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INTRODUCTORY NOTE 

The Official Records of the Economic and Social Council consist of the sum
mary records of the plenary meetings (incorporating corrections requested by dele
gations and any necessary editorial modifications), annexes and supplements. 

* 
* * 

Symbols of United Nations documents are composed of capital letters combined 
with figures. Mention of such a symbol indicates a reference to a United Nations 
document. 

ACABQ 
ACC 
CPC 
ECAFE 
FAO 
GATT 
IAEA 
ffiRD 
ICAO 
ILO 
IMCO 
IMF 
ITU 
UNCTAD 
T.JNDP 
UNESCO 
UNICEF 
UPU 
WHO 
WIPO 

ABBREVIATIONS 

Advisory Committee on Administrative and Budgetary Questions 
Administrative Committee on Co-ordination 
Committee for Programme and Co-ordination 
Economic Commission for Asia and the Far East 
Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations 
General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade 
International Atomic Energy Agency 
International Bank for Reconstruction and Development 
International Civil Aviation Organization 
International Labour Organisation 
Inter-governmental Maritime Consultative Organization 
International Monetary Fund 
International Telecommunication Union 
United Nations Conference on Trade and Development 
United Nations Development Programme 
United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization 
United Nations Children's Fund 
Universal Postal Union 
World Health Organization 
World Intellectual Property Organization 
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AGENDA FOR THE ORGANIZATIONAL MEETINGS 
OF THE FIFTY-FOURTH SESSION 

Adopted by the Council at itB l847th meeting, 
held on 8 January 1973 

1. Election of the President and Vice-Presidents for 1973. 

2. Adoption of the agenda. 

3. Elections. 

4. Confirmation of members of functional commissions of the Council. 

5. Recommendations of the United Nations/IMCO Conference on International 
· Container Traffic. 

6. Actions arising out of decisions of the General Assembly at its twenty-seventh 
session. 

7. Basic programme of work of the Council in 1973 and consideration of the 
provisional agenda for the fifty-fourth session. 

8. Measures to be taken following the earthquake in Nicaragua. 
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SESSION HELD FROM 17 APRIL TO 18 MAY 1973 
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11. Report of the Statistical Commission. 

12. Population: 
(a) United Nations Fund for Population Activities; 
(b) Report of the Population Commission. 

13. Capital punishment. 

14. Report of the Council Committee on Non-Governmental Organizations. 

15. International co-operation between municipalities. 

16. Narcotic drugs: 
(a) Report of the Commission on Narcotic Drugs; 
(b) Report of the International Narcotics Control Board; 
(c) Activities of the United Nations Fund for Drug Abuse Control. 

17. Social development: 
(a) Report of the Commission for Social Development; 
(b) Promotion of the co-operative movement during the Second United 

Nations Development Decade. 

18. Human rights questions: 
(a) Report of the Commission on Human Rights; 
(b) Allegations regarding infringements of trade union rights. 

xix 
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19. Report of the Working Group on Rationalization. 

20. Study on regional structures. 

21. Tourism. 

22. Second United Nations Conference on the Standardization of Geographical 
Names. 

23. Assistance to southern Sudanese returnees and displaced persons. 

24. Transport questions: 
(a) United Nations/IMCO Conference on International Container Traffic; 
(b) Transport of dangerous goods. ·. 

25. Report of the Committee for Programme and Co-ordination. 

26. Elections. 

27. Measures to be taken following the floods in Tunisia. 

28. Implementation of Security Council resolution 329 ( 1973) concerning the 
question of economic assistance to Zambia. 

29. Question of the admission of Bangladesh to membership in the Economic 
Commission for Asia and the Far East. 

30. Consideration of the provisional agenda for, and duration of, the fifty-fifth 
session. 



Document No. 

A/8775/ Add.4 

E/5218 and 
Corr.1 and 
Add.1-4 

E/5220 

E/5222 

E/5232 

E/ AC.6/L.488 
and Rev.1 and 

E/ AC.6/L.489 
E/L.1520 and 

Corr.1 

E/L.1521 

E/L.1522 

E/L.1525 
and Corr.l. 

E/L.1531 

E/L.1532 

E/L.1533 

E/L.1534 

CHECK LIST OF DOCUMENTS 

NoTE. Listed below are the documents pertaining to the fifty-fourth session 
of the Council. The relevant agenda item is given for each document. An asterisk 
after the agenda item indicates that the document is published in the corresponding 
fascicle of the Official Record.s of the Economic and Social Council, Fifty-fourth 
Session, Annexes. 

Organizational meetings 

Agenda 
Title or description item 

. Implementation of the Declaration on the Strengthening of 
International Security: note verbale dated 18 December 1972 
from the President -of the Economic and Social Council to 
the Secretary-General 

Confirmation of members of functional commissions of the 4 
Council: note by the Secretary-General 

Election of members of the International Narcotics Control 3 
Board under the Single Convention on Narcotic Drugs, 1961: 
note by the Secretary-General 

Annotated provisional agenda for the organizational meetings 2 
of the fifty-fourth session of the Economic and Social Coun-
cil: note by the Secretary-General 

Recommendations of the United Nations/IMCO Conference 5* 
on International Container Traffic: report of the Economic 
Committee 

Draft resolutions submitted in the Economic Committee 

Basic programme of work of the Council in 1973 and consider- 7 
ation of the provisional agenda for the fifty-fourth session: 
draft programme prepared by the Secretary-General 

Election of 10 members of the Executive Board of the United 3 
Nations Children's Fund: note by the Secretary-General 

Election of 27 additional members of the sessional committees 3 
of the Council: note by the Secretary-General 

Actions arising out of decisions of the General Assembly at its 6 
twenty-seventh session: note by the Secretary-General 

Letter dated 20 December 1972 from the representative of 7 
Brazil to the Secretary-General 

Tentative organization of work of the fifty-fourth session: note 7 
by the Secretary-General 

Documentation for the fifty-fourth session: note by the Secre- 7 
tary-General 

Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, Haiti, Spain, Trinidad and Tobago and 8 
United States of America: draft resolution 

Offset 

Observations and 
references 

Mimeographed 

Ditto 

Ditto. For the agenda, adopted 
at the 1847th meeting, see 
p. 1 of the present volume 

The draft resolution - ~ecom
mended by the Eeonomic 
Committee in paragraph 8 
of its report was adopted by 
the Council as resolution 
1734 (LIV) . 

See E/5232 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto. For the text of the draft 
resolution as adopted, see 
E/5367, resolution 1733 
(LIV) 

E/RES/1733 (LIV) Resolutions adopted by the Council Mimeographed. For the text, 

ESA/ECOSOC/ 
LIV/CRP.1 

E/50501 Add.1 

E/5114 

E/5123 

E/5127 

Note by the Secretariat 7 

Meetings held from 17 April to 18 May 1973 

Addendum to the report of the Director-General of the Food 10 
and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, prepared 
in response to General Assembly resolution 2462 (XXIII) 

Report of the Secretary-General on the meeting of a world-
wide panel on foreign investment held at Tokyo from 29 No-

6 (a) 

vember to 2 December 1971 

Report of the Secretary-General on the third meeting of the Ad 6 (c) 
Hoc Group of Experts on Tax Treaties between Developed 
and Developing Countries 

Regional co-operation: study on regional structures-report of 
the Secretary-General 

20 

xxi 

· see E/5367, resolutions 1733 
(LIV) and 1734 (LIV) 

Mimeographed 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 



Document No. 

E/5148 and 
Corr.1 

E/5152 
E/5167 and 

Add.1 

E/5170 

E/5233 

E/5234 and 
Corr.1 and 
Add.1 and 2 

E/5235 and 
Corr.1 

E/5236 

E/5237 and 
Add.1 and 2 

E/5240 and 
Add.1 

E/5240/Rev.1 

E/5241 
E/5242 and 

Add.l 
E/5243 and 

Add.l and 2 
E/5244 
E/5245 

E/5246 and 
Corr.l 

E/5247 

E/5248 

E/5249 
E/5249/ Add.1 

E/5250 

E/5251 
E/5252 

E/5255 
E/5257 and 

Add.1 
E/5258 

E/5259 
E/5260 

E/5261 

E/5262 

E/5263 

E/5264 

E/5265 

Title or description 

Review of the work of the United Nations system of organiza
tions and of its planning and co-ordination: report of the 
Secretary-General 

Report of the Secretary-General 
Co-operation and relationships between the United Nations 

and the future World Tourism Organization: report of the 
Secretary-General 

Permanent sovereignty over natural resources: report of the 
Secretary-General 

Election of members of the International Narcotics Control 
Board under the Single Convention on Narcotic Drugs, 1961: 
note by the Secretary-General 

Election of members of the International Narcotics Control 
Board under the Single Convention on Narcotic Drugs, 1961: 
note by the Secretary-General 

Report of the Committee on Candidatures for elections to the 
International Narcotics Control Board 

Report of the Statistical Commission on its seventeenth session 
(13-24 November 1972) 

Elimination of racial discrimination: information received 
from non-governmental organizations-note by the Secretary
General 

Provisional agenda for the fifty-fourth session of the Council: 
note by the Secretary-General 

Agenda of the fifty-fourth session of the Council, adopted at the 
1851st meeting 

Report of the Secretary-General 
Report of the Secretary-General 

Report of the Secretary-General 

Report of the Secretary-General 
Report of the Ad Hoc Working Group of Experts of the Com

mission on Human Rights prepared in accordance with Coun
cil resolution 1599 (L) 

Progress report of the Secretary-General 

Report of the Committee on Natural Resources on its third 
session (6-17 February 1973) 

Report of the Commission on Narcotic Drugs on its twenty
fifth session (22 J anuary-9 February 1973) 

Report of the Secretary-General 
Administrative and financial implications of the recommenda

tions contained in document E/5249: report of the Secretary
General 

Report of the Secretary-General on the United Nations/IMCO 
Conference on International Container Traffic 

Progress report of the International Labour Organisation 
Report of the Commission for Social Development on its 

twenty-third session (12 February-2 March 1973) 

Progress report of the Secretary-General 
Report of the Council Committee on Non-Governmental Or

ganizations 
Report of the Secretary-General on the fourth meeting of the 

Ad Hoc Group of Experts on Tax Treaties between Devel
oped and Developing Countries 

Report of the Working Group on Rationalization 
Summary of the report of the International Narcotics Control 

Board for 1972 

Progress report of the United Nations High Commissioner for 
Refugees 

Note by the Secretary-General 
Note by the Secretary-General 

Report of the Population Commission on its second special 
session ( 19-30 March 1973) 

Report of the Commission on Human Rights on its ·twenty
ninth session (26 February-6 April 1973) 

xxii 

A(lBnda 
ttem 

21 

6 (b) 
21 

2 

26 

26 

26 

11 

18 (a) 

24 (b) 
13 

9 

15 
18 (b) 

17 (b) 

5 (a) 

16 (a) 

22 
22 

24 (a) 

18 (b) 
17 (a) 

16 (c) 
14 

6 (c) 

19 
16 (b) 

23 

4 

7 

12 (b) 

Ditto 

Ditto 
Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Obsin·vations and 
references 

Official Records of the Eco
nomic and Social Council, 
Fifty-fourth Session, Supple
ment No.2 

Mimeographed 

Ditto 

Ditto. For the text, see p. 23 
of the present volume 

Mimeographed 
Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 
Ditto 

Ditto 

Official Records of the Eco
nomic and Social Council, 
Fifty-fourth Session, Supple
ment No.4 

Ibid., Supplement No. 3 

Mimeographed 
Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 
Official Records of the Eco

nomic and Social Council, 
Fifty-fourth Session, Supple
ment No. 5 

Mimeographed 
Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 
Ditto. For the report, see E/ 

INCB/17 

Mimeographed 

Ditto 

Ditto 
Official Records of the Eco

nomic· and Social Council, 
Fifty-fourth Session, Supple
ment No.8 

18 (a) Ibid., Supplement No. 6 



Document No. 

E/5266 

E/5269 

E/5270 
E/5273 

E/5274 

E/5274/ Add.1 

E/5278 

E/5279 

E/5280 

E/5282 

E/5283 

E/5286 

E/5290 

E/5292 and 
Corr.1 

E/5294 
E/5295 
E/5297 

E/5298 

E/5299 
E/5300 

E/5301 

E/5302 

E/5304 

E/5305 

E/5307 
E/5308 

E/5325 

E/5326 

E/5327 
E/5328 
E/5330 

Title or descriPtion 

Report bf the Executive Director of the United Nations Fund 
for Population Activities prepared in consultation with the 
Administrator of the United Nations Development Pro
gramme 

Desirability and feasibility of establishing a special fund for 
the least developed among the developing countries: note by 
the Secretary-General 

Note by the Secretary-General 
Report of the Committee for Programme and Co-ordination on 

its thirteenth session (11 January and 2-12 April 1973) 

Letter dated 9 April 1973 from the President of the Economic 
. and Social Council to the Secretary-General 

Letter dated 13 April 1973 from the Secretary-General to the 
President of the Economic and Social Council 

Appointment to fill a vacancy in the Advisory Committee on 
the Application of Science and Technology to.Development: 
note by the Secretary-General · 

Letter dated 12 April 1973 from the President of the Economic 
and Social Council to the Secretary-General 

Letter dated 13 April 1973 from the President of the Economic 
and Social Council to the Secretary-General, transmitting a 
message from the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the People's 
Republic of Bangladesh requesting -admission of his country 
·to membership of the United Nations Economic Commission 
for Asia and the Far East 

Action by the Secretary-General to place a non-governmental 
organization on the Roster: note by the Secretary-General 

Supplementary list of items proposed for inclusion in the pro
visional agenda for the fifty-fourth session of the Council: 
note: by the Secretary-General 

Applications for hearings: report of the Council Committee 
on Non-Governmental Organizations 

Report of the Social Committee 

Report of the Co-ordination Committee 

Report of the Co-ordination Committee 
Report of the Co-ordination Committee 
Letter dated 27 April 1973 from the representative of Romania 

to the Secretary-General · · 
Report of the Social Committee 

Report of the Secretary-General 
Report of the Social Committee 

Administrative and financial implications of the recommenda
tions contained in the report of the Committee on Natural 
Resources (E/5247) regarding the convening of an interna
tional water conference: note by the Secretary-General 

Report of the Co-ordination Committee · -

Administrative and financial implications of the decisions con
tained in the report of the Commission on Narcotic Drugs 
(E/5248): note by the Secretpry~G~neral · 

Report of the Economic Committee 

Report of the Economic Committee 
Increase. in the seating capacity . of the Economic and Soeial 

Council Chamber: note by ·the Secretary-General 
Letter dated 4 May 1973 from the representative of Portugal 

to the Secretary-General · 
Report of the Economic· Committee 

Report of the Economic Committee 

Report of the Soc_ial Committee ·; 
Credentials of representatives to the fifty-fourth session of the 

·council and to the' sessional committees of the Council: 
report of the President and Vice-Presidents 

Xxlli 

A 11enda 
ttem 

12. (a) 

3 

5 
25 

28 

28 

26 

27 

29 

14 

1 

14 

15* 

27* 

22* 
24* 

(b) 

12 (b) 

13* 

28 
14* 

5 (a) 

23* 

16 (a) 

2* 

9* 

18 

4* 

3* 
17* 

Observations and 
references 

Mimeographed 

Ditto 

Ditto 
Official Records of the· Eco-

nomic and Social Council, 
Fifty-fourth Session, Supple-
ment No. 7 

Mimeographed 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

For action taken by the Coun
cil on this report, see the 
record of the 1854th meeting 

Idem, 1853rd meeting 

Idem, l854th meeting 
Idem 
Mimeographed 

For action taken by the Coun
cil on this report, see the 
record of the 1855th meeting 

Mimeographed 
For action taken by the Coun

cil on this report, see the 
record of the 1854th meeting 

Mimeographed 

For action taken by the Coun
cil on this report, see the 

· record of the 1854th meeting 
Mimeographed 

For aCtion taken by the Coun
cil on this report, see the 
record of the 1854th meeting 

idem 
Mimeographed 

Mimeographed 

For action taken by the Coun
cil on this report, see the 
record of the 1855th meeting 

Idem · 

Idem 
Mimeographed 



Document No. 

E/5331 

E/5333 

E/5334 and 
Corr. 1 

E/5335. 

E/5337 

E/5338 
E/5339 

E/5340 

E/5341 

E/5344 

E/5345 
E/5346 
E/5346/Rev.1 

E/5347 
E/5348 and 

Corr.1 
E/5349 
E/5350 
E/5351 
E/5352 
E/5353 
E/ AC.6/L483/ 

Rev.1-
E/ AC.6/L.513 
E/ AC.7 /L.624-
E/ AC. 7 /L.650 
E/ AC.24/L.43 7-
E/ AC.24/L.458 
E/INCB/17 

-.E;iNFi130 

E/INF/131 

E/INF/133 
and Add.1 

E/L.1526 

E/L.l527 

E/L.1528 

E/L.1529 and 
Corr.1 

E/L.1535 

E/L.1536 

E/L.1537 · 

E/L.1538 

E/L.1539 and 
Add.1 and 2 

Title or description 

Report of the SoCial Committee 

Letter dated 9 May 1973 from the representative of Greece to 
the Secretary-Genera1 

Progress report of the Secretary-General 

Telegram dated 11 May 1973 from the Minister for Foreign 
Affairs of Tunisia to the President of the Council 

Report of the Co-ordination Committee 

Report of the Co-ordination Committee 
Report of the Economic Committee 

Action taken by the Secretary-General to place a non-govern
mental organization on the Roster: note by the Secretary
General 

Financial implications of recommendations of commissions and 
committees of the Council: note by the Secretary-General 

Report of the Economic ~ommittee 

Report of the Social Committee 
Report of the Economic Committee 
Report of the Economic Committee 

Report of the Economic Committee 
Report of the Economic Committee 

Report of the Economic Committ~e 
Report of the Economic Committee 
Report of the Economic Committee 
Report of the Co-ordination Committee 
Report of the Co-ordination Committee 
Documents submitted in the Economic Committee 

Documents submitted in the Social Committee 

Documents submitted in the Co-ordination Committee 

Report of the International Narcotics Control Board for 1972 

Rationalization of the work of the Economic and Social Council 
and· its subsidiary bodies 

List of documents for the fifty-fourth session of the Economic 
and Social Council 

List of representatves to the fifty-fourth session of the Economic 
and Social Council 

Election of members of the functional commissions of the 
Council: note by the Secretary-General 

Election of four members of the United Nations/FAO Inter
governmental Committee of .the World Food Programme: 
note by the Secretary-General ' 

Election of seven members of the Committee for Programme 
and Co-ordination: note by the Secretary-General 

Election· of 16 members of the Governing Council of the United 
Nadons Development Programme: note by the Secretary
General 

Note by the Secretary-General transmitting a review of the 
activities of the International Union of Official Travel Organ
izations for the development of tourism 

Note by the Secretary-General transmitting the text of resolu
tion 37 (Ill) adopted by the United Nations Conference on 
Trade and Development at its third session 

A11_enda 
<:em 

16* 

18 

8 

27 

21* 

20* 
10* 

14 

7* 

18* 
5 
5* 

12* 
11* 

6* 
28* 

8* 
19* 
25* 

16 (b) 

26 

26 

26 

26 

21 

21 

Election of 24 members of the Committee on Scien ... -e and Tech- 26 
nology for Development: note by the Secretary-General 

Election of 27 members of the Committee on Review and 26 
Appraisal: note by the Secretary-General 

Election of nine members of the Committee on Housing, Build- 26 
ing and Planning: note by the Secretary-General 

xxiv 

Obseruations and 
references 

For action taken by the Coun
cil on this report, see the 
record of the 1858th meeting 

Mimeographed 

Ditto 

Ditto 

For action taken by the Coun
cil on this report, see the 
record of the 1855th meeting 

Idem 
For action taken by the Coun

cil on this report, see the 
record of the 1857th meeting 

Mimeographed 

Ditto 

For action taken by the Coun
cil on this report, see the 
record of the 1857th meeting 

Idem, 1858th meeting 
Mimeographed 
For action taken by the Coun

cil on this report, see the 
record of the 1857th meeting 

Idem, 1858th meeting 
Idem 

Idem 
Idem 
Idem 
Idem 
Idem 
See the reports of the Eco

nomic Committee 

See the reports of the Social 
Committee 

See the reports of the Co-ordi
nation Committee 

United Nations publication, 
Sales No. E.73.XI.5 

Mimeographed 

Ditto 

Ditto. See "List of delegations" 
on p. vii of the present volume 

Mimeographed 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 



Document No. 

E/L.1540 
E/L.1541 

E/L.1542 

E/L.1543 

E/L.1544 and 
Add.! 

E/L.1545 

E/L.1456 

E/L.1547 

. E/L.1548 and 
Add.1 

E/L.1549 

E/L.1550 
E/RES/1735 

(LIV)
E/RES/1796 

(LIV) 

·E/5367 

Title or description 

Note by the Secretary-General 
Note by the Secretary-General transmitting an extract from 

the report of the Governing Council of the United Nations 
Development Programme on its fifteenth session 

Note by the Secretary-General, transmitting an extract from the 
report of the Governing Council of the United Nations 
Development Programme on its fifteenth. session 

Organization of. the work of the fifty-fo-qrth session of the . 
Council 

Draft provisional agenda and preliminary annotations: note by 
the Secretary-General 

Documentation for the fifty-fifth session of the Council: note 
by the Secretary-General 

Election of members of the Working Group on the preparation 
of a new draft instrument or instruments of international 
law to eliminate discrimination against women established 
under resolution 5 (XXIV) of the Committee on the Status 
of women: note by the Secretary-General 

Mongolia: draft resolution 

Duration of the session 

Administrative and financial implications of the decision taken 
by the Social Committee at its 720th meeting: note by the 
Secretary-General 

Organization of the work of the session: note by the President 
Resolutions adopted by the Council 

Resolutions (1733 (LIV)-1796 (LIV)) and decisions adopted 
by the Council at its fifty-fourth session 

XXV 

Agenda 
item 

11 
5 (a) 

3 

30 

30 

26 

29 

30 

18 

30 

Ditto 

Observations and 
references 

Ditto. For the text, see Official 
Records of the Economic and 
Social Council, Fifty-fifth 
Session, Supplement No. 2, 
chap. IX, sect. A 

Idem., chap. II, sect. G 

Mimeographed 

Ditto 

Ditto 

·Ditto 

Ditto. Adopted by the Council 
at its 1852nd meeting as res
olution 1735 (LIV) 

Mimeographed 

Ditto 

Ditto 
Ditto. For the text, see E/ 

5367, resolutions 1735 
(LIV)-1796 (LIV) 

Official Records of the Eco
nomic and Social Council, 
Fifty-fourth Session, Supple
ment No.1 





ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COUNCIL 

FIFTY-FOURTH SESSION 

Summary records o:f the meetings, held in New York, from 8 to 10 January 

and from 17 April to 18 May 1973 

ORGANIZATIONAL MEETINGS 

(8-10 January 1973) 

1847th meeti~g 
Monday, 8 January 1973, at 11.30 a.m. 

Temporary President: Mr. Karoly SZARKA (Hungary). 

President: Mr. Sergio A. FRAZA:O (Brazil). 

Opening of the session 

1. The TEMPORARY PRESIDENT declared open 
the fifty-fourth session of the Economic and Social 
Council and welcomed the representatives of the Coun
cil's new members. 

AGENDA ITEM l 

Election of the President and-- Vice-Presidents for 
1973 

ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT 

2. Mr. SEIGNORET (Trinidad and Tobago) 
nominated Mr. Sergio A. Frazao (Brazil) as President. 

3. Mr. GUEVARA ARZE (Bolivia), Mr. ZAGO
RIN (United States of America), Mr. SINGH (Ma
laysia), Mr. IPOTO EYEBU BAKAND'ASI (Zaire), 
Mr. HEMANS (United Kingdom) and Mr. MA
KEEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) sup-
ported the nomination. -

Mr. Fraziio (Brazil) was elected President by accla
mation. 

4. The PRESIDENT thanked the Council for honour
ing his country by electing him. He would strive to 
continue the work of the outgoing President, Mr. 
Szarka, who had shown patience and understanding in 
guiding the Council in its .many achievements during 
the previous year. 

1 

E/SR.1847 

ELECTION OF THE VICE-PRESIDENTS 

5. Mr. ROUG];; (France) nominated Mr. Edouard 
Ghorra (Lebanon) as one of the three Vice-Presidents. 

6. Mr. BENCHEIKH (Algeria) supported the nomi-
nation. -

Mr. Ghorra (Lebanon) was elected Vice-President 
. by acclamation. 

7. Mr. SINGH (Malaysia) nominated Mr. Blaise 
Rabetafika (Madagascar) as Vice-President. 

8. Mr. IPOTO EYEBU BAKAND'ASI (ZaireYsu~ 
porte!! the nqmination. · · _ 

Mr. Rabetafika (Madagascar) was electei Vice
President by acclamation. 

9. Mr. NAKAGAWA (Japan) nominated Mr. J. V. 
Scott (New Zealand) as Vice-President. 

10. Mr. ABDOULAYE (Niger) supported the nomi-
nation. · 

Mr. Scott (New Zealand) was elected Vice-President 
.by acclamation. 

11. The PRESIDENT said that, in accordance with . 
paragraph 2 of rule 20 of the amended rules of proce
dure, he would, after consultation with the officers just 
elected, inform the Council of his recommendations 
regarding the chairmanship of each of the sessional 
committees. 
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AGENDA ITEM 2 

Adoption of the agenda (E/5222) 

12. The PRESIDENT drew attention to the provi
sional agenda for the organizational meetings o( the . 
fifty-fourth session in document E/5222. He also re
called the proposal made by Ghana at the resumed fifty
third session ( 1845th meeting) that. rule 82 of the 
rules of procedure, which specified that States elected 
to the Council Committee on Non-Governmental Or
ganizations should be members of the Council, should 
be suspended in order to permit the election of States 
which were additional members of the sessional com
mittees. He suggested that the question should be taken 
up before the adjournment of the next meeting; that 
would allow members of the Council to consult on the 
matter in the meantime. 
13. If there were no comments, he would take it 
that the Council decided to adopt. the proviSional 
agenda (E/5222). 

It was so decided. 
14. Mr. SEIGNORET (Trinidad and Tobago), 
speaking on behalf of the delegations of Bolivia, Brazil, 
Chile, Haiti, Spain and his own country, proposed that, 
in view of the earthquake that had recently struck 
Nicaragua, the agenda should be revised under rule · 
1 7 of the rules of procedure in order to include an 
item relating to measures to be taken as a consequence 
of that disaster. Those delegations also requested that . 
the item should be considered with the least possible 
delay. 
15. Mr. ZAGORIN (United States of America) 
supported that proposal. 
16. The PRESIDENT said that, if there was no 
objection, he would take. it that the Council agreed to 
the inchisiori !()f the proposed item iii the agenda as 
item 8. 
~;:.'··it. ~as ~q decfded~ 
17. The PRESIDENT said that, in accordance with 

'the: deciSion· taken by the Council in resolution 1621 
A (LI), paragraph 4, all substantive items on the 

.COUJ?.Cil) _agenda should jJe· allocated to the sessional 
coriuiiihees. He therefO're suggested that the Council 
should activate the Economic Committee to consider 
:a:gerida. item 5 (Recommendation&: of the United Na
tions/IMCO Conference on International Container 
Traffic). That would accord with the practice followed 
·fii· the: pieviotis year.· · · · · ·. . · · ··· · 

18. . I! there was no object~on;. he 'would take it that 
-the ·Council' wished 't(';nadopt that suggestion. 

It was so decided. --~!t·. 
('/ ,\1 :'!.:!' ,. 

. ' .... cOrganization~of work 

,19~-,~ Tlie :P.RE~IDENT. suggested_ that the Council 
should proceed iinmedia:tely, under item 3 (Elections), 
to.tbe .election of the 27, additional members of the 
"sessiom11· c0riimitiees 'of· the. ':council fat 1973· in order 
that they might be invited to take their places at the 
,Council tabl~ . and Partiqipate in the debate on the 
other items. - · · ,. ·") ' 

20. The remaining elections, as. well as item 4 (Con
:firrilation. of members . of functional commissions · of 
:the Council), could, be taken up at a subsequent meet
ing, which would allow time for the regional group!! to 
consider the nominations they wished to submit. In 
view of the urgency of the situation, the Council might 

wish to consider item 8, on measures to be taken fol- · 
lowing the earthquake in Nicaragua, at the next meet
ing. After concluding consideration of that item, it 
might wish to consider the matter of suspending rule 82 
of the rules of procedure. Thereafter, it might consider 
the suggestion in paragraph 3-of the Secretary-General's 
note (E/5220) on the establishment of a Committee 
on Candidatures in connexion with the election of 
members of the International Narcotics Control Board. 
On 9 ·January the Economic Committee could consider 
agenda item 5 and on the day after that the plenary 
could take up items 6 (Actions arising out of decisions 
of the General Assembly at its twenty-seventh session) 
and 7 (Basic programme of work of the Council in 
1973 and consideration of the provisional agenda for 
the fifty-fourth session), and subsequently revert to 
items 3 and 4. It could also consider the Economic 
Committee's report on item 5. 
21. If there was no objection, he would take it that the 
Council wished to proceed as he had outlined. 

It was so decided. 

AGENDA ITEM 3 

Elections 

ELECTION OF 27 ADDITIONAL MEMBERS OF THE SES
SIONAL COMMITTEES OF THE COUNCIL FOR 1973 
(E/L.1522) 

22. The PRESIDENT drew attention to paragraph 3 
of document E/L.1522, which showed the distribu
tion cif the additional seats. He invited the Secretary of 
the Committee to read out the list of candidates for 
each group. · 
23. Mr. AHMED (Secretary of the Council) said that 
the following seven candidates were being submitted 
by tl!e group of African States: Egypt, Ghana, Guinea, 
Kenya, Senegal, Sudan and Tunisia. The following 
·three candidates were being submitted by the group of 
socialist States of Eastern Europe: · Romania, Ukrain
ian Soviet Socialist Republic and Yugoslavia. The fol
lowing six candidates were being .submitted by the 
group of Western European and other States: Belgium, 
.Canada, Denmark, Italy, Sweden and :r1,1rkey. 
24. The PRESIDENT said that, since the number of 
the candidates in question was equal to the number of 
vacancies m each·.of the·:three instances, there was no 
peed .to take a vote. If he hear.d no objection, he would 
assume that the Council wished to elect them . 
. : : Beliiu!rl,· Canada~ Denmark, Egypt, Ghana, Guinea, 
-!tilly; Kenya, 'Romania, .'Senegal, the Sudan, Sweden, 
·Tunisia, Turkey, the Vkrainian Soviet Socialist Repub
!lc· ·and Yziioslaviii were elected cidditional members 
of the sessional committees of the Council by accla
matioh; r . . '. • i l~!fl 

25. The PRESIDENT invited the Secretary of the 
·Councilto read out the list of qmdidates submitted by 
the Asian group and by the Latin American group. 

.26: · Mr; AHMED (Secretary of the Council) said that 
cthe. following seven candidates ·were being submitted 
.by' the Asian· group to fill six existing vacancies: Dem
ocratic Yemen, India, Indonesia, Pakistan, Philippines, 
·Sri Lanka and Yemen._· The following six candidates 
were being submitted by the Latin Amepcan: group to 
fill five vacancies: Argentina, Barbados, Colombia, 
Mexico, Peru and Venezuela. · 
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27. The PRESIDENT said that if the number of can
didates receiving the required majority exceeded the 
number of vacancies he would take it that the Council 
wished to follow the procedure of the General Assem
bly, under which those candidates receiving the lesser 
number of votes were considered as having been with
drawn. 

It was so decided. 
At the invitation of the President, Mr. Bennet (New 

Zealand) and Mr. Nishizaki (Japan) acted as tellers. 
A vote was taken by secret ballot. 
Number of ballot papers: 25 
Invalid ballot8: 0 
Number of valid ballots: 25 
Abstentions: 0 
Number of members voting: 25 
Required majority: 13 
Number of votes obtained: 

Asian States: 
India .......................... 22 
Indonesia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22 
Pakistan . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21 
Yemen ........................ 21 
Philippines . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20 
Sri Lanka . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20 
Democratic Yemen . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 
Bhutan . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 
Kuwait . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 
Nepal ....... : .......... :. . . . . . 1 

28. The PRESIDENT said· that,· in accordance with 
the decision taken earlier (see para. 27 above), Dem
ocratic Yemen would be considered as having been 
withdrawn. 

Having obtained the required majority, India, Indo
nesia, Pakistan, the Philippine8, Sri Lanka and Yemen 
were elected additional members of the sessional com
mittees of the Council. 

Latin American States: 
Peru ...................... · .... 24 
Argentina . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23 
Venezuela . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23 
Colombia ...................... 21 
Barbados . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17 
Mexico ................... -. . . . . 13 

29. The PRESIDENT said that, in accordance with 
the decision taken earlier, Mexico would be considered 
as having been withdrawn. 

Having obtained the required majority, Argentina, 
Barbados, Colombia, Peru and Venezuela were elected 
additional members of the ses8ional committees of the 
Council. · 

30. ; The PRESIDENT, in accordance with the decision 
taken by the Council at its fifty-second session (1814th 
meeting), invited the additional members to take their 
places at the Council table and participate fully, with
out the right to vote, in the debates of the Council. 

The meeting rose at 1.35 p.m. 

1848th meeting 
Monday, 8 January 1973, at ~.40 p.m. 

President: Mr. Sergio A. FRAzAO (Brazil). 

Tribute to the memory of Mr. Gilbert Yates 

1. The PRESIDENT announced that Mr. Gilbert 
Yates, who had been the first Secretary of the Council, 
from 1946 to 1952, had died. On behalf of the Coun
cil, he expressed sympathy to Mrs. Yates and her 
daughter and stressed the- outstanding services Mr. 
Yates had rendered to the United Nations. 

2. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) said that, while Secre
tary of the Council, Mr .. -Yates, with whom he had 
worked in Close collaboration for . several years, had 
given proof of a competence, a devotion to duty· arid a 

.. spirit of self-sacrifice which were seldom equalled. On 
behalf of both his co.untry and himself, he associated 
himself with· the President's statement and emphasized 
that Mrs. Yates herself wa8 also remembered in. the 
Organization as a remarkably competent official. 

3. Mr. HEMANS (United Kingdom) said that the 
death of Mr. Yates, who had been British;· was a loss 
for the Organization. As the first Secretary of the 
Council he had set an example and his memory would 
live on, particularly with those who had been serving 
the Organization for very many years. It was to be 
hoped that the spirit of continuity he had created would 
be perpetuated. 

E/SR.1848 

· Organization of work 

4. The PRESIDENT said that, following const;~lta
tions with the three Vice-Presidents of the Council; and 
if there were no objections, he wished to suggest that 
Mr. Ghorra should serve as Chairman of the Co"ordi
nation Committee, Mr. Rabetanka as Chairman of the 
Social Committee, and Mr. Scott as Chairman of the 
Economic Committee. · · · _, · · · 

It was so decided. 

AGENnA ITEM 8 
.Measures to he taken following the earthquake in 

. . . . Nicaragu~: (E/L.l534) . . .·: .. · 

5. Mr. ROVIRA (Spain), recalling that his country 
had been elected a member of. the E:ou~cil by the; Gen
eral· Assembly at its ·twenty-seventh session, said that 
he was· gratified to be able to take part in the work of 
a particularly important United Nations .body. 

6. He congratulated the President and Vice-P~esidents 
on their election. Under the guidance of Mr. Fraiao, 
the Council· would undoubtedly perform its task effi
ciently.· · · 
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7. He expressed Spain's deep sympathy with ·Nicaragua 
in the tragedy that country had just suffered. There was 
certainly not a single Spanish home in which Christmas 
Day had not been darkened by the tragedy ... 
.8. The devastated area must now be rebuilt and many 
countries had already acted generously and with dis
patch. Nevertheless, it was important not only to co
ordinate assistance but also to ensure that it did not 
flag. The organizations of the international community, 
and first and foremost the Council, must therefore 
intervene as they had done in similar cases and con
tinue the work of the Secretary-General who, with the 
Office . of the Disaster Relief Co-ordinator, had im
mediately taken emergency action. For its part, the 
Permanent Mission of Spain in New York had already 
contacted Nicaragua and the Latin American group 
and was proud to be a sponsor of the draft resolution 
before the Council (E/L.1534 ). 
9. Mr. MORSE (Under-Secretary-General for Politi
cal and General Assembly Affairs) gave details of the 
measures which, under the direction of the Secretary
General, ·had already been taken on behalf of Nica
ragua. 
·10. · As soon as news of the earthquake had been re
ceived, on 23 December 1972, the Secretary-General 
had · established a co-ordinating committee at Managua 
to meet Nicaragua's needs and, pursuant to the pro
visions of General Assembly resolution 2816 (XXVI) 
concerning assistance in cases of natural disaster, had 
immediately authorized payment of the maximum 
amount, which had subsequently been increased. The 
United Nations· Children's Fund (UNICEF) had au
thorized $150,000 to be drawn from its emergency 
reserve in order to provide Nicaragua with the neces
sary medicaments. Furthermore, following both the 
earthquake and the drought, from which Nicaragua 
was also suffering, steps had already been taken to send 
sufficient food to feed 50,000 persons for cine· month. 
The World Health Organization, in co-operation with 
several Member States, had already sent typhoid and 
rabies vaccines as well as equipment and personnel. 
Five doctors, two sanitation experts, and a seismologist 
from the United Nations Educational, Scientific and 
Cultural Organization (UNESCO) were already in the 
field, together with two experts in the reconstruction of 
·urban centres who had previously served on the 1970 
mission to Peru. A water supply expert had also al
ready arrived in Nicaragua. 
·11.~ The- Economic Commission for Latin America 
had· arranged for its Committee of the Whole to meet 
in New York on 16 and 17 January to determine what 
additional assistance should be given to Nicaragua. 
12. The Disaster Relief Co-ordinator would go to 
Nicaragua straightaway to make an on-the-spot evalu
ation of long-term reconstruction measures to be taken; 
he would make a stopover in New York to discuss the 
matter with the Secretary-General and a group of ex
perts; upon receipt of his report, the Secretary-General 
would probably launch an appeal on behalf of Nica-
ragua. - · · · 

13. Mr~ SEI.GNORET (Trinidad and Tobago), intro
ducing draft resolution E/L.1534, thanked Mr. Morse 
for having described the measures the United Nations 
had already taken on behalf of Nicaragua, and the 
Economic and Social Council for having agreed to re
vise its a,genda. 
-14; In order to grasp the extent of the disaster which 
had struck Nicaragua, it must be remembered that 

Nicaragua was a small developing country of 2 million 
inhabitants, 20 per cent of whom were concentrated in 
the city -of Managua. According to preliminary esti
mates, 350 residential blocks had been completely de
stroyed, resulting in the loss of 14,000 dwellings, 50 
primary schools, 7 secondary educational and voca
tional training establishments and 3 libraries. In addi
tion, three big hospitals had been completely destroyed 
and had had to be replaced by hastily erected field hos
'pitals. The number of de-ad was currently estimated at 
approximately 15,000 and the number of wounded at 
approximately 30,000. In addition to the disaster, there 
was the fact that Nicaragua, which was already facing 
all the problems of under-development, had recently 
been. affiicted by a drought, which had reduced the 
harve_st of basic food crops by 70 per cent. 
15. Jl1e question now was to determine which of the 
country's needs were the most pressing. According to 
officia.I- sources, there were two · categories of needs, 
namely, to provide food for the population until the 
next harvest and to find employment for the people, 
and, secondly, to reconstruct and rehabilitate the coun
try. The problems posed by reconstruction and re
habilitation were inseparable from problems of eco
nomic and social development: it was therefore within 
the framework of such development that assistance 
must be viewed. 
16. He drew attention to the fact that, owing to a 
technical error, the United States of America had not 
been -included in the list of sponsors of the draft reso
lution. Furthermore, at their request, Madagascar and 
Zaire· should be added to the list. 
17. On the preamble of the draft resolution, the spon
sors had briefly outlined the situation and recalled pre
vious pertinent United Nations decisions. Should the 
Council adopt the draft resolution, it would, in oper
ative paragraph 1, express its deep sympathy to the 
people and Government of Nicaragua and, in paragraph 
2, it would take note with appreciation of the measures 
already talcen by the Secretary-General and the Disaster 
Relief Co-ordinator to help the victims; in paragraph 3, 
it would request the Secretary-General and the Co
ordinator to continue their efforts to that end and, in 
paragraph 4, it would request the international -credit 
institutions to give consideration to any requests for 
loans and credits that Nicaragua might make by ensur
ing that such loans and credits were of the greatest 
possible· magnitude and granted on the most favourable 
'terJ:IlS. In paragraph 6, the Council would request the 
Secretary-General to invite the Governing Council and 
the Administrator of the United Nations Development 
Programme (UNDP) and the specialized agencies to 
meeL any assistance req\Jests .from the Government of 
Nicaragua relating to its initial emergency programmes 
and subsequent rehabilitation programmes and to de
vote -the largest possible volume of their financial and 
techllical resources thereto. In paragraph 7, it would 
convey its desire to the Governing Council of UNDP 
that the Governing Council consider favourably requests 
for assistance that the Government of Nicaragua might 
submit in '?Onnexion ~ith its special medium-term and 
long'-term programmes and, in paragraph 8, it would 
request the Govermp.ents of States members of the 
World Bank and the International Development Asso
dation to ask their directors in both agencies to give 
·particular attention, if necessary; to Nicaragua's needs 
f()r ·funds to finance its programmes of rehabilitation 
and reconstruction. In.paragraph 9, it w_ould invite the 
agencies and institutions in question to -give special at-
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tention to the serious situation in Nicaragua and to 
that country's need for assistance, bearing in mind the 
principle that problems of reconstruction and rehabili
tation were inseparable from problems of economic 
and social development. 
18. Mr. MEDEIROS (Brazil), speaking as a sponsor 
of draft resolution E/L.1534, expressed the hope that 
the Council would adopt the draft resolution quickly 
and unanimously in order to create a wave of solidarity 
with Nicaragua in world public opinion. 
19. Speaking as the representative of Brazil, he re
affirmed his country's sympathy with the unfortunate 
people of Nicaragua and said that Brazil had spontane
ously gone to the assistance of Nicaragua within the 
extent of its possibilities. As soon as the news of the 
disaster had been received on 23 December Brazilian 
military aircraft had taken . medicaments, food-stuffs 
and water, among other things, to Managua. On 27 De
cember a special office had been set up in order to co
ordinate Brazil's national efforts. . · 
20. Mr. IPOTO EYEBU BAKAND' ASI (Zaire) 
pointing out that it had taken only a few hours t~ 
jeopardize all Nicaragua's development efforts, said 
that the question the United Nations should ask itself 
was "what should be done?" It was true that whatever 
assistance the United Nations could give Nicaragua 
would be little compared with the extent of the disaster 
but the sponsors of draft resolution E/L.1534 should 
be thanked for having tried to answer that question 
particularly in operative paragraphs 4, 5 and 6.. ' 

21. Mr. RABETAF1KA (Madagascar) said that his 
country had joined the spon~:ors of the draft resolution 
because it understood perfectly the difficulties now fac:. 
ing; Nicaragua, having experienced similar ones itself. 
The emergency relief and long-term mea«ures which 
the United Nations must decide on were indisPensable. 
He knew the extent and the difficulties of the tasks of 
reconstruction and therefore particularly welcomed the 
provisions of operative paragraph 6. Paragraph 4, which 
testified to Nicaragua's desire to carry out its rehabili
tation and reconstruction itself, was also important. · 
22. On behalf of the Permanent Mission of Mada
gascar and the Malagasy people, he expressed his deep 
sympathy to the Nicaraguan people. 
23. Mr. GHORRA (Lebanon), on behalf of his coun
try and on his own beh~lf, expressed his sympathy to 
th~ Nicaraguan people. The fact that Nicaragua was a 
very small country battling with all the problems of 
. development could only add to the seriousness of the 
problems . resulting from the earthquake. It was the 
Council's duty to provide that unfortunate country with 
both immediate and long-term assistance. He thanked 
the Secretary-General ·and the sPecialized agencies for 
having gone spontaneou<:ly to Nicaragua's assistance. 
It went without saving that Lebanon supoorted draft 
resolution E/L.1534 and it wished to be included 
ariwhg the sponsors. 
24. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) congratulated Mr. 
Frazao, who was well known for his perseverance, on 
his election as President. 
25. As a sponsor of draft resolution E/L.1534, he 
expressed the hope that the text would be adopted 
unanimously, for he was firmly convinced that when a 
country was stricken by a natural disaster there must 
be ·universal solidarity. He was prepared to support 
unreservedly any · step that the United Nations might 
take to alleviate the sufferings of the Nicaraguim people. 

26; If one examined the list of disasters that had oc
curred during the past three years, one could not help 
noticing that in nearly every case the country involved 
had been ra developing country. It was common know
ledge that the problems generated by natural disasters 
were considerably aggravated when the country in
volved was under-developed. To quote an example, in 
a country where buildings and housing were not solidly 
built, the loss of life and of property resulting from 
earthquakes assumed considerable proportions; more
over, because of its low level of development a country 
stricken by such a disaster did not have the means to 
solve the problems stemming from it. He therefore ap
pealed to the United Nations to link assistance in cases 
'of natural disasters closely to development assistance. 
The General· Assembly had taken positive steps in its 
resolution 2816 (XXVI), but they were not enough. 
In his view, the United Nations had a duty to show its 
solidarity by taking more vigorous action: for example, 
it could establish a special fund to contribute to the 
reconstruction and rehabilitation of countries stricken 
by natural disasters. 

