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The meeting was called to order at 3.05 p.m. 

AGENDA ITEM 98: PROPOSED PROGRAMME BUDGET FOR THE BIENNIUM 1980-1981 (continued) 
(A/34/6 and Add.lJ A/34/7) 

First reading (continued) 

Section 1. Over all policy-making, direction and co-ordination (continued) 

Section l.B. Executive direction and management 

1. Mr. DE FAOQ (Belgium) said that in section l.B.5 (b) of the proposed budget 
(A/34/6, para. 1.45) it was stated that a post at the Under-Secretary-General level 
had been returned from the Office for Inter-Agency Affairs and Co-ordination to the 
Executive Office of the Secretary-General, to accommodate the Chef de Cabinet. The 
post at the Assistant Secretary-General level which had thus become available had 
been redeployed to accommodate the head of the Unit for Special Economic Assistance 
Programmes in the Office for Special Political Questions. 

2. His delegation took it that the post at the Under-Secretary-General level was 
one which had not been transferred to the Office of the Director-General for 
Development and International Economic Co-operation, despite the provisions of 
General Assembly resolution 32/197. His delegation had no comments to make on the 
return of the post of Under-Secretary-General to the Executive Office of the 
Secretary-General, but it had some reservations regarding the group of economic 
assistance programmes. 

3. As indicated in paragraph 1.66 of the proposed budget, those special technical 
assistance programmes were for 12 countries in Africa. Consequently, his 
delegation wished to know why those economic and technical assistance programmes 
should not be transferred to the Economic Commission for Africa, which had the 
economic co-operation and technical co-ordination services needed to carry them out. 

4. Mr. BEGIN (Director, Budget Division) said that the post of Under-Secretary
General had not been included in the restructuring envisaged in General Assembly 
resolution 32/197, since it was the former post of the Chef de Cabinet, which had 
consequently been returned to the Executive Office of the Secretary-General. 

5. As to the question from the Belgian representative concerning the special 
technical assistance programmes, he said that he did not have the necessary 
information to reply immediately, and consequently would require some time to 
prepare his answer. 

6. Mr. RUEDAS (Assistant Secretary-General for Financial Services) said, in reply 
to questions raised at the 20th meeting, that the amount of $50,800 requested to 
cover the travel costs of members of the Committee on the Exercise of the 
Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People (A/34/6, para. 1.39) had been 
calculated on the basis of the amounts allocated for 1978-1979, taking into account 
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(Mr. Rued as) 

the revaluation of the resource base for 1978-1979 and inflation in 1980-1981 
(A/34/6, table 1.17). The calculations had been made early in 1979 for the whole 
of the biennium, and were based on the assumption that the Committee's activities 
would be similar to those undertaken in 1978-1979. The calculation represented 
only an approximation, since it was not possible to foresee exactly the number of 
journeys that the members of that Committee would undertake. 

7. Referring to the question by the representatives of Pakistan and Algeria about 
paragraph 1.59 of the proposed budget, he said that although the General Assembly 
in resolution 33/28 Chad asked the Secretary-General to consider, in consultation 
with the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian 
People, the strengthening and the possible re-organization of the Special Unit on 
Palestinian Rights, those consultations had not yet taken place, since the 
Secretary-General had considered that the existing resources of that Unit were 
sufficient to carry out the programme outlined by the Committee. The Committee 
intended to consider the possibility of extending the programme for the present 
biennium. Thus the consultations would take place once it was known what 
requirements would result from the expansion of the Committee's programme. 

8. Mr. BEGIN (Director, Budget Division) said, in reply to a question by the 
representative of the Philippines, that the breakdown of the apportioned costs 
($76,174,600) was given in table 1.4 of the proposed budget. The table indicated 
that $25,294,400 was for interpretation and meetings services; $38,753,700 was for 
translation, editing and typing services; $12,019,100 was for publications and 
documentation services, and $107,400 was for financial services. 

9. At the 20th meeting the Chairman of the Fifth Committee had indicated that 
there was a discrepancy between paragraphs 1.22 and 1.23 of the proposed budget, 
concerning the United Nations Joint Staff Pension Board: whereas paragraph 1.22 
referred to four sessions of the Standing Committee -two a year -paragraph 1.23 
mistakenly referred to six. The figures in the corresponding table had been 
calculated on the basis of four sessions a year, not six. 

10. The representative of Sweden had asked why the Secretariat in paragraph 1.53 
of the proposed budget had asked for the reclassification of a P-4 post to the 
P-5 level in the Division of General Assembly Affairs. That request had been made 
in view of the increased complexity of document management, which was due to the 
substantial increase over the past 10 years in the number of subsidiary bodies 
reporting to the General Assembly, and the general increase in the volume of 
documentation. As a result, the Director of the Division could no longer 
adequately carry out all the responsibilities of his office concerned with the 
management of the flow of documentation and the supervision of the editorial 
staff. However, since the Advisory Committee was not recommending that that 
request should be accepted (A/34/7, para. 1.32) he would say no more on the subject. 

