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NOTE BY THE SECRETARIAT ON THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY'S RECOMMENDATION 
REGARDING THE RENAMING OF THE COMMISSION 

I n r e s o l u t i o n 2686 (XXV) the General Assembly of t h e United Nations 
recommended t h a t t h e Economic and Soc i a l Council cons ide r , i n consu l t a t i on 
•with t he Secre ta ry-Genera l and t a k i n g in to account t h e views of t h e r e g i o n a l 
economic commissions and those expressed on t h i s s u b j e c t a t t h e t w e n t y - f i f t h 
s e s s ion of the General Assembly, the renaming of t he commissions as fo l l ows : 
Economic and S o c i a l Commission f o r Europe; Economic and S o c i a l Commission 
f o r Asia and t he Far E a s t ; Economic and Soc ia l Commission f o r La t in America; 
and Economic and S o c i a l Commission f o r A f r i c a , 

In t h e preamble to t he r e s o l u t i o n the General Assembly took account 
of t h e fo l lowing : 

a ) The p rov i s ions of t h e Char te r r e l a t i n g t o economic and s o c i a l 
development, p a r t i c u l a r l y Chapters IX and X; 

b) The r e l e v a n t r e s o l u t i o n s of the Economic and S o c i a l Council on 
the terms of r e f e r e n c e and func t ions of the r e g i o n a l economic commissions; 

c) The s ta tements made i n the General Assembly, the Economic and 
S o c i a l Council and o t h e r United Nations bodies on the need f o r un i fo rmi ty 
i n nomenclature of t h e commissions i n keeping wi th t h e i r terms of r e f e r ence 
and f u n c t i o n s ; 

d) The importance of t he u n i f i e d o r i n t eg ra t ed socio-economic approach 
t o development which the r eg iona l economic conmissions have adopted and 
w i l l be c a l l e d upon t o put in to p r a c t i c e p a r t i c u l a r l y i n t h e context of 
the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Development S t r a t e g y f o r the Second United Nations 
Development Decade, 

During the d i scuss ions i n the General Assembly, t h e sponsors of t h e 
r e s o l u t i o n based t h e i r p o s i t i o n on the above cons ide ra t ions and noted t h a t 
both s o c i a l and economic f a c t o r s must be borne in mind i n development s ince 
s o c i a l development was t h e f i n a l o b j e c t i v e of economic development. They 
pointed out t h a t renaming t he r e g i o n a l economic commissions would simply 
be a r e f l e c t i o n of t h e t r u e na tu re of t h e i r a c t i v i t i e s i n t h e ecomomic 
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and s o c i a l f i e l d , and s t a t e d t h a t t h e i r cu r r en t name was an anachronism i n 
the p resen t day when a l l recognized t he bas i c importance of s o c i a l 
development. 

The r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s speaking aga ins t the r e s o l u t i o n observed t h a t t h e 
names of t h e reg iona l economic commissions were f a m i l i a r throughout the 
world and t h a t t h e on ly e f f e c t of changing them would be t o cause confus ion 
and problems t h a t would adverse ly a f f e c t t h e i r a c t i v i t i e s . I t was common 
knowledge t h a t t h e commissions d e a l t with both economic and s o c i a l m a t t e r s , 
and simply renaming them would have l i t t l e i f any subs t an t i ve e f f e c t s 
s ince economic development was inseparable from s o c i a l f a c t o r s . 

The Execut ive S e c r e t a r i e s of t h e r eg iona l economic commissions a t 
t h e i r meeting i n January 1971 agreed t h a t changing t h e t r a d i t i o n a l names 
of the commissions would not be a p o s i t i v e s t e p s ince they r ep re sen t ed 
a long h i s t o r y of achievement and ca r r i ed a p r e s t i g e t h a t had been b u i l t 
up over two decades of work and f r u i t f u l contac t wi th government 
a u t h o r i t i e s and academic, c u l t u r a l and in format ion c i r c l e s . Moreover, 
changing t h e i r names would not mean a change i n t h e s t r u c t u r e of the 
commissions or i n t h e i r r o l e w i th in the United Nations f a m i l y . I t was 
a l s o agreed t h a t , even i f t h e commissions changed t h e i r names, they would 
have to maintain the t r a d i t i o n a l acronyms as UNICEF had done when i t had 
changed i t s name t o the United Nations C h i l d r e n ' s Fund. 

The s e c r e t a r i a t no tes t h a t a t the t e n t h sess ion of t h e Economic 
Commission f o r A f r i c a , (Tunis, 8-13 February 1971) t h e m a j o r i t y of 
member Governments opposed renaming the Commission. 

I n the l i g h t of the above, the Commission may wish to d i s cus s t h i s 
proposal a t i t s f ou r t een th se s s ion so t h a t i t s views can be t r a n s m i t t e d 
t o the Economic and Soc ia l Counci l . 


