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The meeting was called to order at 9.55 p.m. 

AGENDA ITEJ1 70: UNITED NATIONS CONFEP.:C:HCE: ON SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY FOR 
DEVELOPl·iliNT (continued) 

Draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.l22 and Add.l 

1. I Ir. .AKAKPO (Togo), speaking in explanation of vote, said that at the preceding 
meeting his delegation had had to abstain on section III of draft resolution 
A/C.2/34/L.l22 and Add.l purely for linguistic reasons, since it could not take a 
dPcision Hi thout lmmring the contents of the document concerned. The text of the 
draft resolution should have been issued in all the worldng languages. 

2. Hr. ENOKI (Japan) said that his delegation had votep. in favour of section III 
and had joined in the consensus on the draft resolution as a whole because of the 
importance of the subject. It regretted that the Committee had been forced to take 
a vote. His delegation interpreted section III, concerning the Centre for Science 
and Technology for Development, to mean that the head of the Centre, Fhich would be 
an independent body, would assist the Director-General for Development and 
International Economic Co-operation as provided for in General Assembly resolutions 
32/197 and 33/202. 

3. Hr. BOYADJIEV (Bulgaria), speaking on behalf of th~. delegations of Bulgaria, 
the Byelorussian SSR, Czechoslovakia, the German Democratic Republic, Hungary, 
Mongolia, Poland, the Ukrainian SSR and the USSR, said that those delegations had 
played an active part in the Vienna Conference and took a favourable view of its 
decisions. They w·ished international scientific and technological co-operation to 
serve the goals of socio-economic progress by creating and consolidating scientific 
and technological potential in the developing countries and promoting the training 
of national personnel and the transfer of technology. 

4. A prerequisite for the implementation of the Vienna Programme of Action was 
secure peace, a deepening of detente and definite steps towards real disarmament. 
A solution to that world-wide problem would release additional resources for 
socio-economic development. 

5. Decisions concerning the organization of 1-rork in the field of science and 
technology within the United Nations system must be in conformity with tbe Charter, 
under which the Economic and Social Council had a role of prime importance to play 
in such matters. Any organizational distinction betl·reen science and technology and 
economic and social development 1-rould be artificial and l·rould not help the United 
Nations to effectively carry out the tasks confronting it. It was extremely 
important, when setting up the secretariat units concerned w·ith science and 
technology, including posts at the managerial level, to take full account of the 
principle of equitable geographical representation and of the need to select 
specialists from socialist countries as well as others. 

I ..• 
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6. The delegations for -vrhich he spoke regretted that the proposal made by the 

developing countries during the informal'"consultations for the establishment of a 

secretariat unit for science and technology to 1-rork directly under the Director

General had not 1von wider support. They Here convinced that that approach would 

have made it possible to increase the effectiveness of the secretariat's ~-rork by 

providing the necessary continuity and eliminating the possibility of duplication. 
I 

For that reason, they had been unable to support section III of the draft 

resolution, vrhich could still permit duplication. ~1oreover, the establishment of a 

ne1-r office of Assistant Secretary-General and other high-level posts, even on a 

temporary basis, seemed unjustified. Those delegations therefore contested the 

financial implications of the draft resolution and intended to pursue the matter 

in the Fifth Committee. 

1. All activities undertaken in implementation of the Vienna Programme of Action 

should be financed from voluntary sources. On that understanding, the socialist 

countries had not objPcted to the establishment of the Interim Fund; the 

intergovernmental group of experts, in Hhose vrork those countries intended to take 

part, should be guided by that consideration. The socialist countries also 

considered it important that the Intergovernmental Committee on Science and 

Technology for Development should begin at its first session to consider those 

parts of the Programme of Action on 1-rhich the Conference had been unable to take a 

decision. The socialist countries 1-rould actively promote the implementation of the 

Programrne of Action. 

8. Mr. DAVENPORT (Ireland), speaking on behalf of the States members of the 

European Economic Community, said that the EEC countries had abstained in theseparate 

vote on section III, although they had joined in the consensus on the draft 

resolution as a whole. Despite the efforts of all participants in the informal 

consultations, the final text did not meet the concerns of the EEC countries as 

expressed during the general debate. llevertheless, they had been happy to join 

in the consensus on the draft resolution as a \·Thole because of the considerable 

importance they attached to the Vienna Programme of Action, in the implementation of 

vhich they i·rould of course co-operate. 