11. The CHAIRMAN recalled that the representative of Israel had asked that there 
should be a separate vote on section l.A.7 and section l.B.3 (b). 
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12. At the request of the reprsentative of the Syrian Arab Republic, a recorded 
vote was taken on section l.A.7. 

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, 
Benin, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Chad, 
China, Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Democratic Yemen, Ecuador, 
Egypt, Ethiopia, Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Greece, 
Grenada, Guyana, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iraq, Ivory Coast, 
Japan, Kuwait, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Mauritania, 
Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Niger, Pakistan, 
Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, 
Senegal, Spain, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic, Trinidad and 
Tobago, Tunisia, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of 
Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic 
of Tanzania, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia. 

Against: Israel, United States of America. 

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Chile, Denmark, Finland, France, 
Germany, Federal Republic of, Ireland, Italy, Luxembourg, 
Netherlands, Norway, Papua New Guinea, Portugal, Sweden, Thailand, 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland. 

13. An appropriation of $56,000 under section l.A.7 was approved in first reading 
by 61 votes to 2,· with 18 abstentions. 

14. Mr. ADAN (Somalia) said that, if he had been present during the vote on 
section l.A.7, he would have voted for the appropriation. 

15. At the request of the representative of the Syrian Arab Republic, a recorded 
vote was taken on section l.B.3 (b). 

In favour: 

Against: 

Afghanistan, Algeria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, 
Benin, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Central 
African Republic, Chad, China, Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, 
Democratic Yemen, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Gabon, German 
Democratic Republic, Greece, Grenada, Guyana, Hungary, India, 
Indonesia, Iraq, Jordan, Ruwait, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, 
Madagascar, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, 
Niger, Pakistan, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, 
Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Somalia, Spain, Swaziland, Syrian Arab 
Republic, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist 
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab 
Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Venezuela, Viet Nam, 
Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, 

Israel, United States of America. 
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Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Denmark, 
Finland, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ireland, Italy, 
Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Norway, Papua New Guinea, 
Portugal, Sweden, Thailand, United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland. 

16. An appropriation in the amount of $490,100 under section l.B.3 (b) was approved 
in first reading by 62 votes to 2, with 21 abstentions. 

17. Mr. McMAHON (Ireland), speaking on behalf of the nine member countries of the 
European Economic Community in explanation of vote, said that the Nine had not 
supported General Assembly resolution 3376 (XXX), establishing the Committee on the 
Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People, or resolution 32/40 P, 
establishing the Special Unit on Palestinian Rights in the United Nations 
Secretariat. Consequently they had abstained from voting on the proposals concerned 
in the proposed programme budget for 1980-1981. 

18. Ms. GILES (Australia) said that her country had abstained from voting because 
of the same reservations which had prevented it from supporting the establishment of 
the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People. 

19. Mr. KUYAMA (Japan) explained that his country had abstained from voting on the 
same ground as it had abstained from voting when the Committee on the Exercise of 
the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People had been established, his 
Government's position on the Palestine problem not having changed. 

20. Mr. WILLIAMS (Panama) said that, if it had been present during the vote, his 
delegation would have voted for both appropriations, since his Government had 
supported the resolutions recognizing the rights of the Palestinian people. 

21. Miss GUIMARAES (Brazil) said that, had her delegation been present during 
the voting, it would have voted in favour of the appropriations requested under 
section l.A.7 and section l.B.3 (b). 

22. Mr. AKSOY (Turkey) said that, had his delegation been present during the 
voting, it would have voted in favour of section l.A.7 and section l.B.3 (b). 

23. Mr. NAVAI (Iran) said that, if his delegation had been present during the 
voting on section l.A.7 and section l.B.3 (b), it would have voted in favour of the 
appropriations requested. 

24. Mr. AL-SHARAFI (Yemen) said that, if his delegation had been present during the 
voting, it would have voted in favour of section l.A.7 and section l.B.3 (b). 

25. The CHAIRMAN said that the total appropriation recommended by the Advisory 
Committee under section 1 would be put to a vote and invited delegations which 
wished to do so to explain their vote before the vote. 
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26. Mr. PALAMARCHUK (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics), speaking in explanation 
of vote before the vote on section 1, said that the increase in the amount 
recommended by the Advisory Committee for section 1 over the revised appropriations 
for 1978-1979 (an increase of some $3 million, or 13.7 per cent) was excessively 
high and entirely unjustified. That increase was the result of two factors. The 
first was the request for a new P-2 post and the reclassification of six existing 
posts, and the second was inflation. The Soviet delegation had already stated its 
position of principle regarding the first factor in the general debate: it did not 
agree with the Secretariat's policy of systematically increasing the number of posts 
in the staffing table, since such increases entailed unjustified increases in the 
budget. The proposal to reclassify six posts was likewise unjustified, since 
neither the responsibilities of the posts, nor the complexity or volume of the work 
had increased. With regard to the second factor, the Soviet delegation was of the 
view that it was completely unacceptable for all Member States to be expected to pay 
for the effects of inflation, since responsibility for adopting the necessary 
measures lay with the Secretariat and the developed States in which headquarters of 
United Nations organizations were located. Given the fact that the Secretariat had 
not implemented the provisions of resolution 33/204 on the identification of 
activities that were completed, obsolete, of marginal usefulness or ineffective, the 
Soviet delegation did not support the Secretary-General's estimate or the Advisory 
Committee's recommendation concerning section 1. 

