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BULGET FSTIMATES FOR THE FINANCIAL YEAR 1973 (A/8706, vols. I, IT and III,
A/8708 end Corr.l, A/8708/Add.2; A/C.5/1436, 1Lb2, 1L43; A/C.5/XXVII/CRP.2)

- ttee might therefore wish to inform the General Assembly that should it adopt
{continued) y

. . . \ ) . ] olution A/C.1/L.608, an additional amount of $70,000 would be required
Administrative and financial implications of the draft resolution (A/C,L/L,60 res / ? 79, 9

of the First Committee concerning international co-operation in the peaceful
of outer space and the preparation of an intermational tresaty concerning the Mg

(a/C.5/1454)

Jsection 20 of the budget estimates for 1973.

Mr. WOSCHNAGG (Austria) said he regretted that the Advisory Committee

The CHATRMAN invited the Committee to consider the administrative a ecommended a reduction in the appropriation requested by the Secretary-General

financial implications (A/C.5/1k5L) of the draft resolution (A/C.1/1.608) ado

international co-operation in the peaceful uses of outer space because it was

adopted by the First Committee on 20 October 1971. The Secretary-General est v important programme which had considerable economic impact, particularly

that should the draft resolution be adopted by the General Assembly, an addit ,he developing countries.

appropriation in the amount of $77 ,300 would be required under a new chapter in Mr. AIRAIDI (Argentina) shared the view of the Austrian representative

section 20 (Special expenses) of the budget for 1973. egard to the reduction recommended by the Advisory Committee.

Mr. WOSCHNAGG (Austria) requested a vote on the Advisory Committee's

¥r. RHODES (Chairman of the Advisory Committee on Administrative an

Budgetary Questions) said that the Advisory Committee had reviewed the statem endation.

of financial implications submitted by the Secretary-General (A/C.5/145h) rel he Advisory Committee's recommendstion concerning the administrative and

jal implications of draft resolution A/C.1/L.608 was avproved by T5 votes

to a programme of international co-operation in the peaceful uses of outer sp

Those financial implications flowed from paragraph 10 of draft resolution e, with 5 sbstentions.

A/C.1/L.608, in which the First Commitiee endorsed, inter alia, the United Fa

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Committee should ask the Rapporteur to

programme on space applications for 1973. The Advisory Committee had been in

. directly to the General Assembly that, should it endorse draft resolution

that the 1973 programme was broadly comparable to the one for 1972, but inclu L.608, which had been adopted by the First Committee in its report‘on agenda

two new items of expenditure: a summer school on remote sensing of natural

8 and 29 {A/8720), an additional appropriation of $70,000 would be required
resources and travel and subsistence for instructors and preparation of mater

new chapter II of section 20 of the budget for 1973.
The appropriation for 1972 was $65,000, but for the reasons given by the Secr

f vresentation of the United Fations budget and the duration of the budget
A/8703, 4/8739; A/C.5/1429 and Corr.l and 2, A/C.5/1k53; A/G.5/L.1080/Rev.1,
L.1088; A/C.5/XXVII/CRP.3 and Corr.l; E/5186/Rev.l) (continued)

General in-paragraph 20.7 of the supplementary estimates for 1972 (A/883k4), o
53,400 ngl@'be~reqpired;- The amount of $77,300 reguested for 1973 was, iden

“to the améunt” indicated by the..Secretary-General to the Scientific. and Techni

Mr. RHODES (Chairman of the Advisory Committee on Administrative and

Sub-Committee of the Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Sbacé'wﬁén it w I
. . : S : Yy GQuesti ] t i i 1 eved i i

considering the work programme (A/AC.105/102, para. 16). i_Y Q ions} said that the Advisory Committee had reviewed the financial
. tions of % i i T i ;

The programme planned for 1973 was still tentative in several respects. ' he establishment of z small planning, programming and evaluation

I the Office of Financial Services to assist in formulating the biennial

me and budget (A/C.5/1453).

Advisory Committee agreed that after applying a 40 per cent reduction for

Moreover, some participants might not be able to attend the panel meetings.

the Secretary-CGeneral could look into the possibility of making some economi

travel costs by using excursion fares. For those reasons, the Advisory Comm .
. . . e s . = recruitment i P i
was recommending 2 reduction of $7,300 in the appropriation request. The F1 ent in the case of the:_rofe551onal posts, and a 20 per'pep?

