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l. 'l'he CI-I.tUPJWJ said that the Fifth Cori1lnittee still had to approve the revised 
estimates uno~r~ection 23 (Human ri~hts). The relevant recorr~endation of the 
Advisory Committee uas to be found in paragraph 2Lf of its report (11./34/7 /Add. 9). 

2. l'lr. GEIGER (Chile) requested a separate vote on the revised estitmte of 
$17 9 400 referred to in paragraph 21 of the fl.dvisory Committee: s report. 

3. !Jr. BUJ .. FL_2RES. (Iiexico) sc:dd that 
separate vote uas being requested on a 
recommendations and uhether there vrere 

his deler>;ation uould lil'e to kno1·r 1.rhy a 
sint:le paraCT,raph of the Aclvisory Collli'littee 1 s 
~rounds for such a procedure. 

4. !he CHAiliiiJ\J:T_ said that any delegation I·TaS entitled to request a separate vote 
on any of the Secretary~,General; s proposals or the Advisory Committee 1 s 
recommendations . 

5. ~\Jr._}:-X:{\JJII_I ('l'unisia) said that \-rhile he asreed vrith the Chairman, the 
representative of J Texico Fas ric;ht to seek an explanation from the representative 
of Chile. 

6. i lr. G:CIGI::n (Chile) said that his delegation had strongly opposed General 
Lssembly resolution 33/175 invi tinc, the Commission on HuJYl.an Hic;hts to appoint a 
Special Rapporteur on tlle situation of human rirhts in Chile. It had also opposed 
resolution ll (X~c=~v) of tbe Cormllission on Human I:ir;hts appointinr s~:perts to study 
the question of the fate of r•!issine; 8.lld disappeared persons in Chile. 'rhe Chilean 
Jiinistry of Forei::':n J\ffairs had exJ:ll<:dned that those resolutions violateu the 
principle of equality amonc; States and established _a,_?._hoc_ procedures uhich the 
Chilean authorities could not su:r_Jport. That IJOsition had been reiterated in the 
;:.conomic and Social Council in connexion ':rith decision 1979/32. Accordinc;ly, his 
cl.elegation could not approve funds for the implementation of that decision. The 
amount of ~17 ,400 re(1_uested to enable the Special Rapporteur and the tuo e::perts 
to undertake their uork pror;raDJme in Geneva should have been excluded fror1 the 
Secretary .. Gener~l·s proposals. It Has extraordinary that at a time of financial 
crlsls for the Organization, the United ·:Tations should seek to spend money to enable 
acl hoc entities to examine the situation of one particular country. 

7. Hr, BUJc-.f'LOR88 kexico) saict that if a separate vote resulted in a rejection 
of t~1.e--recii.~est r-eTerred to in parar;raph 21 of the J\.dvisory Committee's report, that 
vrould also represent a rejection of Economic and Social Council decision 1~79/32~ 
uhich the Third Committee had already endorsed. The question 1ras Hhether tbe 
Fifth Co111mittee could vote ac;ainst proc;rammes a.rproved in the I:cono.wic and Social 
Council and the Third Con1mi ttee. 

I ... 
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G. J:IIr. BI;GTU (Director, Budget Division) said tl1at the Economic and Social Council 
decisi~nstill lmd to be confirmed by the General Assembly, Hhich -vras master of its 
o-vm decisions and procedures. 

9. l'ir. BUJ ~,FLOR::::;s (i·Iexico) said that the total of $17,1:00 requested by the 
Secretar;y~General "linder section 23 1-ras to enable the Special Rapporteur and the 
tvro experts to undertake their work programme in Geneva, pursuant to :8conomic and 
Social Council decision 1979/32. That decision had been endorsed by the Third 
Committee. IIis delec;ation uould therefore vote in favour of the amount of 
$17,400 recommended by the Advisory Committee and uished to reiterate its concern 
that the Fifth Corn_mittee might tal'i:e action conflicting Hith that of the Committee 
entrusted vrith social, humanitarian and cultural questions. 

10. l!Ir. JASJ\lll!: (Sierra Leone) said that in decision 1979/30 the Economic and 
Social Council had requested the Secretary-General to organize in 1980, uithin the 
frame-vrorl' of the advisory services programme, a seminar on the effects of the 
existing unjust international economic order on the economies of t~e developing 
countries. The Advisory Conrrni ttee 1 s recommendation appeared to do away vri th the 
practice of providing funds for advisory services programmes. The Secretary-General 
had given tHo reasons for his decision to submit the estimate in question under 
section 23 rather than to organize the seminar 1-ri thin the advisory services 
programme. The question was whether that decision had been dictated by the position 
of some States that regular prograr~es of technical assistance should not be 
financed from the regular budget. 

11. His delee;ation also -vrished to knm·r uhy the seiYlinar should be held in Geneva 
rather than in a developing country. ~ seminar of such importance should be held 
in a developine; country, \There it would have the ~reatest impact. He inquired 
uhether any developing country had been approached in connexion 1rith the hosting 
of the ser1inar before the decision to hold it in Geneva and ·whether holdinr it in 
Geneva vould be more economical. 

12. Hr. l~SELLI: (Chairman of the Advisory ComMittee on Ao_ministrative and Budr,etary 
((uestions) saic1 that in introducins the Advisory Committee:s report (J\./3L~/7/Add.9) 
he had spol;:en at length on paragraphs 17 to 20. He had clearly sta_ted that the 
Advisory ConLmittee had been unable to mal<.:e a definitive recorDmendation on the 
additional appropriation of ilnOl!. ,000 under section 23. It Has for the General 
1\.ssembly to decide uhether the expenditure should be incurred under section 24 or 
section 23. If the Assembly decided, as proposed by the Secreta_ry· General, t0at 
the expenditure should be incurred under section 23 ~ the Advisory Co1m11ittee ivould 
recommend an additional appropriation of $104,000 under that section. If the 
Assembly decided that the seminar should be financed under section 24, no additional 
appropriation uould be required. 

13. Hr. BEGIF (Director, Budr;et Division) said that the proposal that the seminar 
should take place in Geneva \vas in accordance uith General .1\_ssembly resolution 
Jl/ll.!O, l·rhich reaffirmed the e;eneral principle that United ITations bodies should 
plan to meet at their respective established headquarters. .£1"1 though the ConliYlis sian 
on ITuman Rights uas based in Geneva, the seminar could ·be held in a developing 
country, subject to the provisions of parac;raph 5 of resolution 31/ll! 0. 1\.s far as 
he knew, ho-vrever, no firm decision had yet been taken to hold the seminar in 
Switzerland or in eny other country. 

I ... 
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14. l~. LOSCHNER (Federal Republic of Germany) said that, since his delegation 
believed that the seminar should not be financed from additional appropriations, 
it would not support the recommendation for an additional appropriation of 
$104,000 under section 23. 

15. Mr. JASABE (Sierra Leone) said that, according to paragraph 19 of the 
Advisory Committee's report (A/34/7/Add.9), one reason why the Secretary-General 
had decided to submit the estimate in question under section 23 was the established 
practice of the Secretary-General not to propose changes in the amounts involved 
under section 24. He wished to know why that was the practice with regard to 
section 24 in particular. 

16. ~~. BEGIN (Director, Budget Division) said that, unlike other sections of the 
programme budget, the amounts involved under section 24 vTere determined by the 
General Assembly acting on its own initiative. Accordingly, it was the established 
practice of the Secretary-General to leave changes in the amounts involved to the 
initiative of the General Assembly. 

17. Mr. MSELLE (Chairman of the Advisory Committee on Administrative and Budgetary 
Questions) said that section 24 was not like the other sections of the programme 
budget. From the very outset, the amounts involved under that section had been 
proposed by Member States and since those amounts were for technical co-operation 
activities, the Secretary-General's position was that it was for Member States 
themselves to decide whether or not the level of expenditure for technical 
assistance should be altered. At the moment, automatic adjustments were made 
only for inflation. 