27. At the request of the United States representative, a recorded vote was taken 
on the recommendation of the Advisory Committee for an appropriation of S24,313,200 
under section 1. 

In favour: 

Against: 

Afghanistan, Algeria, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, 
Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Benin, Brazil, Burundi, Canada, 
Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Congo, 
Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Ecuador, 
Egypt, Ethiopia, Finland, France, Gabon, Germany, Federal Republic 
of, Greece, Grenada, Guyana, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, 
Ireland, Italy, Ivory Coast, Japan, Jordan, Libyan Arab 
Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Mauritania, Mexico, 
Morocco, Mozambique, Netherlands, Niger, Norway, Pakistan, Panama, 
Papua, New Guinea, Philippines, Portugal, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi 
Arabia, Senegal, Somalia, Spain, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab 
Republic, Thailand, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United 
Republic of Tanzania, Venezuela, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia. 

Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Czechoslovakia, German 
Democratic Republic, Hungary, Israel, Mongolia, Poland, Ukrainian 
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, 
United States of America. 

Abstaining: None. 
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28. The recommendation of the Advisory Committee for an appropriation of 
$24,313,200 under section 1 was approved in first reading by 79 votes to 10. 

29. Mr. SADDLER (United States of America), speaking in explanation of vote, said 
that, although section 1 included various subprogrammes and activities which his 
delegation could support, he had been obliged to oppose the approval of funds 
requested under that section because of inclusion of two estimates totalling 
$546,100. His delegation had voted against the appropriation because section 1 
included estimates for activities to which it was opposed for well-known reasons. 

30. Mr. TOMMO MONTHE (United Republic of Cameroon) said that, had his delegation 
been present during the voting, it would have voted in favour of section l.A.7 and 
section l.B.3 (b), and in favour of the total appropriation under section 1. 

31. Mr. SHRESTHA (Nepal) said that, had his delegation been present during the 
voting, it would have voted affirmatively in each of the three votes. 

32. Mr. EL HASSAN (Sudan) said that, had it been present during the voting, his 
delegation would have voted in favour of section l.A.7, section l.B.3 (b) and 
section 1 as a whole. 

33. Mr. TUN (Burma) said that, had his delegation been present during the voting, 
it would have voted affirmatively in the three votes relating to section 1 of the 
proposed programme budget. 

34. Mr. OKEYO (Kenya) said that, had his delegation been present during the voting 
on section l.A.7 and section l.B.3 (b) and section 1 as a whole, it would have voted 
in favour of the appropriations requested. 

Section 2. Political and Security Council affairs; peace-keeping activities 

35. Mr. MSELLE (Chairman of the Advisory Committee on Administrative and Budgetary 
Questions) said that the Secretary-General had submitted an estimate of $57,671,000 
for section 2 and that the Advisory Committee was recommending an amount of 
$57,268,000. That represented a reduction of $402,800, consisting of a reduction of 
$75,400 under section 2.A (Policy-making organs), a reduction of $139,000 under 
section 2.B (Department of Political and Security Council Affairs) and a reduction 
of $188,400 under section 2.E (United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine 
Refugees in the Near East). 

36. Under section 2.A, the Advisory Committee was proposing, as was explained in 
paragraph 2.4 of its report (A/34/7), a reduction of $48,400 in the estimate for the 
external printing of official records of the Security Council. Under the item 
relating to the Committee on Disarmament, ·ACABQ was proposing a reduction of $24,200 
in the estimate for travel of staff to service the Committee; that reduction could 
be achieved by properly co-ordinating the travel of staff to Geneva and by using the 
staff resources available at Geneva. 
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37. Under section 2.B, the Advisory Committee was recommending a reduction of 
$25,000 in the amount requested for consultants, as was explained in paragraph 2.10 
of its report. That recommendation was motivated by two considerations. Firstly, 
in several instances the amount requested represented a contingency: in other 
words, the amounts were not related to specific tasks which would require outside 
expertise. Secondly funds were requested to provide consultant services to prepare 
the Repertoire of the Practice of the Security Council. In that case, the Advisory 
Committee was of the opinion that there was no need for that type of assistance, 
because regular staff of the Secretariat were better equipped for that work. 

38. In paragraph 2.12 of its report, the Advisory Committee was recommending a 
reduction of $21,900, because it was not convinced of the need for an additional 
post for the Office of the Director in the Security Council and Political Committee 
Division. In addition, as was explained in paragraph 2.14 of its report, it was 
recommending a reduction of $22,200 in the estimate for temporary assistance for the 
Centre for Disarmament, since it believed that much of the work could be performed 
through redeployment of staff resources available to the Centre. 

39. As indicated in paragraphs 2.18 and 2.20 of its report, the Advisory Committee 
was not in favour of· granting the request for reclassification of two posts from D-1 
to D-2. Nor did it favour the conversion of one D-1 post currently charged against 
consultants funds to an established basis~ as indicated in paragraph 2.19, no 
additional evidence had been adduced to support a change in the position previously 
adopted by ACABQ on that question. 