. Tor delayed recruitment to the Ceneral Service post, the appropriation.

=
=
|_J
\
av]
=
=
(a9
[oy
}_.
{
N
A"
,,.




A/C.5/SR.1515
English %é;igéi3'1515
Page U4 meiss

(Mr. Rhodes)

(Mr. Gontha, Tndonesia}

ared the concern

respect, his delegation sh
The

jped in document A/C.B/L.lOBS.
resolution A/C.B/L.lOBO/Rev.l

continuous review the prog

1
ars with experience. In that

The breakdown of those costs by secti
neral's report (A/C.5/1453). On a

o and wages) and 4 (Common st

reguired for 1973 would be $61.,900.

jven in paragraph 3 of the Secretary-Ge
s of the amendments conta

) épOI’lSOI‘

g
full-year basis costs under sections 3 (Salarie
$91,500. The income from staff assessm

d the sponsors of the draft
ragraph L4, to keep under

n of the new procedures.

oncern had le
. ress

+ the need, in pa

costs) would amount to approximately
That paragraph made it

under income section 1 would come to approximately $10,790. Thus, the conti
d in the implementatio
ommittee Was to

presentation which the C

net cost subsequent to 1973 would be about $80,000 per annum if the present
L. the new form of
raige remained unchanged. ly clear that the ne i d fected in the 1ight of
. initi a could be modified and periecte E
The Advisory Committee had been informed by the Secretary-General that as not gefinitive anc €0 . araft
! nce. Only on that understanding could his delegation suppert the ara

1973 from within the amounts recommended

ates Tor 1973 ennial budget cycle

iopn of a programme

ion.
. it had stated in the 4

cem Lo his delegation a pre-

would endeavour to meet the costs in

pittee in its first report on the budget estim ' .
ebate, the sdoption of & bi

the Adwvisory Corw
Consequently, should the G
+to establish the group, 1O additiona
sections 3, 4 and 8 of the pudget for 1973.

The Advisory Committee was not yet in a posi
le by adding the three established posts

eneral Assembly approve the Secretary-General's pr
s condition for the adopt
a4 to rush into & decision on the piennial

d to retain the present

£ delegations seemed to T

1 appropriations would be required under
: there was no nee

anpual cycle

Cconsequently,
gation would have preferre

gince the majority o

avoury

tion to say whether there w nd his dele

time being. However,
. join in that consensus

it was prepared to

ption of a pienpial cyclie,
adopted on an experimenta

(A/C.B/L01088).

be a need to enlarge the manning tab
Ty that connexion, the members of the Cop } £ 14
4 the biennial cycle was 1 basgis. It coul

requested by the Secretary-General.
the Polish amendment

would recall that in its first report on the budget estimates for 1973 (A/87
re support
for the amendments

ned the logic of creating new established
gzid he would vote

the Advisory Committee had questio

Mr. GOMEZ DELGADILLO (Mexico)
e on the Polish

d in document A/C.S/L.lOBSB but would abstain in the voi

t {4/C.5/1,.1088).

ained unfilled. Those considerati

i

at a time when so many existing posts rem
sory Committee would rever

also applied in the present instance and the Advi

natter leter 1
He had in mind, in particular, the results of

the impact of the reeruitment freeze an

ncertainties would have
gratulated the sSpPOnNsors of

deas put

1 the session when some of the present U

(Dominican Republic) con

t 1 +he
be A5 survey of ' Mr. DIPP GCOMEZ
s Lo take account of tThe i

d the P i sed draft resolution on their effort
particularly in parag

removed.

Office of Financial Services,
raph 2, under which the

¥ many delegations,

21 matters and the outcome of decisions yet
ove the introduction of a

of voluntary restraint in financl
piennial budget cycle

sembly.
v Assembly would apPr
draft resolution

taken by other Committees of the General Asg
He would therefore support

s submitted in document 8/C.5

The CHATRMAN asked the Committee to consider the revised draft res
a, Iran and the Philippines &

(A/COB/L.lOBO/Rev.l) submitted by Austria, Ghan
ntained in documents A/C.5/1.1085 and 1,.1088.

