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UNITED NATIONS NATIONS UNIES

19 May 1960

To:

From:

The Secretary-General

Ralph J. Bunche f-
Visi. t by members of French Mis sion Concerning Appointment
of a French national as a Scientific Secretary for the
Radiation Committee

M. Pierre l1illet, the Deputy Permanent Representative of France,
came at 3: 00 p.m. on 18 May to keep the appointment he had requested,
and was accompanied by M. Louis Dauge, Counsellor of the Embassy and
Adviser on Trusteeship Council Affairs.

M. Millet, stating that he regretted having to bring up an
item of business on his first vis it, said that he wished to discuss
the French nominee for scientific secretary for the Radiation Committee,
Dr. Perrissin. He said that the French Government wished very much
to have this appointment despite Dr. Appleyardls feeling that he was
not qualified, that they considered him well qualified and that he
felt it was especially important to make the appointment as a factor
in good relations with Paris, sime there was a strong feeling there
alreaC\y that Franc e was not being properly treated with regard to
representation on the Secretariat serving the Radiation Committee.

At this point, I remonstrated, stating that there was no
basis at all for any such feeling in Paris, since one of the first
scientific secretary a'~pointments had been a French national and
pointing out that no state, ot:.her than the Soviet Union which has
had two, has had more than one such appointIIBnt, while five states
represented on the Committee of which one is India, had had none
at all. I stressed also, that there was no question about Dr.
Perrissin I s ability and quality as a medical doctor, but that
Dr. Appleyard had made it clear from the beginning, a specialist
on somatic effects was needed in this post and that no infonnation
that he had yet received gave any indication that Dr. Perrissin
was qualified in this respect. I stated also that since Dr.
Appleyard was the scientist responsible for getting the work
done in the Secretariat, we were inclined to follow his judgement
with regard to appointments of this kind. Dr. Appleyard, I
observed had, in fact, approached the French for a man qualified
to fill this post and it was still open for a French national
with the proper qualifications. M. Dauge, at several points,
referred to "Dr. Bugnardls letter of endorsement ll • I pointed



-2-

out tmt Dr. Bugnard's letter was, in fact, only a general endorsement
and said nothing at all about the qualifications of the nominee for
the specialised work required. Indeed, Dr. Bugnard went on to explain
why it was tffit too French had put forth only one name, since other
other French qualified men were not willing to break offtheir current
work for a year.

I made it clear that we do not feel obligated to make an
appointment of a particular individual, especially when only one
name is submitted and when there is no clear evidence that the
individual is qualified for the post in question.

M. Vallet stated further that there ought to be a French
person, or at least a French speaking person, on that staff, and
I replied that there usually had been a French speaking person
and that I was unaware that any difficulty had been encountered
on this score.

H. Millet again and again repeated that Paris felt strongly
about this question and complained about not having proper representation.
In each instance, I assured him that there was no basis whatsoever
for any complaint from Paris on this count.

wllen I pointed out that this was a research post requ1rUlg
an experienced research man, and that no information had been given
us on any publication of the research done by the French candidate,
it was said that since he is employed by the French Atomic Commission
all of the work he does is classified and thus they had been unable
to submit any samples of his research work.

The lIB. tter was left with it having been made clear to them
that unless they could present new information attesting to the
qualifications of Dr. Perrissin for the special work required, or
present a new and well-qualified candidate, no further action
could be anticipated from our side.

I have asked Dr. Appleyard to prepare a summary review of
his previous talks with M. Dauge on this same question, and this
is attached.



Appointment of French Scientists to Positions as Scientifio

Seoretaries in Radiation Group

1. The second SCientific Secretary to arrive, when the group was formed,

was Dr. Jammet. The French Government were unable to spare him for more

than about six months, and he consequently served from June to November 1956

rather than the usual one-year fixed-term of these appointments.

2. Since that time there has been a fairly continuous flow of conversations

and correspondence informing the French represantative on SCEAR of our needs,

and considering names put forward by them.

(a) In December 1957 a candidate was put forward in radiobiology, but

another individual, more suitable both technically and geographically, was

available. Informal attempts to seek a candidate in the areas of physios

or physical chemistr.1 were not successful.