40. The Advisory Committee was recommending acceptance of the estimates submitted 
by the Secretary-General for section 2.C (Third United Nations Conference on the Law 
of the Sea) and for section 2.D (Special missions), which included UNTSO and UNMOGIP 
and the United Nations Supply Depot in Pisa. 

41. With regard to section 2.E (United Nations Relief and Works Agency for 
Palestine Refugees in the Near East), the Advisory Committee was recommending a 
reduction of $188,400, consequential upon application of the reduction recommended 
by it (from 34.8 per cent to 31 per cent) in the percentage used in calculating the 
estimate of common staff costs. 

Section 2.A. Policy-making organs 

42. Mr. GARRIDO (Philippines) asked whether the Group of Governmental Experts on 
the Relationship between Disarmament and Development was among the organs covered by 
section 2.A. 

43. The CHAIRMAN said that the Secretariat would reply to the question asked by the 
representative of the Philippines at .the earliest opportunity, and suggested that 
the Committee should proceed with its consideration of section 2.B. 

I . . ·. 



Section 2.B. Department of Political and Security Council Affairs 

A/C. 5/34/SR. 21 
English 
Page 9 

44. Mr. KHAMIS (Algeria) requested clarification concerning the manner in which 
inflation had been reflected in the proposed programme budget. In table 2.17 of the 
budget, under the heading "General temporary assistance", no figure was given for 
inflation in 1980-1981, but table 2.19, under the same heading, showed a figure of 
$10,400. 

45. Mr. BEGIN (Director, Budget Division) said that in table 2.17 no estimate was 
submitted for general temporary assistance for the biennium 1980-1981, that was why 
no figure for inflation had been given. 

46. Mr. AYADHI (Tunisia) said he would welcome clarification from the Chairman 
of the Advisory Committee regarding that Committee's position on the appropriation 
requested for consultants under section 2.B, since in paragraph 2.10 of its report 
(A/34/7), the Advisory Committee recommended that the estimate should be reduced by 
$25,000 to $55,800, but later added that, if the Assembly approved its 
recommendation in paragraph 2.19 that a D-1 post currently charged against the 
appropriation for consultants should not be converted to an established post, an 
amount of $87,800 would be required for consultant services. It did not seem 
appropriate for the Fifth Committee to prejudge the question by recommending the 
approval of an additional appropriation of $87,800. 

47. Mr. MSELLE (Chairman of the Advisory Committee on Administrative and Budgetary 
Questions) said that in paragraph 2.19 of its report the Committee had recommended 
against the Secretary-General's request for the conversion of one D-1 post currently 
charged against consultancy funds to an established basis. In other words, the 
Advisory Committee had recommended that the Secretary-General should not be provided 
with funds for an established D-1 post, but had proposed that the funds needed for 
that post should be provided in the form of consultancy funds. Consequently, it was 
stated in paragraph 2.10 that, should the Assembly approve the recommendation in 
paragraph 2.19, an additional amount of $87,800 would be required for consultant 
services. 

48. Mr. KEMAL (Pakistan) asked the Advisory Committee to explain why it had 
recommended against the reclassification of the posts of the Chiefs of the Outer 
Space Affairs Division and the Political Affairs Division from the D-1 level to 
the D-2 level (A/34/7, paras. 2.18 and 2.20). He understood that the Secretary
General had made a good case for those reclassifications. In the instance of the 
Chief of the Outer Space Affairs Division, the Secretary-General indicated (A/34/6, 
para. 2.55) that the post currently involved a higher level and degree of 
responsibility, especially in connexion with the preparation of a second United 
Nations conference on outer space, and in the instance of the Chief of the Division 
of Political Affairs (para. 2.66), he cited as his reason, among other things, the 
broad and sensitive nature of the Division's responsibilities. 
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49. Mr. MSELLE (Chairman of the Advisory Committee on Administrative and Budgetary 
Questions), replying to the representative of Pakistan, said that the information 
provided by the Secretary-General in the proposed budget, supplemented by additional 
information provided orally and in writing, had not convinced the Advisory Committee 
that the functions of the posts of Chief of the Outer Space Affairs Division and 
Chief of the Political Affairs Division had changed so fundamentally as to justify 
their reclassification from the D-1 level to the D-2 level. As he had indicated in 
his opening address (A/C.S/34/13), reclassification proposals were influenced by a 
large number of factors. Some of those factors might be important, but in general 
the Advisory Committee looked at the functions to be performed by the reclassified 
post and tried to assess whether those functions were indeed different and therefore 
justified reclassification. In the instances under consideration, the Advisory 
Committee had not received any proof that such was the case, and had therefore been 
unable to recommend acceptance of the proposed reclassification. 