1080/Rev.1 and the amendment
ially improved the text.
+ the memnbers of the Comml

the budget and & bienni

amendments co
Mr. MURRAY {Guyena) noted the
al budget

rs of draft resolution
a new form of presentation of

Mpr. GONTHA (Indonesia) thanked the sponso
ed for

1 for the efforts they had made %o incorpo
recognized the need to adop
ed oV

nanent or

rate the views eXP
roduced on & Per

hether they chould be int
ion should e teken in a

disagreed on w
He believed that the decis

vt a full and ©

A/C.5/L.1080/Rev.

in the Commitiee.

Most delegations, while they

e budget, felt that it should be perfect derimental basis.
' otal commitment.

o ney form of presentation of th
3 thers should be 1o hesitation,

/1,.1085, which

ttee were agreed

: ILSI*I98T'A&/I‘O/V
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(Mr. Murray, Guyana)

im 1 i beli 4 that a new form of presentation
Paragraph 1 of draft resolution A/C.5/L.1080/Rev.l therefore appeared to him { ;M. BENKIRANE (Morocco) said he believe
udget was needed and welcomed draft resoluticn A/C.5/1,.1080/Rev.1,

be satisfactory as it stood, and he would vote against the first amendment ini
gupported as & whole. However, he would vote in favour of the first
1ve-Pcwer amendments (A/C.5/L.1085), which he believed was entirely to

t and would not reduce the force of the original text in any way, as

document A/C.5/L.1085. He considered the second amendment to be superflucus
since the idea embodied in it was already expressed in the third preambular
paragraph of the draft resolution. He would vote against the Polish amendment
to operative paragraph 2 (A/C.5/L.1088) because, in his view, the biernial cye egations feared that it might.

Mr. STLVEIRA DA MOTA (Brazil), replying to the ecriticisms of the

oy amendments (A/C.5/L.1085) voiced by some delegations, agreed that it

ady implicit in the draft resolution that the new form of presentation

and the new form of presentation of the budget were two separate guestions tha

should not be linked. He would therefore vote in favour of the draft

resolution (A/C.5/L.1080/Rev.l) as it stood.

i i ; amendment to paragraph 1 would
Mr. van der GOOT (Netherlands) commended the representative of Austr in the nature of an experiment; the paragrap

and the co-sponsors of the draft resolution (A/C.5/L.1080/Rev.l) for having

béke it more explicit. The amendment to paragraph 3 did not, as had

. i as already expressed in the third
produced a balanced text which took account of the views expressed by the erted, merely repeat something that was eady exp

.ar paragrarh, hecause it would then be the Secretary-General, and not

various delegations. He agreed with the representative of Guyana that the

ral Assembly, that was asked to take into account the views expressed

Committee should take a clear decision on the question. He would therefore

ifth Committee. However, he would be prepared, as a gesture of

vote against the first amendment in document A/C.5/L.1085, which appeared to

ation, to withdraw that second amendment.

to weaken the text unnecessarily, since improvements would be made to the new

Mr. SAMBIRA (Burundi) noted that, apart from a few shades of difference,

system as a matter of course in the light of future experience. He would als

vote against the second amendment, which repeated an idea already stated in the

ation of the budget. There was general agreement on the need for a

third preambular paragraph. He would also vote against the Polish amendment
(A/C.5/0.1088), which did not sufficiently take into account the views

expressed in the Committee. He also agreed with the representative of Guyana es. As the Committee for Programme and Co-ordination had very rightly

allocatlon of resources and a streamiining of United Nations managemnent

that the new form of presentation of the budget was not iirnked to the biennia out, "prograrmme budgeting was neither a means of enlarging programmes

oets, nor a device to reduce them; it was a tool to assist decision-

cyecle, which was merely a technical aspect of it. Ee would therefore vote in
favour of draft resolution A/C.5/L.1080/Rev.l as it stood.

in the more rational allocation of scarce resources". His delegation

: . . . : i i i ogramme budgeting was
Mr. ESFANDIARY (Iran) said that his delegation attached great importa to emphasize in that connexion that, when progr geting

ced, account must be taken of the need for better planning of economic

to the new form of presentation of the budget, which should be established on

a firm basis. He would vote against the Polish amendment (A/C.S5/L.1088) and

ial projects, especially those affecting the developing countries. Care

1so have to be taken tc ensure that the programmes of UNDP, UNCTAD

against the first of the five-Power amendments (A/C.5/L.1085) because operative

regional economic commissions were not in any way affected.

paragraph b of the draft resclution already made it clear that the nevw form of !

