I RIS {
United Nations

M T 7 \ FIFTH COMMITTEE

< PR W S V Q
GENERAL \Q ‘\} 4Tth meeting
ASSEMBLY. - 1T 7.4 held on
THIRTY-FIFTH Sgé}éfON o - Friday, 5 Decerber 1980
B at 10.30 a.m.
Official Records* New York

SUMMARY RECORD OF THE 4Tth MEETING
Chairman: Mr. BUJ-FLORES (Mexico)

Chairman of the Advisory Committee on Administrative and
Budgetary Questions: Mr. MSELLE

CONTENTS
TRIBUTE TO THE MEMORY OF MR. FRANCISCO SA CARNEIRO, PRIME MINISTER OF PORTUGAL

AGENDA ITEM 101: FINANCING OF UNITED NATIONS PEACE-KEEPING FORCES IN THE MIDDLE
EAST (continued)

(b) UNITED NATIONS INTERIM FORCE IN LEBANON: REPORT OF THE SECRETARY-GENERATL
(continued)

AGENDA ITEM 91: PROGRAMME BUDGET FOR THE BIENNIUM 1980-1981 (continued)
Reclassification of regular-budget posts
Revised estimates resulting from resolutions and decisions adopted by the Trade
and Developument Board at its twentieth and twenty-first sessions held in Geneva
(continued)

First-class travel in the United Nations organizaticns

United Nations accommodation at Nairobi (continued)

*This record is subject to correction. Corrections should be sent under the Distr. GENERAL
signature of a member of the delegation concerned within one month of the date
of publication to the Chief of the Official Records Editing Section, room A-3550, A/C' 5/35 /SR' h7
866 United Nations Plaza (Alcoa Building), and incorporated in a copy of the 10 December 1980
record.

Corrections will be issued after the end of the session, in a separate fascicle for ORIGINAL: ENGLISH

cach Committee.

80~58064 /...



A/C.S5/35/8R.LT
English
Page 2

The meeting was called to order at 10.40 a.m.

TRIBUTE TO THE MEMORY OF MR. FRANCISCO SA CARNEIRO, PRIMNE ITINISTER OF PORTUGAL

1. The CHATRMAI said that. on behalf of the Committee, he wished to extend to the
people and Government of Portusgal condolences on the death of that country's
Prime ilinister, Mr. Francisco S& Carneiro.

2. Mrs. SANDIFER (Portugal ) said that the Government and people of her country
greatly appreciated the many expressions of sympathy they had received.

AGENDA ITEM 101: FINAUCING OF THE UNITED NATIONS PEACE-~KEEPING FCRCES IN THE
MIDDLE EAST (continued)

(b) UMNITED NATIONS INTERIHM FORCE IN LEBANCON: REPORT OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL
(continued) (A/35/613, A/35/668; A/C.5/35/L.29)

3. ilr. PAPENDORP (United States of America) said that his delegation considered
the amounts requested by the Secretary-General for UNIFIL in document A/35/613 to
be within the limits authorized by the General Assembly in its resolution 34/90 B.
Accordingly, it agreed with the recommendations of the Advisory Committee in
paragraphs 9 and 1. -~ its report.

b, The Secretary-Ger. ~al had also reguested an amount of $76,983,000 for the
period 19 December 19860 o 18 June 1981, should the Security Council decide +to
renew the Force's mandate. His Government agreed with the observations and
recommendations of the Advisory Comuittee in paragraphs 13 to 15 and 17 to 19 of
its report, which would result in a reduction of $3.9 million in the Secretary--
General's estimate, and could 2ndorse an amount of $12,180,500 (less staff
assessment) per month, for periods bheyond 18 December 1980.

5. Vith regard to the reclassifications requested by the Secretary-~General, his
delegation maintained that all reclassifications rmust be fully justified and
reviewed by the Classification Section of the Office of Personnel Services prior
to being presented to the General Assembly.

