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COMMITTEE AT FUTURE SESSIONS (continuetl) 
{A/C.2/L.1225, A/C.2/L.l226J 

I. Mr. HAMID (Sudan) said he understood the 
reasons why the representative of Kenya had submitted 
draft resolution A/C.2/L.I225; he agreed that the 
Second Committee should take up specific questions 
as early as possible, and it was also true that the general 
debate had gone on too long. However, the general 
debate was useful: it was not a repetition of what was 
said during the general debate in the General Assembly 
by heads of delegations, since they could not deal with 
economic matters in detail. Furthermore, contrary to 
what some had maintained, the general debate in th~ 
Economic and Social Council would not be enough 
by itself, because the membership of the council was 
limited. 

2. It was for those reasons that he had submitted 
an amendment (A/C.2/L.I226) to operative para
graph 2 which provided not that the general debate 
should be discontinued but that it should be organized 
in such a way as to limit the time spent on it and 
to enable the Committee to take up, as early as possible, 
the specific economic problems referred to it. His 
amendment was therefore a compromise solution and 
he hoped that it would be accepted. 

3. Mr. GETMANETS (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist 
Republic) said that the general debate was absolutely 
essential. The Second Committee considered complex 
and difficult questions which were for the most part 
interrelated; it was therefore necessary to have a broad 
exchange of views so as to indicate the approach which 
should be followed in order to overcome difficulties 
and resolve differences. It had been emphasized that 
the aim of the draft resolution was to expedite decision
making on specific economic problems. The Commit
tee had in fact already taken a number of decisions, 
but it should be realized that they had not been 
implemented. The draft resolution under consideration 
did not meet the desired ends and might in fact prove 
counter-productive. The draft was therefore unaccept
able to his delegation, unless the word " discontinued" 
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in operative paragraph 2 was replaced by the word 
"maintained". 

4. Mr. HARDY (Canada) said that his delegation. 
which always took a keen interest in measures aimed 
at rationalizing the work of the United Nations, well 
understood the reasons which had Jed the representa
tive of Kenya to submit his draft resolution. In its 
present form, the general debate suffered from many 
defects: statements were repeated and duplicated 
speeches made in other general debates and the result 
was an incomplete, not to say false, picture of the 
world economic situation, because only some members 
of the Committee participated in it. Moreover, state
ments did not follow the same pattern; some were prag
matic and others theoretical, some subjective and 
others objective. Finally, the general debate did not 
enable priorities to be set or a future approach to be 
determined. 

5. However, his delegation would have to abstain if 
the draft resolution were put to the vote. The draft 
related to matters of substance as well as questions 
of procedure; his delegation could accept either 
separately , but in the draft there was no logical link 
between the two. Moreov.er, any decision by the Com
mittee to abolish the general debate should be taken 
by consensus. 

6. In his opinion, statements made in the general 
debate should all follow a particular format. For 
instance, it might be decided that the Second Commit
tee's general debate in 1973 would have as its central 
theme review and appraisal of the International 
Development Strategy. That method might be applied 
experimentally in 1973 and perhaps be retained for the 
future by a consensus. Accordingly, the represe·ntative 
of Kenya might withdraw his draft resolution; he could 
always resubmit it the following year. 

7. Mr. LISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) 
said that his delegation had always co-operated with 
delegations which sought to strengthen the roJe and 
authority of United Nations organs. In the presePt 
instance his delegation was prepared to co-operate with 
the Kenyan delegation on matters of substance: the 
concern expressed in the draft regarding the major 
trends of economic development were perfectly jus
tified. Likewise, it was appropriate to request the Eco
nomic and Social Council and the General Assembly 
bodies to organize tneir work in such a •:1ay as to 
facilitate the Second Committee's basic task. 

8. Unfortunately, the representative of Kenya had 
misjudged the role and importance of the general 
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debate. However, it should be emphasized that his 
initiative had the advantage of forcing members of the 
Committee to consider ways of improving the existing 
procedure. 

9. The question arose whether the representative of 
Kenya had fully realized that the general debate actu
ally served the interests of the developing countries. 
In that connexion it should be noted that, of some 
64 speakers, 50 were representatives of developing 
countries. The annual sessions of the General As
sembly and the Second Committee offered any State 
which so desired the opportunity to state its views on 
the general economic situation and the obstacles 
hampering the development of the third world. The 
truly democratic character of the General Assembly 
allowed~ members to speak fearlessly. 

10. Nor, perhaps, had the representative of Kenya 
realized that in suggesting the discontinuation of the 
general debate he was jeopardizing the sovereign right 
of all delegations to speak on what they considered 
to be important subjects. If the suggestion were 
adopted, delegations would be able to speak on certain 
subjects only, namely, those on the agenda. Further
more, the amendment proposed by the Sudan was a 
compromise solution which looked very much like sup
port for the Kenyan proposal. 