18. The CHAIR~ffiN recalled that the Chilean delegation had proposed a separate 
vote on the amount of $17,400 under section 23 requested in connexion with 
Economic ru1d Social Council decision 1979/32. 

19. Mr. HOUNA GOLO (Chad) said that in accordance with its usual practice, his 
delegation intended to abstain in the vote, in view of the fact that the human 
rights situation in Chile was not unique and that the inquiry was therefore of 
a discriminatory nature. 

20. At the reguest of the representative of Mexico, a recorded vote was taJ;:en. 

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Australia, Austria, Bahrain, Barbados, 
Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist 
Republic, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Congo, Cuba, 
Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Ethiopia, Finland, Gabon, 
German Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal Republic of, 
Ghana, Greece, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hungary, India, 
Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Italy, Kenya, Kuwait, Lesotho, Libyan 
Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Mexico, Mongolia, Mozambique, 
Netherlands, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, 
Romania, Saudi Arabia, Spain, Sudan, Swaziland, Sweden, Tunisia, 
Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of 
Soviet Socialist Republics, United Republic of Cameroon, United 
Republic of Tanzania, Upper Volta, Venezuela, Yugoslavia, Zambia. 

I .. . 
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Against: Argentina, Brazil, Chile, Costa Rica, Uruguay. 

Abstaining: Bahamas, Chad, China, Egypt, France, Indonesia, Israel, Ivory 
Coast, Japan, Jordan, Malaysia, Mali, Mauritania, Morocco, 
Nevr Zealand, Oman, Rwanda, Sierra Leone, Singapore, United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of 
America, Zaire. 

21. An amount of ¥17,400 relating to Council decision 1979/32 was approved by 
66 votes to 5, with 22 abstentions. 

22. The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee to approve the Advisory Committee's 
recommendations in paragraphs 24 and 27 of document A/34/7/Add.9. 

23. The recommendations of the Advisory Committee for amounts of $359,700 under 
section 23 and $175,000 under section 27 were approved without a vote. 

24. The CHAIRMAN, replying to a question raised by the representative of 
Algeria, said that the decision just adopted meant that the seminar on the effects 
of the existing unjust international economic order on the economies of the 
developing countries, subject of Economic and Social Council decision 1979/30, 
would be financed under section 24. 

25. Mr. KEUU1IS (Algeria) said that his delegation much regretted that decision. 
Had t:J::te Algerian delegation been present during the discussion it would have 
requested financing under section 23. 

26. j\/fr. METELITS (United States of America) stated that, had the Committee voted 
on that question, his delegation would have abstained. 

Revised estimates under section 28.C (Office of Personnel Services, Headquarters) 
and section 28.H (Administrative and Financial Services, Geneva) (A/C.5/34/37) 

27. Mr. ~BELLE (Chairman of the Advisory Committee on Administrative and Budgetary 
Questions) said that the Advisory Committee had carefully considered document 
A/C.5/34/37. The President of the Staff Committee had at his own request appeared 
before the Advisory Committee and made a statement, and representatives of the 
Secretary-General, including the Assistant Secretary-General for Personnel Services, 
had also appeared and provided additional oral information. The Advisory Committee 
had noted from paragraphs 7 and 8 of document A/C. 5/34/37 that it was the 
Secretary-General's intention to report to the General Assembly at its thirty-fifth 
session on the proposals concerned and their financial implications. The Advisory 
Committee therefore recommended that the Secretary-General should include in the 
report any appropriate information on the progress made in respect of the 
implementation of the classification system in the Professional and General 
Service categories. 

28. In view of the importance which the Advisory Committee attached to the 
establishment of a strong and effective classification system within the United 
Nations, it recommended acceptance of the posts requested by the Secretary-General 

I . .. 



A/C.5/34/f:H.f:;l~ 
English 
Page 7 

(Mr. Mselle) 

in paragraphs 24 to 27 of the report, all of which would be assigned to the 
Classification Section in New York. In addition, it recommended approval of the 
continuation of the one P-4 temporary post, referred to in paragraph 29 of the 
report, for the classification of the General Service posts at Geneva. 

29. The Advisory Committee therefore recommended additional appropriations of 
~412,500 under section 28.C to cover salaries and common staff costs and $123,300 
under section 28.H to cover salaries and common staff costs. In addition, the 
Fifth Committee might also wish to recommend that the General Assembly take note 
of the report of the Secretary-General on the implementation of the classification 
systems for posts in the Professional and General Service categories (A/C.5/34/37) 
and his own oral report on behalf of ACABQ. 

30. I~Ir. JONAH (Assistant Secretary-General for Personnel Services) observed that 
the Office of Personnel Services was frequently faced with considerable problems 
when the Advisory Committee failed to approve upgradings already approved by the 
Budget Division. The Advisory Committee, however, never failed to approve 
downgradings. 

31. l.Jr. HOUNA GOLO (Chad) said that he had not yet had a reply to the question he 
had raised during the discussion on section 28.C concerning a reclassification not 
agreed to by the Advisory Committee, namely the reclassification of the post of 
Chief of the Planning and Information Section. 

32. The CHAIRJ\WJ said that a decision had already been taken on section 28.c, 
and that the matter ivas therefore closed. 

33. ~Ir. AYADHI (Tunisia) said he took it that the report in document A/C.5/34/37 
was an interim one. He hoped that the Committee would have a final report before 
it in the early stages of the thirty-fifth session of the General Assembly, 
including full information on the advantages of the classification system. He 
wondered when precisely that system would enter into force. 

34. Ivir. AL-TAKRITI (Iraq) asked whether there vras a procedure for the 
classification of posts of Professional staff members, in particular translators 
and interpreters. The task of the language staff was a difficult one ru1d his 
delegation much appreciated their role and efforts in the 1v-ork of the Committees. 
He wondered whether a decision had been taken on that question or 1-rhether it had 
been postponed to the thirty-fifth session. 

35. Mr. JONAH (Assistant Secretary-General for Personnel Services), in reply, 
drew· attention to paragraphs 7 and 8 of the report (A/C.5/34/37), which had been 
singled out for comment by the Chairman of the Advisory Committee. It had been the 
view of the Secretary-General that the question of reclassification of language 
posts should be dealt with by a special group, the results of whose work would 
be the subject of a report to the General Assembly at its next session. 

I . .. 
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:3G. Mr. DE FACQ (Belgium) observed that the Committee had been given three 
different statements concerning the stage reached in the reclassification exercise: 
the Advisory Committee had said that the exercise was completed; the Assistant 
Secretary-General for Personnel Services had affirmed that the system was nearing 
completion; and it had also been stated that the exercise in respect of the Geneva 
staff had begun. He wondered >That the actual position was and whether the 
transitional measures could be applied in current reclassification exercises to 
proposals for upgradings and downgradings. 

37. Mr. RAMZY (Egypt), referring to paragraph 7 of the report (A/C.5/34/37), said 
that the words 11 special language requirements are the subject of continuing 
revievr" could be interpreted as meaning that several attempts had already been 
made to find a solution to the problem, although none had been outlined to the 
Committee. He wondered whether the solutions suggested had been considered 
inadequate or the analyses not exhaustive enough. It was to be hoped that the 
Committee would eventually have a complete report before it, containing specific 
recommendations, so that a decision could be taken as early as possible. 

38. The CHAIRMAN invited the Assistant Secretary-General for Personnel Services 
to report on the position regarding implementation of section IV of General 
Assemoly resolution 33/143, in response to a question raised by the representative 
of Belgium at an earlier meeting. 

39. Mr. JONAH (Assistant Secretary-General for Personnel Services) recalled that 
in section IV of resolution 33/143 the Secretary-General had been requested to 
establish entrance-level qualifications ru1d maximum levels of grades for various 
occupations of the General Service category at Geneva on the basis of the levels 
of equivalent grades for the same occupations in New York and to finalize the 
classification of posts in the General Service category at Geneva before 
30 April 1979. 

