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The meeting was called to order at 10.30 a.m. 

AGENDA ITEM 102: PATTERN OF CONFERENCES: REPORT OF THE COlvjMITTEE ON CONFERENCES 
(continued) (A/34/32 and Corr.l; A/C.5/34/L.8 and L.lO) 

1. Mr. AYADHI (Tunisia), recalling that the Chairman had stated that no vote had 
been requested on the amendment in document A/C.5/34/L.8, said that the sponsors 
should follow the normal practice by informing the Committee of the reasons for 
submitting that amendment. 

2. Mr. BARTLETT (Jamaica), speaking on behalf of the sponsors of document 
A/C.5/34/L.8, said that the purpose of the amendment was to introduce changes into 
the draft decision in paragraph 80 of the report of the Committee on Conferences 
(A/34/32). The Third Committee was considering the question of the location of 
the co-ordinating office of the Voluntary Fund for the United Nations Decade for 
Women. Like other delegations, his delegation felt that the transfer to Vienna 
of the co-ordinating office would be detrimental to the smooth operation and sound 
administration of the Fund and that, if the Fifth Committee adopted in its present 
form the calendar of conferences proposed in annex II to document A/34/32, it would 
be prejudging the outcome of the discussion in the Third Committee. Accordingly, 
the amendment would change the entry under the heading "Location" from "Vienna'' to 
"to be determined11

• 

3. Mr. GARRIDO (Philippines) asked what items 37 and 128 of part A and items 29 
and 97 of part B, as mentioned in the amendment, referred to. 

3a. Mr. DUQUE (Secretary of the Committee) said that items 37 and 128 of part A 
and items 29 and 97 of part B of annex II to document A/34/32 referred to the 
meetings to be held in 1980 and 1981 of the Consultative Committee on the 
Voluntary Fund for the United Nations Decade for Women. 

4. Mr. SERBANESCU (Romania) asked whether the representative of Jamaica was 1n a 
position to state who would determine the venue of the Consultative Committee and 
by what procedure. 

5. Mr. AYADHI (Tunisia) said, that in his view, the reasons advanced by the 
representative of Jamaica were not well-founded. He did not see why the adoption 
of the recommendation by the Committee on Conferences should be based on or 
influence the deliberations of other bodies, including the Third Committee. He 
would therefore appreciate it if the sponsors of amendment A/C.5/34/L.8 would 
explain further their thinking. 

6. Mr. WILLIM~ (Panama) said that the Committee on Conferences was solely 
responsible for determining the venue of meetings, on the basis of any 
recommendations which it might receive. The draft decision and the amendment 
thereto (A/C.5/34/L.8 and L.lO) were the outcome of the discussion on the documents 
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before the Fiftb Committee (A/34/32 and A/34/3/Add.37 and 38), and amendment 
A/C. 5/34/L. 8, of which Panama 1vas a sponsor, merely purported to remedy something 
which had been overlool>.ed by the Committee on Conferences with regard to the 
meetings of the Consultative Committee on the Voluntary Fund for the United 
Nations Decade for Homen in 1980 and 1981. The amendment was prompted by a concern 
for econcmy, and more especially the desire to husband the scarce resources of the 
Fund. 

7. It had been said that the quota system was the best means of containing the 
proliferation of conferences and meetings. But, 1vhatever the quota system 
contemplated, it was impossible to hold in check new ideas, and his delegation 
could not tolerate any attempt to use such a system to control ideas, particularly 
those of the developing countries. In that regard, he drew attention to the 
comments made by the representative of Mexico at the 19th meeting of the Committee, 
which he endorsed, concerning the inadvisability of a quota system. 

8. His delegation was surprised that the representatives of the Secretary-General 
had not given sufficiently clear answers to the questions put by v~rious delegations 
concerning the delay in the issue of documents. The majority of delegations 
considered that the delay was partly due to the large number of vacant posts in the 
typing units (A/34/32, para. 68). His delegation shared that opinion and felt that 
the Secretariat seemed little concerned over the need to fill the vacant posts and 
imposed on candidates, who for the most part came from third-world countries, 
exceptionally stringent recruitment standards, which was not the case in other 
parts of the Secretariat where staff were recruited in countries not belonging to 
the third world. 