11. The general debate unquestionably produced 
important results. Of course, those results could not 
be measured in terms of the number of pages published 
or the number of decisions adopted. It simply enabled 
members of the Committee to form a clear idea of 
the obstacles to development and the solutions 
required. Where did the misgivings regarding the possi
ble results of the general debate originate? They 
originated with the forces which were seeking to 
impose an economic dictatorship, colonialism, protec
tionist measures and capitalist exploitation in general. 
His delegation had for many years been unmasking 
those delegations which, in order to defend their own 
interests, endeavoured to limit their victims' right to 
speak. 

12. The text of draft resolution A/C.2/L.1225 con
tained a flagrant contradiction: the whole of~e p~eam
ble and operative paragraphs 1 and 3 were qmt~ nghtly 
concerned with general international economiC prob
lems. On the other hand it was proposed, i!l para
graph 2, to discontinue the general .debate, wh~ch. was 
the only form of discussion not subJeCt to restnch?ns. 
The representative of Kenya sh?uld therefore ~ons1der 
the possibility of withdrawing h1s draft resolutiOn, par
ticularly paragraph 2, which could only def~at the 
desired aim, namely, the solution of all economiC prob
lems. 

13. Mr. CARIM (Turkey) said that the representativ~ 
of Kenya had been right to call atte~ti?n to the und.em
able uneasiness felt by the great maJonty of delegatiOns 
at hearing the same monologues repeated year after 
year under the cover of the general debate. His deleg~
tion shared Kenya's desire to ensure that the Commit
tee took up specific questions sooner, but could not 
accept the ·method proposed for doing so. 

14. One delegation had argued that if the general 
debate were discontinued, the questions introduced in 
it could very well be considered during the general 
debate in the plenary Assembly. In fact, the Second 
Committee facilitated the General Assembly's work 
by dealing with all economic questions. The solution 
therefore was not to discontinue the discussion but 
to regulate the right to speak in such a way that it 
became a real debate. The amendment submitted by 
the representative of the Sudan might be the best sol
ution, but it was too general and too vague. Perhaps 
a drafting committee could be asked to make it more 
precise. 

15. Mr. BENCHEIKH (Algeria) said his delegation, 
like those of all the other developing countries, had 
expressed its anxiety concerning the deterioration in 
the world economic situation, the first victims of which 
were the developing countries. That matter had been 
given a great deal of attention during· the general debate. 
While his delegation understood the concern behind 
the proposal of the representative of Kenya, it was 
necessary to recognize that the solution to economic 
problems depended more on the political will of States 
than on the discontinuation of a debate which had 
shown itself to be of a highly useful nature because 
it gave all States an opportunity to specify their position 
on economic, social and financial matters. 

16. Some delegations had expressed the view that 
the heads of delegations might deal with the most 
important economic problems dur_ing the general 
debate in the plenary Assembly. While that was true, 
it was only during the general debate in the Second 
Committee that all economic ques.tions could be 
considered in sufficient detail. 

17. Mr. FINDLEY (Liberia) read out paragraph 63 
of the conclusions of the Special Committee on the 
Rationalization of the Procedures and Organization of 
the General Assembly, contained in annex V to the 
rules of procedure of the General Assembly, in which 
the Special Committee reaffirmed that the general 
debate served a ne.cessary and very useful purpose. 
The Special Committee also made it clear that the 
organization of the general debate shout? not be 
changed without the consent of the committee con
cerned. While he felt that the word "consent" was 
rather vague, he thought it should be interpreted to 
mean that in view of the importance of the general 
debate any decision concerning it should be made by 
consensus. 

18. In spite of what he had just said, obstructionist 
manoeuvres and long, aimless statements should .be 
avoided in the general debate. The develo~mg 
countries were primarily interested in results. It ffilght 
be best to follow the suggestion to establish a special 
group to consider the proposal submitted by the r~p
resentative of Kenya with a view to fmding a solution 
whereby some limits could be placed on the ge~eral 
debate and controversy, at least, could be .avo1ded. 

19. Mr. ABHYANKAR (India) said he well under
stood the reasons behind the draft resolution submitted 
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by the representative of Kenya. However, as many 
representatives had already pointed out, the general 
debate served a useful purpose, for example with 
regard to the procedure for reviewing and appraising 
the Development Strategy. Moreover, as the represen
tative of Chile had stated, the interventions .were neces
sarily repetitive because the same problems recurred 
year after year and no solution was found for them. 
That went to the root of the matter: whereas the general 
debate should be a dialogue, it was actually a series 
of monologues because delegations, when addressed, 
remained silent. He therefore asked the Kenyan delega
tion to withdraw its resolution since everyone under
stood the spirit in which it had been made and it had 
also a moral effect on all delegations. 