40. In his view it was important to view, that question against the background 
in Geneva, because the situation there had not been the easiest. In 1977 the 
International Civil Service Commission had surveyed the salaries of General Service 
staff at Geneva. The result had been a recommendation of the Commission and a 
decision by the Secretary-General to implement as from 1 January 1978 a new 
salary scale lower on average by 17 per cent in comparison to the previous scale. 
While no salary had actually been reduced, the decision had created great 
suspicion on the part of the staff, who had viewed the classification exercise as 
the second thrust of an effort to affect conditions of employment to their 
disadvantage. The representatives of the Director-General had had great difficulty 
in persuading the staff that the classification of posts was not part of a plan to 
reduce further the over-all conditions of service of the General Service category, 
but would result in an objective classification that was to everyone's advantage. 
The question of classification had been discussed first in the Joint Advisory 
Committee, and then in a joint staff-management group set up for that purpose. 
In October 1978 agreement had been reached between the Administration and the 
staff that joint efforts should be made to establish a classification system. 
Those efforts had resulted in an agreement, concluded on 17 July 1979, on a system, 

I .. . 
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approved the following day by the Director-General of the Office at Geneva. ·vrork 
on the actual classification of posts had started immediately thereafter. The 
exercise of applying the new system to the 1,500 General Service posts involved 
would take until the end of 1980, assuming that the post for a Classification 
Officer was approved. The impression given in paragraph 28.80 of the first report 
of the Advisory Committee (A/34/7) that the classification exercise had been 
completed was not correct. The system had been established, but most of the posts 
were yet to be classified and the exercise was far from complete. 

41. The system provided that staff appointed to posts at levels G-1 to G-3 
inclusive would be recruited at the level of the post. Staff appointed at the G-4 
level and above would be recruited one level below· that of the post and remain 
in that grade for a period of one year, since the functions of the posts at those 
grades required a further period of training within the Organization. Posts at the 
G-5 to the G-7 level would in principle be filled by the transfer or promotion of 
serving staff rather than by recruitment. 

42. When all the jobs in a particular occupational group had been classified, the 
entrance level~ qualifications, and the maximum levels of grades would be 
established for that group. It >vould then be possible to compare the seven-level 
structure of the General Service category in Geneva with the five-level structure 
of that category in Nev.r York, bearing in mind the differences arising from the 
fact that the salaries, grading and structure of each of those categories were 
based to some extent on the outside conditions of service prevailing in each of 
the two localities. 

43. Replying to the question of the representative of Egypt concerning the review 
of the reclassification of posts with special language requirements, he said that 
the reviews conducted had not been fully satisfactory and that the question of the 
classification of language posts was currently being considered in conjunction with 
the Office of Financial Services because of the budgetary implications. Although 
some of the staff members involved believed that the review had been completed 
the Secretary-General considered that a further review ·Has required and hoped to 
be able to submit concrete proposals to the thirty-fifth session of the General 
Assembly. 

44. l~. VAN NOUHUYS (Netherlands) observed that foot-note b/ to table 1 of the 
Secretary-General's report (A/C.5/34/37) indicated that the-classification of many 
posts had been delayed owing to restructuring. Since he understood that the nevr 
Under-Secretary-General for Public Information had embarked on an extensive 
restructuring exercise, he was somewhat puzzled by the fact that 139 of the 140 
posts in DPI had already been classified. 

45. Mr. JONAH (Assistant Secretary-General for Personnel Services) said that 
the classification of posts was a continuing exercise, and in the particular case 
mentioned by the representative of the Netherlands it would be necessa~J to 
review the classification and perhaps conduct a further classification of the 
posts concerned. 

46. The recommendation of the Advisory Committee (para. 29 above) for additional 
appropriations of $412,500 under section 28.c and of $123,300 under section 2B.H 
was approved wi t~1out a vote. 

I . .. 
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4"(. lir. VISLY1~rl (Union of Soviet Socialist ::lepublics) said that if tl1e 
reconHendations of the Advisory Comraittee l1a\.l been put to the vote, his clele:o;ation, 
',);~t tl1e basis of its position of principle on questions of personnel, -.:rould not have 
lJE'Pit a'ole to support them. 

4D. i'i1e CEJ'.IRi.-.iAJ:T sue;gested that the Co~'u,ittee should recm;·m1end to the General 
Asse~noly that it take note of the report of the Secretary-General (L/C.5/34/37) ancl 
the oral report of the Advisory Committee. 

49. It lras so decided. 

Revised esti;nates under section 4 (Policy-making organs (econonic and social 
activities)); and administrative and financial inplications of the draft resolution 
submitted by the Second Committee in docur.11ent A/34/767 concerninr; a,<;>;enda item 71 
(A/34/7/Add.25; A/C.5/34/74 and 96) 

50. l'lr. :dGELL:t::: (Chairman of the Advisory Co~mni ttee on Administrative anc.l .Uudgetary 
l~uestions) said that the Advisory Col11J.1littee had considered a report (A/C.5/34/74) 
m·,,_: a statement U1.../C.5/34/96) by the Secretary-General relating to tiw United 
.Tations Conference on l:ew and Henewable Sources of :bnerc;y to be held at ~-iairobi in 
fi.U!7,USt 1981. 

51. In his report (A/C. 5/34/74), tl1e Secretary-General subJ11itted revised estimates 
uuder section 4 of tlle proposed prograrfl..rrJ.e budget for the bienniwn 1980-19131 in tJ:1e 
ru,1ou11t of ~;4, 708,000 for non-conference costs, and if the m:10unt of ':;594 ,000 already 
approved by the ConMi ttee in first readinr; was deducted fror,l that fic;ure, the 
additional resources beinc; requested ·by the Secretary-General amounted to ::;4 ,114 ,000. 
In addition, conference servicinG costs under section 29 w·ere estimated at 
~:,3,020,700. The bulk of the amount of :;>4,114,000 covered requirements for the 
Conference secretariat of just over .)3 million and the next largest fi~ure Fas the 
re \'_ue st for ;:,J69, 000 for public in format ion. 

52. In its report (A/34/7/Add.25) the Advisory Coi;t:littee analysed in detail the 
request for the Conference secretariat and for individual i_JOst s. In considerin:::; the 
additional posts requested by the Secretary-General, it had inquired into the 
current deployi,lent of the posts authorized for the Conference secretariat by the 
General :'l.sseu.bl~r at its thirty-third session and had been inforned that not all the 
posts uhich had been authorized had been used for the purpose for which they had 
been intended. It took ti1e view that tlle posts aut:10rized to :provide technical 
services for the Conference should not be used for other purposes (para. 4). 

'53. rl.'lle Advisory Conu,littee recognized t:1e inportance of providinG technical support 
for the Conference and therefore recommended approval of all six substantive posts 
requested by the Secretary-General (para. G). Houever, it considered that tl1e 
request for additional posts to provide ac1uinistrative support for tl1e Conference 
had not been fully justifie<l and therefore recor,,~,1ended that U1e size of tl1e 
Aruninistrative Unit should be reduced from 4 posts to 3 by deletin6 t~e proposed 
P-2 post for an Associate J\.di11inistrative Officer and that the P-2 post for a. 
Documents Officer should not be approved (para. G). It consequently recommended 
that the nw11ber of General Service posts shoulli be reduced fror11 7 to 5 (para. 10). 

I ... 
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54. T·!ith re~ard to consultant services~ the Advisory Committee noted the 
Secretary·General 's stater1ent that it Has c1ifficu1t to specifically identify each 
assicnment to be given to specialized consultants in the service of the respective 
panels and~ tal:in::; into account other considerations, it felt that 113, instead of 
138 uork~months ~ should be approved at a cost of ~:;4 74 )600 (para. 11!.). It further 
recommended that the request for ::)105, 000 for a study on draue:ht animal pouer should 
be reduced to :;;75 ~000. It recomrr1ended that the amounts requested for technical 
panels and for the Office of Secretariat Services for Economic and Social J.Iatters 
should be approved. As to information activities~ it consiclered that there uas 
room for economy in the ~·;869,000 requested and, for the reasons given in 
paragraph 22, it recormnended tha.t ~700 ,000 should be approvecl. for the publicity 
of the Conference. 

