
JN ITED NATIONS 

ECONOMIC 
AND 

GUlERAL 

E/AC . 24/SR. 74 
28 Septenber 1951 

ENGLI SH 

- .-.. -

SOCIAL COUNCIL ORIGINAL: ENGLI SH & r'RENCH 

COI~TU!TS: 

Dual Distribution 

Thirteenth Session 

CO-ORDIN,~TION OOHM.ITTEE 

&JKiARY REOOHD OF THE SEVENTY- FOURTH MEETING 

held at t ha Pal~is des N~tions 1 Geneva, 
on Friday, 3 August 1951, ~t 3 p.m. 

Intcr-gova~ental org~niz~tions 

(it1:2:1 49 of the Council AgvndA) (continued) : 

( n) Rel ations o! int or-goverrunent al org.·miznt ions 
with t he United N~tions nnd th~ specialized 
agunci~s (E/1999, E/1999/Corr.l, E/2022, 
E/AC.24/L.23) (continued ) 

·-



E/AC , 24/SR. 74 
page 2 

Pr esent: 

Chainnen: Mr. KOTSCHNIG 

Nemb6r s : 

Belgium 

Canada 

Chile 

China 

Czechosl ovaki-'3. 

Fr~ce 

India 

Mexico 

P.:lkist an 

Pol and 

Sweden 

Union of Soviet Soci~ist 
P P n>1h1 ~ ('C: ... ... l" ____ .., .... 

United Kingdan of Great Britnin 
8nd Nor thern Irelnnd 

Uni t ed Statos of ~erica 

Uruguey 

Representnti ves of spcciN.ized agenci es: 

International Labour 
Or ganisation 

Food Md Agriculture 
Orgnnization 

United Nations Educati onal, 
Scientific end Cultur8l 
Organization 

World Health Organization 

Int~rnation~ Refugee 
Organi.zF\tion 

Secr <:tnriat : 

Beron de .KERCHOVE d ' EXAElWE 

Mr. ROGERS 

Hrs .. FIGUEROA 

Mr.YU 

Hr. TAUBER 

Hr. HESSEL 

Nr. DESAI 
, 

t!r . C.U.DERON PUIG 

Mr. At war HUSSAm 

Hr. BI RECKI 

Hr. CMU30NNIER 

t.fr. KOI3USCHKO 

Hr e ANDERSON 

~fr. BLAISDELL 

Mr. vlU.illROS 

Mr. cox 

Mr. McOO UG.~LL 

Mr, TERENZIO 

Dr. FORREST 

Miss B.lVERSTOCK 

Hr . Hnrtin Hill Dir ect or of Co--ordination for Specialized 
Agenci es ~d Economic and Social Matters 

Secr~tar.y t o the C~ttee 



E/AC.24/SR. 74 
pnge J 

INTER-GOVEHNdENTAL ORGANIZi"\TIONS (itw 49 of the Council ·agende.) (continued) r 

(e.) RE1i1.T!ONS OF INTER-GOVE?.NMENTrtL ORGAN!Z,J.TIONS HITH THE UNITED N,,TIONS ,'.ND THZ 
SPECLU.IZED AGENCIES ( E/1999, E/1.999/Corr.l, E/20221 Ej.,W.24/L.23) (continued) 

Polish draft resolution (E/AC.24/L.23) (continued) 

The CHhiD!.KN invited the Committee to continue its considera.tion of t he 

Polish draft r esolution (E/AC.24/L.23). 

Mr. T11.UBER (Czechoslov:J.kia) said t ho.t t he Czcchoslov.:U< delcge.tion 

wholeh~artedly supported the Polish draft r esolution. . The situation h~d not 

chang~d s:tnce the General Assembly hc.d in 1946 adopted r esolution 39 (I) r egarding 

Frc.nco Spein. The subsequent a.dmission of Sp:Un to So::)Vera.l inter-gov~rrune nt:-!1 

organizations was the direct outcome of Unitud States policy, c.n outcome that was 

incompatible both with the Charter of the United Nations rnd with the decisions 

of the Gen~:::rnl .lssanbly. 

