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The meeting was called to order at 3.25 p.m. 

AGENDA ITEM 100: PROPOSED PR(X;IWME BUIX;Er FOR 1HE BIENNIUM 1982-1983 (continued) 
(A/36/6, vols. I and II, A/36/7, A/36/38, chaps. V and VII D; A/C.5/36/L.41/Rev.l) 

concerning age 

1. Mr. MSELI.E (Chairman of the Advisory Conmittee on Administrative and 
Budgetary Q.Jestions) drew attention to the fact that, in accordance with the 
resolution adopted by the Second Committee in document A/C.2/36/L.l41, as orally 
revised, the General Assembly would support the strengthening of the system of 
consultations, in the light of experience gained and of the relevant decisions 
of the Industrial Developnent Board. Paragraph 3 of the statement suhnitted 
by the Secretary-General in document A/C.5/36/101 indicated those sectors which 
were to be the subject of consultations during the period 1982-1983. Five 
of those sectors had been included in the proposed progranme budget for the biennium 
1982-1983, while the last sector, namely the First Consultation on the Wood and 
Wood Products Industry, had not been included in the initial estimates for 
the proposed progranme budget. Therefore, in paragraph 5 of his statement, 
the Secretary-General described the additional resources that would be required 
in connexion with the First Consultation on the Wood and Wood Products Industry. 

2. In reviewing the request contained in the Secretary-General's statement, 
the Advisory Coornittee had borne in mind the fact that the estimates in section 
17 of the proposed programme budget for the biennium 1982-1983 included an amount 
of $1,171,600 for consultants and ad hoc expert groups. The Advisory Committee 
felt that, at least at the current stage, it should recommend that the Fifth 
Committee should accept the Secretary-General's proposal concerning the need for 
two new Professional posts at the P-4 level and one new General Service post 
but that the Secretary-General should try to implement activities related to 
the hiring of consultants and the recruitment of ad hoc expert groups fran the 
resources appropriated under those two items of expenditure, $1,171,600 of which 
had already been approved in first reading. 

3. However, if the Secretary-General did encounter difficulties in implementing 
the Advisory Committee's recommendation, he could so indicate in the context 
of his performance report for the biennium 1982-1983, it being understood that 
expenditures exceeding the Secretary-General's current request for consultants 
and ad hoc expert groups would not be included in that statement. 

4. Accordingly, the Advisory Committee recommended that, should the General 
Assembly adopt draft resolution A/C.2/36/L.l41, an amount of $176,600 would be 
required, at the current stage, under section 17 and that $35,800 would be required 
under section 31, offset by an equal amount in income section 1. 

5. Mr. BOUZARBIA (Algeria), supported by Mr. l.AHL9LJ (Morocco), referring to 
paragraPhs 8 and 13 of part A and to the title and paragraph 3 of part B of 
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(Mr. Bouzarbia, Algeria) 

draft resolution A/C.2/36/L.l41, stressed that both parts represented key 
resolutions for the work of UNIOO, and in particular for the system of consultations, 
relating to the development of the developing cmm.tries. He also drew attention 
to paragraphs 3 and 5 of the statement subni.tted by the Secretary-General in 
document A/C.5/36/101, Which referred to the First Consultation on the Wood and 
Wood Products Industry and to the additional resources requested in that connexion. 
As he understood it, the Advisory Carmittee was rec~nding that the General 
Assembly should approve additional appropriations totalling $176,600 for the 
implementation of resolution A/C.2/36/L.l41. He personally had contacted UNIOO 
officials and had learned that, if those were the only appropriations made available, 
the system of consultations would be undermined. In other words, the arnmmt 
reconmended by the Advisory Conmittee was minimal and additional ftmds would 
therefore need to be re~sted for the completion of the First Consultation on 
Wood, which was of special importance for the industrial developnent of the developing 
countries, particularly those in Africa. 

6. Therefore, his delegation was not convinced that the financial implications 
contained in the statement submitted by the Secretary-General were at all sufficient 
for the implementation of draft resolution A/C.2/36/L.l41 and, accordingly, 
his delegation supported the cornnents made by the representative of Algeria. 

7. The reduction recoornended by the Advisory Coornittee, which totalled $142,500, 
would result in a reduction of $100,000 for the consultants needed to prepare 
sectoral studies and $42, 500 for the holding of two ad hoc expert group meetings. 
Particularly in view of paragraph 11 of document A/C.S/36/101 concerning the 
industrial development of Africa, his delegation requested that the Secretary-General ' s 
original request for additional appropriations totalling $319,100 under section 
17 and an appropriation of $35,800 for staff assessment in section 31, offset 
by an equal amount in income section 1, should be maintained. 