6. His Government fully supported the United Hations peace-~keeping forces and
their efforts to maintain peace in the Middle East. Ile drew attention to the
corments of the Secretary-Geaeral and the Advisory Committee on the withholding
of assessed contributicns anid made a special appeal to all ilember States which
vere withholding their asseszed contributicns to reconsider their positions. He
also called upon Member Statzs which were in arrears to pay their contributions
in cn expeditious manner. Tae peace-keeping operations of the United Wations
were facing a financial emerzency. The Secretary-General estimated withholdings
to be some $54.5 million in respect of UNDOF and some $84.1 million in respect of
UNIFIL, or a total of $130.5 million. lNon-payment of assessed peace-keeping
contributions was of immedia.e concern because 1t might threaten the continued
participation of trecop-contributing States which could not afford the financial
sacrifice involved in providing troons without adequate reimbursement. Non--payment
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Papendorp, United States)

was also incompatible with the fundamental principles of the Charter by which all
rMewmbers were bound.

AGENDA TTEM 91: FPROGRAMME EUDGET FOR THE BIENNIUM 1980-1981 (pontinue@)

Reclassification of regular-budget posts (A/35/7/AdG.8)

7. lir. USELLE (Chairman of the fdvisory Committee on Administrative and Budgetaicy
Questions) said that, in view of the discussicns in the Committee on the questicn
of job classification and in view of the fact that the Conmittee would be conside ~ing
at a later stape a separate report by the Secretary-General on the classificaticr.
of language posts, he did not intend to sgo into too many details concerning the
Advisory Committee's report on the general question of reclassification of resul:far
budget posts, The Advisory Committee’s repcrt lLiad been prepared after thorough
consultations with the reprezentatives of the srecialized agencies. At the prec =ding
session, in introducing the Advisory Committee’s first report on the proposed
progromae budpet Tfor the biennium 1980-1981, he had commented on the problem of
reclassification in connexicn with the Gecretary-General's requests for the
reclassification of various posts. lle had indicated that he was sowevhat unhaplij
that the Advisory Committee had to be involved from time to time with
reclassification proposals and had suggested that the Adviscry Committee wmight 1-isn
to consult Turther with the representatives of the cretary-General and the

tin

snecialized agencies with a view to formuleting proposals for handlings the probiem.

g
. In paragrapns & to 13 of its report, the Advisory Committee atteumpted to
describe the magnitude of the problem, and in paragraphs 14 to 24 it presented
information on the experience of the specialized apgencies. The Advisory Committee’s
observations were set cut in paracrspns 25 to bk,

9. Frankly speaking, not entirely setisfied with the renort which the
Advisory Committee had submitted. It did not contain a recommendation that would
lay the problew to rest once and for all. Some itenbers of the Advizory Commitiece
believed that the Secretary-General should never submit provosals for
reclassification, while cothers Dbelieved that, the United Mations being what 1t was

and bearing in mind the need tc ranl recognition to staff members for vork we

done, it would be vjrtually cible for the CJecretary-General never to reguest the
TCClSSOinCWLIOD of a | “1r¢sorv Cormivtee’s recommendsticns in

para; raris 51 to kb re euy compromise, and he personally ves not cempletely

sotisiied with them, ' parasraph i the qLotee comrented on an
1mportant factor which requesty for reclassitficatious, nemely, tue desive
‘o rveward staff mewbers for merditorious service. That was o watter vhich could not
be dismissed lightly, but the Adviscry Commithtee did not feel able fo wnake a specific
recoumendation on it at the present time., The Secretery-General might wish, if he

i, to malie specific nrorcsals on it to the

}_;

considered the problem serious
veneral Asseuwbly.

'S, he Advisory CopmlbStes believed that the problem of reclassifications could notb
be cogpletely eliminated, out unoped thet, with the adoption of the ICEC
recowmendstions on Job “LdmnifiCﬂtan, it would be vnossible to minimize the recuency
of Lucn reguests.
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11. e suggested that the Fifth Committee might wish to take note of the Advisory
Commi ttee's observations and comments and cndorse the recommendations in
paragraphs 41 to LU of its report.

12. Mr. JOJAH (Assistant Secretary-General for Fersonnel Services) expressed
appreciation to the Advisory Committee for its report and especially for commenting
in paragraph LL on a rather serious problem in the Secretariat. Consultaticns

wer.s proceeding in the Secretariat to determine how best to deal with that issue,
which, in the view of both the staff and the Administration, urgently required a
solution. It was to be hcoped that the Secretary-General would be in a position to
make Tecoumendations in due course.

