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The ~!eting was called to order at 3 . 55 p.m. 

AGENDA ITEM 69: DEVELOPMENT AND INTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC CO-OPERATION (continued) 

Draft resolution A/C . 2/36/L . :.4o 

l. The CHAIRr-IAN said that 1:he draf t resolution had been submitted on the basis 
of i nformal consultations on draft resolution A/C . 2/36/L.72, the statement of 
f inancial implications of which (A/C.2/36/L . l23) applied to the new draft 
resolution. If he heard no c1bjection, he woul d take it that the sponsors had 
withdrawn draft resolution A/C . 2/36/L . 72 a nd that the Committee wished to adopt 
resolution A/C . 2/36/L . l40 wi1hout a vote. 

2. It was so decided . 

Draft resolution A/C . 2/36/L . :.41 

3. Mr . RINGNALDA (Netherlands), Vice-Chairman, said that he had submitted the 
new draf t resolution on the basis of informal consultations on draft resolution 
A/C . 2/36/L.82. The proposal had been slightly revised . In the sixth preambular 
paragraph the words "Recalling further" should be replaced by "Reaffirming " and 
t he words", as adopted" should be added at the end of that paragraph . Paragraph 
2 should be deleted and the J:emaining paragraphs renumbered . The statement of 
f inancial implication in document A/C.2/36/L .l38 applied to the next draft 
resolution. 

4 . The CHAIRMAN said that :.f he heard no objection, he would take it that draft 
resolution A/C. 2/36/L. 82 had bee n withdrawn and that the Committee wished to adopt 
draft resolution A/C. 2/36/L . :.41 without a vote. 

5 . It was so decided . 

6 . Ml· . EHRMAN (United Kingd<,m) , speaking on behalf of the members of the European 
Economic Community, said that those countries had been happy to join in the 
consensus on draft resolution A/C . 2/36/L . l41. However , their position on the 
system of consul tations , on 1:he proposal for an international bank for industrial 
development and on UNIDO ' s p1:ogramme budget was still that which had been stated 
at the fifteenth session of 1:he Industrial Development Board and the sixteenth 
session of the Perrnanent.Comtittee by the representatives of, respectively, the 
Community and Group B. 

7 . Mr . FREYBERG (Poland) , ~;peaking on behalf of the delegations of the 
Byelorussian SSR , CzechoslovHkia, the German Democratic Republic , Hungary , Mongoli a, 
Poland, the Ukrainian soviet Socialist Republic and the Union of soviet Socialis t 
Republics , said that those dE:legations had found it possible to agree to the draft 
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resol ution because its implementation would promote the efforts of the devel oping 
countries t o bring about industrialization . However , they had several comments to 
make . 

8 . With regard to paragraphs 3 and 4, he said that the socialist countries were 
not carrying out special measures to transfer part of thei r i ndustrial sect o r s to 
t he developing countries , although they were pr omoting industrial development by 
other means . They participated in the United Nations Industrial Developf!1ent Fund 
but could not agree t o the target for voluntary contributions set forth in 
paragraph 8 . The system o f consultations s hould operate on the basis of the 
decisions of the Industrial Development Board , with the participation of appropriate 
government representatives, and should be funded through voluntary contri butions . 
Unfortunately, the position of t he socialist countries had not been t aken into 
account in t he decisions on the syste m o f consultations, a nd they had therefore had 
to abstain i n a decision on that issue . They objec t ed s trongly to attempts to 
involve r epresentatives of private capital in the s ystem of consultations on the 
same footing as government representatives . No assessment of the consultations 
had as yet been forthcoming, and until such an assessment was made , the socialist 
dele gations could not s ubscribe t o the provisions of paragraph 4. 

9 . The socialist countries had adop ted a constructive position with r espect to 
t he United Nations Industrial Development Decade for Af r ica . They believed , 
however, that the plans f o r the Decade must be implemented in the context of the 
resources available to the Organizat ion , through either voluntary contributions 
f rom t-lembe r States o r contributions from those States which continued to exploit 
Africa' s human resources . 

10. The i ncreasing number o f r equests in recent years for additional funds from 
the regular budge t to be a l located to UNIDO activit ies was a matter of great 
concern . At the current session hi s delegation had objected to the efforts made, 
after the Secretary-General had expressed his views concerning the f inancing of 
UNIDO' s ac tivities f or th~ bi e nnium 1982-1983, to use the regular budget for UNIDO ' s 
opera tionul activities, as pr oposed in pa ragraph 12 of section A and paragraph 4 
o f section R o f the draft resolut i on . Those activities should be funded thr ough 
voluntary .:on t r :i.bu t i ons . 

11. He stressed Lhe need for t he secretariat of UNIDO to take firm measures to 
streamline the u~e o f existing financial resources and to r e frain f rom advancing 
proposals t hat o.L<J:,licated exist ing act i vities . The time had come fo r a practi cal 
discussion on hNt t o incr ease t he effectivenes s of the UNIDO secretariat and how 
to make UNIDO ' s act i vi tie s mor e action-oriented and more objective by strictly 
a pplying the pr inc i pl e of equitable geogr aphica l distribution , with particular 
reference to t he soc i a l i st countr ies and sett i ng aside for those countries an 
addi tional post o f Deputy Director . 