20. Mr. YOKOTA (Japan) said he shared the views 
expressed by the representative of Kenya with regard 
to the responsibilities and functions of the Second Com
mittee and the need to improve its methods of work. 
He therefore supported paragraphs 1 and 3 of the draft 
resolution. · 

21. Although his delegation thought that very often 
the statements ll)ade during the general debate were 
enlightening, his delegation would also support opera
tive paragraph 2 in view of the limited time at the Com
mittee's disposal and the length of its agenda. He also 
noted that the same questions were considered by the 
Economic and Social Council, whose sessional com
mittees had recently been enlarged. 

22. If the draft resolution submitted by the delegation 
of Kenya was unacceptable to the majority of the Com
mittee, his delegation was prepared to support the 
Sudanese amendment. 

23. Mr. ZAGORIN (United States of America) said 
that the Kenyan draft resolution provided a logical way 
of making the work of the Committee and of the 
Economic and Social Council more effective. The 
statements made in the Committee might be to no pur
pose if representatives delivered monologues which 
did not reflect the collective will. His delegation would 
have some difficulty in accepting parts of the draft, 
but the representative of Kenya had indicated that he 
was prepared to make certain changes so long as the 
purpose of the draft resolution was not overlooked. 
He had noted from the various interventions made that 
several delegations had expressed a desire to retain 
the general debate and that a great many pertinent 
arguments had been advanced by the delegations of 
Brazil, Chile, the Unit~d Republic of Tanzania and 
other countries. It was therefore difficult to weigh the 
pros and cons and to reach a quick decision. 

24. He did not understand why some delegations had 
tried to make the item under consideration an ideologi
cal bone of contention. The USSR representative had 
introduced a whole series of extraneous matters. 
Actually, no one questioned the right of delegations· 
to speak and the motivations which the Soviet rep
resentative had attributed to the sponsor of the draft 
resolution were totally unfounded. 

25. While recognizing the merit of the draft 
resolution, he felt that the word "exclusively" in para
graph 1 was not very felicitous. It was the function 
of the Economic and Social Council and the Second 
Committee to take up the principal questions relating 
to co-ordination and economic co-operation. The 
adverb "particularly" might be better, so as to indicate 
that the Committee should concentrate on certain mat
ters. Where paragraph 2 was concerned, he shared the 
doubt of the representative of the United Republic of 
Tanzania as to whether the Committee had the right 
to decide on the procedure it would follow in future 
sessions. It would be better, or in any case necessary, 
to give delegations participating in each session the 
right to decide the organization of their work for them
selves. Some delegations might not see the need for 
a general debate at the current session, but things might 
change the following year and it would then be neces
sary to revise the entire procedure. He felt that the 
amendment submitted by the Sudanese delegation was 
very relevant and provided an excellent solution to 
the problem. Its adoption would make it possible to 
retain the spirit of the draft rather than destroying it, 
and it therefore would be acceptable. 

26. The word "Recommends" might be better than 
the word "Decides" at the beginning of paragraph I , 
and paragraph 3 might need some minor drafting 
changes, a task which could be assigned to a special 
drafting group. In addition, the concept of international 
co-operation had been omitted from paragraph 3 and 
should be worked into it. 

27. He said he was somewhat confused about the 
procedural debate. The Committee seemed to be dis
cussing the elimination of the general debate. In fact, 
however, it was dealing with quite a different thing: 
it was actually considering agenda item 12: the report 
of the Economic and Social Council. Consequently, 
he feared that the item would be discussed at the 
twenty-eighth session and that the Committee would 
waste time on similar discussions. In other words, even 
if formal action were taken to discontinue the general 
debate, the outcome might well be the same, i.e. a 
general type of debate in considering the Coubcil's 
report. He would endorse an~ chang~s in the dr~t 
resolution designed to enhance mtemattonal econorruc 
co-operation and facilitate the organization of the Com
mittee's work at the next session, but he failed to see 
how delegations could be prevented from making stat~
ments on agenda item 12 on the report of the Economtc 
and Social Council. Such a step would, moreover, be 
regrettable, for statements of that type often contained 
new ideas, including some that might be of great 
interest. It was for each delegation to judge, in a spirit 
of co-operation, the value of the contribution it 
intended to make to the debate. No one could seek 
to lay down rules as to the length, subject-matter or 
nature of statements. He was in favour of the adoption 
of criteria and parameters for the guidance of delega
tions in seeking the best possible results, whether or 
not in the context of a debate. Lastly, he asked that 
the Committee take into account the spirit underlying 
the draft resolution and that efforts be made to attain 
its objectives, either by adopting it or by some other 
means. 

