
United Nations 

GENERAL 
ASSEMBLY 
THIRTY-FOURTH SESSION 

Official Records* 

I UN ~~I{Y 
U/1'' 

SEP ?."t;"mi· · 

UN/ Sl-\ COLLECTIQ,~! 

GENERAL COMMITTEE 
1st meeting 

held on 
Wednesday, 19 September 1979 

at 11 a.m. 
New York 

SUMMARY RECORD OF THE 1st MEETING 

Chairman: Mr. SALIM (President of the General Assembly) 

CONTENTS 

ORGANIZATION OF THE THIRTY-FOURTH REGULAR SESSION OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY, ADOPTION OF 
THE AGENDA AND ALLOCATION OF ITEMS : MEMORANDUM BY THE SECRETARY -GENERAL 

• Tlus record is subject to correction. Corrections should be incorporated in a copy of 
the record and should be sent within one week of the date of publication to the Chief, 
Official Records Editing Section, room A ·3550. 

Corrections will be issued shortly after the end of the sess1on, in a separate fascicle for 
each Committee. 

79-57037 

Distr. GENERAL 
A/BUR/34/SR.l 
25 September 1979 

ORIGINAL: ENGLISH 

I .. . 

-



A/BUR/34/SR.l 
Enc;lish 
Page 2 

ORGANIZATION OF T'".dE THIRTY-FOURTH REGULAR SESSION OF THE GEHERAL ASSEI'IBLY 
9 

ADOPTION 
OF THE AGENDA AND ALLOCATION OF ITEiiS: llEMORANDUM DY THE SECRETARY.,GJ:..;NERAL 
(A/BUR/34/l) 

Section II: 

l. The CHAIRMAH dret-r attention to the observations and proposals relating to the 
organization of the thirty~fourth regular session contained in section II of the 
Secretary-General 1 s memorandum (A/BUR/34/l). 

Para_e;rapp 4 ( 1-iork of the Gener~l Committee) 

2. _!v1r. GURINOVICH (Byelorussian Soviet Socialis-e Republic) asked whether 
decisions taken by the General Committee at the thirty~fourth session of the 
General Assembly vrould be binding on all future sessions. 

3. The CHAIRMAN replied that~ if the General Assembly adopted the recommendations 
made by the General Comrnittee, a precedent vrould have been created which, he hoped, 
uould be follovred at future sessions so that the work of the General Committee 
vrould not require further discussion at every session. H01-rever 9 at every session, 
the General Committee 1ras free to make whatever recommendations it deemed 
appropriate. 

4. The Committee decided to recommend that the General Assembly should adopt the 
suggestions in paragraph 4 of the Secretary~-General_~?-m_eniO.randum. 

Paragraph 5 (Schedule of meetings) 

5. The CHAIRUAN said that he intended to open meetings punctually at the 
scheduled time and urged the Chairmen of the Main Committees to do the same. It 
had been suggested that each delegation should designate a representative to be 
present at the scheduled time, so that the problem of obtaininc; a quorum "l·rould not 
arise. IIe endorsed that suggestion and appealed to delegations to co-operate. 

6. The Committee decided to recommend that the General Assembly should adopt the 
suggestions in paragraph ··~rc;'fth"e Secretary-Genera~' s_~1_emorandum. 

Paragraphs 6 _and .I._lgeneral debate) 

7. The -~HAIRli!Al\f urged representatives, in view of the unprecedented number of 
names on the list of speakers, to take the floor in the order in vrhich they had 
been inscribed on the list. 

8. The Committee decided to recommend that the General Assembly should adopt 
the suggestions in _paragraphs band 7 of the Secret~_x_:-Gen~_Ial~s memorandum. 

I . .. 
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SJ o -~~}_<=_ CtiAIPJ:vlAN suggested that, out of consideration for other speakers and in 
order to preserve the dignity of the general debate, delecsations should refrain 
from exl')ressinc; their cone;ratulations in the General AsseElbly Hall after a speech 
had been deliveredo 

10. The Committee decided to recommend that the General Assembly should adoYlt the 
Cha~.:rmaE 1s-·Eru~gestioD.--:-- -·--· ---------- -----· ---- -- ·--- -- -------

far ag,:r_?-Ph ?~2_eplanat i .£.~~-~-~ot e ) 

ll. Hr. SOBHY (Egypt) suggested that explanations of vote mie;ht be limited to 
10 minutes in the plenary and five minutes in the Hnin Committees. 