~quzsts for reclassificastion diminisled in any way the options of appointment
and romotion bodies.

13, Lir. GARRIDO (Philippines) asked the Assistant Secretary-General whether
2

1k, ir. JOHNAH (Assistunt Secretary-General for Fersonnel Services) said that there
was conmne connexion between such requests and the optionsg of appointiments and

prouc tion bodies, cince the Jatter considered recommendations to promote staff
merbers to higher-level posts, and, barring reclassification, promoction was the
only way of granting recognition to individuals who rerfcrmed well.

15. vy, GARRIDO (Philippines) said that hie attached importance to the appointment
and promotion bodies and considered that more casez should be referred to themn,

16. . VISLYKH (Union of CScviet Socialist Lepublics) said that the
reclassification of regular-tudget posts was an 111 that had long afflicted the
Orpanization., As documented in the report of the Advisory Committee, year after

vear Lhe Secretary-General regularly made dozens of reguests for the up””ading of
such posts, and that practice had placed a substantial additional burden on lMember
Otates. In just two years, the cost of upgradings had been wore that 51 million
and the cumulative effect of reclassifcations over the lifetime of the Organization
ras stagoering indeed, Lveryone was avare that the reclassifications had
absolutely nothing to do witl any increase in the responsibilities or productivity
of *ue persons filling the ch]ass‘ i=d posts. lis delecation was convinced that
ar end must be pub to such a practice and the Advisory Committee seemed to have

renched the same general conclusion. It therefore endorsed the Advisory
Committee's recommendations cna expected the Decrevary-Ueneral to take the
Advisory Committee’s commente and observations into accomt and to refrain from
reguesting any reclassifications in the budget proposals for the forthcoming
biennium,

A TR suggested that the Committee should recommend to the General
et it take note of the comments and observations of the Advisory
im its ninth report (A/35/T7/4dG.2) and endorse the recommendations
thi=arein,

18, It was so decided.

/o..
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Revised estimates resulting from resoluticns and decisions adopted by the Trade and
Development Soard at its twentieth and twenty--first sessions held in Geneva
(co cntinued) (A/C.5/35/L6)

19. 'Ihe CHATRMAIN recalled that the Chairman of the Advisory Committee had reported

orally at the Llth meeting on the repcrt by the Secretary-General.

20, ir BSQ_L_T_(Dire‘ctor9 Budpret Division) said that in the course of the Committee’s
discussion of the revised estimates for UNCTAD. a number of guestions had been

asked regarding resolution 216 (XX) of the Trade and Development Board, which
provided for the convening of mecetings of governmental experls of regional groups
ON the question of economic co~operation among developing countries. At its
35th meeting, the Trade and Development Board had d:cided to devote four weeks of
moetlubs to the question of economic co-operation amn~- developing countries:; at
its subsequent meeting, the Boerd had approved a cal.ndar of meetings for the
remdlnder of 1980 and for 1981 which listed those meetings without specifying the
ates. At its 5L45th meeting, in September 1980, the Board had approved a revised

calendar for 1900-1981, according to which the meetings of governmental experts
would ve held from 3 to 1h October 1930 and from 11 to 22 May 1981. Thus, the
information presented by the Lecretary-General in paragraph 16 of his renort and in

table A of the annex was not entirely accurate. It was customary for the Trede
and Development Board to draw up a calendar of meetings and revise 1t as necessary
becavce flexibility was essential for negotiating bodies. It was regrettable,
however, that, as aresult, the calendar of UHCTAD ¢id not lend itself to control by
the Ceneral fssembly or the Committee on Conferences. The Committee on Conferences
would be dealing with that situation, as reguested in resclution 35/10. If the
Pifth Committee wished to take a decision on the principle of the financing of
meetings authorized by the Trade and Developient Board, the amount to be taken into
account was $76,900, -r half the amount indicated in table A of the annex to the
Secretary - Ceneral's r:port, since half of the meetings had already been held., The
Secretariat was not o&pklnb the approval of an appropriation but merely requesting
that the General Assembly should authorize it to include the meetings in gquestion
in the consolidated statement of conference servicing costs to be submitted towards
the end of the current session.