55. Section B of the Advisory Committee 1 s report 1ras concerned idth the 
administrative and financial implications of the draft resolution reco~£nded by the 
Second Committee (A/34/767, para. 11), and the Advisory Committeets recommendation 
on the subject uas contained in paragraph 29. 

56. The CHAIPJv1AN said it was highly regrettable that the documents on a matter of 
such importance as the United Hations Conference on Neu and Renew·able Sources of 
Energy should have been communicated to the Committee so late in the session. As 
a result of the delays, which vere caused by certain units of the Secretariat, the 
Committee was obli~ed to consider a report of the Advisory Committee uhich had 
been published on that same day. 

57. Nr. DOHS:8 (United Kingdom) said his delegation noted that, as was pointed out 
in parat:Sraph 5 of the Advisory Committee 1 s report (.M34/7/Ao.d.25), the Secretary~ 
General had informed the General Assembly at its thirty--third session that the 
substantive support for the Conference preparations 1-rould be based around the 
existing capabilities of the Centre for rTatural Resources, EnervJ anCI. Transport 
(CNTIET), appropriately strengthened uhere necessary. Yet paraeraph 6 of the 
Secretary~·General 1 s report (A/C. 5/34/74) 0 vrhich indicated that the onr;oinr: proc;ra.rPle 
commitments of the Centre severely limited the extent to which the preparatory 
process could obtain staff support, implied that that COIJ'l1Tlitment had been reversed. 
A partial explanation was provided in paragraph 5 of document A/C.5/J4/74 but, in 
view of the very large number of additional posts requested~ his c1elegation -vrould 
w·elcome further information on the e;:tent to -vrhich existinG staff had been called 
upon and the reasons for the major chan~e in the assessment of existing capabilities. 

5G. ~·ir. VISLYKJI (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that his delegation 
fully endorsed the Chairman 1 s cornm.ents regarding the conditions under which the 
Committee had to consider the question before it. 

59. After studying the report of the Advisory Committee (A/34/7/kdd.25), his 
delegation had come to the conclusion that the revised estimates under section 4 
were a clear example of an excessive and unjustified increase in the budgetary 
requests of the Secretary~General and 'l·rere in outri~ht contradiction to the publicly 
stated goal of the Secretary. General of exercising financial restraint and 
discipline. ft~though the Advisory Committee, in paragraph 5 of its report, urc;ed 
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the Secretary -General to ensure that the Divisionis input into the preparatory 
uork of the Conference corresponded to the undertaking c;iven to the General 
Assembly at its previous session~ it nevertheless recommended approval of a larre 
number of the additional posts reQuested. Its recomraendations for reductions~ 
although substantial, did not r,o far enough. 

Go. As to the administrative and financial implications of the draft resolution 
recommended by the Second Committee, his delegation pointed out that that 
resolution envisac;ed expenditure from the regular budc;et for technical assistance:. 
in that connexion, it confirmed its position of principle on the financing of 
technical assistance 0 namely that all technical assistance must be financect on a 
voluntary basis from extrabude;etary sources since, under the United Nations Charter, 
the United Nations regular budget was to be used for administrative purposes only. 

61. His delegation 1muld be unable to support the Advisory Committee 1 s 
recommendations in docQment A/34/7/Add.25. 

62. Hr. FRAHZI (Italy) drew attention to a printinf> error in the French text of 
paragraph 12 of document A/34/7/Add.25. i"te agreed vrith the Chairman that it was 
regrettable that the documents had been issued so late in the session. 

63. He noted that in paragraph 5 of document A/34/7/Add.25 the ~dvisory Committee 
merely urged the Secretary~General to ensure that the Divisionis input into the 
preparatory 1mrl~ of the Conference corresponded to the undertaldng given to the 
General Asse111bly at its previous session. IIis delegation had already indicated in 
the Second Comr11i ttee that the secretariat of the Conference could not attain that 
c;oal by using the services of officials •rho Here already fully engaged in other 
tasks in the Secretariat. P.lthough CNRET had adequate competence in respect of new· 
and reneuable resources, it uas unable to provide all the necessary assistance to 
the Secretary .. General of the Conference, and the Conference secretariat must 
therefore have full· ·time personnel available to it. 

64. His delegation noted 1-rith satisfaction that the .t',.dvisory Committee recoinmended 
approval of the Secretary .. General 1 s request for consultant services for the 
Technical Panels, but considered that, since the Conference .ras highly technical 
and needed the participation of q_ualified experts from. Member States, the reduction 
in the total of work-months of consultant services proposed in paragraph 14 of the 
Advisory Committee 1 s report uas not justified. However, it had no objection to the 
reductions proposed in paragraph 12 of that report. It also supported the Advisory 
Committee's recommendation that appropriations for inforHation activities should be 
reduced because it considered that uas more important to prepare the technical 
aspects of the Conference than to give publicity to a problem Hhich uas already 
uidely Lnmm. His delegation uould have no objection to approving the 
recommendations of the Advisory Committee. 

65. Fr. SADDLER (United States of America) said that his delegation too felt that 
the Advisory Conunittee:s report should have been made available to the Committee 
111uch earlier in the session. The Conference uas of great importance to many 
delegations. His deleration noted uith some surprise that the Advisory Committee 
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had left a feu items untouched. It endorsed the coment of the Advisory Committee 
in paragraph 4 of its report that staffing resources authorized for technical 
preparations for the Conference should not be used for other purposes, since that 
could be to the detriment of the Conference. It believed that Cl'TRET could ma}::e 
a substantial contribution to the goals of the Conference because it had 
consio.erable high--level expertise of the type required to make the Conference 
a success, and it therefore called on the Secretary-General to ensure that those 
resources already available uere utilized for the benefit of the Conference. Uith 
re(!;ard to the recommended reduction of ~:aG9 ,000 in the arrJ.ount allocated to 
information activities, his deleGation understood that that reduction vrould apply 
to all information e.ctivities and not only to contractual services. His delegation 
vrould have no difficulty in supporting the Advisory Committee 7 s reco1nmendations. 

G6. llr. FILTSHITIE (Department of International :economic and Social Affairs)) 
replyinp;~he question of the representative of the United ICingdom, assured him 
that as far as the Secretary.-General of the Conference 1·ras concerned, there had 
been r:o change in the policy 1vi th regard to the use of existing personnel resources 
for the Conference. The assistance of CNR~T, as part of the Department of 
Technical Co-·operation for Development, continued to be dra1m upon fully for the 
technical preparations for the Conference. The previous iveel:, the Advisory 
Committee had been informed that final arraneements had been made betwren the 
Director~General for Development e.nd International Lconomic Co-operation, the 
Under--Secretary--General for Technical Co-~operation for Development and the 
Secretary~General of the Conference to ensure that full co-~operation vrould continue 
between DIESA and CiTRET in the Flatter of technical preparations for the Conference. 
'l1hat co~~operation was manifested on a day--to--day basis and CNRET and its staff 
had been used quite extensively for representational purposes. Thus the existing 
resources of the Secretariat -vrere beine fully utilized. 

67, 'l'he CHAIEliW:T invited members to vote on the revised estimates of (~3 ,296,400 
under- section~econ®ended by the Acvisory Committee in paragraph 24 of document 
A/34/7/Adcl.l3. Ile further invited members, by the same vote, to tal~e a decision 
on the recommendation of the Advisory Corilmittee in paragraph 29 of document 
A/34/7/Add.l3 (i.e. to inform the General Assembly that, should it adopt the draft 
resolution reconnnended by the Second Committee in paragraph 11 of its report 
(A/J!!/767) 9 there vould be need for an additional appropriation of ::·720 7 600 under 
section 4 of the :proposed programme budget for 1980- ·1931; furthermore 9 conference 
servicing costs not exceeding ~392 ,000 1-rould be reflected in the consolidated 
statement to be submitted at the current session). 

