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glg‘fgaﬁ(Sveden) sald that the United dations Conference on Human Settlements
and the United ifations Conference cn Technical Co- operation among Develoning
Countries had recommended that priority attention should be ziven to the exchanre
and déissewdnation of infor+ation. Access to svecialized informetion was necessary
for the success of international develovnent programmes, and the demand for
information on economic and social development must be met as far as possible. The
primary aim of the Develonuent Information System (DIS) was to provide readv access
to the wealth of knowledze contained in unpublished reperts and studies produced by
or for the United Metions. The System should be looked at in terms of the
opportunities it offered Ior conservins other resources by allowing better decisions
to be made or problewms to be solved more efficiently and economicallyv. Ilis
deleration. like that of Canada, felt that the Advisory Comaittee had dwelt
exclusivelv in ite report (4/35/7/Add.9) on the criticisms made by the evaluator
zopointed by UTESCO. Atteation should be directed towards the more nesitive aspects
of the repnort.

2. Technically . the evaluator had found little wrong with DIS. and had Jjudged
the decision to seel: compatibility with other svstems providing access to literature

on developrent to bhe technically sound. Turthermore, it was clear that the System
enjoved extensive support. The documents made accessible by DIS represcented
investigations conducted at considerable expense to the United Mations, and the cost
of DIS was only a small friction of the cost of generatinzg the information to which
it provided access -- less than 1 per cent, according to the evaluator. Yet the
~otential for avoidine duplication and redundancy appearcd to be substantial.

3. "hile the current limited scone of the dat base and of the Information
Svstems Unit's mandatce resiricted the size of the potential audience, the value of
the Unit might be oreatly :=nhanced were it to become an integral nart of a world.-
wide network of developmen: information sources. He regretted that the Advisory
Committee had chosen to ovarlook such a crucial wnoint. It also seemed reasonable
to assume that a dramatic increase in the scope and value of the data base could be
achieved for a marginal in:rease in annual operating costs.

i Progress during the first tvo years of the System’s existence had been less
than exnected and, unfTortuiatelv, the achievements of the past six months had come
too late to permit a definitive evaluation of the utility of DIS. In the lisht of
the conclusions of ACABQ. —he views of the Assistant Secretary CGeneral for Programme
Planning and Co-ordination on the need for:the Unit would be welcome.
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5. His delegation, as one of those that had provided extrabudretarvy resources

for the project., was anxious that the financins of the Unit should be dealt with
seriously, so that the considerable investments already made were not vasted. It
would therefore be 2lad to support a resgolution calling for the basic staffing
costs of the Unit to be charged to the regular budget for 1061.

i by, HA ] {Assistant Secretarv-General For Prosramme Planninz and
Co-ordination) said that he wished to correct sowe of the misapprenhensions that
the statenent by the United States representative at the previous meeting might
have causea.

7. It had been suzgested that the Information Systems Unit had originally been
conceived at an obscure meeting of Secretariat officials. In fact. the decision to
create the Unit had been talen by the General Assemblyv at its thirtv-second session
as the culmination of a long series of wroposals. consultations and discussions
dating bacl to the seventh special session held in September 1975. The matter had
come up before CPC at a time when he personally had been its Chairian.

3. It had been implied that the desire to finance the Unit from the resular
budiet was improper and unjustified. TIn fact, the Secretary General's nroposals to
the Assembly at its thirty-Tirst session had stated that the Unit would be funded
from extrabudgetary resources during a trial period should the project be
continued. the costs would then be tresnsferred to the regular budget. In other
words , the Secretaryv-General had made his intentions explicit from the outset.
Q. It had been suzgested that the legislative mandate contained in resolution
3362 (S-VII) was not broad enoush to cover the establishmnent of the Unit. That
noint had been raised in CPC, which had been informed that there existed several
other mandates for the establishment of information systems.