9. l'Ir. JODAHL (Sweden), speaking on behalf of the delegations of Finland, Iceland, 

Norway and Svreden, said that the Vienna Conference had been one of the major events 

of the Second United Nations Development Decade. The delegations for vrhich he spoke 

had been happy to join in the consensus on the draft resolution as a >·rhole. They 

attached great importance to the short-term and long--term financial arrangements 

and i!ere encouraged to see that UNDP had been given a central role in the management 

of the Interim Fund and intended to play an active part in that regard, as vell as 

in the context of the proposals for longer-term measures to be prepared by the 

intergovernmental group of experts. They had, from the outset, been concerned to 

ensure that the neH Centre for Science and Technology for Development 1vould have the 

necessary secretariat support. The establishment of the Centre should strengthen 

the responsibilities and functions of the Director-General as provided for in part 

VIII of the annex to General Assembly resolution 32/197. Given the nature of the 

tasks set by the Vienna Programme of Action, close co-operation betueen the Centre 

and other relevant bodies 1-ras especially important; the Director-General vould ·be 

expected to ensure proper co-operation. 

I ... 



A/C.2/34/sn.Go 
English 
Page 4 

(Hr. Jodahl, Svreden) 

10. The Intergovernmental Committee on Science and Technology for Development 
would be meeting in 1980 to discuss and take decisions on those parts of the 
Vienna Programme of Action concerning which agreement had not been reached at the 
Conference; it 1.ras to be hoped that the Intergovernmental Committee could soon 
pass on to other matters. The Programme of Action pointed the way towards a world 
in -vrhich science and technology would play a more important role than ever before. 

11. Mr. KINSMAN (Canada) expressed full support for the views of the representative 
of Togo. 

12. His delegation considered the Committee's decisions concerning science and 
technology for development to be positive and reassuring. It did not believe that 
section III, paragraphs 2 and 3 of the draft resolution, reinterpreted the role of 
the Director-General as established in General Assembly resolutions 32/192 and 
33/202; rather, the draft resolution reinforced that role. 

13. VJhile his delegation appreciated that the paper on the financial implications 
of the draft resolution (A/C.2/34/L.l05/Add.l) had been hastily prepared, it could 
not agree with the suggestion that there was no basic difference between the 
earlier draft resolution (A/C.2/34/L.79 and Corr.l and Add.l) and the version 
adopted by the Committee, which called for most of the United Nations resources 
devoted to science and technology for development to be redeployed. His delegation 
1-rould take the matter up in the Fifth Committee. 

14. The Intergovernmental Committee should resist spending 
already under consideration in other United Nations bodies. 
it would produce an effective -vrork programme for the United 
important field. 

time discussing matters 
He was confident that 

Nations in that most 

15. Mr. TU Mengiia (China) said that the Vienna Programme of Action constituted a 
positive step towards the promotion of science and technology in various countries, 
particularly the developing countries, as w·ell as a major step towards the 
establishment of the new· international economic order. The' adoption by consensus 
of draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.l22 and Add.l had been the result of concerted 
efforts by the various parties concerned. It ivas important to maintain and 
increase the momentum generated by the Vienna Conference. It ivas to be hoped that 
further efforts would be made, on the basis of vhat had already been achieved, to 
implement the Programme of Action, thus making the work of the United Nations in 
that field still more effective. His delegation inshed to join in those efforts. 

16. Mr. XIFRA (Spain) expressed satisfaction at the adoption of draft resolution 
A/C.2/34/L.l22 and Add.l. His delegation had joined in the consensus on the 
draft resolution, including section III, because the arrangements proposed would 
lead to the establishment of independent machinery to deal >d th questions of science 

I . .. 
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and technology. Its actual vote on section III had been intended to indicate that 
it reserved its position on the financial implications of the decision, since the 

information contained in document A/C.2/34/L.l05/Add.l had been circulated too late 

for proper consideration. His delegation 1-rould speak further on the matter in the 
Fifth Committee. 

17. Mr. HAIDAR (India), speaking on behalf of the Group of 77, expressed regret 
that some delegations had not been able to join in a consensus on section III, 

•rhich was one of the most important parts of the draft resolution. The Group of 77 
felt that the consensus on the draft resolution as a v·Thole would lead to action to 

enhance the role of the United Nations in matters of science and technology to the 

benefit of the developing countries. Both the General Assembly and the neH Centre 

had an important role to play in that regard. The Centre vvould provide indispensable 

support for the Director-General in implementing the tasks set by the Vienna 

Conference. In vievr of the Centre's important and expanding role, it was most 
appropriate that it should be subject to revievv in tw·o years 1 time. It should be 

given all the resources it required in order to play its due part. One of the 
Centre's most critical functions uould be to service the Intergovernmental 
Committee on Science and Technology for Development. For that purpose, it would 

need support of adequate quality. The vray in vrhi ch the Centre 1-ras set up, and the 
manner of its functioning, were matters of the highest importance and concern to 
the Group of 77. 

18. He noted that the arrangements for the Interim Fund required the Governing 

Council of UNDP to play a central role and the Intergovernmental Committee to 

provide the necessary guidelines. However, the Fund would be in existence for 
only tvro years, and it vras therefore essential that the pledging conference should 

attract adequate funds, so that the target of ~)250 million would be rapidly 
reached. 