50. Mr. KHAMIS (Algeria) observed that, in paragraph 2.30 of the proposed budget, 
the Secretary-General requested the conversion from temporary assistance to an 
established basis of five posts needed for the Security Council Committee 
established by resolution 421 (1977) concerning the question of South Africa, but 
the Advisory Committee had recommended (A/34/7, para. 2.13) that the existing 
arrangements for provision of staff through temporary assistance should be 
continued. Since it did not seem likely that the Committee in question would soon 
be disbanded, his delegation thought it might be advisable to allocate staff to it 
on an established and permanent basis. His delegation would also like information 
from the Secretariat on the cost to the United Nations of hiring temporary 
assistance as compared with permanent staff. 

51. Mr. RUEDAS (Assistant Secretary-General for Financial Services) said that, as 
was invariably the case whenever there were differences between the recommendations 
of the Secretary-General and those of the Advisory Committee, it was a question of 
approach. All that could be said was that, in the Secretary-General's judgement, it 
would have been advisable to provide that programme with staff in established 
posts. The Advisory Committee, on the other hand, had taken a different view. It 
should be said that the fact that a post was established or temporary did not mean 
that the staff member occupying it had a permanent or a fixed-term appointment, 
since the Secretary-General assigned to each post the person he considered most 
suitable. The representative of Algeria would later be given information on the 
type of appointment of each one of the staff members occupying the posts referred to 
in paragraphs 2.28 to 2.30 of the proposed budget. 

52. Mr. MSELLE (Chairman of the Advisory Committee on Administrative and Budgetary 
Questions) said he agreed with the Assistant Secretary-General for Financial 
Services that it was a question of approach. The Advisory Committee did not deny 
that the posts were necessary, but felt that they could remain temporary posts for 
the next biennium. At the end of the biennium the situation could be re-examined in 
order to determine whether some of the posts should be converted to an established 
basis. 
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53. Mr. LAHLOU (Morocco), referring to the external printing requirements indicated 
in paragraph 2.34 of the proposed budget, which, he supposed, involved work done 
outside the United Nations, asked if the Advisory Committee had foreseen the 
possibility of such work being performed elsewhere than in the United States or the 
other countries where it was usully done. 

54. Mr. MSELLE (Chairman of the Advisory Committee on Administrative and Budgetary 
Questions) said that the Advisory Committee had not expressed any views concerning 
the place where contractual printing should be done, since that was a management 
question in that it related to the way in which the Secretary-General administered 
the resources made available to him by the General Assembly. It was his 
understanding that contractual printing work was currently being done in various 
regions of the world. 

55. Mr. BEGIN (Director, Budget Division) explained that, although the heading 
"External printing" customarily appeared under every programme, and indeed referred 
to work done outside the United Nations, that did not mean that every department or 
programme was individually concerned with such work. That type of activity was 
centrally managed, but, in a programme budget, the related costs were charged 
against the relevant department or programme. 

56. The Secretariat was giving much thought to the question of contractual 
printing, and was endeavouring to keep its cost from increasing unduly. In that 
regard it should be said that, as indicated in annex VI to the foreword to the 
proposed programme budget, a negative growth rate of 6.3 per cent was projected 
under that heading for the biennium 1980-1981. 

57. Mr. GARRIDO (Philippines) observed that the Advisory Committee recommended in 
paragraph 2.8 of its report that the travel expenses requested by the Secretary
General for the Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space in table 2.10 of the 
proposed budget should be absorbed within the travel resources to be made available 
to the Outer Space Affairs Division. He would like the Secretariat's opinion as to 
whether it was possible to absorb those costs in that way, especially in view of the 
fact that the conference on outer space might be held away from Headquarters. 

Section 2.C. Third United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea 

58. Mr. DE FACQ (Belgium) observed that under section 2.C an amount of $1,087,100 
was requested for the secretariat of the Third United Nations Conference on the Law 
of the Sea, even though it was not known if the Conference was to continue, since 
the General Assembly had not yet taken a decision on the matter. It was 
questionable whether funds should be allocated to a secretariat which for the moment 
had no work assigned to it. 

59. Mr. LAHLOU (Morocco) supported the statement of the representative of Belgium 
and added that, if the Fifth Committee took a decision regarding section 2.C, such a 
decision should be taken ad referendum. 
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60. Mr. RUEDAS (Assistant Secretary-General for Financial Services) said that, even 
though the General Assembly had not yet taken a decision regarding future sessions 
of the Conference on the Law of the Sea, the Secretary-General had continued the 
practice followed in the previous budget, where the sum required for the secretariat 
of the Conference to continue to function one more year at the same level of 
activity had been included ad referendum. Moreover, even if the General Assembly 
should decide that further sessions would not be held, the decision would be 
reflected in the financial implications to be considered by the Fifth Committee and, 
in any event, the work involved in disbanding the secretariat would require a 
certain amount of time. 

Section 2.D. Special missions 

61. Mr. DE FACQ (Belgium) asked, with reference to the United Nations Supply Depot 
in Pisa, what was the maximum stock value in the depot~ what was the annual 
depreciation of supplies in Pisa and if that depreciation appeared in United Nations 
accounts; if all the deliveries of material and supplies to missions and information 
centres were made by way of Pisa and, if not, what proportion did not pass through 
Pisa. 

62. Mr. LAHLOU (Morocco) asked why Pisa had been chosen, who had taken the decision 
and what activities were carried on at the Supply Depot. 

