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The m~etlng was called to order at 7.35 p.m. 

ORGANIZATION OF WORK 

1. Mr. PLECHKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that he was disappointed 
that the Committee would not complete its work for the thirty-seventh session at 
the current meeting. The Committee had decided earlier that it would finish its 
work at the 50th meeting, and, to his knowledge, that decision had not been 
altered. The Second Committee had always been known for its democratic approach to 
the organization of its work, and he appealed to the Chairman to abide in future by 
decisions taken by the Committee as a whole. 

2• The CHAIRMAN replied that although the Committee had unanimously decided at its 
49th meeting to conclude its work in the afternoon of 17 December 1982, delegations 
had unfortunately been unable to reach agreement during informal consultations on 
three separate issues, and it had therefore become necessary to prolong the 
Committee's work. 

AGENDA I'L'EM 71: DEVELOPMENT AND INTERNATIONAL ECONCMIC CO-oPERATION (continued) 

(n) NEM AND RENEWABLE SOURCES OF ENER;Y (continued) (A/C.2/37/L. 74/Rev .1 and 
L. 98/Rev .1) 

3. Mr. CHOWDHURY (Bangladesh), speaking on behalf of the States members of the 
Group of 77, said that there was little need to elaborate on the content of the 
revised draft resolution (A/C.2/37/L.74/Rev.l). The changes occurred in 
sections II and III, and consisted of the decisions to establish both an 
Intergovernmental Committee on the Development and Utilization of New and Renewable 
Sources of Energy, and a separate Secretariat unit on new and renewable sources of 
energy within the Department of International Economic and Social Affairs, and of 
the appointment of a special co-ordinator within the office of the Director-General 
for Development and International Economic Co-operation. 

4. The development and utilization of new and renewable sources of energy was 
important to the Group of 77, which consequently attached importance to the full 
and effective implementation of the Nairobi Programme of Action. The revised draft 
resolution had been prepared following intensive and widespread consultations, and 
the Group of 77 hoped that it would command broad support. 

5. Mr. IVERSEN (Denmark) said that he fully supported the statement made by the 
representative of Bangladesh. 

6. At the request of the representative of the united States of America, a 
recorded vote was taken on draft resolution A(C.2/37/L.74/Rev.l. 

In favoun Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahrain, 
Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Bhutan, Brazil, Burma, Burundi, 
Canada, Cape Verde, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Congo, Costa 
Rica, Cuba, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Qjibouti, Ecuador, Egypt, 
Fiji, Finland, France, Gabon, Gambia, Germany, Federal Republic 
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of, Ghana, Greece, Guinea, Guyana, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran 
(Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, 
Jamaic·a, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lesotho, Libyan Arab 
Jamahiriya, L~:txembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, 
Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Morocco, Mozambique, Netherlands, 
New .zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, 
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Portugal, Qatar, 
Romania, Rwanda, saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, 
Spain, Sudan, Suriname, swaziland, SWeden, Syrian Arab Republic, 
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, '1\lnisia, '1\lrkey, Uganda, 
united Arab Emirates, united Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern 
Ireland, united Republic of cameroon, united Republic of Tanzania, 
Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, 
Zimbabwe. 

Against' Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Czechoslovakia, 
German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Ukrainian Soviet 
Socialist Republic, union of Soviet Socialist Republics, united 
States of America. 

Abstaining: None. 

7. Draft resolution A(C.2/37/L.74/Rev.l was adopted by 108 votes to 9. 

8. M%. BAKALOV (Bulgaria), speaking on behalf of the delegations of Bulgaria, the 
Byelorussian Soviet SOCialist Republic, Czechoslovakia, the German Democratic 
Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, and 
the union of Soviet SOCialist Republics, said that they attached great importance 
to the implementation of the Nairobi Programme of Action and the efforts of the 
united Nations to that end. However, they also believed that the Programme of 
Action should be implemented primarily at the national level, by such measures as 
the strengthening of the public sector and the mobilization by developing countries 
of their own resources to meet their energy needs. The united Nations should 
merely support national efforts, and such support measures should be financed from 
the resources of the regular budget or by-voluntary contributions. The Committee 
on Natural Resources and the Natural Resources and Energy Division of the 
Department of ~chnical Co--operation for Development already had the capacity to 
undertake such measures. 

9. The socialist countries had consistently opposed the establishment of an 
Intergovernmental Committee and secretariat for the implementation of the Nairobi 
Programme of Action and believed that the administrative and financial implications 
of those steps were unjustified. They were not, of course, opposed to other forms 
of united Nations involvement in the implementation of the Nairobi Programme of 
Action. 