12. Mrs. CASTRO cle BARISH (Costa Rica) endorsed the suc;gestion made by the 
representative of Egypt. 

13. The CHAIRl':IAN pointed out that 9 since the paragraph in question recommended 
that clelegationsshould explain their vote only once 9 the establishment of 
different time limits for such explanations might create complications. 

14. l!ir. RIOS (Panama) supported the sue;gestions contained in paragraph 8. 

15. f'lr. PETROVSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that 9 w·hile it ~-ras 
in favour of the rationalization of procedures, his delegation believed that 
improvements should be made 9 not through changes to the existing rules of 
procedure, but through a stricter implementation of them. Since the suggestion 
contained in paragraph 8 (b) fell outside the existine; rules of procedure, his 
clelegation could not support that suggestion as it stood. 

1G. Mr. PETREE (United States of America) supported the suc;gestions in 
paragraph 8 9 \·Thich dicl not represent a change in the existing rules of procedure 
but called for the agreement of Member States to exercise restraint w·ith a view 
to the rationalization of the General Assembly's worl;:. 

17. ~£·_SINCLAIR (Guyana) supported the suggestion contained in paragraph 8 (b) 
which 9 lil\:e other suge;estions 9 1-ras not nevr, but called for increased discipline 
on the part of delec;ations and for the strict enforcement of the existine; rules 
of procedure. 

18. Hr. 1-I.AKEKA (Lesotho) ancl Mr. KODJOVI (Togo) expressed their delegations 1 

support for the suggestion contained in paragraph 8 (b). 
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19. 111r. GURINOVICH (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) said that his 
delegation had some misgiving-s--about the suggestion in paragraph 8 (b). Given the 
choice of explaining their vote in a Main Committee or in the plenary, delegations 
might prefer to speak in the plenary, -vrhich could increase the Assembly 1 s work and, 
therefore 9 since verbatim records rather than summary records were provided for 
plenary meetings, might involve additional expenditure. Furthermore, delegations 
might decide to change their vote in the plenary and should be given the 
opportunity to explain such a change. 

20. The CHAIPJ'OOT pointed out that the suggestion contained in paragraph 8 (b) 
did not conflict w·ith any existinc; rule of procedure. Hovever, to meet the concern 
expressed by the representatives of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and 
the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, he sugc;ested that the Committee might 
Hish to amend the uords ;1delegations should explain their vote only once 11 to read 
;;delet::;ations should, as far as possible, explain their vote only once". 

21. It was so decided. 

22. Mr. KOH (Singapore) suggested that, in addition 9 to take account of the 
concern expressed by the representative of the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist 
Republic, the -vrords 11unless that delegation 1 s vote in the plenary is different from 
its vote in the Committee. n might be inserted at the end of paragraph G (b). 

23. It -vras so decided. 

24. The Con@ittee decided to recommend that the General Assembly should adopt 
th_e_Euggestions in paragraph _8- of_:!_;he Secretary-Gene!~J..-vs memorandum, as amended. 

Paragraphs 9 and 10 (Hight of reply) 

25. The Committee decided to recommend that the General Assembly should adopt the 
sugc;estions contained in paragraphs 9 and 10 of the Secretary-General's memorandum. 

Paragraph 11 (Cl~sing date of the session) 

26. The Committee decided to recommend that the General Assembly should adopt the 
suggestions contained in paragraph 11 of the Secretary-General's memorandum. 

Paragraph 12 (Records of the Main Committees) 

27. The Committee decided to recommend that the General Assembly should adopt the 
suggestions contained in paragraph 12 of the Secretary-General's memorandum. 

Paragraph 13 (Seating arrangements) 

28. The Committee took note _ _9f paragraph 13 of the Secretary-General's 
lJlemorandum. 

I . .. 
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Paragraph 14 (Meetings of the lviain Committees) 

29. Mr. PIRSON (Belgimn) pointed out that it vrould be difficult to hold more 
meetine;s early in the session since the necessary documentation was only bee;innine; 
to be published in all the working languages. The draft budget, for example, had 
only been made available the previous -vreel{ to many delegations. 

30. The Committee decided to recrunmend that the General Assembly should adopt the 
suggestions in paragraph 14 of ·the Secretary-General 1 s- memorandmn. 