. . . . . 
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28. Mr. JOSEPH (Australia) said that he was unable economic, political and environmental fields and they 
to agree with those who felt that the general debate should take advantage of the opportunity to examine 
served no purpose. While it did not always lead to them together. He therefore advocated retention of 
specific resolutions, decisions or proposals, it could the general debate, for its aim was not to repeat what 
be useful in other respects. The same could be said had been said at plenary meetings of the General 
of most debates in the United Nations. With regard Assembly or UNCTAD or the Economic and Social 
to the comments of the representative of France, his Council, but to give closer scrutiny to certain matters 
delegation considered that the general debate could such as social problems which might have been neg-
be compared with debates in plenary meetings of the lected elsewhere. For many countries the Second Com-
Assembly, which did not always result in practical mittee was, in the final analysis, the sole United 
measures. It was unnecessary to call on those wishing Nations body competent to deal with economic and 
to participate in the general debate to observe rigid social problems. It should for the moment concentrate 
principles. Unlike the representative of Canada, he felt on formulating the guidelines and recommendations 
that the Committee should not confine itself to the of which ~ountries were in such great need, and he 
consideration of questions which would arise in the called upon the representative of Kenya to withdraw 
course of the present decade but that it should also his draft resolution. 
study other problems. For that reason, countries 
should recognize that the Committee was the compe
tent body for considering global economic problems, 
just as it was for the plenary Assembly to deal with 
political questions, even if that was done in an incom
plete and superficial fashion. It was true that the mem
bers of the Council had already had occasion to con
sider the world economic situation, but it should not 
be forgotten that they represented only part of the inter
national community and that the countries in the Com
mittee which had not participated in the Council's 
meetings were equally entitled to set forth their views. 
As the representative of Brazil had said, the Second 
Committee was the supreme body for many countries, 
including Australia, which had not taken part in the 
meetings of the Council. 

29. In his view, operative paragraph 2 of the draft 
resolution under consideration should be deleted or 
amended, for it contained several points which his 
delegation could not accept. The Sudanese amend
ment, although helpful in some respects, was rather 
too vague and itwas open to a number of interpreta
tions. It might .. well be considered and, if a consensus 
emerged, it could be incorporated into the final version 
of the draft resolution. However, a formal ban on any 
discussion of the world economic situation at future 
sessions should be avoided. 

30. Mr. DE RIVERO (Peru) thanked the representa~ 
tive of Kenya for introducing the draft resolution and 
for clearly explaining his purpose in the first pream
bular paragraph. He supported the aims of the draft, 
for it was important to define the ways and means 
of rationalizing the Committee's activities. As for the 
proposal to discontinue the general debate, it would 
be advisable to reflect on whether the debat~ actually 
facilitated or complicated the search for a solution to 
various world economic problems and, to that end, 
assess its real importance. However, in view of recent 
developments in the international economic and politi
cal situation and the disappointing results of the third 
session of UNCTAD, the United Nations Conference 
on the Human Environment and the GATT meetings, 
an over-all view of world problems was required. 
Similarly, in the light of the recent monetary crisis 
the Second Committee's general debate was of con
siderable interest. Accordingly, countries should be 
fully aware of the seriousness of the situation in the 

31. Mr. MACAULEY (Sierra Leone) thanked the 
representative of Kenya who, in introducing his draft 
resolution, had above all sought to draw attention to 
the importance of the Committee's work and the need 
to avoid time-wasting. His delegation appreciated the 
spirit behind the draft resolution as reflected in para
graphs l and 3. The basic problem was to decide 
whether it was advisable to discontinue the general 
debate and thus enhance the effectiveness of the work 
of the Committee. It should none the less be 
emphasized that many members of the Committee had 
not taken part in the meetings of the Council and that 
exchanges of views in the General Assembly related 
primarily to questions of general interest. Moreover, 
it was undeniable that the effect of the proposed 
measures, if adopted, would be to prevent countries 
from engaging in a general debate in the future. He 
was opposed to any proposal to discuss at each session 
the question of the general debate, for such a practice 
would only mean that more time was wasted. In his 
view, the general debate played a useful role and it 
should be retained. With a view to making it even 
more effective, he urged all delegations to strive in 
future to make their statements as brief as possible . 
and to avoid repetitions and references to matters of 
a political nature. 