19. The financial implications, as described in document A/C.2/34/L.l05 and Add.l, 
clearly flowed from the text of the draft resolution itself. Both the allocation 
of the necessary resources from the regular budget and the redeployment of posts 

to the new Centre i·rere unavoidable if the Centre was to be effective. The Group 
of 77 vrould support acceptance of the financial implications in the Fifth Committee. 

AGENDA ITEM 69: ACCELERATION OF THE TRANSFER OF REAL RESOURCES TO DEVELOPING 
COUNTRIES (continued) 

Draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.l28 

20. Hr. BOYADJIEV (Bulgaria), speakinc; on behalf of the delegations of Bulr-;aria, 
the Byelorussian SSR, the German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Hongolia, Poland, 
the Ukrainian SSR and the USSR, said that those delegations had not opposed the 
adoption of draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.l28 by consensus at the preceding meeting. 
Hovrever, they considered that resolutions formulated to take into account the 
nature and special features of the economic and financial relations between 
developed capitalist States and developing countries could not be used to regulate 
financial relations betvveen the socialist countries and developing countries. They 
could not agree to the inclusion of the socialist countries in the same group as 
the imperialist Powers 1-rhen considering v-rho was responsible for the economic 
backvrardness of developing countries, for the consequences of colonial repression and 

for the continuing exploitation of developing countries. The same was true of the 
/ ... 
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:problem of the transfer of rE>al resources. The position of the socialist countries 

on that matter had been set forth in the Soviet Government 1 s statement of 

4 October 1976 on the restructuring of international economic relations and in 

joint statements by the socialist countries in many United Nations forums. The 

demand of the developing countries for an accelerated transfer of real resources 

should be satisfied primarily out of the profits of the capitalistic monopolies and 

through a diversion of unproductive expenditure on the arms race begun by the forces 

of imperialism. 

21. Furthermore, the economic development problems of the developing countries 

could be more speedily solved if they mobilized their internal resources to bring 

about radical socio-economic transformations in their economies. The socialist 

countries appreciated efforts by countries in Asia, Africa and Latin America to 

bring about such change, and assisted them in the process on both a bilateral 

and a multilateral basis, inter alia, by developing commercial, econcmic, 

scientific and technical co-operation in forms appropriate to socio-economic 

conditions in the countries concerned. Their nosition had proved justified ln 

practice, and had won recognition from the developing countries themselves. 

22. If the draft resolution had been put to the vote, the delegations for vrhich he 

spoke uould have abstained. 

23. Hiss EVANS (United Kingdom) said that her delegation had been pleased to join 

in the consensus on draft resolution A/C. 2/34/L.l28; that position must, hmrPver, 

be seen against the background of her Government's policy of public expenditure 

constraints and its review· of the United Kingdom aid programme. 

24. Mr. ALLEN (United States of America) drevr attention to the reservations voiced 

by his delegation at the time of the adoption by the Committee of the Whole, on 

31 January 1979, of conclusions on the transfer of resources in real terms to 

developing countries and at the time of the adoption of UNCTAD resolution 129 (V). 

His delegation had also stated its reservations concerning the measures advocated 

in operative paragraph 5 of the draft resolution. 

25. Mr. GREET (Australia) said that his country had often reaffirmed its intention 

of expanding co-operation with developing countries; by far the greatest part of 

Australian ODA -vras made on a grant basis. For that reason, his delegation had 

joined in the consensus on the nraft resolution. The Government of Australia 

could not, houever, accept binding commitments in respect of its ODA policy, 

especially in vie1.; of its policy of financial restraint. In particular, since 

Australia ,,ras a net importer of capital, it >·ras his Government's policy not to 

give approval for other countries to borrow from Australian sources. For that 

reason, it could not fully accept the implications of operative paragraph 5 of the 

draft resolution, calling for the removal of obstacles impeding access of 

developing countries to private capital markets. 

AGENDA ITEH 56: UIJITED NATIONS CONFEREITCE ON TRADE AND DEVELOPMENT (continued) 

Draft resolrrcion A/C.2/34/L.63 

26. Mr. HAIDAR (India) said that the Group of 77 did not intend to submit draft 

resolution A/C.2/34/L.63 on protectionism and structural adjustment, for a decision 

at the current session of the General Assembly. I . .. 
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praft resolution A/C.2/34/L.l30 

27. The CHAIRMAN said the sponsors of draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.64, on 
development aspects of the reverse transfer of technology, had vlithdrmm their 
proposal in favour of draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.l30, submitted by the 
Vice-Chairman (Mr. Ahsan) on the basis of informal consultations. 

28. Draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.l30 was adopted without a vote. 

29. Hr. BOYADJIEV (Bulgaria) , speaking on behalf of the delegettions of Bulgaria, 
the Byelorussian SSR, Czechoslovakia, the German Democratic Republic, Hungary, 
Hongolia, Poland, the Ukrainian SSR and the USSR, said that the socialist countries 
consistently supported the just demands of the developing countries on questionE of 
the reverse transfer of technology and the "brain drain". They believed that that 
increasingly acute problem vras linked above all with the neo-colonialist policy 
pursued by the monopolistic circles of developed capitalist countries and their 
transnational corporations in enticing trained national personnel mmy from 
developing countries. The "brain drain" was not only a socio-economic but also a 
political problem, since it undermined and sometimes completely frustrated the 
efforts of developinc countries to mobilize their internal resources in order to 
attain economic independence. 

30. It was therefore entirely legitimate for the developing countries to raise the 
question of the responsibility of Hestern countries for the damage caused to them 
by the "brain drain". Practical measures in that respect must be directed tovrards 
forcing the countries responsible to compensate for the damage caused to the 
econowic development of developing countries. Halting the outflow of skilled 
national personnel would contribute decisively to the carryine; out of progressive 
socio-economic change in developing countries, including democratic agrarian reform, 
industrialization of the econollly, establishn:ent of agricultural co-op2ratiYes, 
control of foreign capital and transnational corporations and radical improvement 
of the material situation of the broad masses of the population. 

31. The delegations of the socialist countries had therefore supported draft 
resolution A/C.2/34/L.l30, on the understanding that the studies and other measures 
envisac;ed in the draft resolution vrould be carried out within the framework of 
existing financial resources. 

32. Mr. ALLEN (United States of America) said that, although his delegation had 
supported draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.l30, it wished to point out to those who were 
to prepare the study mentioned in operative paragraph 5 that, for the United States, 
any notion of the establishment of an international tax on immigrants was not 
feasible. His Government -vrould have fundamental constitutional difficulties uith 
any such suggestion, which could be discriminatory and could violate basic hurnan 
rights. 

I . .. 
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AGENDA ITEM 55: DEVELOPMENT AND INTERNATIONAL CO-OPERATION (continued) 

Draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.l29 

33. The CHAITIHAN said he was informed that draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.l29 had 

been 1'li thdravm. 

Draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.65 

3lf. 'rhe CHAIRHAH invited the Committee to take a decision on draft resolution 

A/C.2/34/L.65 on international monetary reforhl. 

35. Draft resolution A/C.2/3l!/L.65 was adopted by 79 votes to 15. with 16 

abstentions. 

36. I·>Ir. DAVENPORT (Ireland), speaking on behalf of the States members of the 

European Economic Community, said that the EEC countries had been unable to support 

draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.G5. They had always supported action to improve the 

situation of the developing countries, particularly in relation to their balance 

of payments, but the text of the draft resolution vrent far beyond previously 

agreed positions and posed many serious problems to the countries for which he 

spoke· He recalled that the EEC countries had not supported UNCTAD resolution 

128 (V), and their positions remained the same as had been stated at the fifth 

session of Ul'JCTAD. 

37. r1r. BOYADJIEV (Bulgaria), speaking on behalf of the delegations of Bulgaria, 

the Byelorussian SSTI, Czechoslovakia, the German Democratic Hepublic, Hungary, 

Honc;olia, Poland, the Ukrainian SSR and the USSR, said that the socialist countries 

understood the serious monetary and financial difficulties experienced in recent 

years by the majority of developing countries and shared their view that the 

existing international monetary Inachinery, and particularly the International 

:i:lonetary Fund, did not ensure normal monetary relations or create stability and 

trust in the existing international monetary system. The socialist com1tries 

shared the concern of the developing countries at attempts to solve international 

monetary questions w·ithout due regard for their interests and favoured the 

implementation of international monetary reform taking into account the needs and 

interests of all States, including the socialist countries. They supported the 

just deFJ.ands for a restructuring of the existing monetary and financial system and 

international monetary institutions contained in the Outline for a Programme of 

Action on International Monetary Reform adopted by the Group of 11. At the same 

tiHe, the Programme of Action contained a number of demands arising from the 

specific nature of the economic and monetary relations between developed capitalist 

countries and developing countries, including relations within the context of IHF 

and the Horld Bank, which the socialist countries considered did not concern them. 

As to the references to UNCTAD resolution 128 (V), the socialist delegations 

confirmed the position they had taken on the question at the fifth session of 

UNCTAD. They had therefore abstained from voting on draft resolution 

A/C.2/34/L.65. 

I .•. 
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38. lir. TREIIOLT (Norway) said that draft resolution A/C.2/31'/L.65 contained a 
number of valuable points which his delegation could support, in accordance with 
the position it had taken at the fifth session of UNCTAD. At that session, his 
delec;ation had supported the establishment of an ad hoc Interc;overnmental High
Level Group of Experts on the Future Evolution of the International Monetary 
System, thus indicatinc; that it agreed on the need for reform in the existing 
international monetary system and for a dialogue beh;een developed and developing 
countries in the monetary field. The draft resolution clearly reflected the 
short-comings of the international monetary system and called for adjustments and 
changes, and in many cases his delegation could share those concerns. Nevertheless, 
it had had to abstain in the vote on the draft resolution because it felt that the 
fourth and fifth preambular paragraphs and operative paragraph 1 were drafted in 
too categorical and unbalanced a manner; in particular, operative paragraph 1 could 
be interpreted as encroaching on the mandates of the Il'1F and other international 
institutions. 