27. As a sponsor of draft resolution E/L.1534, he 
wished to make two suggestions, one of which had al
ready been accepted by the other sponsors. The first 
was that the following new paragraph should be in
serted between operative paragraphs 3 and 4: 

"Welcomes the initiative taken by the Economic 
Commission for Latin America to organize a special 
session of its Committee of the Whole in order to 
consider what measures of international co-operation 
should be taken;". -

The ~econd was that the words "and the specialized 
agencies concerned" should be inserted after the word 
"Co-ordinator" in paragraph 3. Although some spe
cialized agencies, such as the World Health Organiza
tion. were constantly being mobilized and were always 
ready to make an immediate contribution and to under
take Jong-term activities, there were others which could 
provide aid other than· through UNOP. - - · 

28. Mr. MAGENGE -(Burundi) congratulated the of
ficers elected for 1973. He wished Burundi to be added 
to the list of sponsors of draft re<:olution E/L.1534 as 
a sign of its deep sympathy for Nicaragua. He welcomed 
the measures taken by the Secretary-General to deal 
with a situation that had called for emergency measures 
and he urged the specialized agencies and other organ
izations, particularly UNICEF, which had already re
sponded to the Secretary-General's apoeal, to continue 
their aid. La~tly, he thanked the organizations and nov
ernments that had already made contributions to Nica
ragua through the United Nations. 
29. Mr. FLEMING (Argentina) congratulated Mr. 
Frazao on his election· as President of the Economic 
and Social Council. With regard to the tragedy in Nica
ragua he said that his country had already acknow
ledged the need ,to provide Nicaragua with the assistance 
necessary in such circumstances; he therefore asked the 
sponsors of draft resolution E/L.1534 to add Argentina 
to the list of sponsors in accordan·ce with rule 75 of the 
rules of procedure of the Economic and Social Council, 
in order that it should be associated with the measures 
taken by the Council. 

It was so decided. 
30. Mr. BREITENSTEIN (Finland) conveyed his 
delegation's condolences to the peop1e and GoYermneilt 
·of NicaragUa and expressed full support for draft reso-
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lution E/L.l534. He thanked the delegation of Trini
dad and Tobago for having taken the initiative in ask
ing the Council to give priority to consideration of. the 
question of Nicaragua. 
31. Mr. SEKYIAMAH (Ghana) said he was gratified 
_to be able to participate in the work of the Economi_c 
and Social Council and congratulated Mr. Frazao on 
his election as President. He agreed with the representa
tive of Chile that the Council should encourage all 
organizations within the United Nations system to give 
assistance and that the specialized agencies should be 
_mentioned in operative paragraph 3 of the draft resolu
tion. Finally, under rule 75 of the rules ·of procedure of 
the Economic and Social. Council, he asked the sponsors 
of draft resolution E/L.1534 to add Ghana to the list 
of sponsors. . 

It Was so decided. 
32. Mr. NAKAGAWA (Japan) expressed his sym
pathy to the Government of Nicaragua on the great 
disaster which had stricken its people. His Government 
had already given medicaments and other forms of 
·assistance to Nicaragua valued at £600,000. In addi
tion, the Japanese Red Cross was taking steps to pro
vide assistance and a campaign was currently under 
way to collect additional funds. His delegation fully 
supported draft resolution E/L.1534 and hoped that 
the city of· Managua would be rebuilt as soon as 
-possible. 
33. Mr. WANG JUN-SHENG (China) congratulated 
the officers who had just been elected for the year 
1973. A letter had been addressed to the renresentative 
of Nicaragua expressing the sorrow of the Chinese Gov
-ernment and people . at the terrible los--es suffered by 
Nicaragua and informing the Nicaraguan delegation 
that the Chinese Red Cross had alreadv ~ent the equiva
lent of 500,000 yen in kind and 500.000 yen in Cllsh 
to- help the Nicaraguan people overcome their diffi
culties. 
34. His delegation sunported draft resolution E/ 
L.1534 but had re~ervations concerning paragraoh 8, 
which referred to the International Bank for Recon
struction and Development, since it could not accept 

. that the Chiang Kai-shek clique represented China in 
that agency. 
35. Mr. PACK (Netherlands) congratulated Mr. 
Frazao on his unanimous election as President. The 
news of the disaster which had befallen the Nicaraguan 
peonle had ·been received with great sorrow in. the 
Netherlands. Accordingly, the Nethe.rlands Government 
had rapidlv taken steps to make con~iderable Sums of 
money available to the Nicaraguan Government through 
non-governmental organizations, including the Red 
Cross. He had listened with great interest to the state
ment by the Under-Secretary-General for Political and 
General Assembly Affairs and fully supported the draft 
resolution under consideration as we.Jl as the amend
ments submitted by the Chilean delegation. 
36. Mr. ROUG£ (France) welcomed the expression 
of international solidarity which draft resolution E/ 
L.l534 represented.· He would, however, like to ask 
the sponsors for certain clarifications and offer them a 
few suggestions. In paragraph 4, for example, he found 
the words "the greatest possible magnitude" very vague 
and suggested that the last part of the sentence, begin
ning with "and to ensure that", should be deleted. Sim
.ilarly, in paragraph 6, he found the words "the largest 
possible volume of financial and technical resources" 

very vague. He would not, however, insist on his pro
posal, which he had made simply for the sake of clarity, 
·if it did not meet with the approval of the sponsors. 
37. In operative paragraph 5, -he suggested that the 
last part of the sentence following the word "rehabili-

. tation" should be deleted because it was always ex
tremely disagreeable for a Government to have to ask 
its creditors to agree to arrangements for an amicable 
settlement. Lastly, in paragraph 7, he would like clari
fication concerning the words "in connexion with its 
special medium-term and long-term programmes of 
rehabilitation", which he suggested should be deleted. 
38. In conclusion, he wished to express France's soli
darity with the Government and people of Nicaragua. 
39. Mr. HAMID (Sudan) expressed his sincere con
gratulations to Mr. Fnizao on his election of President 
and assured him of his full co-operation. He was en
tirely in favour of draft resolution E/L.1534 and of the 
Chilean amendments, which simply improved the text. 
He realized the suffering of the Nicaraguan people and 
considered that every possible effort should be· made to 
assist them. 
40. Mr. SCOTT (New Zealand) wished to express his 

·deepest sympathy to the Government and people of 
Nicaragua and his condolences to the families affected 
by the earthquake. New Zealand was particularly aware 
of the problem because it had suffered from earth
quakes itself, and it had already made a financial dona
tion to the International Red Cross. His dele~ation 
would fully support draft resolution E/L.l534 and 
wanted the name of its country to be added to the list 
of_ sponsors. He had no obiections to the suggestion 
made by the Chilean delegation but pointed out that 
operative paragraph 6 contained a list of the various 
specialized agencies whose activities in the event of a 
natural di~aster were to be co-ordinated by the Disaster 
Relief Co-ordinator. 

Mr. Ghorra (Lebanon), Vice-President, took the 
Chair. 

41. Mr. AKRAM (Pakistan) said that the peoole and 
Government of Pakistan had been shocked to hear of 
the disaster in Manama and th~t a few days after the 
earthauake the Pre~ident of P:::~kistan had sent .a mes
sa!!e tq the Head of State of Nicaragua expressing his 
sorrow. 
42. It wa" most aporonriate for the Economic and 
Social Council to consider the question as a matter of 
priority and to ensure that assistance-was sent toNica
rama as soon as nos~ih1e. His dele!!ation supported 
dr;~ft resolution E/L.153 4 and called for it to be 
adopted unanimously without further delay. 

43. Mr. CAVAGLIERI (Italy) reaffirmed the Italian 
Government's earlier expre~sion of svmpathv to the 
people and Government of Nicaragua. He recalled that 
the. Italian authorities had taken immediate measures 
to send aid to Nicaragua. He welcomed the initiative 
taken by the sponsors of draft resolution E/L.l534, 
which he warmly supported. 
44. Mr. RAE (Canada) expressed his best wi~hes to 
the President and the Vice-Presidents and assured them 
of his sincere co-operation. 
45. With regard to the tragic event which had occurred 
in Nicaragua, he said that the Canadian authorities had 
immediately taken bilateral action and he welcomed the 
initiative of the Economic and Social Council aimed at 
encouraging the United Nations system as a whole to 
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display its solidarity with Nicaragua. He fully supported 
draft resolution E/L.l534 and hoped that its provisions 
would be implemented as soon as possible. 
46. Mr. MAKEEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Repub
lics) congratulated the new officers of the Council and 
wished them every success in their work. 
47. The Soviet Mission to the United Nations had 
addressed a note to the Nicaraguan Mission expressing 
its deep sympathy and the Soviet Red Cross had pro
vided relief for Nicaragua by donating food-stuffs and 
medicines in the amount of 30,000. roubles. He sup
ported all the measures taken following the earthquake 
and would vote for draft resolution E/L.l534. 

Mr. Fraziio (Brazil) resumed the Chair. 
48. Mr. JAIN (India) congratulated the President 
and the Vice-Presidents. The Indian Government had 
already expressed its deep sympathy on the occasion 
of the disaster in Nicaragua and he welcomed the 
measures which had been taken by the Secretary-Gen
eral to provide emergency aid for the Nicaraguan Gov
ernment and people. His delegation fully supported 
draft resolution E/L.l534. 
49. Mr. TRAORB (Mali) congratulated the officers 
of the Council. In view of the magnitude of the catas
trophe which had befallen Nicaragua and the terrible 
suffering it had caused, action should take precedence 
over words and the Economic a:nd Social Council should 
endeavour to respond to the challenge reoresented by 
that natural disaster. He requested that Ma1i should be 
added to the Hst cif sponsors of the draft resolution. 
50. Mr. AKSOY (Turkey) congratulated Mr. Frazao 
on his election. He expressed his deepest sympathy to 
the people of Nicaragua in connexion with the tragedy 
which had struck tqat country and welcomed the meas
ures which had already been taken by the Secretary
General and the Disaster Relief Co-ordinator to provide 
asshtance to Nicaragua. He felt that draft resolution 
E/L-.1534 was a good way of showing the world com
munity's solidarity with Nicaragua and he was prepared 
to support all measures that would reflect international 
solidarity. 
51. Mr. NDUNG'U (Kenya) congratulated the offi
cers of the Council on their election. With regard to 
the earthquake in Nicaragua, he expressed his deepest 
sympathy to the Nicaraguan people and Government 
in connexion with the disaster which had struck them. 
He fully supported draft resolution E/L.l534 and 
hoped that it would be adopted unanimously and that 
an the specialized agencies would take speedy and 
effective action. In accordance with rule 75 of the rules 
of procedure, he requested that Kenya should be added 
to the list of sponsors .. 

It was so decided. 
52. Mr. HACHANI- (Tunisia) welcomed the draft 
resolution E/L.l534 introduced by the delegation of 
Trinidad and Tobago and hoped that international 
solidarity would give Nicaragua the courage to over-
come its difficulties. -
53. Mr. MEGUID (Egypt) congratulated the new 
officers of the CounciL As an expression of·its ·sym
pathy for the people and Government of Nicaragua, 
his delegation fully supported draft ·resolution E/ 
L.1534, which would doubtless be adopted· unani
mously. 
54. Mr. NARKHUU (Mongolia) congratulated Mr. 
Frazao on his· election as President. He said that ·his 

delegation was deeply grieved at the misfortune which 
had befallen Nicaragua and recalled that Mongolia it
self had experienced similar disasters. His delegation 
accordingly supported the draft resolution E/L.1534. 
55. Mr. ABDOULAYE (Niger) expressed his satis
faction· at Mr. Frazao's election as President of the 
Council. His delegation wished to associate itself with 
that of Trinidad and Tobago and with the other dele
gations that had expressed their sympathy for and soli
darity with Nicaragua. Niger was in a good position to 
realize- what harsh trials· that country would have to 
face. Furthermore, because of the responsibilities he 
had discharged in his own country, he was particularly 
a\\:are of the external debt problem which crippled the 
developing countries and he therefore supported· the 
French proposal to delete the phrase "if the Govern
ment of Nicaragua should so request" in paragraph 5 
of draft resolution E/L.1534, since it wa~ for the Coun
cil itself to ask the countries and institutions that were 
creditors of Nicaragua to take the situation into account. 
56. Mr. CZARKOWSKI (Poland) said he was pleased 
that Mr. Frazao had been elected President of the 
Council. Warsaw and Managua had both been de
stroyed, the first by the Nazi occupying forces and the 
second by the blind force of nature. Accordingly, the 
Po1ish people • were deeply moved by the tragedy the 
Nicaraguan people were experiencing. His delegation 
therefore favoured measures aimed at mitigating the 
effects of that disaster, and supported draft resolution 
E/L.1534. 
57. Mr. de RIVERO- (Peru) congratulated the Presi
dent ·and the Vice-Presidents on their election .. He 
wished to reiterate his sympathy with the Government 
of Nicaragua in connexion with the trials which its 
people were undergoing as a result of the earthquake 
whieh had struck that country. Peru had also, in 1970, 
suffered from the results of an earthaual<e and had 
been moved by the international solidarity demon
strated oh that occasion, which had considerab1v eased 
the sufferings of its people. Accordingly, it had from 
the outset given the maximum possible assistance fo 
Nicaragua, and it supported draft resolution E/L.1534. 
Under rule 75 of the rules of procedure, he requested 
the sponsors to allow Peru to be included among them. 

It was so decided. 
58. Mr. FONSECA-MARTINEZ -(Colombia). con
gratulated the President and the officers of the Council 
on their election. Since learning of the misfortune 
which had struck Nicaragua, Colombia had used all 
means available to it to render immediate assistance. 
He ·wished to assure Nicaragua yet again that the Gov
ernment and people of Colombia were deeplv moved 
at the extent of the disaster. As Chairman of the Latin 
American group, he welcomed the establishment by the 
Secretary-General of a co-ordination committee to work 
in Nicaragua; on behalf of the groun, he expressed the 
hope that Nicaragua wou!d find solutions to the serious 
problems cummtly facing it. His delegation requested, 
under rule 75 of the rules of procedure. th~t it should 
be included among the sponsors of draft resolution 
E/L.1534. 

It was so decided. 
59. Mr. HOHLER (United Kingdom) said he wished 
to express to Nicaragua the sorrow felt by the United 
Kingdom at the announcement of the disaster which 
had struck Managlia. His delegation had noted With 
satisfaction the immediate ·measures taken by the· Sec-
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retary-General to aid Nicaragua. The United Kingdom 
Government, for its part, was doing everything pos
sible to render assistance to, the victims. His delegation 
therefore supported the draft resolution E/L.1534. 
60. Mr. TOUR:E (Guinea) said that the sense of 
urgency and priority which had inspired the delegation 
of Trinidad and Tobago should prompt all members 
to support draft resolution E/L.1534 without delay, for 
the population of Nicaragua was suffering a cruel or
deal. The adoption of that text would be the most elo
quent sign ·of the Council's sympathy for the people 
and the Government of Nicaragua. He congratulated 
Mr. Frazao on his election as President. 
61. Mr. SINGH (Malaysia) said that Malaysia had 
been deeply grieved by the misfortune which had struck 
Nicaragua and would naturally support dra:ft resolution 
E/L.1534. 
62. Mr. VALDES (Bolivia) welcomed the election of 
Mr. Frazao as President of the Council. In his delega
tion's view, Nicaragua would have considerable diffi
culties in regaining the level of development it had 
attained before the disaster. His delegation accordingly 
welcomed draft resolution E/L.1534 and called on all 
members to support it. 
63. Mr. MOLl (Uganda) welcomed .the election of 
Mr. Frazao as President. He wished to ioin previous 
speakers in expressing his sympathy for Nicaragua. His 
delegation believed that Nicaragua, as a developing 
country, would have great difficulty in recovering from 
its ordeal, and therefore appealed to aU countries to 
come to its aid. · 
64. The PRESIDENT noted that the repreo;entative of 
Chile had submitted an oral amendment to paragraph 3 
of draft resolution E/L.1534 and had requested that a 
new paragraph should be inserted between paragraphs 
3 and 4. Moreover, some representatives had requested 
explanations and made suggestions with regard to para
graphs 4, 5 and 7. 
65. Mr. AHMED (Secretary of the Council) read out 
the text of the new paragraph 4 proposed by Chile: 

... Welcomes the initiative taken by the Economic 
Commission for Latin America to convene an extra
ordinary session of its Committee of the Whole to 
examine measures for international co-operation to 
be taken by the organizations of the United Nations 
sy~tem, in particular by the Commission, in order to 
assist the Government of Nicaragua;". 

66. Mr. SEIGNORET (Trinidad and Tobago) said 
that the sponsors of the draft resolution had agreed to 
amend paragraph 3, which would now read: 

"Requests the Secretary-General, the. Office of the 
Disaster Relief Co-ordipator and the specialized 

. agencies concerned to continue their efforts to that 
end;". 

With regard to paragraph 4, now paragraph 5, he re'
called that the intention of the sponsors was to make 
the decisions of the international institutions concerned 
subordinate to the wishes of Nicaragua in the matter of 
rehabilitation. That comment would also apply to the 
former paragraphs 5 and 7. The amendments submitted 
by the delegation of Fra?ce to former paragraphs 4, 5 
and 7, the second of whtch had been supported by the 
delegation of Nigeria, had not been incorporated, since 
those delegations had been kind enough not to insist 
on maintaining them. Where the former paragraph 6 
was concerned, the phrase "financial and technical re
sources" would now read "financial, technical and other 

resources". He wished to thank the Council for the 
spirit of conciliation which it had shown. · 
67. The PRESIDENT said that if there was no ob
jection, he would assume that draft resolution E/ 
L.1534, as amended was adopted by acclamation. 

It was so decided.l 

Suspension of rule 82 of the rules of procedure 

68. The PRESIDENT drew the attention of Council 
members to the proposal of the Ghanaian delegation 
for the suspension of that part of rule 82 of the rules of 
procedure which stated that the States to be elected to 
the Council Committee on Non-Governmental Organi
zations should be members of the Council. If he under
stood the proposal· correctly, the purpose of suspending 
rule . 82 would be to permit the election of States which 
had recently become members of the sessional com
mittees. Although the representative qf Ghana had not, 
in making his proposal,2 indicated the duration of the 
suspension, he assumed that it would last only until 
the amendment to Article 61 of the Charter of the 
United Nations, increasing the number of members of 
the Council to 54, came into effect. 

It was so decided. 

Establishment of a Committee on Candidatures for 
election to the international Narcotics Control 
Board (E/5220) 

69. The PRESIDENT invited the members of the 
Council to consider the suggestions made by the Secre
tary-General in paragraph 3 of his note (E/5220) 
concerning the establishment of a Committee on Can
didatures for election to the International Narcotics 
Control Board. 
70. Mr. ZAGORIN (United States of America) said 
it would be desirable to give not only Council members 
but also members of the sessional committees the op
portunity to be members of the Board. 
71. Mr. ABHYANKAR (India) supported the pro
posal of the United States delegation, which was com
patible with the proposal of Ghana that had just been 
adopted (see para. 68 above). Moreover, the organ 
concerned was a technical one dealing with very impor
tant questions which the members of the sessional com
mittees, as representatives of countries producing and 
importing the products concerned, should be able to 
consider. 
72. Mr. AHMED (Secretary of the Council) said that 
when in 1966 and 1970 the Council had established 
similar committees on candidatures, they had had 13 
members, 5 from the African and Asian States, 2 from 
the Latin American States, 2 from the socialist States 
of Eastern Europe and 4 from the Western European 
and other States. 
73. The PRESIDENT asked whether, since members 
of the sessional committees would be members of the 
committee to be established, it would not be simpler to 
double the number of members of the latter. 
74. Mr. AHMED (Secretary of the Council) said that 
in that ·event the members of the Committee on Can
didatures would number 26, 10 from the African and 
Asian States, 4 from the Latin American States, 4 from 

1 Council resolution 1733 (LIV). 
. 2 See Official Records of the Economic and Social Council, 

Resumed Fifty-third Session, 1845th meeting, paras. 102 and 
104. 
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the socialist States of Eastern Europe and 8 from the 
Western European and other States. 

75. Mr. MAKEEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Repub
lics} noted that in principle his delegation was opposed 
to enlarging the membership of bodies, and that such a 
decision would be especially premature considering 
that the Working Group on Rationalization might per
haps within a few days recommend the abolition of the 
Board. Moreover, he recalled that the previous July 
the Council had decided not to change. the composition 
of its subsidiary bodies. 

76. Mr. ZAGORIN (United States of America) said 
that, as had been the case with respect to the Com
mittee on Non-Governmental Organizations and the 
sessional committees, enlargement of the Committee 
would enable delegations which were not, properly 
speaking, members of the Council to participate in its 
work. That measure would be in conformity with the 

proposal appearing in paragraph 3 of the Secretary
General's note (E/5220). 
77. Mr. MAKEEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Repub
lics) said he was not opposed to the suspension of rule 
82, but believed that, while the Committee concerned 
might be enlarged, there was no reason to go so far as 
to double the number of its members, which would 
make it larger than· the Council itself. 
78. Mr. ZAGORIN (United States of America) pro
posed that the countries that wished to participate in 
the Committee should make their wishes known so as 
to give an idea of the number to be decided on. 
79. The PRESIDENT felt that it would be better to 
postpone consideration of the question in order that the 
countries which were interested could make that fact 
known. 

It was so decided. 
The meeting rose at 6.35 p.m. 

184 9th meeting 
Wednesday, 10 January 1973, at U.15 a.m. 

President: Mr. Sergio A FRAZAO (Brazil). 

AGENDA ITEM 8. 

Measures to he taken following the earthquake in 
Nicaragua (concluded)· 

1. Mr. ZELAYA (Nicaragua) saidthat the unanimous 
response of the Council with regard to the resolution 
on the earthquake in N acaragua was an expression of 
solidarity which his country was not likely to forget. 
The countries of all geographical and political areas 
of the world had come to the aid of Nicaragua and had 
vied with one another in providing relief. The citizens 
of Nicaragua now had a better knowledge of the world 
because the world had helped them in their hour of 
need. As the representative of Trinidad and Tobago 
had noted at the previous meeting, the earthquake at 
Managua had been the culmination of a series of 
catastrophes suffered by Nicaragua in recent years, 
such as hurricanes, floods, fires and a drought which 
had recently affected 70 per cent of the country's crops. 
A special commission appointed by the Government 
would soon give details of the disaster to the United 
Nations. 
2. International bodies, research institutes, private in
stitutions and the representatives of the Secretary
General and the President of the United States had all 
agreed that Nicaragua would have to rely on interna
tional assistance for food for the next 1 0 months at 
least, while the task of reconstruction would take at 
least three years, also with international assistance. His 
country was a small one, which could not possibly cope 
by itself with a disaster such as the earthquake, despite 
its will-power and capacity to work. The knowledge 
which his country had derived from its own experience 
showed the usefulness of the decisions taken by the 
Economic and Social Council and by the General 
Assembly concerning assistance in cases of natural 
disaster. It also showed the need to strengthen the 
Office of the Disaster Relief Co-ordinator, particularly 
in view of such considerations as the great number of 
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· countries situated in areas exposed to natural disasters, 
the frequency with which such disasters had occurred 
in recent years, and the fact that large-scale natural 
disasters had repercussions which emergency assistance 
could not cover. For those reasons, the Disaster Relief 
Office should have the necessary means and authoriza
tion to make an evaluation of the cases of natural 
disaster in which massive assistance had been required 
in recent decades so that it could submit to the Eco
nomic and Social Council and the General Assembly 
recommendations enabling ·their decisions to be imple
mented without delay and suggest other measures which 
might be necessary to ensure that the world community 
would be rationally organized to face such emergencies. 
3. As the Economic and Social Council had noted, the 
task of reconstruction of a stricken area or country was 
inseparable from over-all economic and social devel
opment plans and objectives; his Government, in all its 
communications relating to the earthquake, had rec
ognized that fact. 
4. His country wished to repay the assistance it had 
received from the international community by sharing 
with . the Office of the Co-ordinator the experience it 
had gained. He wished to express Nicaragua's deep 
gratitude to the Secretary-General, to Mr. Morse, Un
der-Secretary-General for Political and General Assem
bly Affairs, to Mr. Berkol, the Disaster Relief Co-ordi
nator, and to all the States which had tendered both 
short- and long-term assistance to his country. 

AGENDA ITEM 6 

Actions arising out of decisions of the General 
Assembly at its twenty-seventh session (E/ 
L.1525 and Corr.1) 

NOTE BY THE SECRETARY-GENERAL 
(E/L.1525 AND CoRR.l) 

5. The PRESIDENT said that the note by the Secre:. 
tary-General consisted of three ·parts: section A dealt 
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with General Assembly resolutions and decisions that 
appeared to require action by the Council at the current 
organizational meetings; section B dealt with those that 
appeared to require action by the Council in 1973; 
and section C with those that appeared to require 
action by the Council in 1974 or later. He invited the 
Council to consider the sections in turn. 

SECTION A OF THE NOTE 

1. Measures for protecting and enhancing the human 
environment 

6. Mr. VERCELES (Philippines) proposed that the 
Secretary-General's recommendation in paragraph 1 
should be amended by the ,addition of the words "and 
to the Committee on Science and Technology for De
velopment". 

The recommendation by the Secretary-General con
tained in paragraph 1 of section A (see E/L.1525 and 
Corr.l), as amended, was adopted. 

2. Outflow of trained personnel from developing 
to developed countries 

7. Mr. MAKEEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Re
publics) noted that the sponsors of General Assembly 
resolution 3017 (XXVII) had stressed that the prob
lem of outflow of trained personnel was political as 
well as technical. For that reason he suggested that 
the resolution should be transmitted not only to the 
Committee on Science and Technology for Develop
ment but also to the Committee on Review and Ap
praisal. 

The recommendation by the Secretary-General con
tained in paragraph 2 of section A (ibid.), as amended, 
was adopted. 

3. Importance of the universal realization of the right 
of peoples to self-determination and of the speedy 
granting of independence to colonial countries and 
peoples for the effective guarantee and observance 
of human right~ 

8. Mr. MAKEEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Re
publics) observed that to transmit General Assembly 
resolution 2955 (XXVII) to the Council Committee 
on Non-Governmental Organizations would hardly be 
sufficient. He proposed that, in view of the importance 
and urgency of the question, the resolution should also 
be drawn to the attention of the Committee for Pro
gramme and Co-ordination (CPC), which had a signi
ficant role to play in the implementation of the resolu
tion, and of the other bodies referred to in paragraph 
5 of the resolution. 

9. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) supported the USSR 
proposal. 

10. Mr. FACK (Netherlands) asked whether the 
Secretary-General would not automatically transmit the 
General Assembly's request to the bodies concerned. 

11. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) said it would be 
logical for the Secretary-General to communicate with 
all the organizations concerned before submitting his 
report. It appeared that the Secretary-General had not 
fully understood the scope of the resolution. 

12. Mr. AHMED (Secretary of the Council) said that 
the understanding of the Netherlands representative was 

entirely correct. Requests such as that made in para
graph 5 of the resolution appeared in nearly all Gen
eral Assembly resolutions and there was no need for 
the Council to duplicate them. The reason why it was 
recommended that the resolution should be transmitted 
to the Council Committee on Non-Governmental Or
ganizations was that that body was specifically men
tioned in the resolution. 

13. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) said he was satisfied 
with that assurance, on the understanding that the Sec
retary-General would consult with other organs of the 
Council in addition to the Council Committee on Non
Governmental Organizations. 

14. Mr. ABHYANKAR (India) said that he too 
would be in favour of the inclusion of a reference to 
CPC. 

The recommendation by the Secretary-General con
tained in paragraph 3 of section A (ibid.) was adopted 
with the addition of the words "and the Committee for 
Programme and Co-ordination" and on the understand
ing that the Secretary-General would communicate to 
the organs and organizations mentioned in paragraph 5 
of General Assembly resolution 2955 (XXVII) the 
contents of that resolution. 

4. Principles of international co-operation in the de
tection, arrest, extradition and punishment of per
sons guilty of war crimes and crimes again8t human
ity 

15. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) pointed out that as 
the Commission on Human Rights had had a very 
heavy schedule over the past few years, its work in 
connexion with establishing the principles and instru
ments for the protection of human rights had been held 
up. A number of studies had been awaiting considera
tion by the Commission for some years. Now, in reso
lution 3020 (XXVII), the General Assembly was re
questing the Commission on Human Rights, through 
the Economic and Social Council, to submit to it at its 
twenty-eighth session a set of draft principles. In that 
connexion he expressed the view that the Council 
should lay down some guidance for the Commission on 
Human Rights if the latter was really to achieve the 
purposes for which it had been established. 

16. The PRESIDENT suggested that the action rec
ommended by the Secretary-General should be adopted 
and that the views of the representative of Chile should 
be reflected in the summary records. 

The recommendation by the Secretary-General con
tained in paragraph 4 of section A (ibid.) was adopted. 

5. Crime prevention and control 

The recommendation by the Secretary-General con
tained in paragraph 5 of section A (ibid.) was adopted. 

6. Human rights and scientific and technological 
developments 

The recommendation by the Secretary-General con
tained in paragraph 6 of section A (ibid.) was adopted. 

7. United Nations Conference for an international 
convention on adoption law 

The recommendation by the Secretary-General con.
tained in paragraph 7 of section A (ibid.) was adopted; 
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8. Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial 
Discrimination 

17. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) suggested that 
it would be logical for the draft programme for the 
Decade to be considered first by the Sub-Commission 
on Prevention of Discrimination and Protection of 
Minorities. The Commission on Human Rights would 
be meeting earlier than the Sub-Commission. He there
fore proposed that the action to be recommended 
should include the transmittal of the resolution to the 
Sub-Commission, together with a request that the latter 
should transmit the draft programme, together with its 
comments, directly to the General Assembly at its 
twenty-eighth session. Such a procedure would be 
somewhat irregular, but nevertheless permissible, since 
the Sub-Commission was particularly qualified in the 
field of racial discrimination. 

18. Mr. AKRAM (Pakistan) said he could support 
the Chilean proposal. In fact, there would be nothing 
irregular about such a procedure-one which the Sub
Commission had followed in 1972. 

19. The PRESIDENT said that while he felt the 
Chilean proposal had merit, under that procedure the 
Sub-Commission would also be by-passing the Eco
nomic and Social Coupcil. That difficulty would be 
avoided if the Sub-Commission submitted its comments, 
if any, to the Council before they were considered by 
the Assembly. 

20. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) said he could agree 
to that suggestion. 

21. Mr. BADAWI (Egypt) said that he thought it 
would be better to keep to the Secretary-General's 
recommendation, on the understanding that, if the Sub
Commission wished to submit further comments direct 
to the General Assembly, it would be free to do so. 

22. The PRESIDENT suggested that the Council 
should adopt a compromise formula along the lines 
proposed by the representative of Egypt. 

23. Mr. MACRAE (United Kingdom) recalled that 
the Council, when dealing at its fifty-second session 
with the planning of the work programme of the Com
mission on Human Rights, had adopted resolution 1694 
(LII) stressing the need to allocate sufficient time for 
adequate consideration of the reports of the Sub-Com
mission. He therefore proposed that, in the action rec
ommended by the Secretary-General, the words "in the 
context of its consideration of the Sub-Commission's 
reports" should be inserted after the word "Decade". 

24. Mr. AKRAM (Pakistan) said the United King
dom proposal might create further problems. Council 
resolution 1694 (LII) had been adopted over a number 
of dissenting votes. In any case, the programme for the 
Decade had been elaborated by the GeneraJ Assembly 
and it was the latter which suggested that the Com
mission on Human Rights should give the highest pri
ority to consideration of the programme. 

25. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) said he would with
draw his proposal. 

26. The PRESIDENT suggested that the Council 
should accordingly adopt the recommendation of the 
Secretary-General. The views just expressed could serve 
as guidelines to the Commission in its implementation 
of the General Assembly resolution.-

The recommendation by the Secretary-General con
tained in paragraph 8 of section A (ibid.) was adopted. 

9. Exploitation of labour through illicit and 
clandestine trafficking 

The recommendation by the Secretary-General con
tained in paragraph 9 of section A (ibid.) was adopted. 

10. Draft Convention on the Suppression and 
Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid 

27. Mr. AKRAM (Pakistan) proposed the following 
amendment to the Secretary-General's recommenda
tion: after the words "and to request it", the words "to 
consider this as a matter of priority and" should be 
added, in order to reflect more accurately the wording 
of the General Assembly's resolution. 

The recommendation by the Secretary-General con
tained in paragraph 10 of section A, (ibid), as 
amended, was adopted. 

11. Administrative and budgetary co-ordination of the 
United Nations with the specialized agencies and the 
International Atomic Energy Agency 

The recommendation by the Secretary-General con
tained in paragraph 10 of .section A (ibid.) was 
adopted. 

12. Form of presentation of the United Nations 
budget and duration of the budget cycle 

28. The PRESIDENT ·drew attention to document 
E/L.1525/Corr.1, which replaced the text of para
graph 12 of section A of document E/L.1525. 

29. Mr. DE AZEVEDO BRITO (Brazil) said he
could support the action recommended, but in view of 
the importance of the item, it should have greater 
priority than it had been given in subparagraph (c) of· 
the recommendation. The Council should consider the 
question in some detail, since it might be necessary for 
it to give its subsidiary bodies clearer guidelines as to 
what was expected of them in conriexion with the new 
form of presentation of the budget. 
30. The PRESIDENT suggested that the Secretary
General's recommendation might be adopted, the com
ments of the representative of Brazil being duly reflected 
in the records. 

The recommendation by the Secretary-General con
tained in paragraph 12 of section A (ibid.) was 
adopted. 

SECTION B OF THE NOTE 

31. The PRESIDENT suggested that, unless there 
were comments, it would be sufficient to take note of 
the contents of section B and to request the Secretariat 
to take them into account when preparing the provi
sional agenda for the fifty-fourth and fifty-fifth sessions. 

It was so decided. 

SECTION C OF THE NOTE 

32. The PRESIDENT suggests that it would be suffi
cient for the Council to take note of that section. 

It was so decided. 

33. The PRESIDENT said that the Council had thus 
completed its consideration of item 6. 
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AGENDA ITEM 7 

Basic programme of work of the Council in 1973 
and consideration of the provisional agenda for 
the fifty-fourth session (E/L.l520 and Corr.l, 
E/L.l53l, E/L.l532, E/L.l533; ESA/ 
ECOSOC/LIV /CRP.l) 

34. Mr. HAMID (Sudan) said he wished to see the 
contents of paragraph 5 of Economic and Social Coun
cil resolution 1710 (LIII) reflected in the annotation 
to proposed agenda item 3 for the fifty-fourth session 
(see E/L.1520). Since the study called for by the reso
lution was to be considered by the General Assembly 
at its twenty-eighth session, the Economic and Social 
Council would have to deal with it in 1973, preferably 
at its fifty-fourth session. The submission of studies for 
recommendations by the Council's secretariat for con
sideration at the same time as the feasibility study of 
the Governing Council of the United Nations Devel
opment Programme, would satisfy his delegation. He 
suggested the addition, at the end of the second para
graph of the annotation, of the words "as well as the 
result of the study by the Economic and Social Council 
of ways and means for establishing institutional arrange
ments for the implementation of the special measures 
in favour of the least developed countries, including a 
study of the desirability and feasibility of establishing 
a special fund for the least developed countries". 

35. Mr. AHMED (Secretary of the Council) said 
the annotations in document E/L.1520 were an ex
planation of what the Council might expect to con
sider at its fifty-fourth session. The first paragraph 
of the annotation to the proposed item 3 covered the 
point made by the representative of Sudan. He pointed 
out that it was the Council itself that would be making 
the study in question; the additional wording suggested 
asked for results before the study had even begun. 

36. Mr. HAMID (Sudan) said he agreed with the 
Secretary. Nevertheless, the second paragraph of the 'an
notation had selected only one part of resolution 171 0 
(LIII); the annotation should be expanded to include 
specific mention of the special fund for the least de
veloped countries. 

37. The PRESIDENT said that if there were no 
objections the secretariat would prepare a new annota
tion for the proposed item 3 to take into account the 
comments made by the representative of Sudan. 

38. Mr. MACRAE (United Kingdom) said that the 
Council might wish to consider the report of the 
Population Commission on its special session to be 
held in March 1973. He therefore suggested that item 
22 appearing in document E/L.1532 should be revised 
to read: Population: (a) the United Nations Fund for 
Population Activities; (b) Report of the Population 
Commission on its special session in March. 

39. Mr. AHMED (Secretary of the Council) said a 
subitem on the special session had not been included 
because the Council had recently considered the report 
of the special session held in the autumn of 1972 and 
had endorsed the holding of further such sessions. 
The intention had been that the Secretary-General 
would amend the agenda to include a suitable subitem 
only if matters raised during the special session in 
March required immediate attention by the Council. 
Item 22 had been included in view of the recommenda
tion made by the Secretary-General in section B of 

his note (see E/L1525 and Corr.1) which was con
sidered at the present meeting under agenda item 6, 
that population activities should be dealt with as a 
separate item during the fifty-fourth session and as a 
subitem during the fifty-fifth. 

40. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) said that a number 
of the items to be considered by the Council were not 
specifically economic or social in nature; some be
longed to both categories. Although the item on re
gional structures inight touch on the structures of 
specialized agencies dealing with social matters, it would 
perhaps be better if it were dealth with by the Economic 
Committee. With regard to the United Nations Fund 
for Population Activities, on the other hand, it might 
be an economic matter but population matters had 
always been considered social questions in the past. He 
hoped the Secretary-General would reconsider the 
allocation of agenda items before deciding on the final 
agenda for the fifty-fourth session. 

41. It was widely considered that the discussion on 
the impact of multinational corporations on the de
velopment process and on international relations (reso
lution 1721 (LUI) had been the Council's most im
portant debate in 1972. The questions involved were 
becoming more important every day; there was a 
proliferation of books and stupies on the subject. A 
trade union conference to discuss such matters was to 
be held in Chile in the near future. Multinational cor
porations had become the subject of university research 
and attention by labour organizations. In the six months 
that had elapsed since the adoption of the resolution, 
however, the Secretary-General had not provided any 
information on the action being taken to implement 
the resolution. The Secretary-General's first report on 
the matter appeared as item 6 of the agenda for the 
fifty-fifth session (see E/L.1520) and was thus to be 
submitted one year after the adoption of the resolution. 
Material was being collected and consultations were 
under way to appoint the best possible group of 
eminent persons, but work must be speeded up. The 
Secretariat should not spend too much time on pre
paratory work, nor should it try to deal with ·all the 
material available, which could be handled by a com
mittee. The item must appear on the agenda for the 
fifty-fourth session, even if the only material submitted 
was a progress report on the way the Secretary-General 
was discharging his responsibilities. 

42. Mr. PACK (Netherlands) said he strongly sup
ported the United Kingdom suggestion to include the 
report of the Population Commission on its second 
special session in the list of agenda 1tems for the fifty
fourth or fifty-fifth session. Population questions were 
a very important part of the Council's work. He agreed 
with the suggestion made by the representative of Chile 
that the study on regional structures should be en
trusted to the Economic Committee. 

43. Mr. ZAGORIN (United States of America) said 
he supported the United Kingdom suggestion concerning 
the report of the Population Commission, but thought 
it should be dealt with at the fifty-fourth session. His 
delegation felt strongly that the item, which was very 
much a part of development, should continue to be 
considered by the Economic Committee. 

44. The items on multinational corporations, popula
tion matters and collective economic security should not 
appear on the agenda of both the fifty-fourth and 
fifty-fifth sessions. Any items not completed at the 
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fifty-fourth session could be carried over to the fifty- the Council's work. A better statUs report on the im-
fifth. As a general principle, it would be preferable to pact of multinational-corporations was more likely to 
avoid placing the same items on the agenda of two l:le available in July. 
sessions-a procedure that did not help to rationalize · · The meeting rose at 1.20 p.m. 

1850th meeting 
Wednesday, 10 January 1973, at 3.30 p.ni. 

President: Mr. Sergio A. FRAZAO (Brazil). 

AGENDA ITEM 7 

Basic programme of work of the Council in 1973 
and consideration of the provisional agenda for 
the fifty-fourth session (concluded) (E/L.1520 
and Corr.l, E/L.153l, E/L.1532, E/L.1533; 
ESA/ECOSOC/UV /CRP.l) 

1. Mr. ABHY ANKAR (India) proposed that the 
study on regional structures should be referred to the 
Economic Committee rather than to the Social Com
mittee. According to paragraph 5 of the note by the 
Secretary General (E/L.l532), the suggested alloca
tion of items for the fifty-fourth session had taken into 
. account the need to ensure an even distribution of work 
.between the two sessional committees. It was not easy 
to make such a distribution because the number of 
items was not a sufficient indication of evenness, the 
length of the . debates varying from item to item. If 
some delegations felt' that the Economic Committee's 
work programme was overloaded, the item on the 
Second United Nations Conference on the Standardiza
tion of Geographical Names could be referred to the 
Social Committee. The item on the United Nations 
Fund for Population Activities should be left with the 
Economic Committee. 
2. Mr. HOSNY · (El>:vot) proposed that. in order to 
save time, in the draft programme prepared by the 
Secr~tary-General CE/L.1520 and Cord), the note 
relating to item 15 in the list of agenda items for the 
fifty-fifth session should be amended to read: "The 
Secr~tary-General will submit a paper covering the 
P?SSible form and content of a relationship agreement 
With the World Intellectual Property Organization 
(WIPO) to be prepared after consultation ... ". 
3. Mr. AHMED (Secretary of the Council) pointed 
out that the notes were only pointers and would be 
amended later following consultation with the various 
organizations concerned. He explained with reference 
to the Egyptian representative's propo's·al, that it was 
for the Council to take a decision on the agieemeilt 
which would in any case be concluded between the 
United Nations and WIPO. He was not sure that it 
was nece~sary to consult the executive heads of all 
United Nations agencies and programmes concerned 
on that matter. 
4. Mr. HOSNY (Egypt) said that it was only to save 
time that he had suggested that the consultations· should 
also cover the relation<:hip agreement betWeen the 
United Nations and WIPO. · ·- · 
5. The PRESIDENT said that the comments met 
the expectations of the Secretary-General who, in 
paragraph 4 of document E/L.1532, had said that they 
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would assist the officers of the Council in preparing 
a more definitive paper. _ · 

6. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) agreed with the 
United States representative (1849th meeting) that one 
and the .. same item should not be included in the 
agendas for two successive sessions. 

7. The item on multinational corporations should b~ 
included in the agenda for the fifty-fourth session and 
he hoped that the Council would receive a detailed 
report from the Secretary-General indicating how he 
had discharged the mandate assigned to him by the 
Council. His delegation was aware . of the pressures 
exerted in that area for the very good~ reason that 
Chile had been exposed to them. It expected the Secre
tary-General to give precise information concerning the 
study group he was going to appoint. The problem 
should be analysed as thoroughly as possible and the 
group should be composed of eminent persons of the 
highest intellectual and moral calibre. The image of 
the United Nations could only suffer from the fact that 
the whole intellectual and political world, whether in 
the United States Congress, large· trade-union move
ments or universities, was exercised over the question 
whereas the Secretariat had not even begun to carrY 
out the mandate it had been given seven months previ
ously. The United Nations, in which· all the· World's 
trends and ideologies were represented, was the- best 
forum for such ati analvsis. Unlike the United States 
representative, he considered that item 22, on the 
United Nations Fund for Population Activities should 
be included in the agenda for the Social Co~mittee. . 
Some delegations-interestingly enough those· of de
veloped countries-wished to give birth control a 
predominant role in the campaign against under.:.devel
opment; while the- delegations of developing countries 
felt that t?ere were other equally important acpects of 
the questiOn. 

8. Turning to the programme of work suggested for 
the fifty-fourth session, he said that the Council had 
been criticized for-its failures in .dealing with the major 
economic, social, monetary and fiscal problems. which 
had been settled outside the Organization and Council. 
Without those failures it might not have been necessary 
to establish the United Nations Conference on Trade 

.and Development (UNCTAD).- There was a growing 
movement among developed and developing countries 
for the Council to resume the guiding role, laid down 
fo~ it in the Charter of the United Nations, which it 

·had played iti the first ·years of its existence at the inter
, national level in regard to economic 'a:nd social co
. o'per'atio'n. If the ·council was to regain its rightful 
·place, the debates must concentrate on the most im-
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portaJit questions within the framework of a-_ coneis~ 
and agreed programme' of work. 

9. It was essential, in order to restore -the Council's 
vigour and dynamism, that the various Governments 
s~ould send to the Council representatives with real 

_decision-making powers. He regarded the general d!s--
cussion of international economic and social policy and 
the ana1ysis of the Second United Nations Develop
ment Decade as fundamental. Prospect-; with respect 
to the latter question were rather dim. Time must not 
be wasted on listening to the executive heads of the 
various organizations who merely repeated reports which 
had already been submitted instead of expressing their 
views -on the problems to be solved and indicating the 
stage they had reached in carrying out their assign
ments and the extent to which set targets could be 
attained. Only thus would it be possible to avoid mon
_ologues and achieve a real dialogue on the current 
world situation. 