32. Mr. MORENO (Cuba) said that although he sup
ported the preamble to the draft resolution submitted 
by the delegation of Kenya, which accurately depicted . 
the obstacles to development, he was unable to endor.se 
paragraph 2. As pointed out in the operative part, it 
was the responsibility of the Second Committee to find 
solutions for international economic problems, but it 
could not do that successfully if it did not know the 
causes and the nature of those problems. In addition, 
all difficulties relating, to financing, industrial develop
ment, agricultural development, monetary problems, 
etc. were interrelated and could not be dealt with 
separately wiless they had first been presented ~s a 
whole. Accordingly, from a practical standpoint, dis
continuation of the general debate would mean more 
time lost by the Committee, because each problem 
would subsequently have to be placed in its over-all 
context. 

33. Moreover, the general debate was extremely 
important to the less advanced countries, since it gave 
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them an opportunity to specify the obstacles which 
during the year had again delayed their development. 
~n the ot~er hand, a majority of the developed capitaJ
tst countlies had shown themselves favourable to dis
pensing with the general debate, since they knew that 
their policies maintained the countries of the third 
world in a state of under-development. 

34. He was convinced of the good intentions of the 
Kenyan delegation, which had wished to rationalize 
work in such a way that the obstacles to development 
could be eliminated rapidly; but he did not believe 
that implementation of the resolution would have desir
able results. 

35. Mr. ELM MOTLAGH (Iran) agreed with the del
egations which had declared their support for retaining 
the general discussion, since it enabled them to shed 
light on world economic problems and even sometimes 
to advance new solutions. Of course, it would be desir
able to avoid repetition as far as possible and to stress 
instead new concepts and methods which might 
accelerate the process of development and promote 
international economic co-operation. Such a general 
debate should take the form of a dialogue and awaken 
the world community to economic problems. 

36. His delegation supported the proposal for the 
establishment of a drafting committee. 

37. Mr. WANG Tzu-chuan (China) said that the 
general debate was not incompatible with consideration 
of specific questions. It had the advantage of encourag
ing an exchange of views among delegations and pro
moting mutual understanding. Each delegation should 
be free to participate in the general debate if it so 
desired. 

38. His delegation supp9rted the proposal made by 
a number of delegations that speakers should be 
encouraged to be as brief and concise as possible. It 
felt that efforts should be made to improve the work 
of the Second Committee. 

39. Miss FAROUK (Tunisia) said her delegation had 
always been ready to co-operate in efforts designed 
to rationalize the work of United Nations organs and 
to seek a concrete solution to development problems. 
However, she believed that for the reasons already 
indicated by a number of delegations, it would not be 
desirable to eliminate the general debate; the proced
ure followed for it might be modified, but the freedom 
of countries to state their problems must be respected. 

40. Her delegation proposed that the vote on the draft 
resolution submitted by the delegation of Kenya and 
on the amendment of the delegation of Sudan should 
be postponed; consultations might perhaps make it pos
sible to reach agreement. 

41. Mr. AKRAM (Pakistan) said it was regrettable 
that the Second Committee should have devoted 
several meetings to considering the question of 
eliminating its general debate. His delegation, which 
had often co-operated with the delegation of Kenya 
within the Economic and Social Council and the United 
Nations in general, regretted that it could not accept 

operative paragraph 2 of the draft resolution under dis
cussion. It believed the general debate to be useful 
in that it permitted the less advanced countries to state 
their general concerns before all the Members of the 
United Nations, and to give an over-all view of the 
situation, which was composed of interrelated ele
ments. Moreover, some delegations had complained 
of the monotony of the statements made during the 
general debate instead of trying to benefit from them. 
His delegation, for its part, had been encouraged by 
certain statements from a small number of developed 
countries. The general debate therefore afforded an 
opportunity for dialogue among nations and the delega
tion of Kenya should refrain from putting its draft 
resolution to the vote; rather, a good way of saving 
time would be for speakers to confine themselves to 
what was essential when they came to consider other 
agenda items. 

42. His delegation had studied with interest the 
amendment submitted by the delegation of Sudan; how
ever, if the conduct of the general debate was to be 
modified, the reform should be discussed in detail and 
should take into account the positions of the various 
groups of countries. 

43. Mr. GOBBA (Egypt) said he was grateful to the 
delegation of Kenya for having brought to the Commit
tee's attention the question of rationalizing its work. 
He agreed with the representative of Kenya that the 
time available to the Second Committee should be used 
to the best possible effect, but believed that a general 
debate was not without interest, since it gave a better 
idea of the concerns of the international community. 
He saw no more reason for dispensing with the general 
debate in the Second Committee than in other bodies; 
nevertheless , consideration could be given to the possi
bility of enabling the Second Committee to decide in 
exceptional cases to dispense with the general debate 
at one session, if it believed that by so doing it would 
promote the advancement of its work. 

44. The main object of the amendment submitted by 
the delegation of Sudan was to limit the time given 
over to the general debate, in order that more time 
could be spent on the other items on th~ agenda; his 
delegation could only endorse that initiative. 