12 . ~J!r . SINGER (United ~: t:ate s of America} said t hat his delegation had been 
pleased to support d r i'lfl. resolution A/C . 2/36/L .l41. However, it had reservati ons 
on the value of fur t he r UNIDO s t udies on i.ndustrial redeployment. With regard to 
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section A, paragraph 5, he· Eaid that the strengthening of the system of 
consultations was precisel y what, would. result from the analysis and eva+uation 
requested by the ·Industrial Development Board at its fifteenth session. It was 
market forces which would dEtermine into which areas industry would move; 
redeployment and redistribution occurred as part of the dynamics of the 
international economy. Acocrdingly, UNIDO ' s primary role was to provide technical 
assistance , not to intervene in the redeployment process. 

13. His delegation's position on the Lima and New Delhi Declarations and Plans of 
Action was unchanged 1 as was its position on the analys is and evaluation of the 
UNIDO s ystem of consultations and on the proposed international bank for industrial 
development . Its interpretation of the draft resolution was that it did not 
authorize any r eal growth in UNIDO ' s programme; that comment applied ·to section A, 
paragraphs 8 and 13, to the reference in section B, paragraph 4 to adequate 
resources, and specifically to section A, paragraphs 11 and 12, which referred 
to increased techni cal co- operation and p rogrammes and projects in certain 
spheres . His delegation wished to support UNIDO in the role which it could and 
should fulf i l, namely , that ~f aiding the developing countries to acquire the 
technical and institutional skills needed for industri alization . 

14. Mr. HILLEL (Israel) sai1 that his delegation had been happy to j oin in the 
consensus on draft resolutio n A/C . 2/36/L.l4l. It was maintaining its reservation 
concerning the New Delhi Declaration , however . 

15 . The CHAIRMAN said that the draft resolution had been submitted on the basis 
of informal consultations on dr aft resolut ion A/C .2/36/L . l l5 and that the 
statement of financia l impli=ations in document A/C .2/36/L . l27 applied to both 
draft resolutions. If he he.1rd no objection, he would take it t hat the sponsors 
had withdrawn draft resoluti•>n A/C. 2/36/L.ll S and that the Committee wished to 
adopt draft resolution A/C .2/36/L.l39 without a vote . 

16. It was so decided. 

17. Mr . FREYBERG (Poland) , !>peaking on behalf of the delegations of the 
Byelorussian soviet Socialis·: Republic, Bulgaria, Czechoslovaki a, the German 
Democratic Republic, Hungary . Poland, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, 
and the union of soviet Socia list Republics, said that the position of the 
socialist countries on the s1iliject of relations with the least of developed 
countries had been reaffirme<l in a joi nt statement at the Paris Conference . The 
socialist coun.tries would co··operate unswervingly with the least of developed 
countries on the basis of long-term agreements, taking into account the potential 
and capacity of the parties concerned and the particular needs of the least of 
developed countries . The socialist countries were prepared to make subs tantia l 
contributions to the implemeutation of any measures envisaged in the Substantial 
New Programme of Act ion which were consistent with the principles and methods of 
t he socialist system and its economic relations with the developing count ries . 
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18. The Paris Conference had clearly revealed that the very serious situation of 
the least of developed countries was the result of colonial oppression and of 
c urrentneo-col onial imperialist pol icy. In accordance with their position of 
principle, the socialist countries considered the r ecommendations on financial 
assistance to the least of developed countries as being directed primarily to the 
developed industrializ.ed countries . A major requirement for the solution of the 
problems of the least developed countries was the str engthening of peace, the 
preservation and consolidating of detente , ending the arms race , and th~ 
implementation of effective disarmament measures . 

19. Other factors of great importance in that connexion were progressi ve socio
economic changes in the least of developed countries, such as the acceleration of 
industrialization, strengthening of the public sector, democratic agrari an reforms , 
the promotion of the co-operative movement a nd controlling the activities of 
transnational corporations. An important role in implementing the Substantial New 
Programme of Action could be played by the United Nations Con ference on Trade and 
Development (UNCTAD) , the regional commissions and other bodies of the United 
Nations system, all of which possessed the capabilities needed for that purpose . 
The function of the United Nations system was to utilize all those resources as 
effectively as possible. Should additional measures be required for the 
implementation of draft resolution A/C.2/36/L.l39, funds should be found through 
the elimination of completed or obsolete programmes , without increasing the 
regular United Nations budget. 

20 . Mr . BUCKINGHAM (Australia) said that his delegation's position on the 
Substantial New Programme of Action for the 1980s for the least developed countries 
remained as it had been stated at the Paris Conference , andthat its acceptance of 
the draft r esolution was without prejudice to whatever decision the Fifth 
Committee might make on its financial i mplications . 

21 . Mr . GIBSON (New zealand) said that his delegation ' s position on the Substantial 
New Programme of Action remained that which had been stat ed when that Programme had 
been adopted at the Paris Conference. 

22. Mr. BRECHER (United States of America} said that the United States supported 
the Substantial New Programme of Action for the 1980s for the least developed 
countries; it particularly welcomed the recognition given in the Programme to the 
comp lementarity between domestic and international measures , and intended to work 
with the least developed countries for the achievement of their development 
objectives . At the Paris Conference , however , his Government had expressed 
reservations on several matters, including specific targets for official 
development assistance related to gross national product, and SDR-aid link, the 
concept of international taxation and the establishment of special financing 
facilities. 