10. Furthermore, some new items on the agenda 
deserved special attention, namelv. the item ·on col
lective economic security which his delegation, con
trary to the -general nile it had stated earlier. would 
agree to inc1ude in the agendas for both se~sions, the 
item on mu1tinational corporations, the item on the 
studv on regional structures and the item on re!!ional 
co-operation. Generally sneaking, it was for the Coun
cil to provide all organizations of the United Nations 
sv~tem with the guidance which would make it pos
~ibl~. in a spirit of agreement, to accelerate economic 
development: 

11. Mr. ROVIRA (Spain) proposed that, as the 
Secretary-General had suggested in paragraph 3 (c) 
of document E/L.1520, an item dealing with the renort 
of- the Secretary-General on the United Nations/ 
IMCO Conference on Interna1ional Container Traffic 
should be included in- the agenda for the fifty-fourth 
se~sion as a token of the Council's interest in the 
subject.-

12. Mr. DE AZEVEDO BRITO (Brazil) aQ:reed with 
the representative of Chile that the Council should con
centrate its -efforts on the most imoortant items. It 
would also be !'ensible to- assign to the Co-ordination 
Committee, which would be meeting at the spring 
session. a riumber of pure1y co-ordination questions. 
He entirely agreed with the representative of Chile that 
the item on the United Nations Fund for Population 
Activities should be inCluded in the agenda of the So
cial Committee. It would be more logical to refer the 
item on the United Natiom Development Programme 
(UNDP) to the Fconomic Committee. on which repre
s_entatives of UNDP were already serving. In connexion 
with the item on collective economic security, the in
clu~ion _of which had been proposed by the renresenta
tive of Brnil in a letter addressed to the Secretary
General (E/L.1531 ) . he pointed out that the Secre
tarv-General had alreadv stated that the item should 
Jogic~llv be con!<idered bv the Economic and Social 
Council. The nreliminarv discussion at the fiftv-fourth 
se~sion should pro_vide the essential clarific!'ltions for 
the work of the summer ~e~sion. which would be_ facil
itated by a reoort by the Secretary-General. 

13. - Mr. VERCELES (Philinpines), referring to doc
uim!nt E/L.1532, stressed the economic aspects of 
item 10 on tourism _and requested that it should be 
referred ·to the Economic Committee. He also requested 

that item 22 on the United Nations Fund for Popula
tion Activities should be retained on the agenda of the 
Economic Committee. Items 8, -24 and 25 should be 
transmitted to the Co-ordination Committee at either 
the spring or summer session. 

14. Mr. MAKEEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Re
publics) supported the comments made by the repre
sentative of Chi-le. It was right that the item on regional 
structures should appear on the agenda of the Social 
Committee. The allocation of items between the two 
Committees could perhaps have been more evenly bal
anced. His delegation expected a great deal from the 
meeting of the Working Group on Rationalization; its 
decisions should enable the Council to concentrate on 
those problems that were really important and topical. 
Some of the items on the agenda for the fifty-fourth 
session we11e not entirely economic or social in nature 
and could be dealt with more usefully by the Co
ordination Committee, as the representatives of Brazil 
and the Philippines had recommended. He saw no more 
reason to refer the item on the second United Nations 
Conference on the Standardization of Geographical 
Names, referred to by the representative of India, to 
the Economic Committee than to the Co-ordination 
Committee. If some delegations had any difficulty in 
sending representatives to the three committees, the 
work of the fifty-fourth session could be organized so 
that two committees met simultaneously. It would seem 
more logical to combine item 12 of the agenda for the 
:fiftv-fourth sesion and item 9 (g) of the agenda for 
the fiftv-fifth se~sion on the World Food Programme 
( ~ee ESA/ECOSOC/LIV /CRP .1) in a single agenda 
item for the fifty-fourth session. 

15. Like the delegation of Chile, his delegation was 
surprised that the Secretariat had not yet begun ·to 
implement Council resolution 1721 (LUI). It had 
listened with great feeling to the speech by the Pres
ident of Chile. Mr. Allende; 1 . and his analysis of the 
impact of multinational corporations on the develop
ment process. It was imperative, therefore, for the 
Secretary-General to speed up the appointment· of the 
study group. That should be done on an equitable 
basis, taking into account geographical distribution and 
the different -schools .of economic thought. Like the 
Chilean delegation; his delegation would like the Coun
cil to be able to consider a report by the Secretary
General on the subject at the fifty-fourth session. 

16. Mr. WILDER (Canada) supPorted the proposal 
to convene the Co-ordination Committee during the 
spring session. In order not to compliCate the work 
of delegations, however, he suggested that the Com
mittee should meet only for about two weeks. He pro
posed that items 8, 11, 19, 23, 24 and 25 of the pro
visional · agenda should be referred to the Co-ordina
tion Committee. 

17. Mr. ZAGORIN (United States of America) 
said, with reference to item 15 of the annotatedlist of 
agenda items for the fifty-fifth session (see E/L.1520), 
that he saw no obiection to the Council establishing 
relations with the World Intellectual Property Organiza
tion. The conclusion should not be drawn, however, 
that his "delegation would approve of the establishment 
of relations similar to those the Council had with the 
specialized agencies. -

1 See Official Records of the General Assembly, Twenty
seventh Session,- Plenary Meetings, 2096th meeting. -
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lS. He proposed that the wording of item 1.8 of the which all nations would feel secure to promote their 
provisional agenda for the fifty-fourth sessiOn (see national economic progress and well-being on the basis 
E/L.1532) should be amended to read "assistance to of a growing economic interdependence and of interna-
southern Sudanese returnees and displaced persons". tiona] development co-operation. The Strategy had been 

designed as a dynamic instrument, adjustable and 
19. He welcomed the £act that the delegation of adaptable to new circumstances. Since its adoption, 
Chile had felt it appropriate to request the inclusion new problems and new uncertainties had in fact arisen, 
in the agenda of an item on multinational corporations. while at the same time new concepts of development 
He saw no objection to that item being placed on the had emerged. One of those concepts was "collective 
provisional agenda for the fifty-fourth session. economic security", advanced by Brazil. That concept 
20. He agreed that the item on collective economic deserved serious consideration and definition in the 
security should be placed on the provisional agenda context of the development Strategy and the institu-
for the fifty-fourth session, but had not understood too tional framework of the United Nations. 
well the explanation by the representative of Chile 26. However, a word of caution was called for. The 
concerning the inclusion of the item in the provisional term "security" suggested. a certain paral1el with the 
agenda for both sessions. If it was to be understood that concept of the maintenance of international oeace and 
the item would only· receive preliminary consideration security as embodied in Chapters VI and VII of the 
at the fifty-fourth session, he did not see the need to Charter. Care should be taken not to confuse the con-
provide for two weeks' discussion as shown on page 4 cept of collective economic security with that of inter-
of document E/L.1532. national peace and security since those two concepts 
21. He explained that there was no question in his were clearly different in nature and implementation in 
mind of giving primary importance to the matter of the context of the Charter. Having said that, he wi~hed 
population in the campaign against under-develop- to point out that, in requesting the inclusion of tqe 
ment. When considering the item, however, the fact subject in the Council's agenda, the Brazi1ian delega-
mmt be taken into account that its main aspects were tion had chosen the prooer forum for its dic:cusc:ion. 
economic; in his opinion it should be referred to the In the view of his delegation, there was a need for an 
Economic Committee. international organ which could react promotly and 

effectively in the economic field in cases where uni-
22· Contrary to what certain delegations thought, lateral action threatened the economic interests of 
item 12 (Anoraic:al of prospective food deficits and other nations. The Economic and Social Council was 
food aid needs) should not be referred to the Social undoubtedly the most anoropri:Jte organ for that pur-
Committee. The proposal to convene the Co-ordination pose. As the Secretary-General h~d stated at the ooen-
Committee seemed a good one, provided that the Com- ing of the fifty-third session of the Counci1,2 the latter 
mittee met for only two or three weeks. It would un- was the logical organ of the United Nations to be en-
doubtedly be useful to assign to it the consideration trusted with responsibility for collective economic secu-
of the reports of the Committee for Programme and rity. How the Council should fulfil its t;=Jsk wa~ a matter 
Co-ordination and of the Working Group on Ration- which would have to be carefully studied. In that can-
alization. nexion, it would be very helpful if the Brazilian dele-
23. Mr. ABHYANKAR (India) thought, like the gation would elaborate on the matter and if the 
representative of the Philippines, that the items on Secretary-General would draw up an explanatory work-
tourism and the study on regional structures were eco- ing paper as suggested. 
nomic rather than social in nature. Those reoresenta- 27. His delegation. supported the proposal that the 
tives who were speci::~lists in economic matters. and Co-ordination Committee should be convened at the 
UNDP were best oualified. to deal with the item on fifty-fourth session as well as the pronoc:al on the 
population: it would seem rational, therefore, to refer Inter-Governmental Maritime Consultative Organiza-
it to the Economic Committee. A number of items tion (IMCO) made by the representative of Spain. 
clearlv came within the comnetence of the Co-ordina- 28. Mr. HAMID (Sudan) supported the proposal 
tion Committee but he feared that, if ·three committees made by the representative of the United States con-
were sitting at the same time, the burden would be- cerning the wording of item 18 of the provisional 
come too heavy for delegations. agenda for the fifty-fourth session. 
24. Mr. FACK (Netherlands). like the reoresentative 29. Mr. ROUGE (France) said that if the Council 
of Chile, feared . that, if the Council overloaded its decided to include the item entitled "Collective eco-
work pro!5ramme, it would not be able to give certain nomic security" on the agenda of its fifty-fourth se~-
extremely important items all the attention they de- sion his delegation would take careful note of the clan-
served. ficatlons to be provided by the Brazili•an delegation and 
25. His delegation supported the proposal by the of the reactions of the other Governments represented 
Brazilian delegation (see E/L.1531) to inclnde an in the Council. In his opinion, discussion of the item 
item in the agenda for the fifty-fourth and fifty-fifth should be as open as possible since the members of 
sessions entitled: "Collective economic security: preli- the Council did not yet have a sufficiently clear idea 
minarv con~ideration of the concept. its scope and of the precise nature and content of ,the concept of 
potential· practical imolic~tions". In his letter on the coHective economic security. It would be a mistake 
matter to the Secretary-General. the Permanent Rep- to interpret the inclusion of the item on the agenda 
resentative of Brazi.J had placed the auestion in its as meaning that the Council was accepting in advance 
proper context, namely, the review and apnraisal of any of the implications of the concept-either the con-
the International Develooment Strategy to be under- elusions already reached by the Brazilian delegation or 
taken for the first time in 1973, not onlv by the Council the consequences which would come to .Jight during 
but also by other United Nations bodies and by the 
General Assembly itself. The ultimate objective of the 
Strategy was to create a new economic world order in 

2 See Official Records of the Economic and Social Council, 
Fifty-third Session, 1819th meeting. 
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the discussion. Similarly, it should be left to the fifty
fourth session of the Council to decide, once the first 
exchanges of views had taken place, whether the study 
should be continued, how far, within what time-limit 
and for what purpose. There were a number of pre
cedents which could serve to guide the Council when 
the time came. At all events, his delegation felt it was 
premature at present to include the item on the agenda 
of he fifty-fifth session. 
30. Secondly, his delegation wished to recall that it 
had already had occasion to voice certain reservations 
concerning the idea of collective economic security. In-. 
deed, that was what it had had in mind when it had ex
pressed regret in the First Committee, in December 
1972,3 at the fact that new concepts on which Member 
States did not entirely agree had been introduced by 
General Assembly resolution 2880 (XXVI) on the im
plementation of the Declaration on the Strengthening 
of International Security. 

31. In the Charter of the United Nations, the idea of 
international security was linked to specific obligations 
which were binding on all Member States. The obliga
tions that might result from a system of collective eco
nomic security should be carefu1ly examined. If they 
weighed more on some countries than on others, in
soluble difficulties might arise. 
32. Having said that, his delegation, like Brazil, felt 
that while the principle of the sovereign equality of 
State~ should be ful1y respected. it was essential to rec
ognize the need for better and more effective co-ordi
n::Jtion of the intere~ts of all members of the interna
tional community whatever their degree of development, 
expansion and prosperity. 
33. The review and appraisal of progress in imple
menting the International Development Strategy wa~ 
the most important question on the pro!!Tamme of 
work which the Council was trying to oreoare. He 
suggested that the three relevant items on the provi
sional agenda, namely items 2, 3 and 11 should be 
consolidated so that the discussion of the subiect which 
was to begin at the July session would be truly mean
ingful. 
34. Hie; delegation wished to support, in the name 
of a certain conceotion of man. human dignitv and 
human rights, the idea that population problems should 
be dealt with as social rather than economic oroblems 
and. accordingly, should be referred to the Social rather 
than the Economic Committee. 
3 5'. Mr. DE SBYNES (Under-Secretary-General for 
Economic and Social Affairs), referring to the fears 
exoressed bv certain members of the f'onncil on the 
implementation of its resolution 1721 (LITI) concern
in'! the imoact of multinational coroorations on the 
develonment nrocess and on international relations, 
as~mrPcl the Council that such fears were grounclless 
anrf that the Secretariat was proceeding in ::~ccordance 
with the terms of reference and the schednle estab
li~hPrl bv the Council in the resolution. The Secretariat 
would be orenared to inform the Council on the pro
gre~s of imnlementation at any time, whPther at the 
fiftv-fourth or at the fifty-fifth session. With re!!::~rd to 
the establishment of the study group provided for in 
that resolution, the Secretariat had to conform to the 
Council's relevant instructions, that is, it had to con
duct its negotiations privately. 

3 See Official Records of the General Assembly, Twenty
seventh Session, First Committee, 1917th meeting. 

36. Mr. CONSTANTIN (Romania) pointed out that 
at its fifty-fifth session the Council would have before 
it the report of the Committee on Science and Tech
nology for Development on its first session and sug
gested that, in view of the Council's growing interest 
in science and technology, the title of item 12 of the 
annotated list of agenda items for the fifty-fifth session 
(see E/L.1520 and Corr.l) should be amended to 
read as follows: 

"Science and technology: 
(a) Report of the Committee on Science and 

Technology for Development; 
(b) Report of the Advisory Committee on the 

Application of Science and Technology to 
Development; 

(c) Establishment of a special protein fund; 
(d) Role of modern science and technology in 

the development of nations (Genera~ As
sembly resolution 2658 (XXV)); 

(e) Application of computer technology to de-
velopment." 

37. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile), replying to Mr. de 
Seynes said that the developing countries were indeed 
greatly' concerned by the problem under discussion and 
that its importance justified the Council's asking for 
information on progress in the implementation of Coun
cil resolution 1721 (LIII). His delegation had never 
felt that such consultations should be conducted pub
licly, but it had hoped, on the other hand, to hear 
from the Under-Secretary-General who had been 
chosen, when the group would meet, and so forth. The 
question was of crucial practical importance to the 
developing countries, but his dele!!ation also feared 
that the Organization's prestige might suffer if it re
mained silent on that question. The study was to be 
carried out under the auspices of the United Nations, 
and the latter must guarantee that the study was 
objective. Concerning the system of collective economic 
security, he had not realized that the point made by 
the representative of the United States at the previous 
meeting was that the item fell within the competence 
of the Economic and Social Council on two counts. 
He was convinced that the question was immensely 
important and felt that a system of collective economic 
securitv was indispensable for world harmony. In that 
connexion, since the purpose of the United Nations 
was to preserve peace in the world. it was up to the 
Economic and Social Council to emphasize the concept 
of coJlective economic security. 
38. The Brazilian delegation apparently wished to 
stress the importance of collective economic security, 
envisaging a new global concept of economic co-opera
tion which might remedy the extremely haphazard 
aporoach which the United Nations had adopted until 
now in that field. His own delegation therefore attached 
great importance to the item and would like to see 
preliminary discussion of it at the spring session of the 
Economic and Social Council: it could receive more 
det,ailed consideration at the fifty-fifth session. 
39. Mr. RABETAFTKA (Mada~ascar) said that the 
exchan!!e of views which had taken place showed that 
the members of the Council apparently had no objection 
to the holding of a meeting of the Co-ordination Com
mittee during the fifty-fourth session of the Council, it 
being understood that no more than two committees 
would meet at the same time. In that case, he would 
have no objection to allocating agenda items 22, 23, 
24 and 25, and possibly even 8 and 18, to the Co-
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ordination Committee. The item on tourism should be 
dealt with by the Economic Committee. 

40. While he acknowledged that the problem of 
population was, on the whole, a social problem, item 
22 should be left on the agenda of the Economic Com
mittee since it involved the consideration of action taken 
by the Governing Council of UNDP. 
41. The item on collective economic security was 
extremely important to his delegation, for the concept 
in question was essential to the strengthening of inter
national security; there was no justification, however, 
for automatically linking the two items as the French 
and Netherlands delegations had done. With regard to 
including the item in the different agendas, since it 
would receive only preliminary consideration at the 
fifty-fourth session the opinions of delegations could 
be discussed in more detail at the fifty-fifth session, 
taking into account the progress of work and the in
terest shown by the various delegations. 
42. Mr. AKRAM (Pakistan) suggested that delega
tions might transmit the summary record of the current 
meeting to their Governments for comment, since there 
had been very interesting preliminary discussion of the 
question of collective economic security. 
43. Mr. ROVIRA (Spain) said that he was entirely 
in favour of including an item on collective economic 
security in the agenda; that was a concept which was 
of special importance to his delegation. In view of the 
explanations given by the representative of Brazil, he 
agreed that it might be useful to include the item in 
the agendas of the fifty-fourth and fifty-fifth sessions, 
on the understanding that it would receive only pre
liminary consideration at the spring session. 
44. The PRESIDENT said he thought that the Coun
cil could now take a decision that the Co-ordination 
Committee would meet at the same time as the Eco
nomic Committee and the Social Committee during the 
Council's spring session without any financial implica
tions. Furthermore, the work of the Economic and 
Social Council would be organized in such a way that 
the three committees would not meet simultaneously. 
45. A decision could now also be taken on the agenda, 
taking account of the suggestions made by various 
delegations. Firstly, at the request of the United King
dom delegation, item 22 would be reworded to read: 
"Population: (a) United Nations Fund for Population 
Activities; (b) Report of the Population Commission 
on its special session". The Chilean delegation had 
requested the inclusion in the agenda of the fifty-fourth 
session of the item on the impact of multinational 
corporations on the development process and on inter
national relations, which had originally been on the 
agenda for the fifty-fifth session. 
46. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) noted that he had 
reserved the right to ask that the item should also be 
included in the agenda for the fifty-fifth session if the 
course of events required it in the light of additional 
information supplied by the Secretary-General. 
47. Mr. ZAGORIN (United States of America) con
sidered that for the time being there was no need to re
tain the item on the agenda for the fifty-fifth session 
since it was agreed that it would be on the agenda for the 
fifty-fourth session. 
48. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) said that he agreed, 
on the understanding that it might be necessary to 
include it in the agenda for the fifty-fifth session as 
well. 
49. The PRESIDENT said that if there was no 

objection he would take it that the item oil multina-
tional corporations would be included in the agenda 
for the fifty-fourth session. 
It was so decided. 
50. The PRESIDENT said that if there was no 
objection he would take it that the Council agreed to 
include in the agenda for the fifty-fourth session an 
item on the Secretary-General's report on the United 
Nations/IMCO Conference on International Container 
Traffic, as proposed by the Spanish delegation. 

It was so decided. 
51. The PRESIDENT recalled that the delegation of 
the United States supported by the Sudanese delega
tion, had proposed that agenda item 18 (see E/L.1532) 
should be amended to read: "Assistance to southern 
Sudanese returnees and displaced persons". 

It was so decided. 
52. The PRESIDENT said, with reference to the 
item on the system of collective economic security, that 
the suggestion of the United States, supported by 
France, was to include it only in the agenda of the 
fifty-fourth session for the time being; the Malagasy, 
Netherlands, Spanish, Brazilian and other delegations 
on the other hand urged keeping it on the agenda of 
both sessions. 

53. Mr. ROUGE (France) said that it would be a 
good idea to wait until the fifty-fourth session before 
deciding to include the item in the agenda of the fifty
fifth session. 
54. Mr. ABHYANKAR (India) felt that the item 
on the system of collective economic security could be 
kept on the agendas of both sessions, on the under
standing that if detailed consideration was possible at 
the fifty-fourth session the item could always be deleted 
from the agenda of the fifty-fifth session. 
55. Mr. ZAGORIN (United States of America) 
thought that it might be well to wait until the fifty
fourth session before deciding whether or not to in
clude the item in the agenda of the fifty-fifth session. 
In any case, if the item was to receive only preliminary 
consideration at the fifty-fourth session there was no 
reason for two weeks of discussion, as provided in 
document E/L.l532; one week should be sufficient. 
If consideration lasted two weeks, there would be no 
need for further discussion at the fifty-fifth session. 
56. Mr. AHMED (Secretary of the Council) said, 
with regard to document E/L.1532, that the officers 
of the Co.uncil would certainly bear in mind the com
ment by the representative of the United States; he 
stressed, however, that the item on collective economic 
security was the third of three items to be considered 
during the week of 23 April and that the Secretary
General did not necessarily feel that it should be dis
cussed for two full weeks. 
57. Mr. DE AZEVEDO BRITO (Brazil) said that 
when the officers of the Council decided on the num
ber of meetings to be devoted to the item they would 
certainly bear in mind the fact that the question of 
collective economic security would receive only pre
liminary consideration at the fifty-fourth session. He 
agreed with the Netherlands delegation that the item 
was related to the item on review and appraisal of 
progress in implementing the International Develop
ment Strategy. 
58. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) said that he fully 
endorsed the remarks made by the representative of 
Brazil and would only add that at any of its sessions 
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the Economic and Social Council could delete an 
item inscribed in the agenda of the following session. 

59. Mr. HEMANS (United Kingdom) suggested that 
the solution might be to adopt the proposal in the 
Brazilian delegation's letter (E/L.1531) and inscribe 
an item concerning collective economic security in the 
agenda of the fifty-fourth session; then, with a view 
to avoiding duplication of work, the Council might 
decide to consider that same item at its fifty-:-fifth session 
together with the item concerning review and appraisal 
of progress. 

60. The PRESIDENT said that item 4 of the agenda 
for the fifty-fifth session could in that case be deleted, 
and item 3 amended accordingly (see E/L.1520 and 
Corr.l). 

61. Mr. DE AZEVEDO BRITO (Brazil) said that 
it . would be better to retain agenda items 3 and 4 on 
the agenda at the fifty-fifth session of the Council and 
decide to consider the two items together. 

62. Mr. ZAGORIN (United States of America) sug
gested that the Council might decide to add at the 
end of the title of item 3 of the agenda for the fifty
fifth session a phrase indicating that an additional 
debate should be held on the concept of collective 
economic security. 

63. Mr. ROUGE- (France) said that he supported 
the suggestion made by the representative of the United 
States, but pointed out that he (Mr. Rouge) had sug
gested that the Council should take up simultaneously 
all the items concerning the world economic situation, 
review and appraisal of .progress and the concept of 
collective economic security. He wondered whether it 
was the President's wish that items 2, 3 and 11 should 
be considered in a co-ordinated manner, rather than 
that all the topics should be considered under the same 
heading. 

64. The PRESIDENT said that he could not take a 
decision on the matter at the present time, but would 
recommend the suggestion to the officers of the Coun
cil. 

65. Mr. ABHY ANKAR, (India) said that he wel
comed the compromise solution which the members of 
the Council had reached. 

66. Mr. AHMED (Secretary of the Council) recalled 
that the representative of Romania had proposed that 
item 12 of the agenda for the fifty-fifth session should 
be divided into five subitems. 

67. The item had been retained in its present form 
because at its summer session the Council had decided 
to refer all matters relating to science and technology 
to the newly established Committee on Science and 
Technology · for Development. 

68. Mr. AKRAM (Pakistan) said that he did not 
wish formally to oppose the Romanian representative's 
proposal, but he felt that the present wording of the 
item was in fact more logical. 

69 .. Mr. CONSTANTIN (Romania) said that he 
would insist that the item should at least include a 
subitem on the role of modern· science and technology 
in the development of nations; that question had been 
raised in General Assembly resolution 2658 (XXV), 
and a report on it would be submitted to the General 
Assembly at its twenty-eighth session. Other items on 

the Council's · agenda had been divided into several 
subitems, and there was therefore no reason why the 
same procedure should not be followed with such an 
important matter as science and technology. 
. 70. The PRESIDENT suggested as a compromise 
solution that the item should be divided into two parts 
entitled: (a) Report of the Committee on Science and 
Technology for Development; and (b) The role of 
modern science and technology in the development of 
nations. 1 1 

71. If there were no objections, he would take it 
that the Council accepted that suggestion. 

It was so decided. 

AGENDA ITEM 3 

Elections (concluded)* (E/5220, E/L.l52I) 

CouNCIL CoMMITTEE oN NoN-GOVERNMENTAL 
ORGANIZATIONS 

72. The PRESIDENT said that under rule 82 of the 
rules of procedure the Council had to elect the 13 
members of the Council Committee on Non-Govern
mental Organizations. They were to be chosen from 
among States members of the Council in 1973; the 
number of seats to be filled was five from the Afro
Asian States, four from the Western European and 
other States, two from the Latin American States 
and two from the socialist States of Eastern Europe. 
73. Since there were fewer candidates than seats to 
be filled, the Council, under rule 72, might dispense 
with a secret ballot. 
74. Mr. AHMED (Secretary of the Council) read 
out the list of candidates as follows: from the Afro
Asian States-Ghana, Japan, Kenya, Philippines and 
Tunisia; from the Western European and other States 
-France, United Kingdom of Great Britain and North
ern Ireland and United States of America; from the 
Latin American States-Barbados and Bolivia; and 
from the socialist States of Eastern Europe-Hungary 
and Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. Thus, there 
were 12 candidates for 13 seats. 
75. The PRESIDENT said that, if there were no 
objections, he would take it that the Council decided 
that the remaining seat for the Western European and 
other States would be allocated at the meetings of 
the fifty-fourth session beginning in April, and that the 
candidates who had just been enumerated were elected 
by acclamation. 

It was so decided. 

ExECUTIVE BOARD OF THE UNITED NATIONS 
CHILDREN'S FUND 

76. The PRESIDENT said that 10 seats were to be 
filled from among States Members of the United Na
tions or members of the specialized agencies for a 
term of office of three years, beginning on 1 August 
1973. Since the number of candidates was equal to the 
number of seats to be filled, there was again no need 
for the Council to vote by secret ballot. 
77. Mr. AHMED (Secretary of the Council) read 
out the list of candidates, namely: Central African 
Republic, Egypt, France, Italy, Japan, Peru, Poland, 
Rwanda, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and 
United States of America. 

*Resumed from the 1847th meeting. 
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78. The PRESIDENT said that, if there were no 
objections, he would declare those candidates elected 
by acclamation. 

It was so decided. 

COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES 

79. The PRESIDENT said that the Council would 
recall that at its resumed fifty-third session, at the 
1845th meeting, it had decided to postpone until its 
organizational meetings the election of two members 
to the Committee on Natural Resources. The two seats 
were to be filled from among the Western European 
and other States; one term of office was for four years, 
the other for two years, beginning on 1 January 1973. 
Once again it seemed that a secret baEot would not 
be necessary. 
80. Mr. AHMED (Secretary of the Council) an
nounced that Iceland was the only candidate. 
81. The PRESIDENT said that, if there were no 
objections, he would take it that Iceland was elected 
by acclamation. 

It was so decided. 
82. The PRESIDENT said that Iceland would prefer 
to serve for a term of office of two years; if there were 
no objections, he would take it that the Council con
sented to that wish. 

It was so decided. 
83. The PRESIDENT suggested that the Council 
should defer until later in its fifty-fourth session the 
election of a candidate to the remaining seat. 

It was so decided. 

COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 
FOR DEVELOPMENT 

84. The PRESIDENT recalled that at its resumed 
fifty-third session, the Council had also postponed 
until its organizational meetings the election of nine 
members to the Committee on Science and Technology 
for Development. There were five seats to be filled 
from among the African States, three from among the 
Asian States and one from among the western Eu
ropean and other States. Once again, a secret ballot 
would not be needed. 
85. Mr. AHMED (Secretary of the Council) an
nounced that there were no candidates for the seats 
to be filled from among the African States or the 
Western European and other States, and that from 
the Asian States, the three candidates were Iran, Jordan 
and the Syrian Arab Republic. 
86. The PRESIDENT said that, if there was no 
objection, he would take it that the Council elected 
Iran, Jordan and the Syrian Arab Republic by accla
mation and decided that the remaining seats would 
be filled at a later meeting of the fifty-fourth session. 

It was so decided. 

CoMMITTEE ON REVIEW AND APPRAISAL 

87. The PRESIDENT recalled that, at its resumed 
fifty-third session, the Council had also postponed until 
its organizational meetings the election of nine mem
bers to the Committee oli Review and Appraisal. There 
were six seats to be filled from among the African 
States and three from among the Asian States. Once 
again, the Council could dispense with a secret ballot. 

8~. Mr. AHMED (Secretary of the Council) said 
that Egypt was the only candidate for the seats to be 
filled from among the African States; in the case of 
the Asian States, the candidates were Iraq, Lebanon 
and Yemen. 
89. The PRESIDENT said that, if there was no 
objection, he would take it that the Council elected 
by acclamation the countries indicated by the Secretary 
and that the remaining seats would be filled later in 
the fifty-fourth session. 

It was so decided. 

COMMITTEE ON CANDIDATURES FOR ELECTION TO THE 
INTERNATIONAL NARCOTICS CONTROL BOARD 

90. The PRESIDENT recalled that the Council, at 
its 1848th meeting, had decided to establish a: Com
mittee on Candidatures and that membership would 
be open to the additional members of the sessional 
committees as weii. The question of the size of the 
Committee had been left open and interested coun
tries bad been asked to communicate their names to 
the Secretariat. 
91. Mr. AHMED (Secretary of the Council) read 
out the list of candidates as follows: Western Eu
ropean and other States-Canada, France, Italy, 
Sweden, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Northern Ireland and United States of America; 
the socialist States of Eastern Europe-Hungary and 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics; Asian States~ 
India and Japan; African States-Egypt. There was no 
candidate from the Latin American States. 
92. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) announced that his 
country was a candidate. · 
93. The PRESIDENT said that, if there was no 
objection, he would take it that the Council decided 
that the Committee would be composed of 13 mem
bers, namely, the 12 countries mentioned by the Secre
tary plus Chile. 

It was so decided. 

AGENDA ITEM 4 

Confirmation of members of functional commis
sions of the Council (E/5218 and Corr.l and 
Add.l-3) 

94. The PRESIDENT said that, if there was no 
objection, he would take it that the Council confirmed 
the members whose names appeared in the note by 
the Secretary-General (E/5218 and Corr.1 and Add.1-
3). 

AGENDA ITEM 5 

Recommendations of the United Nations/IMCO 
Conference on International Container Traffic 

REPORT OF THE ECONOMIC COMMITTEE (E/5232) 

95. Mr. DE SILVA (Sri Lanka) said he wished to 
state that his delegation, as a sponsor of the draft 
resolution which the Economic Committee recom
mended for adoption by the Council (E/5232, para. 
8), wou~d have voted in favour of it in the Economic 
Committee but had been unable to participate in the 
vote which took place at the 596th meeting. 
96. Mr. FACK (Netherlands) recal'ed that the 
Netherlands representative in the Economic Committee 
had already stated his delegation's reasons for opposing 
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the draft resolution contained in paragraph 8 of the 
Committee's report (E/5232). However, he would like 
to make two clarifications. 
97. Firstly, the question of the need for a conven
tion on international combined transport, or some of 
its aspects, was not such as to divide the developing 
countries and the developed countries; on the contrary, 
they all had an interest in seeing regulatory measures 
adopted in that field. It was therefore regrettable that, 
although the sponsors had made some concessions, they 
had not held further consultations on all the proposals 
submitted, particularly with regard to resolution 7 of 
the United Nations/IMCO Conference, and that in 
general the developing countries had voted on one 
side and the developed countries on the other. 
98. The second question was the role and functions 
of the Economic and Social CounciL Obviously, it had 
the authority to request the Trade and Development 
Board to establish an intergovernmental preparatory 
group for the elaboration of a convention; however, 
the question of international combined transport fell 
within the competence of several bodies within the 
United Nations system, including UNCTAD, and par
ticularly such specialized agencies as IMCO and the 
International Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO). 
That was why his delegation felt that it was for the 
Economic and Social Council itself to prepare a con
vention on the question. 
99. Mr. ZAGORIN (United States of America) and 
Mr. ROUGE (France) supported the comments made 
by the representative of the Netherlands. 
100. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) recalled that he 
had associated himself with the position adopted by 
the developing countries when the vote had been taken 
in the Economic Committee, and said that he would 
do· likewise in the Council. 
101. The PRESIDENT put to the vote the draft 
resolution in paragraph 8 of the report of the Eco
nomic Committee by 36 votes to 11, with 1 abstention. 

The draft resolution was adopted. by 19 votes to 6, 
with I abstention.4 
102. Mr. ELIAS (Spain) said that his delegation 
had abstained for the same reasons that had led it also 
to abstain from voting on resolution 7 of the United 
Nations/IMCO Conference on International Container 
Traffic. Those reasons could be summarized as follows. 
First, it was important to elaborate a convention on 
international combined transport without delay. That 
was why the changes made by the sponsors in the 
revised text seemed not only desirable but necessary. 
Secondly, it was essential, in elaborating the conven
tion, to take account of the legitimate interests of the 
developing countries, which should therefore be repre
sented as broadly as possible in the intergovernmental 
preparatory group for the elaboration of the prelim
inary draft. Finally, it would have been better to 
respect the competence of each body within the United 
Nations, as was not done in the resolution that had 
been adopted. In point of fact, UNCT AD was not the 
body most competent to study the various aspects of 
international combined transport and his delegation 
wished to express its formal reservation in that regard. 
103. Mr. HEMANS (United Kingdom) explained 
briefly the reasons why his delegation had voted against 
the draft resolution. Its decision was based on three 
main factors. First, the resolution ascribed to UNCTAD 
a competence which it clearly did not have. Secondly, 

4 Council resolution 1734 (LIV). 

the work on the preparation of a preliminary draft 
convention was envisaged on much too wide a basis. 
The sponsors had also given no satisfactory reason 
for taking away what was clearly the competence of 
the Council. Thirdly, the resolution did not make it 
sufficiently clear that 1975 was the target year. 
104. In addition to those questions of substance, the 
sponsors seemed to have submitted their draft to the 
Economic Committee in a way that was unfortunate, 
to say the least. They had said that the proposal was 
a compromise, but merely saying so did not make it 
so in fact. They had known that their text contained 
proposals which were even less acceptable to a signi
ficant minority than resolution 7 of the United Nations/ 
IMCO Conference. Nevertheless, they had insisted on 
pressing it ·and had rejected his (Mr. Hemans's) sug
gestion for informal consultations designed to carry 
forward the momentum of the spirit of compromise 
shown in the amendments submitted by New Zealand. 
That was not an auspicious beginning to the Council's 
work, and it was to be hoped that such tactics would 
not become the rule. 
105. Mr. AKRAM (Pakistan) said that, in his view, 
contrary to the assertions of the United Kingdom 
representative, the developing countries had shown a 
spirit of compromise. 
106. Miss JAUREGUIBERRY (Argentina) said 
that, although her delegation had voted in favour of 
the draft resolution, it wished to state that it would 
have preferred that a plenipotentiary conference should 
not be convened until the studies mentioned in para
graph 1 were ready and the text of a preliminary 
draft convention was available. An effort should be 
made to arrive at a legal instrument which took ac
count of the interests of the developing countries. 
107. Mr. ABHYANKAR (India) said he did not see 
why the United Kingdom representative should feel 
that the Council's work had had an inauspicious be
ginning; in his opinion, the sponsors of the draft reso
lution had displayed a genuine spirit of compromise. 
108. Mr. HEMANS (United Kingdom) said he had 
not contended that there had been no compromise, 
but had merely expressed regret that the compromise 
had not gone further. 
109. Mr. LISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Repub
lics) drew attention to the fact that the report of the 
Economic Committee (E/5232) made no mention of 
the explanations of vote given by some delegations. 
In his view, such explanations should regularly be 
included in all reports submitted to the Council. 

Other matters: note verbale from the President of 
the Council for 1972 to the Secretary-General, 
on the implementation of the Declaration on the 
Strengthening of International Security (A/ 
8775/ Add.4); session of the Committee on Na
tural Resources at New Delhi; Economic and So
cial Council Chamber 

110. Mr. ZAGORIN (United States of America) 
said he wished to make it clear that document A/ 
8775/ Add.4, which had been drawn up after con
sultations only with the Vice-Presidents of the Council, 
should not be regarded as expressing the views or 
wishes of the Council as a whole. As far as his dele
gation was concerned, it had been neither consulted 
nor given notice of the intentions of the President of 
the Council. His delegation therefore wished to express . 
the most serious reservations as to the procedure 
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followed and dissociated itself from the reply given to 
the Secretary-General. 
111. Mr. SZARKA (Hungary) said that his reply 
to the Secretary-General had not been biased. More
over, nine months had been spent in consultations 
before the note verbale had been sent. 
112. Mr. HEMANS (United Kingdom) said that he 
wished to raise an administrative question concerning 
which he would welcome some explanation. 
113. Referring to the third session of the Committee 
on Natural Resources to be held at New Delhi, he 
recalled that only a few weeks previously the General 
Assembly had fixed the date for the session when 
approving the calendar of conferences for 1973. Since 
the first week of January, however, that date had been 
changed twice. It was true that the latest change would 
enable the participants and members of the Secretariat 
who would be going to New Delhi to shorten their 
mission by three days, thus allowing permanent mis
sions and the Secretariat to reflect some savings. How
ever, he was raising the question because a matter of 
principle was involved, and he would like to know 
what factors really entered into decisions of that kind. 
114. · Mr. AHMED (Secretary of the Council) said 
that he was sorry not to be able to answer the question 
put by the United Kingdom representative because he 
had not been informed in advance that the matter 
would be raised. He could, however, state that the 
dates had had to be agreed with the Government of 
the host country, India. As to the financial implica
tions of the change of date, the United Kingdom rep
resentative would be aware that India, as the host 
country, had agreed to assume all additional expenses 
incurred by reason of holding the session at New 
Delhi; if the change of date made it possible to effect 
some savings, it would of course be India that would 
benefit. 
115. Mr. SCOTT (New Zealand), referring to the 
statement made by the representative of the United 
States and the reply given by Mr. Szarka, the repre
sentative of Hungary and President of the Economic 
and Social Council for 1972, said he wished to state 
that Mr. Szarka had consulted him personally in his 
capacity as a former Vice-President of the Council, 
when preparing the document in question and that he 
had expressed complete agreement with the text. He 
could assure the representative of the United States 
that the document had been drawn up by the President 
and the three Vice-Presidents with the greatest care. 
116. He would like to raise a point concerning the 
Economic and Social Council Chamber. In view of the 
decision to enlarge the membership of the Economic 
and Social Council, he wondered whether the Council 
should not seek an assurance that the Chamber origin
ally assigned to it would not be left vacant when that 
decision actually took effect. 
117. In that regard, he recalled that, because of the 
progressive decrease in the membership of the Trustee
ship Council, the seating arrangements in the Trustee
ship Council Chamber had been modified to enable 
the Main Committees of the General Assembly to meet 
there. It would have been better, in his opinion, to 
increase the number of seats in the Economic and 
Social Council Chamber instead, thus enabling the 
Council to hold its future meetings in its own Chamber. 
He suggested that the President should ask the Secre
tary-General whether it would not be possible to modify 
the seating arrangements in the Economic and Social 

Council Chamber so that the Council's Committees, 
which had already been enlarged, and the Council itself 
when the enlargement of its membership rtook effect, 
would be able to hold their sessions there. Should the 
Council find merit in that suggestion, he hoped that it 
would be informed at its next session of the action 
taken on his request. 
118. The PRESIDENT said that, as a Vice-President 
of the Council for 1972, he could assure the United 
States representative that Mr. Szarka had du1y con
sulted him when preparing the document in question. 

·The three Vice-Presidents for 1972 were jointly re
sponsible for that document, which very accurately 
reflected the position of the Council on a matter. which 
had been discussed in detail. 
119. With regard to the New Zealand representative's 
suggestion concerning ·the Economic and Social Coun
cil Chamber, he saw no reason why the Council should 
not have its own Chamber when its membership was 
enlarged. 
120. Mr. DE SEYNES (Under-Secretary-General for 
Economic and Social Affairs) said he understood that 
two plans were currently under study for remodelling 
the Economic and Social Council Chamber. He believed 
that more precise information could be provided to the 
Council shortly. 

121. The PRESIDENT said that, if there was no ob
jection, he would take it that the Council wished him 
to raise the question with the Secretary-General. 

122. Mr. ZAGORIN (United States of America) said 
he wished to make it clear that his remarks had not 
been intended as a criticism; he had merely wanted to 
state the position of his delegation in the matter, 
namely, that the President and Vice-President of the 
Council could not represent the Council and were not 
entitled to act in its name. Such a procedure might have 
serious implications for the Council's work; it would 
therefore be advisable in future to adopt a different 
procedure. 

123. Mr. LISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Repub~ 
lies) said that he was perfectly satisfied with the expla.., 
nation, namely, that .the letter had been prepared by 
the officers of the Council in such a way as to repre
sent as accurately as possible the views of its members. 
The members of the Council had expressed their con~ 
fidence in the officers by electing them, and they had 
merely carried out the task entrusted to them by pre~ 
paring, after consultations, a reply to the Secretary~ 
General. The members of the Economic and Social 

. Council could not, therefore, have any grievance against 
the officers of the Council for having made their views 
known. 

124. Mr. ZAGORIN (United States of America) said 
that he was perfectly satisfied with the clarification 
given by the former President of the Council, Mr. 
Szarka, to the effect that the letter sent by the officers 
of the Council was a statement by the President 'and 
Vice-Presidents, whose election his delegation had 
warmly endorsed. 

125. Mr. ABHYANKAR (India) announced that his 
delegation intended to hold an informal meeting to 
help those participating in the Committee on Natural 
Resources to prepare for their journey to New Delhi 
for the third session of the Committee. 

The meeting rose at 7.15 p.m. 



22 Economic and Social Council-Fifty-fourth Session 

MEETINGS HELD FROM 17 APRIL TO 18 MAY 1973 

1851st meeting 
Tuesday, 17 April1973, at 10.55 a.m. 

President: Mr. Sergio A. FRAzAO (Brazil). 

Reopening of the session 

1. The PRESIDENT declared the fifty-fourth session 
or the Economic and Social Council reopened and 
welcomed the new members of the sessional commit
tees. He emphasized that the agendas of the fifty-fourth 
and fifty-fifth sessions were exceptionally heavy, for 
the Council, in addition to discussing some important 
questions, would have to consider the reports of. a 
number of bodies. In order to be able to accomplish 
that task in the limited time allotted to it, the Council 
should not defer consideration of certain questions, for 
that would only overload the agendas of the 1974 
sessions; it should deal quickly with the relatively less 
complicated questions in order to be able to concen
trate on matters requiring general policy decisions. It 
would be especially desirable for the sponsors of draft 
resolutions to submit their drafts early enough for the 
members of the Council to be able to hold consultations. 
2. Turning to the rationalization of the Council's meth
ods of work, he drew members' attention to the prob
lems of documentation and to the six-week rule estab
lished 25 years ago. The Council also had to give 
precise guidelines to its subsidiary organs because new 
procedures had been introduced for preparing pro
grammes and the budget. It was to be hoped that the 
Council would be able to complete its consideration 
of the rationalization of its methods of work at the 
present session, for the fifty-fifth session would be de
voted primarily to review and appraisal of the Inter
national Development Strategy, the work programme 
and the budget. 

Tribute i:o the memory of Mr. Henri Langier, first 
Assistant Secretary-General for Social Affairs 

3. The PRESIDENT paid a tribute to the memory of 
Mr. Henri Laugier, Assistant Secretary-General for 
Social Affairs from 1946 to 1951. Professor Laugier, 
a scientist by training, had pursued his ideals with 
intelligence and enthusiasm and had contributed to the 
adoption of many social measures, in particular the 
Universal Declaration of Human Rights. 