Paragraph .!_4 (Non-utilization of the rostrmn) 

31. The Committee decided to recommend that the General Assembly should adopt the 
suggestions in paragraph 15 of the Secretary-General 1-s_ memorandmno 

Paragraphs 16 and 17 (Budgetary and financial questions) 

32. Mr. SOBHY (~gypt) inquired l·rhether there could be a greater measure of 
flexibility vith regard to the application of the mandatory deadline given in 
paragraph 17 (a). It was quite possible that a Committee vrould not be able to 
conclude its vrork by l December and submit draft resolutions with financial 
implications to the Fifth Committee by that date. 

33. Mr. PETROVSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that paragraph 17 (a) 
was acceptable to his delegation 9 but proposed that the vrords 11 if possible'' 
should be inserted in that paragraph to allou a more flexible approach. 

34. Mr. PIRSON (Belgium) said that paragraph 17 (a) should not be chane;ed. It 
contained a very important recommendation designed to allow the Fifth Conwittee 
and the General Assembly to finish work on tiwe. 

35. Mr. HEPBURN (Bahamas) said that his delegation strongly supported 
paragraph 17 (a) and the statement made by the representative of Belgium in that 
regard. In the past the Fifth Committee had been unable to finish its >wrL: on 
time because draft resolutions with financial implications had been submitted 
late. 

36. The CHAIRMAN pointed out that the -vrords ''flexible'' and nmandatory'' were 
mutually exclusive. If a deadline were set with built~in flexibility it would 
surely be violated. Since paragraph 17 (a) only affected resolutions with 
financial implications, the Committees should begin their 1vork vith those 
resolutions. lie appealed to the members of the General Committee to support the 
mandatory deadline. 

37 0 J'.;Ir. SOBHY (Egypt) saj d that his delegation accepted the formulation in 
paragraph 17 (a) and supported the appeal of the Chairman, but also urged that the 
necessary documentation for discussion of all items should be distributed on time 
so that >vork could be :finished by the proper date. 

I 0 •• 
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30. l,1r. GUliiHOVICH (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) supported the proposal 
of the Soviet dele:__;ation to include the words "if possible~, in paragraph 17 (a). 
If a draft resolution vrith financial iLlplications vras finally agreed upon in a 
Coj unit tee after the deadline, it should still be submitted to the Fifth Co111mittee. 
Furthermore, procedural discussion in Conu1'littee could be drmm out on purpose so 
that the deadline would expire before the draft resolution had been agreed upon. 

39. The CI-.LAIRI!fAJ\T said that the point Hade by the representative of the Byelorussian 
Soviet Socialist Republic uas uell taken. By the same argument, however, there 
vrere always extenuatin::; circumstances and decisions had to be made in spite of them. 
If one made allovrances for extenuating circumstances, then those extenuating 
circumstances -vrould become the rule and not the exception. Practice shOI·red that 
flexible deadlines were simply not observed. The Committee should proceed from 
the premise that the deadline should be mandatory. That decision could then be 
~1ended by the General Assembly in view of subsequent developments. 

40. br. ILLUECA ( PanaBa) said that the Latin J-\.merican Group fully supported the 
rec011anendations contained in paragraph 17. 

41. The Committee decided to recommend that the Genera,l Assembly should adout the 
sup;e;estions in parar:raphs 16 and 17 of the Secretary~General 's memorandum. 

Para[Sraphs 10 and 19 (Reports of the Hain Comni ttees) 

42. The Committee decided to reco1mnend that the General Assembly sho·uld adopt the 
suggestions in pa~agraphs 18 and 19 of the Secretary-Ger.eral's rremcrar.dwn. 

:rara[raph 20 (Ballotin{'; procedure) 

43. Iir. GURINOVICH (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) said that, if a certain 
delec;ation or group of delegations requested a vote, they should not be deprived of 
a risht provided for in the rules of procedure. The possibility of requesting a 
vote should not be excluded, even if the number of candidates corresponded to the 
nuEiber o.L seats to be fillecL 

44. The CHAIRl'IAN suc_;~;estecl that the words ·unless a delec;ation specifically 
requests a vote on a given election" should be added to the end of paragraph 20. 

45. It was so decided. 

46. The Committee decided to recommend that the General Assembly should adopt the 
su[S~;estions in paragraph 20 of the Secretary--General's memorandumo as amended. 