23 . His government continued to interpret the new international economic order 
as an evolving concept embodying a search by all States Members of the United 
Nations for new a nd more effective ways of handling international economic 
relations . That concept had to be open to the ideas of all Member States and 
could not be derived solely from the resolutions of the sixth special session 
and the Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of States. 
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24 . His delegation ·considerei that UNCTAD already had adequate resources , including 
permanent staff; to undertake the follow-up to the Substantial New Programme of 
Action , and that increased fu1di ng for that purpose was not justified . 

25. Mr . INOMATA (Japan) said that , with regar d to paragraph 5 of the draft 
resolution , it was his Govern:nent ' s strong hope that all donor countries would ·do 
their utmost to ensure that t1e aggregate special development assistance disbursed 
to the least devel oped countrles during the fir st half of the 1980s would be more 
than double the amount disbur3ed during the second half of the 1970s . 

Dr aft resol ution A/C . 2/36/L . l~2 

26. The CHAIRMAN said t hat iE he heard no objection he would take it· that , in 
view of the submission by t he Vice-Chairman of draft resolution A/C.2/36/L.l42, 
the sponsors had withdrawn dr~ft resolution A/C.2/36/L.l25 and that the Committee 
agreed to adopt draft resolut lon A/C . 2/36/L.l42 without a vote . 

27. I t was so decided . 

28 . Mr . ASTAFIEV (Union of SJvi et Socialist Republics) said that his delegation 
supported the Transport and CJrnrnunications Decade in Africa, and looked forward 
to the i mplementation of all the programmes involved. I mpr oving transpor t and 
communications infrastructures was in the best interests of the. independent 
devel opment of African countrles . Nevertheless, his delegation held that the 
p rogr ammes should be implemented within e xisting resour ces, including extr abudgetary 
funds, and should not entail ~ny increase in the regular budget of the Organization . 

29~ Mr. SMITH (United States of America) said that he had been happy to join in 
the consensus on draft resolution A/C . 2/36/L.l42, but was disturbed by the 
provisions concerning resourc~s in paragraph 13. Any additional outl ays 
occasioned by the adoption of the draft resolution should be met from existing 
r esources , so that the draft resolution would have no effect on the regul ar budget . 

30. Mr . ter HORST (Venezuelat, Vice- Cha i rman, introducing draft resol uti on 
A/C . 2/36/L. l43, stated that t1e t ext had been slightly revised. The wor ds 
"constitutional" in the sixth prearnbular paragraph should be replaced by 
"institut ional" and the seventh prearnbular paragraph should be deleted. In section 
I I , the English version of pa ragraph 1 should start with the words "Stresses that 
there should be an intergover 1mental body .. . " , and in section VII, paragraph 9 
should read: 

"Requests the Secreta ry- General to r epor t to the General Assembly 
at its thirty-seventh session on the pr ogress made towards the im
plementation of consultative meetings as outl ined i n paragraph 91 of 
the Nairobi Programme of Action." 

The statement of financial i~?lications in document A/C.2/36/L . l29 applied to the 
new draft resolution; obser vati ons by the Committee on Conferences were contained 
i n docwnent A/C . 2/36/L . l29/Add . l. 
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31 . Mr. INOMATA (Japan) said that he had thought that agreement had been reached 
during informal consultations to del ete the phrase "in particular" in the ninth 
preambular paragraph. Moreover , he believed that in Section II, paragraph 5, the 
word order should be adjusted so that the opening of that paragraph read: 

"Decides that the interim committee, taking into account the 
provisions contained in paragraph 60 of the Nairobi Programme of Action, 
shall concentrate, inter alia , on the following:". 

32. Mr. SMITH (United States of America) said that he had understood that the 
wording of the ninth preambular paragraph was to be an adaptation of wording from 
the Nairobi Declaration. The corresponding passage in the Declaration did not, 
however , refer to the development of -new and renewable sources of energy "in 
developing countries": he suggested that that phrase should be deleted from the 
draft resolution. 

33. Mr. ALLAF (Algeria) said the ninth preambular paragraph was based on a text 
submitted by the Australian delegation which did refer to the development of new 
and renewable sources of energy "in developing countries". 

34. Mr. SMITH (United States of America) said that it was obvious to him that 
financial resources had to be mobilized for the development of new and renewable 
sources of energy in all countries; delegations should therefore be able to accept 
the deletion of the phrase "in developing countries". 

35. Mr. ter HORST (Venezuela), Vice-Chairman, indicated that the corrections 
suggested by the Japanese delegation were acceptable . He said that during the 
informal negotiations , the Nairobi Declaration and Programme of Action had been 
kept very much in mind, even if they had not been used as the exclusive basis for 
agreement. It was his impression , in any event, that the text of the ninth 
preambular paragraph, as it ~tood, was the one that_had been agreed to during the 
informal consultations . 

36. Mr. SMITH (United States of America) said that he understood the Vice
Chairman ' s comments to mean that the ninth preambular paragraph did not, in fact , 
match the Nairobi Declaration; nevertheless , he would accept the text as it 
stood. 

37 . The CHAIRMAN said if he heard no objection he would take it that the sponsors 
had withdrawn draft resolution A/C.2/36/L.l26, and that the Committee was pre
pared to adopt draft resolution A/C . 2/36/L.l43, as orally revised, without a vote. 