(b) In may 1959, it became evident that the French scientific

representation felt that a post Should be reserved in the group for a French

scientist, and they were informed that this was not possible: candidates

had to be selected on a basis of technical competence and the overall

geographical pattern. At this time two names were put forward. It appeared

at first sight that one of them might be suitable as second choice for an

impending vacancy, and an exchange of cables and letters seeking more
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information followed. However, the first choice candidate, from another

country, accepted the post. Throughout this period, and subsequently,

Professor Bugnard, the French representative on the Radiation Committee, has

consistently maintained in conversation that there is need to have a French

speaking scientist in this staff group most or all of the time. This

argument has, inevitably, been associated with a critical attitude towards

the French translations of Committee papers originating in other languages,

a problem also discussed separately by Professor Bugnard with Mr. Peissel.

(c) By JalUlary 1960 it had become very clear that the French

representatives were decidedly keen to obtain one of the posts, but their

candidates were limited to one of those considered in 1959, a Dr. Perrissin.

In a conversation with members of the Mission and the scientific

delegation, it was pointed out that little information had been given about

Dr. Perrissin, and whether he was technically suitable remained very doubtful;

but no further information could be obtained. At the end of March, it was

pointed out to JIr. Dauge of the French Kission in conversation that

Dr. Perrissin's file gave no indication that he was a research specialist

in the field. All the five scientific fields in which specialists were

needed were again full,. described to Mr. Dauge so that he could seek further

candidates, and he was reminded of the increasingly short time available for

recruitment of the next group of scientists. Within the last few days,

after final review of Dr. Perrissin' s application form, his candidacy was

rejected on the grounds that he was not, as far as we could tell, a research

specialist in the field.
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Letters received very shortly after that added no new information on the

basis of which any change in this decision could be reached, but explained that

the French scientific representatives had been unable to secure any other

candidate.

The French Mission was informed of this. Mr. Dauge stated that he

Uflderstood the technical problem, but that the Mission felt they must pursue

the matter further on more general grounds, in discussion with Dr. Bunche.

In the meantime, it was agreed tha.t the Mission would be informed before any

change in the situation was made, and that a decision about the post for which

Dr. Perrissin's name had been put forward would be delayed as long as possible.

Mr. Daub~ ~'eed to try to obtain some of Dr. Perrissints internal technical

reports as an index of his work: Dr. Perrissin has published no papers in

the relevant scientific literature.
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430 PARK AVENUE

15TH FLOOR

NEW YORK 22. N. Y.
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BRAZILIAN DELEGATION TO THE UNITED NATIONS

PLAZA 9-6620

CABLE ADDRESS: DELBRASONU

August 2), 1955. I

Dear Mr. Ha..rnmarskjold,

I have the honour to acknowledge receipt
of your letter of August 18, 1955, regarding the proposal
to reconstitute and maintain, on an Ad-Hoc basis, the
Advisory Committee established in order to prepare the
Conference on the Peaceful uses of Atomic Energy.

I fully understand your reasons for keep
ing the Advisory Conwittee, preserving, if possible, its
present composition, and I am convinced that it will
serve a most useful purpose.

Yours cordially,

His Excellency
Mr. Dag Hannnarskjold,
Secretary-General of the United Nations.
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NEW YORK 21, N.Y.

fSSION OF INDIA
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Dear l'1r Hammars~~jold,

August 25, 1955

~
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I am most grateful to you for having written to me,

in your letter of August 18, to tell me in advance of the

proposal you intend to ma~e regarding the continuance on

an ad hoc basis of the Advisory Conunittee which was

established to assist in the preparation of the recent

Conference on the Peaceful Uses of Atomic Energy.

You have very kindly aSked me whether I have any

\
observations on the questions raised in your letter. My

only conunent is that I find myself in general agreement

with the terms of your communication.

Yours sincerely,

(Ar~.tl~
Permanent Representative.

Mr Dag Hammars~,jold,

Secretary-General,
United Nations,
New York City.