4. Mr. DE SEYNES (Under-Secretary-General for 
Economic and Social Affairs) said that members of 
the Department of Economic and Social Affairs felt 
the loss of Professor Henri Laugier perhaps more 
deeply than anyone else, for Professor Laugier had 
had a tremendous influence on the Department. Henri 
Laugier had always been in the front line, and since 
the period immediately after the Second World War 
he had striven to promote internationalism, for he saw 
international solidarity and co-operation as a means of 
solving major national problems. He had been a tire
less champion of the cause of the third world and had 
recognized the need for an international organization 
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encompassing the whole range of human affairs and 
concerned, in particular, with the harnessing of science 
for the good of all mankind. He was remembered es
pecially for the decisive part he had played in preparing 
the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. The words 
which Henri Laugier had written about himself shortly 
before his death could be considered his political testa
ment. They were words which everyone should ponder 
today: "Always fighting to reform and strengthen the 
United Nations, but always deeply saddened by the in
different attitude of the peoples of the world towards 
this immense undertaking on which, in my view, the 
fate of mankind depends". 
5. Mr. RABETAFIKA (Madagascar), Vice-President 
of the Council, said that he, too, wished to pay a tribute 
to the memory of Professor Laugier, who had embodied 
the aims of the United Nations and its striving for a 
world of justice, harmony and peace. Professor Laugier 
had been a pioneer in economic and social affairs; he 
had devoted his life to the achievement of economic 
and social goals and had striven to solve the problems 
of the third world-problems of which he had had a 
very accurate grasp. 
6. The PRESIDENT read out a telegram from Mr. 
Hernan Santa Cruz, who had been President of the 
Economic and Social Council at the time of Mr. 
Laugier's retirement. Mr. Santa Cruz associated him
self with the tribute paid to the memory of Mr. Laugier 
by the Council and recalled that in 1951, the year of 
his retirement, the Council had paid an outstanding 
tribute to an official whose belief in peaceful and 
friendly relations between peoples had been an inspira
tion to the Organization in many of its activities, par
ticularly in the drafting and adoption of the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights, which was unquestion
ably the most positive achievement of the Economic 
and Social Council and the United Nations. After he 
had left the United Nations, he had played a large part 
in promoting the Organization's purposes and prin
ciples; although he had been under no obligation to do 
so, he had laboured more persistently and construc
tively than anyone to gain acceptance for those pur
poses and principles, whether in the sphere of political 
security, of international co-operation for development 
or of universal observance of human rights. The mem
ory of Henri Laugier must be kept alive in the United 
Nations and serve as an inspiration to all who worked 
for peace and friendship among peoples and for the 
well-being of all mankind. 
7. Mr. DE GUIRINGAUD (France) said that he 
deeply appreciated the tribute which had just been 
paid to the memory of Henri Laugier, especially since 
he had himself known Mr. Laugier very well. Henri 
Laugier had been a humanist in the full meaning of the 
word and had brought his tireless energy to all the 
responsible positions_ which he had held. He had been 
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completely independent in his dealings with people or 
institutions and had retained that independence when 
he took up important duties in the service of the State. 
He had also been an extremely generous man, as h~ had 
shown by leaving his entire estate to the National 
Centre for Scientific Research. All those qualities were 
invaluable in an international civil servant, a fact which 
Henri Laugier had demonstrated when he had been 
Assistant Secretary-General for Social Affairs. The 
part he had played in drafting the Universal Declara
tion of Human Rights was common knowledge. How
ever, even after leaving the United Nations, Henri 
Laugier had continued to take a great interest in the 
Organization; he had hoped to see it strengthened and · 
had never lost faith in it, for he had always desired a 
closer solidarity among men. 

At the invitation of the President, the members of 
the Council ob.served a minute of silence in tribute to 
the memory of Mr. Henri Laugier. 

AGENDA ITEM l 

Adoption of the agenda (E/5240 and Add.l, 
E/5279, E/5283, E/L.l543) 

8. The PRESIDENT invited the members of the 
Council to consider the provisional agenda of the fifty
fourth session (E/ 5240 and Add.1) and drew their 
attention to paragraph 3 of the document dealing with 
the organization of work (E/L.1543), which proposed 
that consideration of item 19 of the provisional agenda 
(Work programme and budget for 1974-1975 and the 
medium-term plan for 1974-1977 relating to economic, 
social and human rights activities) should be post
poned until the fifty-fifth session. If there was no objec
tion, he would take it that the members of the Council 
decided to postpone consideration of item 19 of the 
provisional agenda until that session. 

It was so decided. 
9. Mr. MAKEEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Repub
lics) said that he shared the President's concern at the 
size of the agenda of the fifty-fourth session in view 
of the limited time available to the Council. The Coun
cil should seek every possible way of solving the prob
lem and should consider deferring or eliminating 
consideration of certain questions which were less 
important or less urgent or on which the Council did 
not yet have sufficient documentation. 
10. The Council should consider the possibility of 
postponing once again consideration of item 22 of the 
provisional agenda (Tourism), since no significant 
progress had been made in the matter. There had been 
no agreement on relations bertween the United Nations 
and the World Tourism Organization, and that body's 
statutes had not yet been ratified by a sufficient number 
of countries. It would therefore be premature for the 
Council to consider the item. Moreover, the Committee 
for Programme and Co-ordination (CPC) had not dis
cussed the substance of the matter or made a formal 
recommendation; thus, it would be better to wait until 
additional information was available and until CPC 
had considered the question in depth before submitting 
it to the Council in a year's time. · 

11. In addition, he considered it would be more rea
sonable to refer subitems (a) and (c) of item 6 (Fiscal 
and financial matters) to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. Subitem (b) could be allocated to the Com
mittee on Science and Technology for Development. 

In making that proposal, the Soviet Union had in mind 
the fact that new bodies had been established which 
would be more competent to study such matters and 
which could submit the results of their work directly 
to the Economic and Social Council. 
12. He hoped that his proposals would be studied in 
a positive spirit, for their purpose was the same as 
that of the suggestions made by the President. 
13. Mr. NDUNG'U (Kenya) said that he had a num
ber of remarks to make concerning the Soviet repre
sentative's proposal to defer .the consideration of cer
tain items or refer them to other bodies. Unlike the 
representative of the USSR, he did not consider that 
item 22 of the provisional agenda, concerning tourism, 
was less important or less urgent than other items. 
Tourism was of considerable importance for most of 
the developing countries, since it often brought them 
the foreign currency they needed and the resources 
necessary for the financing of their national budgets. 
14. The representative of the USSR had said it would 
be premature to study the question of tourism during 
the current session of the Council since it had not been 
considered by CPC and that body had made no recom
mendations on the subject. His own delegation was a 
member of CPC, and it was thus in a position to state 
that the Committee had in fact studied the matter. 
That was clear from summary recm;d E/ AC.51/SR. 
388, which contained the Committee's decision on the 
matter, a decision about which his delegation had ex
pressed reservations because of the manner in which 
it had been interpreted. 
15. He was opposed to the withdrawal of the question 
of tourism from the agenda of the fifty-fourth session 
of the Economic and Social Council in view of the 
importance of the subject for both the developed and 
the developing countries. 
16. He pointed out with regard to item 6 (a) (Pro
motion of foreign private investment in developing 
countries) , that the question was of vital interest for 
the majority of the developing countries, which had 
need of capital for development. To consider that the 
question was not important was tantamount to saying 
that the Council should not concern itself with the 
problem of development in the developing countries. 

17. Item 6 (b) (Transfer of operative technology at 
the enterprise level) was equally important for those 
countries. As their goal was to achieve economic inde
pendence as quickly as possible, they had to acquire 
the requisite technology and knowledge from firms in 
the developed countries. 
18. Finally, item 6 (c) (Tax treaties between devel
oped and developing countries) had been thoroughly 
studied by the United Nations Conference on Trade 
and Development (UNCTAD). In view of the large 
number of meetings and consultations devoted to that 
subject, he was surprised that the representative of 
the USSR considered it of secondary importance. 

19. For all those reasons, his delegation was opposed 
to the removal of item 6 from the agenda. 

20. Mr. DE AZEVEDO BRITO (Brazil) said he had 
listened to the Soviet representative's proposals with 
the greatest interest. Like him, he felt that an over
loaded agenda might prevent the Council from devot
ing the proper amount of time to urgent and important 
questions, but he also understood the fears of the 
Kenyan delegation and considered that its remarks 
merited attention. 
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21. The representative of the USSR had proposed 
deferring consideration of item 22 of the provisional 
agenda until the next session. Like the representative 
of Kenya, he felt that item 22 was an important item. 
Indeed, the very fact that only a few more ratifica
tions ·were necessary for the adoption of the statutes 
of the World Tourism Organization should prompt the 
Council to take a greater interest in the matter, par
ticularly as it was currently the subject of additional 
work by the United Nations. 
22. He had a practical comment to make with regard 
to subitems (a) and (c) of item 6. They dealt with 
questions which went somewhat beyond the mandate 
of the Committee on Natural Resources, and it was 
not cerain that the Committee could study them in 
the general context in which they should be viewed. 
Furthermore, it should not be forgotten that the Com
mittee would not meet for another two years, so that 
study of the question would be delayed for two years 
and not one. As a result, it would perhaps be prefer
able for the Council to retain items 22 and 6 (a) and 
(c) on its agenda, but to study them as briefly as 
possible. 
23. Mr. WANG Jun-sheng (China) said that he had 
no objection to the inclusion of item 22, relating to 
tourism, in the agenda. However, his delegation had 
reservations, which it would set out in greater detail 
at the appropriate time, with regard to the interim 
report on the discussions with the International Union 
of Official Travel Organizations (IUOTO) concerning 
relations between the United Nations and the future 
World Tourism Organisation (E/5240/ Add.1, item 
22). 
24. The PRESIDENT asked the representative of the 
USSR whether he wished his statements to be regarded 
as formal proposals to the Council. 
25. Mr. MAKEEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Repub
lics) said that his delegation had wished to express its 
views on the provisional agenda in order to draw the 
attention of members of the Council to the need to 
lighten its workload so that it could devote itself to the 
questions of importance and take advantage of the 
recent establishment of bodies such as the Committee 
on Natural Resources and the Committee on Science 
and Technology for Development. His remarks had not 
been intended in any way as formal proposals but 
rather as suggestions designed to show how the Council 
could be enabled to concentrate on the most urgent 
questions. 
26. The PRESIDENT said that, if there were no fur
ther comments, he would take it that items 6 and 22 
of document E/5240 would be retained on the agenda. 

It was so decided. 
27. The PRESIDENT said that, if he heard no objec
tion, he would take it that the Council approved the 
request by the Permanent Representative of Mada
gascar to the United Nations (see E/5279) for the 
inclusion in the agenda of the fifty-fourth session of the 
Economic and Social Council of an additional item en
titled "Measures to be taken following the floods in 
Tunisia". 

It was so decided. 

28. The PRESIDENT suggested that the Council 
should send a cable to the President of Tunisia, ex
pressing its sympathy and informing him at the same 
time of the decision it had taken. 

It was so decided. 

29. Mr. KITCHEN (United States of America) said 
that he had some remarks to make with regard to the 
provisional agenda as a whole. Firstly, his delegation 
was fully aware of the difficulties encountered by the 
officers of the Council in drawing up the agenda. The 
Council had no way out of the present situation. It 
could no longer defer the consideration of certain items, 
even if it wished, since that would merely complicate 
its work at the fifty-fifth session. Furthermore, a rapid 
glance at the 59 documents which the Council was ex
pected to consider during the current session showed 
that 42 of ·them had been distributed to members of 
the Council less than six weeks before the opening of 
the session; consequently, in accordance with rule 14, 
paragraph 4, of the rules of procedure, the questions 
covered by those documents should not be included in 
the agenda. It would none the less be unreasonable to 
defer consideration of those questions because of the 
confusion to which that would give rise. He recognized 
that it would be useful to entrust the study of certain 
items <to committees of the Council, but he emphasized 
the difficulty such a procedure would entail for those 
members of the Council who could not follow the de
bates of all the committees. 
30. In conclusion, his delegation hoped that a serious 
study would be made during the current session of the 
situation in which the Council now found itself and 
that an effort would be made to find a solution. 
31. The PRESIDENT observed that the Council had 
approved all the items on the provisional agenda (E/ 
5240) except for item 19 and had also approved the 
supplementary item relating to measures to be taken 
following the floods in Tunisia. If there was no objec
tion, he would take it that the council adopted the 
provisional agenda, as amended, in its entirety. 

The provisional agenda, as amended, was adopted. 
32. The PRESIDENT drew the attention of the mem
bers of the Council to document E/5274, in which he 
transmitted to the Secretary-General the text of a letter 
from the President of the Security Council concerning 
Security Council resolution 329 ( 1973) of 10 March 
1973, requesting the Economic and Social Council to 
consider periodically the question of economic assist
ance to Zambia. He also drew the Council's attention 
to docu~ent E/527_4/ Add.1, in which the Secretary
General informed h1m that should the Economic and 
Social Council decide to consider the ques·tion of eco
nomic assistance to Zambia at its fifty-fourth session, 
the Secretariat would be in a position to provide it with 
a report which might facilitate its consideration of that 
matter. He invited comments from the members of 
the Council. 
33. Mr. RABETAFIKA (Madagascar) drew the at
tention of the members of the Council to Security 
Council resolution 329 (1973), particularly paragraph 
6, in which the Economic and Social Council was re
quested to consider periodically the question of eco
nomic assistance to Zambia. 
34. He also reca~led that the Secretary-General, in his 
letter of 13 Apnl (E/5274/Add.l), had noted that 
the Secretariat would be in a position to provide the 
Economic and Social Council with a report to facili
tate its work in the matter. Accordingly, pursuant to 
rule 17 of the rules of procedure, he requested that the 
question of economic assistance to Zambia should be 
included in the Council's agenda. 

35. Mr. BREITENSTEIN (Finland) supported the 
proposal of the representative of Madagascar. Most 
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Governments bad welcomed the request addressed to 
the Economic and Social Council by the Security Coun
cil in its resolution 329 (1973). Zambia needed assist
ance urgently and had herself taken determined steps 
to overcome the difficulties created by the decision to 
abandon traditional transport routes. The Secretariat 
bad already •taken steps to facilitate the Council's work. 
Furthermore, a number of Member States, among them 
Finland, had already indicated their readiness to assist 
the Government of Zambia. Against this background 
it was essential that the Council should consider the 
question at its fifty-fourth session. 
36. Mr. HAMID (Sudan) said that in the light of the 
repercussions in Zambia of the conditions of oppres
sion 'and colonialism existing in Zimbabwe, it was high 
time for the Economic and Social Council to see to it 
that Zambia received assistance in solving its economic 
problems. 
37. Mr. FASLA (Algeria) asked that the question of 
assistance to Zambia should be included in the Coun
cil's agenda, in view of the situation of that country, 
which was the victim of aggression directed against it 
by its racist neighbours. 
38. Mr. TOURE (Guinea), recalling that his country 
was one of those which had brought the problem be
fore the Security Council, supported the proposal of 
the representative of Madagascar. The role of the 
United Nations in the provision of political and eco
nomic assistance to Member States should receive the 
full attention of the Economic and Social Council, par
ticularly since Zambia was a land-locked country. 
39. Mr. HOSNY (EQvot) supported the proposal of 
the representative of Madagascar. 
40. Mr. NDUNG'U (Kenya) also supoorted the re
quest to include the question in the agenda as a matter 
of priority. 
41. Mr. JAIN (India), recalling that his delegation 
had been a sponsor of the Security Council resolntion 
requesting the provision of economic assistance to Zam
bia. fully supported the proposal of the representative 
of Madagascar and hoped that the Council would be 
able to devote the necessary time to the question at 
the very be!!inning of its work. 
42. Mr. WANG Jun-sheng (China) fully suoported 
the request of the representative of Madagascar. The 
question of assistance for Zambia under Securitv Coun
cil resolution 3 29 (1973) should be given priority. 
43. Mr. MOLl (Uganda) associated himself with the 
delegations ·that had sooken earlier; he also believed 
that the question deserved special priority. 
44. The PRESIDENT said that if there was no ob
jection, he would take it that the delegations were 
unanimous in support of including in the Council's 
agenda an additional item entitled "Imnlementation of 
Security Council resolution 3 29 (1973) concerning 
the question of economic assistance to Zambia". 

Tt was so decided. 
45. The PRESIDENT suggested that the question 
should be referred to the Economic Committee. The 
ndoritv to be !!iven that question would be decided unon 
in the light of the wishes of the Council members, subject 
to the submission! of the report by the Secretariat. 
46. Mr. OCHIRBAL (Mongolia) prooosed, pursuant 
to rule 17 of the rules of procedure, that an item en
titled "Admission of the Peonle's Republic of Bangla
desh to membership in the Economic Commission for 
Asia and the Far East" should be included in the 

agenda. In that -connexion, he drew the attention of 
the members of the Council to document E/5280, con
taining a message addressed to the President of the 
Economic and Social Council by the Minister for 
Foreign Affairs of the People's Republic of Bangladesh 
in which the Minister expressed his country's interest 
in the matter. Mongolia, which maintained friendly 
relations with Bangladesh, had always supported the 
latter's legitimate aspirations to participate in the work 
of the various organs of the United Nations. The Peo
ple's Republic of Bangladesh was a sovereign State 
and a full member of the international community; in 
its foreign policy, it bad joined the non-aligned 
countries and maintained, or was trying to establish, 
friendly relations with all States and was already a 
member of some specialized agencies. There was there
fore no political or legal obstacle to the entry of Bang,. 
ladesh into the Economic Commission for Asia and the 
Far East (ECAFE). He read out a draft resolution on 
the question. 
47. Mr. CZARKOWSKI (Poland) fully associated 
himself with the proposal of the representative of Mon
golia, The well-established policy of Poland had always 
been to support the principle of universality of mem
bership ·in the United Nations; it fully recognized that 
BanQ!ladesh had the right and need to become a member 
of ECAFE in order to make its contribution to it ,and 
derive the corresponding advantages from it; moreover, 
ECAFE was currently in session and was considering 
a question of fundamental importance to Bangladesh, 
namelv, a programme of concerted action for the re
construction of the countries of Asia and the Far East. 
It was therefore important to take a decision quickly. 
48. Mr. ROUGE (France) said that it was desirable 
for Ba;ngladesh to be a member of ECAFE, in the 
interest of the peoples of Bengal and all the countries 
of that region that were concerned with economic co
operation. 
49. Mr. YOGASUNDRAM (Sri Lanka) reca11ed that 
his country had always favoured the entry of Bangla
desh into the various organs of the United Nations and 
was convinced that Bangladesh would fulfil its obliga
tions and make a valuable contribution to the work of 
ECAFE. 
50. Mr. OGISO (Japan) supported the inclusion of 
the question proposed by Mongolia in the agenda and 
asked that the item shonld be considered as a matter 
of urgency, since ECAFE was currently in session. 
51. Mr. RABETAFIKA (Madagascar) said that, in 
the light of the arguments cited and the letter addressed 
to the President of the Economic and Social Council 
by the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Bangladesh, he 
supported the inclusion of that item in the agenda.· 
52. Mr. WANG Jun-sheng (China) said that his del
egation was opposed, under present circumstances, to 
including in the agenda the question of the request 
from Bangladesh, for admission to the Economic Com
mission for Asia and the Far East. 
53. His delegation believed that the United Nations 
and the bodies related to it should not admit Bangla
desh as a Member State until it had scrupulouslv im
plemented the relevant resolutions of the Security Coun
cil and the General Assembly of the United Nations 
and until there had been :a reasonable settlement of the 
problems existing between India and Pakistan and be
tween Pakistan and Bangladesh. 
54. That position did not mean that China was funda
mentally opposed to membership of Bangladesh in the 
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United Nations and its subsidiary bodies. The Chinese 
people had feelings of frien~ship for th~ people of East 
Bengal. China's present attitude w_as _dictated by a de
sire to defend the purposes and pnnciples of the Char
ter of the United Nations, promoting a rapprochement 
between the parties concerned and contributing t? the 
relaxation of tension in the South Asian subcontment. 
That position was consistent with the fundamental in-
terests of the peoples of the region. . 
55. He asked that his statement in its entirety should 
be included in the summary record. 
56. Mr. VERCELES (Philippines) supported the 
proposal of the representative of_ Mongolia .. Bangladesh 
needed both bilateral and multilateral assistance, and 
for humanitarian reasons the Philippines would support 
the admission of Bangladesh to ECAFE. 
57. Mr. POERWANTO (Indonesia) associated him
self with the request for the inclusion of the item. 
58. Mr. SCOTT (New Zealand) said that his delega
tion had taken note of the request from Bangladesh for 
admission (E/5280), which was con~istent with the 
rules of procedure of the Council: an~ It supported the 
inclusion of that important questiOn m the agenda. A 
debate on the substance of the question should be 
avoided at the present stage of the Council's work. 
59. Mr. MAKEEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Repub
lics) supported the proposal for including in the agenda 
the question of the admission of Bangladesh to ECAFE. 
The struggle of ,the people of Banglac;Iesh for freedom 
and independence and the reconst~ction of that coun
try had been supported by the entire worl~; the Peo
ple's Republic of Bangladesh had been officially recog
nized by more than 100 States and was a member of 
several international organizations. Like other peace
loving States, Bangladesh favoured t?e reali~ation of 
the purposes and objectives of the Umted Natwns, and 
its participation in ECAFE would be very ?e!pful to 
the Commission's activities. Since the CommissiOn was 
currently in session, he associated himself ~ith those 
representatives who had asked that the questiOn should 
be considered as a matter of urgency. 
60. Mr. AKRAM (Pakistan), recalling that his coun
try was not a membe: of the E~onomic . and Social 
Council but of a sesswnal committee, satd that the 
Government of Pakistan was not opposed to the ad
mission of Bangladesh to the various organs and bodies 
of the United Nations. However, the admission of Bang
ladesh should be governed by the principles of the 
Charter of the United Nations and the legal obligations 
imposed on Bangladesh under the Charter and by reso
lutions of the Security Council and the General Assem
bly. The Economic and Social Council could not disre
gard those principles and the obligations they entailed. 
The Government of Bangladesh had not yet fulfilled 
those obligations and, as long as that sit?at~on co~
tinued, in particular with regard to hu~amta!Ian obli
gations, his delegation would oppose the mcluswn of the 
question of the admission of Bangladesh to the organs of 
the United Nations. He requested that his statement 
should be reported fully in the summary record. 
61. Mr. TOURE (Guinea) said that the Security 
Council had considered the question of Bangladesh and 
that all members of the Economic and Social Council 
were aware of the fate of the resolution submitted on 
the matter. That was why his delegation had re~erva
tions concerning the proposal of the representative of 
Mongolia; it would vote accordingly on the draft reso
lution. 

62. Mr. TRAORE (Mali) said that the. positio~ of 
his country on the universality of the Umted NatiOns 
was well known. However, that universality should be 
seen as a function of certain principles, especially those 
of equality and justice. The Unite? N atio?s had already 
adopted humanitarian measures m _the mterest of the 
peoples with which the draft resolutiOn read out by the 
representative of Mongolia was concerned. Neverthe
less the Council should not revert to procedures fol
low~d in the past, namely, the admission ~f certain 
States to the United Nations or to certain of Its organs 
merely because they asked .t<? be admitted. _The result 
of such action was to divide peoples still further, 
rather than to unite them. The problem should be 
viewed as a whole rather than solely in terms of the 
possibility of admi~sion to certain regiona~ organs. It 
would be better if Bangladesh were admitted to the 
United Nations and to its principal organs in accordance 
with the normal procedures, that is, the proc~dures es
tablished in the Charter. For those reasons his delega
tion had reservations on the Mongolian proposal. 
63. Mr. MACKENZIE (United Kingdom) and Mr. 
SINGH (Malaysia) said that, for the reasons adduced 
by previous speakers, t~e:y supported the proposal that 
the question of the admissiOn of Bangladesh to the Eco
nomic Commission for Asia and the Far East should 
be included in the Council's agenda. 
64. Mr. OLIVERI L6PEZ (Argentina) said t~at ~n 
accordance with the position adopted by Argentma m 
other United Nations organs his delegation wished to 
associate itself with the proposal of the representative 
of Mongolia. He emphasized in particul:=tr that th~ ~d
mission of Bangladesh to the Economic c_ommiSSI~:m 
for Asia and the Far East would be consistent With 
the principle of universality and that it would ma~e the 
economic development of that country much easter. 
65. Mr. SZARKA (Hungary) and Mr. GETMANETS 
(Ukrainian Soviet Social~st Republic) _al~o expressed 
the opinion that the questiOn of the admission of Bang
ladesh to the Economic Commission for Asia and the 
Far East should be included in the agenda of the Coun
cil since it was an important and urgent matter. They 
e~phasized the valuable contribution which Bangla
desh would be able to make to the work of ECAFE. 
66. Mr. JAIN (India) said that he supported unre
servedly the proposal of the representative of Mon
golia because of the important part which Bangladesh 
would be able to play in the econ~m~ic development of 
the region and because the admissiOn of Bangladesh 
would be consistent with the aims of ECAFE, namely, 
to strengthen economic co-operation among all the 
countries of the region. 
67. Mr. CABRIC (Yugoslavia) stated that the posi
tion of the Yugoslav Government towards the admis
sion of Bangladesh to the United Nations and its organ.s 
was very well known to all members of the Council 
and Members of the Organization, and consequently he 
supported the proposal to include in the agenda the 
question of the admission of Bangladesh to ECAFE. 
68. The PRESIDENT said that if there was no objeO.. 
tion he would take it that the Council decided to in
clude in its agenda, as an additional item, '~Q~estion 
of the admission of Bangladesh to membership m the 
Economic Commission for Asia and the Far East", 
due account being taken of all the reservations which 
had been expressed. 

It was so decided. 
The meeting rose at 1.25 p.m. 
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1852nd meeting 
Tuesday, 17 Aprill973, at 3.55 p.m. 

President: Mr. Sergio A. FRAzAO (Brazil). 

OrganizatiQn of work (E/5240/Rev.l, E/L.l543) 

1. The PRESIDENT suggested that item 27 (Meas
ures to be taken following the floods in Tunisia) should 
be allocated to the Co~ordination Committee for con
sideration as its first item and that item 28 (Imple
mentation of Security Council resolution 329 (1973) 
concerning the question of economic assistance to ZaqJ.
bia) should be allocated to the Economic Committee 
for consideration during the fourth week or, if possible, 
the latter part of the ,third week of the session. · 

It was so decided. 

2. Mr. HACHANI (Tunisia) said that his delegation 
was very appreciative of the Council's decisions to 
adopt the item concerning measures to be taken fol
lowing the floods in Tunisia and· to send a cable of 
sympathy to the President of Tunisia. Such action bore 
witness to a great spirit of solidarity. In addition, he 
wished to express his gratitude to the delegation of 
Madagascar for its initiative (see 1851st meeting, para. 
27) in calling for the. inclusion of the item on the 
Council's agenda (E/5240/Rev.l). 

3. Mr. MAKEEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Repub
lics) S'aid he fully realized that the suggested allocation 
and order of consideration of items outlined in the note 
by the President (E/L.l543) were the outcome of 
considerable thought and discussion by the officers of 
the Council. However, at its 53rd session the Council 
had in fact decided to postpone consideration of the 
item entitled "Permanent sovereignty over natural re
sources of developing countries" and to deal with it as · 
a matter of priority at the present session (agenda item 
2). Paragraph 6 of document E/L.1543 contained a 
suggestion that it should be considered concurrently 
with item 5 (Natural resources) during the third week. 
He feared that the item on permanent sovereignty over 
natural resources would to some extent be lost among 
the problems relating to natural resources. Conse
quently, he felt that the two items should be considered 
separately and that item 2 should be dealt with by the 
Economic Committee at the beginning of the session. 

4. Mr. VERCELES (Philippines) endorsed that view. 
If the two items were considered shriultaneously, it 
would not be possible to do justice to either of them. 

5. Mr. SCOTT (New Zealand) said that the officers 
of the Council had suggested . simultaneous considera
tion of the two items because they were in some sense 
interrelated. The reason for suggesting that they should 
be dealt with in the third week was simply that . the 
report of the Committee on· Natural Resources would 
not be available in time for the items to be considered 
in depth- earlier in the session. In his view, nothing 
would be lost if the debate was deferred until the 
third week. 

6. Mr. DE AZEVEDO BRITO (Brazil) recalled that 
one of the main items on the agenda of the most re
cent session of the Committee on Natural Resources 
had been precisely that of permanent sovereignty over 
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natural resources. Accordingly, the best course wo~ld 
be to await the appearance of the report of the Com
mittee on Natural Resources and consider items 2 and 
5 together. 
7. Mr. JAIN (India) agreed that the topics should be 
discussed when all the documents were available. Since 
it was a member of the Group of 77 and therefore in
terested in both items, his delegation felt, however, 
that the debate would be more fruitful if they were 
dealt with separately. 
8. Mr. NDUNG'U (Kenya) shared the view of the 
representative of India. Item 5, on natu,ral resources, 
dealt with technical issues such as the establishment 
of a revolving fund, while item 2, on the question of 
permanent sovereignty, ·concerned matters of principle. 
9. Mr. GETMANETS (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Re
public) endorsed the remarks of the represenative of 
Kenya. His country had been among the first to raise 
the question of permanent sovereignty over natural 
resources of developing countries, and it continued to 
attach importance to the matter, feeling that an appro
priate decision by the international community would 
have a great impact on the development of those coun-_ 
tries. In his view, the two items should be considered 
separately and the Economic Committee should· pro-
ceed to discuss item 2 first. · · 
10. Mr. OLIVERI L6PEZ (Argentina) considered 
that it would be useful to bear in mind the Brazilian 
representative's comment that the item concerning per
manent sovereignty over natural resources had also 
been considered by the Committee on Natural Re
sources at its session in New Delhi. Accordingly, he felt 
that the timing should be as suggested in document E/ 
L.1543 but that the two items should be dealt with 
separately, as· advocated by the representatives of India 
and Kenya._ · · 
11. Replying to a question by Mr. NDUNG'U 
(Kenya), the PRESIDENT said that the priority to be 
attached to consideration of the item concerning the 
question of economic assistance to Zambia, which 
would depend to some extent on ·when the report of 
the Secretary-General was issued, would be decided 
by the Economic Committee in the light of the Coun
cil's expressed view. Meanwhile, the Economic Com
mittee might commence its deliberations with item 2 
in the first week and defer item 6 (Fiscal and financial 
matters) until the third week, after discussion of item 5. 
12. Mr.· MOLINA-DUARTE (Venezuela) pointed 
out that his delegation and those of other developing 
countries had prepared a draft resolution on permanent 
sovereignty over natural resources of ·developing coun
tries. The sponsors of the draft resolution would need 
time to bring it up to date in the Hght of the latest 
developments in the General· Assembly, the Economic 
and Social Council and the Committee on Natural Re
sources. However, if the general debate on the item 
took place first, he could accept the President's sugges
tion to consider the item on permanent sovereignty 
first in the Economic Committee. 
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13. The PRESIDENT said that he had suggested that 
permanent sovereignty over natural resources should 
be discussed first because it was a priority item. If 
there was no objection, he would consider that the 
Council had decided that the Economic Committee 
should consider item 2 first, but with sufficient flexi
bility to take into account the observation made by the 
representative of Venezuela. 

14. Mr. VERCELES (Philippines) proposed that the 
Economic Committee should consider item 3 (Special 
measures in favour of the least developed among the 
developing countries) and item 4 (Special measures 
related to the particular needs of the ~and-locked de
veloping countries) first and then go on to consider 
item 2 towards the end of the first week and possibly 
into the beginning of the second week. Such an arrange
ment would meet the requirements of the reprsenta
tive of Venezuela and would not disrupt the work of 
. delegations. 

15. Mr. ROUGE (France) said that, in the interests 
of brevity, his delegation would align itself with the 

·majority view. However, he felt that, for the purpose 
of efficiency, the suggestion of the officers of the Coun
cil was entirely satisfactory. 

16. The PRESIDENT said that, if he heard no objec
tion, he would take it that the Council approved the 
Philippine proposal that the Economic Committee 
should consider items 3 and 4, fo1lowed by item 2, 
during the first week of the session, possibly continuing 
·consideration of item 2 at the beginning of the second 
week. 

It was so decided. 

17. The PRESIDENT said that, if he heard no objec
tion, he would consider that the Council approved the 
suggested allocation of items and order of considera
tion of items outHned in document E/L.1543, as well 
as his oral proposal concerning items 27 and 28 (see 
paragraph 1, above), with the modification that item 2 
would be considered by the Ec<:momic Committee in 
the first week and item 6 deferred until the third week. 

It was so decided. 
18. The PRESIDENT, speaking on behalf of the 
Council. expressed appreciation for the work carried 
out by Mr. Rafeeuddin Ahmed during his three years 
as Secretary of the Council. He wished him well in his 
new post as Director of the Resources and Programme 
Planning Office and welcomed the new Secretary, Mr. 

· Diego Cordovez, to his post. 

AGENDA ITEM 29 

Question of the admission of Bangladesh to mem
bership in the Economic Commission for Asia 
and the Far East (E/L.I547) 

19. Mr. SCOTT (New Zealand) proposed that the 
Council should waive rule 56 of the rules of procedure 
and consider the draft resolution on the admission of 
Bangladesh to ·the Economic Committee for Asia and 
the· Far East (ECAFE) submitted by Mongolia (E/ 
L.1547). ·Many delegations had spoken in favour of 
the draft resolution at the previous meeting and had 

·pointed out the urgent need for a decision by the Coun
cil. The ECAFE conference at Tokyo would end on 
23 April. If the representatives of Bangladesh were to 
attend that. conference, the Council must take a de
cision immediately. 

20. The PRESIDENT said that, if he heard no objec
tion, the Council would proceed to consider draft reso
lution E/L.1547. 

It was so decided. 
21. Mr. FACK (Netherlands) said that, like many 
speakers at the previous meeting, his delegation wel
comed draft resolution E/L.1547. The Netherlands had 
been deeply concerned over the sufferings of 'the people 
of Bangladesh since 1971, and his delegation had made 
considerable efforts during the twenty-sixth General 
Assembly to relieve the situation in the area. The Gov
ernment of the Netherlands had recognized Bangladesh 
early, and it maintained diplomatic relations and other 
friendly ties with that country. The Netherlands was 
involved in providing bilateral and multilateral aid for 
reconstruction, rehabilitation and development in Bang
ladesh. He was confident that Bangladesh could con
tribute to the work of ECAFE and that the activities 
of ECAFE would benefit the people and Government 
of Bangladesh. He therefore supported draft resolution 
E/L.1547. 
22. Mr. BREITENSTEIN (Finland) said that, in his 
Government's view, co-operation within the framework 
of the regional economic commissions could be mean
ingful only if all countries could participate in and_ 
benefit from such co-operation. He would support draft 
resolution E/L.1547, because his delegation believed 
that the principle of universality should be applied in 
the regional economic commissions. He had been au
thorized to state that his delegation's views were shared 
by all the Nordic delegations. 
23. Mr. WANG Jun-sheng (China) said that his dele
gation had clearly stated its position on the admission 
of Bangladesh to ECAFE at the previous meeting and 
would maintain that position. · 
24. Mr. AKRAM (Pakistan) said that his delegation 
reiterated its objections and reservations concerning 
draft resolution E/L.1547. Those objections and res
ervations should be reflected in the Council's report 
and should accompany the draft resolution if it was 
adopted. 
25. Mr. AMINA (Niger) said that, in the absence of 
instructions from his Government, he would have to 
reserve his position on the draft resolution under con-
sideration. · 
26. Mr. FASLA (Algeria) said that, while his dele,. 
gation supported the principle of universality in the 
United Nations, . that principle must be qualified by 
other fundamental principles embodied in the Charter 
and other relevant United Nations instruments. His del
egation would therefore abstain in the vote on draft 
resolution E/L.1547. 
27. Mr. TOUR:E (Guinea) said· that, in view of his 
delegation's reservations on the matter, it would ab
stain in the· vote on draft resolution E/L.1547 and 
would Hke its reservations to be reflected ·in the report. 
28. The PRESIDENT suggested that a vote on the 

·draft resolution would not be necessary and that the 
·Council could adopt the draft resolution with the res-
. ervations expressed. . . . 

29. Mr. HAMID (Sudan) pointed out that some del
egations had not expressed their reservations, so that a 
vote on the draft resolution would be needed. He sug
gested that the vote should be postponed until delega
tions had had time to contact their Governments on the 
matter. 
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30. The PRESIDENT said that the vote must be 
taken by the plenary Council; hence if the Council 
was to vote, it must do so now. 
31. Mr. WANG Jun-sheng (China) said that his 
delegation would vote against draft resolution E/ 
L.1547. 
32. Mr. PACK (Netherlands) proposed that a vote 
should be taken in order to avoid further confusion on 
the matter. He would vote for the 'draft resolution. 

Draft resolution E/L.I547 was adopted by 21 votes 
to I, with 5 abstentions. 1 

33. The PRESIDENT said that the Permanent 
Observer of Bangladesh had expressed the wish to 
address the Council. If he heard no objection, he 
would give him the floor. 

At the invitation of the President, Mr. S. A. Karim~ 
Permanent Observer of Bangladesh to the United Na
tions, took a place at the Council table. 
34. Mr. KARIM (Permanent Observer of Bangla
desh) expressed his Government's gratitude for the 
decision just adopted to admit Bangladesh to member
ship in ECAFE. It would enable his country to take 

1 Council resolution 1735 (LIV). 

part in the ECAFE conference currently in session at 
Tokyo. 

35. In its Declaration of Independence, dated 10 
April 1971, the Government of the People's Republic 
of Bangladesh had stated that it would undertake, 
observe and give effect to all duties and obligations 
that devolved upon it as a member of the family of 
nations and would abide by the Charter of the United 
Nations. Since its liberation, Bangladesh had been 
admitted to many international organizations, including 
the World Health Organization, the International 
Labour Organisation, the International Bank for Re
construction and Development, the International Mone
tary Fund, the International Civil Aviation Organiza
tion, the Universal Postal Union and the International 
Telecommunication Union. The admission of Bangla
desh to membership in ECAFE was an additional 
mark of confidence on the part of the international 
community. Bangladesh would play its part in ful
filling conscientiously the obligations arising out of 
membership in ECAFE, in accordance with the Charter 
of the United Nations and the terms of reference of 
ECAFE. 

The meeting rwe at 5 p.m. 

1853rd meeting 
Friday, 27 Aprill973, at 10.50 a.m. 

President: Mr. Sergio A. FRAzAO (Brazil). 

Address by the Minister of Trade and Industry and 
Associate Minister for Foreign Affairs of New 
Zealand 

1. The PRESIDENT welcomed Mr. Walding, Min
ister of Trade and Industry and Associate Minister for 
Foreign Affairs of New Zealand, and gave him the 
floor. 

2. Mr. WALDING (Minister of Trade and Industry 
and Associate Minister for Foreign Affairs of New 
Zealand) recalled that the creation of the Economic 
and Social Council had been largely due to the efforts 
of a few small countries, including New Zealand, 
which had been aware at the time when the Charter 
had been drawn up that international peace and secu
rity could not be guaranteed by a world body that was 
preoccupied with political issues alone. Since then, 
the United Nations had been trying to eliminate the 
causes of tension in the economic and social sector, 
particularly with regard to malnutrition, health, un
employment, education and the environment. However, 
despite all its efforts, those problems remained, and the 
United Nations must see to it that they were solved. 
Moreover, during the last decade of the twentieth 
century, economic and social disparities seemed likely 
to become the basic source of international tension, 
and even conflict. The United Nations should devote 
its attention increasingly to such questions in order to 
maintain international peace and security and promote 
social justice. The Economic and Social Council was an 
essential part of the United Nations system and should 
enjoy tre confidence and respect of the international 
community. 
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3. Throughout its term on the Economic and Social 
Council, which would terminate at the end of the year 
New Zealand had sought with others to find ways t~ 
revitalize the Council and restore it to its rightful place 
in the United Nations. New Zealand had supported 
the enlargement of the Council which allowed for a 
more equitable representation of the membership of 
the United Nations and had been among the first 
countries to ratify the amendment to Article 61 of the 
Charter. He urged those Governments which had not 
done so, particularly members of the Security Council, 
whose ratifications were essential if the wishes of the 
majority of the Members of the United Nations were to 
be respected, to complete their ratification procedures 
by the end of the year. 
4. As it might be some years before New Zealand 
served on the Council again, he explained briefly his 
Government's position with regard to world affairs 
as they related to the work of the Economic and Social 
Council. New Zealand had a new Government which 
was seeking to create a juster domestic society; at the 
same time, it took a more humane approach in inter
national affairs and placed more emphasis on the im
provement of economic and social conditions in other 
countries. New Zealand maintained friendly relations 
with many countries, particularly those in the South 
Pacific and in South East Asia, and was forging new 
links with countries on the western coast of Latin 
America. Although many of New Zealand's traditions 
derived from Western Europe, which must remain a 
major factor in its marketing arrangements for the 
foreseeable future, its geographical location and Poly
nesian heritage had given it a distinctive Pacific identity. 
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Thus New Zealand felt quite at home in the Economic 
Commission for Asia and the Far East and within the 
Asian or Pacific regional groupings of other United 
Nations agencies. As the European countries were be
coming more preoccupied with their common regional 
concerns and the industrial Powers were pursuing 
policies of greater solidarity, so New Zealand must 
also look more closely at the problems and aspirations 
of its region. 

5. In that context, he referred briefly to a problem 
of critical importance to the Pacific region and New 
Zealand, namely the atmospheric testing of nuclear 
weapons in defiance of General Assembly decisions 
and of repeated objections by the countries affected. 
It was inconceivable that such tests should be con
tinued when the dangerous consequences of environ
mental pollution were so widely recognized. Further
more, the countries of the Pacific region wished to 
develop peaceful relations among themselves, and the 
tests were particularly damaging to constructive ex
changes in economic, social and other fields. The Eco
nomic Committee of the Economic and Social Council 
would shortly be considering the question of the ec~
nomic and social consequences of disarmament and 1t 
would therefore be well aware of the fact that economic 
and social development was handicapped by a des
perate shortage of resources, while vast resources, both 
in money and expertise, were being spent on the pro
liferation of weapons of destruction. He therefore 
appealed to those members of the Council which were 
continuing nuclear testing programmes to cease them 
so as to remove as many health hazards as possible 
and to promote a better standard of living in peace 
and security. 

6. He then referred to some of the items on the 
Council's agenda and noted that the work of the Coun
cil covered many important and pressing problems of 
interest to the entire international community, such as 
collective economic security, multinational corpora
tions the world food situation, population, permanent 
sove;eignty over natural resources, human rights and 
tourism. 

7. His Government favoured the concept of forward 
development planning. In both international and na
tional development planning, the ultimate goal was the 
welfare of people, thus the problems of social devel
opment must not be overlooked. There was bound to 
be some conflict between short-term economic goals 
and social goals, but a reasonable balance must be 
struck between the achievement of temporary eco
nomic goals and the achievement of long-term objec
tives. Such a task involved political decisions which 
each sovereign Government must make. However, the 
international community must be concerned about the 
welfare of aU people and that was the special concern 
of the Economic and Social Council. Within the United 
Nations system, the Council's task should be to ensure 
a correct balance between economic and social develop
ment, while continuing to promote the concept of a 
unified approach to development planning, so that at 
every stage in the planning process both economic and 
social factors were taken fully into account. 

8. It was surprising that the question of collective 
economic security had not been discussed before in 
the United Nations, since one of the major tasks of 
the Organization was to promote a just world eco
nomic order and to ensure art equitable distribution of 

mankind's technological and material resources. He 
was glad that the item had been placed on the agenda 
and allocated to the Economic Committee, largely 
thanks to the efforts of the New Zealand Chairman 
of that Committee. Recent events had shown that the 
great Powers alone could not guarantee security and 
co-operation in economic and financial spheres. In
deed, they had proved that they could upset the fre
quently precarious balance of the world community. 
All Members of the Organization must therefore con
tribute to economic security and pressure must be 
brought to bear on the major Powers in an organized 
fashion, to make them pay more heed to their respon
sibilities under the Charter. His Government would 
work in the United Nations with all the other countries 
which wished to strengthen the role of the Organization 
as a protector of the interests of all States, large or 
small, and would endeavour to see that the major 
Powers did not work out their own solutions to the 
world's problems without taking into account the in
terests of other countries and the role of the United 
Nations. To enable New Zealand to work more closely 
and in a better atmosphere with other middle-sized 
and small countries in all the bodies of the United 
Nations, his Government would adopt more positive 
postures than in the past to promote economic secu
rity. The majority of the Members of the United Na
tions must work together; otherwise the great Powers 
would drift further towards bilateralism and the Atlan
tic countries would move towards an isolationist form 
of economic regionalism. 
9. The agenda items concerning natural resources, 
fiscal and financial matters, the impact of multinational 
corporations on the development process, and per
manent sovereignty over natural resources had certain 
features in common. His Government fully accepted 
the sovereign right of all States freely to dispose of 
their natural resources, without coercion from other 
States or foreign companies and financial institutions. 
Understandably those were sensitive questions, since 
the development of many countries bad been profoundly 
affected by the influence of colonialism. However, that 
problem was one of the past, and mankind might well 
be faced with urgent problems resulting from the popu
lation explosion and lack of resources in the near 
future. Moreover, the industrial economy gave rise to 
pollution problems, and the United Nations must take 
rapid action if future generations were not to inherit 
a global wasteland. His Government therefore looked 
forward to a clear recognition by the world community 
of the rights of all countries to exercise sovereignty 
over their natural resources and welcomed the efforts 
of the Uriited Nations to rationalize the exploitation of 
resources. His Government awaited with interest the 
report of the panel of experts on the effects of multi
national corporations and was willing to participate 
in a detailed examination of the role of private foreign 
capital in national economie_s. The latter subj~ct had 
given cause for concern to h1s Government which had 
recently introduced legislation to regulate foreign capi
tal investment. 
10. The world food problem was serious considering 
the rate at which food production must increase in 
order to satisfy global needs, and in that connexion, 
he wished to point out the outstanding work of the 
Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Na
tions (F AO). His Government was especially con
cerned that in an era of high achievements in tech
nology, the supply of enough food for millions of 
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human beings should depend on the hazards of a single 
year's weather. It agreed with the Director-General 
of FAO that that grim situation had arisen because 
the international community had not been prepared to 
accept the concept of a minimum safe level of basic 
food-stuffs. Attempts had often been made to provide 
sufficient world food reserves, but many such schemes 
had been abandoned owing to the concern that they 
would prove too complicated, too costly and too 
restrictive of national policies. The problems of mal
nutrition, and in particular protein deficiency, that 
seemed likely to confront the world shortly, were so 
massive that those inhibitions had to be overcome. 
His Government therefore welcomed the proposal out
lined by the Director-General for the co-ordination of 
national policies for stocks against food shortages. 
11. With regard to the issue of human rights, and 
in particular racial discrimination, he pointed out that 
New Zealand, which was a multiracial society, tolerated 
no form of discrimination and that his Government 
would continue to play its part in the world-wide cam
paign against racial discrimination. His delegation felt 
that the Economic and Social Council should become 
more responsive, in accordance with the provisions of 
the Charter, to current situations in which there was a 
gross violation of human rights. Indeed, thought could 
well be given to the possibility of convening emer
gency sessions, as appropriate, to consider those viola
tions. 
12. Finally, he wished to explain his Government's 
approach to the development assistance targets con
tained in the international Development Strategy for 
the Second United Nations Development Decade. It 
emphatically rejected the notion that in a world where 
a few were rich and most were poor there could be 
said to exist a natural economic balance, and it was 
well aware of the frustration felt by the developing 
countires which, despite sustained efforts, had not been 
able to correct that situation. 
13. Progress had been made, but achievements were 
often reversed by population growth rates exceeding 
that of economic production, unfavourable or widely 
fluctuating prices for basic commodities, inflation and 
rising import costs, and international monetary insta
bility. Furthermore, it was regrettable that among the 
developed nations the volume of resources transferred 
to developing countries had not kept pace with the 
growth of their own wealth. 
14. Before his Government had been elected it had 
accepted the target of 0.7 per cent of gross national 
product (GNP) for official development assistance by 
1975. One of its early actions on taking office was to 
decide to increase progressively the proportion of the 
GNP allocated to official development assistance. Ac
cordingly, aid appropriations would be raised from 0.28 
per cent of the previous year's GNP to approximately 
0.36 per cent in the current year, and New Zealand 
would attempt, within the following two financial years, 
to meet the target of 0.7 per cent. That meant that 
expenditure on official development assistance would 
amount to about $U.S. 75 million by the mid-point 
of the Decade compared to about $U.S. 25 million in 
1972. Obviously, 'a transfer of resources of that order 
would have repercussions on the country's administra
tive and financial resources and, while the target was 
accepted, its attainment would depend on the avail
ability of resources and GNP performance, finding 
suitable projects, and other priorities. 