9. His delegation noted that very few conferences were held in developing 
countries, particularly in Latin ft~erica, perhaps because many Governments were 
unfamiliar with the procedure to be followed or perhaps because the United Nations 
organizations and bodies concerned showed little enthusiasm over the prospect of 
holding their meetings or conferences in those countries. For all those reasons, 
his delegation would vote for the various draft decisions submitted. 

10. The CHAI~JAN reminded the Committee that the debate on the report of the 
Committee on Conferences was closed, and asked delegations to confine their 
statements to the questions dealt vrith in the documents under consideration, 
namely, amendment A/C.5/34/L.8, the recommendation in paragraph 80 of the report of 
the Committee on Conferences (A/34/32) and draft resolution A/C.5/34/L.l0. 

11. Mr. GIRALDO (Colombia) said that his delegation had become a sponsor of 
document A/C.5/34/L.8 with a view to ensuring a greater measure of rationalization 
and a better management of United Nations resources. It supported draft resolution 
A/C.5/34/L.l0 for the reasons put forward by the Panamanian delegation. 

12. Mr. AYADHI (Tunisia) asked whether the adoption of amendment A/C.5/34/L.8 
would have financial implications. 
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13. Mr. RUEDAS (Assistant Secretary-General for Financial Services) said that the 
location of the secretariat of the Consultative Committee on the Voluntary Fund for 
the United Nations Decade for Women was currently being discussed by the Third 
Committee. It was normal for United Nations bodies to hold their meetings at the 
headquarters of their secretariats. Accordingly, if the General Assembly decided 
that the secretariat of the Consultative Committee of the Fund should remain in 
New York, no special financial implications would derive from the meetings of that 
Committee. However, if the General Assembly decided that the secretariat should 
be located away from New York or Vienna, the decision would have financial 
implications as far as the holding of meetings was concerned. However, at the 
present stage, amendment A/C.5/34/L.8 did not give rise to any financial 
implications. 

14. The CHAIRMAN said that, if there were no objections, he would take it that the 
Committee wished to adopt amendment A/C.5/34/L.8 and to insert the wording at the 
end of paragraph (a) of the draft decision in paragraph 80 of the report of the 
Committee on Conferences (A/34/32). 

14a. It was so decided. 

15. Miss MUCK (Austria) said that her delegation had not requested a vote on 
amendment A/C.)/34/L.8 because it understood that the location of the co-ordinating 
office of the Voluntary Fund would be determined subsequently and that the 
amendment just adopted would in no way prejudge that decision. 

16. The CHAIRMAN observed that in paragraph 80 (b) of the report of the Committee 
on Conferences "chapter V11 should be replaced by "chapter VI". 

17. Mr. PAPENDORP (United States of America) recalled that his delegation had 
stated that it would like paragraph 79 of the report of the Committee on 
Conferences to include a recommendation on the lines of paragraph 53 (e) of the 
same report, which referred to a study on the feasibility of integrating 
conference servicing costs with individual programme budgets. Consultations were 
being held with other delegations with a view to submitting a proposal on the 
subject. His delegation reserved the right to refer to that matter during the 
consideration of section 27 of the proposed programme budget for the biennium 
1980-1981. 

18. The draft decision in paragraph 80 of the report of the Committee on 
Conferences, as amended, was adopted without a vote. 

19. The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee to take up the consideration of draft 
resolution A/C.5/34/L.l0. 

20. Mr. AYADHI (Tunisia) said he doubted whether it was justified in the second 
preambular paragraph of the draft resolution to speak in the same breath of the 
capacity of Member States and the capacity of the Secretariat, and he proposed the 
deletion of the words "and of Member States to participate actively in them 11

• That 
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amendment was necessary because the paragraph in question confused the causes and 
the effects of a well-known situation, namely, the difficulties experienced by 
Member States with regard to participation in conferences and meetings, which vrere 
due to the lack of resources available to them. In order to reflect more 
accurately the current situation, he suggested that the 1vord 11present 11 should be 
added before "capacity 11 in the same paragraph. 

21. Mr. GARRIDO (Philippines) proposed that the words "resulting from decisions 
of the General Assembly" should be added in paragraph 6 of the draft resolution 
after the words "for 1980-1981". 

22. Mr. ABRASZEHSKI (Poland) asked for clarification with regard to the 
self-evaluation requested of the Committee on Conferences in paragraph 3 of the 
draft resolution and with regard to the way in which the words "management of 
conference resources 11 were to be interpreted. The management of conference 
resources was a matter which fell exclusively within the competence of the 
Secretariat and it was therefore hard to see what could be the role of the 
Committee of Conferences in that connexion. 