21. Mr. STUART (United ¥ingdom) said that his delegation would like the Committec
to vote on apgfbval of the expenditure which had not yet been incurred. The
Committee could thus demonstrate where it stood on the principle, even though much
of the expenditure had already been incurred and thus had escaped its control. The
Director of the Budget Division had stated that the Committee on Conferences would
be considerinsg the problem of how to ensure that decisions of the Trade and
Development Board on the calendar of conferences of UNCTAD would be subject to the
Tinancial control of the General fsgenbly. He asked whether the Secratariat
helieved that that —as an adequabe solution, bearing in mind that the Committce on
Conferences did not deal with budgetary pvobiems and whether the Secretariat had
any specific proposals as to how the Mifth Committee might cxercise financial
control over the activities of ULCTAL.

PRGIN (Director, Budrset Division! sald that the Secretariat made every
;:orE‘to 1nfofw the General Assembly of all meetings to be held during the
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» year. In some circumstances, however, especially bearing in nind the
obilaticns in sone bodies, 1t was necessary to make changes in the

a Such flexibility was essential and the Committee on Conferences should
be iavolved when such cases arose. ILven though members night consider it
msatisfactory for the Secretariat to renort after the event on meetings that had
been held, 1t was still necezsary to dc¢ so, indieating the exceptional reasons ior
the situation and the related expenditures calculated on a full-cost basis. The
current situation had not arisen because of any desire on the part of the ﬂecret@riat
Lo confront the General Asserbly with a fait accompli: the aim of the Secretariat
vas werely te reguest the Geileral Agserbhly to aﬂtqorlge the meetings scheduled for
the following year.

o
J\

3 T, STUAET (United VlanOM) aid that, in the light of the reply of the

Di ector of the B udget Division, he re served his Judgement as to whether a solution
providing for adequate control by the Generel /ssembly over the conference
activities of UHCTAD could b2 devised by the Cunﬂi1+ee on Conferences. Unless that
Committee produced a satisfactory proposal by ihe thirty-sixth scessicon, his
celegation would resums its =fforts in the vatter.

2k, vir, ROOBABRT (Bglglum)D on behalf of the countries of the Buropean Iconowic
wnity, formally proposed that the Committee should decide not to financ. the

mentation of Trade and vment Board resclution 216 (XX) conecerning
neetings of governmental experts from the regular ne United vations, and
should accordingly reguest the Advisory Committee to delete the amcunts concernaed
from the consolidated statement of conference servicing costs.

et of t

25. liv., PAPENDORP (United States of fAmerical supported the Belgian representative’
propusal, anG called for a recorded vote.

26, ilr. SUEDI (United Republic of Tanzania) said that he did not understand the
intent of tEE_Eelgian proposal. The Fifth Committee could certainly vesch a de
on the appropriations required to implement the Trade and Development Boerdis
resolution; but he did ncot think it could reverse & decision adopted by UNCTAD and
rule that the meetings in question should not take place,

cigion

27. 'fhe CHAIRb

said he took 1t that the Belgian mrowesal applied orly to the
“inancial appropriations recuested.

fE

28. My, VISLYKH {(Union of Soviet C‘oc:‘Lalist Republics) ¢ Lothat hiw delecation could
not to the impogztion on all lember States of & financial burden 1eL¢v1L; Trom

activities that were oFf interest To only a limited numter of countries Hde would
vote in favour of the Belslar. proposal.

29. (Israel) saic. that he also would support the pronosal in view of the
poei cbservance oi the principle ol the HHlVE-oality of uUaited fiatione