15. His Government also planned to play its part in 
leading New Zealand to the goal of 1 per cent of the 
GNP for total resource transfers. To that end, it was 
currently seeking ways to encourage the private sector 
to participate in the international effort. 
16. New .Zealand's bilateral aid programme would be 
concentrated on the Asian and Pacific region, but the 
resources which it could offer were only a fraction of 
the amount necessary to raise the standards of living 
of hundreds of millions of people in the region. Gov
ernments and multilateral organizations should there
fore co-operate with New Zealand and other developed 
countries of the region in tackling that enormous task. 
The United Nations had rightly drawn the attention 
of all Governments to the problems faced by the very 
poorest countries and had drawn up a list of the least 
developed among them, for which a programme of 
special assistance was being worked out. New Zealand 
hoped that in a few years it would be possible to re
move many countries from that list. During that time, 
everything should be done to assist all who lived in 
poverty, whether or not they lived in the least devel
oped countries. The Government of New Zealand saw 
the international development effort in that spirit; the 
special measures for the least developed countries were 
only one way of helping the world's needy people. 
17. As evidence of its confidence in multilateral 
organizations, he cited the fact that New Zealand in
tended to increase the proportion of its appropriations 
for multilateral assistance from 20 per cent to over 
30 per cent, in 1974. Furthermore, it would make 
major increases in its contributions to the United Na
tions Development Programme (UNDP), the United 
Nations Children's Fund (UNICEF), the population 
programmes and the World Food Programme. He also 
pointed out that his country's contributions to UNDP 
during the first half of the Second United Nations De
velopment Decade would exceed the 15 per cent per 
annum increase necessary to achieve optimum delivery 
capacity. It looked forward to participating, for the 
first time, in the deliberations of the Governing Council 
of UNDP the following year. 
18. Finally, he wished to repeat that his Government 
accepted the philosophy of international co-operation 
and was prepared to do whatever was necessary in 
order to carry out the responsibilities which that im-' 
plied. 

AGENDA ITEM 27 

Measures to be taken following the floods in 
Tunisia 

REPORT OF THE Co-oRDINATION CoMMITTEE 
(E/5292 AND CoRR.1) 

19. The PRESIDENT drew attention to the draft 
resolution which the Co-ordination Committee recom
mended for adoption by the Council in paragraph 8 
of its report (E/ 5292 and Corr.l). He noted that the 
draft resolution had been unanimously adopted by the 
Co-ordination Committee and he hoped that the Coun
cil would do the same. 

The draft re.solution was adopted unanimously.1 

20. Mr. DRISS (Tunisia) said that he first wished to 
pay a tribute to the President for the capability and 
competence he had shown in carrying out his functions. 

1 Council resolution 1736 (LIV). 
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He was particularly grateful to him for having facil
itated the inclusion in the Council's agenda of the item 
on measures to be taken following the floods in Tunisia. 
He also wished to thank the representative of Mada
gascar, who had drawn up the draft resolution which 
had been before the Co~ordination Committee and 
which it had unanimously adopted, and all the mem
bers of the Council who had supported that draft. 
21. He pointed out that there had been 50,000 victims 
of the floods which had ravaged the north of Tunisia 
at the end of March, and more than 100 deaths. Fur
thermore, 15,000 homes and a large part of the in
frastructure had been destroyed and thousands of 
acres of cultivated land had been devastated; fortun-

ately, the tourist zones and their network of roads had 
not been affected by the rain. The damage was provi
sionally estimated at several million dollars, an enor
mous burden for a developing country. The Tunisian 
Government was compiling the necessary data on each 
damaged sector with a view to obtaining extemal aid. 
It was therefore deeply grateful for the assistance 
offered it by many countries. 
22. The PRESIDENT paid a tribute to Ambassador 
Driss, who had previously presided over the Council 
with unflagging devotion and efficiency, and recalled 
the important role he had played in the enlargement 
of the membership of the Council. 

The meeting rose at 11.40 a.m. 

1854th meeting 
Friday, 4_, May 1973, at ll a.m. 

President: Mr. Sergio A. FRAzAO (Brazil). 

Tribute to the memory of Mr. Mohammed Saleh 
Aulaqi, Minister for Foreign Affairs of Dem
ocratic Yemen, and other members of the diplo· 
malic corps of Democratic Yemen, and Mr. J. A. 
Bakker, representative of the Netherlands in t.he 
Social Committee 

1. The PRESIDENT, speaking on behalf of the Coun
cil, paid a tribute to the memory of Mr. Aulaqi, Min
ister for Foreign Affairs of Democratic Yemen, and 
other members of the diplomatic corps of that country 
who had perished with him in a tragic air crash, and 
that of Mr. Bakker, of the Ministry of Cultural Affairs 
of the Netherlands and a member of that country's 
delegation in the Social Committee, who had died 
suddenly in the Committee room on 2 May. 
2. Mr. RABETAFIKA (Madagascar), speaking as 
Vice-President of the Council and Chairman of the 
Social Committee, Mr. SCOTT (New Zealand), speak
ing as Vice-President of the Council and Chairman 
of the Economic Committee and Mr. BREITENSTEIN 
(Finland), speaking as Vice-Chairman of the Co-ordi
nation Committee, paid a tribute on behalf of their 

. respective Committees to the memory of Mr. Aulaqi 
and other members of the diplomatic corps of that 
country, and of Mr. Bakker of the Netherlands dele
gation, and asked the representatives of those countries 
to convey their condolences to their respective Gov
ernments and people and to the families of the deceased. 

On the proposal of the President, the members of the 
Council observed a minute of ~ilence in tribute to the 
memory of Mr. Mohammed Saleh Aulaqi, Minister 
for Foreign Affairs of Democratic Yemen, and other 
members of the diplomatic corps of that country, and 
of Mr. J. A. Bakker, of the Netherlands delegation. 

3. Mr. FACK (Netherlands), speaking on behalf of 
the Netherlands delegation and Mr. Bakker's family, 
thanked all who had expressed their sympathy. The 
Netherlands delegation had been deeply touched by 
the condolences received from many quarters; the 
Netherlands Mission would transmit all the expressions 
of sympathy and tributes to Mr. Bakker's memory to 
his bereaved relatives. 
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4. The Mission also wished to thank the security 
guards and medical service personnel who had paid 
such prompt and meticulous attention to the stricken 
representative. 
5. The PRESIDENT said that he would send tele
grams on behalf of the Council to the Governments of 
Democratic Yemen and the Netherlands expressing the 
Council's condolences and sympathy. 

AGENDA ITEM 2 

Permanent sovereignty over natural resources of 
developing countries 

REPORT OF THE EcoNOMIC COMMITTEE (E/5305) 

6. The PRESIDENT drew attention to the report of 
the Economic Committee on agenda item 2 (E/5305). 
Paragraph 9 of the report contained a draft resolution 
recommended for adoption by the Council. 
7. Mr. HEMANS (United Kingdom) said that he 
would vote against the draft resolution for the reasons 
that his delegation had stated in its explanation of vote 
on the draft resolution in the Economic Committee. 
The views which prompted that position were very 
strongly held by his delegation. 
8. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile), reaffirming his dele
gation's support for the principle of the permanent 
sovereignty of developing countries over their natural 
resources-which the Latin American community had 
recently reaffirmed as well-expressed the hope that the 
draft resolution would be adopted by a large majority. 

At the reque~t of the representative of Chile, a vote 
was taken by roll-call on the draft resolution ( E/ 
5305, para. 9 ). 

Hungary, having been drawn by lot by the President, 
was called upon to vote first. 

In favour: Hungary, Lebanon, Madagascar, Malay
sia, Mali, Mongolia, New Zealand, Niger, Poland, 
Trinidad ·and Tobago, Uganda, Union of Soviet So
cialist Republics, Zaire, Algeria, Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, 
China, Finland, Haiti. 
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Against: Japan, United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Northern Ireland. 

Abstaining: Netherlands, Spain, United States of 
America, France. 

The draft resolution was adopted by 20 votes to 2, 
with 4 abstentio1l8.1 

9. Mr. DUMAS (France) said that he had not voted 
against the resolution because France fully recognized 
the sovereign right of States freely to dispose of their 
natural resources. He had abstained because of certain 
ambiguities in the text. Paragraphs 2 and 3 could be 
interpreted in a manner which was unacceptable to his 
Government, as they negated certain principles of in- . 
ternational law to which it attached particular im
portance. Paragraph 2 was either a simple statement 
of the obvious or an implicit rejection of the subordi
nation of national regulations to international law. 
10. Paragraph 3 could be interpreted as extending 
the scope of the principle of non-intervention con
tained in the declaration on Principles of International 
Law concerning Friendly Relations and Co-operation 
among States in accordance with the Charter of the 
United Nations (General Assembly resolution 2625 
(XXV)) much too far. It appeared to prevent States 
from exercising their right to grant diplomatic protec
tion to their nationals abroad and from having re
course, in case of a dispute with other States, to any 
existing conventions for the settlement qf such disputes. 
The French courts were competent in matters relating 
to public policy to determine the juridical effect in 
France of measures taken by a foreign Government. 
Paragraph 3 suggested that such judgements might be 
construed as .being detrimental to the inalienable right 
of another State to exercise its full sovereignty or as 
coercion to obtain advantages of some other kind. 
The wording of paragraph 3 also suggested that eco
nomic policy measures which were perfectly admissible 
under international law might be considered to consti
tute a threat to international peace and security. For 
that reason, he would have voted against paragraph 
3 had a separate vote been taken on it. 
11. His delegation also had reservations regarding 
paragraph 1, which appeared to grant States the right 
to determine the extent of the territorial waters arid 
the corresponding area of the sea-bed over which they 
had sovereignty. To avoid the impression of legitim
izing every claim to sovereignty, some reference should 
have been made to international law ·and to the con
clusions which could be expected to emerge from the 
next Conference on the Law of the Sea. 
12. Lastly, with regard to paragraph 4, although his 
delegation had always supported regional co-operation 
among developing countries and had no objection to 
the establishment of producers' groups for the purpose 
of streamlining production, and improving research 
and marketing, it considered that the establishment of 
producers' cartels, even of developing countries, was 
not a measure which should be encouraged ipso facto. 
Producers and consumers should work together to fix 
stable and fair prices. 
13. Mr. LISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) 
said that he had voted in favour of the resolution. The 
Soviet Union had consistently supported the principle 
of the sovereignty of States over the natural resources 
within their boundaries, including the territorial waters, 

1 Council resolution 1737 (LIV). 

the continental shelf and subsoil thereof. The Council 
should not adopt any provision which would prejudge 
the action to be taken in connexion with sovereignty 
over the resources of the sea beyond the limits of their 
territorial waters, a subject which was now under con
sideration in another forum, in preparation for the 
Conference on the Law of the Sea. 
14. His delegation had voted in favour of the reso
lution on the understanding that it would be taken in 
the general context of certain General Assembly reso
lutions, particularly the relevant paragraphs of reso
lution 3016 (XXVII). It was on the basis of that 
understanding, and in accordance with contemporary 
international law, that it interpreted sovereign rights 
over natural resources of the sea-bed as extending to 
the resources of the continental shelf and the subsoil 
thereof. It interpreted the references to areas within 
national jurisdiction in paragraphs 1, 3 and 6 in the 
light of the 1958 Geneva Convention on the Conti
nental Shelf. His delegation considered that territorial 
waters should not extend beyond a distance of 12 miles. 
15. Mr. VALDES (Bolivia) said that his delegation 
had voted in favour of the resolution but maintained 
the reservations it had expressed in the Economic Com
mittee. The resolution should not prejudge the results 
of the forthcoming Conference on the Law of the Sea. 
16. Mr. MAHMASSANI (Lebanon) said that his 
delegation had voted in favour of the draft resolution 
on the understanding that it was endorsing a general 
principle and that the adoption of the resolution, par
ticularly paragraph 1 thereof, would in no way jeopar
dize the outcome of the Conference on the Law of the 
Sea. 
17. Mr. OGISO (Japan) said that his delegation had 
voted against the resolution. It strongly objected to the 
words "and in the superjacent waters" in paragraphs 1 
and 6, and to the words "in coastal waters" in para
graph 3; it could not agree that the jurisdiction of a 
State should cover natural resources in the superjacent 
waters beyond the territorial waters, an implication 
that would prejudice the deliberations of the Con
ference on the Law of the Sea. It should be left to 
that Conference to elaborate a regime harmonizing 
the numerous conflicting claims of States. 
18. Mr. CZARKOWSKI (Poland) said his delega
tion had voted in favour of the resolution, in keeping 
with its position on the principle of permanent sover
eignty over natural resources. Nevertheless, his dele
gation wished to place on record its reservations 
regarding the words "in superjacent waters" in para
graphs 1 and 6. 
19. Mr. ZAGORIN (United States of America) said 
that his delegation's abstention was based on the same 
reservations as it had expressed in the debate and in 
its explanation of vote in the Economic Committee. 
20. Mr. TEMBOURY (Spain) said that his delega
tion supported the concept of national sovereignty 
over natural resources. However, the reasons which 
had prompted rit to abstain in the Economic Committee 
were still relevant. 

AGENDA ITEM 9 

Economic and social consequences of disarmament 

REPORT OF THE ECONOMIC COMMITTEE (E/5307) 

21. The PRESIDENT drew attention to the report 
of the Economic Committee on agenda item 9 (E/ 
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5307). Paragraph 5 of the report contained a draft 
decision recommended for adoption by the Council. 
Since that decision had been adopted in the Committee 
without objection, if he heard none in the Council he 
would take it that it too wished to adopt the draft 
decision without objection. 

The draft decision was adopted without objection. 

AGENDA ITEM 15 

International co-operation between municipalities 

REPORT OF THE SOCIAL COMMITTEE (E/5290) 

22. The PRESIDENT drew the Council's attention 
to the report of the Social Committee on agenda item 
15 {E/5290). In paragraph 9 of the report the Com
mittee had recommended a draft resolution for adoption 
by the Council which had been adopted by the Com
mittee without objection. If he heard none in the 
Council, he would assume that it too wished to adopt 
the draft resolution without objection. 

The draft resolution was adopted without objection.2 

23. Mr. DUMAS (France) said that his delegation 
had endorsed the draft resolution since it favoured 
international co..:operation between municipalities in 
the form of town twinning. However, he regretted that 
the resolution did not include provisions for the im
plementation of international co-operation in that field. 

AGENDA ITEM 14 

Report of the Council Committee on Non
Governmental Organizations 

REPORT OF THE SOCIAL COMMITTEE (E/5300) 

24. The PRESIDENT drew attention to the report 
of the Social Committee on agenda item 14 (E/5300). 
Paragraph 13 of the report contained two draft reso
lutions and a draft decision recommended for adoption 
by the Council. 
25. He recalled that draft resolution I had been 
adopted by the Social Committee without objection. If 
he heard none in the Council, he would take it that it 
too wished to do so. 

Draft resolution I was adopted without objection.s 
26. Mr. FACK (Netherlands) said that his delega
tion would vote in favour of draft resolution II as an 
expression of support for the contributions of non
governmental organizations to the work of the United 
Nations. However, the reservations which had prompted 
it to abstain in the vote in the Social Committee re
mained valid. The inclusion of the words "and other 
non-governmental organizations" in paragraph 3 left 
the way open for co-operation between the Secretariat 
and any non-governmental organization, thereby side
stepping the objective criteria governing the granting 
of consultative status, and might lead to complications 
at the national level. His delegation also had reserva
tions regarding paragraph 4. 
27. Mr. DE AZEVEDO (Brazil) said that he would 
vote in favour of draft resolution II, although he 
shared the Netherlands representative's reservation re
garding paragraph 3. 
28. The PRESIDENT put draft resolution II to the 
vote. 

2 Council resolution 173 8 (LIV). 
3 Council resolution 1739 (LIV). 

Draft re-solution II was adopted by 24 votes to none, 
with 3 abstentions.4 
29. The PRESIDENT said that if there was ·no 
objection he would take it that the Council wished to 
adopt the draft decision in paragraph 13 of the report 
(E/5300). 

The draft decision was adopted without objection. 

AGENDA ITEM 23 

Assistance to southern Sudanese returnees and 
displaced persons 

REPORT OF THE Co-oRDINATION CoMMITTEE 
(E/5302) 

30. The PRESIDENT drew attention to the report 
of the Co-ordination Committee on agenda item 23 
(E/5302), paragraph 5 of which contained a draft 
resolution recommended for adoption by the Council. 
The draft resolution had been adopted without objec
tion by the Co-ordination Committee and if he heard 
none in the Council, he would take it that it wished to 
do likewise. 

The draft resolution was adopted without objection.5 

31. Mr. HAMID (Sudan), speaking at the invitation 
of the President, expressed the gratitude of the people 
and Government of Sudan to the United Nations, its 
specialized agencies and the international community 
for helping to obtain a peaceful settlement in the south 
of his country. The resolution which had just been 
adopted would give more impetus to the implementa
tion of Council resolutions 1655 (LII) and 1705 
(LUI). His delegation wished to thank the delegations 
which had sponsored the draft resolution in the Co
ordination Committee. 

AGENDA ITEM 22 

Second United Nations Conference on the Stan
dardization of Geographical Names 

REPORT OF THE CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE 
(E/5294) 

32. The PRESIDENT drew attention to the report 
·of the Co-ordination Committee on agenda item 22 
(E/5294), paragraph 7 of which contained a draft 
decision recommended for adoption by the Council. 
That decision had been adopted without objection by 
the Co-ordination Committee, and if he heard none 
in the Council, he would take it that it wished to do 
likewise. 

· The draft decision was adopted without objection. 

AGENDA ITEM 24 

Transport questions: 
(a) United Nations/IMCO Conference on Interna

tional Container Traffic; 
(b) Transport of dangerous goods 

REPORT OF THE Co-ORDINATION CoMMITTEE 
(E/5295) 

33. The PRESIDENT drew attention to the report 
of the Co-ordination Committee on agenda item 24 
(E/5295), paragraph 10 of which contained three 
draft resolutions recommended for adoption· by the 
Council. He also drew attention to paragraph 6 of the 
report, which set out the financial implications of draft 
resolution III. 

4 Council resolution 1740 (LIV). 
5 Council resolution 1741 (LIV). 
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34. He said that draft resolution I had been adopted · 36. Mr. LISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Repub-
~Y the Co-ordinat~on Committee without objection, and lies) requested that in paragraph 3 (e) the words "a 
.If he heard none m the Council, he would take it that takje" should be replaced by the word "i". As-it stood, 
it too wished to do so. · the text placed the Spanish, Russian and Chinese 

Draft resolution I was adopted without objection.e languages in an inferior position. 
35. The PRESIDENT said that draft resolution II 37. The PRESIDENT said that the Secretariat would 
had also been adopted by the Co-ordination Committee make the necessary correction to the text. 
without objection; he would take it. that the Council 38. If he heard no objections, he would take it that 
wished to follow suit. the Council wished to adopt draft resolution III. 

Draft resolution_ II was adopted without objection.7 Draft resolution III was adopted without abstention.s 

6 Council resolution 1742 (LIV). 
7 Council resolution 1743 (LIV). 

The meeting ro.se at 12.05 p.m. 
----

s Council resolution 1744 (LIV). 

1855th meeting 
Wednesday, 16 May l973,at 10.50 a.m. 

President: Mr. Sergio A. FRAZAO (Brazil). 

AGENDA ITEM 13 

. Capital punishment 

REPORT OF THE SOCIAL COMMITTEE (E/5298) 
1. The PRESIDENT drew attention to paragraph 17 
of the Social Committee's report (E/5298), which 
contained a draft resolution recommended for adoption 
by the Council. 
2. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) said that his delega
tion had abstained in the vote on the draft resolution 
in the Social Committee but now intended to vote for 
it. Although the .Jegal system in Chile did provide for 
capital punishment, the relevant legislation was more 
than 100 .years old and had not been applied in recent 
years. His delegation could support the draft resolu
tion, since it did not call for the abolition of capital 
punishment and it expressly stated that the main objec;. 
tive to be pursued was that of progressively restricting 
the number of offences for which capital punishment 
might be imposed with a view to the desirability of 
abolishing such punishment. His delegation particularly 
endorsed the expression of concern in paragraph 4 at 
the use of harsher methods of execution, a concern 
which was entirely in keeping with his country's respect 
for the dignity of human life .. 
3. The PRESIDENT said that a vote had been re
quested on the draft resolution. 

The draft resolution w~ adopted by 13 votes to 
none, with 12 abstentions.l 

AGENDA ITEM 17 

Social development: 
(a) Report of the Commission for Social Develop· 

ment; 
(b) Promotion of the co-operative movement dur· 

ing the Second United Nations Development 
Decade · · · · 

REPORT OF THE SOCIAL COMMITTEE (E/5328) 
4. The PRESIDENT noted that paragraph 24 of the 
Social Committee's Report (E/5328) contained seven 

1 Council resolution 17 45 (UV). 
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draft resolutions arid five draft decisions recommended 
for adoption by the Council. He then put draft resolu
tion I to the vote. 

Draft resolution I was adopted by 24 votes to none, 
with 1 abstention.2 
5. Mr. EVDOKEEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Re
publics) said that his delegation had voted for draft 
resolution I as a whole in the Social Committee for 
the reasons it had explained in that Committee. His 
delegation understood the reference to "obligations" 
in the eleventh preambUlar paragraph as meaning only 
obligations assumed by States pursuant to agreements 
concluded by them. No obligations could be imposed 
upon a State by virtue · of an agreement to which it 
was not a party. 
6. Mr. COUTO (Brazil) said that his delegation had 
abstained in the vote on draft resolution I in the Social 
Committee but had cast an affirmative vote on the 
present occasion as proof of its identification with the 
broad purposes of the draft resolution. His delegation 
had abstained initially because of imperfection~; in the 
draft resolution which could be attributed to the atempt 
to combine, in a single text, two different drafts con-
ceived from different points of view. · 
7. The causes of and the remedies for the problems 
raised in the draft resolution were not adequately 
identified, and the notion of "social development" was 
presented as if measures to improve social conditions 
could be envisaged in the· abstract, without regard. for 
the general framework of development policies. . 
8. The text was i.m,precise with respect- to the role of 
national and international efforts in the social develop
ment process. National efforts seemed to be ignored, 
and interriatiorial efforts were presented in formulations 
that were far too vague to have the required impact. 
Moreover, national and international efforts were not 

·related to each other in a mutually supportive manner. 
9. The specific wording of the text was also unsatis
factory, in particular the idea of a "working force" 
conceived of as being separate from the population as 
a whole. In theory, Brazil regarded its working force 
as being every man, woman and child in the popl,Ila-

2 Council resolution 1746 (LIV.). 
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tion. Because the resolution was biased in !its approach 
to social development, it had the effect of prejudging 
situations that should be viewed in the context of na
tional priorities and national decisions. 
10. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) said that his delega
tion had voted in favour of draft resolution I, although 
it shared to some extent the concern expressed by the 
representative of Brazil with regard to the unsatis
factory wording of certain ideas. It particularly en
dorsed the recommendation in paragraph 4 that appro
priate measures should be taken at all levels to ensure 
more active participation by the entire population, in
cluding the working force, in the production, prepara
tion and execution of economic and social development 
policies and programmes. He understood the expression 
"working force" to mean the majority of the population 
in most developing countries, which had marginal pro
ductive roles and were relatively disadvantaged com
pared with a favoured minority employed in the modem 
sector of the economy. The draft resolution rightly 
emphasized the need to involve the majority of the pop
ulation in social progress and development. 
11. The PRESIDENT invited the Council to vote on 
draft resolution II. 

Draft resolution II was adopted by 25 votes to none, 
with 1 abstention. s 
12. Mr. WANG Jun-sheng (China) said that his del
egation had abstained in the vote on draft resolution II 
because it needed to study further the implications of 
certain of its provisions. He stressed that circumstances 
differed in each country and that every country should 
decide its own approach to. social and economic devel
opment. 
13. The PRESIDENT noted that draft resolution III · 
had been unanimously adopted by the Social Commit
tee. If there was no objection, he would take it that the 
Council also wished to adopt it unanimously. 

Draft resolution Ill was adopted unanimously.4 

14. The PRESIDENT invited the Council to vote on 
draft resolution IV. 
. Draft resolution IV was adopted unanimously.5 

15. The PRESIDENT invited the Council to vote on 
draft resolution V. 

Draft resolution V was adopted by 19 votes to none, 
with 8 abstentions.6 
16. The PRESIDENT noted that draft resolution VI 
had been unanimously adopted by the Social Commit
tee. If there was no objection, he would take it that the 
Council also wished to adopt it unanimously. 

Draft resolution VI was adopted unanimously.7 

17. The PRESIDENT invited the Council to vote on 
draft resolution VII. 

Draft resolution VII was adopted by 22 votes to 
none, with 4 abstentions.s 

18. The PRESIDENT invited the Council to vote on 
draft decisions A, B, C, D and E, which had been 
adopted without objection by the Social Committee. 

Draft decisions A, B, C, D and E were adopted 
without objection. 

3 Council resolution 1747 (LIV). 
4 Council resolution 1748 (LIV). 
5 Council resolution 1749 (LIV). 
6 Council resolution 1750 (LIV) . 

. 7 Council r-esolution 1751 (LIV). 
s Council resolution 1752 (LIV). 

AGENDA ITEM 3 

Speciai measures in favour of the least developed 
among the developing countries 

REPORT OF THE. ECONOMIC COMMITTEE (E/5327) 

19. The PRESIDENT drew attention to pa:r:agraph 15 
of the report (E/ 5327), containing two draft resolu
tions which the Economic Committee had adopted by 
consensus and recommended for adoption by the 
Council. 

Draft resolutions I and II were adopted by consensus.9 

AGENDA ITEM 4 

Special measures related to the particular needs of 
the land-locked developing countries 

REPORT OF THE ECONOMIC COMMITTEE (E/5326) 

20. The PRESIDENT drew attention to paragraph 
13 of the Economic Committee's report (E/5326), 
containing a draft resolution recommended for adop
tion· by the Council, and invited the Council to vote 
on it. 

The draft resolution was adopted by 21 votes to 
none, with 6 abstentions.1o 
21. Mr. VOLOSHIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Re
publics). said that his delegation had voted in favour 
of the draft resolution on the understanding that, if a 
special fund were established to subsidize the additional 
transport costs of the land-locked developing countries, 
it would be financed exchisively from voluntary con
tributions. 
22. Mr. KARHILO (Finland) said that, although his 
delegation fully recognized the problems of the land
locked developing countries and the need to adopt 
special measures to assist them, it had abstained in the 
vote because of its well-known opposition to the pro
liferation of special funds within the United Nations 
system. In particular, his delegation did not approve 
of the wording of paragraph 1, which implied that the 
Economic and Social Council was endorsing the estab
lishment of a special fund to subsidize the additional 
transport costs of the land-locked developing countries. 
23. Mr. DUMAS (France) said that, despite its sym
pathy for the problems of the land-locked developing 
countries, his delegation had abstained in the vote 
because it felt that paragraph 1 prejudged the question 
of establishng a specal fund. The Council should not 
make any recommendation which might be interpreted 
as advocating the establishment of the fund without 
previously having made a careful study of the transport 
difficulties confronting the land-locked countries and 
having determined that a specal fund was, in fact, the 
best means of overcoming those difficulties. At the pres
ent stage it would be better to study the question of 
the transport problems of land-locked countries in the 
regional economic commissions, under whose auspices 
consultations could be held with a view to co-ordinating 
the policies of the land-locked countries and the neigh
bouring transit States. Such a dialogue would facilitate 
increased trade between land-locked and other States 
and stimulate co-operation between land-locked and 
transit States in joint projects of. mutual benefit. 
24. Mr. SCOTT (New Zealand) said that his delega
tion had voted in favour: of the draft resolution because 

9 Council resolutions 1753 (LIV) and 1754 (LIV). 
10 Council resolution 1755 (LIV). · 
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it supported further efforts to seek international solu
tions to the problems of countries which were particu
larly disadvantaged as a result of their geographical 
location. His delegation viewed the question of special 
measures in favour of the land-locked developing coun
tries in a wider context of special measur:es for coun
tries which suffered economic disadvantages because of 
their location, for example, developing island coUntries. 
His delegation's support for the draft resolution, how
ever, should not be interpreted as acceptance of an 
obligation to contribute to a special fund for the land
locked developing countries, if that should be the out
come of the study envisaged in the draft resolution. 
25. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) said that his delega
tion had voted for the draft resolution because it sup
ported the establishment of a fund to help the land
locked developing countries overcome their transport 
problems. He had noted with interest the point raised 
by the representative of France concerning the desir
ability of consultations between land-locked and transit 
countries and joint efforts to solve their mutual prob
lems. His country had had successful experience with 
such an approach and believed that that method could 
be of great value to Asian and African countries. 
26. Mr. ZAGORIN (United States of America) said 
that his delegation had voted in favour of the draft 
resolution as an indication of its concern for the prob
lems faced by the land-locked developing countries. 
Like others, however, his delegation had reservations 
as to the desirability of establishing yet another special 
fmid. His delegation had been able to support the draft 

 resolution because of the provision in paragraph 2 that 
the Secretary-General would bring forth in his study 
all possible alternatives that might result from his con
sultations. 

AGENDA ITEM 20 

Study on regional structures 

REPORT OF THE CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE 
(E/5338) 

27. The PRESIDENT drew attention to paragraph 10 
of the report of the Co-ordination Committee (E/ 
5338), containing two draft resolutions recommended 
for adoption by the Council. Since draft resolution I 
had been adopted by the Committee without a vote, he 
would take it, if there was no objection, that the Coun
cil also wished to adopt it without a vote. 

Draft resolution I was adopted without objection.U 
28. Mr. MAHMASSANI (Lebanon) said that his 
delegation had supported the draft resolution on the 
understanding that the study envisaged would not in 
·any way jeopardize the establishment of further re
gional economic commissions. 
29. The PRESIDENT invited the Council to consider 
draft resolution II, on which a vote had been taken in 
the Co-ordination Committee. 
30. Mr. PACK (Netherlands) said that his delegation 
had abstained in the vote on draft resolution II in the 
Committee because it was opposed to an amendment 
submitted by the Brazilian delegation inserting the 
phrase "and under the authority and supervision of the 
legislative bodies of the regional economic commissions 
concerned" in paragraph 1. While it fully understood 
the concern of the Brazilian. delegation that the author
ity and policy-making- role of the regional economic 

11 Council resolution 1756 (LIV). 

commissions should in no way be affected by intersec
retariat meetings designed to improve co-operation and 
co-ordination at the regional level, his delegation felt 
that the Brazilian amendment would create consider
able legal and practical difficulties for the Secretary
General in the organization of such meetings. Never
theless, his delegation would be prepared to accept the 
draft resolution by consensus, if that was the wish of 
the Council, particularly in view of the fact that para
graph 2 gave the Council an opportunity to review the 
effectiveness of intersecretariat meetings at a later stage. 
If, however, the draft resolution were to be put to a 
vote, his delegation would abstain. 
31. Mr. MACKENZIE (United Kingdom) said that 
his delegation had no difficulty with the substance of 
the draft resolution; however, he suggested that the 
word "legislative" in paragraph 1 should be replaced 
by "intergovernmental". 
32. Mr. MEDEIROS (Brazil) said that the amend
ment his delegation had proposed to paragraph 1, 
which had been accepted by the Committee, was essen
tial to preserve the authority and independence of the 
regional economic commissions. He had no objection, 
however, to the slight change suggested by the repre
sentative of the United Kingdom, if that was acceptable 
to the Council. 
33. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) felt that it might in
deed be appropriate to clarify the scope and spirit of 
the phrase that had been inserted in the draft resolu- . 
tion on the proposal of the Brazilian delegation. His 
own understanding was that intersecretariat co-ordina
tion between the various regional bodies responsible 
for development was indispensable and that such co
ordination should in no sense reduce or affect the 
authority of the intergovernmental bodies. to decide the 
programmes to be carried out by the respective agen
cies, and particularly by the regional economic com
missions~ Paragraph 1 of the draft resolution did not 
mean that a decision by the intergovernmental body 
concerned was required in order for the intersecretariat 
meetings to take place; otherwise, co-ordination among 
the executive secretaries of the regional economic com
missions would be almost impossible to achieve, since 
some commissions met only biennially. However, there 
should be a continuing flow of information from the 
executive secretaries to Governments, so that the latter 
could consider and orient the meetings -caUed for in 
paragraph 1 of the draft resolution under consideration. 
34. On the basis of that interpretation, his delegation 
would endorse the draft resolution, as amended in par
agraph 1 by the representative of the United Kingdom. 
35. · Mr. VOLOSHIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Re
publics) said that in both the Co-ordination Committee 
and in the Committee for Programme and Co-ordina
tion ( CPC), his delegation had been among those to 
express fears that intersecretariat meetings with the 
participation of representatives of the specialized agen
cies under the chairmanship of the executive secretaries 
of the regional economic commissions might to some 
extent encroach on the rights of the intergovernmental 
bodies. 

36. The Brazilian amendment, which had been 
adopted by the Co-ordination Committee, had in fact 
made it possible for his own delegation to support the 
draft resolution. Accordingly, it would support the 
present text, which the representative of Brazil had 
agreed to amend in accordance with the proposal of 
the United Kingdon;:t representative. 
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37. Mr. ZAGORIN (United States of America) ob
served that, if a regional economic commission met 
every two years, "supervision" was not ·a type of acti
vity it could feasibly undertake. He was of the opinion 
that the term "authority" in paragraph 1 was sufficient 
and therefore proposed that the words "and super
vision"· should be deleted. 
38. Mr. MEDEIROS (Brazil) said he failed to un
derstand the semantic difficulties experienced by the 
United States representative. It was true that his own 
delegation had originally proposed the insertion of the 
phrase in question, but the latter had been adopted by 
the Co-ordination Committee. However, he would have 
no objection to the deletion of the words "and super
vision", on the understanding that the term "authoriti' 
included the task of supervision and/ or guidance. 
39. Mr. VERCELES (Philippines said that, in the 
view of his delegation, retention of the words "and super
vision" would create practical difficulties in the imple
mentation of the provisions of the resolution. Conse
quently, he was gratified to note that the representative 
of Brazil agreed to their deletion. 
40. Mr. PACK (Netherlands) said that the text, even 
as improved ·by the deletion of the words "and super
vision", might create legal and practical difficulties for 
the Secretary-General. However, if the interpretation 
placed on paragraph 1 by the representative of Chile 
was acceptable to the Council, his delegation would 
vote in favour of the draft resolution, although it would 
much prefer to have the text adopted by consensus. 
41. The PRESIDENT said, that if he heard no objec
.tion, he would take it that the Council wished to adopt 
draft resolution II by· consensus. 

Draft resolution II was adopted by consensus.12 

42. Dr. COIGNEY (World Health Organization 
(WHO)) said that, as early as 1962, the Executive 
Board of WHO had requested the Director-General to 
study co-ordination at the level of the regional eco
nomic commissions. In its resolution EB3l.R49, the 
Executive Board had declared that, bearing in mind 
the. constitutional responsibilities of WHO in the field 
of health, its willingness to assist, and the economic 
advantages that would accrue from early participation 
of health experts in the pl~nning and execution of de
velopment programmes, the Director-General should 
continue the co-operation described in the study in 
question. WHO's regional arrangements were ·stipu
lated in the WHO Constitution; the pertinent articles 
had been implemented since 1948 and after the first 
World Health Assembly had delineated six geograph
ical areas which still constituted the basic regional 
structures of the agency. 
43. In conformity with the Constitution, each region 
consisted of a regional intergovernmental committee 
and a regional office .. The functions of the former in
cluded the formulation of policies governing matters of 
an exclusively regional character, such as co-operation 
with regional bodies of the United Nations and other 
specialized agencies having interests in common with 
WHO. . 

44. In the western hemisphere the situation was some
what more complex, since the WHO regional office was 
the Panamerican Health Organization (PAHO), which 
was also an organ of the Organization· of American 
States and had its own constitution 'and its own budget. 

12 Council resolution 1757 (LIV) :. 

45. He wished to assure the Council that WHO was 
ready to continue to take part in efforts to improve 
regional co-operation, bearing in mind its constitu
tional position; that position would· be reflected in its 
contribution to the study now requested of the Secre
tary-General. 

AGENDA ITEM 21 

Tourism 

REPORT OF THE CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE 
(E/5337) 

46. The_ PRESIDENT drew attention to the Co-or
dination Committee's report on tourism (E/5337). If 
he heard no objection, he would take it that the Coun
cil wished to adopt the draft resolution contained in 
paragraph 9 of the report without objection. 
. The draft resolution was adopted without objection.13 

47. Mr. MAKEEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Repub
lics) said that his delegation had supported the draft 
resolution on the understanding that paragraph 3 of 
the text did not prejudge his country's position regard
ing ratification of the statutes of the World Tourism 
Organization. 
48. The PRESIDENT said that he would take it that 
the Council wished to adopt, without objection, the 
draft decision contained in paragraph 10 of the report 
(E/5337). 

The draft decision was adopted without objection. 
49. Mr. ZAGORIN (United States of America) said 
that his delegation had refrained from taking part in 
the Council's action on the draft decision in question 
because it did not believe that it was appropriate for 
the Council to guide non-governmental organizations 
as suggested in the text. 
50. Mr. MEDEIROS (Brazil) said that, if there had 
been a vote on the draft decision, his delegation would 
have been obliged _to abstain. 
51. Mr. WANG Jun-sheng (China) said that his del
egation had fully endorsed the draft decision recom
mended by the Co-ordination Committee because it 
believed that it was wholly consonant with the spirit 
of General Assembly resolution 2758 (XXVI). 

Increase in the seating capacity of the Economic 
and Social Council Chamber (E/5308) 

52. The PRESIDENT observed that the Secretary
General, in his note (E/5308), had submitted a plan 
for alterations to the Council Chamber which raised a 
number of questions: for example, the design of the 
new Chamber, which did not reflect the dignity and 
importance of the Council; the location of the various 
groups of representatives; the fact that some delega
tions would have seating for only one adviser; and the 
few seats provided for observers. In view of the sig- · 
nificance of the matters discussed by the Council, a 
large number of representatives of States that were 
not members of the Council followed its debates very 
closely and they should be adequately accommodated. 
Yet another point was that the accommodation in the 
suite of offices and the conference room adjoining the 
Council Chamber was completely inadequate, even at 
the present time, and would be even more inadequate 
when the Council came to be enlarged. Accordingly, the 

13 Council resolution 1758 (LIV). 

·~· 
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suite should be refurnished so as to 
purpose for which it was built. 

serve fully the order to overcome the difficulties. It was apparent that 
certain administrative circles in the United Nations had 

53. · Mr. VAN NAME (Buildings Management Serv
ice, Office of General Services) said that, following the 
Council's decision to increase its membership, the Sec
retary-General had considered the question of the cost 
of accommodating an enlarged Council. At the titne, it 
had been estimated at $85,000. However, no decision 
had been taken as to whether the Chamber should be 
altered. The plan now contained in the note by the · 
Secretary-General (E/5308) was designed to improve 
the lines of sight from the seating position of the presi
dent. Minimum changes, and maximum use of existing 
furniture, had been made to that end, so as to reduce 
the cost, which was now estimated at $100,000. 
54. The Chamber was essentially the same as when it 
had been originally designed in 1949. The only basic 
difference was in the seating arrangements for the mem
bers of the Council. Places for more members had been 
set at the existing tables-the result being that, whereas 
formerly all delegations had two adviser seats, some 
would now have only one. No changes had been made 
in the places allocated for observers and the location 
of the various groups of representatives remained the 
same. 
55. The Secretariat had made no proposal for changes 
in the suite of offices adjoining the Chamber because 
it had never been called upon to do so. If requested, 
it would of course explore requirements and make any 
necessary alterations. 
56. Mr. FACK (Netherlands) said he could not con
ceal his delegation's disappointment with the unsatis
factory plan contained in document E/5308. Even 
allowing for the 24 seats on the sides of the Chamber, 
it would not be possible for all delegations to have two 
adviser seats. In other words, if the plan was put into 
effect, the future situation would be worse than it was 
in Conference Room 3, in which the Council was cur
rently meeting. He fully concurred with the President's 
view that the facilities ·were not adequate from the 
standpoint of the dignity and importance of the .council 
and, in addition, from the standpoint of efficiency. For 
purposes of comparison, it should be remembered that 
-the Security Council Chamber provided seating for 
more than two advisers for each delegation. 
57. Moreover, while the Council certainly wanted 
proper and adequate press coverage, it was somewhat 
exaggerated, to say the least, to provide 100 press 
seats. In that regard, it would be useful to ascertain 
from the United Nations Correspondents' Association 
its opinion on essential seating arrangements for the 
. press. 
58. Lastly, it would be useful for the officers of the 
Council, together with a small number of representa
tives, to form a group and discuss matters with the 
Secretary-General with a view to improving the present 
·plan. 
59. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) said that he fully 
shared the views of the President and the representa
tive of the Netherlands. Tlie plan did not bespeak a 
clear understanding of the need to maintain the pres
. tige and dignity of the Council, nor would it enable 
delegations to work efficiently. 
'60. When he himself had been President of the Eco,
nomic and Social Council, he had faced a similar prob
lem at Geneva and had been compelled to obtain an 
-allocation of $50,000 from the Fifth Committee in 

failed to make a true evaluation of the importance of 
the work of the Council and of its prestige. The Coun
cil Chamber had been planned when the entire mem
bership of the United Nations was less than half what 
it was now. It was not possible to make temporary 
changes any longer; the time had come for adequate 
permanent arrangements. 
61. He wished to endorse the proposal of the Nether
lands representative regarding establishment of a group 
to consult with the Secretary-General and seek a ·long
term solution. The Council could not continue to meet 
in rooms which had been designed for other bodies 
and other purposes. Lastly, he was grateful to the Pres
ident for his endeavours and for placing the matter 
before the Council. 
62. Mr. SCOTT (New Zealand) said that an entirely 
new and fundamentally different plan. was required. 
Not only should each delegation be provided with seats 
for at least two advisers, but the horseshoe seating 
arrangement should be reversed so as to enable the 
President to see each representative. Indeed, it might 
even be possible to alter the layout so that no one 
would be facing the window and, consequently, there 
would be less need for artificial lighting. Furthermore, 
in the course of its proceedings, the Council was re
quired to engage in a considerable amount of· voting. 
With an enlarged Council, there would be even more 
need for a voting machine to be installed in the Cham
ber. It was also perfectly true, as the Netherlands rep
resentative had pointed out, that considerably fewer 
than 100 press seats were needed. In the final analysis, 
it was the Council that would decide the question of 
costs and he endorsed the proposal to establish a small 
group to discuss the subject with the Secretary-General. 