8. Mr. WilLIAMS (Panama) agreed with the representative of Algeria that UNIOO' s 
programmes were especially important for the development of the developing countries. 
However, he drew attention to the some $2.9 million in estimated additional requirements 
for consultants shown in table 17 .13 of the proposed programne budget for the 
biennium 1982-1983 (A/36/6, vol. II, P. 94), to the some $2.7 million in estimated 
requirements in section 17.45 (p. 100) and to the $219,400 requested tmder the 
heading ad hoc expert groups in section 17.47 (p. 102). His delegation was concerned 
about the fact that, -when almost $3 million was already available, an additional 
$142,500 had been requested for consultants. Clearly, UNIOO could use some of 
the $3 million for the implementation of draft resolution A/C.2/36/L.l41, without 
coming to the General Assembly, at the eleventh hour, to request additional 
funds. 

9. Therefore, his delegation supported the Advisory Ccmnittee's reconrnendation 
and requested that a vote should be taken in that connexion. 

10. Mr. PAL (India) observed that the assurances provided by the Secretary-General 
in his statement (A/C.5/36/101) to the effect that no additional resources would 
be required for the implementation of certain aspects of draft resolution A/C. 2 f 36 /L .141. 
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were open to question. For example, paragraph 9 of the Secretary-General's 
statement referred to nine new prograrrme elements. However, the Third General 
Conference of UNIOO, which had originally identified those new elements, had 
met almost two years previously and thus those elements had not been included 
in the programme budget for the biennium 1980-1981. In addition, the United 
Nations Conference on New and Renewable Sources of Energy and the United Nations 
Conference on the least Developed Cotmtries had subsequently adopted additional 
programmes which, in accordance with part A of the draft resolution A/C.2/36/L.l41, 
should be taken into accotmt by the Executive Director of UNIOO. Furthermore, 
the new prograrrme elements mentioned in paragraph 9 of document A/C.S/36/101 
omitted both industrial production and the development of human resources, which 
were included in section 17. 54 of the proposed progranme budget for the biennium 
1982-1983. 

11. Mr. RUEDAS (Assistant Secretary-General for Financial Services) said that, 
as always, the Secretary-General had tried to assess the financial implications 
of the draft resolution as accurately as possible. The figures recommended in 
document A/C.S/36/101 corresponded strictly to real needs and in fact represented 
the bare minimum required. 

12. Mr. SUEDI (United Republic of Tanzania) observed that the representatives 
of the Secretariat had not answered a fundamental question: the Chairman of the 
Advisory Committee had indicated that section 17 of the proposed programme 
budget included an amotmt of $1,171,600 which the Secretary-General could use 
in 1982 should the need arise. Regardless of whether the Secretary-General 
actuallyusedthose ftmds, he would be able to request additional appropriations 
from the General Assembly at its thirty-seventh session if further resources 
proved necessary for 1983. His delegation wondered whether the $1,171,600 
might not therefore be used to make good the $142,500 reduction proposed by 
the Advisory Committee. 

13. Mr. BEGIN (Director, Budget Division) observed that the Committee could 
either accept the Advisory Committee's recommendation that the Secretariat should 
absorb $142,500 of the $319,100 requested in document A/C.S/36/101, in which 
case the Secretary-General would be able to request further appropriations if, 
despite his efforts, he was unable to absorb those costs, or it could adopt 
the Algerian proposal to restore the full amotmt of the requested appropriation, 
which would of course be the simpler solution. 

14. The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee to vote on the Algerian proposal to 
restore the sum of $142,500 which the Advisory Committee had recommended should 
be deducted from the $319,100 appropriation requested in document A/C.S/36/101. 

15. Mr. FALL OULD MAALOUM (Mauritania), speaking in explanation of vote, said 
that his delegation attached great importance to industrial development co-operation 
and believed that UNIOO should have all the resources it needed to carry out its 
work in that connexion. He would therefore vote in favour of the Algerian 
proposal. 
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16. Mr. SUEDI (United Republic of Tanzania) said that the Director of the Budget 
Division had not answered his question. The Chainnan of the Advisory Cornnittee 
had indicated that there were more than $1,000,000 available which the Secretary-General 
could use to implement the draft resolution should that prove necessary, and he 
had asked whether that sum could be used to make good the $142, 500 reduction 
proposed by the Advisory Corrrnittee. While he supported UNIOO' s work and the 
system of consultations, he did not feel that his question had been answered and 
he would therefore abstain from voting on the Algerian proposal. 