-
o
7
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o
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1. L recorded vote was taken on the Belrian proposal.
Tn faveur: Australia. ciur, Bulcaria,
T Socialist Canada, Cz zechoslova ) <ty
France, Germn T Republic, Germany, Fddrrw* Sepublic of,
Creecce, il rels Tsrael, Ttaly, Japan, uon;olia,
Letheri ids . Hew Zeaolano, dorwvey ., Foland, Portugsl, a,
sweden, Ukrainiun Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Coviet
L001al¢st Republics, United Kingdom of Great Britein and lorthe
Treland, Uniteu Stetes of America
Apainst: Mueria, fLrgentine, Bahomas, Bahrain, Ladesh, Barbedos,
T Brazil ., Burundi, Central African Republic, Chad. Chile. Chinna,
Congo, Cyprus, benocratic Yenmen, Tcuador, Fgypt, wthicpla, Gabon,
Guinea, Guyana, India, Iandonesia, Iraq., Ivory Ceast. oordan
Tuwait, TLebanon, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya. dacascar, Ma13713
Malaysie, Malil, Heuritania, Mozambique, verja, Oman, Pansma,
Peru, Philippines, Towania, Rwanda, Saudi Arebla. Senegal,
Singapore, Somalia, Sudan., Syrian Ara blic, Thailand. iogo,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, United Arab Frirates,
United Republic of bameroom,ﬁ United Republic of Tanzania, Upper
Volta, Uruguay ., Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire uaubla
Abstaining: Hexico
32. The proposal was rejected by 6- 6  votes to 30. with 1 abstentic
23, ~, TANC (Turkey) said that his delegation had veted in favour of
approi riations for any meetings held under the terms of Trade Developmen
Bocrd resclubion 216 (¥¥)., It had done sc, nowever, on the uncerstandin;; that
perticipetion in those meetings should be cpen to all developing countries,

fied according to objective econoric

and socilal criteria.

thet he had "o+ed in Tevour of the -
sles were at stake. The [irst was whether the
: budgef should be used to finence meetings 11mited to certain YMember
States and reographicel groups  from which exciuded . he welleved

it sheuld not. The second 7as vhab the Committee should be abhle to
e3ﬂ“ﬂ5“e budcetary control over coanference servicing costs  to oresent the
ttee with estimates of conference ger T]CWN” coste Ouly Tter the neetin~s in
icn bhad bheen held was, he felt. a dendal of the General semo 1y ' s authority,
r recurrence would seriously 3 his delecation’s =t i to the entire
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budeet. The budgetary control system must be made to work. The third principle
was whether the Assembly should exercise any control over UNCTAD spending; if not,
he failed to see why the Fiith Committee was required to consider the matter.

35. The CHATRMAIl suggestec that the Committee should inform the General Assenmbly
that conference servicing requirements not exceeding G611, 678 for the meetings
scheduled for 1981 pursuant to the resolutions and de0151ons adopted by the Trade
and Developmnent Board woulc be considered in the context of the consolidated
statement of conference servicing requirements to be submitted before the end of
the current session.

36. It was so decided.

37. lir. WILLIAMS (Panama) pointed out that the revised estimates included $183, 448
for a special session of the Committee on Shipping. That session was scheduled for
May-June 1981, but the report which the Committee on Shipping was supposed to
dlscuss would not be ready until the following November: morecver, a regular session
on the sare subject had already been scheduled for 1982, He felt, therefore, that
approval of the amount in question should be withheld until an explanation had Leen
provided.

™.

Dirst-class travel ' +the United ilations organizations (A/35/T/2£4d.17: A/C.5/35/62)

38. Ir, MSELLL (Chair. 1 of the Adv1wory Commltteﬂ on Administrative and Budgetary
Questions), introducing che report of ACABO (£/35/7/Add.17) pointed out that tkre
cleired savings frem “rhe rostriecticn of fl¢utuCLdSS travel ty United Taticns stoff
were only a rough estimate , and that the number of authorized exceptions to
resolution 32/19¢ in 1980 sihowed a marked increase over the figure for 1979, The
Advisory Committee believel that the increasing practice of allowing first-class
travel and the use of Concorde did not conform striectly to the spirit of resolution
32/190. It did not feel that travel by Concorde should be banned, but there was

5

a need for tighter conirols, as indicated in paragraph 7 of its report.

39. The Advisory Committez had accepted the Zecretary-General’s recommendation on
travel by the Director-Genzral for Development and International Economic
Co~operation, and it indicated the necessary mcdification to resolution 32/198 in
pararraph 9 of its report.

ho. i ) asked hov much extra expense the travel by Concorde reported
by the ral represented over the cost of first-class travel, and

whether the clalm savings made up the difference.