38. It was so decided. 

39 .· Mr. SIBUYA (Japan) said that the draft resolution set the interim committee 
a considerable number of tasks, and since that committee had no permanent 
secretariat to help it with its preparatory work, he was seriously concerned about 
the prospects for carrying out such substantive preparations. Some kind of 
informal arrangement would be necessary. He suggested that the Director- General 
£or Development and International Economic Co- operation should .hold informal 
briefing meetings on the progress being made in the preparations, so as to give 

I . .. 



A/C. 2/36/SR. 46 
English 
Page 8 

(Mr. Sibuya, Japan) 

~11 interested delegations an opportunity to exchange views and provide him with 
guidance on how to comply with section II , paragraph 6, of the draft resolution. 

40. Mr. FREYBERG (Poland) , speaking on behalf of the delegations of Bulgaria, the 
Byelorussian SSR, czechoslavalda, Hungary, the German DeiOOcratic Republic, 
Mongolia, Poland, the USSR ani the Ukrainian SSR, reaffirmed the position of those 
delegations with regard to the Nairobi Programme of Action. The delegations for 
which he spoke had not objected to the adoption of the draft resolution without a 
vote in view of the imf>ortance of energy , especially the new and renewable sources 
of energy dealt with in the Nairobi Programme. At the same time, they believed 
that the financial implications of the draft should be met from existing resources, 
and reserved their position with regard to the Fifth Committee 's discussion of the 
financ ial implications of the d.raft resolution. 

41. Mr. CLARK (United States of America) . said that the draft resolution showed the 
unfortunate effects of hasty consideration. It emphasized United Nations and other 
international efforts to implement a programme which was mainly the responsibility 
of individual countries. Substantial improvements could be made in the management 
of resources available to the United Nations system, thereby making additional 
resources available for activities in furtherance of the Nairobi Programme of 
Action. While his delegation had joined in tpe consensus on the draft resolution, 
his Government was not in a FOSition to contribute additional resources to the 
United Nations for that purpose. His Government supported the policy of zero net 
programme growth for .the United Nations system, and held that any increases in the 
Organization's budget had to be offset by savings in other areas . 

42. His Government supported efforts to facilitate investments in energy, 
particularly in developing countries. It was participating actively in a review 
of the lending priorities, procedur es and mechanisms .of the World Bank in the 
light of future energy needs. It had already indicated, however, that it was not 
at the IOOment . in a position to support the establishment of or to participate in 
a ~vorld Bank energy affiliate . 

43. His delegation did not .telieve that money remaining ih the trust fund 
established for the Nairobi Conference could properly be used for any other purpose . 
It would, however, support the re-pledging of the remaining funds. 

44. Mr . HANKEY (Canada) saic that his delegation welcomed the draft resolution as 
the first step towards laund:.ing ·the Nairobi Pro<J12WDP o f Action. When the time 
came , however, to establish c. permanent means of M jp:>rt for United Nations efforts 
to implement the programme, those arrangements ~bOuld be of a different nature 
from those provided for in tf,e draft resoluti~ 

45. The CHAIRMAN suggest ed t .hat, in order tQ ~lete fts consideration of 
sub-item 69 the Committee shc•uld take note oJ ~e report of the Preparatory 
Committee for the united Natjons Conferenc~ Qp NQW and Renewable Sources of Energy 
on its third and fourth sessions (A/36/47} . 

46. It was so decided. 

I ... 
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47. Mr. ter HORST (Venezuela), Vice-chairman, introduced draft resolution 
A/C.2/36/L.l44 on science and technology for development , which had originated in 
a proposal by the Group of 77 and was the result of informal consultations in 
which he had acted as chairman. He drew attentio.n t9 the following corrections in 
the fourth preambular paragraph: in the second line, the word "them" should be 
added after "enabl e " ; and at the end of the paragraph, "in science and technology" 
should be added after "developing countries". 

48. The main point of the draft resolution was mentioned in the penultimate 
preambul ar paragraph , name ly, the termination as of 31 December 1980 of the 
Interim Fund for Science and Technology for Development; long-term arrangements 
for the Financing System for Science and Technology for Development would 
accordingly have to be made. The long-term arrangements were referred to in 
paragraph 1, and guiding principles for the Financing System were set forth in 
paragraph 2. In connexion with paragraph 2 (c) , he said that no decision had been 
taken on the nature of contributions to the Financing System, an issue which had 
been left pending in the informal discussions. With regard to paragraph 9 , since 
there was some uncertainty about the venue for the proposed sessions of the 
Intergovernmental Group of the Whole, the best course had seemed to be t o omit 
any r eference to the venue. 

49. The CHAIRMAN drew the Committee's attention to the s t atement i n document 
A/C. 2/36/L.l45 of the financial implications of draft resol ut ion A/C . 2/36/L .l44 . 

50 . Mr. ter HORST (Venezuela), Yice-Chairman, .. said that ..one observer -delegation 
wished to ensure tha t it could take part i n the Ad Hoc Intergovernmental Group 
of the Whole. He therefore proposed that the Cou:unittee shoul d agree that the Ad 
Hoc Intergovernmental Group of the Whole would be open to participation by 
Observer States. 