The Czechoslovak delegc.tion urged nll members of the ComMitt~e to re~~in 

f aithful to the purposes Pnd principle s of the Chc.rter by supporting th~ Polish 

draft resolution. 

}.fr. YU (Chinn) sni.d that the Chinese delegation was unn.ble to support the 

Polish draft resolution. On 4 Novanber, 1950, the General i,ss~1bly, by 0dopting 

resolution 386 (V), had decided to revoke resolution 39 (I) debarring Spdn from 

establishing relations with the United Nations. It would be improper, in view 

of that decision, to ndopt the Polish proposal. 

Furthennore, the Co-ordination Cornnittee W-" S d..:r~ling with t echnicnl orgMiza­

tions, in which th€ membership of Spain was of no politic~! significance. 

Por those reasons, his delE:g.J.tion would vote .'\g.:.inst t he Polish drr>.ft 

resolution. 

Mr. ,lU,U>ROS (Uruguay) ~J..intnincd thnt the Spnnish i ssue could be discussed 

only in the G€n0ral Assembly itself. His country's position in the matter w::~.s 

perfectly cle;:~.r, C~nd hnd not ch~ged since 1946. The . Polish drnft resolution, 

howvor, raised the issue fron e. special anglo, · nnd the Urugu"'YM delog,..tion would 
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be obliged to abstain !rom voting sii.'lce it wished neither to lay itselt open to R 

charge ot ineonsiatenor nor. to create a precedent. 

Hr. KOBUSCHKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) considered tha t t he 

Polish dra!t resolution• V\ich had been strongly supported by his own and the 

Czechoslovak delegations, was a reasonable proposal based on the spirit of the 

Charter Md of Oefteral AssEmbly resolution 39 (I). It simply rocor;nended the 

exciusion from the list of inter-governmental organizations in the ~conamic and 

socicl. field all the organizations of which Franco Sp;."lin was a menber, until those 

organizations had expelled that country from their membership. World p.1blic 

opinion, and the United Nations itself, had condemned Franco and, so long as he 

remRined in power, Spain should not be recognized by the United Nations. To 

include in the list of inter-governmental organizations those of which Spain wa s a. 

member constituted open and flagrant r ecognition of Fascist Spain. When a 

different political system had replaced the one now existing there, co-operation 

could be encouraged between the organizations concerned and the United Nations. 

The giat of the statement made a t the previous meeting by the United States 

.repreeentati w was simply that the United 3tatcs Government had followed the lead 

of the United Nations in abandoning i ts origina;L attitude to Frnneo Spnin, not 

b_~cause there had been any fundamental change in the regime in that country, but 

simply because the United States delegation to the General Assembly hnd ehenged its 

mind. The arg\lllonts advanced to justify that change had been ext.ranely weak. 

The Soviet Union delegation would vote f or the Polish dra!t r esolution. 

Mr. CARBONNIER (Sweden) emphasized that the task ot the Co-ordination 

· CaDmittee was siJ:lply to draw up a list o! those technical intcr-govemmentel 

-organizations thAt existed in the social, economic nnd other t1elds. The idea 

) :ras simply to record their exiatEI\ce, and the list was· vor,y vnl.u<~.blc. It, 

_li~ver, all those organizations ot which Spoin we a menber were excluded, the 

list would loee its value. The Swedish delegation could not support the Polish . . 

dratt resolution. 

Mrs. FIGUEROA (Chile) considered that the Spanish issue should not be 
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deal t wit h b,y t he Co- ordination Committee, wh i ch wns simply c~lled upon t~ nppr ove 

~ list of inter-governmental or ganizations of a t echnical non- politicAl nat ur e. 

Moreover , if t he me.tter wer e i ndeed one f or discussi on in the Council , it woul d 

hove been pr ef er obl e f or it to have been t aken up while General Assembly resolution 

39 (I) had still been in f orce , In view of the adoption of General Ass001bly 

r esol ution 386 (V), the Polish draft r esolution was even l ess i n order; the 

Chilean del egation could not t her efore support it. 