10. The nuestion of bhalancing the costs and benefits of the Development
Information System had been a primary concern of CPC and, evidently, of the
Advisory Commnittee as well. It was for that reason, he believed, that the Assembly
had decided that the project should be evaluated by the Inter-Organization Board
for Information Oystems (IOB). Unfortunately. it hacd not been possible to comply
with that decision for the reasons explained in paragraph 7 of the Secretary-
General‘s revort (A/C.5/35/32). Had a special session of I0B been held. it would
have cost nearly as much as runninz the Unit for a year and, in any event, IOB had
no experience of evaluating information svstens. TIn the belief, therefore, that
delerations wanted a competent technical report rather than merely a document
bearing the IOB stamp, the study had been entrusted to UNESCO, which did have
experience with informations systems. It had been alleged that the Secretariat
had tried to withhold the study from the Fifth Committee. That was untrue.
Procedures to control and limit docuaentation had made it impossible to have the
evaluation report translated and published in all lancuages, but the original
document iras available for inspection by any delesation that was interested.
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11. Fears had been exnressed over the apparent profusion of unrelated and
unco.-ordinated information systems in the United Fations family. That point had
been specifically addressed by the evaluator., who had concluded that, since the
Unit was already operational. it could play an extremely important role in
co--ordinating the information systems used by the various orsanizations. A creat
deal of co-ordination had already been achieved among those systeims. The Unit in
DITSA followed the same guidelines and used the same reference manuals and software
as the systems of ILO, LCA, IICLA and other organizations. The software selected
could be provided free of charge to developing countries, and wvas designed to be
compatible with many different computer systems,

12. As for whether the data base was worth wvhile, he sugsested that delesatioas
should read the file for thenselves and form a judzement. The Unit had received a
number of expressions of support from actual users of DIS, including the Commission
of the Furopean Communities. the Pan-American Health Organization and the Philippine
Government. The initial very high level of demand for the Systen could have been
attributable partly to simple curiosity: but the demand, from no less than

01 countries, had remained consistently high. The data base included unpublished
studies that had cost the Organization 760 million at a conservative estimate, and
the evaluator had concludeda —hat a search throush the data could save the
Organization substantial amounts by preventing resources from being wasted on
duplicate work. le rejected, moreover, the su~zestion that unpublished material

vas ipso facto likely to be of little value, and pointed out that the "trip reports”
mentioned by the United States representative were often compilations of the
experience gained in activitiles conducted on the instructions of the General
Assembly.

13. He felt that it would e an unwelcome departure from the vractice of other
United MWations information srstems to charge users for the information provided.
Information gathering and dissemination was one of the prime functions of an
international organization, and since overcoming its recruitment problems the Unit
had been making heartening prosress in accomplishing that task.

1k, lir. FAUTEUX (Canada) introduced the draft decision contained in document
A/C.5/35/L.28, and announced that Panama had joined the list of sponsors. The
sponsors were prompted by their belief in the value of the work so far carried out
by the Information Systems Uait and its potential importance in the future. They
were aware, hovever, that no: all delegations shared their view. Doubt had been
cast for example, on the loag-term value of the documents making up the data base
of the Development Information System (DIS). The sponsors believed that, since the
documents in the data base would reflect on the quality of the work performed,
departments would take care o select only thelr most worth-while works for
inclusion, and they consider2d that the System’s utility as an institutional memory
vas beyond question.

15, Tt should be borne in wind that the statistics in the study prepared by the
UNESCO evaluator were out of date. the study having been prepared in July 1960,
only shortly after the Information Systems Unit had become operational. Since then,