51. It was so agreed. 

52. Draft resoluti on A/C.2/36/L.l44 , as revised, was adopted without a vote. 

53. Mr. FREYBERG (Poland) , speaking on behalf of the delegations of Bulgaria, 
the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic , Czechoslovakia, the German Democratic 
Republic , Hungary, Poland , the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic and the Union 
o f Soviet Socialist Republics said that those del egations had a l l agreed to the 
adoption of draf t resolution A/C .2/36/L .l44 without a vote because of their 
position of principl e of agreeing t o co-operate in the implementation of the 
Vienna Progranune of Action . The Financing System would be based on voluntary 
cont~ibutions by member States , ·which would themselves determine the extent of 
their participation in the financing of Projects . The United Nations already 
had adequate administrative machinery for financing t echnical assistance projects, 
which should be used for new science and technology projects. The socialist 
delegations were not opposed to paragraph 2 (b) , because it did not affect the 
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soverei gn right of States to decide on the scale and degree of their assistance 
for financing projects . 

54 . The socialist delegatious still had doubts, ho\..rever, about the usefulness of 
the prcposed Ad Hoc I ntergoVE!rrunental Group and on the proposed two sessions to 
consider the Financing Systen ; that matter could well be dealt with by 
Intergovernmental Committee on Science and Technology for Development at its 
regular sess)..on . However, s i nce a ll other delegations wanted the new Ad Hoc 
Group, th·ey had decided not 1:o oppose it, on the understanding that it would not 
involve significant additional expenditur e under the regular budget. 

55. Mr . CLARK (United State!; of America) said that his delegati on had been glad 
to join in the consensus. I1: appreciated the importance of science and technology 
for development and the deve:.oping countries ' desire to improve their indigenous 
capacity in that sphere. Hi!; country strongly supported the develop ing countries ' 
efforts through bilateral programmes and through United Nations funding agencies 
such as UNDP . It maintained its view that United Nations technical assistance 
should be funded by volunta~r contributions . In agreeing to the two sessions of 
the Ad Hoc International Group of the Whole in 1982 , his delegation understood 
that secretariat expenses would be covered from available resources . 

56. Mr. BOYD (United Kingdon), speaking on behalf of the member States of the 
European Economic Community, sai d that the views of the delegations concerned 
would be expr essed when the :~tern came up in t'ne 

57 . Mr . TANIGUCHI (Japan) said that his delegation had been pleased to join in 
the consensus on draft resolution A/C . 2/36/L.l44 . I t recognized the importance 

. of science and technology fol ~ the development of the developing countries and 
hoped that effective financing arrangements would be established within the 
United Nations system. His •:ountry believed that contributions to long-term 
financing should be volunta~r ~d trusted that satisfactory agreement would be 
reached in the discussions in 1982 . 

Draft decision A/C . 2/36/L . 13 ·~ 

58 . The CHAIRMAN said that ·:he purpose of the draft decision was to enable the 
General Assembly to consider draft resolution A/C.2/36/L . 3 at the thirty-seventh 
sessions after it had been c•>nsidered by the Economic and Social Council. If 
he heard no objection, he wo·1ld take it that the Corranittee \-lished to adopt draft 
decision A/C . 2/36/L .134 wi th•)Ut a vote. 

59 . It was so decided. 

Draft decision A/C . 2/36/L.l3~ 

60 . The CHAIRMAN said that the draft resolution had been submitted on the basis 
of informal consultations on draft resolution A/C.2/36/L . 45. 
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61. Mr. RINGNALDA (Netherlands), Vice-Chairman, said that the words "ad", "hoc" 
and "experts" in the fifth preambular paragraph should have init ial capitals. 
Foot-notes 4 and 5 should be deleted. A foot-note should be added. to paragraph 7, 
to read: "See General Assembly resolutions 2997 (XXVII) and 3326 (XXIX)"; the 
foot-note indicator should be placed immediately before the words "recognizes the 
desirability •••• " 

62. The CHAIRMAN said that, if he heard no objections, he would take it that the 
sponsors had withdrawn draft resolution A/C.2/36/L.45 and that the Committee wished 
to adopt draft resolution A/C.2/36/L.l32, as revised, without a vote. 

63. It was so decided. 

64. Mr. ASTAFIEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that his delegation 
had not opposed the adoption of the draft resolution because in general i t endorsed 
UNEP's activities. In future, however, those activities should continue to be 
oriented chiefly towards global, regional and interregional problems the solution 
of which concerned all, or nearly all, States. UNEP should also continue its 
work in the thematic programming of joint activities of United Nations bodies in 
the field of the environment. 

65. His delegation understood the serious environmental ' problems of developing 
countries mentioned in paragraph 7, but believed that activities to deal with those 
problems should be carried ·out without prejudice to other UNEP programmes on the 
basis of voluntary contributions. With regard to the references in paragraphs 
13 and 14 to the Fund of the United Nations Environment Programme, his delegation 
held that any attempts to ·dictate to States the size of their contributions or 
the currency in wh±ch they were made violated the very principle of voluntary 
contr·ibutions on which the Fund 'ilas based. In participating actively in the Fund 
in future, the Soviet Union would be guided by the view that the amount and 
currencyofcontributions were a matter for States alone, in accordance with General 
Assembly resolution 2999 (XXVII) and rule 203.4 of the Financial Rules of the 
Fund. 