. . 5 delezati i {ennial budget cycle, but
presentation would be in the nature of an experiment. However, he would have 1 elegation supported the adoption of a bl g yele,

0 make it eclear that Burundi would have difficulty in paying its

dgifficulty in supporting the second of the five-Power amendments.

tions by the appointed date if they were to be receivable in advance.

gation would suppori draft resclution A/C.5/L.1080/Rev.l. It would

DPOrt the first of the five—Power amendments (A/C.5/L.1085).
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Mr. MSELLE (United Republic of Tanzania) said that, while he appreciated
wr. Sesso—

bir. FARCOQ (Pakistan) felt that the insertion of the words "on an .
y certain delegations which felt that the

ney of the arguments advanced
en by the Fifth Committee should@ not leave room for any amb
programme tudgeting was, by

experimental basis” in paragraph 1 of draft resolution A/C.5/L.1080/Rev.l would .
isuity. he

ﬁg cak
o point O

, different from any that might have been tried

at not all the problems involved in ado
His delegation therefore pelieved

suggest some doubt as to whether the decision taken was a sound one. Since the
ut that the proposed nev system of

adopticn of the new form of presentation of the budget must be seen to have the ‘
at the national level.

" unquestionable support of the members of the Committee, his delegation was 5 n

x in mi pting such a
wnwilling to agree to the first of the five-Power amendments (A/C.5/L.1085); it pe porne in mind th
¢h consideration.

would be willing to agree to the second amendment, on the understanding that the g
(AjC.S/L.lOBB) were perfectly reasonable and

third preambular paragraph of draft resolution A4/C.5/L.1080/Rev.l should then be e two five-Power amendments . :
ject the tenor of the Committee's discussions on the question. The Polish

deleted. With regard to the biennial budget eyele, the words 'on an experimental 114 vob
. . ‘ y 1 unrealistic, and he WO voue
basis” in paragraph 2 of the draft resolution could if necessary be retained. nt (4/C.5/1.1088), on the other hand, was 5

Lastly, if the third preambular paragrapn was deleted, his delegation would prop it.

_tLg;—Iggt'Ad/t'q/v

that it should be replaced by the following text: "Bearing in mind the i i M. OUEDRAOGO (Upper Volta) found the Polish smendment completely
A . e — =
set forth in Generel Assenbly resolution 2748 (XXV) of 1T December 1970". ptable, particularly since during the debate on the adoption of & biennial

ary cycle a number of delegations had expressed the fear that, if the reform

Mr. WOSCHNAGG (Austria) said he believed that draft resolution
e to set a ceiling on the amount of

. . : . bl
A/C.5/L.1080/Rev.1l should be adopted as 1t stood, since the text had been drawn U troduced, 1t would no longer be PoOssi o
. : ' ' gani i i 4 more or less intimate a e
in consultation with all delegations and was therefore the result of a genuine anization's budget. Other delegations ha

n of a biennial budget vould imply that the gSecretary-General could no

consensus. . . |
In view of that uncertainty, his delegation

submit supplementary estimates.
. m - 3 . - .
e, BULLER {hustralis) seic Wt B T80 prepared to support dreft at it was indispensable to retain the words 'on an experimental pasis’ in

resolution A/C.5/L.1080/Rev.l. Its only weakness was +he inclusion in paragrap sh 2 of draft cesolution A/G. 5/5.1080/Bev. 1.

without any reason, of the words 'on an experimental basis", and his delegation '
Mr. GARRITO (Philippines) szid he felt the Polish amendment was

vould accordingly vote in favour of the- Polish amendment (A/C.5/L.1088).
ure; he hoped that the Polish deleg

ation would not insist on having the

Similarly, adoption of the first of the five-Power amendments: (4/C.5/L.1085) woul
reduce the force of the decision taken by the Committee. As the representative ent put te the vote.
of the Netherlands had very rightly pointed out, inasmuch as there was general ifr. NAGGAGA (Uganda) supported draft resclution A/C.S/L.lOBO/RGV-l as

agreement on the need for a new structure, the basis of that structure should no d by the five-Power proposal (A/CGS/L.lOSS).

be weakened at the very outset. With regard to the second of the five-Power The CHATRVAN asked the representative of Pakistan if he wished his

endments, it was tru s the representati B il i hat t -
amendments , was true, & e representative of Brazl had pointed out, tha al to be put to the vote.

third preambular paragraph of draft resolution A/C.5/L.1080/Rev.l and the second .
ond of the five-Fower

Mr. FAROOQ (Pakistan) said that if the sec
fents submitted (A/C.S5/L.1085) was rejected, he would agree to withdraw his

' i i i al but. 5f it was not rejected, he would request a vote on
the new reform, would obviously take into account the views expressed in the , 1f 1t was b J >

rive-Power amendment were not mutually exclusive. Nevertheless, his delegation

could not endorse that amendment, since the Secretary-Ueneral, when implementing .
: his amendment.