23. Mr. LAHLOU (Morocco), referring to the amendment proposed by the representative 
of Tunisia, said that the capacity of States to participate in meetings should be 
mentioned. The Governments of Member States were better represented at New York 
than elsewhere, and the other meeting places should be regarded as alternative 
solutions. Therefore, the idea of the participation of States in conferences and 
meetings should be retained. 

24. Mr. BUJ-FLORES (Mexico) recalled that he had co-ordinated the informal 
consultations which had resulted in the submission of draft resolution 
A/C.5/34/L.l0. The discussions had been lengthy, far-reaching and at times heated. 
Fifteen delegations, constituting a very representative group, had participated in 
the consultations in a constructive >vay. 

25. With regard to the amendments proposed by Tunisia, he said that the addition 
of the word "present" before the word "capacity11 in the second preambular 
paragraph was acceptable. On the other hand, to delete the phrase relating to the 
capacity of States to participate in conferences and meetings would be contrary to 
what had been said during the general debate. The proliferation of conferences 
and meetings made it difficult to service conferences and created problems for 
Member States, particularly small States. As the representative of Morocco had 
said, it would be preferable not to change that paragraph, the text of which had 
been drawn up only after lengthy discussion. Perhaps, therefore, the Tunisian 
delegation could reconsider its proposal in view of those circumstances. 

26. He had no objection to the amendment proposed by the delegation of the 
Philippines to paragraph 6, which would add the words "resulting from decisions 
of the General Assembly 11 after 111980-1981", although that phrase seemed to him 
superfluous. The same proposal had been made at the time when the text was being 
drafted. However, it had been observed that the Committee on Conferences did not 
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make adjustments in the calendar 1>1i thout taking into account the resolutions of the 
General l'.ssembly. 

27. Replying to the Polish representative's request for clarification, he said 
that the purpose of paragraph 3 of the resolution ivas to enable the Cor.Lrni tt~ee on 
Conferences to review and re-evaluate its functions so that it could play a more 
effective role. That was an important aspect of the draft resolution. Moreover, 
w·hile the parac;raph -vras aimed at enabling the Committee on Conferences to play a 
more effective role in the management of conference resources, that was not a 
matter of interfering but simply of giving the Cormni ttee on Conferences the 
possibility of advising the Secretariat with regard to manac,ement. The Committee 
on Conferences did not participate directly in the management of resources, but it 
could help the Secretariat to manage them more effectively. It uould be preferable 
not to change that paragraph, for it represented the most acceptable text -vrhich, 
after lengthy negotiations? it had been possible to formulate. 

28. Mr. KHAl'-iiS (Algeria) recalled that at the preceding meeting he had objected 
to theuse of the word 0 limites 11 as the translation of the English word ';strained" 
in the second preambular paragraph of the draft resolution. Although he 
recognized that the translation which appeared in the new version of document 
A/C. 5/34/L.lO was closer to the word "strained", he felt that in the French text 
it should be indicated that the capacity of the United Nations Secretariat and of 
Member States was becoming "plus reduite". In the vie1v of his delegation, it was 
the English wording which should determine the wording to be used in the French 
version. Also, he proposed that in the same preambular paragraph the word 
11adequately" should be added after the word '7service 11

• 

29. The CHAIRMAN said he thought the members of the Committee would have no 
objection to a third effort being made, after the adoption of document 
A/C.5/34/L.l0, to improve the English text; he suggested that it should be left 
to the Rapporteur of the Fifth Committee, who was also the representative of 
Algeria, to change the text in the French version if necessary. With regard to 
the addition of the word 11adequatelyn, he noted that the proposal had not given 
rise to any objection. 