17. Mr. MONTHE (United Republic of Cameroon) endorsed the corrrnents made by 
the representative of the United Republic of Tanzania. In a period of inflation, 
every effort must be made to hold down United Nations costs. More than $1,000,000 
were available to cover any additional costs arising from the implementation of 
the draft resolution and the Secretary-General could also request additional 
appropriations should that prove necessary. His delegation woold therefore 
vote against the Algerian proposal. 

18. Mr. ZINIEL (Ghana) observed that his delegation nonnally followed the recomnendations 
of the AdVisory Camlittee. On the other hand, it never supported action to reverse 
decisions taken in other Main Corrrnittees. The UNIOO system of consultations 
facilitated the implementation of the Lima Plan of Action, the objectives of 
which were still far from being achieved. The Director of the Budget Division 
had explained that the Secretary-General had recorrrnended the bare minimum 
necessary to implement the draft resolution and it was clear from the statement 
by the Chainnan of the Advisory Coninittee that that COOlllittee anticipated that 
the funds which it proposed to allocate would not be adequate. In view of the 
importance of the system of consultations, his delegation would therefore vote 
in favour of the Algerian proposal. 

19. Mr. WILLIAMS (Panama) reiterated that he found it difficult to support the 
Algerian proposal. The carrnents made by the representatives of the United Republic 
of Tanzania and the United Republic of Cameroon had only reinforced his own argunent 
that there were sufficient resources available under the budget to cover the system 
of consultations. Besides, the Chainnan of the Advisory Coomittee had indicated 
that Camlittee' s readiness to provide further resources should that prove necessary. 
If the Fifth Coomittee voted to withhold $142,500 for the time being, it would 
be making it easier for UNIDO to request further appropriations for 1983 if 
and when it found such appropriations to be necessary. His delegation would 
therefore vote against the Algerian proposal. · 

20. Mr. BANGURA (Sierra Leone) sa~d that his delegation would vote for the Algerian 
proposal for the reasons already given by the representatives of Algeria and 
Ghana. 

21. Mr. EL SAFIY (Egypt) said that his delegation would vote for the Algerian 
proposal because, as-the representative of India had indicated, the appropriations 
proposed by the Secretary-General represented zero or minus growth and would not 
be adequate to implement draft resolution A/C.2/36/L.l41. 

I . .. 



A/C.5/36/SR.76 
English 
Page 6 

22. Mr. HAND (United Kingdan) said his delegation believed that the appropriation 
recoomended by the Advisory Conmittee was perfectly adequate, if not generous. 
It would therefore vote against the Algerian proposal. 

23. Mr. BUNC (Yugoslavia) said that, in the light of the explanations· given 
by the Chairman of the Advisory Committee, the Director of the Budget Division 
and the Assistant Secretary-General for Financial Services, his delegation 
would vote for the Algerian proposal. 

24. Mr. LAHLOU (Morocco) said that his delegation would vote for the Algerian 
proposal, since the representatives of the Secretariat had indicated that the 
appropriation requested by the Secretary-General represented the bare minimum 
necessary to implerrent the draft resolution. 

25. Mr. ElRASSAN (Sudan) said that, since the Assistant Secretary-General for 
Financial Services had explained that the appropriation recoomended by the 
Secretary-General represented the bare minimum·necessary to implerrent the draft 
resolution and since, in his staterrent of financial implications, the Secretary-General 
had noted that no additional resources would be required for the follow-up to 
the Nairobi Conference on New and Renewable Sources of Energy and the Paris 
Conference on the Least Developed Countries, he did not see why the Conmittee 
could not accept the Secreta!Y-General's estimate that $319,000 represented the 
bare minimum necessary. 

27. Mr. SAULS (United States of ~rica), speaking in explanation of vote, 
recalled that his delegation had joined in the consensus ondraft resolution 
A/C.2/36/L.l41 in the Second Committee on the understanding that the draft 
resolution would have no additional financial implications. 

28. His delegation was concerned at the ease with which the recoomendations of 
the Advisory Carmittee were being overturned by the Fifth Committee. Before 
making its recommendations, the Advisory Committee carried out a great deal 
of research on the basis of far more information than was available to the 
Fifth Comnittee. Time and again, however, the Fifth Carmittee had decided in 
a matter of mcrnents that it knew better than the Advisory Coornittee. That 
was why his delegation had voted against the Algerian proposal. 

29. Mr. KUYAMA (Japan) said that, while his delegation supported the UNIOO 
system of consultations, it had voted against the Algerian proposal for the 
reasons so well described by the representative of the United Republic of Cameroon. 