10. Mt. DON NANJIRA (Kenya) said his delegation had expected the concessions made 
in draft resolution A/C.2/37/L.74/Rev.l to bring about consensus, especially 
because, given the current energy crisis, all Governments surely attached 
importance to the harnessing of renewable sources of energy through the 
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(Mr. Don Nanjira, Kenya) 

implementation of the Nairobi Programme of Action. It had accordingly been a 
disappointment for his delegation to find that the draft resolution had been so 
extensively revisedJ some countries were apparently more interested in the idea of 
consensus than in the basic components of the Nairobi Programme of Action. 

11. His delegation had agreed to the institutional arrangements contemplated in the 
revised draft resolution only on the understanding that they were to be 
experimental. It welcomed the establishment of the Intergovernmental Committee, 
and expected that body to give serious consideration to many of the elements 
contained in the original draft resolution, including the periodicity of meetings 
and the review and appraisal of the implementation of the Nairobi Programme of 
Action. The establishment of the small unit called for in paragraph 3 of 
section III represented a very large concession on the part of his delegation) 
however, he was somewhat reassured by the prospects for a review of the situation 
at a future session. In his view, the establishment of separate, identifiable 
financial and administrative arrangements within the united Nations system for the 
implementation of the Nairobi Programme of Action was imperative, since without 
them the Programme was doomed to exist only on paper, as was the case with the 
Vienna Plan of Action on Science and Technology for Development. 

12. Mr. TUAN (Liberia) 1 Mr. de SILVA (Sri Lanka), Mr. KI'l"l'IKHOUN (Lao People's 
Democratic Republic) and Mr. SILWAL (Nepal) said that had they,been present for the 
vote on draft resolution A/C.2/37/L.74/Rev.l they would have voted in favour. 

13. Mr. GOODMAN (United States of America) said that he had voted against the draft 
resolution because it would result in the establishment of an unnecessary committee 
and had unnecessary financial implications for the 1982-1983 and future budgets. 
The Committee on Natural Resources was perfectly capable of dealing with any 
activities pertaining to the development of new and renewable sources of energy. 
His delegation had wanted the mandate of the Intergovernmental Committee called for 
in the draft resolution to be more explicit, especially since paragraph 59 of the 
Nairobi Programme of Action called for the participation of all Governments in its 
implementation. 

14. His delegation was in favour of zero net growth of the united Nations programme 
and therefore wished any increased costs to be offset by identical savings in other 
areas. It believed , moreover, that the development of alternative energy 
resources should form part of national energy plans which involved both private 
enterprise and multilateral assistance. While it believed that the united Nations 
had a role to play in natural resources development, his delegation regretted that 
consensus had not been reached as to the nature of that role. 

15. Mr. TANIGUCHI (Japan) said that his delegation had voted in favour of draft 
resolution A/C.2/37/74/Rev.l and welcomed it as a first positive step of the United 
Nations in the transit~on from conventional to alternative sources of energy which, 
it was to be hoped, would benefit all mankind. The Committee had made a very 
important decision - that on establishing a new Intergovernmental Committee - and 
must ensure the success of that Committee's work. The delegations that had voted 
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(Mr. Taniguchi, Japan) 

in favour of the draft resolution had a duty to contribute to the successful 
implementation of the Nairobi Programme of Action, and it was to be hoped that 
delegations that had voted against the draft resolution would also participate 
constructively in promoting the utilization of new and renewable sources of energy. 

16. It was regrettable that, because of the time constraint, the Committee, had not 
had an opportunity to give careful consideration to the merits of setting up a 
small separate unit for secretariat support services within the Department of 
International Economic and Social Affairs. Since the draft resolution had been 
adopted, however, every effort must be made to improve the relevant support 
services. The special co-ordinator should be a capable and qynamic individual who 
would actively promote the implementation of the Nairobi Programme of Action and 
invigorate the activities of the united Nations in that field. The level of the 
post should be commensurate with the responsibilities involved. Leaving aside the 
financial implications, the most important requirement was to recruit able 
personnel, even though the new Secretariat unit was to be small. His delegation 
appealed to the Director-General to take those considerations into account in 
setting up the new unit. 

17. Mr. GOKCE (Turkey) said that his delegation had voted in favour of draft 
resolution A/C.2/37/L.74/Rev.l. In connection with section II, relating to the 
Intergovernmental Committee, he reiterated his delegation's view that it would 
eventually be necessary to set up a central unit within the united Nations system, 
with full administrative and executive powers, to deal with the various aspects of 
new and renewable sources of energy and to implement the Nairobi Plan of Action. 

18. The development of a country's sources of energy required more than an 
assessment of it potential or feasibility studies or on-site demonstration 
projectsa its required financial resources. Turkey believed, however idealistic 
it might seem in current circumstances, that the establishment of a world energy 
bank would be the only solution in the long run. 

The meeting rose at 8.35 p.m. 