39. Mr. RENISON (United States of America) said it vas regrettable that the 
Committee had been unable to reach a consensus on draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.64. 
His Government's position had not changed since the adoption of UNCTAD resolution 
128 (V). 

1ro. Mr. EJITOKI (Japan) said his delegation also regretted that the Committee had 
not been able to reach a consensus on the draft resolution. Japan did not believe 
that a comprehensive reform of the international monetary system uas necessary at 
the present time. Monetary issues were being discussed effectively, if not to T.he 
full satisfaction of all countries, and various measures -vrhich had been introduced 
had been responsive to the needs of the -vrorld economy. 

41. Mr. AKTAN (Turkey) said that his delegation had voted in favour of draft 
resolution A/C.2/34/L.65. It deeply regretted that it had not been possible to 
arrive at a consensus on the crucial issues involved, and found it particularly 
disappointing that at a time of -vrorld economic crisis there 1.rere great differences 
in perceptions of and consequent approaches to international monetary questions as 
well as disagreement on the need for urgent and comprehensive reform of the 
existing system so as to lllake it more responsive to the vital interests of 
developing countries. 

42. Hr. GREEN (New Zealand) said that his delegation had been unable to support 
draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.65 because it sought to endorse UNCTAD resolution 
123 (V), vrhich New Zealand had voted ar;ainst. Althouc;h it was gratifying that 
the Outline for a Programrne of Action mentioned in the draft resolution had been 
brought fonvard -vlithin the framework of IlvlF and the Horld Bank, his delegation felt 
that it was premature for the General Assembly to make a judgement on those 
proposals before they had been given proper consideration within those institutions. 
It was regrettable that the informal consultations had failed to produce an 
acceptable draft resolution. 

43. Mr. HAIDAR (India) said the Group of 77 also regretted that no consensus had 
been reached on draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.65. The chief reason had been that 

I ..• 
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several delegations took a restrictive view of which United Nations bodies could 
concern thernsel ves 1d th international monetary issues; that viei-7 ivas totally 
unacceptable to the Group of 77, which felt that the issues must be discussed. 

Draft decision A/C.2/34/L.l25 

4lt. The CHAIRMAN asked whether the Committee -,;ms ready to adopt draft decision 
A/C.2/34/L.l25 on the restructuring of the economic and social sectors of the 
United Nations system. 

1>5. Draft decision A/C.2/3l>/L.l25 was adopted without a vote. 

1~6. l''lr. BAKALOV (Bulgaria), speaking on behalf of the delegations of Bulgaria, 
the Byelorussian SSR, Czechoslovakia, the German Democratic Republic, Hungary, 
l'Iongolia, Poland, the Ukrainian SSR and the USSR, said that those delegations 
attached great importance to further enhancing the effectiveness of the uork of the 
economic and social sectors of the United Hations and confirmed their i-lillingness 
to continue to participate in the discussion on that question. They believed that 
any restructurine; must take place on the basis of consensus and with due 
consideration for the views of all interested parties. The understanding arrived 
at in the Ad Hoc Committee on the Restructuring of the Economic and Social Sectors 
of the United Nations System must be maintained. 

47. The delegations for 1-1hich he spoke believed that the reason for the declining 
effectiveness of the vrork of the Economic and Social Council in recent times l'ay 
not in its composition, but in the position of certain countries vrhich had long 
been pursuing a policy of bypassing the Council although, in accordance vrith the 
Charter, responsibility for the 1vork of the United Nations in the economic and 
social fields vras vested, under the authority of the General Assembly in the 
Council. That position had been reflected in the creation of numerous new economic 
bodies and the transfer to them of the functions of the Council. Experience showed 
that the proliferation of new bodies replacing the Council was unjustified. The 
socialist countries firmly opposed the transformation of the Council into an organ 
consisting of all Hember States for reasons of principle, since they considered any 
amenQment of the United Nations Charter to be inadmissible. Furthermore, they were 
not convinced that such action vrould improve the effectiveness of the Council, 
vrhich they believed vras fully capable, 1-lith its existing membership and terms of 
reference as defined in Chapters IX and X of the Charter, of discussing and 
deciding on all questions relating to the restructuring of international economic 
relations on a democratic, just and equal basis in the interests of all countries. 
Nor could they agree to the proposal to discontinue some of the subsidiary organs 
of the Council, vrhich had 1wrked well and had taken account of the interests of 
the developing countries in particular. They believed that attempts to improve 
the worl>: of the Council must be undertaken in conjunction with consideration of the 
question of further improving the organization of work of the Second Committee. 