30. Mr. BEGIN (Director, Bujget: Division) pointed out to the representative of 
the Uhited States that, as was clear fran paragraph 1 of doclment A/C.S/36/101, 
when the Se..cond Conmittee had adopted the draft resolution it had been fully 
aware that the staterrent of administrative and financial implications contained 
in document A/C.2/36/L.l38 relating ~o draft resolution A/C.2/36/L.82 would also 
apply to draft resolutiOn. A/C:2/36JL.l4I. · 

/ ... 
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31. Mr. PAI.AMARCHUK (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) recalled that, when 
the draft resolution had been adopted in the Second Coomittee, his own delegation 
and a nunber of other delegations of socialist countries had made their position 
on the resolution 1 s financial implications very clear. His delegation shared 
other delegations 1 concern at the approach adopted by some delegations in the 
Fifth Coomittee to the highly justified recommendations of the Advisory Committee. 

32. Mr. GUBCSI (Hungary) said that, had his delegation been present during the 
voting, it WOUld have voted against the Algerian proposal. 

Commissioner for Re ees 

33. Mr. PAI.AMARCHUK. (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) :said that he was 
gratefUl to the Chairman for having deferred action on draft decision A/C.S/36/L.35 
and now wished to request a vote on the decision. 

34. The CHAIRMAN invited the Coomittee to vote on draft decision A/C.S/36/L.35. 

35. Mr. WilLIAMS (Panama) , speaking in explanation of vote, said that his delegation 
would vote for the draft decision because it attached great importance to the · 
work of UNHCR. 

36. Mr. KUYAMA (Japan) observed. that his Goverrment Is support for UNHCR was 
well 'kri<.iiri: Japan was UNHCR 1 s second largest contributor. The draft decision 
simply requested completion of the ongoing joint review of the financing of 
UNHCR 1 s administrative costs and his delegation would therefore vote for it, 
on the understanding that it would not in any way prejudge the outcome of that 
review. 

37. Mr. PAI.AMARCHUK (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) recalled that his 
delegation had stated its position on the substance of item 83 in detail in 
the Third Ccmnittee. At the Fifth Ccmnittee 1 s 74th meeting, he had expressed 
doubts as to the appropriateness of subnitting the draft ~cision to the Fifth 
Ccmnittee when the substance of the issue had been discussed in the Third Coomittee 
and had therefore requested that the item be deferred to the thirty-seventh 
session. Since his request had not been heeded, his delegation would vote 
against the draft decision. 

38. Mr. SUEDI (United Republic of Tanzania) said that his delegation would vote 
in favour of the draft decision.. The decision did not call for anything new 
and, While it was true that the substance of the item had been considered in the 
Third Committee, it was only appropriate that the Fifth Carmittee should deal 
with its administrative and financial aspects. 

39. Draft decision A/C.S/36/L.35 was adopted by 81 votes to 7, ~th no abstentions. 

40. Mr. VICARIO (Spain) said that, had his delegation been present, it would 
have voted for the draft decision. 

41. Mr. GUBCSI (Hungary) said that, had- his delegation been present during the voting, 
it wOUld have voted against the draft decision. 

/ ... 



A/C.5/36/SR.76 
English 
Page 8 

Administrative and·financial i 
Secon Corrmi ttee in dOcument A 

42. Mr. MSELLE (Chainnan of the Advisory Committee on Administrative and 
Budgetary QUestions) said that draft resolution A/C.2/36/L.l43, as orally corrected, 
endorsed the Nairobi Programme of Action and recommended the establishment 
of an interim coomi.ttee on new and renewable sources of energy, pattemed on 
the Preparatory Committee for the Nairobi Conference. If established, such 
a committee would immediately launch the implementation of the Nairobi Programme 
of Action. In the statement of administrative and financial implications 
contained in document A/C.5/36/102, the Secretary-General indicated that 
conference-servicing costs for the committee would amount to not more than 
$620, 300 and that that estimate would be reviewed in the context of a consolidated 
statement of total conference-servicing requirements. The amount of $14,900 
would be required to cover the travel and subsistence of staff of the regional 
economic coomissions so that they could attend meetings of the committee. 
Paragraph 6 noted that Italy had offered to host ·the committee in Rome but, 
without prejudging the venue, the amounts given in paragraph 10 had been costed 
as if the committee would meet in New York. If it met elsewhere, the estimates 
would of course be different. 

43. The Advisory Col1ll1ittee wished to recommend that the amount of $14,900 
should be absorbed under the corresponding sections of the budget; an additional 
appropriation would therefore not be necessary. As already stated, the appropriation 
for conference-servicing costs would be reviewed under a consolidated statement 
on that subject. 