/...
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almost 1,100 bibliogranhies had been dispatched to some 400 users, and subscribers
to the development informetion abstracts service currently included private and
sovernmental institutions in 96 llember States. iduch of the material in the data
base was unsuitable for commercial nublication on economic grounds 1t was ncne

the less of value to those needing highly specific and technical information, The
system comprised essentially studies and project and mission reports which were the
result of technical co-operation activities in which the United Jations had invested
millions of dollars. To guestion the quality., relevance and utility of such
Gocuments, or to describe themw as simply "trip reports ., was an extremelv serious
matter - the sponsors of the draft decision in document A/C.5/35/L.28 stronzls
dissociated themselves from such a view. They believed that the wording of the
draft decision represented an accevntable compromise between the Advisoryv Comnittee's
recommendation . which formed the basis for draft resolution A/C.5/35/L.26. and the
views of those delegations which vould have preferred to see the whole system
financed from the repgular budget. Calaries and common staff costs, which it was
proposed to fund from the regular budget would represent approximately half the
opereting costs, the remainder being financed from extrabudgetary resources. The
snonsors were convinced that the demonstrated success of the Information Systems
init justified such financing, and that the conclusions of the evaluation report

to be submitted to the General Assembly at its thirty-sixth session would enable it
to take an informed decision on the future of a service essential to the United
Mations systei. He stressed that his delegation would not sponsor a draft decision
with financial implications without being absolutely convinced that the expenditure
proposed was worth while.

15, Tn his statement at the Llth meetins, the representative of the United States
had clearly revealed his delegation’s intention of putting the Information Systems
Unit out of existence. The draft resolution proposed by that delegation in
document A/C.5/35/L.26 gave the impression that the Unit could carry on solely on
the basis of extrabudsgetary resources, but the sponsors of the draft decision in
document A/C.5/35/L.20 had it on good authority that such funds would be in
insufficient to meet onerating costs for 1981. The utility of the Unit could not
e demonstrated to everyone's satisfaction unless it was able to pursue its
activities for another year. If delegations wished to give it a chance to prove
itself, he urged them to vote in favour of draft decision A/C.5/35/L.28.

17. The CIAIRIAN said that the Secretary-General's statement of administrative and
financial implications relating to draft decision A/C.5/35/L.28 would shortly be
submitted to the Committee, which would then be in a position to take a decision.

18, Mr. KUYAMA (Japan) said that his delegation recognized the value of a
develoﬁigﬁgmfﬁfgfmation system, and had therefore supported General Assembly
resolution 3L4/233. authorizing the extension of the pilot phase. It was
unfortunate that because of the somewhat slow progress the system had been
evaluated in terms rather of promise than of actual accomplishments. Indeed, as
stated in the annex to document A/C.5/35/32, its value might be greatly enhanced
ifT it were to become an integral and central component of a world-wide network of
sources of develovment information. At the present stage, the Secretvary-General

/...



AJC. 5/35/SR.U5
z1lish

Pase o

AY
. Kuyawme. Japan|

had no such omibitions, but in view of the statenent made by the Assistant Jecretonry
Tor Programine Plarning and Co-ordination that some 00 ner cent of the
related to technical co oneration activities, his delemation felt that
>d financing of the Unit in supvort of those activities misht be Justified
as sugzested by the Adviscry Cormittes in its tenth revort (A/35/T/AGG.Q). Towever,
should the majority of micubers of the Committee feel that a further review should
teke pluce on the tasis of additional experience, his delegotion could also sunport
that a)nroach.

19

RES2Y

amendnents to tqe drafs resolutlon in docunent A/C 5/J5/I .

20. The CHATRMAIT susgested that the loroccan delezation should consult with the
United States delesation informally.

21. ‘iir. PAPmWDORP (United States) said that his delegation was already aware of

the amendments that the tloroccan delegation wighed to introduce. and had theii under
favourable consideration. Some further time was, however  recuired for
consultations.

22. ir. BROTODLITICRAT (Indonesia) recuested information from the Assistant

Secretary~Ceneral as to how many users could consult the system free of charge and
how many reimbursed the Unit, and what oroportion of the over-all costs was

covered by such reinmbursemznts. Should the Committee adopt the draft resolution

in document A/C.5/35/L.256, he wondered vhether 1t would still be possible to provide
users with services at lowzr cost than other units could. On the other hand. should
the Committee decide to adopt the draft decision in document A/C.5/35/L.28, he
wvondered whether those users currently consulting the systen free of charge would
still be oble to do so.