63. Mr. RUEDAS (Assistant Secretary-General for Financial Services) said that the 
establishment of the United Nations Supply Depot in Pisa in November 1965 had 
coincided with the events in the Middle East which had led to the creation of the 
first United Nations Emergency Force. The Supply Depot had had to be set up in a 
place suitable for receiving and storing supplies to be sent to the Middle East. 
For that reason, a site in southern Europe had been chosen; however, the precise 
reason for choosing Pisa instead of some other location in southern Europe would be 
indicated when the necessary information was obtained. 

64. Mr. MAJOLI (Italy) said that the office of the United Nations Supply Depot in 
Pisa was very small. At present, it had only two Professional staff members. It 
was used mainly for supplies to be sent to Cyprus. It seemed to him that the 
location had probably been chosen because Pisa had a port, as well as an airport 
where traffic was not too heavy, which facilitated the transport of supplies • 

. 65. Mr. DE FACQ (Belgium) said that the Assistant Secretary-General for Financial 
Services had not replied to all the questions raised by his delegation concerning 
the Supply Depot, and he would like to have further information. 

Section 2.E. United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees in the 
Near East (UNRWA) 

66. Mr. AYADHI (Tunisia) said that he understood the desire for economy which had 
led the Advisory Committee to reduce from 34.8 per cent to 31 per cent the 
percentage used in calculating the estimate for common staff costs for UNRWA, but he 
wondered whether, in applying that percentage automatically, it had borne in mind 
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the special situation of UNRWA, which was the only unit operating in Vienna and 
having offices elsewhere. He would like to be sure that the Advisory Committee had 
taken into consideration the personal aspect of the conditions in which the 
Palestine refugees were living. 

67. Mr. MSELLE (Chairman of the Advisory Committee on Administrative and Budgetary 
Questions) said that the proposal made by the Advisory Committee in paragraph 2.32 
of its report (A/34/7) was based on previous experience with regard to common staff 
costs at United Nations units located in Vienna, as indicated in paragraphs 18 to 21 
of the report. The Advisory Committee was not suggesting deletion of the estimate 
for common staff costs, and the reduction affected not only UNRWA but also UNIDO. 
Experience had shown that in 1978 such costs had accounted for 28.8 per cent of 
salaries. ACABQ had therefore set a percentage of 31 per cent for the coming 
biennium, instead of accepting the estimate of 34.8 per cent, so that the 
appropriation would be more in line with costs in 1978 and in previous years. 
Delegations should not be concerned about the reduction of $188,400; if it should 
prove necessary to spend more, the Secretary-General had the authority to do so and 
then present revised estimates in the budget performance report. 

68. Mr. DE FACQ (Belgium) said there was no longer any reason for UNRWA 
headquarters to stay in Vienna, since Beirut was now quiet. The transfer had been 
justified as a temporary measure, but it was no longer either necessary or useful 
for UNRWA to be so far from its base of operations, in view of the need for constant 
direct contact with the refugees. He would like to know on the basis of what 
decision of the General Assembly the trasfer of UNRWA to Vienna had been authorized, 
what was the geographical distribution of the permanent staff of its various centres 
of activity, and what was the total cost of the temporary transfer to Vienna and 
Amman. 

69. Mr. LAHLOU (Morocco) requested that the Secretariat should reply in writing to 
the questions raised by Belgium, which were very important and had political, 
administrative and financial implications. 

70. Mr. BLACKMAN (Barbados) said he appreciated the importance of the information 
requested by Belgium but suggested, in the interests of limitation of documentation, 
that the Committee should not insist on having the information in writing. 

71. Mr. LAHLOU (Morocco) insisted that the replies should be in writing, since the 
reasons for keeping the headquarters of UNRWA in Vienna were not clear. The 
situation in Lebanon had changed but, despite that, the budget proposals did not 
provide for UNRWA headquarters to return to Beirut. Perhaps that was for reasons of 
personal convenience, and the Committee must take a decision on the basis of written 
information so as to be able to fix the responsibility. 

72. Mr. DUQUE (Secretary of the Committee) said that the information requested 
by Belgium would be prepared in concise form and would be circulated on 
Monday, 22 October. 
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73. The CHAIRMAN said that, if there was no objection, he would take it that the 
Committee decided to approve the appropriation recommended by the Advisory Committee 
under section 2. 

74. The recommendation of the Advisory Committee for an appropriation of 
$57,268,200 under section 2 was approved in first reading. 

75. Mr. PALAMARCHUK (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) reiterated the position 
of the Soviet Union with regard to expenditure for additional posts in the 
Secretariat and with regard to the impact of inflation on the budget. 

76. However, since section 2 was concerned with peace-keeping activities, his 
delegation had supported the appropriation recommended by the Advisory Committee. 

77. Mr. WANG Liansheng (China) said that, if section 2 had been put to the vote, 
his delegation would have abstained. 

78. Mr. HILLEL (Israel) said that he had joined in the consensus, but wished to 
place on record Israel's objections to the continuation of the Commission 
established under Security Council resolution 446 (1979), which was referred to in 
paragraph 2.5 (g) of the budget proposals. 