44. The CHAIRMAN proposed that the Fifth Committee should inform the General 
Assembly that, should it adopt draft resolution A/C.2/36/L.l43 as orally corrected,_ 
no additional appropriations would be required under the programme budget for · 
1982-1983 but additional conference-servicing costs calculated on a full-cost 
basis at $620,300 would be requested in the context of a consolidated statement 
of total conference-servicing requirements to be submitted towards the end of 
the session. 

45. It was so decided. 

concerning agen 

46. Mr. MSELLE (Chainnan of the Advisory Coomittee on Administrative and Budgetary 
Questions) said that the Secretary-General would be requested under the draft 
resolution recommended by the Second Committee to prepare a comprehensive report 
on permanent sovereignty over national resources in the occupied Palestinian 
and other Arab territories, including Jerusalem. The Secretary-General had indicated 
that he would require for that purpose 14 work~ths of Professional services 
at the P-5 le~el and 7 work-months of tenporary assistance at the General Service 
level,- at a canbined cost of $89,000. In addition, the Secretary-General would 
require $12,000 for consultancy services at Headquarters. Thus, the total 

I .. . 



A/C.S/36/SR.76 
English 
Page 9 

(Mr. Mselle) 

additional appropriation requested by the Secretary-General was $101,000 and the 
Advisory Cannittee recarmended acceptance of that request. 

47. The CHAIRMAN proposed that, based on the Advisory Cannittee's recoomendation, 
the Fifth COOiriittee should infonn the General Assembly that, should it adopt the 
draft resolution in document A/C.2/36/L.l24, an additional appropriation of 
$101,000 would be required under section 7, together with an appropriation 
of $3,200 under section 31, to be offset by an equal amount under incane section 1. 

48. Mr. ORON (Israel) recalled that his delegation had voted against draft 
resolution A/C.2/36/L.l24 in the Second Cannittee and requested that the Chairman's 
proposal should be put to a vote. 

49. 'Ihe Chairman's proposal was adopted by 6 7 votes to ·z, with 16 abstentions. 

SO. Mr. MSELLE (Chairman of the Advisory Coomittee on Administrative and Bulgetary 
Q.Jestions} said that the Advisory Cannittee recarmended acceptance of the 
Secretary-General's estimates, as summarized in paragraphs 36 and 37 of his 
statement of a~nistrative and financial implications (A/C.S/36/104). 

51. Mr. SAULS (United States ·of America) said that his delegation was finnly 
opposed to the funding fran United Nations resources of outside groups and the 
travel of representatives of national liberation movements. Since the Secretary
General was requesting funds for those purposes, he asked that the Advisory Cannittee 's 
recoomendation should be put to a vote. 

52. The CHAIRMAN said that, based on the Advisory Cannittee' s reccmnendation, 
the Fifth c::armrttee would infonn the General Assembly that, should it adopt 
the draft resolutions contained in docunents A/36/L. 34-L.47, and additional 
appropriation of $833,600 would be required, distributed as indicated in 
paragraph 36 Of the Secretary-GeneralIS Statement' and Bn appropriation Of 
$18,400 under section 31, to be offset by the same amount under incane section 1. 

53. 'Ihe Advisory Cannittee' s recoomendation was adopted by 78 votes to 5 with 
4 abstentions. 

54. Mr. PEDERSEN (Canada) sa~d that his country was unequivocally opposed 
to ~rtheid. Urifortuna.tely, however, a nu:nber of activities were called for 
in Ciraft resolutions which had little to do with an effective campaign against 
apartheid. Had the Cannittee voted on the financial implications of individual 
sections of the resolutions, his delegation would have been happy to support 
many of the activities. However, it considered others to be ill-advised and, 
accordingly, had voted against the Advisory Cannittee' s recoomendation. 

55. Mrs. de HEDERVARY (Belgiun) said that she had voted incorrectly. Her delegation 
had interided to abStain. 

/ ... 
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56. Mr. ZINIEL (Ghana} said that he had had no difficulty in supporting the 
Advisory COOiriittee' s recoomendation and was surprised that sane delegations which 
were in the habit of lecturing the Carm:i.ttee on the need to respect the AdvisG>ry 
Committee's recommendations had not followed their own advice in the case under 
consideration. The beneficiaries of the draft resolutions in question-were the 
oppressed people of South Africa, and budgetary argunents should never be used to 
defend racism . 

.57. Mr. MAYCOCK (Barbados} referred to paragraph 34 of the Secretaey-General' s 
statement (A/C.S/36/104}, i~ which it was indicated that the need to improve the 
office space allocated to the Centre against ~rtheid was under consideration, 
and expressed the hope that action would be t en soon to ameliorate the situation. 