Fifth Committee. For those reasons, his delegation supported draft resolution

A/C.5/L.1080/Rev.1l, together with the Polish amendment.
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Mr. SAFRONCHUK (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that it w

HSPECTION UNIT

prom UNIT (4/8658,
ONTINUATION OF THE JOINT TNSPEC 80 /Rev.1,
“Eﬁ?"in?c?if.‘i; ajc.5/1h32, 13k, 1437, 10385 4/0.5/5.108%, B30 /
éﬁ/ioag 1,.1084, L.1086/Rev.1, 1..1087) (continued)

=

hardly be logical to vote on the Pakistan amendment before knowing if and how

the draft resolution under consideration would be amended; accordingly, he pro
that the vote should be postponed.

- E R O - . - . - . . a
i 9 )

. . ; 4 submitted to the
h 83) which his delegation ha

draw the amendments (A/C.5/L.10 3) He felt
postponed, all the voting on the item would have to be postponed.

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that if the vote on the Pakistan amendment

i committee (A/8835, annex) .
resolution recommended by the AdV1SOry S

- - / .

the &

el l() ‘ e Y Cc O [()la (&) O e me ii)elshll) (}( t e l[ i, (»]Ol.lld. be

h 1. His
to the Soviet representative's proposed amendment to paragrap

| | - ’ | i ction
Mr. FAROOQ (Pakistan) agreed, in a spirit of compromise, to withdraw b " the Joint Tnspe

l’ld_me -

ines IIlS J 9 5

te .

i i ntriputions.
sory Committee and the Committee oOn Co

The first five-Power amendment (A/C.5/L.1085) was adopted by 49 votes to 3
with 21 abstentions.

f the amendment

Mr. STEENBERGER (Depmark) said he would vote in favour © e
° tion ©
itted by the Ghanaian delegabion (a/C.5/L.1081) because the adopti

-~

The CHATRMAN put the Polish amendment (A/C.5/L.1088) to the vote.

The Polish amendment (A/C.5/L.1088) was rejected by 64 wvotes to 16, with
20 abstentions.

i isi mic and Social
dment wouwld be tantamount to implementing the provisions of Econd

ndorse the
..'l olution 171k (LTII). His delegation would have been able to €
cil res .
? nother way.
teen-Power amendments (A/C.S/L.lOBh) if they had been worded in a

The CEATRMAN put the second five-Power emendment (A/C.5/L.1085) to th

> E

o the question of the
vote.

. ; . ; N
hinery for control, investigation and co-ordination

n v W v vi f that mechinery
£ : ; ion i+. The over-all TevV1eW o
The second five-Power amendment (A/C.5/L.1085) was adopted by 51 votes to 27T tinuation of the Joint Imspection Unl

] 0. il

i mendments
nda item 8. His delegation would therefore vote against the &

The CEAIRMAN put draft resolution A/C.5/L.1080/Rev.l, as amended, et A/C 1. 108) 3% e oy Tormilstion s - nined.
ined i .

to the vote.

Draft rescluticn A/C.5/L.1080/Rev.l, as amended, was adopted by 10T votes
to none.