1. o, GARRIDO (Frilipnines) asked whether travel by Concorde was authorized

jourm.yu of less then nine hours

)
o

ho.o i, PaL {(India) asiked whether, during the passage of resolution 32/1983
consiag;gffgh had been given to the travel of permament representatives .- who
ranked diplomstically with the Secretary-Ceneral - travelling on United Nations
business. and, if nct, wvhether an appropriate exception could he made to the
resolution.

/oo
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L3. Mr. FALL (Senesal) said that stricter control should be exercised over
exceptioneg to the rule established in resolution 32/198, and the exception
sanctioned by the Advisory Committee in paragraph 8 of its report should not be
used as a justification for other exceptions.

L, Resoluticn 32/198 placed the chairmen of United Hations committees, who were
.enerally ambassadors or permament representatives, on the same footing as
under-secretaries..general and assistant secretaries-general and permitted them to
travel first-class at United Pations expense on journeys lasting longer than nine
hours. To change that provision could cause difficulties. The Secretary-General
was allowed some discretion to make exceptions, and the Committee should trust
his judpement.

L5, lirs. DORSLET (Trinidad and Tobago), referring to paragraph 3 (d) of the
Secretary-General's report (A/C.5/35/62), asked whether the people concerned would
have hed to reinmburse the Organization had it been determined after the fact that
special circumstances had not existed,

o, Mr. RUEDAS_(Assistant Secretary-General for Financial Services), replying to
guestions, said that he did not have with him exact calculations with respect to
the exceptions authorized for travel by Concorde, although the Concorde fare in
respect of a Hew York/Paris/NWew York journey was shown in the foot-note to the
Mvisory Coumittee's report (4/35/7/Add.17) as being $530 higher than the first-
class fare. He estimated that the additional costs for the 21 cases nentioned in
varagraph 5 of that report would be somewhere between 10,000 and (15,000.
futhorization to travel by Concorde had been given, because of tizht schedules,
even in cases in wvhich a normal transatlantic flight took less than nine hours.
'me question of official United ifations travel by permanent representatives had
not, he believed, been discussed at the time of the adoption of General Assembly
resolution 32/198, but it would be necessary to consult the records to confirm
that assertion. It was clear from paragraph 2 (b) of that resolution that no
distinction was made betireen permanent representatives and other persons who
chaired intergovernmental committees. Under paragraph 3 of the resolution the
Secretary-General was authorized to exercise his discretion in making exceptions
on a case-by-case basig, and there might be therefore some difficulty in
interpreting that provision to cover all permanent representatives in a blanket
fashion, In the case of retroactive authorization of first-class travel, the
officials concerned would indeed have had to reimburse the difference between the
first-class and economy-class fare if it had later been deemed that circumstances
had not been such as to warrant that suthorization. The Chairman of the Advisory
Committee had stated that the Secretary-General could renort any difficulties that
arose in the application of the Adviscry Committee's recommendation that only his
accormanying security officer was authorized to travel with him by Concorde. e
wished to say that there were cases where 1t was necessary for the
Secretary-General to hold consultations during the journey ., and he should have
some discretion in the matter of who should accompany him for that purpese. In
that regard, the discrection he wes already given under paragraph 3 of Gereral
fsseumbly resolution 32/150 would seem adeguate to cover such eventualities. The
Secretary-General would naturally report to the Advisory Committee and to the
™i{th Comnittee any exceptions made on a case-~by.-case basis.

/oo
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1T Dir. HAMZAH (Syrian Ared Republic) said that, in order not to delay the
Committee's work, his delegation would support the recommendations made by the
Advisory Com”1+tee in paragraphs 7 and Q@ of its report. However, he requested

that at the next secsion the Secretary-~General's report should be submitted earlier
so that there vould be sufiicient time Tor delegations to make proposals with
respect to entitlement to frrst-class travel on official missions,

L3, . FALL (Senegal) reiterated that the orinciple behind resolution 32/193 was
to place restrictions on first-class travel. It was true, as the Assistant
Secretary-General had said, that paragraph 3 of that resolution allowved for
certain exceptions. However, under parazraph 2 (b), first-class travel could not
be authorized for journeys of less than nine hours for people other than those
covered by paragranh 2 (a). With proper planning of missions and travel it should
also be possible, in rost ceses, to avoid the need to travel by first class on
grounds of urcency. Jle believed that resolution 32/198 did vrovide sulficient
flexibility, without opening the door to zabuse.