45. The representative of Sierra Leone had requested 
delegations to confine themselves to discussion of 
economic problems, but those problems often had 
political and social causes which the Second Commit
tee should be free to consider. 

46. Miss LIM (Malaysia) said she appreciated the 
effort made by the delegation of Kenya to try to 
improve the organization of work of the Second Com
mittee. The repetitions which occurred during the 
general debate in the Second Committee were 
inevitable, since the problems confronting the world 
were of such magnitude and appeared to be intractable. 
Moreover, the Second Committee was the only forum 
comprising all Members ofthe United Nations in which 
questions of an economic mitt,tre could be discussed. 
It was true that some countries, like Malaysia; had 
the opportunity to make their views on ecofiOmiC prob
lems and development problems known in UNCTAD 
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and in the Economic and Social Council; but that was would have to replace each item in its general context 
not the case for all countries. The general debate was when it came up for consideration, whereas after a 
a major source of information and led to a better under- general debate, the items to be examined could be 
standing of all the problems; however, as the represen- approached directly. Certain groups of countries such 
tative of the Philippines had said, that should not pre- as the group of Scandinavian countries or the group 
ventdelegationsfromavoidingasfaraspossiblediscus- of Latin American countries, could be requested to 
sions of a polemical nature. have a single speaker represent them; however, as that 

47. Her delegation had no difficulty in accepting 
operative paragraphs I and 3 of the draft resolution 
submitted by the delegation of Kenya, but felt that 
it would be desirable to delete from paragraph 1 the 
word "exclusively", which was tautological in view 
of the word "devote" which preceded it. With regard 
to the Sudanese amendment, she suggested that it 
should be altered to read: 

"Further decides that for future sessions the 
general debate on the report of the Economic and 
Social Council in the Second Committee should 
endeavour to find concrete solutions to such prob
lems and be organized in such a way as to enable 
the Committee to take up, as early as possible, the 
specific economic problems referred to it by the 
Economic and Social Council, States Members of 
the Organization, and General Assembly bodies. 

48. Mr. GERLEIN (Colombia) recognized that the 
delegation of Kenya had submitted the draft resolution 
under consideration with the commendable intention 
of putting the time available to the Second Committee 
to the best possible use. An effort must be made to 
solve the problems of all countries, particularly since 
those countries expected positive results from the 
General Assembly every year. However, his delegation 
was not convinced that the desired objectives would 
be attained by eliminating the general debate, which 
made it possible to analyse the most serious economic 
problems of the various countries at the international 
level. The general debate provided the opportunity to 

·open a dialogue, to present structural problems such 
as sporadic phenomena which arose in various 
countries, and sometimes even led to positive sugges
tions. The general debate was not of the same nature 
in the Economic and Social Council, since that body 
had a limited membership, nor in UNCTAD, which 
did not have the political character of the General 
Assembly. The Second Committee should remain 
competent to examine the items which it deemed 
relevant. The only useful measure would be to 
rationalize the procedure followed in the general debate 
in such a way that it would facilitate positive results 
from the deliberations of the Second Committee and 
the General Assembly. 

49. Mr. CARANICAS (Greece) recalled that a 
number of years earlier an attempt had been made 
to limit the general debate. At that time his delegation 
had even been in favour of eliminating it; today, how
ever, it seemed impossible to reach agreement on the 
matter. The general debate did have definite advan
tages, such as opening a dialogue, as the representative 
oflndia had observed. In UNCT AD the questions con
sidered were much more specific, while in the 
Economic and Social Council not all Members of the 
United Nations were represented. 

50. The elimination of the general debate would not 
enable the Second Committee to save time. Speakers 

was not feasible for other countries, such a solution 
was inappropriate. The (mly way to save time was 
to request representatives to be as brief as possible 
and refrain from making general comments when dis
cussing the other items on the agenda. 

51. Lastly, he hoped that the draft resolution would 
not be put to the vote, for it would infringe on the 
S?vereign right of countries freely to express their 
v1ews. 

52. Mr. ARLfA (Argentina) said that the question had 
been amply discussed; the Chairman could now consult 
the sponsors of the draft resolution and the amendment 
and then propose a solution. 

53. Mr. ODERO-JOWI (Kenya) explained that he had 
submitted his draft resolution with the objective of 
improving the methods of work of the Second Com
mittee, not of restricting the right of its members to 
take the floor; neither had he been motivated by 
ideological reasons, as the Soviet delegation had sug
gested. The general debate should lead to positive deci
sions: it was by no means ideological in nature, but 
sought rather to solve the problems of hunger, 
illiteracy, etc. However, since the methods of work 
adopted by the Committee were not conducive to a 
rapid solution of the problems of the developing 
countries, the objective of the draft resolution had been 
to compel the Second Committee not merely to 
describe facts, but to take concrete decisions. 
Moreover, he had noticed during the debate that some 
delegations had wished to see definite progress 
accomplished, whereas others had preferred to focus 
on propaganda, an attitude that was hardly conducive 
to solving the problems of the developing countries, 
which every year found the outcome of the General 
Assembly's deliberations disappointing. 