. . _b
s £ .
b

i hi -fi ssion of the
proposed evaluation of the work of the Unit at the thirty first se

i i tinued
i he Unit's new period of con
11d take place during t
e He could not accept the

i S.
stence, if it was to De continued for four year

T9RT AL/ T /Y

T ]‘n-[_

.
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(Mr. Butler, Australia)

@ by the Soviet Union (A/C.5/L.1082/Rev.1) to paragraphs 1 and
Tor could he accept the amendments submitted by India a

amendments submitte

of the draft resclution.
Tndonesia (A/C.5/L.1087) because he thought that it was extremely important to

confirm the Unit's mandate as modified by the Advisory Committee. His delegaticn

weicomed the amendment submitted by the Ghanaian delegation (A/C.S/L.lOSl) becaus

the reports that the Secretary-General would submit could only enhance the

offectiveness of the Joint Inspection Unit; he hoped that the word. "succinet” in

the new paragraph 7 would be stressed. As for the amendments submitted by the

cixteen Powers (A/C.5/L.108k), his delegation felt that only some of them relate

o the gquestion of the continuation of the Joint Inspection Unit.
ndments might cause several delegat

He expressed

fear that, as they were now worded, those ame
Accordingly, he requested the sponsors of the
n cn the need to

to zbstain in the vote on them.
amendments to reword them and prepare a separate draft resolutio

undertake, at the thirty-first session of the General Assembly, an over-all revie

of the machinery for control, investigation and co-ordination &s well as an

evaluation of the work of the Joint Inspection Unit. ?

4/C.5/8R.1515
Bnglish
Page 13

(Mr. de Relder, Belgium)

ﬁon to develop, for all delegations agreed that the Joint Inspection Unit
pe continued and that an over-sll review of ihe machinery for control
2

igation and co-ordination should be underteken. His delegaticn felt, however
" 3

‘distinetion should be made between that over-all review and the question of

ture of the Joint Inspection Unit, referred to in scre of the amendments

ted by the sixteen Powers, on which the Fifth Committee was being called upcn
e a decision. He therefore suggested that a separate vote should be taken

last of the four paragraphs which the sixteen Powers wished to add to the

le and on the clause they proposed to add to the text of paragraph 2.

Mr. DIPP GOMEZ (Dominican Republic) said that his delegation had already

| that it was prepared to support the draft resolutiorn submitted by the

:ry committee (A/8835, arnex). His delegation would support the sixteen-Power
fgnts (A/C.5/L.308L); they considerably improved the draft resclution, since

ithors proposed, inter alia, that the General Assembly should review all the

lery for administrative and budgetary control, investigation and co-ordination,

1at the (eneral Assembly should request the views on the subject of the

tary-General, the specialized agencies, the Economic and Sccial Council, the

Miss FORCIGNANO (Ttaly) said she would be willing to accept the amendmel
(4/C.5/1..1081), but she hoped that the word "major" which

She could not accept the
With regard t

submitted by Ghana
preceded the word "recommendations” would be deleted.

amendments proposed by the Soviet delegation (/¢ .5/1..1082/Rev.1).
, her delegation supported, as it had:
o)
!

the sixteen-Power amendmenis (A/C.5/1..108L)

already had occasion to state, the idea of an over-all review of the machinery f

control, investigation and co—ordination. That issue should not, however, be

tackied under the item being considered, but under item 78, as the representative

of Depmark had already suggested, for the Committee was now dealing with the

She supported the

of the continuation of the Joint Inspection Unit.
(A/C.5/L.1086/Rev.1),

guestion
amendment submitted by Argentina, Indonesia and Yugoslavia

but could not accept the amendment proposed by India and Tndonesia (4/C.5/L.1087

Mr. de BELDER (Belgium) said that he regretted that the Committee foun

h various blocs representing éifferent positions ha
No one had wanted tha

itself in a situation in whic

clashed over the sixteen-Power amendments (aA/C.5/1.208L).

ry Committee, and the Joint Inspection Unit itself. The delegation of the

ican Republic could not accept the amendments proposed by the Soviet delegation
§/L.1082/Rev.l) and the Pakistan delegation (A/C.5/L.1083), considering that
iod of two years was not enough for a true evaluation of the work of the Unit.

1d vote for the amendment by Chana (A/C.5/L.1081), because he considered i%

;seful to ask the Secretary-General to present annually to the General Assembly

cinct report on the major recommendations of the Unit.

