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Programme budget implications of the recommendations of
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the General Assembly (A/42/24 (Part Ill) and Corr.l)

Addendum

Observations submitten by the Committee on Confereneer. pursuant
to paragraph 6 of General Assembly resolution 35/10 A of

3 November 1980

1. In accordance with paraqr~?h 6 of General A~sembly resolution 35/10 A of
3 November 1980, by Which the Assembly decided that all proposals relatinq to the
schedule of conferences and meetings made at sessions of the Assembly should be
reViewed by the Committee on Conferences when administrative implications were
being considered under the requirements of rule 153 of the rules of procedure of
the Assembly, the Committee on Conferences m~t on 4 November 1987 to discuss
certdn aspects of the proposed programme of work of the United Nat: ions Council fol'
Namibi a.

2. In particular, the Committee discus!'led the proposal containprl in
paragraph 16 (1) of draft resolution C containen in part fiv~ of the report of the
Council to the General Assembly, document A/42/24 (Part Ill) and Corr.l. Ay that
res~lutlon, the Council would:

1I0 rganize international and regional activities, as required, in ordor to
obtain relevant information on all aspects of the situation in and relating to
Namibia, in particular the exploitation of thp. people and resources of Namibi~
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by South African and other fl.:lreign economic interests, and to expos':) such
act ivities, with a view to int0nsifyinq active support for the NamibicJn cause."

3. In accordance with that pro/ision, a~l ar. explainerl furth~r in paragraphs 18
and 19 of document A/42/24 (Part IIl), dllrj,ng 1988 the Council would orCJani?p. four
international and regional activities in Westp.rn Europe, North Amp-riea ,1nd ..laplln.

4. That proposal was brought to the attention of the Committco on Conrerf:'nCf~r-; in
view of the fact that no invitation was expecten to be received from a Governm£>nt
to hold the activities on its terdtory, and the "'o~cling of these activities away
from New York, the estahlished he!dquarters of to.he Council, would thE'rf'forp. entai 1
a departure from paragraphs 4 and S of General Assembly rPAolution 40/243 of
18 Dec~mber 1985.

5. Furthermore, the provi$ion of verbatim transcripts. ~R r~qu0Hterl hy tho
Council in paragr(;lph 19 of document A/42/24 (Part lIT), )I.lld constitute a
depacture from paragraph 1 of General Assembly r~~01ution 41/177 D of
5 December 1986, which statns that the Council for Namibia iD ontitlod to rcc0iv 0

summary records, and paragraph 9 of Assp.mb1y resolution 37/14 C of
16 November 1982, by which the Assembly decided:

"th~t thos~ SUbsidiary organs that are entitled to roceive written meetina
records for all or some of their meetinqs shall receive them wh(>n meetin'l C/way
from recy~nized United Nations conference centr~s only if thLre is a specific
decision by the Genf:!ral Asse-mbl'l for each CC/EH'>".

6. A number of delegation!> exprcsserl conc"-'rn ov(>r tlw 3hort notic~ with which thl'
meeting had been called, and pointed out th~t it was rl1ffi~ult for the Commlt'tf'(! tn
make a recomendation when members hacl had 50 little time to study the n.,l,.,vant
documentat ion.

7. Questions wer~ raisp.d concerninq the request of the Ullited Natinns Council fnr
Namibia for v~rbatim transcripts for the propos~rl activity, and th~ ~ifrerpnc~s

between such transcripts, verhatim records and summary r~corctG.

8. The Secretariat explained that v~rbatim transcripts w~re unnfficial recordD
produced at United Nations Hec!ldquarters and issLled in onc languaqe only, with a
very limited distribution. In ordp.r to prcxluce the transcripts, it was neCNj!jary
to send only one verbatim monitor to the site of the activity. If th(> productinn
of official verbatim or summary records in all official lan!'JudCJo" were n1qllirpcl nn
sito" the number of staff accompanying thr,: mis!'Jlrm would hav'? to bp. much l.Jrl"jcr, it
wus further eX~lained.

9. Another delegation raised a qUf;>stion conc~rning t.he Council's f.!fforts to
~eC\'l:e invi tati\) s f rom Gov~ rnmcnts so that its meet i nC'}5 h01d away from New 'lor k
\,Joljlj r:ome u ...nr. the provisions of section I, raragrrtph 5, ryE r;('neraJ Assembly
rusolution 40/243, hy which the A~nembly decided that United Nations bodies coulrl
h,:)ld sessions away from the ir est.abl ished headquarters wh~n a Govornment iS511 inq nn
invitation C0r D seADion to he n~Ld within its territl.:lry had ~1rA~d to ~~fr~y th0
c1cturJl adrliti"nal cont~; involvf.!d.
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10. In reply, the Secretariat stated that a formal request for an invitation could
be made only after the proposed programme of work of the Council had been approved
by the General Assembly. Even then, it had not proved easy to secure such
invitations, although some Governments on whose territory activities had been held
in the past had met some of the costs of those activities.

11. Another delegation stated that, in view of the political importance of the
Council's work, the absence of invitations from Governments under paragraph 5 of
General Assembly resolution 40/243 ought not to be a barrier to the Council's
holding meetings away from its established headquarters.

12. In reply to a question on the choice of venues, the Secretariat informed the
Committee that these were decided in principle by the Council in informal
consultations with the Governments concerned. For costing purposes, before a
formal decision was taken on a specific site, the most distant possible location in
the region concerned was chosen.

13. A number of delegations expressed regret that, given the importance of the
work of the Council, it should be necessary for the Committee on Conferences to
have to call the Council before it each year to explain why it had to meet away
from its established headquarters. To that end, it was suggested that
consideration should be given to the possibility of providing a permanent waiver to
enable the Council to do so, until Namibia became independent.

14. It was also noted that the request of the Council for the provlslon of
verbatim transcripts seemed to be based on purely financial considerations.
However, the provision of such transcripts in one language only seemed, in the
opinion of the Committee, to have little utility. While the Committee had no
obJection to recommending to the General Assembly that it should ~xplicitly

authorize the Council to have verbatim transcripts of the proceedings of its
proposed activities in 1988, the Committee would at the same time recommend to the
General Assembly that the Council should be invited to evaluate its requirements
for written meeti::s records for future such activities, hearing in mind,
inter alia, the limited utility of verbatim transcripts an~ the need to reach a
wider audience.

15. Finally, concerning invitations from Governments, the Committee noted the
information provided by the Council to the effect that every effort was made to
secure invitations from Governments, but that the Council had no control over the
timeliness with which Governments responded to its requests, or whether they
responded at all.

16. The Committee on Conferences therefore agreed to recommend to the General
Assembly that the United Nations Council for Namibia should consider the
possibility of setting a deadline for the receipt of invitations, 50 that if no
invitations were forthcoming by the time the Council had submitted its programme of
work to the Assembly for adoption it should be deemed that none would be issued and
that all efforts aimed at securing an invitation had failed. That would then ma<e
it unnecessary for the Assembly to inquire of the Council whether it had made
efforts to obtain invitations or not.
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17. The Conuni ttef~ not~ci furtht'r than, as inciicated in the rAleva",. statement of
programme budget implications (A/C.S/42/26, para. 28) that, subject to the
.:lssumption that the number .3nd distribution of meetinqs and conhrences in the next
biennium 1s consistent with the pattern experienced over the past five years, no
ac1ditil'lnal cost would be incurred under Bection 29 of the proposed proqr~mme budget
for the biennium 1988-1Y89 ~s n result of the adoption of tho draft re~olution

rec~mmended by the Council.