66. Mr. ZIMMERMANN (Federal Republic of Germany) said that his delegation had 
joined the consensus on the draft resolution in a spirit of co-operation, but that 
the text did not fully reflect his Government's position on a number of points. 
The recommendation in paragraph 5 on the system-wide programme of work on the 
interrelationships between resources, environment, people and development would 
need further consideration by the Governing Council of UNEP, and the request to 
the Director-General for Development and International Economic Co-operation to 
take steps for the implementation of the Governing Council's recommendations 
on the matter was premature. Furthermore, the budgetary ' legislation of his 
country did not permit multi-year pledges, as call~d for in paragraph 13. 

Draft resolution A/C.2/36/L.l33 

67. The CHAIRMAN said that the draft resolution had been submitted on the basis 
of informal consultations on draft resolution A/C.2/36/L.75. 

/ ... 
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68. Mr. BAKER (Office of thE Director-General for Development and International 
Economic Co-operation) said that in the light of the discussions on the issue at 
the current session, he wishEd to make it clear that the list of projects for 
inclusion in the systeiii-!wide programme of work on interrelatio.nships was not 
exhaustive and that, as had teen s.tated in the note by the Secretary-General on 
the subject (A/36/571), further consultations with United Nations organizations, 
regional commissions and GovErnments would be held on the question in 1981-1982. 

69. The CHAIRMAN said that H he heard no objection, he would take it that the 
sponsors had withdrawn draft resolution A/C.2/36/L.75 and that the Committee 
wished to adopt draft resolution A/C.2/36/L.l33 without a vote. 

70 . It was so decided. 

71. Miss EVANS (United Kingc.om) said that her delegation's position on the 
proliferation of funds had nc•t changed. It did not see the establishment of a 
trust fund, as envisaged under paragraph 3 of the draft resolution, as a 
precedent for creation of other new funds in future. 

72. Miss FORD (Canada), refErring to the sixth preambular paragraph, said that 
her delegation supported the principle of the sovereign right of States to pursue 
national policies and strate~ies, but believed that States also haq the 
responsibility to ensure that activities within ,their jurisdiction or control 
did not cause damage to the environment of other States. 

73. Mr. ZIMMERMAN (Federal Fepublic of Germany) said that his delegation had 
joined in the consensus in a ·spirit of compromise, although the draft resolution 
did not in all respects reflect his Government's position on the prqliferation of 
funds. · The creation of new funds did not contribute to the mobilization of new 
resources, but actually increased administrative costs and thereby diminished the 
over-all resources available. His delegation did not rec09n.ize the need for a 
trust fund and did not see its establishment as a precedent for the creation of 
new funds in future. Furthe:nnore, his Government would not contribute to it. 

Draft resolution A/C.2/36/L.l36 

74. The CHAIRMAN said that the sponsor of the draft resolution had suggested 
that the Committee might decide to transmit the te.xt to the General Assembly for 
consideration at its thirty-seventh session. If he heard no objection, he would 
take i t that that was the wi&h of the Committee. 

l5 . It was so decided. 

Th.e meeting was suspended at 5 . 35 
p.m. and resumed at 8.20 p~m. 
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AGENDA ITEM 12: REPORT OF THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COUNCIL (continued) 

Draft resolution A/C.2/36/L.li4 

76. The CHAIRMAN said that Iraq should be deleted from the list of sponsors of the 
draft resolution. He announced that Bangladesh, Bahrain, Cuba, India, Lebanon, 
Madagascar, Malaysia, Mali, Mozambique, Nicaragua, Oman, Pakistan, Saudi Arabia, 
Yugoslavia and Zimbabwe had become sponsors of the draft resolution. He drew the 
attention of the Committee to the statement of the financial implications of the 
draft resolution in document A/C.2/36/L.l25. 

77. Mr. ASTAFIEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics ) said that his delegation's 
position of principle remained unchanged with regard to a just and global settlement 
of the Middle East problem and that it firmly supported the legitimate claims of the 
Palestinian people and other Arab peoples and States with regard to the inalienable 
rights over the occupied territories and strongly condemned Israel for its coloniza
tion of Arab lands. His delegation supported draft resolution A/C.2/36/L.l24; 
measures undertaken in the context of that resolution s~ould be carried out under 
the regular budget of the United Nations and existing resources. -

78. Mr. ZIADA (Iraq) Requested a recorded vote on the draft resolution. 

79. Mr. HILLEL (Israel), speaking in explanation of vote before the vote, said 
that in a note verbale dated 3 August 1981 to the Secretary-General, the Permanent 
Representative of Israel to the United Nations, had clearly indicated that his 
country could not associate itself with the actions called for by resolutions 
pertaining to "permanent soverelgnty over national resources" in the territories 
administered by Israel since they were motivated by political hostility towards 
Israel. They ignored many productive activities and achievements concerning 
national resources in the administered territories • . 

80. Pursuant to one of those resolutions, a report (A/36/648) had been prepared in 
co-operation with the Economic Commission for Western Asia (EC~) and various Arab 
States, institutions and organizations. The establishment of ECWA in 1973 had been 
a f lagrant violation of the principles of the United Nations Charter because even 
though Israel was within the geographical region of the Commission, it had been 
delibex"ately exc luded from membership in the · Commission~ : The admission of the 
Palestine Liberation Organization to full membership in ECWA was an outright 
viola~ion of the norms governing membership in such regional commissions. 
Consequently, his country should not have been expected to allow ECWA members to 
take part in a mission to the territories administered by it. 