23, ir. TOITIO MONTHL (United Republic of Cameroon) requested clarification frow
the Assistant Secretary -General as to whether there would be any confliet or
competition between the co-ordination suggested by CPC and that carried out by the
Inter-Or~anization Board for Information Systems (I0B). Secondly. he <rondered
what was the actual extent of the contribution of experts from developing countries
and of reglonal commissions to the information systen. and what criteria werc used
for document selection. If it wes intended to charge users from the developing
countries, he inquired whe:her that would not mean that they were buyin<® baclk
information they themselves had provided. The Committee needed to have the fullest
possible information before it took a decision.

o, The CHATRITAT said tha: the Assistant Secretary-General would revly at a later

Administrative and financial imnlications of the draft resolution submitted by the

Ceneral Assenblv in dOCU”°nt F/BS/T,ll/ReV 1 concerning afenda item 1h

(A/C.5/35/56)

25. ﬁg;_ﬂﬁﬁgLE_(Chairman of the Advisory Committee on Administrative and Budsetary
Questions) said that, shoul.d the Ceneral Assembly decide to adopt the draft

/...
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resolution in docwient A/35/L.11/Rev.l it would be convening 2 Unitad Tations
conference for the prowotion of veaceful uses of nuclear energy in 19¢3 and would
be establishing a preparatory commitbec in thet connexion.

26. Pursuant to parazraph LI of the draft resolution, the nreparatory commititec
would hold on ormanizationcel session at Vienna for & veriod not erceedins tro wesks
during the second half of 1961 Ue drev attention to the fact that the statecent
of adinistrative and finsncial implications contais in document A/C.5/35/55 hacd
been mrepared hefore the revision of the dralt resolution. and that the conference.-
servicing requirements had therefore been based on the assumption that the
preparstory cormittee vould meet in Few York. On a full cost bhacsis, those
regulrenents totnlled 139.970. The representatives of the Becretarv-leneral had
subsequently informed the Advisory Committee that the holdins of the mectin~ av
Vienna would involve additional requirements for the travel aand subsistence of
staff from Few York to service the nreparatorv committee. They hod not vet been
able to obtain 2n exact estimate of conlerence-.servicing costs from Vienna. I
there were any additional recuvirerments aos a result of holding the conference ia
Vienna, they could be considered a2t a later sta<de in the context of the performance
report for the bhiennium 1960-1081,

27. iir. PAPTIIDORD (United Otates) expressed his deleration’s hope that the
qocretRMV~G@ncrel Uould be able to absorb whatever costs were involved, includings
an additional reguirements resulting from holding the nreparatory committee

meetines ot Vienna. If not, his delegation would abstoi
anpropriations in connexion with the draft resolution.

n in anvy vote on

26. The CHATRIAY suggested thet the Fifth Committee should inform the Ceneral

Assembly that, should it adopt draft resolution A/35/L.11/Rev.l. conference--
servicins costs not exceeding 5139,970 would be taken into account in the context
of the consolidated statement of conference-servicing costs to be subnitted to the

General Assembly towards the end of the current session.

9. It was so decided.

+ﬂlSt“PblV6 and flnanc1al implications o‘ the draft resolution submitted by the

Secong Comrittee in quiigﬁ%uA/Ca%/BS/Ln O concerning agendn item 12 (A/C.5/35/50)

30. Vr. MSELLE (Chairman of the Advisory Committee on fdministrative and
Buuweﬁary “Questions) said that, at its thirtv-fourth session, the Ceneral Assembly
had requested the uecretarvmﬁeneral to subimit a rerort on nermanent sovereirnty
over national resources in the occupied Arab territories. Tlowever, for a number
of reasons, that revmort had still not been submitted. At the thirty-fourth
session, a similar statement of administrative and financial iwplications had been
submitted to the Advisory Committee, which had recomirended that the Secretary-
General should he authorized to eater into commitments in an amount not exceedins
577,750, However, since it had not been possible to undertake the preparation of
the report, no commitment had been entered into in connexion with that
authorization. At the current session, the Advisory Committee was recommending a