Mr. BIRECKI (Poland) stid that he would not revert t o the fW1damental 

issue, since his Government 's position with r egard t o Franco Spain was wel l known. 

However, the Polish del egat i on was surpri sed t o find that sane del egations, though 

in sympathy with t he subst ance of t he Poli sh draft r esol ution, consi der ed that 

they could not support ito Only a short tim~ since, the Spanish people had 

demonstrat ed its opposition to the Franco Governuent 1 and it wn.s desirable th11t 

the Committee should adopt a sinilar attitude . 

The Polish draft r esol uti on (E/AC.24/L. 23) was r ej ected b¥ 9 vot es t o J, 

with 2 abs t entions. 

Mr. TRUBER (Czechosl ovak i a) , r ecalling the stat ement he had made at the 

sevent y-second meeting , said that t he Czechosl ovak delegation would not submit a 

f ormal propos~ on the subject of t he so-called Bonn Gov8rnment. Czechoslovakia 

would, howuvcr, cons i der i llegal any action t aken by an inter-governmental organi­

zation; o£ which t he so-called Bonn Govcr~ent was a member. 

Report by t he Secret ar,y-General 

The CH,li RMJUJ dr ew the nttention of the Committee t o t he r eport by the 

Secretary-General on Rel ations with Inter-Governmental Or ganizations (E/2022) . 

It should be noted that i n t he case of t he Inter-:\merice.n Indian Insti tute and 

the Inter-~erican Radi o Office negoti ations wer e still in progr ess . It was 

t or the Co- or dination CommittoG t o deci de ~ether any act i on was required. 

Mr, BLrli SDELL (Unit~~ St at es of Amer i ca ) was glad t o note that th~ 
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Secret ary-Geler al h2.d been in consult ation with the Or ganizat i on of 1\r.lerie~n St<>.t es 
• 

on the lines recocmended b,y t he Council, and t hat good progress ha d been made . 

He would su\nit no f oroal r esol uti on in t he netter I but would pr opose t hat the 

summary r~cord of the w~cting should anbvdy Rn i nvitation to the Secretnry-Generl)l 

to continue his work ~rith a view t o bringing the negoti~tions to an ear ly conclusion. 

The CHrtlRM.\H expressed t hL: hope that t h(:; Secrut :.Lry-Gent:r al would pursue 

his consultations with t he Or ganizntion of .ll!lc ricDn States, :md 1 in so far .:~s might 

still be nece s sary 1 m.Jkv n .furt hur r l.!port to the Council. 

The United Stat e s pro j?Os;ll ,.,..~s :!dopt ed . 

Thu CH.uRMAN i nvit ed proposals concerning other int cr-go vt:rnment al 

or ganizati ons t hat rJ.iJht be i ncluded in the list. 

Mr. HESSEL (Fr ance) thoueht t hnt the Scc:rtt<'.ry- Gcnern.l shoul d be asked 

t o study th ~J quusti.:m of tho Council of Ellrope, and th~.: advisabili ty of its being 

included in the list . '.l'hc Council of Europe was quite definituly an intcr-govem-

mentol or ganizn.tion, nnd thv only qu ... stivn th1tt 1J.ight arise w.:1s whcthl:lr its 

acti vitie:s in the cconoalic :md soci:D. f iel ds were sufficiently import.:\l\17 t o justify 

its inclusion, The substanti ::U nunber of ~ac:.::.surcs r ucently adopt ed by the Council 

vt w·u~ ,U, i.iw s tt i itticis sugeest. C<l 1 however 1 th t.!.t th~ -':ulSWCr to that question 

wns in the affim.ative . ·-
The Frtmch dol o:_; .. tion wns not <1skin3 the C01:n.1ittoo t o m.:lkL: r:.:ny f oronl 

rccommundation on the matter, but only to r~qu~ st tho Secrvt : ry-Gener ul t o stuqy 

the possibility of including the Council of Europe in th0 list of intcr-governmentt~ 

org~izations. 