30. Draft resolution A/C.5/34/L.l0, as amended, was adopted without a vote. 

31. J.Vlr. VISLYKH (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that his delegation 
had not objected to the adoption of draft resolution A/C.5/34/L.l0 by consensus. 
Hovrever, he had serious doubts about the usefulness of adopting resolutions ivhich 
added nothing to the mandate of the Committee on Conferences and in fact only made 
it more vague. The adoption of the draft resolution was a retrograde step by 
comparison with earlier resolutions on the calendar of conferences and the text 
should not replace General Assembly resolution 33/416 concerning the Committee's 
activities. If his delegation had not objected to the adoption of the draft 
resolution, it was because the General Assembly -vrould have to consider at its 
thirty-fifth session the desirability of extending the mandate of the Comraittee on 
Conferences for another three years. 
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32. ~1r. SADDLER (United States of America) said that his delegation strongly 
supported the draft resolution which had just been adopted. In that connexion, it 
would suggest that the Secretary-General should interpret the Assembly's obvious 
eagerness to control and lir:1it documentation, particularly summary records, as a 
signal to him to consider eliminating summary records of the meetings of 
interagency organs under his control, such as the Aoministrative Committee on 
Co-ordination. 

33. Mr. LAHLOU (Morocco) said that his delegation welcomed the consensus on the 
report of the Committee on Conferences. With reference to paragraph 5 of the 
draft resolution, concerning control and limitation of documentation, it hoped 
that that control would also be extended to terminology, which should be 
co·~ordinated with the terminology of the competent organ of the Arab League, 
namely, the bureau for co-ordinating Arabization among the Arab nations. 

34. Mr. SERBANESCU (Romania) said he wished to reiterate the criticisms his 
delegation had already expressed concerning paragraph 32 (vi) of the report of 
the Committee on Conferences which reflected flagrant discrimination against the 
Economic Commission for Europe. It was unacceptable that that Commission should 
not have the possibility, as did the other regional commissions, of holding its 
meetings away from Geneva. 

35. ~1r. BROTODININGRAT (Indonesia) welcomed the adoption by consensus of draft 
resolution A/C.5/34/L.l0. It appeared, however, that the text had given rise to 
certain problems of translation. Since the draft resolution had been prepared upon 
the conclusion of informal consultations conducted in English, his delegation 
thought that if there were subsequently any doubts as to the translation into 
other languages, reference should be had to the English text. 

36. Mr. HcMAHON (Ireland) , speaking on behalf of the nine States members of the 
European Community, said that his delegation, while supporting draft resolution 
A/C.5/34/L.l0, interpreted the provisions of paragraph 2 as not being intended in 
any case to have the effect of hindering the work of the subsidiary bodies 
concerned. 

37. ~rr. ~1IS (Algeria) said that he wished to associate himself with the 
observations which had just been made by the representative of Ireland. 

38. Mr. OKEYO (Chairman of the Committee on Conferences) said that he wished to 
reply to a few questions and suggestions which had been put forward in the course 
of the debate on the report of the Committee on Conferences. The record number 
of 30 speakers on the item gave ample proof of the increasing concern of ~1ember 
States about the proper management of the Conference schedule of the Organization. 

39. The representative of the Philippines had drawn attention to the fact that 
the Special Committee on the Charter of the United Nations and on the Strengthening 
of the Role of the Organization had not yet been included in the calendar. As the 
mandate of that Committee was to be renewed at the current session of the General 
Assembly, it would certainly be reflected in the Conference schedule as soon as 
appropriate action had been taken by the Assembly. 
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A/C.5/34/SR.25 
English 
Page 8 

(Mr. Okeyo) 

40. With reference to the suggestion by the delegation of Uganda that the 
Committee should review the exceptions from the principle that bodies meet at 
their established headquarters, he stressed that it was the General Assembly 
itself which had granted those exceptions in past years. The compilation under 
paragraph 32 (e) of the report of the Committee on Conferences was therefore 
purely factual. In the same context, the representative of Romania had said that 
the Economic Commission for Europe appeared to be an object of discrimination 
since, unlike other regional commissions~ it was not entitled to hold its sessions 
outside Geneva. He wished to assure the representative of Romania that the 
Committee on Conferences had indeed recognized tne existing difference between the 
Economic Commission for Europe and the other commissions. The Committee had 
examined the previous decisions taken by the General Assembly in that regard; those 
were reflected in the report of the Joint Inspection Unit on the pattern of 
Conferences (A/9795), in particular paragraphs 375-379. However, the Committee had 
felt that it would not be appropriate to change the current wording of 
paragraph 32 (e) (vi) of its report in the absence of any specific request from 
the Commission itself. 

41. The Committee was prepared to follow the suggestion of the delegation of 
France to the effect that, in fUture, intersessional departures should merely be 
reported in tabular form. 