/...
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similar procedure. It therefore recommended that the Secretary.-General should be
authorized to enter into cowmitments for an amount not exceeding $76,lOO9 and that
anv declsion on an additional sppropriation would be taken by the General Assembly
at its thirtr-sixth session,

31. lir. PAPENDORP (United States) explained that his delepgation had voted against
the draft resolution contained in document A/C.2/35/L.9 in the Second Committee
For the reasons it had explained at that time it would op2ose the recommendation
of the Advisory Commuittee should it be put to the vote.

32. 'The CHAIRUAL sugzested that the I'ifth Committee should inform the General

As sembly that, shculd it adopt draft resolution A/C.2/35/L.%9 it would be necessary
to authorize thp Secretary=General to enter into commitments in an amount not
exceedins 76,100, on the understanding that the actual costs would be reflected

in the report on the nerformance of the »nrogramme budset Tor the biennium 1980--1081

vhich would be submitted to the CGeneral Assembly at its thirtv. .sixth session.
33, It was so decided.
3h.  idss TILGROLL (Tsrael, said that her delegation had voted against draft

resolutjon A/C °/35/L O 1r. the Second Committee, and had made clear its position
on the issue on the occasion of that and every previous vote on the subject. It
was stronzgly opposed to ary apnropriation in connexion with that draft resolution.

Admwnlutratlve and. flnanCWQl implications of the draft resolution submitted Dy the

Second Commlttee in docunent A/C. “/ 5/L 116 concerning agenda item 61 (k)

(£/35/7/had. 18" &/C.5/35/72)

35. DMr. LSOLLE (Chairman of the Advisory Committee on Administrative and
6udgetarv Ouestlons) drew the attention of the Committee to paragraphs 7 and 9
of the Advisory Committee's report (A/35/7/£d4d.18).

36. The CHATRIAII suggested that. in the light of the Advisory Committee'’s
recommendations, the Fiftl Committee should inform the General Assewmbly that,
should it adopt draft resclution A/C.2/35/L.116, no action on an additional
appropriation for the blernium 1960- 1981 would need to be taken at the current
session,

37. It was so_decided.

Aumlnlstratlve and ilnan01al implications of the draft resolutions submitted by

the )econﬁ Committee 1in dccunent A/C.2/35/L.118, as orallv revised, concerning
asende, Gten 61 (d) (&735/77hdd. 20 (sect. B) £/C.5/35/65)

Revised programme budget c¢f the United ilations Industrial Development Orﬂanlzatlon

for 1901 (A/35/7/Adc.20 (sect. 4) AJC.5/35/LL)

38. lir, [SELLE (Chairman of the Advisory Committee on Administrative and
Budgetary Questlons) said that section A of the Advisory Committee’s report
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(A/35/7/Add.20) dealt with the revised programme budget of UNIDO, while section R
dealt with the financial and administrative implications of the draft resolutions
in document A/C.2/35/L.118.

39. The Secretary-General's revised estimates for UHINIDO were based on the
decisions taken at the Third General Conference and the subsequent decisions of the
Industrial Development Board. The Advisory Committee was recommending approval of
all the additional posts requested by the Secretary~General, with the exception of
one P-5 post, for the reasons given in paragraph 5 of its report. Accordingly, it
recommended the approval of an appropriation of $358,500 under section 17 of the
programme budget for 1980-1981 and an amount of 570,800 under section 31 (Staff
assessment ), to be offset by an equivalent amount under income section 1.

40, With regard to the draft resolutions in document A/C.2/35/L.118, as orally
revised, the Advisory Committee was recommending approval of the Secretary-General's
staffing requests for the co-ordination unit to be established within UNIDO in
connexion with the proclamation of the 1980s as the Industrial Development Decade
for Africa.