I ... 
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In that connexion, Economic and Social Council resolution 1622 (LI) must be 
implemented, together with the correspondine; decision taken by the General 
Assembly, so that some of the questions on the agenda of the Assembly could be 
referred to the Council for final decision. 

48. l'1r. HERRERA VEGAS (Artsentina) expressed appreciation for the interest shown 
by the delee;ations lvhich had participated in the informal consultations on draft 
resolution A/C.2/3lr/L.l03 and draft decision A/C.2/34/L.l25, submitted by 
Argentina and Jamaica. The sponsors hoped that, at its thirty-fifth session, the 
General Assembly ~-rould be able to decide on the necessary measures to implement the 
provisions of section II of the annex to Assembly resolution 32/197. 

Draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.l24 

L19. Hr. HAIDAR (India), spealdne; on behalf of the Group of 77, read out a 
drafting change in draft resolution A/C. 2/34/1.121~ on restructurin{3. 

50. Draft resolution A/C.2/31~/L.l24, as orally revised, was adopted 1-rithout a vote. 

Draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.l31 

51. The CHAIRMAN said that the Group of 77 had withdrawn draft resolution 
A/C.2/34/L.86 on restructuring in favour of draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.l31, 
submitted by the Vice-Chairman (Ilr. Ahsan) on the basis of informal consultations. 

52. Draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.l31 Has adopted without a vote. 

53. Mr. IlONTGOMERY (United States of America) said that he had gladly joined in 
the consensus on draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.l3l, which he regarded as a positive 
contribution by the Group of 77, particularly Argentina and Jamaica, and by 
Finland, to the implementation of General Assembly resolution 32/197. 

54. Hr. GRAY (Ireland) said that the States members of the European Community had 
been happy to join in the consensus on the draft resolution. 

Draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.l32 

55. The CHAIRMAN said that the Group of 77 had withdrawn draft resolution 
A/C.2/34/L.88 on restructuring in favour of draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.l32, 
submitted by the Vice-Chairman (~·Tr. Ahsan) on the basis of informal consul tat ions. 

56. Draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.l32 vras adopted without a vote. 

57. Hr. BASSIN (Finland), speaking on behalf of the delegations of Denmarl:, 
Finland, Iceland, Norway and S1veden, said that those delegations had joined in the 
consensus on the draft resolution on the understanding that operative para~raph 2 
in no 1my changed the objectives of the report requested in General Assembly 
resolution 32/201, 1-1hich should conr.entrate on all the objectives mentioned in 
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paragraph 28 of the annex to General Assembly resolution 32/197 and not only on the 

objective mentioned in paragraph 2 of the present draft resolution. The report 
should pay due attention to the achievement of optimum efficiency and the 

reduction of administrative costs. 

58. ldr. BODDENS HOSANG (Nether lands ) said that he fully endorsed the remarks 

made by the representative of Finland. 

59. Mr. MOl\TTGotlERY (United States of America) said that his delegation had been 

pleased to join in the consensus of draft resolution A/C.2/34/132 as a contribution 

to the implementation of the purposes of General Assembly resolution 32/197, and 

in particular to the adoption of measures such as the designation of resident 

co-ordinators to strengthen operational activities for development. 

Draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.l33 

60. The CHAiill~T said that the Group of 77 had withdrawn draft resolution 
A/C.2/34/L.90 on restructuring in favour of draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.l33, 

submitted by the Vice-Chairman (Mr. Ahsan) on the basis of informal consultations. 

61. Draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.l33 was adopted without a vote. 

62. Hr. ZVEZDHJ (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that his delegation had 

not opposed the adoption of draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.l33 without a vote because 

it contained a nun1ber of provisions that might promote further progress in the 

work of the Committee and perhaps in all United Nations activities in the economic 

and social sectors. However, the fifth preambular paragraph took into account the 

interests of only one group of countries in the process of restructuring the 
economic and social sectors of the United Nations system. The sponsors of draft 

resolution A/C.2/34/L.90 had not accepted the compromise formula proposed by his 

delegation, and the resulting situation "ivas unwarranted and inequitable. The fifth 

prerunbular paragraph violated the principle of sovereign equality of States. His 

country and other socialist countries were not sufficiently represented in the 
higher echelons of the Secretariat, and it had consequently been more difficult to 

implement United Nations decisions. His delegation 1vould like to see that 

situation remedied. 

63. Hr. HAIDAR (India) said. that the fifth preambular paragraph had been taken 

from General Assembly resolution 33/202 on the restructuring of the economic ann 

social sectors of the United Nations system, which had been adopted by consensus. 

