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The meeting vas called to order at 3.35 p.m.

HUMAN RIGHTS QUESTIONS (econtinued) (E/1979/19, E/1979/36: Ef1978/14 and Add.1-8;
E/1918/Cc.2/L.6)

1. Mr. ZACTMAR (Cerman Democratic Republic) said his delegation believed that
the Commisrion on Human Rights had done very useful vork in considering massive
violations of human right:t in South Africa, Chile and the territories occupied by
IsTarcl.

2. The report contained in document E/CH.L/1310 presented further evidence of
serious violstions of mman rights by the Chilean Junta and showed that there had
beens no chbange in the situstion in Chile. Many reports underlined the urgency of
implementing the measures set out in Ceneral Assembly resolution 33/175 and in the
resolutions adopted ty the Commission on Human Rights at its thirty-fifth session.
He referred in that connexion to the discovery of bodies in a mass grave at
Lonquén and the suppression of the trade union movement. Ths Ad Hoc Working Group
to inquire into the situation of human rights in Chile had demonstrated its
effectiveness, and his delegation was therefore surprised that some States which
had been supporters of the Group had now called for its dissolution. He trusted
that the activities of the Special Rapporteur appointed pursuant to resolution

11 (XOXV) of the Commission on Human Righte would enable the United Katioms to
Lake new initiatives in support of the legitimate struggle of the Chilesn pecple

against fascisz and for [reedom and democracy.

3. It was regrettable that, in the appointment of experts to study the question
of the fate o? missing persons as provided for in paragrarh 6 (b) of that
resolution, the principle of equitable geographical distribution had not been
observed.

L. His delegatitn welcomed the adoption by the Commission on Human Rights of
resolutfion 1 (XOXV), entitled “Question of the violation of human rights in the
oceupied Arad territories, including Palestine”, the implementation of which would
help to meet the requests made in variocus Security Council and General Assembly

resolutions.

S, In the view of his delegation, resolution 22 (XXXV) contained elements which
cold have, a positive influence on the activities of the Commission on Human
Rights, siich ms the statement in operative paragraph 1 that the Commission should
take into account the concepts contained in General Assembly resclution 32/130.
Bis delegstion considered that resclutfon 22 (XXXV), paragraphs 5 end 6, were
applicable to caser of gross and flagrant violationa of human rights, as
specifically defined in resolution 32/130, and felt that that point must be
stressed because the violations of human righte referred to in the resclution haa
international repercussions on future United Nations activities. There were many
internaticnal instruments aimed at eliminating gross and flagrant violatioms of
human rights, and the ratification of them by all Stetes would conatitute an

effective contribution to the achievement of that goal.

feo.
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6. The Germen Democratic Republic had £oflawed with (nterest the discussions on
the righ. to development et the thiriy-rifth Sessicn of the Commission on Human
Rights. It bad noted imp thw past the= imporiance of the close interrelationship
between the political ‘end the rccic-sconomic aspecte of the right to self-
determination, acd it coptinued to beiieve that pecrles had 'he right to take
vhatever measures they deeed pecepswny to achieve indepeudest socinl and
ecopomic developmerit, vhich was emsential if they werm to be sille to implement
theiT risht to self-determination. Thr discussions em tne right to development as
a fundsmental buman right raised a vhole serie¢ of burnins issuef. such as the
alverse efects on the izplementation and promotion of human rights of
neo-colonielism, Taciel discrimination. the exploitation ¢f esconcmically weak
countries by tranfimationsl corporations waud the arms rece.

7. His de.sgation regretted tha- 1l Comsission had not beern ablie to complete
during the Intermationel Yes. of th' Child the drafting of a coavintion on the
rights of the cxiild for submissicn o the Genernl Ascembly, &nd folt that the
Arafting of suck.a conve:tion must 7ot La further delaysd. It !:ped that the
General Assembly. &% its thirty-fourth ssssion, would give tie Commission a
mandate to fina ‘ze the comventil a in 1980.

8. EHin delsgation was ready to consider and adopt appfopris! : measures to
implewect the resclutishs £ the thirty-fifth session of the Commission on Husan
Rights.