68. The recommendation of the Advisory Committee for an additional appropriation 
of :)3-,"296 ,400 uncl_~_Eec~ion 4 !!_as approved ··by93;ote~-~_9_j0_~he reco!~~-n~:_8.tion · 
of __ the Advis_sl!'L Co~itt~!=~ in __ PEl-Iagraph 29 of doc~~nt_ P.J.3!~/7 /Ad~l_3.....]~~- ..§1-.PProved 
by __ the 33El.E::..Y"~:t~.· 
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Revised estimates under sections 26 (Legal activities) and 29.A (Department of 
gonf~~nce ~fe_Ey1~e~~,~~~~<[ciu~rters_) TA7C.5/34-/4oan_d.~ Carr .l and 2) 

69. Hr. 1vlSLLLL (Chairman of the Advisory Conmrittee on Ad:ministrative and 
Budgetary Questions) explained that the revised estir1ates submitted by the 
Secretary~General in document A/C.5/34/40 under section 26, Legal activities, and 
sect~on 29.A, Department of Conference Services, Headquarters, related to the 
publicatlon of the Treaty Series. Separate estir.1ates were shown, first, for 
resource requirements to keep abreast of the workload of 40 volumes a year for 
1980-1981 and, secondly; for additional resources that would be needed in order 
to eliminate, by the end of 1988, the backlog of approximately 260 volrnnes -vrhich 
would have accmmlated by the beginning of 1980. The Secretary-General vas 
requesting ~~197 ,800 to keep abreast of the 1-rorkload, and he was requesting an 
ad<iitional amount of ~:5195 ,200 in order to start on the elimination of the backlog 
in 1980-1981, making a total of ;;;393 ,000. 

10. In paragraph 26.9 of its first report (A/34/7) the Advisory Committee had 
rt::connnended that action on the Secretary-General 1 s proposals for additional 
resource requirements as contained in the initial estimates, relatir,:3 to the 
publication of the basic 40 volumes a year, should be deferred until the Assembly 
had considered the separate report on the elimination of the backlog, 1vhich was 
currently before the Committee in document A/C.5/34/l~o and Corr.l and 2. Th3.t 
document had been submitted to the Department of Conference Services for 
translation and reproduction on l 7 november but had not been available in all 
languages until 26 Nove;aber" by which time the Advisory Corm.11ittee and the Fifth 
Committee had had several other priority documents before them, and it had 
therefore been too late to analyse properly the contents of document A/C.5/34/l!O. 

71. llt:mbers would see fror'1 the table in paragraph 21 of the Secretary-General 1 s 
report that the proposed plan for the eliHination of the backlog did not provide 
for the publication of any additional volumes in 1980, and it was clear from 
paragraphs 23, 24 and 27 that the only staff resources bein~ requested by the 
Secretary~General for 1980 in connexion I·Ti th the elimination of the backlog -vrere 
two General Service posts as of July 1980. In other words, the adverse effects of 
postponing consideration of the proposed plan for the eliE1ination of the backlog 
to the thirty-fifth session were minimal and, in those circumstances, the Advisory 
Committee had concluded that the only aspect of the proposal to 1vhich the Fifth 
Committe<:: needed to address itself at the current session 1vas the: provision of 
e,ddi tional resources, estimated at i~l97, 800, to allovr the Secretary-General to 
process the l.!O volumes VThich he proposed to issue in 1980. The detailed breakdmm 
of the estimates was to be found in paragraph 30 (a) of the report (A/C.5/34/40), 
calculated on the basis of the standard delayed-recruitment deductions of 
35 per cent for General Service posts and 50 per cent for Professional posts. In 
other words, the bulk of the proposed expenditure vrould be incurred in 1981. 

72. Accordingly, the: Advisory Committee recommended that che General Assembly 
should appropriate at the current session lump~sum temporary assistance funds 
-vrhich would approximately correspond to the 1980 portion of the resources requested 
in paragraph 30 (a), namely, ~35,000 under section 26 (for four months' temporary 
assistance at the P-~2 level and 18 months 1 General Service temporary assistance) 
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and :)12, 000 under section 29 .A (for four months' temporary assistance at the P-2 
or P-·3 level), making a total of ~?47 ,000. 

73. Should the Fifth Committee ac;ree to the course of action he had outlined, 
the Advisory Cmnnittee would consider docum<=11t A/C. 5/34/40 in detail at its 
spring 1930 session and -vrould report to the General Assembly at the beginnin.'S of 
the thirty-fifth session. 

74. l'1!..:... A_Y!UJ.H:E_ (Tunisia) said that, though his delegation was aware of the 
difficul tics experienced by the Advisory Committee, owinc; to tirne pressures, it 
believed that time should have been found thoroughly to consider the important 
matter of the registration and publication of treaties, lvhic"h l·ras one of the basic 
functions of the Organization under the Charter and one to which his delec;ation 
attached great importance. Indeed, it had chaired the worldn[" group of the Sixth 
Committee "lvhich had dealt -vlith the matter. Access to treaties vas func1ame~tal to 
international relations and international law and his deleGation was therefore 
seriously concerned at the considerable delay in both registration and publication. 

75. From the statement of thE:: Chairman of the Advisory Committee it -vmulcl appear 
that the implementation of the plan to elirn.inate the backloc; -vras to be postponed 
for a further year. He \vas anxious that a start would be made on implementin~ 
that plan and wished to know whether it would be possible for the Secretary .. General 
to do that on the· basis of the proposals macl_e by the Advisory Colll!i:tittee. He 
further requested information fror!l the Secretariat as to its plans to eli:rninate 
the backlog in th.; ret.;istration of treaties. 

76. l•ir. SADDLLR (United States of America) said that the representative of 
TUY1isia-had obV2ously not been provided with the correct interpr~tation of the 
comments of the Chairman of the Advisory Committee. The Secretary~General had made 
proposals for eliminating the bacl~log in the Treaty Series, tl.1e schedule for -vrhich 
was shown in the table in paragraph 21 of his-report-·CA"/c-.5/34/40). His 
delegation understood from the conunents of the Chairman of the Advisory Committee 
that that CoEunittee was recommending the appropriation of a sum of ~;>47 ,000 to 
laUT1ch the plan. The Advisory Committee 1 s recommendation would in no -vmy hinder 
the i1.1plementation of the plan' on the contrary) it vmuld provide the Secretary
General with the necessa~J resources iw~ediately and therefore appeared to him to 
meet all the concerns of the representative of TUY1isia. 

77. The: CHAIR~UUi drew attention to the fact that the General Assembly had that 
morning tah.en--a- decision on the registration and publication of treaties and 
international agreements on the basis of the report of the Sixth Corunittee 
(A/34/737). If adopte:d, the recommendation of the Advisory Conunittee 1vould enable 
the Secretary-General to becin w·ork immediately on the elimination of the bac1,log. 

78. l·1r. I'!SJ.::LL_,:; (Chairman of the Advisory Committee on Adr.linistrati ve and Bude;etary 
QuestionsT.coniirmed that the action recommended by the Advisory Committee -.rould in 
no uay prevent the Secretary--Genere.l froE UT1dertaldng any measures he had proposed 
to implement in 1980. As hac1 already been explained, there >vas no intention of 
publishing a.J.1.Y additional volumes, over and above the basic 40, in 1980. 
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79. Mr. LYADHI (Tunisia) saiCi that he was sor1e1-rhat relieved to hear the statement 
ma<le by the rep-resentative of the United States. ~.Jhatever happened, nothing should 
be allm·red to hold up urgent uork on a problem to which the General Asser.1bly 
attached ti'Ie hi13hest priority. The important thing 1-ras to ensure that the 
additional appropriation was allocated in such a way that work on the elimination 
of the backlog could proceed in parallel vrith the publicat:!.on of the 40 volU!lles 
to be issued in 1980. 

80. The C_I-IAJ_~Yili invited the Committee to approve the Advisory Committee's 
recommenclation for a total additional appropriation of ~047 ,000 under the proposed 
prograli~e budget for the biennium 1980-1981. 