63. Mr. ZAGORIN (United States of America) said 
that he agreed with the points made by previous speak
ers. The further consideration of plans to increase the 
seating capacity of the Economic· and Social Council 
Chamber should take into account not only the dignity 
of the Council but also its functional needs. He there
fore supported the President's suggestion that a contact 
group should be established to consult with the Secre
tary-General and members of the Secretariat, so that 
those who would ultimately formulate the plans would 
be aware c;>f those needs. He agreed that voting machin
ery should be installed in the Council Chamber and 
that fewer seats should be allocated to members of the 
press. The principle of equity should be observed with 
regard to the seating arrangements and each delega
tion should have a minimum of two seats for advisers . 
The proposed plan was too limited in concept; although 
his delegation appreciated the Secretariat's desire . to 
keep costs down, the preparations and planning for 
increasing the seating capacity of the Council Chamber 
must take into account the constitutional change. that 
would take place in the Council when it was expanded . 
. The plans should be somewhat bolder, in keeping with 
the drive to rationalize and revitalize the Council's 
work. · 

64. Mr. MACKENZIE (United Kingdom) said that 
he agreed with the President that the question should 
be re-examined and he end~rsed the other points raised 
by speakers regarding equity in seating arrangements, 
installation of voting machinery and allocation of seats 
to the press, the public and delegates. He suggested 
the possibility of reconstructing the Chamber in such a 
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way that it could be used during the General Assembly 
by the Second Committee, since there was a severe 
shortage of conference rooms during the Assembly. 
65. Mr. RABETAFIKA (Madagascar) endorsed the 
statements of previous speakers and pointed out that 
there appeared to be space in the Chamber to seat 
some 700 or 800 persons. There should therefore be 
no di:tp.culty in providing seating arrangements for 54 
delegations, with three advisers each, since only 216 
seats would be required in all. He agreed with the rep
resentative of the United Kingdom that efforts should 
be made to reconstruct the chamber in such a way that 
it could accommodate 140 delegations for General 
Assembly meetings. He suggested that, since Denmark 
had donated the Economic and Social Council Cham
ber originally, the Danish delegation should participate 
in the contact group suggested by the President. 

66. Mr. SADDLER (Chief, Economic, Social and 
Human Rights Section, ·Office of Financial Services) 
said that he was sure the Secretary-General would be 
very happy to hear the views of the Council on the 
matter under consideration. Indeed, had he heard those 
views earlier, they could have been reflected in the 
plan. The wishes of members would undoubtedly in
fluence the Governments which would be providing the 
funds to carry· out the required alterations. In drawing 
up the plan, the Secretary-General had borne in mind 
the financial situation of the United Nations and the 
positions of Governments respecting that situation. A 
number of options had . been considered, the cost of 
which ranged from $100,000 to $700,000, with the 
highest . figure representing the cost of a complete re
structuring of the Council_ Chamber. The Secretary
General would be happy to discuss the plan for in
creased seating capacity with the group appointed by 
the Courtcil.-

67. The PRESIDENT agreed with the representative 
of the Office of Financial Services that the current de
bate could have been avoided had the members of the 
Council been consulted earlier. The Council would ob
viously bear in mind the financial implications of any 
future plan, but there were other considerations which 
should be taken into account, as he had stated earlier. 
He suggested that the Council should take a decision 
on the matter at one of its forthcoming meetings; mean
while, he would consult delegations regarding their 
views. 

AGENDA ITEM 30 

Consideration of the provi§ional agenda for, and 
duration of, the fifty-fifth session (E/L.l544, 

. E/L.l545, E/L.l543 and Add.l) 

68. Mr. CORDOVEZ (Secretary of the Council) said 
that· the provisional agenda for the fifty-fifth and re
sumed fifty-fifth sessions, contained in document E/ -
L.1544, were based on the programme for 1973 ap
proved by the Council at one of its organizational meet
ings (1850th meeting), on 10 January 1973. The list 
of -items also took into account the decision by the 
Council to postpone until its fifty-fifth session consider
ation of the item entitled "Work programme and budget 
for 1974-1975 and the medium-term plan for 1974-
1977 relating to economic, social and human rights 
activities". It did not take into account any action 
which the Council had taken or might still take during 
the fifty-fourth session. The Secretariat would submit 
. suggestions on how the decisons taken at the current 

session could be reflected in the agenda for the fifty
fifth session. He pointed out a typographical error in 
paragraph 15 of the English version of document E/ 
L.1544: UNDP should be replaced by UNEP. 
69. Mr. DUMAS (France) said that he shared the 
President's concern to maintain the effectiveness of the 
Council and update its . work. The same concern for 
effectiveness had led his delegation to state, during 
discussion in the Co-ordination Committee on the ra
tionalization of the Council's work, that the Council 
should focus attention on a few major issues, such as 
items 3, 4 and 15, which would undoubtedly give rise 
to important discussions. However, the provisional 
agenda in document E/L.1544 contained 21 other 
items, and he wondered whether the Council was not 
over-estimating its working capacity. Although his del
egation would like to support the President's efforts 
to ensure that the Council fulfilled its important task, 
it should be borne in mind that delegations and Sec
retariat officials would need some respite after the 
summer session to prepare for the General Assembly. 
He therefore hoped that any decision to extend the 
fifty-fifth session until 10 August 1973 would be con
sidered tentative, in other words, to be acted on only 
if, after consultations, it proved impossible to organize 
the Council's work in any other way. It should not 
create a precedent. 

70. The PRESIDENT said that the officers of the 
Council had decided to extend the summer session in 
order to facilitate the rationalization of the Council's 
future work. 
71. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) said. that the pro
visional agenda for the fifty-:fifth session marked the 
end of a phase in the Council's work. There were many 
items which would have to be completed so that in 
1974 the Council could concentrate on major issues, 
in accordance with the new resolutions on the ration
alization of its work, and assume its primary responsi
bility in the field of international economic and social 
co-operation. He was confident that the President would 
organize the Council's work in such a way as to shorten 
discussions on certain items. There were several items 
on: which the General Assembly had requested that a 
report be submitted to the Council for comments. How
ever, he wondered whether it was necessary for the 
Council to discuss those reports and whether they 
could not be submitted directly to the General Assem
bly for a final decision. In his delegation's view, the 
Council could further rationalize its work by discussing 
the items on UNDP and the United Nations Capital 
Development Fund concurrently. He was certain that 
the preparatory work done by the officers of the Conn-: 
cil and the Secretariat would lighten the agenda for 
the fifty-fifth session, and he supported the proposal 
to extend the summer session in order to clear the 
way for more substantive work in the future. 

72. The question of multinational corporations had 
not been included in the provisional agenda and he 
formally proposed that it should be. The situation with 
regard to such corporations was evolving rapidly; the 
study group proposed had not yet been established and 
the matter required urgent attention. He noted that, 
under item 4, the concept of collective economic secur
ity had been incorporated in the review and appraisal 
of the Second United Nations Development Decade in 
an effort to reduce the number of items on the agenda, 
but it might give the impression that the concept of 
collective economic security was related only to the 
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International Development Strategy whereas it was 
actually much wider in scope. Perhaps the Secretariat 

· could arrange the agenda in such a way that collective 
economic security was not specifically linked to the 
International Development Strategy, since it was an 
item of major importance. He formally proposed that 
the Director-General of the General Agreement on 
Tariffs and Trade (GATT) should be included in the 
list of persons referred to in Economic and Soda! 
Council resolution 1724 (LUI), who should partici
pate in the discussion of the item on international eco
nomic and social policy at the beginning of the Coun
cil's summer session. It would be useful to the Council 
to have direct information from GATT, particularly in 
view of the forthcoming multilateral trade negotia
tions in which both the developed and the developing 
countries were to take part. 
73. The PRESIDENT explained that the decision that 
collective economic security should be considered in 
connexion with review and appraisal of the Second 
United Nations Development Decade had been adopted 
by the Council by consensus. 

74. Mr. ROVIRA (Spain) shared the concern ex
pressed by the representative of France regarding the 
difficulty of discussing in depth all the items on the 
provisional agenda for the fifty-fifth session. He felt 
that the agenda could be further rationalized and sug
~ested that the President could consult the Chairmen of 
the Economic, Social and Co-ordination Committees 
to that end. He drew attention to rule 51 of the rules 
of procedure which stated that the Council could limit 
the time a11owed to each speaker and the number of 
times each member could speak on anv question. Since 
the rationalization of the Council's work was important 
to all delegations, he suggested that it might be wise 
to invoke rule 51, with a view to reducing the length 
of the session. Moreover, if the Council could work on 
Saturday· mornings,· the length of the session could be 
reduced. 

75. The PRESIDENT said that the officers of the 
Council had already met to discuss the possibility of 

lightening the agenda for the summer session. In theory, 
it appeared to be possible, but in the final analysis it 
had been extremely difficult to delete any items. He 
would be reluctant to enforce rule 51 of the rules of 
procedure because he considered that all members had 
a sovereign right to express their views in the way in 
which they thought fit. However, any voluntary cur
tailment of the length of statements and the number 
of statements would naturally be appreciated. 
76. Mr. SINGH (Malaysia) said that his delegation 
could not agree to the extension of the session until 
10 August because its commitments were already con
siderably over-extended in view of its limited staff and 
the very heavy schedule of meetings. In his delega
tion's view, the main objective should be to utilize the 
time available appropriately. He pointed out that, dur
ing the general debate, meetings had had to be post
poned or adjourned for lack of speakers. The situation 
would Probably be the same in the summer session 
even if it was extended. Moreover, the provisional 
agenda could have been more selective and could have 
concentrated on the most vital items. 
77. Mr. ZAGORIN (United States of America) asked 
whether the recommendations and decisions made at 
meetings of the regional economic commissions regard
ing the admission of members or associate members 
would be included in the agenda for the summer session. 
78. Mr. CORDOVEZ (Secretary of the Council) said 
that those recommendations and decisions would be 
considered under item 9, on regional co-operation. 
79. Mr. MAKEEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Reoub
lics) said that he supported the Chilean proposal to 
include an item on multinational corporations in the 
agenda for the fifty-fifth session. 
80. The PRESIDENT said that in view of the late
ness of the hour, he would put the two Chilean pro
posals to the vote at a later meeting. He suggested that 
the Council should defer until Friday, 18 May 1973, 
ony decision on the provisional agenda for, and dura
tion of, the fifty-fifth session. 

The meeting rose at 1.30 p.m. 

1856th meeting 
Thursday, 17 May 1973, at 3.40 p.m. 

President: Mr. Sergio A. FRAZAO (Brazil). 

·AGENDA ITEM 26 

Elections (E/5233, E/5234 and Corr.l and Add.l 
and 2, E/5235 and Corr.l9 E/5278, E/L.l526-
l528. E/L.l529 and Corr.l, E/L.l537, E/ 
L.l538, E/L.l539 and Add.l and 2, E/L.l546) 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON THE APP.LICATION OF 
SciENCE AND TECHNOLOGY TO DEVELOPMENT 

1. The PRESIDENT drew the _Council's attention to 
the note by the Secretary-General (E/5278), in which 
he had submitted the name of Mr. Bruce H. Billings, 
of the United States of America, for appointment in his 
personal capaCity to the Advisory Committee on the 
Ajmlication of SCience and Technology to Development 
to fill the unexpired term of Mr. J. G. Harntr, who had 

E/SR.1856 

resigned. Mr. Billings would serve until 31 December 
1974. 
2. If· there was no objection, he would take it that the 
Council wished to elect Mr. Billings. 

It was w decided. 
3. The PRESIDENT then drew attention to the note 
by the Secretary-General concerning the election of 
members of the functional commissions of the Council 
(E/L.1526), which indicated the number of seats to be 
filled in each commission -as well as the number of 
seats a1located to each group of States. He suggested 
that the elections should be held in the order in which 
the Commissions were listed. in the document. 

4. To expedite the work, he suggested that Mr. Flem
ing (Argentina). Miss Gendron (Canada), Mr. Ya-
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mada (Japan) and Mr. Rakotofiringa (Madagascar) 
should act as tellers. 

STATISTICAL COMMISSION 

5. The PRESIDENT invited the Council to elect 
eight members of the Statistical Commission for a term 
of four years beginning on l January 1974 (see E/ 
L.1526). . . 
6. Mr. CORDOVEZ (Secretary of the Council) read 
out the list of candidates as follows: for the three seats 
allocated to the African States-Gabon, Sierra Leone 
and Tunisia; for the seat allocated to the Latin Amer
ican States-Venezuela; for the three seats allocated 
to the Western European and other States-Canada, 
New Zealand and United States of America; for the 
seat allocated to the socialist States· of Eastern Europe 
-Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. 
7. The PRESIDENT suggested that the candidates 
should be elected by acclamation. 

Ii was so decided. 

POPULATION CoMMiSSION 

8. The PRESIDENT invited the Council to elect nine 
members of the Population Commission for a term of 
four years beginning on 1 January 1974- (see E/ 
L.1526). 

9. Mr. CORDOVEZ (Secretary of the Council) read 
out the list of candidates as follows: for the two seats 
ailocated to the African States-Mauritania and Tu
nisia; for the two seats allocated to the Asian States
India and -Japan; for the two seats allocated to the 
Latin American States-Ecuador and Panama; for 
the two seats allocated to the Western European and 
other States-United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland and United States of America; for 
the seat allocated to the socialist States of Eastern 
Europe-Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. _ 
10. The PRESIDENT, noting that the number of can:
didates was equal to the number of seats to be filled, 
suggested that the countries enumerated should be 
elected by acclamation. 

It was so decided. 

COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS 

11. The PRESIDENT invited the Council to eh:ict 
11 members of the Comm.ission on Human Rights for 
a term of three years begi_nning on 1 January 1974 
(see E/L.1526). · 

12. Mr. CORDOVEZ (Secretary of the Council) read 
out the list of candidates as follows: for the two seats 
allocated to the African States-Sierra Leone and 
United Republic of Tanzania; for the four seats allo
cated to the Asian States-Cyprus, India, Lebanon, 
Pakistan and Thailand; for the two seats allocated to 
the Latin American States-Panama; for the two seats 
allocated to the Western European and other States
Austria and France; for the seat aUocated to the social
ist States of Eastern Europe-Union of Soviet SoCialist 
Republics. -

13. The PRESIDENT pointed out that, in the Asian 
and Latin American groups, the number of candidates 
was not equal to the number of seats to be filled. He 
therefore suggested that the countries nominated from 
the African States,· the Western European and other 
States and the socialist States of Eastern Europe· should -

be elected by acclamation, that Panama should also be 
elected by acclamation and that the election of a second 
member from the Latin American group should be · 
deferred until the fifty-fifth session. 

1 t was so decided. 
i4. · The· PRESIDENT invited the Council to elect 
the four· members from the Asian States. 

.At the request of the President, Miss Gendron (Can-
ada) and Mr. Fleming (Argentina) acted as tellers. 

A vote was taken by secret ballot. 
Number of ballot papers: 27 
Invalid ballots: 0 
Nwnber of valid ballots: 27 
Required majority: 14 
Number of votes obtained: 

Pakistan . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24 
India . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23 
Lebanon ........ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 • 0 • 0 • • • • 20 
Cyprus 0 0 0 0 • 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 •• 0 •••• 0 0 • 0 19 

· Thailand 0 0 0 • 0 0 • 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 •••••• 0 •• 0 16 
Having obtained the required majority, Cyprus, In

dia, Lebanon and Pakistan were elected members of 
the Commission on Human Rights. 

COMMISSION ON NARCOTIC DRUGS 

15. The PRESIDENT invited the· Council to elect 15 
members of the Commission on Narcotic Drugs for a 
term of four years beginning on 1 January 1974 (see 
E/L.1526). He reminded the Council, first, that the 
members of the Commission on Narcotic Drugs were 
to be elected from among States Members of the United 
Nations and of the specialized agencies and the States 
Parties to the Single Convention on Narcotic Drugs, 
1961; secondly, that due regard should be had to ade
quate representation of countries which were important 
producers or manufacturers of narcotic drugs and 
countries in which drug addiction or illicit traffic in 
narcotic drugs constituted an important problem; and 
thirdly, that account should be taken of the principle 
of ~quitable geographical distribution. 

16. Mr. CORDOVEZ (Secretary of the Council) read 
out the list of candidates as follows: Australia, Brazil, 
Chile, Egypt, Indonesia, Iran,. Jamaica, Japan, Mexico, 
Morocco, Romania, Spain, Togo, Turkey, Union of 
Soviet Socialist Republics and United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Northern Ireland. 

17. Mr. ROVIRA (Spain) announced that, since there 
were 16 candidates for 15 seats, Spain was withdraw
ing its candidature. However, in view of its interest in 
the question of narcotic drugs, Spain intended to sub
mit its candidature at the next opportunity. 
18. The PRESIDENT said that if there were no objec
tions, he would take it that the 15 countries which 
were still candidates had been elected by acclamation. 

It was so decided. 

COMMITTEE ON HOUSING, BUILDING AND PLANNING 

19. The PRESIDENT invited the Council to elect 
nine members of the Committee on Housing, Building _ 
and P.Janning for a term of four years beginning oil 
1 January 1974. He drew attention to 'the note by the 
Secretary-Gi:meral (E/L.1539 and Add.1 and 2), which 
contained information on the Committee together with 
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the names of Member States that had submitted their 
candidatures to the Secretary-General. . 
20. Mr. CORDOVEZ (Secretary of the Council) read 
out the list of candidates as follows: for the two seats 
allocated to the African States-Egypt, Libyan Arab 
Republic, Mali and Morocco; for the two seats allo
cated to the Asian States-Iraq and Thailand; for the 
two seats allocated to the Latin American States
Brazil and Venezuela; for the two seats ;11located to 
the Western Eropean and other States_:_Canada and 
Finland; for the seat allocated to the socialist States of 
Eastern Europe-Bulgaria. 
21. Mr. TRAORE (Mali) announced that Mali was 
withdrawing its. candidature. 
22. The PRESIDENT suggested that the candidates 
from the Asian States, from the Latin American States, 
from the Western European and other States and from 
the socialist States of Eastern Europe should be de
dared elected by acclamation. 

It was so decided. 
23. M:.:. TRAORE (Mali) pointed out that the.Afri
can group had also proposed the candidature of Gabon, 
besides that of Morocco. 
24. Mr. MADDY (Guinea) confirmed the statement 
made by the representative of Mali. 
25. Mr. HOSNY (Egypt) pointed out that his coun
try could not be a candidate, since it was already a 
member of the Committee until1976. 

26. Mr. OMAR (Libyan Arab Republic) confirmed 
that his country was· a candidate. · 

27. The PRESIDENT drew the attention of the repre
sentative of Egypt to foot-note 2 of document E/ 
~.1.539/ Add.1, in wh~ch the Egyptian Government had 
mdicated the name of Its representative, if it was elected. 
That. was ~hy the Secretariat had thought that Egypt 
was a candidate. 

28. It appeared, in short, that there were three .can
didates from among the. African States for two vacan
cies. 

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Rakotofiringa 
(Madagascar) and Mr. Yamada (Japan) acted as 
tellers. 

A vote was taken by secret ballot. 
Number of ballot papers: 27 
Invalid ballots: 0 
Number of valid ballots: 27 
Required majority: 14 
Number of votes obtained: 

Morocco ......................... 23 
Gabon ........................... 22 
Libyan Arab Republic . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 

Having obtained the required majority, Gabon and 
Morocco were elected members· of the Committee on 
Housing, Building and Planning. · 

COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 
FOR DEVELOPMEN'r 

29. The PRESIDENT said that the Council would 
proceed to the election of members to the. Committee 
on Science and Technology for Development. He drew 
attention to the relevant· riote by the Secretary-General 
(E/L.1537). It would .be noted, from paragraphs 1 
and 2 of that document, that two elections were needed. 

The first election was to fill the 18 vacancies that would 
occur at the end of the year. The term of office for 
those seats was three years, beginning on 1 January 
1974. The second election was to elect six members
five from the African States and one from the Western 
European and other States-for a term of office effec
tive immediately and expiring on 31 December 1975. 
He recalled that the election of those six members had 
been postponed earlier for lack of candidates (see 
1850th meeting). 

30. He then invited the Council to elect first the 18 
members for a term of three years beginning on 1 Jan-
uary ·1974. · · 

31. Mr. CORDOVEZ (Secretary of the Council) read 
out the following list of candidates for the 18 seats: 
for the six seats allocated to the African States-Mada- . 
gascar, Sierra Leone, United Republic of Tanzania and 
Zaire; for the seat aUocated to the Asian States
Japan; for the five seats allocated to .the Latin Amer
ican States-Argentina, Chile, Jamaica and Venezuela; 
for the four seats allocated to the Western European 
and other States-Belgium . and Sweden; for the two 
seats allocated to the socialist States of Eastern Europe 
-Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and Yugoslavia .. 

32. The PRESIDENT suggested that the countries 
nominated should be declared elected by acclamation, 
on the understanding that an election would be held 
at the next session of the Economic and Social Council 
for the vacancies. which had not been filled. 

It was so decided. 

33. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) appealed to the de';' 
veloping countries which had not proposed sufficient 
candidates to submit a number of candidates corres
ponding to the number of vacancies to be filled at the 
July session. In that connexlon, he stressed the funda
mental importance of the Committee on Science and . 
Technology for Development, an importanc~ which w.as 
borne out by the scope of the debates that had already 
taken place regarding the activities for which the Com
mittee had been established. 

34. The PRESIDENT pointed out that no candidate 
had been proposed to fill the six other seats in the 
Committee on Science and Technology fo'r Develop·
inent referred to in paragraph 2 of document E/L.1537. 
He therefore suggested that the Council postpone that 
election until the fifty-fifth session. . 

It was so decided. 

COMMITTEE ON REVIEW AND APPRAISAL 

35. The PRESIDENT said that the Economic and 
Social Council must first elect· 22 members to the Com- · 
mhtee on Review and Appraisal for a term of office 
of four years beginning on 1 January 1974. The rele..: 
vant information was contained in paragraph 1 of the 
note by the Secretary-General (E/L.153 8). There 
were five seats to be filled by African States, five by 
Asian States, five. by Latin American States and seven 
by Western European and other States. 
36. Mr. CORDOVEZ (Secretary of the Council) read 
out the following list of candidates: from the African 
States-Egypt, Madagascar and Zaire; from the Asian 
States-Malaysia; from tlie Latin American State~
Bolivia, Colombia, Guatemala, Honduras and Vene
zmila; and from the Western European and ·other 
States-Austria, Belgium, Canada, France, Nether~ 
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lands and United Kingdom of Great Britain and North
ern. Ireland. 
37. The PRESIDENT pointed out that there were 
fewer candidates than vacancies from the Western 
European and other States, the Asian States and the 
African States, and the same number of candidates as 
seats from the Latin American States. H he heard no 
objection, he would assume that the Council elected 
by acclamation the countries mentioned by the Secre
tary and that the remaining vacancies would be filled 
at the fifty-fifth session. 

It was so decided. 
38. The PRESIDENT reminded the Council that it 
must also elect five members from among the Mrican 
States for a term of office effective from the date of 
the election and expiring on 31 December 1973. Since 
no candidatures had been presented, if he heard no 
objection, he would take it that the Council decideg to 
postpone that election to the fifty-fifth session. 

It was so decided. 

GOVERNING COUNCIL OF THE UNITED NATIONS 
DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMME 

39. The PRESIDENT said that the Council must now 
proceed to elect 16 members of the Governing Council 
of UNDP for a term of office of three years begin
ning on 1 January 1974. 
40. The information concerning that election was con
tained in the relevant note by the Secretary-General 
(E/L.1529 and Corr.1). There were five seats to be 
filled from aniong the African States, three from among 
the Asian States, one from among the Latin American 
States, six ·from among the Western European and 
other States and one from among the socialist States 
of Eastern Europe. 
41. Mr. CORDOVEZ (Secretary of the Council) read 
out the following list of candidates: from the African 
States-Central African Republic, · Chad, Ghana, 
Lesotho, Malawi and Somalia; from the Asian States
Afghanistan, Kuwait, Pakistan, Philippines and Sri 
Lanka; from the Latin American States--:-Brazil; from 
the Western European· and other States-Belgium, 
Canada, France, New Zealand, Norway and Sweden; 
and from the socialist States of Eastern Europe
Hungary. 
42. Mr. MUTOMBO (Zaire) pointed out that his 
country was also a candidate for one of the seats to 
be filled from among the African States. 
43. Mr. MADDY (Guinea) said that the African 
group_ had drawn up the list of countries which would 
submit their candidatures for the five seats to be filled 
from among the African States. He therefore appealed 
~o the Council to respect that procedure. 
44. The PRESIDENT said that there were as many 
candidates as there were seats from the socialist States 
of Eastern Europe, the Western European and other 
States and the Latin American States. H he heard no 
objection, he would take it that the countries men
tioned by the Secretary from those groups of States 
had been elected by acclamation. 
· It was so decided. 

45. The PRESIDENT said that the Council would 
proceed to a vote by secret ballot to fill the vacancies 
to be filled from among the African countries, since 
there were now seven candidates for five seats, and · 

from among· the Asian countries, which had five can
didates for three seats. 

At the invitation of the President, Miss Gendron 
(Canada) and Mr. Fleming (Argentina) acted as tell
ers. 

A vote was taken by secret ballot to elect the repre-
sentatives from among the African States. 

Number of ballot papers: 
Invalid ballots: 
Number of valid ballots: 
Required majority: 
Number of votes obtained: 

27 
1 

26 
14 

Chad ...... -...................... 24 
Ghana 
Central African Republic .......... . 
Lesotho ........................ . 
Somalia 
Malawi 

·Zaire . .. .. .. .. .. ............ .. 

22 
19 
18 
15 
12 
12 

Having obtained the required majority, the Central 
African Republic, Chad, Ghana, Lesotho and Somalia 
were elected members of the Governing Council of ihe 
United Nations Development Programme. 

A vote was taken by secret ballot to elect the repre-
sentatives from among the Asian States. 

Number of ballot papers: 27 
Invalid ballots: 1 
Number of valid ballots: 26 
Required majority: 14 
Number of votes obtained:· 

Kuwait . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21 
Philippines . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16 
Pakistan . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 
Sri Lanka .............. : . : . . . . . . 12 

· Mghanistan . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11 
Having obtained the required majority, Kuwait,· 

Pakistan and the Philippines were elected members of 
the Governing Council of the United Nations Develop
ment Programme. 

UNITED NATIONS/PAO INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
CoMMITTEE oF THE WoRLD FooD PRoGRAMME 

46. _The PRESIDENT invited the members of the 
Council to elect four members of the United Nations/ 
FAO' Intergovernmental Committee of the World Food 
Programme for a term of office of three years, com
mencing on 1 January 1974. 
17. Mr. CORDOVEZ (Secretary of the Council) said 
that there were four candidates for four vacancies: 
Chile, Ireland, Malawi and United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Northern Ireland. 
48. The PRESIDENT said that, if there was no objec
tion, he would take it that the Council wished to elect 
by acclamation the four countries named by the Sec
retary. 

It was so decided. 

INTERNATIONAL NARCOTICS CONTROL BOARD 

49. The PRESIDENT said that the Council was 
called upon to elect 11 members of the International 
Narcotics Control Board for a term of office· of three 
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years, commencing on 2 March 1974. He drew the 
attention of the members of the Council to the report 
of the Committee on Candidatures for election to the 
International Narcotics Control Board (E/5235 and 
Corr.l) and, in particular, to paragraph 7, which 
contained the list of five candidates nominated by the · 
World Health Organization (WHO) and recommended 
by the Committee on Candidatures, and to paragraph 
13, which contained the list of 16 candidates nom
inated by Governments and recomniended by the Com
mittee, 
50. In accordance with article 9 of the Single Con
vention on Narcotic Drugs, 1961, the Council had to 
elect three members with medical, pharmacological or 
pharmaceutical experience from a list of at least five 

. persons nominated by WHO, and eight members from 
a list of persons nominated by the Members of the 
United Nations and by Parties to the Single Conven
tion that were not Members of the United Nations. 
51. Mr. FAYACHE (Tunisia) asked whether a per
son whose name did not appear on any of the lists 
mentioned by the. President could be nominated as a 
candidate. The person in question was Mr. Kchouk, 
from Tunisia. 
52. The PRESIDENT said, after consulting the Sec
retary of the Council, that Ill further candidature could 
be presented for the second election, in other words, 
the one involving candidates nominated by Govern
ments. 

A vote was taken by secret ballot on the candidates 
nominated by the World Health Organization. · 

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Rakotofiringa 
(Madagascar) and Mr. Yamada (Japan) acted as 
tellers. 

Number of ballot papers: 27 
.Invalid ballots: 0 
Number of valid ballots: 27 
Required majority: 14 
Number of votes obtained: 

Mr. Kaymakgalai:J. '(Turkey} ......... 23 
Mr. de la Fuente Muftiz Ramon (Mexico) 20 
Mr. Attisso (Togo) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14 
Mr. "Stoller (Australia) . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11 

· Mr. Knoll (Hungary) .............. 10 
Having obtained the required majority, Mr. Attisso 

(Togo), Mr. de Ia Fuente Muniz Ramon (Mexico) 
and Mr. Kaymak9alan (Turkey) were elected mem
bers of the International" Narcotics Control Board. 

A vote was taken by secret ballot on the candidates 
nominated by Governments. 

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Fleming 
(Argentina) and Miss Gendron (Canada) acted as 
teller.s. 

Mr. Scott (New Zealand), Vice-President, took the 
Chair. · 

Number of ballot papers: 27 
Invalid ballots: 0 
Number of valid ballots: 27 
Required majority:. 14 
Number of votes obtained: 

Mr. Pollner (United States of America) 23 
Mr. · Barkov (Union of Soviet Socialist 

Republics Y . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18 

Sir Frederick Mason (United Kingdom 
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) 18 

Mr. Chapman (Canada) ............ 16 
Mr. Reuter (France) .............. 16 
Mr. Shimomura (Japan) ........... 15 
Mr. Anand (India) : . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14 
Mr. Olguin (Argentina) ............ 13 
Mr. Arnillas Arana (Peru) . . . . . . . . . 12 
Mr. Elhakim (Egypt) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12 . 
Mr. Granier-Doyeux (Venezuela) 11 
Mr. Sylla (Senegal) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 
Mr. Aslam (Pakistan) . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8 
Mr. Grozdev (Yugoslavia) . . . . . . . . . . 6 
Mr. Rouhani (Iran) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 
Mr. Kchouk (Tunisia) . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 
Mr. Evan (Norway) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 

Having obtained the. required majority, Mr. Anand 
(India}, Mr. Barkov (Union of Soviet Sociali.st Re
publics), Mr. Chapman (Canada), Sir Frederick 
Mason (United Kingdom of Great Britain and North
ern Ireland), Mr. Pollner (United States of America), 
Mr. Reuter (France) and Mr. Shimomura (Japan) 
were elected members of the International Narcotics 
Control Board. 
53. The PRESIDENT announced that, since only 
seven candidates had obtained the required majority, 
another vote by secret ballot would have to be held in 
order to elect an eighth member. On the second ballot, 
the candidates would be the three persons who had 
received the greatest number of votes -among those who 
had not been elected, namely, the candidates from 
Argentina, Peru and Egypt. 

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Rakotofiringa 
(Madagascar) and Mr. Yamada (Japan) acted as 
tellers. 

A vote was taken by secret ballot. 
Number of ballot papers: 27 
Invalid ballots: 0 
Number of valid ballots: 27 
Required majority: 14 
Number of votes obtained: 

Mr. Olguin (Argentina) . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 
Mr. Elhakim (Egypt) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11 
Mr. Arnillas Arana (Peru) . . . . . . . . . 3 

Mr. Rabetafika (Madagascar), Vice-Pre.sident, took 
the Chair. 

None of the candidates having obtained the required 
majority, a second ballot was held, restricted to the 
candidatures of Argentina and Egypt. 

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Fleming 
(Argentina) and Miss Gendron (Canada) acted as 
tellers. • 1'1~2/:id 

A vote was taken by secret ballot. 

Number of ballot papers: 

Invalid ballot.s: 

Number of valid ballots: 

27 

0 
27 

Required majority: 14 

Number of votes obtained: 

Mr. Olguin (Argentina) . . . . . . . . . . 14 
. Mr. Elhakim (Egypt) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 
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Having obtained the required majority, Mr. Olguin 
(Argentina) was elected a member of the Interna.
tional Narcotics Control Board. 

Mr. Fraziio (Brazil) resumed the Chair. 

WORKING GROUP ON THE PREPARATION OF A NEW 
DRAFT INSTRUMENT OR INSTRUMENTS OF INTERNA
TIONAL LAW TO ELIMINATE DISCRIMINATION 
AGAINST WOMEN, ESTABLISHED. UNDER RESOLUTION 
5 (XXIV) OF THE COMMISSION ON THE STATUS OF 
WoMEN 

54. The PRESIDENT drew the Council's attention 
to paragraph 3 of the relevant note by the Secretary
General (E/L.1546), and said that, if there were no 
objections, he would consider that the Council wished 
to enlarge the working group to 16 members, as sug
gested by the Secretary-General. 

It was so decided. 
55. Mr. ZAGORIN (United States of America) 
pointed out that the membership of the working group 
was being expanded, although the number of candida
tures seemed to have diminished. 
56. The PRESIDENT reminded the Council that the 
members of the working group were to be chosen 
from among the States belonging to the Commission 
on the Status of Women in 1974, a list of which was 
annexed to document E/L.1546. 
57. Mr. CORDOVEZ (Secretary of the Council) 
read out the following list of candidates: from the 
African States-Liberia; from the Latin America States 
-Chile, Colombia and Dominican Republic; from the 
Western European and other States-Canada, Finland, 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland 
and United States of America; from the socialist States 
of Eastern Europe-Union of Soviet Socialist Repub
lics. There were no candidates from the Asian States. 
58. The PRESIDENT stated that, if there were no 
objections, he would consider that the States men
tioned by the Secretary of the Council had been elected 
by acclamation, and that the remaining seven unfilled 
seats, including three for the African States, three for 
the Asian States and one for the socialist States of 
Eastern Europe, would be filled at the next session. 

It was so decided. 

CouNciL CoMMITTEE oN NoN-GOVERNMENTAL 
0RGANIZA TIONS 

59-. The PRESIDENT recalled that at its 1850th 
meeting, the Council had postponed the election of a 

member of the Committee on Non-Governmental 01'
ganizations. The seat was to be filled by a member 
from the Western European and other States. The 
Netherlands was the only candidate for that seat, and 
if there were no objections, he would consider that the 
Council had elected the Netherlands by acclamation. 

It was so decided. 

COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES 

60. The PRESIDENT recalled that, at its 1850th 
meeting, the Council had postponed the election of a 
member of the Committee on Natural Resources. The 
seat was to be filled by a member from the Western 
European and other States for a four-year term of 
office. Since there was as yet no candidate for the seat, 
he proposed that the election should be postponed to 
the fifty-fifth session of the Council. 

It was so decided. 

COMMITTEE FOR PROGRAMME AND CO-ORDINATION 

61. The PRESIDENT pointed out that seven mem
bers of the Committee for Programme and Co-ordina
tion were to be elected for a three-year term of office 
beginning on 1 January 1974, and drew the Council's 
attention to the relevant note by the Secretary-General 
(E/L.1528). 

62. Mr. CORDOVEZ (Secretary of the Council) 
gave the following details. There was no candidate from 
the African States; the two candidates from the Latin 
American States were Argentina and Haiti; the two 
candidates from the Western European and other States 
were France and the United States of America; and the 
candidate from the socialist States of Eastern Europe 
was the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. 

63. Mr. AQUEREBURU (Togo) stated that, since 
there was no candidate from the African States, Togo 
wished to present its candidature. 

64. The PRESIDENT stated that, if there were no 
objections, he would take it that Togo and _the candi
dates mentioned by the Secretary had been elected by 
acclamation, and that the remaining unfilled seat would 
be filled at the fifty-fifth session. 

It was so decided. 

The meeting rose at 6.50 p;m. 

1857th meeting 
Friday, 18 May 1973, at 11 a.m. 

President: Mr. Sergio A. FRAZAO (Brazil). 

AGENDA. ITEM 10 

Appraisal of prospective food deficits and food 
aid needs 

REPORT OF THE ECONOMIC COMMITTEE (E/5339) 

1. The SECRETARY-GENERAL said that the item 
on the appraisal of prospective food deficits and food 

E/SR.1857 

aid needs was of such importance that all should speak 
out and commit themselves to solving the problem. 
Moreover, consideration of the item was significant in 
the context of the self-renewal efforts of the Council. 
2. Certain trends were emerging that offered the 
Council the opportunity to fulfil better than it had in 
the past the responsibilities assigned to it under the 
Charter of the United Nations. There was an increasing 
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realization that many problems were interrelated and 
that they ignored national boundaries. More and more 
there was evidence that such problems required study 
and action in global terms. For example, the adoption 
of the International Development Strategy for the Sec
ond United Nations Development Decade had marked 
a milestone in the recognition by Governments of their 
collective responsibility for the well-being of all. Fur
ther evidence of that trend was afforded by the out
come of the United Nations Conference on the Human 
Environment, the work in progress to ensure that the 
resources of the sea were exploited for the benefit of 
all mankind, the study of the impact of multinational 
corporations on development and on international rela
tions, the decision by the Council to review on a 
regular basis, in all its mmifications, the supply of, the 
need for, non-renewable resources, the concept under
lying the revolving fund for natural resources explora
tion and the agreement by the Council to consider the 
concept of collective economic security. Those were 
promising signs, particularly at a time when interna
tionalism seemed to have lost some of its lustre and 
to be viewed sometimes with cynicism and disenchant
ment. The United Nations must be alert to those new 
and important opportunities and, through them, usher 
in an era of internationalism, one based more than it 
had been in the past on equality and collective respon
sibility. 

3. The item under consideration called for global 
study and global action. In the past 20 years, assess
ments of the world food outlook had alternated be
tween optimism and gloom. In the late 1950s and early 
1960s many of the large food-producing countries had 
accumulated grain surpluses and had been obliged to 
undertake deliberate measures to curtail production. 
The concern experienced in the mid-1960s, when large 
segments of the world population in Asia had been 
exposed to acute food shortages, had not lasted long 
because of the widespread adoption of improved tech
nology based on new rice and wheat seeds, which had 
offered the promising prospect of the "green revolu
tion". Yet the world was, within the short span of 
four years, again facing a serious food situation. 

4. Such rapidly changing prospects, together with 
recent events, had again highlighted the precarious 
margin between food requirements and food produc
tion. A relatively small decline in production in 1971-
1972, i.e., about 7 per cent for wheat and 1 per cent 
for rice, had led to sharp increases in import require
ments in some major consumer countries. The aggre
gate carry-over stocks of wheat in the main exporting 
countries, amounting to 50 million tons in 1970/1971, 
had fallen to less than 30 million tons in 1972/1973, 
the lowest level for 20 years. Stocks of other grains 
and rice had also been depleted in both exporting and 
importing countries. World prices of wheat had almost 
doubled in one year. As the Director-General of the 
Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Na
tions (FAO) had pointed out in the addendum (E/ 
5050/ Add. I) to his report on the subject, at those 
low levels, food-grain stocks would no longer provide 
an adequate buffer against the recurrence of any 
serious crop failures in major producing areas, and the 
availability of adequate food. supplies to millions of 
human beings would depend on the weather in a 
single year. It was a dangerous and intolerable situa
tion; 

5. While major producing countries had taken steps 
to increase production and, barring any unforeseen 
failure, the world might be able to manage in 1973, 
the fact remained that the international community had 
not accepted in any meaningful sense the concept of 
a minimum safe level of basic food stocks. He agreed 
with the assessment by the Director-General of F AO 
that the time had come for a new approach to the 
world's food problem. Consequently, he was gratified 
that the Council, as the principal United Nations 
organ in the economic and social fields, had decided 
to discuss the problem and the concept of minimum 
world security. He was also pleased that the Economic 
Committee had recommended a draft resolution for 
adoption by the Council (E/5339, para. 14, draft reso
lution II), welcoming the intention of the Director
General of FAO to submit concrete proposals to im
plement that concept for consideration by the govern
ing bodies of F AO later in the year. 
6. In lending his own support to that initiative, he 
stressed that adequate availability of basic food was 
a fundamental human right and that an orderly inter
national policy to meet needs in that regard was a vital 
element of the concept of collective economic security. 
It was his hope that Governments would recognize 
their collective responsibility by supporting the initia
tive and co-operating fully in implementing it. The 
concept of minimum world food security based on 
voluntary co-ordination of national stock policies would 
be an important starting point in tackling the problem, 
and implementation over the long term would depend 
largely on the success of efforts to increase grain pro
duction, particularly in the developing countries. In
creased production was necessary not only to maintain 
per capita food production but also to counter mal
nutrition by the use of higher quality foods. Interna
tional efforts had to be directed to meeting not only 
calorie requirements but also the important qualitative 
nutritional needs. The United Nations, in collaboration 
with other organizations in the United Nations system, 
had been endeavouring for a number of years to draw 
attention to the imperatives involved in the protein 
malnutrition confronting large proportions of the pop
ulation in developing countries. The scientific and tech
nical knowledge required to tackle the protein problem 
was available; what was still lacking was the political 
will to ensure that protein nutritional needs were met 
and not obscured by a preoccupation with the quanti
tative aspect of food supplies in the developing world. 
7. Much greater attention and policy support had to 
be devoted to the agricultural sector in the developing 
countries, and the assistance supplied by the developed 
countries to increase food production would have to 
continue on an even larger scale. There would be a 
need for intensified research and training activities 
relating to agriculture and for basic changes in agrarian 
and farm structures. The problems of small farmers 
and of arid areas would have to be identified and 
tackled. At the third session of the Committee on 
Natural Resources he had stressed the need for greater 
international action not only to prevent the further 
growth of deserts but also to reduce gradually the un
productiveness of arid lands. 
8. A severe drought afflicting 2.5 million square kilo
metres of West Africa and covering large parts of 
Mauritania, Senegal, Mali, Upper Volta, Niger and 
Chad had had catastrophic results in the form of 
sharply reduced food production, loss of cattle and 
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other serious hardships. Incipient signs of the problem 
had first appeared some five years before. It seemed 
clear that the United Nations system, which had shown 
its capacity to react to emergency situations, as in the 
case of Bangladesh, must be refined and strengthened 
so that it might respond better to crises that developed 
gradually over a number of years. A careful review 
should be undertaken of the effectiveness of whatever 
early warning systems existed at the time--a review 
that would seem to be particularly appropriate in the 
context of the concept of collective economic security. 
One of the lessons to be drawn from the current crisis 
was the urgent need to strengthen the ability of the 
United Nations system to anticipate such situations, 
so that they could be brought to the attention of the 
international community when the problems were less 
grave and solutions could be found more rapidly. 

9. The approach to the current crisis must be force
ful and cohesive. In view of the magnitude of the 
problem, it could not be tackled in piecemeal fashion. 
The need for concerted action had also been recognized 
by the countries concerned: at a recent ministerial 
meeting they had decided to establish a Standing Inter
State Committee under the chairmanship of the Min
ister of Agriculture and Livestock of Upper Volta to 
co-ordinate their action against the drought. 

10. Various measures were under way to assist the 
countries of the Sudano-Sahelian region, with regard to 
both emergency and long-tenn measures. Over the 
short term, most of the needs fell within the compe
tence of F AO and the World Food Programme. Since 
the two bodies were already involved in meeting the 
emergency needs, it was thought that the focal point 
for co-ordination assistance from and through the 
entire United Nations system should be centred in 
Rome. Time was of the essence. The next four weeks 
in particular were crucial for the short-term operation. 
He would be meeting the Director-General of FAO 
in Rome very shortly, and he hoped that agreement 
could be reached upon an effective, co-operative ap
proach to ensure that the United Nations family of 
organizations moved quickly and in concert. 

11. He welcomed the proposals concerning medium
term and long-term measures in the draft resolution 
recommended unanimously by the Economic Com
mittee for adoption by the Council (ibid., draft reso
lution I), which called upon him to organize as soon 
as possible, in collaboration with other organizations 
of the United Nations system, the necessary action to 
respond to the requests of the Governments of the 
regions with regard to their medium-term and long
term needs. The Council could rest assured that he 
would fulfil that mandate in the most speedy and 
vigorous manner possible. Nature had confronted the 
international community with important new chal
lenges, challenges that also offered special opportunities 
for Member States to reaffirm through the United 
Nations their acceptance of collective responsibility 
for the welfare of all mankind. 