42. The representatives of Morocco and Yugoslavia had suggested that the guidelines 
adopted by tne General Assembly to reduce the wastage resulting from cancellations 
snould be fUlly implemented. He wished to assure both delegations that the 
Committee, which had reviewed the implementation of the guidelines for the first 
time in 1979, would continue to pay particular attention to that matter. 

43. The delegation of the m~rainian SSR had raised the question as to the 
compatibility of various statistics over the past years. He had been informed by 
the Secretariat that it was in the process of calculating a compatible series of 
various data, such as loss of time of various Committees, average assignment of 
interpretation staff, and cancellation figures for 1978 and 1979 and, where 
possible, for 1977. Such data could then be used by the Committee on Conferences 
for its deliberations on various matters, including an appraisal of over
programming, and the implementation of the guidelines to reduce wastage from the 
cancellation of scheduled meetings. 

AGENDA ITEM 107: FINANCING OF THE UNITED NATIONS PEACE-KEEPING FORCES IH THE 
MIDDLE EAST 

(a) UNITED ~ATIONS E~illRGENCY FORCE AND UNITED NATIONS DISENGAGEMENT OBSERVER 
FORCE: REPORT OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL (A/C.5/34/L.ll) 

44. The CHAIRVUU~ said that he was submitting, for consideration by the Committee, 
draft resolution A/C.5/34/L.ll under which the General Assembly would authorize the 
Secretary-General to enter into commitments for the United Nations Disengagement 
Observer Force for the period from 25 October to 30 November 1979 inclusive. 
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45. }~. AL-TAKRITI (Iraq) said that, in view of the substantial efforts made by 
the Fifth Committee and the Secretariat to achieve reductions in the commitments 
under certain chapters of the budget, he was surprised to note that the Committee 
was faced with a draft resolution requiring Hember States to contribute more than 
~1 million per day for the financing of UNDOF. To contribute to the expenses of 
UNDOF would be tantamount to underwriting Israeli aggression and to recognizing 
tacitly the legitimacy of the occupation of territories Qy force; in fact, only 
the aggressor should be responsible for the financial consequences of his acts. 
The delegation of Iraq therefore requested that draft resolution A/C.5/34/L.ll be 
put to the vote; it would vote against the text as a whole. 

46. ~.WANG LIANSHENG (China) said that, in conformity with its traditional 
position, the Chinese delegation would not participate in the vote on the financing 
of the United Nations Dis.engagement Observer Force and the Government of China 
would not assume any financial obligation in that connexion. 

47. Mr. ALLAFI (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) said that, in conformity with the 
position to which it had always adhered in the Security Council, the General 
Assembly and the Fifth Committee, the delegation of Libya would not participate in 
the vote on draft resolution A/C.5/34/L.ll. 

48. ~. DUNG (VietNam) said that, for reasons which he had made clear in the 
past, the delegation of VietNam would not participate in the vote on the draft 
resolution under consideration. In fact, Viet Nam opposed the peace-keeping 
operations of the United Nations and considered that the costs of such operations 
should be assumed by the aggressor and not by the entire membership of the 
Organization. The delegation of Viet Nam considered, moreover, that Article 19 
of the Charter did not apply to peace-keeping operations. 

49. ~. HAt~AH (Syrian Arab Republic) reminded the Committee of the position of 
principle which his Government had adopted, namely, that UNDOF should be financed 
by the aggressor, Israel, for if that country had not continued to occupy Arab 
territories in violation of numerous United Nations resolutions, the Committee 
would not have been seized with the current draft resolution A/C.5/34/L.ll which 
imposed considerable burdens on Member States. Consequently, the Syrian delegation 
would vote against the draft resolution and Syria would not participate in the 
financing of the Force. 

50. ~. MAKOSSO (Congo) said that his delegation refused to participate in any 
vote concerning the financing of UNDOF. It did not question the merits of the 
operation of the Force but it had reservations as to whether the sharing of 
expenses relating thereto had taken proper account of the capacity of the Congo 
to pay. 

51. Draft resolution A/C.5/34/L.ll was adopted by 84 votes to 5, with 17 
abstentions. 

52. ~. GRODSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that his delegation 
had abstained in the vote on draft resolution A/C.5/34/L.ll for reasons which it 
had already made clear during the thirty-third session of the General Assembly. 
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It considered that the amount requested for the financing of UNDOF had not been 
properly substantiated. Furthermore, the Soviet delegation considered that the 
amounts involved were excessive and that the total cost of the Force had been 
inflated without proper justification. 