Mr. SAFRONCHUK (Unicn of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the

en-Pover amendments (4/C.5/L.1084) provided, inter alia, for a review by the

al Assembly at its thirty-first session of the whole question of the machinery

ntrol, investigation and co-ordination. In that connexion, the Soviet

ation wished 4o change the second amendment it had proposed

5/1.1082/Rev.1). As the sixteen Powers vere proposing a new operative

aph 2, the Soviet delegation would withdraw its amendment to the present




AfC.5/SR.1515
English
~ Page 1k

(¥r. Safronchuk, USSR)

ED NATFONS Distr.

paragraph 2, and proposed that there should be added, after the new paragraph
GENERAL

& new paragraph 3 to read: "gurther decides to conduct a preliminary evaluat

of the work of the Joint Inspecticn Unit at the twenty-ninth session of the Gen A/8869
1 November 1472

Asserbly". The remaining paragrephs would accordingly need renumbering. The r
ORIGINAL: ENGLISH

proposal tock into account that severasl delegations thought it would be premat

to undertake a general review of the machinery of control, etec., at the twent

y

ninth session. i
_geventh session

He thanked the representative of Pakistan for the spirit of understanding stems 28, 29 and T3

co-operation in which he had withdrawm his amendments. The Soviet delegation

ES OF OUTER SPACE
prepared to change its Tirst amendment by replacing the words "on the previous TNTERNATIONAL CO-OPERATION IN THE PRACEFUL USES

ONCERNING THE MOON

19gT AL/ T 0/ V

basis" by the words "on an experimental bhasis". He fully supported the amendm PREPARATION OF AN TRTERNATIONAL TREATY C

d Ar ti Ind i i . .
proposed by Argentina, Indonesia and Yugoslavia to paragraph 1 (A/C.5/L.1086/R SUDGET BSTIMATES FOR THE FINANCIAL YEAR 1973

i oT—

1ications of draft resolution II

Mr. ESFANDIARY (Iran) suggested that the new operative paragraph 2
(L/8863, vara. 12)

rdministrative and financial imp :
recommended by the FTirst Committee

proposed in document 4/C.5/L.108k should be amended, since the proposal to re

. . - . - . K
the whole machinery for control, investigation and co-ordination was out of pla Report of the Fifth Committee

in the consideration of the question of the continuation of the Joint Inspecti& . -
clorussian Soviet Socialist Republic)

Unit. He therefore proposed the deletion of the phrase "the machinery of the Rapporteur: Mr. Oleg PASHKEVICH (By

United Natiohs and of its system for administrative and budgetary control, . | ‘
‘At its 1515th meeting, on 30 October 1972, the Fifth Committee, 1n compliance

1 Assembly, considered the
‘rule 155 of the rules of procedure of the Genera — : . )
ement of the Secretary-General (a/C.5/1454) on the a@m1n15tra§1ve and géginc1al
ications of draft regolution IT recommended by the First Committee (a/ 5

12).

investigation and co-ordination”, together with the words "for this purpose’, a

the insertion of the words "the work of the Joint Inspection Unit" between the

word "review" and the words "at its thirty-first regular session”.

the General Assembly would endorse
s OQuter Space, 1/ as well as the
nd the guidelines for the

Mr. CONTHA (Trndonesia) proposed that operative paragraph T of the dra _ .
e Pret P paragraph 1 Under the terms of the draft resolution,

report of the Committee on the begeceful Uses ©
ed Nations programme on Space applications for 1973 &
gramme for 197h.

resolution recommended by the Advisory Committee (A/8835, annex) should be amen

to read: "Recommends that the other participating organizations in the United

Nations system take appropriate action for the continuation of the Unit and th

the gecretary-General indicated that an
nt of $77,300 would be required under a nev
ses) of the budget for 1973 for the

lementation of the programme OI space applications J:.n tha:t year. This
ropriation would be required for the provision of flnanc1§1 assistance to cover
vel and subsistence expenses to participants from devgloplng countries at two
el meetings to be held, one in Letin America and one 1n Africa, at a summer

ool on remote sensing of natural resources to e held in France, and at two

In his statement (A4/C.5/1454),
tional appropriation in the amou
‘ter in section 20 (Special expen

use of its services on the basis set out in the present resolution”.

Mr. HSING (China) said that as the Chinese delegation had not been abl

to follow the work of the Joint Inspection Unit in the past, it was difficult fo

him to take part in the discussion on the continuation of that body. The Pakist

delegation, and others, had expressed the view that China should take part in th

work of the Unit. He thanked those delegations, and hoped that in due time the

Twenby-seventh Session,

1/ Official Records of the General Assembly,
Ubplement No. 20 (A/8720).

Pifth Committee would be able to consider the possibility of China's participat

in the work of the Unit.
1589

The meeting rose at 1.15 p.m.