58. Mr. FALL OULD MAAI...OlM (Mauritania} said that his delegation had voted in 
favour of the AdVisory CCilinittee' s reccmnendation because of its finn support 
for activities to canbat the horrible system '?f apartheid. 

59. Mr. LAHLOU (Morocco} said that, had hi~ delegation been present when the 
rec~d been put to a vote, it would have voted in favour. 

60. Mr. RUEDAS (Assistant Secretary-General for Financial Services}, said _that, 
at the 53id meeting, the Urrl.ted States representative had asked why the revised 
estimates resulting fran the resolutions and decisions of the Trade and Developrent 
Board had been subnitted to the Fifth Carm:i.ttee without prior consideration in 
the Second Committee. He had in the meantime consulted the Legal Counsel, who 
held that prior consideration by the Second Carmi.ttee of the decisions of bodies. 
such as the Trade and Developnent Board was not required under the rules of · 
procedure, the Financial Rules or any other standing order. 'Ihus, there seemed 
to be no legal objection to the Fifth Committee considering the financial implications 
of activities recommended by the Trade and Developnent Board on which the Secorxl 
Committee had not expressed its views. · 

61. Moreover, since precedent was admittedly a basis for action, he noted that 
it had been the practice of the Fifth Committee for sane years to consider directly 
revised estimates arising fran decisions of the Trade and Developnent Board, 
without their being considered by the Second Committee. That practice had apparently 
not given rise to any objections in the past. However, should the Fifth Ccmni.ttee 
not wish to consider revised estimates arising fran the report of the Trade and 
Developnent Board before they were reviewed by the Second Carmittee, the Secretariat 
would take the necessary measures in future. 

62. The CHAIRMAN proposed that, based on the Advisory Ccmnittee' s reccmnendation, 
the FITth COO'Iriittee should take note of the report of the Secretary-General 
in document A/C.5/36/45, in which he estimated the conference-servicing costs 
result.ir.g tran the resolutions and decisions adopted by the Trade and Developnent 
Board at its twenty-secorxl and twenty-third sessions, on a full costs basis, 
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to be $1;010, 700. Such additional appropriations as might be necessary in 
that connexi.on would be considered by the Carmittee in the context of the 
consolidated statements of conference-servicing requirements to be sulxni tted 
at the end, of the current session and at the thirty-seventh session. 

63. It was so decided. 

Revised estimates under section 1. Over-al~licy-making, direction and 
co:ordination (A/C.5/36/91 arid COrr.l arid .2) . 

64. Mr. MSELLE (Chainnan of the Advisory Ccmnittee on Administrative and 
Budgetary QUestions) said that the authority for incurring the proposed expenditure 
for the Camrl.ttee on Missing Persons in Cyprus was cited; in paragraph 1 of document 
A/C.5.36.91. The Advisory Camrl.ttee recoomended acceptance of the amounts 
requested, i.e. $295,200 under section 1 and $21,000 under section 31, to be offset 
by an equal BIOO\mt ~r incane section 1. 

65. Mr. ALPER ('furkey) said he wished to draw attention to certain serious 
flaws in dOciiDent A/C.5/36/91. It was for the Camrl.ttee to determine whether 
those flaws warranted a review of the financial resources requested. His delegation, 
for its part, did not insist on such a review and was prepared to go along 
with the Advisory Camrittee' s recoomendations. 

66. It was stated in paragraph 4 (c) of the d0Cll'le11t that the third trember of the 
Ccmnittee on Missing Persons in Cyprus would need to travel to Turkey and Greece. 
His delegation ~claned the corrigendun issued by the Secretariat to rectify 
that error. The question of missing persons in Cyprus was exclusively a matter 
between the Turkish and Greek cOOIIlll'lities of the island. Turkey was not a party 
to the matter and the third trember of the Carmittee could not have anything 
to do in Turkey. Thus, the provision for travel to Ankara would be superfluous. 