49, With respect to the trevel of chnairmen of intergovernmental comeittees, the
situation before the adopticn of General Assembly resolution 32/190 had been
somewhat unusual, in that members of expert groups, who might well be quite Jjunior
diplomats, had been autometically entitled to first-class travel, while permanent
renresentatives serving as counittee chalrnen had not, The intention of the
drafters of resolution 32/1¢0 had been to correct sucii ancialies and to put
everyone on the same footing. That resolution had been the outcome of lengthy
negotiations, and was a very Tragile edifice which might well collapse if a single
brick were to be removed,

50, Mr, GODFREY (WNew Zealard) said that the reason why the Secretary-General's
report had not come before the Cormittee earlier in the session was obviously
because it covered the pericd 1 October 1979 to 30 September 1980, In the light
of the stotement made by the representative of the Syrian Arab Republic, it wmight
be worthwhile to request the Secretary~General to prepare a report covering a
nine-month period ending on 30 June 1981, It should then be possible for the
Secretariat to submit the dccument at the beginning of the next session,

51, lr. PAL (India) said it Qpp eared that not much thought had been given to the
gquestion of the travel of permanent representatives on United Hations business at
time of the =sdoption of res OlublOD 32/198. He wondered whether it might be

sossible to make an excepticn in their case., However, since his delegation had no
wish to make any proposal wkich would have major financial implications, it would
first like to have an idea frowm the Assistant Secretary-General of hov many
permanent representatives had trevelled on United Hations Lusiness in the past
vear, and what the costs had been, He would like to have that information

berore the Committee was called upon to take a decision,

Al agreed to coutponu any decision pending an answer by the Assistvant
us—GCQPral to that question., In connexion with the observation made by the
representative of lew Zealand, he susmested that the Fifth Coumittee zhould request
the Secretary-General when reporting to the General Assembly at its thirty-sixth
session to cover the period 1 October 1980 to 30 June 19081, so that the Committee

[eos
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would consider the matter in tke early part of the thirty-sixth session, znd
thereafter to submit reports on an annual basis.

United Nations accommodation at Nairobi (continued) (A/35/7/add.11l; A/C.5/35/35 and
Add,.1; A/C.5/35/L.27)

53. Mr. OKEYO (Kenya) announced that Panama, Senegal and the Sudan had become
sponsors of the draft resolution contained in document A/C.5/35/L.27.

54, Announcing some revisions to the draft resolution, he said that a new second

preambular paragraph should be added reading: "Having also considered the report
of the Advisory Committee on Administrative and Budgctary Questions
(A/35/7/Add,11),"., The words "with the addition of" "+ the second line of

operative paragraph 2 should be replaced by the words "and decides to restore", and
the figure in the penultimate line of that paragraph should now read 254,944,000
Kenyan shillings.

55, He stressed that the draft resolution was the result of lengthy consultations
and represented s delicate balance. He recognized that the new wording of operative
paragraph 2 might be somewhat inelegant and repetitious in terms of language, but
stressed its political importance to the sponsors, He hoped that it would be
possible for the Committee to adopt the draft resolution without any further
changes, which might upset the balance,

56, Ilr, HAGARA.(Uganda) expressed his delegation's strong support for the draft
resolution in view of the emphatic statement it had already made that a United
Nations headquarters in Africa which was inferior to similar facilities in other
places would be un-.:ceptable, He noted that the restoration of the conference
rooms originally envisaged would go a long way towards meeting the desire for
first-class United Nations headquarters facilities, which would be the first of
their kind in a developing country, WNot only did his delegation fully endorse the
draft resolution, but it would in the future support any measures to expand the
accommodation in Wairobi.

57+ Mr, GARRIDO (Philippines) proposed that the new wording in paragraph 2
introduced by the Kenyan representative should be slightly amended to read
also decides to restore'.

"and

58. WMr, OKEYQ_(Kenya) accepted the change suggested by the Philippine
representative,

The meeting rose at 1.15 p.m,