81. The recommendation of the Advisory Committee (para. 72 above) for additional 
appropriations -oF :;35-,ooo- :UUd.-er-section- 26 and ~;512:-ooo illi"2fer- s-eC:£ion29.A was __ _ 
appro'!_ed,vi:t!:0~t_j_ y~t¥.·- _____ _. ________ ------··-- ·- ------- - .. --

Administrative and financial L1plications of the draft resolution submitted by the 
Secon-d-Conllnittee J.n-docume-ntA/C.-2-(3-4/L.-lObco_n.cerninc agenda item 55 (a) 
{I1-/c-:5/3L~7o-6 ~d: c0r;.i) _______ --- · · ---- -·------- ---·-----------------------

82. Mr. HS:CLLE (Chairman of the Advisory Committee on Administrative and 
Budc;etary Questions) said that, in considerinG the a&ninistrative and financial 
implications of the draft resolution contained in document A/C.2/34/L.l06, the 
Advisory Committee had had before it the Secretary-General's statement contained 
in document A/C.5/34/86, which had been prepared on the basis of a previous draft 
resolution contained in document A/34/1.17. Subseq_uent to the adoption by the 
Second Committee of the draft resolution contain~d in document A/C.2/34/L.l06, 
which omitted the req_uest for assistance to least developed countries to participate 
in the meetings of the Preparatory Committee for the Unit-:d Hations Conference on 
the Least Developed Countries, the necessary chan3es in the financial implications, 
involvin13 the deletion of estimates totallinc; ~i>216 ,000 in table 8 of document 
A/C.5/34/86, were set out in document A/C.5/34/86/Corr.l. The Advisory Committee 
had been informed by the representatives of the Secretary-General that the other 
differences between the texts of the two draft resolutions did not affect the 
remaining financial implications shown in table 8 of document A/C.5/34/86. 
Therefore, with the deletion of the amount of ~~216, 000, the financial implications 
totalled 01,470,850, consisting of ~;648,140 for 1980 and $822,710 for 1981. 

83. The Advisory Committee had been infor111ed that the estimates for 1981 were 
speculative, since it >vas not known exactly when the Conference would take place. 
Horeover, the actual req_uirements would be subject to any recommendations made by 
the Preparatory Committee and the Trade and Development Board. Under those 
circumstances, the representatives of the Secretary-General had agreed with the 
Advisory Committee that it would be better to defer consideration of requirements 
for 1981 until the thirty-fifth session of the General Assembly, by which time 
more information would be available about the date, duration and actual 
requirements of the Conference. 

84. Of the estimate of ~>648,140 for 1980, ~5160 ,250 related to conference services 
estimated on a full~cost basis for 1980, the actual requirements to be included 
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in the consoli~ated statement of conference servicin~ requirements to be 
considered shortly by the Fifth Committee. The remaininc; ~:;487 ,890 covered 
additional staff~ advisory missions and co-ordination and mobilization, as shovm 
in table 8 of document A/C.5/34/86 and Corr.l. 

85. 'l'he estimate for additional staff was analysed in table 4 of that document 
and consisted of an 8lllount of ~:3195,890 in general temporary assistance, equivalent 
to 12 work-months each in 1980 for one D-1, one P-4 and one General Service staff 
member. Since the Advisory Comnittee thouc;ht it unlikely that all three would have 
been recruited by 1 January 1980 0 it recommended the application of a three-month 
delayed recrui. tmen t factor, which would reduce the estimate by ~)49, 000 to 
Gl46,890. The Advisory Committee had no objection to the estimate of $18,000 for 
travel and subsistence in 1980 shmm in table 4. The estimate of $182,400 for 
advisory missions analysed in table 5 would provide for the services of technical 
advisers, at the P'"4 level, for a total of 24 work-months in 1980, 8 vrork-months 
of secretarial assistance, and travel and subsistence of staff. The Advisory 
Committee had no objection to that estir,1ate. 

86. Table 6 of document A/C.5/34/86 surrrraarized the estimates relatin~ to the 
responsibilities of the Director-General for Development and International Economic 
Co-~operation, in the amount of ;(;91, 600, to provide for 12 •mrk-months in 1980 for a 
principal officer (D-1) and a secretary, plus common staff costs and common services 
costs, travel and subsistence. In that case, too, the Advisory Committee was 
recommendin~ the application of a three-month delayed recruitment factor, thereby 
reducine the estimate by ~:i21,400. 

87. The Advisory Comndttee was therefore recommending that the Fifth Committee 
should inforu the General Assembly that, should it adopt the draft resolution 
contained in document A/C.2/34/L.l06, an additional appropriation of ~,417,490 
•vould be required under section 4 of the proposed programme budget for 1980-1981. 
In that connexion, the Committee noted from paragraph 10 of document A/C.5/34/86 
and Corr.l that all cost estimates for the Conference had been grouped under 
section 4, includin6 amounts for common services and for public information. The 
Committee had been infonted that that represented a new practice designed to 
facilitate future reference to the entire cost of any particular Conference. Should 
the draft resolution be adopted, there would also be a need to appropriate an 
amount of $67?700 under section 31 for staff assessment, to be offset by income in 
the same amount under income section 1. He stressed the fact that the estimate 
recomnended by the Advisory Committee related only to 1980, not to the •-rhole 
biennium. 

88. Mr. ICOUYATE (Guinea) expressed his delegation's surprise at the deletion of 
paragrapi:i.-4 of--documen"G A/C. 5/34/86, as indicated in document A/C.5/3l~/86/Corr.l. 
It was his understanding that the Second Committee had adopted both the draft 
resolution contained in document A/34/1.17 and that contained in document 
A/C.2/34/L.l06, and the operative paragraphs of both these resolutions should 
therefore be taken into account by the Advisory Committee and the Fifth Committee. 
He wondered whether there was any point in holding a conference on the least 
developed countries if most of the countries concerned were unable to participate in 
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the preparatory work. While the Secretary-General might explore the availability 
of voluntary contributions to provide ~ssistence for travel and subsistence of 
delegations from the least developed countries, as suggested, he wished to point 
out that there was a precedent for providing funds from the regular bud~et, namely 
in connexion with the preparations for the United Nations Conference on Technical 
Co-operation among Developing Countries, held ~t Buenos Aires in 1978. 

89. Mr. B:CGIN (Director, Budget Division), replying to a question by the Chairman, 
sa~Q -that--drait resolution A/C.2/34/L.l06 was generally in line uith draft 
resolution A/34/L.l7, but omitted paragraph 5 of the latter resolution. The 
Secretariat had wished to draw attention to that fact and to delete from 
document A/C.5/34/86 references to the requEsts contained in paragraph 5 of 
draft resolution A/34/L.l7 that the Secretary-General explore ways and means of 
providing assistance for travel and per diem expenses. It had therefore issued 
A/8.5/34/86/Corr.l, which, inter alia, deleted paragraph 4 of document 
A/C. 5/31~/86. --- ------

90. Hr. RUEDAS (Assistant Secretary--General for Financial Services), replying to 
a quest-iOn-by--the representative of Cape Verde, said that draft decision 
A/C.2/34/L.l07 adopted by the S6cono. Committee had no financial implications. IIe 
read out the text of that decision,, and stressed that extrabudgetary resources 
would be sought. 

91. Mr. KOUYATE (Guinea) said that the decision that had just been read out 
was direc.tiy--in -line -vrith the resolution on the Buenos Aires Conference adopted at 
the thirty- third session of the General Assei'lbly. He did not understand why 
similar provisions had not been included in the draft resolution before the 
Committee. 

92. 1'-J:r._ji._pp;_BAPJ() (United 1qations Conference on Trade and Development) said that 
the Secretary.,General of U:NCTAD had requested countries to make voluntary 
contributions for the United Nations Conference on ~estrictive Business Practices. 
The Secretary--General of the United Nations could follow· the same procedure with 
regard to the United l'Tations Conference on the Least Developed Countries. 

93. l'-'lr. RAHOS (Cape Verde) said that there seemed to be a contradiction betvree1:1 
paragraph --4-of document A/C. 5/34/06, in which the Genen01~ Assembly was requested 
to mru~e an additional appropriation Ln the amount of $216,000, and the Advisory 
Committee's recommendation. He requested clarification on that point. 