In the view of the members of the Group of 77, that paragraph laid dmm an 
important principle vhich needed to be reiterated uherever appropriate. 'J'he 

question of t,he stRffilF natt,ern of the Secretariat -yras an entirely separate issue. 

The rnembers of the Group ;f 77 had sup;r:ested durin.'< the consultations that the 

concerns of thE: Soviet cl.elcr:ration might more appropriately be met in one of the 

other texts on restructuring. 
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64. The CHAIRNAW drevr attention to draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.l3l! on immediate 

measures in favour of most seriously affected countries, submitted by the 

Vice-Chairman (I,]r. Ahsan) on the basis of informal consultations on draft 

resolution A/34/L.20, which had been withdrawn by the Group of 77. 

65. Hr. RENISON (United States of America) said that his Government -vras currently 

seeking l6gislation in the UnitPd States CongrPss concerning thP terms of 

adjustment and the debt servicing of loans involving the United States and certain 

d~veloping countries, and hoped that it would be acted upon favourably in the near 

future. 

66. Draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.l34 was adopted without a vote. 

67. Mr. AKTAN (Turkey) said that if thP draft resolution had been put to the vote 

his delegation would have abstained. His Government was aware of the problems of 

low-income d~veloping countries. Nevertheless, there was not always a direct 

correlation between the level of per capita income and the degree to which the 

effects of the world economic crisis were experienc~d by developing countries. 

Owing to the semi-developed nature of their economies, some of the middle-income 

developing countries were equally, if not more,'affected by the crisis. 

68. Mr. BAKALOV (Bulgaria), speaking on behalf of the d~legations of Bulgaria, the 

Byelorussian SSR, Czechoslovakia, the German Democratic Republic, Hungary, 

Mongolia, Poland, the Ukrainian SSR and the USSR, said that the socialist countries 

confirmed their position concerning immediate mcasures in favour of most seriously 

affected countries as set forth in their joint staten'Pnt at the time of the 

adoption of draft resolution A/34/1.18. If draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.l34 had 

been put to the vote, they would have abstained. 

69. The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Committee should conclude its consideration 

of itell 55 by taking note of the report of the Preparatory Committee for the New 

:~nternational Development Strategy on its first, second and third sessions 

(A/31~/4L.- and Add.l) and the report of the Secretary-General on thP question of a 

network for the exchange of technological information and on the Industrial and 

Technological Information Bank (A/31>/558 and Corr .1). 

70. It was so decided. 

71. Mr. Xifra (Spain) took the Chair. 

ORGANIZATION OF 'VORl\ 

72. The CHAIRMAN invited the Committe,~ to consider the calendar of meetings for 

1980 (ConferPnce Room Papers Nos. 2 and 3). 

73. Nr. CORDOVEZ (Assistant Secn~tary~General for Secretariat Services for 

Economic and Social Matters) recalled that, in Conference Room Paper No. 2, the 

Secretariat has circulated a list of proposals concerning meetings that did not 
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appear in the calendar approved by the Fifth Committee because the organs 

concerned had not yet been established or, in some cases, because they had not 

decided on the dates for their meetings in 1980. Conference Room Paper No. 3 

should be read in conjunction with the earlier paper. 

74. The CHAIID1A.l~ suggested that Conference Room Paper No. 3 should be taken as 

the basic paper for the discussion. 

75. It was so decided. 

76. V~. GRAY (Ireland) said that the date set for the first session of the 

Intergovernmental Committee on Science and Technology for Development seemed to 

be rather early, and he wondered whether the date could be left open. The date 

suggested for the special session of the General Assembly was also problematic, 

since August was the holiday season in Europe; it would therefore be helpful if 

it could be changed to 2·-12 September, so that senior government officials would 

be available to attend the spt=>cial session. 

11. !l!fr. KINSMAN (Canada) asked why the period shown in the third column of 

Conference Room Paper No. 3 for the session of th0 Int,~rgovernmental Committee on 

Science and Technology for Development (28 January-8 February) was lonr,er than 

the alternative period suggested in the fourth column (7-11 January). He 

supported the suggestion of the representative of Ireland that the special session 

of the Assembly should be postponed for one week. Lastly, he would like to ask 

the Co-ordinator of the Group of 77 whether the fact that meetings of the 

Committee of the \fuole were i'back to back11 w·ith meetings of the Preparatory 

Cownittee for the New International Development Strategy might not leave 

insufficient time for group consultations in view of the considerable amount of 

work involved . 
.. 

78. Hr. JODAHL (Sweden) not<"'d that according to Conference Room Paper No. 3 the 

first session of the Intergovernmental Committee on Science and Tec~nology for 

Development ( itPm 11) 1vould cover a two-week period, while the draft resolution 

adopted at the preceding meeting (A/C.2/34/L.l22 and Add.l) provided that the 

first meeting in 1980 should be a one-week session. He endorsed the suggestion 

that the o~ening of the special session of the General Assembly should be 

postponed ur.til 2 September. 