12. Mr. SCHEYVEN (Special Representative of the 
Director-General of the Food and Agriculture Organi
zation of the United Nations) said that, following an 
initial visit to the six countries concerned so that he 
could acquaint himself with the situation, he had re
turned to Rome and given a press conference. It 
seemed that, at that conference, he might well have 
underestimated the gravity of the situation in the 

Sudano-Sahelian area. Technical reports showed, with 
regard to cattle, for example, that in Mauritania only 
500,000 remained out of an estimated 2.4 million 
head. In Senegal, there were still 650,000 head of 
cattle in the zone affected by the drought. Almost all 
the cattle in Upper Volta had moved on to Dahomey 
and, in certain zones, thousands of head were jammed 
near wells producing very little water. Feed reserves 
in the area were almost non-existent. Only a few head 
remained in Niger and large herds had left Mali, where, 
for the first time in 100 years, giraffes had been moving 
southwards across the River Niger. In fact, the Gov
ernment of Mali, faced with enormous difficulties in 
distributing a huge quantity of grain for human con
sumption, was not inclined to request additional 
amounts for cattle and preferred to abandon the ani
mals. 
13. It was difficult to determine the number of deaths 
among the human population, but the figure was obvi
ously very high. Consequently, food aid was essential, 
as were rapid transport facilities. Naturally, the most 
effective means of carrying grain was by air. The in
formation concerning the number and condition of 
landing strips was inadequate for the moment, and it 
was more than probable that the six countries affected 
did not have sufficient stocks of fuel. Again, it would 
only be possible to use light aircraft because of the 
size of the landing strips and, in certain areas where 
the rains had already arrived, airfields without paved 
runways could no longer be used. At the same time, 
every effort would have to be made, by using air trans
port, to overcome the bottle-necks that would occur 
when food supplies reached the sea ports. It should 
not be forgotten that some of the countries concerned 
were among the poorest in the world. In Upper Volta, 
for instance, per capita income was $60 per annum. 
Furthermore, the debilitated inhabitants were threat
ened with epidemics, children would for many years 
be affected by the consequences of the famine, and 
the influx of people into the towns would inevitably 
create an unemployment problem. Without their cattle, 
some nomads no longer had the means to sustain them
selves or indeed any reason to live. 
14. He had already consulted, and would continue 
to consult, Governments and international organiza
tions in his efforts to secure aid for the stricken coun
tries. The European Economic Community (EEC) 
was to provide an additional 13,000 tons of powdered 
skimmed milk. Misereor, a charity organization, was 
providing $130,000 for the purchase of seeds and 
transport costs, the Federal Republic of Germany 3 
million marks to meet urgent needs, the Netherlands 
Government 500 tons of high-protein biscuits and air 
transport to distribute them, while the World Food 
Programme was co-ordinating the supply of 500,000 
tons of grain, including 150,000 tons that were to reach 
port by the beginning of June. The United Nations 
Children's Fund (UNICEF) would be able to con
tribute in two ways: by supplying protein-rich food
stuffs and by strengthening action in the area of water 
supply by paying local labour costs. 
15. In respect of co-ordination, a Minister had been 
appointed in each of the six countries to supervise 
emergency operations in consultation with the other 
ministries and aid organizations. National committees 
would ensure proper dissemination of information and 
organization of aid. The United Nations was already 
rendering assistance through its UNDP offices. At the 
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regional level, co-ordination would be secured through 
the Standing Inter-State Committee established by a 
conference of Ministers of the six countries. It was also 
essential to co-ordinate the activities of organizations 
and countries already affording, and intending to 
supply, aid. Such co-ordination was in fact the objec
tive of activities being carried out in Rome by FAO 
and the World Food Programme, which the Secretary
General had decided to support. There was already a 
special office in existence and it would be strengthened 
so as to centralize continuous consultations with re
cipient and donor countries. The co-ordination ma
chinery for the present emergency phase would have 
to be adapted in order to assist the medium-term and 
long-term measures that alone could solve the basic 
problems of the drought in the Sahelian area. 
16. Lastly, he was gratified that, by the draft reso
lution submitted by the Economic Committee for 
adoption by the Council (E/5339, draft resolution I), 
his own action would be supported and strengthened 
by that of the United Nations and the international 
community. 

17. Mr. LONGERSTAEY (Belgium) said that the 
Belgian authorities were particularly honoured by the 
fact that the Director-General of the Food and Agri
culture Organization of the United Nations had chosen 
the former Belgian Minister of Development Co-opera
tion as his Special Representative in connexion with 
the Sahelian problem. The Special Representative had 
given the Council an up-to-date account of the tragic 
situation in the six stricken countries, four of which 
were among the least developed of the developing 
countries. 

18. In the short term, there were clearly three urgent 
problems that should be given high priority. The first 
was food for the population. Although it appeared that 
the immediate food needs of the population could be 
met with the assistance already provided or pledged, 
transport in the interior of the countries and at the 
ports must be organized. The rainy season generally 
began in July and many of the roads would then be
come impassable. The second problem was that of 
providing feed for livestock in order to save as many 
animals as possible. The third problem was the amount 
of seed urgently needed for sowing in June. Even if 
the rains were normal, unless the countries had suffi
cient seed, the next crop was bound to fail. 

19. Medium-term and long-term action must also 
be taken to prevent a repetition of the disastrous 
droughts in the region. Such measures should include, 
inter alia, a survey of climatic conditions in the Sahelian 
region, action to hold back the encroaching desert, the 
development of water resources and improvement of 
animal production. Obviously the assistance offered by 
the international community, bilateral assistance and 
the action taken in the countries concerned must be 
effectively co-ordinated to solve the many problems 
facing the area. The fact that the six countries had 
declared the Sahelian zone a disaster area would facil
itate the mobilization of United Nations assistance. 
The Governments of the Sahelian countries had also 
established a Standing Inter-State Committee to co
ordinate their activities. 

20. The European Economic Community (EEC) was 
providing 13,000 tons of powdered skimmed milk, 
which would be distributed free to the population in 
the region; milk was urgently needed because, in many 

cases, the drought had decimated the livestock. The 
milk would be sent immediately by boat to African 
ports and would be transported to the disaster areas 
by road, rail or water and, in some cases, by air, using 
the transport facilities provided by certain Member 
States. Two hundred tons of powdered milk would be 
sent immediately by air from Europe to Niamey, Niger, 
which was the worst affected area. Furthermore, EEC 
was in the process of organizing emergency food aid, 
as well as substantial supplies of grain, under the 1972-
1973 programme of the second Food Aid Convention 
and those supplies would be delivered as soon as pos
sible. Belgium was providing an aircraft to fly 18 tons 
of powdered milk to the area immediately and to ensure 
local transport for a short period. Belgium was also 
providing bilateral emergency aid in form of flour 
and further bilateral aid under the 1972-1973 pro
gramme of the Second Food Aid Convention. 
21. Mr. FACK (Netherlands) said that it was the 
Council's duty in the emergency affecting the Sahelian 
zone to endorse the appeal of the Director-General 
of FAO to the world community and adopt draft 
resolution I in document E/5339. The Special Repre
sentative of the Director-General had referred to the 
immediate response of the Netherlands to the appeal 
and he wished to confirm that, as an emergency meas
·~re, the Netherlands was sending 500 tons of wheat 
biscuits by air and sea to the Sahelian zone. 
22. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) said that his dele
gation welcomed the appointment of the Special Rep
resentative of the Director-General of FAO in con
nexion with the emergency in the Sahelian zone. In 
the light of the grave situation described by the Special 
Representative, the provisions of draft resolution I in 
document E/5339 did not seem to be sufficiently 
dynamic. However, it was to be hoped that Govern
ments and United Nations officials would bear in mind 
the gravity of the situation in seeking ways to solve the 
problems. It was important that the situation should 
be brought to the attention of world public opmton. 
The measures taken by the Council indicated that 
there was some hope for the future. He agreed with 
the Secretary-General that the political, economic and 
social aspects of the problem were interdependent and 
required an equally dynamic response. The Secretary
General had also referred to the discouraging situation 
with regard to international co-operation, and to the 
need for a long-term policy on food problems, which 
his delegation also advocated. Food was a fundamental 
right of all peoples according to the Universal Declara
tion of Human Rights. It should be borne in mind that, 
apart from the crisis in the Sahelian zone, the world as 
a whole was threatened with famine. The Secretary
General had referred to the need for countries to take 
domestic action to deal with the situation; his dele
gation shared that view but also stressed the need for 
international co-operation and the will to implement 
it successfully. Increased production in the deyeloping 
countries was dependent not only upon domestic meas
ures but also upon more equitable trade arrangements 

. and the elimination of protectionism which was pre
venting the expansion of the developing countries. 

23. Draft resolution II in document E/5339 was 
closely connected with the concept of collective eco
nomic security. The Director-General of FAO had 
suggested that world food stocks should be constituted 
and, although the draft resolution did not refer to that 
point specifically, it was evident from the discussion 
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in the Economic Committee that the Economic and 
Social Council hoped that the F AO Council would 
explore the idea further. Some years ago, the Director
General of FAO had advocated the idea of a world 
food. bank. If such a bank had been established, the 
present crisis could have been avoided. 
24. Mr. TRAORE (Mali), speaking on behalf of the 
countries of the Sudano-Sahelian zone thanked the 
Secretary-General and the Special Representative of 
the Director-General of FAO for drawing attention to 
the tragedy in those countries. Despite the gravity of 
the situation, he felt that there was some hope for the 
future in view of the sympathy expressed by many del
egations and the pledges made by the international 
community as a whole. In October 1972, the Govern
ments of the Sahelian countries had alerted Govern
ments with which they had close relations to the im
pending crisis. He wished to thank those Governments 
which had recognized the danger at that time and 
those which had provided food and transport since 
then. When the situation had deteriorated further, the 
Governments of the Sahelian countries had been forced 
to draw the attention of the international community 
to the need for food and transport. He wished now 
to stress the urgent need of the Sahelian peoples for 
seed and vaccine. As the Special Representative had 
said, the rainy season had already begun in the area and 
seed was needed to ensure the best possible crop. Fur
thermore, the mass migration of the human and animal 
population might well cause a very serious health situa
tion. He was certain that the efforts of the international 
community would be appropriately co-ordinated to 
meet the needs of the population. A remark by the 
Special Representative had made a particular impres
sion on him; namely, that with the desert advancing 
from the north and the forest deteriorating from the 
south, the entire area would be devastated, unless 
great care was taken to prevent such a situation. 
25. The PRESIDENT said that the Council would 
gladly take any other measures which might be neces
sary to help the countries in the Sudano-Sahelian zone 
and drew the Council's attention to draft resolution I 
in document E/5339. 
26. Mr. FASLA (Algeria) said that he had already 
explained his point of view on the item in the Economic 
Committee. However, in the light of the Secretary
General's statement, he would like to submit an amend
ment to paragraph 4 of draft resolution I. In order 
to broaden the scope of the paragraph, he proposed 
that it should be amended to read: "Requests the 
Secretary-General to call upon all elements of the 
United Nations system to respond to the immediate 
needs ... ". 
27. Mr. ZAGORIN (United States of America) said 
that he had had some comments to make on paragraph 
4, but the amendment proposed by the representative 
of Algeria would solve his problems and he hoped that 
it would be accepted. For many months his Govern
ment had given serious attention to the emergency in 
the Sahelian region and it would continue to do so. A 
special office had been established in the United States 
aid organization to deal specifically with the question. 
His Government would consider any further appeals 
made concerning the Sahelian region and he would 
give his authorities a full account of the discussion 
which had taken place in the Council, including the 
statement by the Secretary-General and the Special 
Representative. 

28. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) said that he wished 
to propose an amendment to the fourth preambular 
paragraph of draft resolution I. Obviously the para
graph did not refer to the statement just made by the 
Special Representative and he proposed that, in view 
of his commendable efforts, Mr. Scheyven should be 
mentioned by name. The fourth preambular paragraph 
should therefore be amended to read "Taking into 
account the information provided in this respect by 
the Special Representative of the Director-General of 
the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United 
Nations for the Sahelian question, Mr. Scheyven, to 
the effect that ... ". 
29. Mr. MAKEEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Re
publics) said that, in principle, his delegation had no 
objection to the amendment proposed by the repre
sentative of Chile, except with regard to the reference 
to the name of the Special Representative. It was not 
usual to include a name in a draft resolution and he 
therefore hoped that the representative of Chile would 
not press for the inclusion of Mr. Scheyven's name. 
30. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) said that he would 
withdraw the reference to Mr. Scheyven's name. 
31. Mr. CORDOVEZ (Secretary of the Council) 
said that the fourth preambular paragraph of draft 
resolution I would therefore read: "Taking into account 
the information provided in this ·respect by the Special 
Representative of the Director-General of the Food 
and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations 
for. the Sahelian Question, to the effect that ... ". 

32. The PRESIDENT said that he would take it that 
the Council adopted draft resolution I, as amended by 
the representatives of Chile and Algeria, without objec
tion. 

Draft resolution I, as ani:ended, was adopted with
out objection.1 

33. The PRESIDENT drew the Council's attention 
to draft resolution II in document E/5339. 

34. Mr. RABETAFIKA (Madagascar) said that the 
crop failures which had occurred in Asia owing to 
droughts and floods were not limited to South Asia 
alone. He therefore proposed that the fifth preambular 
paragraph of draft resolution II should be amended 
to read " .... following recurring crop failures in vul
nerable areas in Asia, Central America ... ". 

35. Mr. ABHYANKAR (India) said that he had no 
objection to the amendment but felt that the original 
reference to "South Asia" was more factually accurate, 
since the recent droughts had occurred precisely there. 

36. Mr. RABETAFIKA (Madagascar) pointed out 
that the crop failures referred to in the fifth preambular 
paragraph had resulted not only from droughts but 
also from floods, such as the recent one in the Philip
pines. He therefore preferred the more general wording 
he had proposed. 

37. Mr. HAMID (Sudan), Mr. MAHMASSANI 
(Lebanon), Mr. VERCELES (Philippines), Mr. 
FASLA (Algeria), Mr. AL-HADAD (Yemen) and 
and Mr. AKRAM (Pakistan) supported the Malagasy 
amendment. 

38. Mr. ABHYANKAR (India) said that the point 
made by the representative of Madagascar was well 
taken; however, he would suggest that the words 

1 Council resolution 1759 (LIV). 
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"crop failures" should be replaced by "natural .disas
ters". 
39. Mr. VERCELES (Philippines) supported by Mr. 
SINGH (Malaysia), favoured retaining the words 
"crop failures" on the grounds that the term "natural 
disasters" would be too broad and that the draft reso
lution was specifically concerned with food deficits and 
food aid needs, of which ~rop failures were the im-
mediate cause. · 
40. Mr. AKRAM (Pakistan) drew attention to an 
omission in the first preambular paragraph of a ref
erence to General Assembly resolution 2682 (XXV) 
of 11 December 1970, which the sponsors had agreed 
to include when the draft resolution had been con
sidered by the Economic Committee. 
41. The PRESIDENT noting that there appeared 
to be agreement in the Council concerning the reten
tion of the words "crop failures", proposed that the 
Council should vote on draft resolution II as amended 
by the representative of Madagascar and including the 
reference to which the representative of Pakistan had 
drawn attention. 

Draft resolution II, as amended, was adopted by 
22 votes to none, with 4 abstentions.2 

42. Mr. LISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) 
said that the reservations concerning draft resolution 
II that his delegation had expressed in the Economic 
Committee still stood. 

Mr. Scott (New Ze~land),, Vice-President, took the 
Chair. 

AGENDA ITEM 7 

Collective economic security: preliminary consid· 
eration of the concept, its scope and potential 
practical implications 

REPORT OF THE ECONOMIC COMMITTEE (E/5344) 

43. The PRESIDENT drew attention to paragraph 5 
of the report of the Economic Committee on agenda 
item 7 (E/5344), containing a draft decision recom
mended for adoption by the Council. The draft deci
sion had been adopted unanimously by the Economic 
Committee, and if there was no objection he would 
take it that the Council also wished to adopt it unani
mously. 

The draft decision was adopted unanimously. 

AGENDA ITEM 5 

Natural resources 

(a) Report of the Committee on Natural Re
sources; 

(b) Question of the establishment of a United 
Nations revolving fund for natural resources 
exploration 

REPORT OF THE EcONOMIC COMMITTEE (E/5346) 

44. The PRESIDENT invited the Council to con
sider the report of the Economic Committee on item 
5 (E/5346). The last paragraph contained two draft 
resolutions recommended for adoption by the Council. 

45. Mr. CORDOVEZ (Secretary of the Council) 
read out a correction to paragraph 14 of the report. 

2 Council resolution 1760 (LIV). 

46. Mr. OLIVERI L6PEZ (Argentina) said that 
paragraph 8 of the report did not give an accurate 
account of what had happened in the Committee and 
requested a correction. 
47. The PRESIDENT said that the Secretary would 
consult the representative of Argentina and the other 
delegations concerned with a view to making the 
necessary corrections. 3 

48. Mr. LISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Repub
lics) recalled that a number of delegations had re
quested the Secretariat to provide a statement of the 
financial implications of operative subparagraphs (d) 
and (e) in part B of draft resolution I. 
49. Mr. AHMED (Director, Resources and Pro
gramme Planning Office) said that, as the representa
tive of the USSR had pointed out, certain questions 
had been raised concerning the financial implications 
of draft resolution I. 
50. With regard to part B of the draft resolution, 
the timing of the third session of the Committee on 
Natural Resources had made it possible for the Secre
tary-General to include a modest provi~ion in the 
1974-1975 programme budget proposal to initiate 
work relating to subparagraphs (a), (b) and (c), 
based on the recommendations, contained in the report 
of the Committee on Natural Resources (see E/5247, 
para. 45). Subparagraphs (d) and (e) had, however, 
been added in the Economic Committee and therefore 
no specific provisions had been made in the programme 
budget, although the intent of those subparagraphs 
could be regarded as being closely connected with the 
matters covered in subparagraphs (a) to (c). 
51. An ad hoc expert group would be convened in 
1973 from within the approved budget to determine 
the approach to be used and to elaborate a detailed 
programme of activities for achieving the objectives of 
all five subparagraphs. Taking into account the findings 
and recommendations of the expert group, the Secre
tary-General would submit for the consideration of 
the Council at a subsequent session a precise pro
gramme of work together with an indication of the ~e
sources required for the implementation of the recom
mended programme. 
52. With regard to part C of the draft resolution, 
particularly the interrelated operative paragraphs 3 
and 5 (b), the Secretary-General intended to under
take consultations with Member States on ways and 
means of conducting the preparations for the proposed 
United Nations water conference by means of a note 
verbale. That approach would not require additional 
resources. The Secretary-General had also been re
quested in paragraph 5 (b) to explore the possibility 
of convening regional conferences or seminars and to 
report on the matter to the fifty-fifth session of the 
_Council. Such a report, if it was to take into_ account 
the views of Member States, as requested, and those 
of the regional economic commissions, could not be 
ready in time for the fifty-fifth session. The Council 
might wish to consider cha~ging that deadline to _the 
fifty-sixth session, as was the case for the report re
quested under paragraph 3. 
53. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) drew attention to 
an error in paragraph 27 of the report of the Eco
nomic Committee (E/5346): his delegation had with-

8 The corrections were incorporated in the printed version of 
the report (E/5346/Rev.l). 
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drawn its first, second and third amendments but not 
the fourth. It had, however, accepted the proposal of 
Trinidad and Tobago in lieu of its fourth amendment.3 

54. Mr. LISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) 
thanked the Director for his statement. His delegation 
was categorically opposed to convening an ad hoc ex
pert group to determine the contents and scope of the 
studies requested in part B. The present resources of 
the Resources and Transport Division were more than 
adequate for that purpose. It would set a very bad 
precedent indeed to establish yet another expert group 
to do the work that should be done by the Secretariat. 

55. Mr. DE AZEVEDO BRITO (Brazil) thanked 
the Director for his statement, which had made it 
clear that the Secretary-General regarded the requests 
made in the operative paragraph of part B of the draft 
resolution as an integrated whole. His delegation fully 
supported the Secretary-General's decision to convene 
an ad hoc expert group. The developing countries at
tached great importance to achieving the objectives of 
part B, and his delegation attached special importance 
to the assessment of technologies requested in sub
paragraphs (d) and (e). 

56. Mr. NDUNG'U (Kenya) said that his delegation 
had no objection to extending the deadline in paragraph 
5 (b) of part C to the fifty-sixth session of the Coun
cil, as the Director had suggested. 

57 .. Mr. AHMED (Director, Resources and Pro
gramme Planning Office) thanked the representative 
of Kenya for supporting his suggestion. With regard to 
part B, he reiterated that the ad hoc expert group to 
be convened in 1973 would be financed from available 
resources; provisions to that effect had been included 
in the budget submitted to and approved by the twenty
seventh session of the General Assembly. 

58. Mr. HAMID (Sudan) said that his delegation 
likewise had no objection to deferring the report re
quested in paragraph 5 (b) of part C to the fifty-sixth 
session. 

59. The PRESIDENT said that there appeared to be 
general agreement on the desirability of amending sub
paragraph 5 (b) of part C along the lines suggested 
by the Director. He would take it that the Council 
adopted draft resolution I, as amended, without ob
jection. 

Draft resolution /, as amended, was adopted with
out objection.4 

60. Mr. OLIVERI LOPEZ (Argentina), referring to 
part C of the draft resolution, expressed pleasure at 
the Council's acceptance of his Government's invita
tion to hold the United Nations water conference at 
Buenos Aires in 1977. His delegation looked forward 
to participating in the preparatory work and would 
do its utmost to ensure that the conference was a 
success. 

61. The PRESIDENT invited the Council to con
sider draft resolution II. 

62. Mr. FIGUEROA (Chile) said that his delegation 
had abstained in the vote on draft resolution II in the 
Economic Committee but would vote in favour of it 
now as an expression of its support for the establish-

4 Council resolution 1761 (LIV). 

ment of the revolving fund. It was to be hoped that a 
final decision on the matter would be taken at the 
twenty-eighth session of the· General Assembly. He 
emphasized the importance his delegation attached to 
subparagraph 1 (i) concerning the rate of repayment 
and the total sum to be repaid. 
63. Mr. TRAORE (Mali) said that his delegation 
would abstain in the vote for the reasons he had ex
plained in the Economic Committee. 
64. Mr. FASLA (Algeria) said that his delegation 
had abstained in the vote in the Economic Committee 
but would vote in favour of the draft resolution on the 
present occasion. However, it still had serious reserva-
tions with regard to subparagraph 1 (i). . 

65. Mr. DE AZEVEDO BRITO (Brazil) said that 
his delegation would abstain in the vote because the 
draft resolution did not clearly specify that the re
sources to be contributed to the fund should be addi
tional to current commitments; because it did not pro
vide clearly for a repayment ceiling; because no 
provision was made for preferential treatment of the 
least developed countries and the land-locked develop
ing countries; and because it did not clearly indicate 
that any assistance provided through the fund must be 
subject to national laws and regulations. · 

66. Mr. ZAGORIN (United States of America) said 
that his delegation would abstain for the reasons it had 
stated in the Economic Committee. 
67. Mr. WANG Tzu-chuan (China) recalled the res
ervations his delegation had expressed in the Eco
nomic Committee with regard to the draft resolution. 
68. Mr. MACKENZIE (United Kingdom) said that 
his delegattion would abstain for the reasons it had 
stated in the Economic Committee. 
69. Mr. KARHILO (Finland) said that his delegation 
would abstain because, as it had explained in the Eco
nomic Committee, it was opposed to the establishment 
of a revolving fund for. natural resources exploration. 
70. Mr. GATES (New Zealand) recalled that his 
delegation had voted for the draft resolution in the 
Economic Committee although it had had some reser
vations, the substance of which was reflected in the 
Committee's records. · 
71. Mr. TEMBOURY (Spain), recalling the reserva
tions his delegation had expressed in the Economic 
Committee, said that he would nevertheless vote in 
favour of the draft resolution as an expression of soli
darity with the fund's supporters. 

At the request of the representative of Malaysia, a 
recorded vote was taken on draft resolution II. 

In favour: Algeria, Bolivia, Burundi, Chile, China, 
France, Haiti, Japan, Lebanon, Madagascar, Nether
lands, New Zealand, Niger, Spain, Trinidad and To
bago, Zaire. 

Against: None 
Abstaining: Brazil, Finland, Hungary, Mali, Mon

golia, Poland, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ire
land, United States of America. 

Draft re.solution II was adopted by 17 votes to none, 
with 9 abstentions. 5 

5 Council resolution 1762 (LIV). 
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72. Mr. HAMID (Sudan) recalled that his delega
tion had voted in favour of the draft resolution in the 
Economic Committee. He agreed with· the representa
tive of Brazil, however, that it was regrettable that it 
did not provide for perferential treatment for the least 

developed countries and the land-locked developing 
countries. He hoped that that deficiency would be rem
edied when the resolution came before the General 
Assembly. 

The meeting,rose at 1.15 p.m. 

1858th meeting 
Friday, 18 May 1973, at 3.20 p.m. 

President: Mr. Sergio A. FRAZAO (Brazil). 

AGENDA ITEM 8 

The impact of multinational corporations on the de· 
velopment process and on international relations 
(E/5334 and Corr.1, E/5351) 

REPORT OF THE ECONOMIC CoMMITTEE (E/5351) 

1. Mr. STAVROPOULOS (Legal Counsel) said that 
the titles listed for Mr. L. K. Jha in paragraph 8 of 
the progress report of the Secretary-General (E/5334 
and Corr.l) included the title "Governor of Jammu and 
Kashmir". During the discussion of item 8 at the 632nd 
meeting of the Economic Committee, the representa
tive of Pakistan had requested that a foot-note be 
added to the effect that the legal status of Jammu and 
Kashmir remained to be determined. Following a dis
cussion in the course of which the representative of 
India had stated that Jammu and Kashmir was an in
tegral part of India and that he would object to the 
addition of any foot-note, it had been decided, at the 
request of Pakistan, to refer the matter to the Office 
of Legal Affairs. 

2. The Office of Legal Affairs considered that the 
Secretariat could include in its maps and publications 
explanatory foot-notes of the nature indicated when it 
had itself compiled the information concerned and was 
responsible for it. The Secretariat would not, however, 
consider it appropriate to alter, add to or delete infor
mation supplied to it in a curriculum vitae by the party 
concerned. That did not imply any position on the part 
of the Secretariat with respect to the information sup
plied in the curriculum vitae. 

3. Mr. AKRAM (Pakistan) pointed out that his dele
gation's purpose in raising the question had been to 
ensure that the information contained in the report did 
not reflect the position of the Secretary-General with 
respect to Jammu and Kashmir, and it was happy to 
note that the Legal Counsel had confirmed that that 
was the case. 

4. As the Legal Counsel had said, the Secretariat did 
include a foot-note in maps and publications it pre
pared, stating that the legal status of Jammu and 
Kashmir remained to be determined in accordance with 
the relevant resolutions of the Security Council on the 
question of Kashmir. That was what had been done, for 
example, in the Demographic Yearbook and the Sta
tistical Yearbook, which showed that that was the po
sition of the Secretary-General and the United Nations 
Secretariat with respect to the legal status of Jammu 
and Kashmir. 

E/SR.1858 

5. The Secretary-General should ensure that in all 
documents prepared by the Secretariat or for which 
it was responsible, wherever a reference was made to 
Jammu and Kashmir, that position was clearly and 
categorically reflected. 
6. Mr. JAIN (India) said that his delegation had 
followed the statement of the Legal Counsel with in
terest, since it confirmed its view regarding the inad
missibility of including the foot-note suggested by the 
representative of Pakistan. He repeated that Jammu 
and Kashmir was an integral part of India and drew 
attention to the very clear-cut and precise formulation 
of the Legal Counsel's statement. That statement had 
referred to the general practice followed by the Secre
tariat and not to the kind of foot-note suggested by 
the representative of Pakistan, who had attempted to 
mislead and confuse the Council by giving his own 
interpretation of the Legal Counsel's statement as hav
ing been specifically addressed to the question of 
Jammu and Kashmir. Actually, the statement showed 
that in many cases, the practice followed by the Sec
retariat was not to include such foot-notes. 

7. Mr. WANG Tzu-chuan (China) said that, in the 
view of his delegation, the position of Pakistan was 
correct and reasonable. The United Nations Secre
tariat should carefully carry out the resolutions of the 
Security Council with a view to avoiding confusion. 

8. The PRESIDENT drew attention to paragraph 5 
of the report of the Economic Committee (E/5351), 
which contained a draft decision recommended for 
adoption by the Council. 

9. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) said that a question 
as important as that of the impact of multinational 
corporations on the development process and on inter
national relations ought to have been discussed in depth 
in the plenary meetings of the General Assembly, be
cause the Council was still not sufficiently representa
tive, many countries not yet having ratified the relevant 
amendment to the Charter. 

10. In view of the profound effect of the problem on 
the national life of Chile and its international rela
tions, he was tempted to reiterate his views on the 
subject, but he would refrain from doing so to avoid 
the difficulties of reopening the debate, provided other 
delegations did likewise. 

11. Reviewing the draft decision on which the Council 
was requested to act, he said that a foot-note !night be 
added referring to the summary records of the Eco
nomic Cominittee that contained the observations men-
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tioned in the text, either in the draft decision itself or 
in the Council's report to the General Assembly. 
12. The PRESIDENT suggested the addition after the 
last word of the text of a foot-note indicator, the cor
responding foot-note to read: "See documents E/ AC.6/ 
SR.630 and 632". 
13. He recalled that the Committee had adopted the 
draft decision without objection. If the Council agreed, 
he would take it that it also wished to adopt the draft 
decision as amended, without objection. 

The draft decision, as amended, was adopted with
out objection. 

AGENDA ITEM II 

Report 
of the Statistical Commission 

REPORT OF THE EcoNOMIC COMMITTEE 
(E/5348 and Corr.l) 

14. The PRESIDENT drew the Council's attention 
to the report of the Economic Committee on agenda 
item 11 (E/5348 and Corr.1). Paragraph 4 of the 
report contained a draft decision recommended for 
adoption by the Council. 
15. He recalled that the Committee had adopted the 
draft decision without objection. If the Council agreed, 
he would take it that it wished to do the same. 

The draft decision was ddopted without objection. 

AGENDA ITEM 12 

Population: 
(a) United Nations Fund for Population Activ-

ities; 
(b) Report of the Population Commission 

REPORT OF THE ECONOMIC COMMITTEE (E/534 7) 

16. The PRESIDENT drew the Council's attention 
to the Economic Committee's report on item 12 (E/ 
5347) and noted that paragraph 17 contained a draft 
resolution and a draft decision recommended for adop
tion by the Council. 
17. He pointed out that the draft resolution had been 
adopted by a majority in the Committee. 
18. Mr. SINGH (Malaysia) said' that in the English 
text of the draft resolution a semi-colon should be 
placed after the word "problems" in paragraph 1 (b). 

19. Mr. MAKEEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Repub
lics) requested a separate vote on subparagraph 1 (d). 

Subparagraph I (d) was retained by I7 votes to 5, 
with 5 abstentions. 

At the request of the representative of Malaysia, a 
recorded vote was taken on the draft resolution as a 
whole. 

In favour: Algeria, Bolivia, Burundi, Chile, China, 
Finland, France, Haiti, Japan, Lebanon, Madagascar, 
Malaysia, Mali, Netherlands, New Zealand, Niger, 
Spain, Trinidad and Tobago, Uganda, United Kingdom 
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States 
of America, Zaire. 

Against: None. 

Abstaining: Brazil, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland, 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. 

The draft resolution was adopted by 22 votes to 
none, with 5 abstentions.1 

20. Mr. ROVIRA (Spain) explained that he had cast 
his vote in favour of the draft resolution for the rea
sons he had given in the Economic Committee, where 
he had also voted in its favour. While he thanked the 
sponsors for having accepted part of the amendment 
he had submitted in the Econmnic Committee, he felt 
that the full text proposed by his delegation, or the 
Brazilian amendments, for which it had voted in that 
Committee, would have been a considerable improve
ment on the original text. 
21. The Spanish delegation had voted for the draft 
resolution out of a desire to align itself with the major
ity and out of respect for the views of certain develop
ing countries particularly affected by the problem. 
22. The PRESIDENT said that the draft decision 
contained in the Economic Committee's report had 
been adopted by the Committee without objection. If 
the Council agreed, he would take it that it wished to 
do the same. 

The draft decision was adopted without objection. 

AGENDA ITEM 6 

Fiscal and financial matters: 
(a) Promotion of private foreign investment in 

developing countries; 
(b) Transfer of operative technology at the enter· 

prise level; 
(c) Tax treaties between developed and developing 

countries 

REPORT OF THE EcONOMIC COMMITTEE (E/5349) 

23. The PRESIDENT drew the Council's attention 
to the report of the Economic Committee on item 6 
(E/5349), paragraph 13 of which contained two draft 
resolutions and a draft decision recommended by the 
Committee for adoption by the Council. 
24. He said that draft resolution I had been adopted 
without objection by the Committee and that if the 
Council agreed, he would take it that it wished to do 
the same. 

Draft resolution I was adopted without objection.2 

25. The PRESIDENT said that the Committee had 
also adopted draft resolution II without objection and 
that if the Council agreed, he would take it that it 
wished to do the same. 

Draft resolution II w& adopted without objection.3 

26. The PRESIDENT said that the draft decision 
contained in the report of the Economic Committee 
had been adopted without; objection by the Committee 
and that if the Council so agreed, he would take it 
that it wished to do the same. 

The draft decision was adopted without objection. 

27. Mr. MAKEEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Repub
lics) said that he did not object to the adoption of 
draft resolution I, on the understanding that his dele
gation maintained the reservations and observations it 
had expressed on the item in the Economic Committee, 
since it did not share the prevailing view regarding the 
relationship between private investments and develop-

1 Council r1esolution 1763 (LIV). 
2 Council resolution 1764 (LIV). 
a Council resolution 1765 (LIV). 
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ment. If a vote had been taken on the draft, his dele
gation would have abstained. 
28. Had a vote been taken on draft resolution II, the 
Soviet Union would not have supported paragraph 2. 

AGENDA ITEM 28 

Implementation of Security Council resolution 329 
(1973) concerning the question of economic 
assistance to Zambia 

REPORT OF THE ECONOMIC COMMITTEE (E/5350) 

29. . The PRESIDENT drew attention to the report 
of the Economic Committee on item 28 (E/5350), 
paragraph 7 of which contained a draft resolution 
recommended by the Committee for adoption by the 
Council. If there were no objections, he would take it 
that the Council wished to adopt the draft resolution 
by consensus. 

The draft resolution was adopted by consensus.4 

30. The PRESIDENT said that Australia had an
nounced on 7 May that it would provide the sum of 
$150,000 to help Zambia establish a new route for 
imports and exports; the d{itails would be agreed upon 
by the two Governments. 

AGENDA ITEM 19 

Report of the Working Group on Rationalization 

REPORT oF THE Co-oRDINATION CoMMITTEE 

(E/5352) 

31. The PRESIDENT drew attention to the report of 
the Co-ordination Committee on item 19 (E/5352), 
paragraph 25 of which contained five draft resolutions 
recommended for adoption by the Council. Paragraph 
26 of the report contained three draft decisions whose 
adoption was also recommended. 
32. He noted that paragraph 5 of the report indicated 
that the Committee had adopted draft resolution I 
unanimously and if he heard no objections, he would 
take it that the Council wished to do likewise. 

Draft resolution I was adopted unanimously.5 
33. Mr. OGISO (Japan) announced that the Jap
anese Lower House had approved the ratification of 
the amendment to the Charter on 10 May and that 
the amendment was now before the Upper House. 
Japan believed that it would be in a position to an-
nounce ratification in mid-June. · 
34. The PRESIDENT, referring to the ratifications 
of the amendment to the Charter contained in General 
Assembly resolution 2847 (XXVI), said that among 
the Latin American countries, Barbados, Brazil, the 
Dominican Republic, Guatemala and Trinidad and 
Tobago had already ratified it. Among the permanent 
members of the Security Council, China and the Soviet 
Union had done so. The United Kingdom and France 
were in the process of ratifying the amendment. 
35. He expressed the hope that the amendment would 
be in force, by the twenty-eighth session of the General 
Assembly. 
36. Mr. KITCHEN (United States of America) said 
that the United States was also in the process of rati
fying the amendment. 

4 Council resolution 1766 (LIV). 
5 Council resolution 1767 (LIV). 

37. Mrs. DERRE (France) confirmed the President's 
statement and announced officially that the French 
Parliament had taken favourable action on the amend
ment. The French Government would complete the 
remaining formalities before the fifty-fifth session of the 
Economic and Social Council. 
38. Mr. MACKENZIE (United Kingdom) also con
firmed what the President had stated and said that the 
ratification process would be completed by mid-summer. 

39. The PRESIDENT said that paragraph 15 of the 
report of the Co-ordination Committee (E/5352) in
dicated that the Committee had adopted draft resolu
tion II by consensus. If there were no objections he 
would take it that the Council wished to adopt the 
draft resolution without objection. 

Draft resolution II was adopted without objection. 6 

40. Mr. FACK (Netherlands) expressed his deep 
satisfaction that draft resolution II had been adopted 
without objection. Although it could not solve once 
and for all the problems that had affected the Council 
in recent years, by reaffirming the political commit
ment of all Member States to world-wide economic co
operation through the Council and by focusing its work 
on the implementation of the International Develop
ment Strategy, the resolution, together with the en
largement of the Council, represented a major , step 
towards the revitalization of the Council. 

41. The Netherlands was particularly gratified that 
the resolution had been sponsored by a solid group of 
developed and developing countries and that all dele
gations had demonstrated a constructive spirit of com
promise. That showed that, given the political will, 
major decisions could be arrived at without confronta
tion and division. 

42. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) endorsed the remarks 
of the representative of the Netherlands. Just as politi
cal will and collaboration between developing and 
developed countries had been demonstrated in the case 
of draft resolution II, its objectives-which sought to 
restore the Council~s authority to direct international 
co-operation-would not be fully effective unless there 
was the same political will to ensure the implementa
tion of the resolution's recommendations that the 
world's major economic and social problems should be 
brought before the Council and unless countries saw to 
it that they were represented at the highest possible 
level in the Council's deliberations. Furthermore, as a 
complement to its provisions, regional services should 
be restructured. 

43. Mr. DUMAS (France) said that if the Council 
was to function more effectively, it would have to 
rationalize its procedures. However, the adoption of 
the draft resolution without objection was a positive 
step. The spirit of compromise shown by the sponsors 
had made that possible, and he was particularly grati
fied that his delegation's amendments had been well 
received. 

44. Mr. MEDEIROS (Brazil) expressed the hope 
that the resolution signalled the start of a new phase 
in the Council's work. It was a declaration of intent 
of a diplomatic and political nature, which was de
signed to reorient the work of the Council. 

6 Council resolution 1768 (LIV). 
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45. The PRESIDENT invited the Council to vote on 
draft resolution Til, which had been adopted by a 
majority in the Co-ordination Committee. 

Draft resolution Ill was adopted by 23 votes to 4.7 

46. The PRESIDENT said that the Co-ordination 
Committee had adopted draft resolution IV without 
objection; if the Council agreed, he would take it that 
it wished to do likewise. 

Draft resolution IV was adopted without objection.8 

47. The PRESIDENT said that draft resolution V 
had also been adopted without objection by the Co
ordination Committee and that if the Council agreed, 
he would take it that it wished to do likewise. 

Draft resolution V was adopted without objection.9 

48. The PRESIDENT drew the Council's attention 
to paragraph 26 of the report of the Co-ordination 
Committee on item 19 (E/5352), which contained 
three draft decisions recommended for adoption by 
the Council. 

49. He asked the Council to consider draft decision I, 
which had been adopted by a majority in the Co-ordi
nation Committee. 

50. Mr. MEDEIROS (Brazil) explained that when 
the Co-ordination Committee had voted on the draft 
decision, his delegation had abstained because, although 
it agreed with the spirit of the proposal, it had found 
it somewhat exaggerated that the principal organs 
should not be able to establish ad hoc bodies for spe
cific tasks. Thus, the delegations of Brazil and Canada 
had submitted a draft amendment deleting the words 
"either" and "or ad hoc". The draft amendment had 
been rejected in the Co-ordination Committee by a 
narrow margin. His delegation formally proposed that 
another vote be taken on the draft amendment. 
51. Mr. HEMANS (United Kingdom) said that his 
delegation, as a sponsor of the draft decision, would 
like the text to remain as it stood. In the first place, 
for the purposes of rationalization, the Council itself 
must retain controt over the establishment of new sub
sidiary organs. Furthermore, since the Council met 
four times in a year there would be no substantial 
delay caused by waiting for the Council's approval. 
Lastly, it would be harmful to make exceptions regard
ing ad hoc subsidiary bodies between sessions of the 
Council, in view of the well-known tendency towards 
proliferation of ad hoc bodies .. 
52. The PRESIDENT called for a vote on the reten
tion of the words "either" and "or ad hoc" in draft 
decision I. 

The words "either" and "or ad hoc" were retained 
by IB votes to 5, with 4 abstentions. 

53. The PRESIDENT called for a vote on draft de
cision I as a whole. 

Draft decisio!V I was adopted by 25 votes to none, 
with 2 abstentions. 

54. The PRESIDENT called upon the Council to 
vote on draft decision II, which had been adopted by 
a majority in the Co-ordination Committee. 

Draft decision II was adopted by 22 votes to none, 
with 5 abstentions. 

7 Council resolution 17 69 (LIV). 
s Council resolution 1770 (LIV). 
9 Council resolution 1771 (LIV). 

55. The PRESIDENT called upon the Council to vote 
on draft decision III, which had been adopted by a 
majority in the Co-ordination Committee. 

Draft decision III was adopted by 13 votes to 5, 
with 9 abstentions. 
56. Mr. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Repub
lics) said that his delegatiton had voted for draft reso
lution II despite the fact that it still had reservations 
regarding certain paragraphs, which it had explained 
in the Co-ordination Committee. His delegation had 
voted against draft resolution III for the reasons al
ready given in the Co-ordination Committee. He had 
no objection to draft resolution V, but maintained the 
reservations already expressed in the Co-ordination 
Committee. 
57. Mr. MACKENZIE (United Kingdom) said that 
he wished to make four time-saving suggestions with a 
view to accelerating the Council's work. First, when 

. subjects of a ceremonial nature came before the Coun
cil, it would be sufficient for one spokesman from each 
group of countries to speak for all of them, as for 
example the Nordic countries did. He recalled that 
many delegations had expressed their sympathy with 
regard to the Tunisian floods and the Yemeni air 
disaster. 
58. Secondly, he drew attention to the matter of draft 
resolutions sponsored by many delegations: generally 
speaking, almost all the sponsors spoke on the draft 
resolution when, except on rare occasions, it would be 
enough for a single sponsor to speak for all of them. 
In that context, there was an additional complication 
in that many delegations, so it was alleged, made state
ments so that they would be reported by the press in 
their respective countries. However, there was a simple 
solution to hand, namely that delegations in that posi
tion could circulate written texts of the statements that 
they would have made to other delegations and the 
press. Such a device was common in national parlia
ments in many countries. 
59. Thirdly, he referred to the comment made at the 
1855th meeting by the representative of Spain concern
ing the possibility of fixing a time-limit for statements 
by delegations. Rule 51· of the rules of procedure of 
the Economic and Social Council authorized the Coun
cil to limit the time allowed to each speaker. He did 
not wish to suggest that an arbitrary time-limit be im
posed on all statements, but it would be useful to bear 
in mind that both the Council and its subsidiary organs 
could take ad hoc decisions on the matter when their 
work was behind schedule and abide by the provisions 
of rule 51 of the rules of procedure more frequently. 
60. Lastly, it was becoming an increasingly common 
practice for delegations to explain their vote and s~ate 
their reservations both in the Committees and in the 
plenary meetings of the Council. It would be sufficient 
for such explanations and reservations to be expressed 
on one occasion only and, subsequently, delegations 
which wished to do so could confine themselves to re
ferring to their previous statement. 
61. Mr. ROVIRA (Spain) endorsed the statement of 
the representative of the United Kingdom. 
62. Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) said that he would 
study carefully the United Kingdom proposals for the 
Council's next session. For the time being, he did not 
feel that it was possible to apply fixed rules to the 
debate without infringing the sovereign right of each 
State to express its views according to its Government's 



1858th meeting-18 May 1973 57 

instructions. It should be borne in mind that the Coun
cil was not a commercial enterprise but an interna
tional organ made up of delegations representing Gov
ernments which wished to explain their views. For the 
majority of the developing countries, the work in the 
Council constituted a continuing and significant effort 
to convince the other countries that their position was 
valid. 
63. The PRESIDENT said that, as he understood 
them, the suggestions made by the representative of the 
United Kingdom were not formal proposals but merely 
suggestions. Informal consultations could be held among 
delegations to consider the subject again informally at 
the next session of the Council. 
64. He understood that that was the spirit in which 
the representative of the United Kingdom had made 
his suggestions. 

65. Mr. MACKENZIE (United Kingdom) agreed 
that that would be the most appropriate procedure. 

AGENDA ITEM 25 

Report of the Committee for Programme and 
Co-ordination 

REPORT OF THE CO-ORDINATION COMMITTEE 

(E/5353) 

66. The PRESIDENT drew the Council's attention 
to the report of the Co-ordination Committee on item 
25 (E/5353) and, in particular, to recommendation 
(d) contained in paragraph 3 of that report, in which 
the Secretariat was requested to provide the Council, 
before the conclusion of its fifty-fourth session, with 
information on the availability of documentation relat
ing to the items on the provisional agenda of the Com
mittee for Programme and Co-ordination (CPC) for 
its fourteenth session. The Secretary of the Council 
would provide the relevant information. 

67. Mr. CORDOVEZ (Secretary of the Council) 
provided the following information requested by the 
Co-ordination Committee: with regard to item 2 of 
the provisional agenda of the Committee for Pro
gramme and Co-ordination (Work programme and 
budget for 1974-1975 and the medium-term plan 
1974-1977), all sections of the programme and budget 
for 197 4-197 5 had already been distributed on 17 May, 
with the exception of the following: section 11 (Eco
nomic Commission for Africa), in Spanish and French; 
section 14 (United Nations Conference on Trade and 
Development), in Russian; section 15 (United Nations 
Industrial Development Organization), in Spanish, 
French and Russian; and section 19 (Regular Pro
gramme of Technical Assistance), in Spanish. 

68. He stated that the Budget Division had announced 
that the medium-term plan, 1974-1977, would be 
ready in all working languages by 29 May. 

