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Addendum 

SUBSTANTIVE PORTIONS OF RESPONSES TO THE LETTER FROM 
THE CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON CONFERENCES ON THE 

UTILIZATION OF CONFERENCE RESOURCES . 

1. Letter dated 27 June 1989 from the Chairman of 
the Committee on Contributions 

The Committee members and I share the concerns expressed in your letter and 
make every effort to make maximum use of the conference resources made available to 
us. However, as the Committee on Contributions is a body of experts which usually 
considers a large amount of in-session documentation, late starts, early 
adjournments and cancellations of meetings are sometimes unavoidable so as to 
provide Committee members with the opportunity to await the completion of new 
materials, study them and engage in informal consultations. As there is no pattern 
to these interruptions of the projected schedule of meetings, advance planning 
beyond the present level unfortunately does not appear to be possible. I should 
like to assure you, however, that we shall continue our efforts to make the most 
efficient and effective use of the conference resources reserved for us. 

2. Letter dated 17 August 1989 from the Secretary of 
the Disarmament Commission 

As instructed by Ambassador Rostov [Chairman of the Disarmament Commission for 
1987], I wish to make the following observations, on his behalf, on the problem of 
underutilization of conference resources at the 1987 substantive session of the 
Disarmament Commission. 
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1. Disarmament is a politically sensitive matter, which requires patience 
and delicate diplomatic skill. This has always been the' case in deliberations on 
both substantive procedural issues in the Disarmament Commission since its 
inception in 1978. 

2. At its organizational session held on 1 December 1986, the Disarmament 
Commission encountered divergent views concerning the duration of its 1987 
session. No consensus could be reached and the Commission decided to defer the 
question to that session. Subsequently, following the practice of previous years, 
a period of four weeks, from 4 to 29 May, was scheduled for the session. 

3. At its very first plenary meeting, the Commission was able to finalize 
its organization of work, including the establishment of subsidiary bodies on 
various agenda items, except for the question of the appointment of the chairmen of 
the seven subsidiary bodies in accordance with the principle of geographical and 
political balance. This problem prevented the Commission from commencing its 
consideration of substantive items at the working-group level as planned. The 
impasse resulted in the cancellation of eight meetings originally scheduled for the 
work of subsidiary bodies on 7 and 8 May. At the beginning of the second week of 
the session, the Commission reached an agreement on the appointment of chairmen 
among its subsidiary bodies, and all groups began their substantive work. 

4. However, at the end of the second week of the session, a group of 
delegations raised the question of duration, proposing the shortening of the 
session by one week in view of the financial crisis of the Organization. Other 
delegations insisted on holding the session as scheduled in the light of the heavy 
work-load of the Commission. After intensive consultations held by the Chairman, 
the Commission decided to shorten its session by two and a half days. As a result, 
10 scheduled meetings were cancelled and the Commission concluded its session on 
Wednesday, 27 May, in the afternoon. 

5. Moreover, due to the fact that the Commission was unable to adopt its 
precise programme of work for the session, the Secretariat could not make exact 
meeting plans to ensure sufficient services. Therefore, some additional 
cancellations of meetings occurred during the session, when scheduled meetings were 
no longer considered necessary. This took place mainly at the beginning of the 
first week and the last week of the session, when the subsidiary bodies were not in 
working session. Paradoxically, when all the subsidiary bodies were in session 
during the second and third weeks, the meeting services available were considered 
insufficient. In this regard, some delegations proposed that additional conference 
services during those periods be provided in the future. This recommendation is 
contained in the report of the Commission (A/42/42). 

6. To sum up, the main factor in the underutilization of conference-servicing 
resources at the 1987 session of the Disarmament Commission was the cancellation of 
a number of scheduled meetings. Such cancellations were the result of disagreement 
on various issues as reflected in the political positions of certain delegations or 
groups of delegations; it must be borne in mind that the Commission is operating 
under the practice of consensus. 
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Nevertheless, the chairmen of the Disarmament Commission for 1988 and 1989, 
Ambassador Davidson L. Hepburn and Ambassador Babgeni A. Nzengeya, respectively, 
fully share your concern that the Organization should make every effort to maximize 
the utilization of conference resources, and they did their best to this end. 

I wish to inform you that at its 1988 and 1989 substantive sessions, the 
Disarmament Commission was able to reach agreement in advance on the question of 
the duration of the session and on the issue of the appointment of chairmen of the 
subsidiary bodies, and thus it has greatly improved its utilization of 
conference-servicing resources. I made some observations in this regard with 
respect to the Commission's 1989 session at the last plenary meeting of that 
session (A/CN.10/PV.140). 