94. I1'1r, AYADIII (Tunisia) said that paragraph 4 of document A/C.5/34/06 
that -e;--a:ppropriation would be requested "subject to possible reduction 
corresponding to whatever extrabudgetary funds mie;ht become available;'. 
the Secretariat to reword its request for an appropriation in the amount 
~!216 ,000 as a request for an advance appropriation. 

stated 

He urged 
of 

95. l1r~-~~DAS (Assistant Secretary-General for Financial Services) replying to 
a question by the Chairman, said that paragraph 5 of draft resolution A/34/L.l7 
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contained no reference to extrabudgetary resources" and in any case was not 
before the Committee for consideration. 

96. Mr. BAMBA (Upper Volta) said that paragraph 5 of draft resolution A/34/1.17 
had p;lv~n- the-Secretary .. General discretionary pmv-ers to seel-c the necessary funds 
and meet the reguiren;ents for participation in the meetine:s of the Preparatory 
Committee. The paragraph had been made into a draft decision in order to 
accommodate the least developed countries: in thto process, however, its contents 
had been changed. He nevertheless appealed to all delegations to take a decision 
on the financial implications before the Committee contained in document 
A/C.5/34/86 and Corr.l. 

97. lvir_. __ R~ED~ (Assistant Secretary-·General for Financial Services)~ replying to 
a question by the representative of Chad, said that both the Secretary-GenE"ral of 
the United Nations and the Secretary-General of UNCTAD considered the Conference 
to be of the greatest importance and would make every effort to ensure its success 
1vithin the financial limits recomrr,ended by the Advisory Committee. 

98. The CiiAIRiv.l.AJ.II suggested that, as recommended by the Advisory Committee 
(para-: sy· aboveT; the Committee should request the Rapporteur to inform the 
General Assembly that, should it approve the draft resolution contained in 
document A/C.2/3l~/L.l06, an additional appropriation of $417,490 for 1980 vrould be 
required under section 4 of the proposed programme budget for 1980-1981, together 
with an additional appropriation of i~67, 700 under section 31 (Staff assessment), to 
be offset by an increase in income in the same amount under income section l 
(Income from staff assessment). Related conference servicinG costs not exceedine; 
i!)l60, 250 would be considered in the context of the consolidated statement of 
conference servicinc requirements soon to be submitted to the Assembly. 

99. It -vras so decided. 

100. The CHAIRMA1J drew· attention to paragraph 10 of document A/ 34/7 I Add. 24. 

101. Hr. HSELLE (Chairman of the Advisory Committee on Adr11inistrative and Budgetary 
QuestiorisT-said" that under paragraph 1 of the draft resolution submitted in 
document A/34/830 (para. 18), the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of 
Discrimination against 1vomen would be opened for signature, ratification and 
accession. In document A/C.5/34/94 the Secretary-General had indicated that 
llnancial implications would arise in respect of conference servicinp; costs 
relating to the meetings of the States parties to the Convention and to the meetin~s 
of the Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against \'Jcn:en. Pursuant to 
article 17 of the Convention, the Chairman and members of that Committee -vrould 
r12ceive emoluments from UnitE:d Nations resources on such terms and conditions as 
the General Assembly might decide. 
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102. The recommendation in paragraph 9 of document A/34/7/Add.24 would not give 
rise to any add1. tional appropriations for the biennium 1980-1981. The Advisory 
Committee recommended that the terms and conditions for the payment of honoraria 
or emoluments to the Chairman and meniliers of the future Committee should be 
considered in the context of the comprehensive study of the question of honoraria 
payable to members of organs and subsidiary organs of the United Nations. Hhen 
the Convention cal!1e into force, the Secretary· -General would submit a proposal 
relating to the Committee to be established under the Convention. 

103. In paragraph 10, the Advisory Committee further recommended that the Fifth 
Committee inform the General Assembly that, should it adopt the draft resolution 
recommended by the Third Committee (A/34/830, para. 18), no additional 
appropriations would be required at the present stage under the proposed programme 
budget for the biennium 1980-1981. 

104. The CHAIRMft~ said that, if he heard no objection, he would take it that the 
Committe-e-"rishe·d-to adopt the recommendations of the Advisory Committee in 
document A/34/7/Add.24. 

Administrative and financial implications of the draft resolution submitted by the 
?.e~E?.!l.d~_Q~~~?-~~e iri- ft~cu~ent f:!_c_;ji34j~ioJ _c_on~er~-inr-; ag~!l9~a- item 56 (A/C.5/34/95) 

106. The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the antepenultimate sentence of paragraph 3 
and to--p-aragraph5 of document A/C. 5/34/95. IIe suggested that the Committee 
request the Rapporteur to infona the General Assembly that, should it adopt draft 
resolution A/C.2/34/L.l09, no additional appropriations would be required at the 
present ti1ae. As indicated in paragraph 5 of document A/C.5/34/95, conference 
serv1.c1.ng requirements would be considered in the context of the consolidated 
statement on such requirements to be submitted at the current session. 

Adm;lni::;t.:r-a~~ve_ ~,<1.-_fi_panc:_i~ j.~1;p_lic_~~_i,on~_9!._ the_j.J:a_f:t_~~cisipn submitted by the 
§>ec~~_9o!fllll_it:tee }!1_ d~_cum~_IlLA/C. 2/j_4fl>~;L_2_§_concerninr; agenda _item ~_§_ 
(A/C. 5/34/100) 

108. The CHAIRMAn drew attention to paragraph 6 of document A/C. 5/34/100, which 
indicated that~o appropriation would be required at the present stage. 

109. :Mr. MSIELLlJ (Chairman of the Advisory Committee on Administrative and 
Budgetary- Que-stions) observed that, according to foot·~note c in annex I, part A, 
of document A/C.5/3l~/9FJ, which was the consolidated statement of conference 
servicing requirements, documents issued after the preparation of that statement 
would be considered in the context of performance reports for the biennium 1980~ 
1981. Since the General Assembly vras still in session, hm-rever, the Advisory 
Committee recommended that any conference servicing costs arising from the adoption 
of draft decision A/C.2/34/L.l26 should be financed from the amounts to be 
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appropriated under section 29, vrhich vrould eliminate the need for additional 
requests in the context of performance reports. 

110. ~it'~~- .AY:!\P!I_I_ (Tunisia) noted that draft decision A/C.2/34/L.l26 requested the 
Secreto.ry-General of UlJCTAD to take thE n'-·cessary measures, includin['; the procedures 
for consultations provided for in the Trade and Development Board resolution 
1~3 (XVI)" to convene a resumed session of the UnitE'd i'Tations Conference on 
Restrictive Business Practices. IIe vrondered w·hether the procedures for 
consultations that vrere mentioned involved financial implications. 

111. ~~iE_._.A-PE~J\.1~!9_ (United Nations Confen:nce on Trade and Developn;ent) saicl it 
-vras unfortunate that the consultation procedure in question had been mentioned in 
draft decision A/C.2/34/L.l26. 'l'rade and Developmept Board resolution 143 (XVI) 
provided for consultations on the Board 1 s calendar of meetincs. UHCTAD had a very 
tight schedule and 9 each quarter 9 the Secretary-General of illTCTAD met vrith 
representatives of member States to approve the Board 1 s progrmnme of meetings six 
months in advance. The dates of the resumed United Nations Conference on 
Restrictive Business Practices vrould be set w·ithin that framevrork and, accordingly, 
the consultations referred to in the draft decision had no financial implications. 

112. _The __ CH,\IR~N suggested that the Committee should request the Rapporteur to 
inform the General Assembly that, should it adopt draft decision A/C.2/34/L.l26, 
no additional appropriation vrould be required. Related conference servicing 
requirements should be absorbed vrithin the funds to be appropriated under 
section 29 of tl1e proposed programme budGet for the biennium 1980-1981. 