69. With regard to item 3 of the provisional agenda 
of CPC (Reports of the specialized agencies and the 
International Atomic Energy Agency), he pointed out 
that the reports of the United Nations Educational, 
Scientific and Cultural Organization and the Interna
tional Atomic Energy Agency (E/5287 and E/5271 
respectively) had already been distributed. On· the 
other hand, copies-of which there were only limited 
quantities- of the reports of the Food and Agriculture 
Organization of the United Nations, the International 

Civil Aviation Organization, the Universal Postal Union, 
the International Telecommunication Union and the 
Inter-Governmental Maritime Consultative Organiza
tion would be sent to the members of CPC by 21 May. 
The International Labour Organisation, the World 
Health Organization and the World Meteorological 
Organization had not as yet submitted their reports. 
The reports of the first two agencies would be sent by 
diplomatic pouch from Geneva cin 25 and 22 May 
respectively. 
70. With regard to item 4 of the provisional agenda of 
CPC (Reports of the Administrative Committee on 
Co-ordination (ACC)), the report of the Administra
tive Committee on Co-ordination (E/5289) would be 
distributed on 23 May. The special report of ACC on 
employment policy in the Second United Nations De
velopment Decade (E/5289/ Add.l) had been re
ceived in English only. The ILO had undertaken to 
submit the French and Spanish translations of that 
report, but they had not yet reached Headquarters. 

71. With regard to item 5 of the provisional agenda 
of CPC (Implementation of the Declaration on the 
Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and 
Peoples by the specialized agencies and the interna
tional institutions associated with the United Nations), 
the report of the Secretary-General (E/ 5284 and 
Add.1) had already been distributed. 

72. With regard to item 6 of the provisional agenda 
of CPC (Marine co-operation), the report of the Sec
retary-General (E/5332) would be issued on 21 May. 
73. With regard to item 7 of the provisional agenda 
of CPC (Reports of the Joint Inspection Unit), the 
reports of the Joint Inspection Unit on technical co
operation activities of UNIDO in Algeria and Tunisia 
(E/5181 and Add.1 and 2) and on country pro
gramming (E/5182 and Add.1-6), had already been 
distributed. 
74. With regard to item 8 of the provisional agenda 
of CPC (Measures to improve the documentation of 
the Council), the report of the Secretary-General 
would be distributed on 23 May. 
75. Mr. MEDEIROS (Brazil) said that as a member 
of CPC, his delegation was not exactly surprised at 
the difficulties which had arisen, since they reflected a 
worsening problem, which was. becoming intolerable 
both for CPC and the Council. It was truly regrettable 
that an item as important as the work programme and 
budget for 1974-1975 and the medium-term plan, 1974-
1977, could not be given the consideration it deserved. 
Consequently, he requested that the record of the 
meeting should reflect the profound dissatisfaction of 
his delegation with the status of the documentation for 
the next session of CPC and its bewilderment at the 
current state of affairs. The situation would jeopardize 
the entire process of co-ordination. 
76. Mr. ABHYANKAR (India) associated himself 
with the statement by the representative of Brazil re
garding recommendation (d) in paragraph 3 of the 
report of the Co-ordination Committee (E/5353). 
His delegation had worked loyally and honestly in CPC 
because it believed that there was need for intergov
ernmental control over the entire co-ordination process. 
When the Co-ordination Committee had been con
sidering agenda item 19, his delegation had pointed 
out that many of the difficulties of CPC had been 
caused by the lack of documentation. The Committee 
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had been correct in relieving CPC of all responsibility 
for the problem and his delegation supported the recent 
decision not to dispense with CPC. The Co-ordination 
Committee had felt that it was illogical for CPC to 
meet on 23 May, because, even if it met on 29 May 
or one week later, it would not be able to fulfil its task 
effectively. He proposed that consultations should be 
held in order to determine the date on which the Office 
of Conference Services would be able to provide all the 
documentation necessary for consideration of the item 
on the work programme and biennial budget in all 
working languages. He did not foresee any unavoidable 
financial implications and pointed out the need for 
Member States and their Governments to be given 
sufficient time to study that documentation properly. 
77. Mr. HEMANS (United Kingdom) observed that 
the Secretary of the Council had not mentioned the 
dates on which the documents would be ready in all 
working languages and agreed with the representative 
of India that consultations should be held with the 
Secretariat to determine whether services were avail
able for the necessary documentation and that the Sec
retariat should provide information on the matter and 
on the possible financial implications, since CPC had 
to consider the item as soon as possible. 

78. He pointed out that the fourteenth session of 
CPC might overlap with the second session of the 
Committee on Review and Appraisal, to which many 
delegations attached the utmost importance. If those 
two sessions coincided, serious staffing problems could 
arise for many delegations, primarily because of the 
highly technical nature of the subjects which had to be 
dealt with. He also pointed out that the Governing 
Council of the United Nations Environment Programme 
would be meeting at Geneva in June and that many 
countries would have to be represented there by mem
bers of their New York delegations. Consequently, and 
taking into account the fact that the most important 
and urgent item to be considered by CPC was the 
work programme and budget for 1974-1975 and the 
medium-term plan, 1974-1977, he proposed that, as 
an exceptional measure; the Council should decide 
that CPC should meet at an early date to consider 
that item only, since it must be taken up before the 
fifty-fifth. session of the Council. The remaining items 
on the provisional agenda of CPC could be postponed 
until the summer session. 
79. Mr. TRAORE (Mali) asked whether the Secre
tariat had given due consideration to the importance 
of the distribution of documents not only to members 
of delegations but also to the entire international com
munity. Furthermore, the Secretariat must bear in 
mind that some delegations worked in one language 
only and when documents were not distributed in that 
language they could not keep up to date with the items. 
For example, the documentation of the Economic Com
mission for Africa had not yet been distributed in 
French and he wondered when it would be distributed 
in that language. 
80. Mrs. DERRE (France) said that her delegation 
associated itself with the diss·atisfaction expressed by 
many delegations and, like the delegation of Mali, 
regretted that the documentation in French was dis
tributed after others. CPC could not deal with the item 
on the work programme and biennial budget properly 
if the documentation was distributed on the same day 
that it began its work. Her delegation had been one 

of the few to support the continuation of CPC, but 
there was no doubt that, if it met under those condi
tions, the effectiveness of its work could not be truly 
evaluated. Consequently, her delegation supported the 
United Kingdom proposal on the understanding that it 
was an exceptional solution for a regrettable situation. 

81. Mr. MEDEIROS (Brazil), taking into account 
the various factors pointed out by preceding speakers 
and in the light of the fact that the documentation 
would be distributed on the same day as the opening 
of the session, proposed that the fourteenth session of 
CPC should be cancelled and that the item on the work 
programme and budget for 1974-1975 and the medium
term plan, 1974-1977, should be considered mean
while by the Co-ordination Committee. 

Mr. Scott (New Zealand), Vice-President, took the 
Chair. 

82. Mr. ABHYANKAR (India) said that the Brazil
ian proposal raised certain problems and therefore 
must be approached cautiously. Although it would be 
convenient for his delegation, two serious drawbacks 
should be pointed out: first, the discussion which the 
Council would hold in July would be of no use to the 
Advisory Committee on Administrative and Budgetary 
Questions (ACABQ), whose session would begin in 
the middle of June; secondly, the proposal to establish 
a special group to replace CPC did not take into ac
count the fact that CPC was an intergovernmental body, 
and that the problem which arose because UNDP and 
other bodies would be meeting in June was not insur
mountable, since Governments would be able to meet 
with those concerned with CPC. 
83. On the other hand, his delegation felt that the 
United Kingdom proposal was the best solution to the 
problem which had arisen. 
84. Mr. KITCHEN (United States of America) ob
served that the review and appraisal of the Interna
tional Development Strategy would begin the following 
week and he understood that the Chairman of ACABQ 
had indicated that the latest possible date on which 
that body could examine the report would be 15 June. 
Nevertheless, delegations would not have sufficient 
time to receive instructions and at the same time to 
devote oroper attention to CPC, the Governing Council 
of UNDP and the meetings of the Governing Council 
of the United Nations Environment Programme. 
85. The representative of the United Kingdom had 
proposed that only the item on the work programme 
and budget should be considered and that all others 
should be deferred until the summer session of the 
Council, but his delegation felt that the Brazilian pro
posal was more appropriate, unless one week or more 
would be available between 29 May and 15 June. His 
delegation would reserve its position until it had heard 
other opinions on the matter. 
86. Mr. GARRIDO (Philippines) said that his dele
gation was not a member of CPC. While he realized 
that lack of documentation had prevented CPC from 
working effectively, he doubted whether it would be 
able to produce anything that would be of value to 
ACABQ. 
87. He felt that the United Kingdom proposal merited 
serious consideration and that CPC should be asked 
to redouble its efforts. 
88. Mr. FAROOQ (Pakistan) said the Brazilian 
proposal would mean that ACABQ would be without 
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intergovernmental supervision, which was not accepta
ble to his delegation. If CPC could not submit its 
comments on time, ACABQ could at a later date 
modify its programme of work in order to consider 
CPC's comments-even. in September. 
89. The United Kingdom proposal was a useful one, 
and the Secretariat should find a date that did not 
coincide with the June meetings. It might be at the end 
of June or even in July. It was also essential that there 
should be no financial implications and that the Secre
tariat should be in a position to supply the necessary 
services. 
90. Mr. DRISS (Tunisia) asked whether the report 
on the work programme and budget was ready. 
91. The PRESIDENT said that it would be distributed 
on 29 May. 
92. Mr. DRISS (Tunisia) prooosed that a detailed 
report should be prepared on the whole system for 
consideration by the Co-ordination Committee and 
subsequent submission to a ministerial conference, with 
a view to deciding on what approach to adopt. 
93. The PRESIDENT said that he would submit the 
prooosal to the Co-ordination Committee at the fifty
fifth session of the Council at Geneva in July. 
94. Mrs. DERRE (France) asked whether it would 
not be possible to set a date forthwith. Perhans the 
best course would be to ask the officers of CPC to 
determine the most suitable date. If the session could 
not be held in New York, it might be convened at 
Geneva. 
95. Mr. HEMANS (United Kingdom) recal1ed that 
his prooosal was not for the Council to set the date 
but to Jeave the decision to the Chairman of CPC:. The 
Secretariat should also report on the availability of 
conference services. 
96. Mr. CORDOVEZ (Secretary of the Council), re
ferring to the United Kingdom reoresentative's querv 
re!!arding documents on the work programme and 
budget, mid that the French and Spanish versions of 
section 11 (Economic Commission for Africa) would 
be di~tribnted on the fo11owing Tuesday, as would the 
French, Russian and Soanish versions of section 15: 
the Russian version of section 14 bad been issued 
earlier in the day, and the Soanish version of section 
19 (Regular Programme of Technical Assistance) had 
already been distributed. 

97. It was difficult to answer the United Kingdom 
representative's second query if there were no specific 
proposals. It was his understanding that. if the agenda 
was reduced to a single item. the session would be 
shorrter. If so, it would be possible to arrange it for the 
week of 25 to 29 June or 18 to 22 June. 

98. Mr. HEMANS (United Kingdom) asked whether 
it could not be held before 18 June. 

99. Mr. CORDOVEZ (Secretarv of the Council) re
plied that that would be impossible without entailing 
financial implications. 
1 00. Mr. MAKEEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Re
publics) suggested that the United Kingdom proposal 
should be amended so that the shorter CPC agenda 
would include another item, namely, the annual report 
of the Administrative Committee on Co-ordination. 

101. Mr. KITCHEN (United States of America) re
called that the Chairman of ACABQ had reported 
that it could not consider any new information reach-

ing it after 15 June. Would ACABQ be ready to revise 
its programme of work so as to take account of any 
views expressed by CPC after that date? If not, there 
would be no point in meeting after 15 June. 
102. Mr. HEMANS (United Kingdom) said that it 
was difficult to accept the Soviet Union suggestion, for 
his prroposal was simply an emergency measure to cut 
down the CPC work programme to the bare essentials. 
Moreover, if ACABQ, could not change its time-table, 
CPC might have to meet at a time that would involve 
financial implications. If that was so, he did not be
lieve that the Soviet Union would be opposed to cutting 
CPC's programme to the absolute minimum. 
103. At all events, it would be advisable to ascertain 
the intentions of ACABQ. The United Kingdom pro
posal did not aim at setting a date, and his delegation 
would be willing to accept the solution suggested in 
recommendation (c) contained in paragraph 3 of docu
ment E/5353. 
104. He requested a vote on the suggestions made. 
105. The PRESIDENT said that, under the rules of 
procedure, the vote should start with the amendment 
furthest removed from the original proposal; therefore, 
it would be the proposal to cancel the session of CPC. 
106. Mr. HEMANS (United Kingdom) said that the 
United Kingdom proposal had been submitted earlier. 
Moreover, the Brazilian delegation had put forward a 
proposal, not an amendment. It was also his feeling 
that the majority of the Council favoured the United 
Kingdom approach. 
107. The PRESIDENT said that he would agree with 
the United Kingdom representative's interpretation to 
avoid a long procedural discussion, but there was 
nothing to prevent the Brazilian delegation from con
sidering its proposal as an amendment to recommenda
tion (c) contained in paragraph 3 of the report (E/ 
5353). 
108. Mr. MAKEEV (Union of Soviet Sociali,st Re:
publics) said that he wo,uld not pr~ss his amendment, 
the fact that it was not accepted would none the less 
influence the Soviet Union's position regarding the 
United Kingdom proposal. 
109. The PRESIDENT put to the vote the United 
Kingdom proposal that CPC should deal with a single 
item at its fourteenth session: work programme and 
budget for 1974-1975 and the medium-term plan 1974-
1977. 

The United Kingdom proposal was adopted by 12 
votes to 2, with 13 abstentions. 
110. Mr. ZAGORIN (United States of America) 
said that, in his view, the Brazilian proposal was still 
before the Council. The United Kingdom proposal bad 
not mentioned the date of the next session of CPC. 
The intention of the Brazilian proposal was not simply 
to cancel the session of CPC, for it also said that the 
Co-ordination Committee should consider the work 
programme and budget. A vote should be taken on 
that proposal, since it contained points not included 
in the United Kingdom proposal. 
111. Mr. CORDOVEZ (Secretary of the Council) 
said that the Chairman of ACABQ had consulted the 
members of that body, who had decided that the dead
line for the submission of documents was still 15 June. 
112. Mr. HEMANS (United Kingdom) explained 
that his delegation's proposal was that the agenda for 
the fourteenth session of CPC should be reduced to a 
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single item. If it was now decided to dispense with 
CPC, the latter's fourteenth session would not be held 
and, consequently, CPC would not be able to discuss 
that item. The two proposals therefore conflicted with 
each other. He requested a ruling from the President. 
113. Mr. ABHYANKAR (India) endorsed the com
ments of the representative of the United Kingdom. 
114. Mr. MAHMASSANI (Lebanon) said he did 
not believe that it was necessary for the President to 
give a ruling. He quoted rule 66 of the rules of proce
dure and said that, unless the Council decided other
wise, a vote had to be taken on the Brazilian proposal. 
115. The PRESIDENT reminded the members of 
the Council that procedural discussions usually ran on 
for a long time. 
116. Mr. ZAGORIN (United States of America) 
said the only way to ascertain the Council's view was 
to take a vote. The United Kingdom representative had 
talked of a session of CPC, but had not said when it 
was to take place. In view of what had been stated by 
ACABQ, September was conceivably the only suitable 
date. The purport of the Brazilian proposal was that 
the question of the budget should be considered by the 
Co-ordination Committee. Since the United Kingdom 
representative had carefully avoided setting a date, the 
two proposals were not contradictory. CPC could meet 
in September, if possible, to discuss the item men
tioned. Meanwhile, the Co-ordination Committee 
would consider the work programme and budget and 
the medium-term plan. He requested a vote on the 
Brazilian proposal .. 
117. The PRESIDENT put to the vote the Brazilian 
proposal to cancel the fourteenth session of CPC and 
refer consideration of the work programme and budget 
for 1974-1975 and the medium-term plan, 1974-1977, 
to the Co-ordination Committee. 

There were 6 votes in favour, 6 against and 15 
abstentions. The proposal was not adopted. 
118. The PRESIDENT put to the vote recommenda
tions (a) and (b), and (c), as amended, in para
graph 3 of the report of the Co-ordination Committee 
(E/5353). 

The recommendations were adopted by 26 votes to 
none, with I ab.stention. 
119. Mr. KITCHEN (United States of America) 
said that, in a spirit of co-operation, his delegation 
had cast an affirmative vote. 

Mr. Frazao (Brazil) resumed the Chair. 

AGENDA ITEM 16 

Narcotic drugs: 
(a) Report of the Commission on Narcotic drugs; 
(b) Report of the International Narcotics Control 

Board; 
(c) Activities of the United Nations Fund for Drug 

Abuse Control 

REPORT OF THE SOCIAL COMMITTEE (E/5331) 

120. The PRESIDENT drew the Council's attention 
to the Social Committee's report on item 16 (E/5331). 
Paragraph 26 of the report contained 10 draft reso
lutions recommended for adoption by the Council. 
121. He pointed out that the Social Committee had 
adopted draft resolution I without objection. If the 

Council agreed, he would consider that it wished to 
do likewise. 

Draft resolution I was adopted without objection.10 

122. The President pointed out that the Social Com
mittee had adopted draft resolution II without objec
tion. If the Council agreed, he would consider that it 
wished to do the same. 

Draft resolution II was adopted without objection.11 

123. The PRESIDENT put to the vote draft reso
lution III, which the Social Committee had adopted 
by a majority of votes. 

Draft resolution Ill was adopted by 22 votes to none, 
with 4 abstention.s.12 

124. The PRESIDENT put to the vote draft reso
lution IV, which the Social Committee had adopted by a 
majority of votes. 

Draft resolution IV was adopted by 22 votes to none, 
with 4 abstentions.13 

125. The PRESIDENT put to the vote draft reso
lution V, which the Committee had adopted by a 
majority of votes. 

Draf~ resolution V wa.s adopted by 23 votes to 3.14 

126. The PRESIDENT put to the vote draft reso
lution VI, which the Social Committee had adopted 
by a majority of votes. 

Draft resolution VI was adopted by 22 votes to 
none, with 4 abstentions. 15 

127. The PRESIDENT put to the vote draft reso
lution VII, which the Social Committee had adopted 
by a majority of votes. 

Draft resolution VII was adopted by 23 votes to 4.16 

128. The PRESIDENT pointed out that the Social 
Committee had adopted draft resolution VIII without 
objection. If the Council agreed, he would consider 
that it wished to do likewise. 

Draft resolution VIII was adopted without objec
tion.17 
129. The PRESIDENT put to the vote draft reso
lution IX, which the Social Committee had adopted 
by a majority of votes. 

Draft resolution IX was adopted by 23 votes to 4.1 B 

130. The PRESIDENT put to the vote draft reso
lution X, which the Social Committee had adopted by 
a majority of votes. 

Draft resolution X was adopted by 23 votes to none, 
with 4 abstentions.19 

131. Mr. EVDOKEEV (Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics) explained his vote on draft resolution VIII. 
The Soviet delegation had already made known its 
position in the Social Committee, and it wanted its 
views to be recorded in the Council report as well. The 
Soviet delegation considered that, in connexion with 
requests for information sent to States Parties to the 
international conventions on narcotics drugs, coun
tries which had not been allowed to become parties to 

10 Council resolution 1772 (LIV). 
11 Council resolution 1773 (LIV) 0 

12 Council resolution 1774 (LIV). 
13 Council resolution 1775 (LIV). 
14 Council resolution 1776 (LIV). 
15 Council resolution 1777 (LIV) o 

16 Council resolution 1778 (LIV) 0 

17 Council resolution 1779 (LIV) o 

18 Council resolution 1780 (LIV). 
19 Council resolution 1781 (LIV). 
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the said conventions, such as the Democratic Republic 
of Viet-Nam, were not obliged to provide the infor
mation requested by the International Narcotics Con
trol Board. 
132. Mr. AN Tung (China) restated the views ex
pressed by his delegation on draft resolutions II, III, 
IV and VIII when the latter had been under discussion 
in the Social Committee. 

AGJENDA ITEM 18 

Human rightll questions: 
(a) Report of the Commission on Human Rights; 
(b) AUegations regarding infringements of trade 

union rights 

REPORT OF THE SOCIAL COMMITTEE (E/5345, 
E/L.1549) 

133. The PRESIDENT drew the Council's attention 
to the report of the Social Committee on item 18 (E/ 
5345). Paragraph 45 of the report contained 15 draft 
resolutions and paragraph 46 contained eight draft de
cisions recommended for adoption by the Council. 
134. Mr. COUTO (Brazil) felt it necessary to repeat 
the reasons why his delegation had not participated in 
the debates on the report of the Commission on Human 
Rights (E/5265) and in the votes taken on the drafts 
recommended therein. Its attitude did not in any way 
imply a lack of interest on the part of Brazil in that 
item of the agenda. On the contrary, it reflected Brazil's 
belief that such an important matter should receive the 
thorough consideration that it deserved. 
135. Since the distribution of the first copies of the 
report had begun only 48 hours-Saturday and Sunday 
-before the Committee took up its work on the human 
rights item, his delegation had been unable to give 
adequate and Tesponsible consideration to the report. 

136. He recognized the difficulties which the Secre
tariat might have encountered in preparing the report, 
and was grateful for its efforts, but he could not help 
expressing his dissatisfaction with the late distribution 
of the report and his hope that such a situation, which 
could seriously hamper the deliberations of the Council 
on the human rights issue, would not be allowed to 
recur. He hoped that when the calendar of conferences 
came up for discussion during the next session of ~he 
Council arrangements could be made for effecttve 
conside;ation of the question. The record of the meet
ing should state that the Brazilian delegation would 
also not participate in the vote on the draft resolutions 
recommended by the Social Committee under item 18 
(a) of the agenda. 
137. The PRESIDENT invited the Council to vote 
on draft resolution I. 

Draft resolution I was adopted by 25 votes to none, 
with 1 abstention.20 

138. The PRESIDENT said that draft resolution II 
had been adopted without objection by the Social Com
mittee. If he heard no observation to the contrary, he 
would take it that the Council also wished to do like
wise. 

Draft resolution II was adopted without objection.21 

20 Council resolution 1782 (LIV). 
21 Council resolution 1783 (LIV). 

139. Mr. PACK (Netherlands) said that his delega
tion would abstain in the vote on draft resolution III 
but its abstention should not be interpreted as support 
for the policy and practice of apartheid, which it re
jected as a negation of fundamental human rights. Nor 
could its abstention be considered as a lack of interest 
in the matter. The Netherlands had expressed its views 
at various stages of the deliberations by submitting 
amendments and by its active participation. 
140. His delegation had serious doubts about the 
means of having recourse to an instrument of inter
national criminal law without the legal and practical 
implications having been properly considered by an 
appropriate organ of the United Nations. That was 
particularly pertinent in the absence of an interna
tional criminal code and international criminal juris
diction. Thus, it was inadvisable to approve a draft 
international instrument when the essential matter of 
the implementation machinery was left open. His dele
gation had therefore given its strong support in the 
Social Committee to the amendments submitted by the 
delegation of New Zealand with a view to asking the 
International Law Commission (ILC) to consider the 
draft convention as a matter of urgency. The legal 
expertise of such a highly qualified body as ILC. was 
indispensable. Despite the fact that ILC was consider
ing a closely related matter, the New Zealand amend
ments had, regrettably, been rejected. 
141. The PRESIDENT invited the Council to vote 
on draft resolution III. 

Draft resolution III was adopted by 18 votes to 2, 
with 6 abstentions.22 

142. Mr. SCOTT (New Zealand) said that his dele
gation's position had been made clear in the Social 
Committee by the amendments it had submitted. It 
agreed with the statement just made by the representa
tive of the Netherlands and would continue to maintain 
its reservations on the matter. 
143. Mr. MAKEEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Re
publics) said that he was gratified that the Council, 
by approving the draft Convention on the Suppression 
and Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid (for the 
text, see E/5265, chap. XX, resolution 16 (XXIX), 
annex), had endorsed one of the most important docu
ments of its fifty-fourth session. He was all the more 
gratified since the draft Convention had been proposed 
by his delegation and subsequently supported by those 
of Guinea and Nigeria at the twenty-sixth session of 
the General Assembly. He hoped that the General 
Assembly, despite opposition, would approve the draft 
Convention at its twenty-eighth session. 
144. Mr. AN Tung (China) said that his delegation 
had not able to study the draft Convention fully and 
therefore agreed that the matter should be submitted 
to the next session of the General Assembly for con
sideration. · 
145. The PRESIDENT invited the Council to vote 
on draft resolution IV. 

Draft resolution IV was adopted by 22 votes to 
none, with 3 abstentions.23 

146. The PRESIDENT said that draft resolution V 
had been adopted without objection by the Social 
Committee. If he heard no observation to the contrary, 

22 Council resolution 1784 (LIV). 
23 Council resolution 1785 (LIV). 
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he would take it that the Council also wished to adopt 
it without objection. 

Draft resolution V was adopted without objection.24 

147. The PRESIDENT said that draft resolution VI 
had been adopted without objection by the Social Com
mittee. If he heard no observation to the contrary, he 
would take it that the Council also wished to adopt it 
without objection. 

Draft resolution VI was adopted without objection.25 

148. The PRESIDENT invited the Council to vote 
on draft resolution VII. 
149. Mr. MAKEEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Re
publics) requested a separate vote on paragraph 5 of 
draft resolution VII. 

Paragraph 5 was adopted by 12 votes to 5, with 7 
abstentions. 

Draft resolution VII as a whole was adopted by 19 
votes to 4, with 2 abstentions.26 

150. Mr. TRAORE (Mali) said that his delegation 
had abstained in the vote on the draft resolution as a 
whole because it could not support paragraph 5. His 
delegation did not challenge the right of everyone to 
leave and to return to his country, but Governments 
had the right to protect the basic structures of their 
countries and individual mobility could present major 
problems. 
151. Mr. AN Tung (China) said that his delegation 
had not participated in the vote on draft resolutions V 
and VII because it had not had the time to study 
them fully. 
152. Mr. PAUL (Haiti) said that his delegation had 
abstained· in the vote on draft resolution VII for the 
same reasons as the delegation of Mali. A developing 
country, which needed the services of its experts, had 
to safeguard its human resources. 
153. The PRESIDENT said that draft resolution 
VIII had been adopted without objection by the So
cial Committee. If he heard no observation to the con
trary, he would take it that the Council also wished 
to adopt it without objection. 

Draft resolution VIII was adopted without objec
tion.21 
154. The PRESIDENT called on the Council to vote 
on draft resolution IX. 

Draft resolution IX was adopted by 20 votes to 
none, with 5 abstentions.28 

155. The PRESIDENT invited the Council to vote 
on draft resolution X. 

Draft resolution X was adopted by 22 votes to none, 
with 3 abstentions.29 

156. Mr. MAKEEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Re
publics) expressed his delegation's satisfaction at the 
adoption of draft resolution X because the principles 
set out in it had been submitted by the Soviet Union 
and other socialist countries. 

157. The first principle provided for the punishment 
of crimes against humanity whenever or wherever they 
were committed, that is, in the past, present or future. 

24 Council resolution 1786 (LIV). 
25 Council resolution 1787 (LIV). 
26 Council resolution 1788 (LIV). 
27 Council resolution 1789 (LIV). 
28 Council resolu"tion 1790 (LIV) 0 

29 Council resolution 1791 (LIV). 

158. His delegation hoped that the General Assem
bly, at its twenty-eighth session, would adopt those 
principles, which would serve the purposes of the 
Charter. 
159. The PRESIDENT said that draft resolution XI 
had been adopted without objection by the Social 
Committee. If he heard no observation to the contrary, 
he would take it that the Council also wished to adopt 
it without objection. 

Draft resolution XI was adopted without objection.30 

160. The PRESIDENT said that draft resolution XII 
had been adopted without objection by the Social Com
mittee. If he heard no observation to the contrary, he 
would take it that the Council also wished to adopt it 
without objection. 

Draft resolution XII was adopted without objec
tion.31 
161. The PRESIDENT invited the Council to vote 
on draft resolution XIII. 
Draft resolution XIII was adopted by 21 votes to 4, 
with 1 abstention. 32 

162. The PRESIDENT in connexion with draft reso
lution XIV, dealing with the report of the Commission 
on Human Rights invited the representative of Greece 
to addresl) the Council under rule 75 of the rules of 
procedure. 
163. Mr. MEGALOKONOMOS (Greece) protested 
against the unjustified discriminatory reference to his 
country in paragraph 262 of the report of the Com
mission on Human Rights (E/5265). 

164. Paragraph 260 of the report stated that the view 
had been expressed that the Commission should focus 
its attention on mass violations such as apartheid, 
racism and colonialism, and paragraph 261 mentioned 
other violations of human rights and fundamental free
doms in certain countries. Yet, his country was the 
only one mentioned by name. The statement that "some 
representatives" had made reference to the situation 
in Greece, was misleading; only two delegations had 
referred to Greece, and he therefore strongly objected 
to the wording of paragraph 262 to the extent that it 
affected the consideration of violations of human rights 
~y United Nations organs. Consequently, his delega
tion was strongly opposed to the inclusion of paragraph 
262 in the report of the Commission on Human Rights 
not only because it constituted a blatently biased dis
crimination against a particular country, but also be
cause it affected the very essence of the protection of 
human rights by the competent organs of the United 
Nations. The procedure for the Commission on Human 
Rights had been established under resolutions 728 F 
(XXVII), 1235 (XLII), paragraph 3, and 1504 
(XLVIII) of the Council. According to that proce
dure any alegation concerning violations of human 
rights had to be specified, substantiated and submitted 
to a specific organ and in a specific manner. A given 
procedure had to be followed until the allegations were 
proved true and then, and only then, could publicity 
be given to the relevant report as a sanction provided 
after the exhaustion of all procedural steps. Yet the 
Commission, in paragraph 262 of its report, had broken 
with and evaded its own procedure; it had reversed 
the normal order of its steps and had not brought for-

30 Council resolution 1792 (LIV) o 

31 Council resolution 1793 (LIV) 0 

32 Council resolution 1794 (LIV). 
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ward any substantiated case. Such an outright breach 
of well-established procedures with no substantiation 
of the case, with no decision taken, no recommendation 
made and finally, quite irregularly, the publication by 
the Commission on Human Rights of a global charac
terization, such as the one against Greece, could open 
Aeolus' bags to unforeseen and undesirable situations. 
Why, for instance, should any State bother to examine 
specific cases put forward before the Commission and 
be willing to answer to allegations, in order to facilitate 
the task of the Commission? That was a very pertinent 
question that could jeopardize the whole system of 
protection of human rights within the framework of 
the United Nations and bring it to self-defeat. 
165. His delegation therefore asked whether the 
Commission on Human Rights had the right to include 
in its report allegations by a limited number of dele
gations-a dangerous precedent-and whether, in view 
of the procedural irregularity, paragraph 262 of the 
report of the Commission on Human Rights could be 
redrafted. The second question was especially important 
to his delegation. 
166. He also requested that his remarks should be 
included concisely in the Council's report and fully in 
the summary record. 
167. The PRESIDENT recalled that under rule 75 
of the rules of procedure proposals by non-members of 
the Council could be put to the vote only at the request 
of a voting member of the Council. The statement by 
the representative of Greece would be duly reflected 
in the record. 
168. Mr. PACK (Netherlands) said that the re
marks of the representative of Greece were re
flected in a letter from the Permanent Representative 
of Greece to the United Nations (E/5333) referring 
to two representatives, one of them the Netherlands 
representative, who had expressed concern at the 
twenty-ninth session of the Commission about reported 
violations of human rights in Greece. The Netherlands 
representative had been acting on specific instructions 
from his Government. 
169. Democracy had been born in Greece, as had 
been rightly claimed by the Greek representative in 
the Commission on Human Rights at its twenty-fourth 
session, and the Netherlands would like to consider 
Greece in that perspective. The concern of the Nether
lands was all the greater in view of the special ties 
between Greece and the Netherlands. His delegation 
was therefore disappointed because Greece apparently 
rejected its humanitarian concern and saw fit to qualify 
its sober intervention in the Commission in extravagant 
terms. · · 
170. The letter of the Permanent Representative of 
Greece to the United Nations made allusions to the 
past colonial record of the Netherlands, which-as his 
own delegation was the first to acknowledge-included 
acts which, if they were to occur in current times, 
might appropriately receive the attention of the Com
mission on Human Rights. However, if the Greek del
egation was implying that the Netherlands, because of 
events in its past history, should never refer to specific 
human rights situations, it was overlooking the dynamic 
development of international concern for human rights 
over the past two decades in which the Universal Dec;. 
laration of Human Rights and subsequent international 
instruments had played an important role. Also in the 
light of those developments, the Netherlands delega-

tion . considered that, as a responsible member of the 
Commission, it could not remain silent on the human 
rights situation in Greece. 
171. He rejected the formal objections raised by the 
Permanent Representative of Greece. Neither Article 
2, paragraph 7, of the Charter nor the Council reso
lutions to which the letter vaguely referred could be 
interpreted as precluding Member States from refer
ring to situations in which human rights were at stake. 
The Netherlands position in that regard was amply 
borne out by United Nations practice. In fact, Greece 
had voted for resolutions in which serious human 
rights situations had been exposed. A number of Coun
cil resolutions had given the Commission an express 
mandate to consider violations of human ·rights and 
fundamental freedoms. 
172. Turning to the statement just made by the repre
sentative of Greece, he pointed out that during the 
years that the question of the violation of human rights 
and fundamental freedoms had been on the Commis
sion's agenda, 12 countries-four in southern Africa
had been mentioned by name with reference to human 
rights situations that had attracted the Commission's 
attention. That did not constitute discrimination against 
Greece. Furthermore, the representative of Greece,. in 
referring to the procedures of the Commission, had 
confused the procedure followed with respect to peti
tions from individuals with that applied to the interven
tions of States. 
173. The PRESIDENT invited the representative of 
Norway to speak in accordance with rule 75 of the 
rules of procedure. 
174. Mr. ERIKSEN (Norway) said that during the 
consideration of item 10 of the agenda of the Com
mission on Human Rights (see E/5265) the Norwegian 
representative had drawn attention to the situation 
prevailing in South Africa, in the African territories 
administered by Portugal and in Greece. It had done so 
in accordance with Council resolution 1235 (XLII), 
the most relevant of the resolutions referred to by the 
representative of Greece. In the Commission, the Nor
wegian representative had recalled that the Committee 
of Ministers of the Council of Europe had upheld the 
conclusion of the European Commission of Human 
Rights that the Greek Government had violated a 
number of important articles of the Convention for the 
Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Free
doms, known as the European Convention on Human 
Rights. 33 The Committee of Ministers had further 
urged the Government of Greece immediately to abolish 
torture and other ill-treatment of prisoners and release 
persons detained under administrative order. The 
Greek Government had denounced both the European 
Convention and the Statute of the Council of Europe. 
175. The Norwegian representative had referred to 
well-documented evidence of continued violations of 
human rights and fundamental freedoms in Greece. In 
so doing he had acted as a responsible member of the 
Commission and his only motivation had been the hope 
that Greece would rectify the situation. That was no 
more a violation of article 2, paragraph 7, of the Char
ter than was the condemnation of the practice of 
apartheid in South Africa. It was not true that Greece 
was being singled out. The Commission was only fol
lowing its usual practice in such cases. 

33 Adopted by the Council of Europe at Rome on 4 Novem
ber 1950. 
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176. The Permanent Representative of Greece to the 
United Nations had referred in his letter (E/5333) to 
alleged discrimination against the Lapp minority in Nor
way. A similar allegation had been made in the 1950s 
by a representative of South Africa following a Nor
wegian condemnation of the policies of apartheid, and 
there was no more foundation for such an allegation 
at present than there had been at that time. 
177. The PRESIDENT invited the representative of 
Sweden to take the floor in accordance with rule 75 of 
the rules of procedure. 

178. Mr. SKOGLUND (Sweden) said that the Swe
dish Government shared the concern expressed by the 
Netherlands and Norwegian representatives in the 
Commission regarding the human rights situation in 
Greece. At the twenty-seventh session of the General 
Assembly the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Sweden 
had expressed regret that, in spite of repeated assur
ances, the Greek Government had failed to restore 
democracy.34 Since then, new violations of human 
rights had occurred in Greece. Such violations caused 
Sweden particular concern and grief when they oc
curred in countries which had earlier shared its belief 
in democracy. 
179. Sweden continued to hold the firm opinion that 
the Commission had the duty to examine situations 
which revealed a consistent pattern of violations of 
human rights. 
180. Mr. BUHL (Denmark)· said that the Charter 
entrusted the Council with the responsibility for pro
moting respect for and observance of human rights 
and fundamental freedoms for all. It was therefore 
appropriate that the Commission should deal with 
alleged violations of such rights and report to the 
Council on its deliberations. His delegation hoped that 
Greece would soon return to its democratic traditions. 
181. The PRESIDENT said that draft resolution XIV 
had. been adopted by the Social Committee without 
objection, and if he heard no objection, he would take 
it that the Council wished to do likewise. 

Draft resolution XIV was adopted without objec
tion.35 

182. The PRESIDENT invited the Council to vote on 
draft resolution XV. 

Draft resolution XV was adopted by 22 votes to 
none, with 4 ab.stentions.36 

183. The PRESIDENT said that draft decision 1 had 
been adopted without objection by the Social Commit
tee; he would take it that the Council wished to follow 
suit. 

Draft decision 1 was adopted without objection. 

184. The PRESIDENT said that draft decision 2 had 
been adopted without objection by the. Social Com
mittee and if he heard no objection he would take it 
that the Council wished to do the same. 

Draft decision 2 was adopted without objection. 

185. Mr. MAKEEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Re
publics) said that although his delegation supported the 
proposed study in principle, it had reservations regard-

34 See OffiCial Records of the General Assembly, Twenty
seventh Session, Plenary Meetings, 2062nd meeting. 

35 Council resolution 1795 (LIV). 
36 Council resolution 1796 (LIV). 

ing its financial implications and requested that the 
study should be financed from available resources. 
186. The PRESIDENT invited the Council to vote on 
draft decision 3. 

Draft decision 3 was adopted by 22 votes to none, 
with 4 abstentions. 
187. · The PRESIDENT invited the Council to vote 
on draft decision 4. 

Draft decision 4 was adopted by 22 votes to none, 
with 4 abstentions. 
188. The PRESIDENT invited the Council to vote 
on draft decision 5. 

Draft decision 5 was adopted by 22 votes to none, 
with 4 abstentions. 
189. The PRESIDENT invited the Council to vote 
on draft decision 6. 

Draft decision 6 was adopted by 24 votes to none, 
with 1 abstention. 

190. The PRESIDENT invited the Council to vote 
on draft decision 7. 

Draft decision 7 was adopted by 20 votes to none, 
with 6 abstentions. 

191. The PRESIDENT invited the Council to vote 
on draft decision 8. 

Draft decision 8 was adopted by 21 votes to none, 
with 5 abstentions. 

192. Mr. HAMID (Sudan) said his delegation was 
especially gratified that the Council had . adopted draft 
resolution IV. He particularly appreciated paragraph 1, 
which paid a tribute to an eminent Sudanese scholar. 
193. The suggestion in~paragraph 22 of the report of 
the Commission on Human Rights (E/5265) that 
effective punishment should be meted out to the perpe
trators of the so-called Khartoum incident only served 
to aggravate the tragic situation in the Middle East 
and the struggle of the Palestinian people against the 
usurpers in Palestine· who called themselves the State 
of Israel. His Government fully appreciated the im
portance of the rule of law. The Khartoum incident 
fell within Sudanese jurisdictions; internationalization 
of the issue was improper and irrelevant. The case was 
being handled competently by the Sudanese Govern
ment, which did not need to be reminded of its duties. 
The Council's concern for human rights matters should 
be addressed not to the three diplomats killed in Khar
toum, but to the thousands of innocent people killed 
and the land and property usurped 25 years earlier, 
and to similar incidents taking place in the occupied 
territories. The statement in the la~t sentence of para
graph 23 of the report of the Commission on Human 
Rights should not pass unheeded. · 

Mr. Scott (New Zealand), Vice-President, took the 
Chair. 

194. Mr. ZAGORIN (United States of America) 
pointed out that the question of international.terrorism 
had been brought to the attention of the international 
community by the Secretary-General. The murder of 
three diplomats must be considered worthy of interna
tional attention. 

Mr. Frazao (Brazil) resumed the Chair; 

195. Mr. HAMID (Sudan) said that international 
terrorism had still to be defined; the defuiition should 
not include the acts of national liberation movements. 
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AGENDA ITEM 30 

Consideration of the provisional agenda for, and 
duration of, the fifty-fifth session (concluded) * 
(E/L.l544 and Add.I, E/1545, E/L.l548 and 
Add.l, E/L.l550) 

196. The PRESIDENT said that, if there were no 
objections, he would take it that the Council approved 
the list of items for the provisional agenda of the fifty
fifth session (E/L.1544 and Add.1). 

It was so decided. 

197. The PRESIDENT said that, if there were no 
objections, he would take it that the Council agreed 
to include an item entitled "The impact of multina
tional corporations on the development process and 
on international relations", as proposed by the repre
sentative of Chile (1855th meeting). 

It was so decided. 

198. The PRESIDENT invited the Council to con
sider the question of the duration of the fifty-fifth ses
sion. If there were no objections, he would take it that 
the Council wished to extend the fifty-fifth session to 
6 p.m. on 10 August 1973. 

It was so decided. 

199. The PRESIDENT pointed out that his note on 
the organization of work of the fifty-fifth session (E/ 
L.1550) had been drawn up on the assumption that 
the session would last six weeks. The Council had just 
decided to include several additional items in the pro
visional agenda for that session. It could be left to the 
Bureau to insert the new items"in the time-table sug
gested in paragraph 12 of document E/L.1550. 
200. He reminded members that the representative 
of Chile had proposed (1855th meeting) that the 
Secretary-General should rinvite the Director-General 
of the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade 
(GATT) to participate in the discussion of item 3. 
The proposal had been made in connexion with Coun
cil resolution 1724 (LUI). He asked the representa
tive of Chile to repeat his proposal. 

201. Mr. FIGUEROA (Chile) read out the following 
text: 

"The Economic and Social Council decides to 
invite the Director-General of the General Agree
ment on Tariffs and Trade to participate in the 
general debate of the fifty-fifth session in conformity 
with Council resolution 1724 (LUI) of 28 July 
1972 and to submit a report on the activities of the 
organization in accordance with the intention ex
pressed by the Director-General at the thirty-ninth 
session of the Council."37 

202. Mr. ZAGORIN (United States of America) sug
gested that it might be appropriate to delete the latter 
part of the Chilean text, which would thus end with the 
words " ... 28 July 1972". His delegation had some 
reservations about the report mentioned. Multilateral 
trade negotiations were very complicated; relations 
were being worked out. It would be inappropriate to 

*Resumed from the I855th meeting. 
37 See Official Records of the Economic and Social Council, 

Thirty-ninth Session, Annexes, agenda item 4, document E/ 
4090, para. 4. · 

introduce a new and possibly disturbing factor into the 
satisfactory developments following resolution 82 (III) 
of the United Nations Conference on Trade and Devel
opment. 38 He was prepared to support the first part 
of the proposal. 
203. Mr. MACKENZIE (United Kingdom) remarked 
that the United States amendment would not detract 
from the Chilean proposal. The Director-General of 
GATT had made a personal offer in 1965; no decision 
had been taken and the matter had not been followed 
up. It would be presumptuous to request his successor 
to submit a report. 
204. Mr FIGUEROA (Chile) said he could accept 
the United States amendment. 
205. The PRESIDENT said that, if there were no 
objections, he would take it that the Council adopted 
the draft decision as proposed by the representative of 
Chile, with the amendment suggested by the repre
sentative of the United States. 

The draft decision, as amended, was adopted with
out objection. 

Increase in the seating capacity of the Economic 
and Social Council Chamber (concluded)* (E/ 

5308) 

206. The PRESIDENT said that, following informal 
consultations during the previous two days, he wished 
to suggest a draft decision for the Council's considera
tion. 
207. Mr. CORDOVEZ (Secretary of the Council) 
read out the text of the draft decision proposed by the 
President, as follows: 

"The Economic and Social Council 
"(a) Decides to request the officers of the Coun

cil, together with the representatives of China, Swe
den, Poland and the United States of America, to 
enter into consultations with the Secretary-General 
concerning the arrangements to increase the seating 
capacity of the Council Chamber, bearing in mind 
the need to ensure: (i) that the design of the Cham
ber will befit the dignity and importance of the 
Council; (ii) that all members of the Council are 
provided with at least two advisers' seats; (iii) that 
an adequate number of seats are provided for observ
ers from States non-members of the Council, taking 
into account the need to provide appropriate accom
modation for representatives of the specialized agen
cies and the International Atomic Energy Agency, 
and non-governmental organizations, as well as for 
the press and the public; ( iv) that the Council can 
count on all the necessary modern facilities, includ
ing a voting machine, for the performance of its 
functions. The possibility of enlarging the seating 
capacity of the Council Chamber to accommodate 
the Second Committee of the General Assembly 
should also be examined; 

" (b) Requests the President of the Council to 
report to the Council at its fifty-fifth session on the 
result of such consultations." 

38 For the text of the resolution, see Proceedings of the 
United Nations Conference on Trade and. Develof!ment, Tl!ird 
Session, vol. I, Report and Annexes (Umted Natwns publica
tion, Sales No. E.73.II.D.4), annex I.A. 

*Resumed from the 1855th meeting. 
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208. The PRESIDENT said that, if there were no 
objections, he would take it that the Council adopted 
the draft decision. 

The draft decision was adopted without objection. 

Closure of the session 
· 209. After the customary exchange of courtesies, the 
PRESIDENT announced that the Council had com
pleted the work of its fifty-fourth session. 

The meeting rose at 8.05 p.m. 