54. With regard to the Chilean representative's 
remark that the general debate made it possible to draw 
the attention of the world community to the problems 
of the less advanced countries, he wondered whether· 
the general statements of the Chilean delegation had 
ever borne fruit; on the other hand, the Chilean delega
tion had formulated a specific proposal in the Economic 
and Social Council which had led to a specific decision. 
In his own delegation's view, the numerous problems 
should be solved one by one in order to close the gap 
between the countries of the third world and the 
advanced countries and put an end to exploitation in 
general. 

55. He was prepared to accept the Sudanese amend
ment if it met with the Committee's approval; however, 
if his draft resolution as a whole was unacceptable 
he would withdraw it with regret, while remaining 
determined to return to it at another session. 

56. The CHAIRMAN suggested that the delegation 
of Kenya should be permitted to assimilate all the 
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remarks that had been made concerning its proposal 
and meet the following morning with interested delega
tions. 

57. Mr. CUBILLOS (Chile) said that he wished first 
to reply to the representative of Kenya, who asked 
him what benefit Chile had derived from the long 
repetitious statements of the Chilean delegation. Those 
statements did not deal solely with the situation in 
Chile; rather, they dealt for the most part with the 
position of all developing countries vis-a-vis the exploi
tation of which they were the victims. The demands 
presented in those statements with respect to trade, 
financing, etc., had implications for all developing 
countries. There could be no doubt that results had 
been obtained precisely as a result of the length and 
repetitious nature of those statements: just one exam
ple was the plan introduced by Chile, subsequently 
taken up by the Group of 77, and finally accepted by 
UNCT AD at its third session, concerning the participa
tion of the developing countries in the process of inter
national monetary reform. 

58. It did indeed appear that most delegations were · 
opposed to eliminating the general debate; his own 
delegation could not accept the Sudanese amendment 
either, for it would have the effect of restricting the 
right of delegations to speak. However, it would be 
able to accept draft resolution A/C .2/L.1225, which 
contained important elements, if the representative of 
Kenya accepted the following changes. After the fourth 
preambular paragraph, a new paragraph could be added 
stating that the General Assembly took note of the 
debate which had taken place in the Second Committee 
during the twenty-seventh session of the General 
Assembly on agenda item I2. Secondly, operative 
paragraphs I and 3 could be combined in a single para
graph, by retaining paragraph I as ·revised by the 
representative of Kenya and adding the following text: 
"taking into account the need to promote and 
strengthen international co-operation within the United 
Nations system". 

59. Mr. SINGER (Uruguay) felt that at that stage 
in the discussion the main effort should be directed 
towards reaching a consensus, while due account was 
taken of the complexity of the problem. Like the pre
vious speakers, he approved of the ideas contained 
in the proposal by the representative of Kenya and 
he shared his concern. However, he could not but feel 
somewhat perplexed: it seemed that those who were 
proposing to retain the general debate felt that by so 
doing they could solve the problems of the developing 
countries more easily. If such was the case, they were 
committing a serious error in their reasoning. However, 
the opposite was equally true: if it was enough to adopt 
resolutions in order to smooth out all the difficulties, 
no one would want to speak. In fact , when the represen
tatives of the various countries took the floor they 
did so precisely because they were aware of the exis
tence of economic and political problems in interna
tional relations, and because they hoped in that way 
to find ways of overcoming them. What was needed 
was an effort on their part to be concise and to restrict 
the length of their statements. 

60. The general debate was an important source of 
information which led to a better knowledge of the 
views of others, their experience and the problems 
confronting them. It served to describe and define criti
cal questions, and might subsequently facilitate their 
solution. In his view, the only way of obtaining satisfac
tory results was to rationalize working methods, for 
example by drawing up a list of speakers sufficiently 
well in advance and by making every effort to observe 
the order. In that way it would be possible to devote 
only seven days at the most to a general debate which 
had taken up 12. Consequently, he agreed with the 
Argentine proposal to request the Chairman to take 
any action he might deem appropriate to accelerate 
and rationalize the debate. Accordingly, delegations 
would have to make every effort to reach a consensus 
on a formula which they would draw up jointly. 