53. r~. AGOSSOU (Benin) said that, although the peace-keeping forces of the 
United Nations were in general accomplishing a noble mission, the Organization 
would nevertheless do well to address itself to the basic reason for the 
existence of those forces, namely, the policy of expansionism, domination and 
racism. Accordingly, his delegation had not taken part in the vote on draft 
resolution A/C.5/34/L.ll and would not consider itself bound by the financial 
commitments contained in that document. 

54. r~. HILLEL (Israel) said that his delegation had voted for draft resolution 
A/C.5/34/L.ll and would have hoped that, as the question only involved extending 
financing for UNDOF for a further six weeks, the Committee would have been spared 
the usual rhetoric from certain delegations which seemed incapable of abandoning 
a negative attitude; he had hoped that the Committee would have been able to 
consider the question in purely financial terms. The delegation of Israel reserved 
the right to speak again if necessary when the Committee considered the substance 
of the matter. 

55. ~. AL-Sl~I (Yemen) said that his delegation had not participated in the 
vote for a number of reasons. During the thirty-third session, it had already 
made its position clear on the peace-keeping forces of the United Nations in the 
Middle East, which only served to sanction aggression and the occupation of 
territories by force. Unfortunately, those forces had not been employed to end 
the aggression perpetrated against the Palestinian and Arab peoples, but only to 
disengage the forces of the parties to the dispute. Moreover, Yemen opposed the 
adoption of any resolution designed to make Member States responsible for expenses 
incurred by peace-keeping forces. Such expenses should be met by the aggressor 
and any exception to that principle only served to encourage that country in its 
designs and was therefore contrary to the spirit and letter of the Charter. 

56. l~. MARTORELL (Peru) said that his delegation would have voted for draft 
resolution A/C.5/34/L.ll if it had been present during the vote. 

57. ~. LAHLOU (Morocco) said that, although his delegation had voted for draft 
resolution A/C.5/34/L.ll, it wished nevertheless to point out that United Nations 
peace-keeping forces had not been established in order to last for ever and that 
their presence should therefore be of a purely temporary nature. Unfortunately, 
those who could have exerted pressure on the aggressor State and forced it to 
withdraw from the occupied Arab territories had not done so, and there was a 
danger that the situation might drag on indefinitely. On the contrary, all Member 
States should strive to remedy the injustice which had been done to the Arab 
people and the Palestinian people whose territories had been occupied. 

58. ~. JASABE (Sierra Leone) said that his delegation had voted for draft 
resolution A/C.5/34/L.ll because of the obligations imposed on Member States by 
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the Charter, but reserved the right to revert to the question of substance during 
the consideration of the Secretary-General's report on the financing of the Force. 
His delegation wished to express concern about the amount of the appropriation 
which had just been approved; it would state its views in detail when the question 
of collective responsibility for international peace-keeping and security was 
taken up. 

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

First reading 

Section 21. Office of the United Nations High Co~issioner for Refugees (continued) 

59. Mr. RUEDAS (Assistant Secretary-General for Financial Services) reminded the 
Committee that it was the second time that the Secretary-General was requesting 
the reclassification of the post of Deputy High Commissiouer from the D-2 level 
to the Assistant Secretary-General level. The incumbent of the post had changed 
in the mean time, so that personal considerations were not involved. The request, 
for which reasons were given in paragraphs 21.12 and 21.13 of the proposed 
programme budget (A/34/6, vol. II), was motivated solely by the considerable 
increase in the demands on and responsibilities of the post's incumbent. 

60. In response to a question posed at a previous meeting, he explained that no 
staff members in the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees 
were recruited on a permanent basis. At most, the staff in question held 
indefinite appointments. 

61. Mr. BEGIN (Director, Budget Division), replying to questions from the 
delegations of Trinidad and Tobago and Sierra Leone, explained that the sum of 
~75,200 requested in the proposed programme budget for contractual services in 
the area of public information (para. 21.55) would be used to pay for information 
campaigns undertaken by the Office's Division of External Affairs with the aim 
of alerting public opinion to particular situations which might elicit financial 
support from the international community. The United Nations Department of 
Public Information, which was in any case giving the Office assistance in the form 
of general public information activities, was not suited to the specific 
requirements of those campaigns. 