9. Ms. WELLS (Coserver for Australia) said that ber delegation attached grest
importance to the role played by the United Katioms, fnd particularly by the
Commission on Human Rights, in promotin: respect ToF human rights. Its
effectiveness depended pricarily on t»%-polilical will of Member States and on
their confidence in the efficiency and integrity of the Secretariat. At a time of
budgetary constraints, the Division of Human Rights had been able to continuwe to
carry out ite ever-expanding tasks: however, it was obvious that consideration
would have to be given to increasing the IMvision's resources.

10. Her Goveroment was avare of a groving expectation that the United Hations
would establish means of protecting husan rights. The Commission on Human Rights
hed spent & considerable proportion of its meetings in considering situations
involving serious vioclations of hmman rights. The time had come to decide
precisely bow, and by wvhat procedures and criteria, allegations of violations of
human rights should be dealt with. That was urgently necessary if the
internationu] commmity wvas to maintain its confidence in the ability of the
United Nations to provide sultilateral procedures applicable to all and accessible
to all.

11. Australie was concerned at the incressing number of political assassinations
and executions in many parts of the world, including, unfortunately, the ESCAP
region to which it belonged.

12. The Commission's role in the promotion of human rights had been underlined bty
the request in General Assembly resolution 32/130 for an snalysis of “the

leos
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alternative approaches and vays and means for improving the effective enjoyment of
human rights anrd fundsmental freedoms”. The results of the Commicsion's work, as
reflected in 4raft resclution III in its report, shoved the need for grecter
United Nations participation in the promotion of human rights. It was to be hoped
that the Economic sial Sbcial Council, by sdopting that draft resolution, would
maintain the et thwerds change. It was also to be boped that the Commission
would have more tims to consider the report of the Sub-Commission on Prevention of
Discriminaticn and Protection of Minorities.

13. On the proposal of Australie, the Commission had decided to consider ways and
means of further developing public infortion activities in the field of hman
rights. The resclution vhich bhad been adopted urged Governments to consider
action to give publicity to such sactivities and requested the Secretary-General to

report to thé Commission at its next session.

1k. Her delegation wab satisficd with the progress that had been made with regard
to the realization ﬂf‘ﬁﬂﬂ:[c. social and cultursl rights, and agreed on the need
for a study of the regibhsl and national dimensions of the right to develomment as

a husan right.

15. The Commissicc was prepering drafts of four nev international human rights
instruments; two of them (& convention on torture and a convention on the rights
of the child) were being drafted on the basis of existing declarations and,
although progress was slow, it was iwportant that they should be drawvn up on a
tasis of consensus. It vas most desirable, hovever, tbhat Poland's initiative
should be followed up as soon as possible in the form of m convention on the

rights of the child.

16, Her delegation had been disappointed at the cutcome of the Commission'a

discussions of the gustion of missing persons. Austrelia had sponeored the
mmmimmmnmmannuﬁmurmmmu-m and

would be very sorry if mo progréss Wi msede on that subject. It therefore hoped
that the Economic and Social Oomcil would take action on it at the current

session.

BOCIAl: DEVELOPMENT QUESTIONS l'.mntinugda (B/1979/2L, chap. I, draft resclution IV;
B/1978/102; B/1978/L.3/Rev.2, B/1978/L.b; B/1979/C.2/CRP.3 snd k)

Draft resolutior IV of the Commiseion for Social Development (E/1979/24) .