41. The CHAIRMAN suggested that, in accordance with the Advisory Committee's
recommendation, the Committee should inform the General Assembly that, should it
adopt the draft resolutions contained in document A/C.2/35/L.118, as orally
revised, an additional appropriation of $93,900 would be required under section 17
of the programme budget for the biennium 1980-1981, together with an appropriation
of $15,000 under section 31 (Staff assessment), to be offset by an equivalent
amount under income section 1.

L2, Tt was so decided.

43, Mr. PAPENDORP (United States of America) said that had the Advisory Committee's
recommendation concerning the financial implications of the draft resolutions in
document A/C.2/35/L.118 been put to a vote, his delegation would have voted agairst
it. His delegaticn maintained that costs arising from the implementation of the
draft resolutions should be met from resources already approved for the biennium.

LYy, r. PALAMARCHUK (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) recalled that the
delegations of the socialist countries of Eastern Europe had made a joint statement
in the Second Committee on the draft resolutions in document A/C.2/35/L.118. and
sald that his delegation's position remained unchanged. If the Advisory Committee's
recommendation had been put to a vote, his delegation would not have been able to
support it, since it believed that the draft resolutions recommended by the Second
Committee could be implemented with resources already approved for the biennium and
since it was firmly covpposed to the recruitment of additional staff.

L5, lMMr. LOSCHHER (Federal Republic of Germany) said that his delegation attached
great importence to the Industrial Development Decade for Africa. It had
nevertheless hoped that the funds required for the Decade would have been found
by diverting resources from programmes of lesser priority.
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4O, lir. LAULOU (iUorocco). rzferring to the revised estimates for UNIDO, said that

the Secretary-General's reguzst for a new P-5 post for the System of Consultations
was justifiable. The System of Consultations was carried on by four sectoral
groups, only one of which, the group concerned with the metallurgical industry,
was not headed by an official at the P-5 level. The work of that group was of
great importance to the developing countries and 1ts head should be of the sane
rank as the heads of the othzr three groups. He therefore proposed that the
Committee should approve the Secretary-General's request in its totality.

L. lir. BAMBA (Upper Volta) asked the Chairman of the Advisory Committee to
elahborate on the reasons vhich had led the Advisory Committee to oppose the
Secretary-General s request for the P=5 post.

48. iir. MSELLE (Chairman of the Advisory Committee on Administrative and Budsetary
Questions) said that the Advisory Committee had guestioned the representatives of
the Secretary-CGeneral at lensth regarding the request for the P-5 post and had
found the reasons advanced to be somewhat unclear. The Advisory Committee had
been told that the proposed -5 post was needed to provide team leadership for

one of the groups responsibl: for the System of Consultations, but the Committee
had found that argument unconvincing. The Advisory Committee had been vnrepared to
approve everything requested by the Secretary-General but, in the absence of scliad

evidence justifying the establishment of a new post, it had been technically
impossible to do so.

4C. i, PAPENDORP (United S-ates of America) said that he appreciated the clear
and convincing reply of the Chairman of the Advisory Committee to the question
asked by the representative of the Upper Volta. He wondered whether the
representative of Morocco would consider withdrawing his proposal in the light of

the information just presented.

50. Ir. LAHLOU (liorocco) sa:d that he maintained his proposal since he was not
convinced by the reply of the Chairman of ACABQ. His concern was to rectify a
structural imbalance.

51, fr. BOUZARBIA (Algeria) endorsed the Moroccan provnosal. The metallurgical
sector was of great importance to the developing countries, and the difference
between the cost of a P-l and a P-5 post was relatively modest.

52. lir, LOSCHINER (Federal Republic of Germany) said that his delegation supported
the Adviggzynegﬁgittee7s recormendation. The Fifth Committee should not make a
habit of overturning the recommendations of the Advisory Committee, as it had
already done on several occasions at the current session. Moreover. the guestion of
leadership to which the Secretary-General referred in his report was not a matter
of rank or grade. His delegetion would therefore vote against the Moroccon proposal.