"l>fr. KOBUSCHKO (Union of Soviet Soci:.tlist ~u~blice) nsk..::d thats..,y deeision 

- ehould be deferred until thl.) f ollowinc; meetin6. Even if no ! om nl r~;~ svlution 

in~ting tht3 Secrt.:t.:J.ry-Genural to continue tho studies on which he W<ls ~ng:~ged was 

tnblod , there shoul d bB an oppor tunity f or r cf luction bvf or c further di scussi on 

in the Co- ordination CU~Jr.littec . There wns nu objection t o the f oro. of the French 

proposal , but t he S...>vi o..: t Union dol eg:.tion rcscrv~.;d t he right t o intt;rvene , if it 

should see fit, :1t .:!. subsc;quL:nt I:\vc tin0 • 
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The CiiniR!-iAN e;>e;Jl.dned that. ~he French r~p r~:scntative ha·l :-1ot (i~k..:d 

thc~ t : i (lcc ision should be taken, but s·i.mpl y that t he ;Jec n;t a ry- Gcn.:ro.: ., ' 

r -'4U<~ St <.:d to provide r.1ate:r i al on vihi c h a Jccision could be b:lsed. 

~pl·-! oppo r tunity fo r full discussion before t h.: inc l usion of arw oq:;:.:.r\::-..::. t iun in 

the list . 

to :.1ake , t h er u was no ne(;d to di scuss thE. m<.~ttcr c.t the p r...:: scnt sto.~:'). If , ~:ow_v,..., r_ 

~ tl r r..a1n del egations wished t o mJ.h~ st at (,f:l"n +, s on bi s delegation' s .-:.t':;~o... s U on, they 

<: ho, U.d bc. affo rded an opportunity of doing so . 

Lr. TAUBill (Czechosl ova kia ) thought t hat if th~ Secrda!"y--G .. mLr."'::. '":ls to 

be asked t o pr epare a report on the subject , the Conuni ttee must noces8<•;_· :_~ :; t 3.kt. a 

dec ision, and must .aqually, to a cert ai n degree , t a ke a position t o .. h:.'C~:- t he Fre nc h 

proposal . 

hr. D.E::)J\.I (India) poinhd out that th e French proposal w~;~.s m...:!' <Jl~ t hat 

t he Sccretary-C€n~::ral should b.., invited to continue his st.udy of :i.nt vr·-!}· . · . '""""nt ~tl 

organizat i ons for inclusion in t ho list . I t would b..: for hi 111 ~: .:> c-:.ci <i.:: < .i.;i'\ to 

rt:corrrnend f or i nclusion, and his r ecoumendations could bt:l di scussed <J.~ t.it ... n .xt 

. s ession. Th<.! r e was no n eed fo r an imm~diat~ decision by t he CoroMi.t.tec, 

~ir. 110Gllilli (Canada)· askod whuth(:r a ny action proposed i o corL'l<.:X.i.o n Hit! ·~ 

the Interna t ional Committee Tor ··Colorado B~~tlt~ Control should b..: a r:Ki.tto:Jr ;;_ -.· 

report at the prosent session,. or in 1952. - - . 

l·;r. SZE, o:>cc N:.tary t o th.t: C~:nrmittee , rcpli~d tha t the fur+J1er r.::port by 

the Secre t a ry-Gon t;!ral concq riu.ng the vstablishm~.:nt of a formal i nt :; r-gc V lJY' . ·,~C< r.tal. 

pl a nt prot~-:ction or ganization in Europe·, which was to s upc r !)cdc t'~'~ I nt.er:··;).tiono. l 

Committee , would be prepa re d in consu.J:ta tion with tho Food a nd t. :._- .i.sult ur-; Organiza-

. tion for an early s ession of the Counci-l i n 1952 •. 

The CHAIRJ.JAN statud _tbat , as th0r e were no furth~ r rvco.~mend:.:.ti?ns for 

the inclus i on of inttlr-governmental organizations i n t he lis t , t h..; tun~. r. · . .;s fo r 

the meeting was concluded . . The Secr <=taria t would dra ft a p r ...:liml:t'.:ry ·: :p~ r L on 

a ction taken by the Committe~:: . fo r approval at the next mCJ<.:tjng ., 