47. ThE:" CHAIRiiAH urc;ecl the Chairmen of the Hain COElmittees to follow the specific 
recommendations lvhich applied to their respective Committees. He expressed the 
hope that in a month or so members of the General Committee woulu consider the 
otheL' recommendations lvhich -vrere of a more far-reaching character and required more 
time for discussion, for example, those relatinc:; to doc1..mentation and subsidiary 
organs of the General Assepcbly. 

I ... 
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1+8. t,1r. PETR£r; (United States of America) said that his delegation strongly 
supported the inten·t~ion of the Chairman to continue the meetin~s of the General 
Cm1mittee durir,g the course of the current session of the General Assembly. He 
expressed the bope that a meetine: wculd be scheduled at an early date to resume 
consideration :•f further measures which had been recommended and discussed. 

Section III: :'dopticn of the a,:;enda 

l.~>. The CHAIH! IA11T drew attention to section III of the Secretary-General's 
memorandum, c,lncerninc; the inclusion of items in the agenda of the thirty~fourth 
session. In accordance with rule 40 of the rules of procedure 1 the General 
Conooittee would not be considering the substance of any item, except in so far as 
it bore upon the question whether the Committee should recommend the inclusion of 
the item in the agenda. 

50. The draft agenda consisted of 126 items: 124 appeared in the provisional 
agenda, one appeared in the supplementary list, and there was a request for one 
additional item. 

Parar;raph 22 

51. The CHAE\JVIAH dreu attention to paragraph 22, concerning item 12 of the draft 
agenda (Report of the Economic and Social Council), and suggested that the Committee 
should take note of the reports that were to be considered under that item. 

52. The Conwittee took note of the contents of parap,raph 22 of the Secretary
General's me~orandum. 

Paragraph 23 

53. The CHAIRl"!AN drew attention to parac;raph 23, concerning item 112 of the draft 
agenda, entitled "Review of the multilateral treaty-making process':, in Hhich the 
Secretary-General recommended that consideration of this item should be postponed 
until the thirty-fifth session. 

54. The Committee decided to recommend that the General Assembly should adopt the 
recommendation in paragraph 23 of the Secretary-General 1 s memorandum. 

Parae;raph 24 

55. The CoEooi ttee tool'- note of paragraph 24 of the Secretary-General 1 s memorandum. 

Parar~raph 25 

56. The CHAIRIIAN invited the Committee to consider the inclusion in the agenda 
of the items set forth in paragraph 25 of the Secretary-General's memorandum. 
1:7here appropriate, i teiuS might be considered in groups. 

Items 1 to 6 

57. The CHAIRMAH pointed out that the General Assembly had already dealt -vrith 
items 1 to 6 in plenary. 

I ... 
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Items 7 to 20 

5u. llr. GURilJOVICH (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) pointed out that 
item 8 hacl been alllencled by the Secretariat to include the uords "and organization 
of work". In precedinG years that item uas -v1orded simply ''Adoption of the agenda 11

, 

although the General Cormnittee also dealt with questions of orc;anization of uork 
of the session. 

59. Hi th rec;ard to items 15, 16 and 17, he said that his clelec;ation vms not 
opposed to the proposed wordinc; and grou:pinc; of previously separate ac;enda items 
and subitems, but w·ished to point out that such amendlJlents vrere the prerogative 
of the General Conmrittee and the General Assembly itself, and not of the 
Secretariat, v·rhich could make proposals_, but coulcl not take decisions on such 
questions. 

60. The Committee decided to recommend that the General Assembly shoulcl include 
ite111s 7 to 20 in the a:-;enda. 

Item 21 

61. rir. ERALP (Turkey) said that hearteninG developments had occurred in efforts 
to bring about an ac;reed solution betvreen the tvvo Cypriot commc:<nities. The 
leaders of the two cormnuni ties at their SUlnlni t meetin.s in Nicosia on 
lU anc, 19 May 1979 uncler the auspices of the Secretary-General had reached a 
10-point ac,reement callin;; for the resumption of the intercommunal tall;:s and 
setting forth the basis for them. The tHO community leaders had also ac;reed in 
point 6 of the agreement of 19 i1ay to accede to a political truce vrhich, in their 
view, 1-ras necessary in order to conduct the interco,11munal tallo::s in a continuinc; 
and sustained manner. 