67. The second flaw remained despite his delegation's appeal for a corrigendum. 
The introductory paragraph of the docunent gave the erroneous impression that the . 
Secretary-General was providing his good offices in a general way with regard 
to the question of missing persons in Cyprus. 'That was not, however, consistent 
with the facts. General Assembly resolutions 32/128 had requested the Secretary
General to provide his good offices to support the estaplishment of an investigatory 
body to resolve the problem of missing persons. Resolution 33/172, which his 
cotmtry bad voted against and which it regarded as rrull and void, requested the 
Secretary-General to continue. to provide his good offices to support the establishment 
of such an investigatory body. Agreerrent had been reached in April 1981 on the 
establishment of the Corrmittee on Missing Persons in Cyprus and that had brought 
to an end the good offices mission of the Secretary-General. The Camrl.ttee on 
Missing Persons in Cyprus was an autorrm:rus body not under the direction of the 
Secretary-General which functioned independently in accordance with its own 
terms of reference and rules of procedure. 'That fact had beert implicitly recognized 
by the Secretary-General himself. In the light of those facts, the revised estimates 
subnitted could not be justified in terms of the contirruance of the Secretary
General's good offices since he had already discharged his duty under the relevant 
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General Assembly resolutions. His delegation would have preferred it if the 
Secretary-General had based his request on the ground that, by reason of his 
appointment of the third member of the Committee, the united Nations was responsible 
for all costs relating to that member. · · 

68. Mr. PRODRa10U (Cyprus) expressed deep disappointment at the views expressed 
by the representative of Turkey. He reminded members that the Committee was 
authorized to deal only with administrative and budgetary issues. It seemed 
as though it was questioning decisions already taken or was seeking to take 
decisions on political and other issues. Issues such as the one currently before 
the Cornnittee were eminently humanitarian, regardless of the part of the world 
involved. The Committee should remember that the relatives of the missing persons 
had faith in the united Nations and that the latter should make every effort 
to ensure that such humanitarian issues were resolved as soon as possible. 

69. Mr. RALLIS (Greece) , likewise expressed qisappointrnent at the views expressed 
by the representative of Turkey. Referring to the Committee on Missing Persons, 
l1e said that the task of the Fifth Committee was not to question earlier decisions 
but to take decisions concerning financial implications. The problem of missing 
persons was one problem with which all members of the Committee could sympathize, 
no matter what part of the world was involved. He expressed the hope that 
the Ccmnittee on Missing Persons would be allowed to canplete its work and ease 
the agony of the families of missing persons, since the issue was a hunanitarian 
one. He trusted that the Fifth Corrmi.ttee would approve the recorrmendations 
of the Secretary-General. 

70. The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Committee should approve an additional 
appropriation of $295,200 under section 1 of the programme budget for the 
biennium 1982-1983, and note that an additional appropriation of $21,000 would 
be required under section 31 which would be offset by an equivalent amount under 
income section 1. 

71. It was so decided. 

from decisions of the Econanic and Social Cotmcil 

72. Mr. MSELLE (Chairman of the Advisory Corrmi.ttee on Administrative and Budgetary 
Questions), referring to the report of the Secretary-General (A/C.S/36/33/Add.l) 
on the financial implications of Economic and Social Council resolution E/1981/L.59 
on the convening of an International Conference on Population in 1984, noted that 
the Secretary-General had concluded that the cost of preparatory work for and 
servicing of the Conference would require expenditure both under the regular 
budget and fran extrabudgetary resources. But the Secretary-General indicated 
that it was not possible to detennine at the current stage the exact amount to 
be charged to the regular budget. The Secretary-General therefore proposed 
that he should report to the Assembly through the Advisory Committee once the 
Cotmcil had liad an opportunity to review the report to be sul:xni.tted by the 
Executive Director of UNFPA in accordance with paragraph 9 of Economic and Social 
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Council resolution E/1981/L.59. The Secretary-General was not requesting at 
the thirty-sixth session additional appropriations under the budget and accordingly 
the Advisory Committee would revert to the question in the manner suggested by 
the Secretary-General in paragraph 29 of his report (A/C.5/36/33/Add.l). 
It therefore recommended that the Fifth Committee should recommend to the General 
Assembly to take note of the Secretary-General's report (A/C.5/36/33/Add.l) 
and of the oral report of the Chairman of the Advis0ry Cornni ttee. 

73. The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Committee should approve the recommendations 
of the AdVisory Committee. 

74. It was so decided. 

75. Mr. PALAMARCHUK (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the position 
of his delegation as expressed in the Economic and Social Council remained valid. 

76. Mr. MSELLE (Chairman of the Advisory Committee on Administrative and Budgetary 
Questions) said that the Committee recommended approval of the Secretary-General's 
revised estimate of $252,500 under section 6 of the proposed programme budge~ 
for the biennium 1982-1983 for the Cornnittee on the Elimination of Discrimination 
Against Women. 

77. The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Committee approve the recommendations of the 
Advisory Committee. 

78. It was so decided. 

79. Mr. SAULS (United States of America) said that although his delegation 
had not wished to oppose a consensus on the adoption of the revised estimates 
it wished to put an record its view that payment of honoraria as provided for 
in the revised estimates· should be avoided as such payments were too high. 