53. Ur. PAL (India) salid thet, 1f the reduction recommended by the Advisory
Committee had related to any other programme of UNIDO, his delegation would have
been happy to support it. Hcwever, among the various programmes evaluated by the
Coumittee for Programme and (o-ordination, the System of Consultations had received
almost unanimous praise. He would therefore vote in favour of the Moroccan
proposal.

[eon
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Sh,  Mr. PALAMARCHUX (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that his
delegation's position with regard to additional appropriations was well known. He
was opposed to any additlonal approvriations for UNIDO and would therefore vote
against not only the lloroccen proposal but also the Advisory Committee’s
recommendations, if they were put to a vote.

55. lr. BROTODININGRAT (Indonesia) said that, as its Chairman had stated, the
Advisory Committee had rejected the request for a P-5 post because of a lack of
clarity in the arguments adduced by the representatives of the Secretary-General.
That did not mean, however, that the request was not justified. Given the great
importance of the System of Consultations, his delegation would support the
Moroccan proposal.

56. . FRASER (United Kingdom) said that it was not logical or justified, merely
because a programme had been praised in CPC, to approve an additional P-5 post
which the Advisory Committee had concluded was unnecessary. He endorsed the appeal
made by the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany not to overturn
recommendations of the Advisory Committee on technical matters within its
competence. His delegation would therefore vote against the Moroccan proposal.

57. ir. ZINIEL (Ghana) observed that the Advisory Committee itself seemed to be
doubtful about its decision to reject the Secretary-Ceneral’s request for a new
P-5 post. 1In view of the importance of the System of Consultations in the context
of the Lima Declaration, his delegation endorsed the proposal made by the

representative of orocco.

58. lir. HAMZAI (Syrian Arab Republic) said that his delegation would vote in
favour of the Moroccan pronosal to restore the P-5 post. That 4id not mean,
however, that his delezation questioned the judgement of the Advisory Committee in
zeneral.

59. The CIATRMAN said that adoption of the lloroccan proposal would mean that the
Committee would be approving an additional appropriation of $396,300 under
section 17 of the programme budget for the biennium 1980-1981 and an amount of
$78,100 under section 31 (Staff assessment), to be offset by an equivalent amount
under income section 1.

60. The representative of the United States had requested a vote on the Moroccan
proposal.

61. The Moroccan proposal was adopted by 57 votes to 29, with 13 abstentions.

62. Mr. PAPENDORP (United States of America) said that, even if the Moroccan
delegation had not proposed overturning the Advisory Committee's recommendations,
his delesgation would have had to vote against approval of the additional resources
requested by the Secretary-CGeneral, since those requests were inconsistent with
the overriding need to restrain budgetary growth. The Secretariat should make a
greater effort to reprogramme the activities of UNIDO, focusing its efforts on the
energy programme and refraining from activities which were outside its mandate.
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The United States wished to vork closely with UITIDO to attentuate the adverse
impact of energy constraints on industrial development.

63. ilr. AWOKOYA (Nigeria) seid that his delegation had voted in favour of the
Moroccan proposal since 1t did not wish anything to impede the work of UNIDO in
behalf of developing countrics. The Fifth Committee was entitled to overrule the
Advisory Committee if it deened it necessary to do so.

TRIBUTE TO THE MEMORY OF HIS EXCELLENCY MR, HAMILTON SHIRLLY AMERASINGHE, PRESIDEUT
OF THE THIRD UNITED NATTOHNS CCHFERENCE Ol THE LAY OF THL SEA AI'D TORMiR PRESIDENT
OF THI GENERAL ASSLMBLY

G4, The CHAIRMAN said that it was his sad duty to inform the Committee of the
death that morning of His Excellency iir. Hamilton Shirley Amerasinghe, President
of the Third United Hations (onference on the Law of the Sea and former President
of the Ceneral Assembly. The details of Mr. Amerasinghe’s brilliant career were
well known to members of the United Nations community., where he had spent a great
part of his professional 1life. His death was an irreplaceable loss to the
Organization.

Eig_@eetinﬁ rose at 1.05 p.m.