62. Replying to the delegation of Sierra Leone, which had at a previous meeting 
expressed surprise that table 21.17 in the proposed programme budget did not 
give the total cost of special humanitarian operations, he quoted paragraphs 21.41 
and 21.42 of that document, which explained that the operations were designed to 
deal with emergency situations and were qy nature unpredictable. It was 
therefore impossible to know when such operations would be organized and how much 
they would cost. In the case of the other operations, requirements had been 
calculated by extrapolation from the results of preceding years. 
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(Mr. Begin) 

63. Replying to another question asked previously by the delegation of Sierra 
Leone about the reclassification to the D-1 level of the P-5 post of Regional 
Representative for South-East Asia, he pointed out that the responsibilities 
involved in that post had increased considerably for reasons which were well known. 
The Director of the Regional Office for Eastern South Asia had 44 people working 
under him. The six regional offices headed by a principal officer (D-1) were 
located in Zaire, Ethiopia, Lebanon, Thailand, Argentina and the United States. 

64. Mr. FALL (Senegal), referring to paragraph 21.8 of the report of the Advisory 
Committee (A/34/7), asked what criteria were used for the classification of posts 
of directors of regional offices. He also asked whether it would not be possible 
to have a uniform classification: some offices were headed by senior officers (P-5) 
and others by principal officers (D-1). 

65. Mr. BEGIN (Director, Budget Division) replied that the Classification Section 
was responsible for evaluating the level of posts in the Secretariat. In 
performing that difficult task, it used a whole series of criteria and the factors 
taken into account were very complex. The number of people working under the 
incumbent of a particular post was only one of the factors considered. All 
classification questions were studied very carefully and requests for 
reclassification were submitted only after a thorough analysis. 

66. Mr. WILLIM~ (Panama) agreed with the Senegalese representative that there 
should be a uniform classification of posts of director of a regional office. It 
was indeed odd that the offices in Senegal, Peru and Costa Rica should be the only 
ones not headed by a principal officer. It would most certainly be advisable 
to review the matter and to submit proposals on the subject in the next programme 
budget. 

67. l'~· BEGIN (Director, Budget Division) assured the representative of Sierra 
Leone that the Classification Section saw all proposals for reclassification and 
analysed all of them without exception, before they were submitted to the competent 
organs of the General Assembly. 

68. I~. GARRIDO (Philippines) considered that developments regarding the refugee 
situation in South-East Asia had considerably complicated the task of the regional 
office which dealt with that region. His delegation therefore supported the 
reclassification of the post of director of that office, and associated itself •rith 
the recommendation made by the Advisory Committee in paragraph 21.13 of its report 
(A/34/7) that an appropriation of $25,709,100 should be approved under section 21. 
For humanitarian reasons, the Philippines would continue to make voluntary 
contributions to support the work of the Office of the High Commissioner. It 
might, however, be advisable to redeploy the staff of the Office in order to 
strengthen certain under-staffed offices. 

68a. The recommendation of the Advisory Committee for an appropriation of 
$25.709,100 under section 21 was approved in first reading. 
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69. Mr. GOLOVKO (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic) said that, if the 
appropriation had been put to a vote, his delegation would have been unable to 
support it. The amount requested was 16.9 per cent greater than the estimate for 
the biennium 1978-1979. The Secretary-General estimated that the real growth in 
resources requested for the section was 3.3 per cent - a growth which was 
excessive~ considering that the increase for the budget as a whole was only 
0.8 per cent. In addiiion, it had been proposed that five posts previously financed 
from voluntary contributions should be included in the regular budget. The 
Advisory Committee, which had previously been opposed to that reprehensible 
practice, seemed in the case under consideration to be approving it. The 
Ul{Tainian SSR did not intend to participate in the expenditure caused by that 
transfer. With regard to the question of the reclassification of a post from 
the D-2 level to the Assistant Secretary-General level, the explanations given 
remained very vague, and it did seem that the reclassification request was not 
motivated by an increase either in staff or in the responsibilities connected 
with the post in question. 

70. IvJr. _1\DAM (Somalia) thanked the Office of the High Commissioner for the work 
it was doing in Somalia, which was itself suffering from the refugee problem. 

The meeting rose at 1 p.m. 