79. '1r. RASOELISOLOFOMANANA (Madagascar) said he had no objections to make with 
regard to section 2. Since the budget was provisional, he hoped that the rules of 
financial discipline would be strictly complied with. 

Section 3. Political affairs, trusteeship and decolonization 

80. Mr. MSELLE (Chairman of the Advisory Comittee on Administrative and Budgetary 
Questions) said that for section 3 of the proposed programme budget the Advisory 
Committee had recommended a reduction of $84,500 (A/34/7, para. 3.16). Of that 
amount, $42,300 related to the Special Committee against Apartheid. Nevertheless, 
as indicated in paragraph 3.6 of document A/34/7, the reduction of $42,300 was 
provisional in nature, pending a decision by the General Assembly on the future of 
the Ad Hoc Committee on the Drafting of an International Convention against 
Apartheid in Sports. The Assembly would presumably be taking a decision on the 
matter during the current session. 

81. With regard to the Department of Political Affairs, Trusteeship and 
Decolonization, in paragraph 3.13 of the proposed programme budget (A/34/6) the 
Secretary-General was requesting an amount of $22,400 at revised 1979 rates 
(equivalent to $24,700 at 1980 and 1981 rates) to obtain the services of a 
consultant for bringing up to date the Repertory of Practice of United Nations 
Organs. The Advisory Committee believed that the work in question should be carried 
out by regular staff who were familiar with the practice of United Nations organs. 
Accordingly, it did not recommend approval of the amount of $24,700 requested for 
consultants. 

/ ... 
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82. With regard to the Trusteeship Council, the Secretary-General stated in 
paragraph 3.4 of the proposed programme budget that estimates for the Council were 
"provisionally based on the level of activities as provided for in 1978-1979 
appropriations". 

83. Since the United States, as Administering Authority, had set 1981 as the goal 
for the termination of the Trusteeship Agreement for the Trust Territory of the 
Paci fie Islands (A/34/6, para. 3. 25 (v)), the Advisory Commi t_tee considered that the 
volume of the Council's activities in 1980-1981 could be less than it had been in 
1978-1979. Accordingly, it recommended (A/34/7, para. 3.3) that the estimate for 
the Trusteeship Council could be provisionally reduced by $17,500. 

84. Mr. RUEDAS (Assistant Secretary-General for Financial Services) said that he 
would like to supplement the information available to the Committee in connexion 
with section 3 by recalling that, at the thirty-third session, the Secretary-General 
had indicated his intention to request the Administrative Management Service to 
prepare a report on the organization and staffing of the Centre against Apartheid 
(A/C.5/33/103, para. 42). The AMS report would soon be ready and, if it contained 
any new information of interest to the Fifth Committee, the Secretary-General would 
transmit it to the Committee during the current session. 

Section 3.A. Policy-making organs 

Section 3.B. Department of Political Affairs, Trusteeship and Decolonization 

85. Mr. AYADHI (Tunisia) said that his delegation attached great importance to the 
work programme of the Special Committee against Apartheid, which had not yet been 
drawn up at the time when the budget had been prepared. He would therefore like to 
be given at least some idea of the content of the programme. He also felt that any 
evaluations that might have been made of International Anti-Apartheid Year should be 
communicated to the Fifth Committee. 

86. Mr. RUEDAS (Assistant Secretary-General for Financial Services), replying to 
the first part of the Tunisian representative's question, said that the work 
programme of the Special Committee against Apartheid for 1980 would be submitted to 
the General Assembly during the current session and the Fifth Committee would have 
the programme and the relevant information concerning its financial implications. 
He was not at present in a position to say what stage had been reached in preparing 
the programme, but he would provide the representative of Tunisia with the 
information as soon as possible. 

Section 3.C. Namibia 

87. Mr. TOMMO MONTHE (United Republic of Cameroon) said there would be no need for 
additional funds for the United Nations Council for Namibia if, for example, the 
various resolutions on Namibia adopted by the General Assembly had achieved 
results. However, such had not of course been the case, owing to the deadlock in 
the current negotiations, which was due mainly to the obstruction of certain 
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countries known to all, and it was therefore necessary to appropriate additional 
funds for the United Nations Council for Namibia. The Council had not yet submitted 
its annual report to the General Assembly but would do so shortly, and the General 
Assembly might then seek another additional appropriation. 

88. Subject to the foregoing, his delegation, which was a member of the Council, 
supported the Advisory Committee's recommendation that the appropriation requested 
by the Secretary-General for the Council's operations be approved. 

89. Mr. OKEYO (Kenya) felt that, since the programme of the United Nations Council 
for Namibia had not yet been drawn up, the Committee might take provisional action 
for the time being, without committing itself to a final decision until the 
programme was available. In his view, action was not to be taken lightly on so 
important a matter. 

90. Mr. KEMAL (Pakistan) said that his delegation, which was a member of the 
Council for Namibia, endorsed the comments of the representatives of the United 
Republic of Cameroon and Kenya. He appreciated that the Council was still preparing 
its programme, but that did not prevent the Committee from adopting a preliminary 
decision in first reading. 