17. The CHATFMAN recalled that the Comittee, when considering the draft
resolution, had had before it s nuder of smendments proposed by Argentina. As e
result of discussions between the representatives of France and Argentina, further
smendments had been suggestsd oa which wome delepgations had expressed douhts. He
now invited delegations to consider the améndaents proposed in doctment
E/197T9/C.2/CRP.3, the first of which would &elete the wvords “end submits it to the
Ceneral Assembly for consideration st its thirty-fourth session” at the end of

operative paragraph 1.

f!n.
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18. Mr. PAURIS (Prance) said that his delegation did not wish to insist on its
amendment, but it still thought thst parsgraph 1 needed changing slightly. The
Council could not take note of the draft Declaration becsuse it had not received
any officisl commmication. It would therefore be better, instead of saying

of the draft Declarstion ...", to say "Takes pote of the parasraphs of
the report on the twenty-sixth session of the Comission for Social Development
concerning the draft Declaration ..."”. The rest of the paragrsph could then
remain as it vas, including the part wvhich his delegation had proposed should be
deleted. Eis delegation wished to maintain the smendments to operative
paragrephs 2 and 3 proposed in document B/1979/C.2/CAP.3. In making that proposal,
it felt thet it wes maintaining a conciliatory attitude.

19. Miss HESTREPO DE REYES (Colozbis) supported the smendments to draft
resolution IV proposed by the delegation of France. Her delegation hed hoped that
the secretariat of the Commission for Social Development wuwuld finally submit the
draft Declarstion on Social and Legal Principles relating tov Adoption and Foster
Placement of Children Nationally and Internationally, referred to in aruft
resolution IV. Her Govermment had helped to finsace the Expert Group which had
been concerned with sreparing the draft.” The documestt spparently existed and bad
bLeen duly rigned, and she was therefore surprised that it had not been subzitted
to the Committee. Perbaps vested interests had prevented it. In any care, it did
not show much respect for the Committee to present it with a draft resclution
referring to e document that no one hed seen.

20. The problem wes a burning social iesue of interpational dimensions, and her
delegation would have liked to set an early date for sterting the study of it so
that the General Assembly could take it up at its eutumn sessicn: however, since
that was not possible, her delegation had decided to support the French
amenduents. The negotiations for an agreement had dragged on far too long,
because in fact they bed not been genuine negotistions but simply a dialogue of
the deaf. While her delegation had Deen asking for the draft resclution to be
trested as urgent, the other side, by its omn admission, had shown that its
greaiest wish was to have the item taken off the agenda.

21. Her delegsation considered it particularly isportant that the United Rations
should study tbe problem of adopticon and foster placement of children, vhich was a
social problem of international dimensions. EHowever, it could not accept the
ualewyerlike argument that, since there were States which had comprehensive
demestic legislation on the subject, any international convention that might
result from the studies carried out by the United Nations would be copposed. For
could it sgree that the item should be dropped by the United Nations because
sdoption was not recognized in certain religious doctrines. To acecept such
arguments would be to deny the universality of the United Netions, which was the
ersence of its being. As the French delsgation had explaiped clearly, the matter
wvas one which required close international co-cperstion &t the highest technieal
levels, since it involved very delicate social, legal and other aspects which
could not be trested lightly or mafle a mockery of by saying that it amounted to
legalizing the sale of children. In fact, it wus quite the opposite: finding a
method of adoption with due regard to the protectiom of children's rights.

/oo
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22. The CHAIRMAM gaid that droft resolution IV, operative paragraph 1, if amended
as proposed by France, would read as follows:

ea note of the paragraphs of the report of the Commission for Social
Development on its twenty-sixth session concerning the draft Declaration on
Social and legal Principles relating to Adoption and Fostor FPlacement of
Children Bationally and Internationally and submits them to the General
Assembly for a Tirst reading at its thirty-fourth session.”

23. If there was no objection, he would take it that the Committee wished to
afopt the amendment.

2k, It wes so decided.

25. Miss RICHTER (Afgentina) said that if the amendment had been put to the vote
her ﬂellultim would not bave participated, because it seemed pointless to request
the Geperal Assembly to consider a subject on which it hald decided in 1978 not to
take any action. Bor did there seem to be any point in requesting a first reading
of & draft decleration on wvhich the views of Governuents would be needed.
According to the Secretarist, it would be very difficult to submit those views to
th* General Asseruly at its thirty-fourth session.

26. The CHATRMAFR said that, if there was no cbjection, he would take it that the
Committee wished to madopt the second and third amendments to draft resolution IV
proposed by France in document E/1979/C.2/CRP.3, paragraphs 2 and 3.

