de circulation" . 

The CH~IRMAN believed that the point made by the Belgian r epr esentative 

would be cover ed by the f act that the date of translat ion would also be indicated. 

Mr. CU}ffiS (Australia) finnly supported the general principle of the 

proposal, and wondered whether it would not he suffichnt t o bedn t-he F-a:ra~raph · 

11That all economic and social doctunents carry a clear indication of the dat e of 

issue from the Secr et a r iat, t his dat e to be, etc. " 
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Ur. URQUHART (Secr et ary t o the C::omnittee) stat ed that tha Secretariat 

wouJ_d encounter no serious t echnical difficulties in g{ving effect t o t he 

Un:.ted Kingdom pr oposal, and suggested that t he following t ext might meet all 

the points that had been raised; 

"That all documents of the Council and its Commissions carry a date of 

issue f r om the Secretariat as the operat ive date under Rules 9 and 10 of the 

Council 1 s rules of procedur e and under the cor responding rules of the regional 

and functional commissions. In the case of l ong, printed documents where the 

process of printing t akes an appr eci able time, both the date of completion of 

t he document and the date of issue will be given". 

The text suggest ed by the represent a.tive of the Secret ariat wae adopted , 

The CH;.IRMAN suggest ed that the representatives of Australia , Brazil, 

Canada, France , India; Pakistan, the United Kingdom and the United States of 

America should fonn a working group, and meet immediately after the close of the 

meeting to endeavour t o combine and harmonise their proposals contained :tn 

document c E/AC o24/~ .81 E/AC . 24/Lo9, E/AC .24/Lo9/Acdol and E/AC.24/Lo9/Addo2 

r el ating t o paraerapl.s 20-24 of document E/168J, 