8l. The report, which, accorc;llng to the Secretary-General's note P0/230 of 22 June 
~til addressed to the Permanent Representative of Israel, was to have been 
'~alanced and objective," was based on misinterpreted facts and inaccurate 
information which had been manipulated to support a pre-determined and biased 
f;onclusion. To have been truly balanced and objective, the report should have 
~eluded a survey of the numerous achievements realized in the administered 

/ ... 
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(Mr. Hillel, Israel) 

territories, such as full ·~ployment, substantial improvement in the s tandard of 
living, a significant rise in the GNP and an increase in agricultural output. The 
situation in Judea , Samaria and the Gaza District was far better than it had been 
prior to 1967. 

82 . It was clear that the main purpose of the resolutions pertaining to the subject
matter under discussion waB to create confusion and to exploit false issues for 
political purposes. Alth011qh Israel had been a victim of continuous Arab aggression 
since its establishment in 1948, every report issued to date by the United Nations 
had entirely ignored the iBsues and circumstances behind I srael' s presence in those 
territories. Under international law, Israel was entrusted with responsibility for 
the security of the territories and the safety 'of their population. The Israeli 
administration 's policy in those territories had been to maintain the laws iri force 
and to administer them in accordance with binding international conventions and the 
relevant rules of internat:.onal law, to promote social and economic development, to 
foster good-neighbourly re:.ations and to maintain open options for future peace 
arrangements. The fact that the report itself had appeared too late to provide an 
opportunity for his delega1:ion to subnit the true facts about the situation in those 
territories was yet anotheJ: indication of the biased approach which was reflected in 
its content. Hi s delegation would therefore vote against the draft resolution. 

83. Mr. LUTFI (Jordan) sa:.d that the group of United Nations and -ECWA experts who 
had prepared the report of the Secretary- General (A/36/648) had not been allowed to 
enter the occupied territoJ:ies to investigate purely economic matters in order to 
give a true picture of the situation there. If the report was not enough, there 
were two books written by 1®ericans which could be used to supplement it; they gave 
a very clear indication of how the Israeli authorities were manipulating the natural 
resources of the occupied 1:erritories. The Israeli authorities had so far . 
confiscated 32.7 per cent of the land on the West Bank. International law surely did 
not allow Israel to confis<:ate land in the occupied territories in order to build 
settlements, allocate most of the water resources t o Israeli settlers, thus 
depriving the population o f the West Bank of water for agriculture, and b l ow up 
19,000 houses on the West llank. Similarly, one might well ask why Israel had refused 
to provide any statistics <>n the Golan Heights whose population, currently 1 ,800 , had 
been 140,000 before the Is1:aeli occupation. His delegation would vote in favour of 
the draft resolution. 

84 . At the request of th«: representative of Iraq, a recorded vote was taken on 
draft resolution A/C. 2/36/1 •• 124 .' 

In favour: Afghanis1:an, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahrain, 
Bangladesh, Ba.rbados , Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, 
Byelorussian Soviet ~ :ocialist Republic, Cape Verde, Central African 
Republic, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Cuba , Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, 
Democratic Yemen, Djibouti , Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia , Gambia, German 
Democratic Republic, Ghana , Greece, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau , Guyana, Honduras, 
Hungary, India, Indor1esia, Iran, Iraq, Japan, Jordan , Kenya, Kuwait, Lao 

I ... 
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People's Democratic Republic , Lebanon, Lesotho , Liberia, Libyan Arab 
Jamahiriya , Madagascar , Malaysia, Maldives, Mali , Mauritania, Mexico, 
Mongolia, Morocco , Mozambique , Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Ni geria, Oman, 
Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Phi l ippines, Poland, Por tugal, 
Qatar, Romania , Rwanda, Sao Tome and Principe , Saudi Arabia, Senegal, 
Sierra Leone , Singapore , Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, 
Swaziland, Thailand, Togo , Trinidad and Tobago , Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda , 
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic , Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, 
Uni ted Arab Emirates, United Republic of Cameroon, United Republic of. 
Tanzania, Upper Vol~a, Uruguay, Venezuela , VietNam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, 
Zaire , Zambia, Zimbabwe. 

Against: Israel, United States of America. 

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Costa Rica, Denmark, 
. Dominican Republic , Finland , France, Germany, Federal Republic of, 
Guatemala , I celand , Ireland, Italy, Ivory Coast , Jamaica , Luxembourg, 
Malawi, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, SWeden, United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Northern Ireland. 

85. Draft resolution A/C .2/36/L. l24 was adopted by lOS votes to 2 , with 23 
abstentions. 

86. Mr. WAKASUGI (Japan) said that his delegation had voted in favour of the 
draft resolution because it fully sympathized with the position of the Arab States 
with respect to the problem of national resources in the occupied Arab territori es 
and hoped that the problem would be expeditiously and peacefully solved in 
conformity with internatonal law. His delegation ' s pos i t ion on the question of 
permanent sovereignty over nat ural r esources remained unchanged . 

87 . Miss EVANS (Uni ted Kingdom) said that the positions of t he 10 member States of 
the European Economic Community regarding the draft resolution remained unchanged. 