61. Mr. HAMID (Sudan) pointed out that he was not 
attempting to minimize the importance of the dialogue 
entered into in the framework of the general debate 
and that his amendment was merely intended to reor
ganize it. All were aware that several meetings had 
had to be cancelled and that much time had been lost 
because some representatives had not been ready. As 
well as a reorganization of the debate, a time-limit 
would have to be imposed on statements; that did not 
mean that delegations would be prevented from 
expressing their opinions. All would have to agree to 
observe certain rules, save in exceptional circum
stances. If the general debate could take place in the 
most favourable conditions, namely, without cancel
ling meetings and without exceeding reasonable limits, 
the Committee would have all the time it needed, and 
could then, as the representative of Kenya had hoped , 
devote its energies to considering specific economic 
problems. The representative of Kenya had said that 
he was prepared to withdraw his draft resolution if 
the Committee so wished. He would also like to know 
if the Committee rejected or accepted the amendment 
which had been submitted later. Consequently, he 
requested that informal consultations should be held 
so that he could be apprised of how matters stood. 
If there was a consensus to request the representative 
of Kenya to withdraw his draft resolution, he would 
be prepared to withdraw his own amendment. 

62. Mr. LISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) 
thanked the representative of Kenya for his detailed 
and convincing explanation of the reasons which had 
led him to submit his draft resolution, and con
gratulated him on the spirit of co-operation he had 
shown in taking account of the view of the majority. 

63. He regretted the misunderstanding that had been 
created between his delegation and that of Kenya as 
a result of erroneous information disseminated with 
regard to the attitude of the USSR. He wished to assure 
the representative of Kenya, so that no further doubt 
would linger in his mind, that, in his statement, his 
only intention had been to support the ideas contained 
in the draft resolution, not to reject them. He recalled 
that the USSR had held a similar position for many 
years and that it also felt that the activities of the various 
United Nations bodies should be rationalized and reor
ganized in order to enhance their effectiveness. 
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64. In his statement he had drawn the attention of 
the representative of Kenya to paragraph 2 concerning 
the general debate. He had taken that initiative because 
he felt that the paragraph was in contradiction with 
the spirit, the content and the objectives of the draft 
resolution as a whole. The latter focused on the con
sideration of general factors and global aspects of dev
e!opment, whereas paragraph 2 addressed itself to spe
cific problems. He also recalled that he had pointed out 
that if the Committee adopted the draft resolution it 
would find itself at grips with a procedural rather than 
an ideological problem. He felt that the abandonment 
of the general debate would be harmful to exchanges 
of views on the situation of and trends in the world 
economy and that it would be tantamount to restricting 
the sovereign right of each delegation to speak on the 
problems which concerned it. Consequently, there was 
nothing ideological in that line of argument. Further
more , he failed to understand why the representative 
of Kenya feared that ideologies might be mentioned: 
they were, in effect, part of everyday life. Furthermore, 
the elimination of the general debate would enable the 
capitalist countries to attain more easily the objectives 
pursued by them in the meetings of the Economic and 
Social Council and the General Assembly. By urging 
certain delegations to request that the general debate 
should be discontinued, by seeking to limit the length 
of statements and by proposing other measures, the 
representatives of those countries were merely carry
ing out the directives of the capitalist monopolies which 
were striving to defend their economic interests. 
Neither did he understand why the United States rep
resentative feared that the Commjttee might take up 
ideological questions. It was perfectly natural that the 
ideologies of the capitalist countries differed from those 
of the socialist countries, and that as a result they 

had different policies in the fields of economy and 
trade. However, there was no reason for alarm and that 
should not impede the many efforts being directed 
towards coexistence and the strengthening of interna
tional co-operation. In the past, the Kenyan people 
had struggled against the colonialists. Thanks to the 
ideology which had inspired and sustained their action, 
they had been able to free themselves and accede to 
independence. Ideologies therefore played an impor
tant role in the lives of peoples and could contribute 
towards solving many problems. He hoped that any 
misunderstanding had been cleared up in the mind of 
the representative of Kenya, and felt that he had given 
sufficiently clear answers to the questions that had 
been put to him. 

65. Mr. ODERO-JOWI (Kenya) thanked the rep
resentative of the USSR for his explanations. For his 
part, he saw no contradiction between the spirit of 
the draft resolution and the content of paragraph 2. 
If there was a contradiction, it was not of logic, but 
at the level of the terms used. His delegation had no 
reason to fear ideologies any more than delegations 
of other countries. He wished to stress once more that 
his intention had been to enhance the effectiveness 
of the Committee's work by cutting down debate and 
enable it to reach more quickly decisions which could' 
assist the developing countries. It could be seen that 
some of them were sinkjng back into poverty, and for 
that reason there was no time to be wasted. The reasons 
which had prompted him to submit his draft resolution 
had not been adduced by capitalist or other countries, 
but were the fruit of his own reflections and a demon
stration of his wish to co-operate. 

The meeting rose at 6.40 p.m. 