80. Mr. PALAMARCHUK (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that had the 
revised estimates been put to a vote his delegation could not have supported 
them. Its view of honoraria-particularly the honoraria proposed for participation 
in a Corrmittee which was meeting for only two weeks-was slightly different fran 
that of the Advisory Committee. Given the pressure of time, he merely wished 
to point out that the position of his delegation on the subject of honoraria 
had been stated at the thirty-fifth session. 

81. Mr. PEDERSEN (Canada) said that he had hoped for a more active response 
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with regard to the Information Systems Unit particularly fran developing Member 
States which had a direct and vital interest in development information- retrieval. 
His delegation felt that the Information Systems Unit was a development .issue 
which was important for the future of United Nations information systems. 
The sponsors of draft resolution A/C.5/36/L.29/Rev.l were, of course, aware of 
the current limitations of the Information Systems Unit. While the argunents 
of the Advisory Committee were indeed relevant, as far as they went, they.· 
pertained largely to the more narrow budgetary aspect, not to the key issue, 
namely, a long-term approach to the establishment of integrated develo~t 
information systems throughout the United Nations. The nub of the issue was 
whether the expenditure of over $1 billion already made merited a further expenditure 
of some $400,000. Over one half of the reports in question had been identified 
as being of value to the users while the other half were of use in ensuring that 
work already corrqJleted was not urmecessarily repeated but was built upon. 
The regional commissions recognized the need for compatibility of information 
exchange and would undoubtedly feel that the aba.ndorment of a central co-ordinating 
tmit linking work at Headquarters with that at the regional commissions would be 
a great mistake. A camx:m indexing language was cnteial. In that comexion 
he noted that the last published edition of the macrothesaurus had appeared in 
1978. Since no organization was currently responsible for the macrothesaurus, 
coomonality of language was being jeopardized for new tenns were constantly being 
coined. The regional carmissions had already requested the Information Systems 
Unit to act as a focal point for work done in the commissions and for revising 
and canputerizing the macrothesaunlS and producing it in three languages. 

82. Introducing draft resolution A/C.5/36/L.29/Rev.l on behalf of Pakistan, 
Derunark and Canada, he pointed out, with reference to operative paragraph 1, 
that the sponsors were not asking for additional resources. They had been advised 
that the relatively modest amount required could'be found within the_resources 
which the Committee had already voted in first reading of the programne budget 
for the biermiun 1982-1983 through savings, econanies and redeployment. Since 
the Information Systems Unit was an information systems activity, it was logical 
that it should be financed fran savings and econanies in and redeployment of 
information systems activities. While operative paragraph 2 ·set out the direction 
in which the Unit should 100ve, the precise role and institutional arrangements 
should be examined by the Coomittee for Progranme and Co-ordination following 
a report by the Secretary-General so as to avoid fragmentation of information systems 
and to maintain necessary lines of responsibility between the regional commissions 
and the Office of the Director-General. The improvements in coverage and services 
called for in operative paragraph 3 should go some way towards meeting the 
criticisms raised by the evaluator. He was sure that the report on the Unit, 
requested in operative paragraph 4, would prove that the positive decision had 
been justified. 

83. Mr. RUEDAS (Assistant Secretary-General for Financial Services) , coomenting 
on the administrative and financial implications of draft resolution, A/C.S/36/L.29/Rev. 
said that he had taken note of the understanding of the sponsors that the savings, 
econanies and redeployment referred to in operative paragraph 1 should, in 
principle, be found within the information systems activities of the United 
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Nations. In order to be adequately implemented, the search for such savings 
would require a review of redeployment having as its objective the identification 
of activities less useful than the proposed Infonna.tion Systems Unit. It was 
clear, particularly after the report of the Secretary-General on the review of 
the on-going work progranme, that such a review could not be umertaken in 
time to be of any use. Although savings and econanies might be found he could, 
at the present time, offer no guarantee that that would be the case. 

84. Under the circunstances, the potential financial implications of the draft 
resolution were as indicated in paragraph 58 of the Secretary-General's report 
(A/C.S/36/6), in other words, $447,200 for the biennium 1982-1983, of which 
$216,000 would correspond to 1982. His understanding therefore would be ·that 
if the draft resolutioo were adopted the Secretary-General would have to enter 
into a commitment, in 1982, to continue the Information Systems Unit up to 
a maxim.Jtl anDunt of $216,000 and to report at the· next session through the 
Advisory Comnittee, within the context of the perfonnance report, on the extent 
to which he had indeed found savings and econanies required in the draft resolution 
and, to the extent that he had not found them, on whether he had found it necessary 
to make use of that authorization. 

The meeti~ rose at 6 p.m. 