79. tifr. GREEN (New Zealand) supportPd thP remarks made by the representative of 

Canada regarding the relationship between meetings on the programme, since there 

would be overlapping problems, especially for the smaller delegations, which 

might not be able to attend all the meetings prior to the special session. 

80. Mr. MONTGOJ:viERY (United States of America) endorsed the suggestion that the 

special session should be postponed, which would allow more time for th~ 

requisite preparations. 

81. ltr. HAIDAR (India), speaking on behalf of the Group of 77, said that the 

number of meetin~s to be accommodated in the calendar was so large that some 
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overlappine; was unavoidable. An attempt had been made to give priority to high
level mPPtings of fundamental importance, such as those of the Preparatory 
Committee for the Strategy and the Committee of the \Thole, and other meetings had 
been adjusted accordingly. However, he thought that it might be helpful if a 
later date, possibly in February, could be set for the meeting of the 
Intergovernmental Committee on Science and Technology for Development. Regarding 
the question addressed to the Group of 77 by the representative of Canada, he 
expected that the global negotiations during the meetings of the Committee of the 
\tJhole would be attended by a considerable number of delegation staff stationed 
at Headquarters, -vrhich mie;ht ease the problem. The allocation of time for the 
meeting of the Preparatory Committee for the Strategy contained an in-built 
element that would enable the Group of 77 to make the necessary preparations for 
meaningful negotiations. An extension of that meeting to three weeks would allow 
enough time for the business to be done. 

82. Mr. CORDOVEZ (Assistant Secretary-General for Secretariat Services for 
Economic and Social Matters), replying to the question put by the representative 
of Canada, said that the adjustments suggested in the nRemarks' 1 column were 
dictated mainly by the availability of services. Hith regard to the comment made 
by the representative of Ne1v Zealand, overlapping was unfortunately unavoidable. 
On the question of the early date scheduled for the first session of the 
Intergovernmental Committee on Science and Technology for Development, he said 
that the Third United nations Conference on the Law of the Sea would be in 
session from 27 February to 4 April and no other meetings could be accommodated 
at Headquarters during that period. It might be useful, however, if a foot-note 
could be added stating that, on the basis of further consultations, the dates for 
the session of the Intergovernmental Committee might be adjusted and a venue 
outside New York might be considered; for the time being, 28 January to 1 February 
could be set as a reserve period. The following changes should be made in the 
other dates: Preparatory Committee for the United Nations Conference on Ne1v and 
Renewable Sources of Energy, 4-8 February; Intergovernmental Committee on Science 
and Technoloe;y for Development, 22-30 Hay; Preparatory Committee for the United 
Nations Conference on New and Rene-vrable Sources of Energy, either 14-25 July or 
4-15 August; special session of the General Assembly, 2-12 September. 

83. Mr. !'lurgescu (Romania) resumed the Chair. 

COMPLETION OF THE COMMITTEE'S HOTIK 

84. The CHAIRMJU~ said that, although the Committee had begun its work at the 
current session in not very encouraging circumstances, it had succeeded, through 
patience, co-operation and mutual understanding, in finishing by the deadline set 
.. y the General Assembly and had adopted 90 draft resolutions mostly by consensus. 
It was most significant that consensuses had been achieved on complex proposals 
relating to fundamental areas of international economic co-operation. The common 
denominator of all the resolutions adopted by the Committee was an intensification 
of efforts to eliminate under-development, accelerate the growth of the developing 
countries, lay new and equitable founcations for economic relations among States 
and give a new impetus to the international dialogue for the establishment of a 
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new international economic order. Implementation of those decisions called for 
concerted efforts by all Member States, regardless of their social and political 
systems or their level of development. 

85. The resolution adopted at the current session en preparation for the 
forthcoming special session of the General Assembly, and the Assembly's decision 
concerning the global negotiations~ would promote international economic 
co-operation and the elaboration of a clear strategy for the next decade. He 
hoped that it would thus be possible to take new and effective steps towards 
eliminating under-development and establishing a new international economic order. 
It was also to be hoped that the Third General Conference of UNIDO, which would 
begin its work in January 1980, would provide encouraging evidence of a new 
awareness of the need to accelerate the indu£trialization process in developing 
countries, which was crucial to world economic development as a whole. In 
addition, 1980 would see the beginning of action to strengthen both the scientific 
and technological capacity of developing countries and the role of the United 
Nations in that field. Lastly, mention should te made of the decisions relating 
to the work of UNCTAD, agricultural development and world food problems, the 
environment and the operational activities of the United Nations. Those decisions 
and others in areas of vital importance were the result of a concerted effort to 
find appropriate solutions to major problems of universal concern. 

86. After an exchange of courtesies, the CHAiffi.ffiN declared that the Committee had 
completed its work for the thirty~fourth session. 

The mePting rose on Saturday, 15 December, at 1.10 a.m. 