88. Mrs . MARTINHO (Portugal) said that although her delegation had voted in favour 
of the draft resolution, it reserved its position on paragraph 4. Moreover, it 
understood that the draft r esolution r eferred only to territories occupied by Israel 
since 1967. 

89. Mr. BRECHER (United States of America) sai d that his delegation had voted 
against the dra f t resolution because i t dealt with pol~tical matters outside the 
compet~nce of the Second Committee. Blanket and repetitive condemnati ons of nearly 
every aspect of I sraeli administration served no usefu l purpose; ·they merely 
dive~ted energy and attention from the f undamental issue of making progress in the 
peace process. 

90. Mr . THWIN (Burma) said t hat, as on previou s occa s ions, his delegation had 
voted f or the draft resolut i on as a whole; it had reservations, however , on the 
wording of paragraph 1 . 

I . . . 



A/C.2/36/SR.46 
English 
Page 16 

91. Mr. ABU-KOASH (Observ·!r for the Palesti ne Li beration Organization) thanked a ll 
the delegations .that had su:?ported the draft resolution and hoped that those that 
had abstained would reconsi·ier their stand when the matter was discussed in the 
plenary and vote in favour. With regard to the statement by the representative of 
the United States of Americ!l on the competence of the CODII\ittee to consider the issue 
he said that the United States Administration was i nconsistent : earlier on, at a 
meeting of the Special Political Committee, which was an appropriate body to consider 
political issues, the Unite i States had voted against a resolution on the Israeli 
canal project. The stand of the United States towards Israel and towards all 
liberation movements was very clear. With regard to the statement by the Israeli 
r epresentative, who he refecred the Committee to the records concerning the current 
head of the Israeli Government kept in the libraries of the House of Commons in 
London. The national charter of the PLO was a statement committing Palestinians to 
the liberation of their lani and to returning to their country. With regard to the 
conditions of Palestinians in occupied territories, it was a pity that the Jews who 
had suffered so much under the Nazis should currently be i nf licting deeper wounds on 
the Palestinian people. Although they denied such acts, the Israelis knew very well 
what they were doing to the Palestinians. 

92. The CHAIRMAN said that under agenda item 12 the Committee had before it a 
report of the Secr etary-General on the world population situation i n 1981 (A/36/117) 
which had been submitted in accordance with Economic and Social Council resolution 
1347 (XLV) . If he heard no objections, he would take it that the Committee wished to 
conclude its consider ati on of the item by taking note of that report. 

93 . It was so decided. 

AGENDA ITEM 70: OPERATIONAL ACTIVITIES FOR DEVELOPMENT (continued) 

Draft resolution A/C. 2/36/I. l 31 

94. The CHAIRMAN said that the draft resolution had been submitted on the basis of 
informal consultations on draft resolution A/C.2/36/L.89. If he heard no objection, 
he would take it that the sponsors had withdrawn draft resolution A/C.2/36/L.89 and 
that the Committee wished to adopt draft r esolution A/C.2/L.l31 without a vote. 

95. It was so decided. 

96. Mr. ASTAFIEV (Union c f Soviet Socialist Republics) said that his delegation 
had not opposed the adoptic n of the draft resolution on the understanding that the 
targets referred t o in parcgraphs 3, 5 and 6 did not apply to the Soviet union and 
that the resolution s hould be implemented on the basis of resources already allocated 
for such activities , withot .t ent ail ing additional expenditure. 

I . .. 
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97. The CHAIRMAN said that the draft resolution had been submitted on the basis of 
informal consultat ions on draft resolution A/C. 2/36/L.91. If he heard no objection, 
he would take it that the sponsors had withdrawn draft resolution A/ C.2/36/ L.91 and 
that the Committee wished to adopt draft r esolution A/ C.2/36/L.l30 without a vote. 

98. It was so decided. 

99. Mr. OSTERGAAD-ANDERSEN (Denmark), speaking on behalf of the delegations of 
Finland, Iceland, Norway and Sweden and his own delegation, said that the Nordic 
countries t ook great interest in population questions and shared t he wish of the 
sponsors to promote the understanding of population issues. They believed, however, 
that the best way to do so was to support operational activities in the population 
field, and feared that the establishment of a population award might create a false 
impression of what the United Nations was doing. Accordingly, t heir Governments 
would not contribute to the United Nations Population Awar d Trust Fund. 

Document A/36/101 and Cor r. 1 and Add.l 

100. The CHAI RMAN said that the document contained the report of the Joint 
I nspection Unit on Assistance by the United Nations System to Regional Inter-count ry 
Technical Co- operat ion Inst itutions and comments on it by the Administ rative 
Committee on Co- ordinat ion. If he heard no objection, he would take it that th~ 
Conmi ttee wished to take note of the report and the COIIIDents . 

101. It was so decided. 

AGENDA ITEM 72: SPECIAL ECONOMIC AND DISASTER RELIEF ASSISTANCE (continued) 

Draft resolution A/C.2/36/L.ll 7/ Rev . 2 

102. The CHAIRMAN said that the delegations of Bangladesh and Uganda had become 
sponsors of draft r esolution A/ C.2/36/L. ll7/Rev . 2. In view of the extensive 
comments made by delegati ons during informal consultations, the sponsors were holding 
further consultations with a view t o submitting a revised proposal which would be 
i ntroduced at the following meeting, when he would invite t he Committee to take a 
dec i sion on it. 

The meeting rose at 9.35 p.m. 