62. Past experience hacl am:t.Jly clemonstrated that the annual debates conducted in 
the General Assembly since 1971~ on the question of Cyprus hacl_ not been useful. 
The General Assembly debates, Hhich had been held in the absence of the Turkish~ 
Cypriot community each year, l1ad led to bitterness and frustration, lvhich in 
turn had hau a paralysing effect on the nec;otiatinc; process. A fundamental 
contradiction had always pervaded the discussions on Cyprus in the General 
Assembly. The Greek Cypriots had allee;ed constantly that the Cyprus problem 
was not an intercOlillllunal problem, but then proceeded to negotiate vri th the 
Turkish-Cypriot community which uas their only valid interlocutor. 

6J, Although the Cyprus problem had reached a brealc-throuc;h, it had not yet 
proved r;ossi ble to conduct interccrr.munal tall::= in a continuinc.L sustained and 
fruitful manner. That undesirable sit'-lation was the result of certain efforts 
to make use of international forums to obtain one-sided resolutions in total 
disregard of the provisions of the existinc; guidelines and accords reached bet1-1een 
the tvro communities. Thouc;h his delecation had serious misgivin::ss about the 
timeliness and usefulness of the debate on the question of Cyprus, at the current 
session of the General Asseubly, it did not intend to oppose the incl'J.sion of 
itew 21 in the ac;enda in the hope that both the tone and the substance of the 
subsequent discussion Houlcl contribute to the peaceful solution of the probler:1 
throuc;h intercommunal tall~s, 1vhich his Government so earnestly desired. lie 

I ... 
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(Mr. Eralp, Turkey) 

expressed the fervent hope that the General Assembly uould rnal:e the necessary 
arrant:;ements, within the limits of the rules of procedure, to allow the 
Turldsh~Cypriot community to participate actively in the debate on the question. 
That 1vas essential for a meaningful and constructive debate in the General 
Assembly. He further expressed the hope that the parties involved 1-rould 
scrupulously abide by the letter and spirit of point 6 of the agreement of 19 May 
and uphold the spirit of political truce between the two communities during the 
debate. 

64. lilr. IJAVI\OHIVIATIS (Cyprus) pointed out that the hopes concerning the heartening 
developments mentioned by the representative of Turkey had dissipated in light of 
action taken by the Government of Turkey leading to the suspension of negotiations 
after two short meetings in lTicosia. 

65. The Committee decided to recommend that the General Assembly should include 
item 21 in the agenda. 

Items 22 and 23 

66. The Committee decided to recommend that the General Assembly should include 
items 22 and 23 ln the agenda. 

Items 24 to 28 

G7. The General Committee decided to recommend that the General Assembly should 
include items 24 to 28 in the agenda. 

Item 29 

68. Mr. LEPRETTE (France) said that his delegation opposed the inclusion of item 
29 in the agenda and requested that the question should be put to a vote. The 
island of Mayotte -vras an integral part of tlle French Republic and its inhabitants 
had, in the course of several popular consultations, expressed their desire to 
remain French. The French Government could not reject the \·rishes of the people of 
Mayotte or force them to be placed under an authority uhich they refused to accept. 
The status of the island of Mayotte approved by the French Parliament 1vas such 
that the people of l·1ayotte could, if they so wished, express their views once 
again on the future of the island at a subsequent stage. Accordingly, the 
inclusion of the i tern in the agenda 1vould constitute a violation of Article 2, 
paragraph 7, of the Charter. 

69. The French Government had consistently demonstrated its 1v-illingness to find a 
basis for an understanding with the Government of the Comoros. Following the 
establishment of diplomatic relations betueen France and the Comoros in 1978, the 
t-vro countries had signed a number of agreements on co-operation providing for 
French assistance in the economic, financial and cultural fields, and there had 
been high-level contacts bet-v,reen the tuo Governments, including visits by the 
President of the Comoros to France and by the French Minister of Co~operation to 
the Comoros in July 1979. 

I ... 
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70. The CHAITIIiAN said that the representative of the Comoros had asked to 
participate in the discussion of the item. If there 1-ras no objection, he 1wuld 
invite him to take a place at the Committee table. 