113. It >vas so decided. ----,--- ----~----~- --

AdJnin~str_at_i ve __ ~_d_!_i!1anci_a}-_ _j!Il_pli c_ati_£!'1S of tl}~ draft dec:ision subwi tted by the 
_f!_e_co!1_?-__ ConJE~~-t-~e __ in _ _t;l_s:>cu~ent A/C_.__?j3~/L .l_lJ_s!?A_<:erni_ng -~g~nda item 5£ (A/C. 5/34/87) 

114. Hr. HSELL:C (Chairman of the Advisory Com.mittee on Administrative and Budgetary 
Questions-fsaid it -vras the Advisory Comnittee' s understandinr; that, until the 
Articles of Agreement of the Common Fund vrere ratified, there vrould be no need for 
the finru1cing referred to in draft decision A/C.2/34/L.ll7. The Secretary-General, 
hovrever) vras proposins that a neiv section 15. B of the programme budget for the 
biennium 1980--1981 should be created to cover the advance appropriation described 
in paragra~h 3 of his statement (A/C.5/34/87). The Advisory Comr~ttee believed 
that, vrhen the need arose for such advance appropriation, it could be covered under 
the resolution on unforeseen expenditures for the biennium 1980--1981, or in 
subsequent biennia. It recommended that the General Assembly should not establish 
a ne1" appropriation line by creatine; a ne1v section 15 .B, and that any financial 
advance should be covered under existinr section 15, with an appropriate indication 
of hovr it -vrould be offset under income section 2. Draft decision A/C.2/34/L.ll7 
vrould therefore involve no additional appropriations for the biennium 1980-1981. 

115. The CHAimlAl~ susgested that the CoiJ1.Ini ttee should request the Rapporteur to 
informthe-Gener~l Assembly that, should it adopt draft decision A/C.2/3l~/L.ll7 9 no 
additional appropriation >muld be required for 1980-1981 and that, vrhen the need 
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arose, additional appropriations would be consir'lered in the context of the 
resolution on unforeseen expenditures for 1980~1981~ or in subsequent biennia. 

116. It was so decided. --- . - .. -~- ·----- -·- -

117. The CHAIPJ-1f\.J:J drew attention to paragraphs 5 and 9 of document A/34/7 /Add. 22 
and p~iilte-d--outthat draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.87 had been superseded by draft 
resolution A/C.2/34/L.ll4. 

118. !i_r __ . _ ?RO}'.Ol?liU_)!Qi\AT (Indonesia) observed that parac;raph 7 of the Advisory 
Committee's r~:port (A/34/7/Add.22) stated that the Secretary-~General vras not 
requesting any of the staff or financial resources mentioned in paragraph 14 
of docmnent A/C. 5/34/73 and the annex thereto. He wondered therefore what was the 
purpose of paragraph 14 a11d the annex. He also -vrished to recall that Economlc and 
Social Council resolution l979/6lt had advocated the strengthening of the rero;ional 
commissions in accordance with General Assembly resolution 32/197, in particular 
by means of decentr2.lization, and had, to that end, envisaged not only the 
redeployment of hea~Lq1.:arters staff tc those com .. rni.ssions but also th<C allocation of 
new resources. Finally_ as could be seen from document A/34/7/Add.22/Corr.l, before 
the Second Conmri.ttee had finally adopted draft resolution _!\/C.2/34/L.ll4-' it had 
inserted the -vrords 11 i_nt~_£__alia:' after the words ''to in-tensify' in operative 
paraGre.ph 3. He •:-fished to lmmr, therefore, vhether the statement of financial 
implications contained in clocument A/C.5/3l!/73 tool~ account of all the provlslons 
of Economic and Social Council r0solution 1979/64 and draft resolution A/C.2/34/ll4, 
including the amendment he had just mentiom::d. 

119. Mr. RUEDAS (Assistant Secretary--General for Financial Services) explained that 
the annex· to document A/C. 5/34/73 gave the estiEmted costs of prograrnme propo:::als 
puc forward ly the regional commissions but made no financial provision for those 
proposals since draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.87 had been concerned simply with 
requesting the Secretary--General to intensify the development and application of 
the decentralization measures contemplat8d in his reports on restructurinG, in 
particular docu~ent A/34/649. 

120. \Then the Second Committee had adopted draft resolution A/C.2/34/L.ll4, 
paragraph 3 of 1-rhich expanded on parae;raph 3 of the earlier draft resolution in 
document A/C.2/34/L. 87, no ne1-r statement of financial implications had been 
:;Jrepared: the Secretary~General had felt that he had not been given the authority 
to go beyond the terms of the original financial statement, especially as draft 
resolution emphasized the forthcomin,c; CPC reviev of policy and programme issues 
relating to the distribution of tasks and responsibilities betvreen the rer;ional 
commissions and other United Nations units, proe;rarul'.es and organs concerned, which 
seemed to be a vital first step in the decentralization process. If, hm-rever, the 
inclusion of the words 01 inter alia.~ in operative paragraph 3 meant that Hember 
States wished to endorse-:u1e--sp·e~ific programme pror;osals put for1-rard by the 
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regional commissions in document A/34/6lr9 and to request their implementation, they 
must advise the Secretary General accordinr;ly ancl. mal\:e their position quite clear. 

121. Mr. BROTODINil~GRAT (Indonesia) observed that the Second Committee must have 
had areascn:lior adding. the words ''inter alia 11 and that paragraph 7 of the 
Advisory Co:mrnittee' s report should perhap·s- have been revised ac~ordinr:;ly. 

122. Ivrr. I\liAlVIIS (Algeria) asked whether the statement of financial implications in 
docuJnent-A/C-.-5/34/73 would have bem dra-vm up differently if the original draft 
resolution had contained the 1-rords "inter alia'·. 

123. lf..r. RU:CDAS (Assistant Secretary-General for Financial Services) reiterated 
that ;ir the. a;end:ment made by the Second Committee had some underlyinc; significance 
as far as financial ir1pl2.cations were concerned ~ for instance if it reflected 
approval of :measures other than decentralization - Her,1ber States :must mal-;.e that 
quite clear to the Secretary--General. 

124. Mr. KHANIS (Algeria) said that it 1-ras quite obvious that members of tlw Fifth 
Committee ·mus.thave an opportunity to consult -vrith other members of their 
delegations in order to find out what had leen intended by the insertion of the 
-vrords '1 inter alia;' in the draft resolution. All matters relatin,?; to restructuring 
and to t1::;-e···d-ec-entralization process -vrere extremely important and it 1-rould be 
unwise to tal-;.e a hasty decision. He therefore proposed that the Committee should 
defer a final decision on the administrative ru1d financial ihlplications of draft 
resolution A/C.2/34/L.ll4 to its next mF:etinc; in order to give :members time to 
consult with their colleagues on the Second Committee. 

12 5. _T_!le. 9J_!!lTRl1.'\.TJ said that, if he heard no objections, he -vrould take it that the 
Co:mmittee decided to adopt the proposal by the representative of Algeria. 

126. It was so decided. 

127. The recommendation of the Advisory Corn.mittee for an appropriation of 
~180 Goo. io_o_ und..er ·s-ection3l was appro:Ved.-fn ffrstread{;;,~ vTithout a vote. 
~--- 3_·-~-2 ~,. ---- ~-·~~--ft ~---~-~------ -- -·~- --- -~-- ~ ----~ ~----- ___ ..,_ ~ ------

Income section l. 

128. lVlr. RUI:DAS (Assistant Secretary·~Geners.l for Financial Services) explained that 
the e~ti~;,tG -;;f ·'r184,o24, 4oo recommended by the Advisory Committee under income 
section 1 differed from the appropriation recom~ended under section 31 because it 
included not only staff assessment on remuneration paid under expenditure sections 
but also staff assessment on remuneration paid 1.mder incomE- section 3. 

12CJ. The estiYtmte of ':,184,024,400 recoll11J:enc1ed by the Advisory_ Comrnitte_§!_~der 
in~_om~=-~·e:c;~t~i} __ ~-"r~3:_s_ !iri)io:V~_(i; Jji_s_-t I~~~_i~g·~~~~J:lo:u:t_ a vote. 

The meeting rose at 12.10 a.m. 