91. With regard to the estimates relating to travel costs, he noted that the 
Secretary-General had provided for a reduction of 4 per cent, which was based on the 
level of expenditures actually incurred in 1978-1979 (A/34/6, paras. 3.28). He 
wondered, however, whether the calculation of the expenditure for 1978-1979 was 
really valid, since it had been made about seven months before the end of the 
biennium. It was important that the Committee should approve proper figures, 
neither higher nor lower than what was needed. 

92. Mr. SADDLER (United States of America) said that his delegation was opposed to 
the reclassification to the D-2 level of the D-1 post for the Director of the Office 
of the United Nations Commissioner for Namibia, as requested by the Secretary
General in paragraph 3.31 of the budget proposals. The basis for the Secretary
General's request was that the Director had to act for the Commissioner when the 
latter was away on official travel and that his responsibilities in general had 
increased. In the view of his delegation, that was not sufficient justification. 
Moreover, such a request for reclassification had very little to do with the needs 
of the Namibian people. 

93. Mr. GIRALDO (Colombia) said that his delegation agreed with the remarks of the 
delegation of Pakistan. He added that, in Geneva, there was an official who acted 
for the Secretary-General of the United Nations and in respect of whom an item for 
travel expenses was also included. 

Section 3.D. Centre against Apartheid 

94. Mr. AYADHI (Tunisia) said that his delegation supported the Advisory 
Committee's recommendations for the Centre against Apartheid, as it had high hopes 
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that the Centre could make world opinion more aware of the disgraceful and shameful 
aspects which were still being concealed under various guises. His delegation was 
therefore gratified that the Advisory Committee had decided to recommend that the 
General Assembly should approve the appropriation requested by the Secretary-General 
for the Centre. 

95. Mr. TOMMO MONTHE (United Republic of Cameroon) pointed out that the 
Secretary-General had requested for the Centre against Apartheid a sum of 
$1,878,800, which could have been saved and used for other purposes if the shameful 
phenomenon of apartheid had not been caused and supported by Governments which were 
known to everyone. 

96. He supported the Tunisian representative's remarks, particularly since that 
shameful phenomenon occurred on the African continent. 

97. Mr. LAHLOU (Morocco) said that, as a member of the Committee of Trustees of the 
United Nations Trust Fund for South Africa, his delegation supported with particular 
enthusiasm the Secretary-General's request for an appropriation under section 3.D. 

98. Mr. OKEYO (Kenya) said that for his delegation, which represented an African 
country, the whole of section 3 - and, of course, section 3.D - was of great 
importance. He joined the delegations of the United Republic of Cameroon and 
Tunisia in supporting the Advisory Committee's recommendations on that section. 

99. Mr. GARRIDO (Philippines) said that his country contributed to the United 
Nations Trust Fund for South Africa and to the Fund for Namibia, and he requested 
the Secretariat to indicate in which document the annual figures for the operation 
of those Funds appeared. 

100. Mr. KUYAMA (Japan), referrin9 to the appropriation requested by the 
Secretary-General for temporary posts in the Centre against Apartheid, said that, 
although the Secretary-General indicated in paragraph 3.48 of the budget proposals 
that the relevant requirements included funds for the continuation in 1980-1981 of 
two temporary posts, a comparison of the appropriation for 1978-1979 and the 
estimate for 1980-1981 (table 3.38) showed so enormous an increase that the 
explanation did not appear to be satisfactory. 

101. Mr. BEGIN (Director, Budget Division), replying to the representative of Japan, 
said that, as explained in paragraph 3.48 of the programme budget, the adoption by 
the General Assembly of resolution 33/183 had made it necessary to increase the 
funds allocated to the Centre against Apartheid when little more than half of the 
biennium 1978-1979 had elapsed. Tb gain an idea of the costs for the biennium it 
was necessary to refer to the revalued resource base, which, as shown in table 3.38 
was $107.500, representing the cost of those posts over a two-year period, whereas 
in the biennium 1978-1979 provision had been made for only a few months of funding. 
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102. Mr. ASRAI (Ethiopia) endorsed the Tunisian representative's remarks, and 
supported the Secretary-General's proposals and the Advisory Committee's 
recommendation. 

103. Mr. KHAMIS (Algeria) said he joined with those representatives who accepted the 
estimates recommended. He asked the Secretariat to explain the reason for the 
difference between the sum of $4,900 for inflation under the heading of temporary 
personnel generally and the sum of $500 for inflation under the heading of temporary 
posts in table 3.38 of the budget proposals. 

104. Mr. BEGIN (Director, Budget Division) explained that the sum of $4,900 for 
temporary personnel generally related to New York and was based on a rate of 
inflation of 8 per cent in 1980 and 7 per cent in 1981, while the sum of $500 
related to Geneva and was based on an annual rate of inflation of 1 per cent. 

105. Mr. WILLIAMS (Panama) said that, in the interests of progress and justice, he 
supported the estimates proposed and recommended for the Council for Namibia, the 
Centre against Apartheid and work relating to SWAPO. 

The meeting rose at 6.05 p.m. 