11. At the invitation of the Cha~rman, Hr. Thabit (Comoros) took a place at the 
Cormni ttee table. 

72. ~h·. THABIT (Comoros) recalled that, in admitting the Comoros to membership in 
19!5, the General Assembly had reaffirmed the need to respect the unity and 
territorial inteGrity of the country, >rhich it had recognized as comprising the 
islands of Anjouan, Grande~Comore, Hayotte and Moheli. By resolution 3211, and 
decision 331435, the General Assembly had decided to keep the item entitled 
·'Question of the Comorian Island of l'layotte;; on the agenda. He therefore urged 
that the General Corrm1itt~~ should reco~mend inclusion of the item in the agenda of 
the thirty~·fourth session. vlhile his Government vrelcomed the positive developments 
in relations between France and the Comoros, the problem of Hayotte remained to be 
settled and should be discussed by the General Assembly. 

!3. The General Committee decided, by 22 votes to 1, with 4 abstentions, to 
reco1nmend that the General Assembly should include item 29 in the agenda. 

74. Mr. Thabi t (Comoros) wi thdrev. 

Items 30 to 53 

75. The General Committee decided to recommend that the General Assembly should 
include items 30 to 53 in the agenda. 

Item 54 

76. Mr. GURIHOVICH (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) said that the 
General Assembly had considered the question of the composition of the relevant 
organs of the United Nations in detail at its thirty-third session and had taken 
a decision to expand the membership of the General Committee. It had proved 
impossible, hmrever, for the Assembly to agree on the adoption of additional 
measures owing to the diverging positions of the various geographical groups. His 
delegation continued to believe that any attempt to alter the composition of the 
organs of the United Nations which did not take into accocmt the principle of 
balanced representation of States -vrith different economic and social systems and 
the capacities of States for takinc; an active part in the 1vork of the Organization 
could only have a detrimental effect on the effectiveness of the United Nations. 
Furthermore, any attempt to limit the opportunities for the socialist States to 
participate in the solution of international problems would serve only to weaken 
the role and authority of the Organization. In viev of the adoption of resolution 
331138 by the Assembly, there was no point in discussing further changes in the 
composition of the orr;ans of the United ~Tations, especially when they affected 
the structure laid dmm by the Charter. Nothing had occurred in the year that had 
elapsed since the thirty-third session to warrant further consideration of the 
item. 

I ... 
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77. The General Committee decided to recommend that the General Assembly should 
include item 54 in the agenda. 

Items 55 to 84 

78. The General Committee decided to recommend that the General Assembly should 
include items 55 to 04 in the agenda. 

Item 85 

79. Hr. PETROVSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) recalled that the item had 
been considered at the thirty~third session and that, by resolution 33/54o the 
General Assembly had transmitted the question to the Corrrrnission on IIuman Rights. 
The Commission had dealt w-ith the item at its thirty~fifth session and had decided 
to consider it further at its thirty-seventh session. General Assembly resolution 
33/54 did not provide for the inclusion of the item in the agenda of the 
thirty--fourth session, but rather requested the submission of a report by the 
Commission on Human Rights and that report should be considered in connexion with 
ae;enda item 87. There was no justification for including item 85 in the agenda, 
especially in view· of the Secretary--General's suggestion regardine; the reduction of 
agenda i terns. 

80. Mr. PETRI;E (United States of America) said that his delegation had a deep and 
long-standing interest in the question covered by the item, and that it 1ms in 
favour of its inclusion in the agenda. Discussion of the question in the 
Commission on Human Rights did not eliminate the need for further discussion in the 
General Assembly. 

81. Hr. GURil:OVICH (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) said that resolution 
33/54--had not provided for the inclusion of the question as a separate item of the 
agenda of the thirty~.fourth session, nor did it instruct the Secretary .. General to 
submit a report on the question. I1oreover, the Commission on Human Rights had 
decided to continue its consideration of the item at its thirty-seventh session. 
1\.ccordingly, there 1ms no ground for including the i tern in the agenda of the 
current session. 

82. The General Corrrrnittee decided to recorrrrnend that the General Assembly should 
include item 84 in the agenda. 

Items 85 to 87 

03. The General Con@ittee decided to reco1rrmend that the General Assembly_should 
include items 85 to 87 in the agenda. 

Item 88 

84. The General Coilll'li ttee decided to recommend that the General Assembly should 
defer consideration of item 88 until the thirty-fifth session. 

I ... 
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Items 89 to 91 

85. The General Committee decided to recorrmend that the General Assembly should 
include items 89 to 91 in the agenda. 

Item 92 

86. The CHAIRHAH said that the representative of Indonesia had asked to 
participate in the discussion of item 92. If there was no objection, he would 
invite him to take a place at the Committee table. 

87. At the in vi tat ion of the Chairman, Hr. Kamil (Indonesia) took a place at the 
Committee table. 

88. Hr. ICamil (Indonesia) said that his delegation opposed the inclusion of item 
92, as the process of decolonization in East Timor had been completed in 
accordance vrith the provisions of General Assembly resolutions 1514 (XV) and 
1541 (XV) in July 1976 when the people of East Timor had exercised their 
sovereign right to self~determination and East Timor had become the bventy~seventh 
province of Indonesia, with the same rights and obligations as all other provinces. 
Any discussion of the question of East Timor in the United Nations would 
constitute unwarranted interference in the internal affairs of a sovereign Member 
State and vrould serve no useful purpose. 

89. Ivlr. KOH (Singapore), l'lr. GUNA-KASEH (Thailand), Mr. EL-CHOUFI (Syrian Arab 
Republic), Hr. AL~HADDAD (Yemen) 9 l.Ir. HATMTE (Papua lJeu Guinea) and l!Ir. ERALP 
(TurLey) said tl1at their delegations had reservations with regard to the 
inclusion of the item in the agenda. 

90. Hr. BOYA (Benin) said that his delegation fully supported the inclusion of 
item 92 in the agenda. 

91. The General Committee decided to recommend that the General Assembly should 
include item 92 in the agenda. 

92. Mr. Kamil (Indonesia) 1rithdrew. 

Items 93 to 111 

93. The General Comraittee decided to recommend that the General Assembly should 
include items 93 to lll in the agenda. 

Item 112 

94. The CHAIRHArT recalled that the Committee had already decided to recommend 
that consideration of item 112 should be postponed until the thirty-fifth session. 

I . .. 



Items 113 to 121 

A/BUR/34/STI.l 
English 
Page 13 

95. The General Committee decided to recommend that the General Assembly should 
include items 113 to 121 in the aGenda. 

Item 122 

96. The CHAIRl>lAH said that the representative of Czechoslovakia had asked to 
participate in the discussion of the item in accordance with rule 43 of the rules 
of procedure. 

97. At the invitation of the Chairman, Mr. Vejvoda (Czechoslovakia) took a place 
at the Committee table. 

98. Hr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia) said that his country's proposal for the inclusion 
in the agenda of an item entitled ;,Adoption of a declaration on international 
co-operation for disarmament '1 (A/34/141) uas intended to promote the adoption of 
a new measure to assist the international community in concerting its efforts to 
resolve urgent questions of disarmament and to adopt positive political guidelines 
for mutual co~operation for the attainment of tl~at goal. It was particularly 
timely, now that more than a year had elapsed since the adjournment of the tenth 
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, to intensify efforts 
for the implementation of the objectives unanil!1ously endorsed in its Pinal 
Document, and~ to that end, purposeful and effective co-operation among States 1-ras 
essential. Experience showed that the results achieved would be in direct 
proportion to the level of mutc:al co~operation which existed among the Hembers of 
the United l'Tations. 

99. His delec;ation 1 s proposal was also intended to promote a thorough revie-vr of 
the current state of international co~operation in the field of disarmament, and 
an exchange of ideas on the expansion and acti viz at ion of that co-operation with 
a view to facilitating the solution of disarmament problems. The proposed 
declaration was not intended either to supplement or to duplicate the Final 
Document of the special session devoted to disarmament~ or to upset its balance. 
The most appropriate way to give needed impetus to the development of international 
co.~operation aimed at giving effect to the conclusions of the tenth special session 
>vas for the General Assembly to consider the proposed declaration as a separate 
item. The proposed declaration was conceived of as a set of political guidelines 
for all current and future disarmament negotiations. In preparing the draft 
declaration in document A/34/141/Add.l, his delegation had consulted uith other 
delegations and had taken into account their constructive comments; it 1vas 
prepared to co-operate with all those 1vishing to. participate in finalizing the 
draft declaration. 

100. 'rhe English version of the draft declaration in document A/34/lL~l/ Add.l did 
not correspond fully to the original Russian text in several points, and it vould 
be necessary to issue a corri~endum in English. 

101. The General Committee decided to recommend that the General l\_ssembly should 
include item 122 in the agenda. 

The meeting rose at 1 p.m. 