27. It weas so decided.

28. Draft resolution IV, as a whole, as amended, was adopted.

Document E/1979/C.2/L.3/Rev.2

29. Mr. CARIWELL (United States of America) said that, since subnitting the
original version of the draft resolution, the sponscrs had had discussions with =
nusber of delegations and had egreed to revise operative paragraph 2 to read:

“Further requests that, following the Sixth Congress, the Secretary-
GCeneral take appropriatc measures to effect the transfer of the Crime
Prevention and Criminal Justice Branch to "c'ie:mn. without prejudice to the
maintepance of a lisison office at Headguarters."

30. Mra. SENICHI lAlgerinJ said that her delegation would like some explanations
concerning the change in the text, since it introduced & new idea that had not
been in the original draft.

31. Mr, MONTHE (United Republic of Camercon) said that he too would like some
explenations concerning the proposed change. He alsc pointed out that at the
thirty-third sessiocn of the General Assembly the Secretary-General, in
paragraph L2 of his report on the subject (A/C.5/33/39), had referred to the
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possibility of some adjustments in the time-teble or other details of the plan of
implementation, as implementation proceeded, and had sugfested thet he should be

authorized to make such sdjustments and to report thereon to the General Assembly
at its thirty-fourth session. He would like to know whether the Secretariat wvas

in a preition to make those adjustments.

32. Mr. YEPES ENRIQUEZ (Ecuadcr) pointed out that many of the developing
sountries did not maintain permanent éclegations in Vienna and needed to keep in
touch with the Crime Prevention and Criminal Justice Branch through their
permanent missions at Headquarterts in Rew York. That was the reason why the

maintenance of a liaison office in Kew York hed been requested.

33. i's. de BARISH (Observer for Costa Rica) said that draft resolution
E/1979/L.3/Rev.? was based on & justifiable concern to ensure that preparations
by the Secretariat for the Sixth United Fations Congress on the Prevention of
Crime and the Treatment of Offenders would continue at the same pece and witbout
interruption during the transfer to Vienna of the Crime Prevention end Criminal
Justice Brsnch. She sgreed with operative paregraph 1, but it conflicted with
paragraph 2, vhich requested the Secretary-General, following the Sixth Congress,
to take sppropriste measures to effect the trensfer of the Crime Prevention and
Criminal Justice Branch, “in its entirety," to Vienna. That paragraph would
adversely affect the Latin American Institute for the Prevention of Crime and
Treatment of Offenders at San José&, Costa Rica, since it would make communication
between the Institute and the Branch more difficult. At the thirty-third pession
of the General Assembly, her delegation bad made a statement in the Fifth
Committee expressing the hope that, even if the crime prevention units vere
trapsferred to Vienns, a nucleur of specialist staff would be kept at United
Hations Headquarters in order to maintain the veluable co-operation that was being
given to the Latin American countries. Her delegation considered thet paragraph 2
added nothing positive to the preparctions for the Sixth Congress, and therefore
favoured its deletion:; moreover, it was unnecessary, because the General Assembly
had alreedy sdopted two resolutions requesting the transfer of the Crime
Prevention and Criminal Justice Branch to Vienna.

3k, Mr. TARASYUK {Ukreinian Soviet Socialist Republic) seid that the oral
revision of draft resolution E/1979/C.2/L.3/Rev.2 contained an important proposal
ip that a liaison office was being created at Headquarters. He proposed that a
decision on the draft resolution should be deferred.

35. 9be CHAIRMAN pointed out that paragraph 2 did not request the Secretary-
General to maintain a liaison office: it requested that a decision be taken
without prejudice to that matter.

36. Mrs. SIMICHI (Algeria) asked whether the Economic and Social Council could

take 8 decision, eince the General Assembly had already taken other decisions on
the transfer of the Crime Prevention and Criminal Justice Branch to Vienna.

37. Mr. GAGLYARDI (Brazil) eaid that operative paragraph 1 contained a request to
fi LR 3
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the Secretory-General to examine the possibility of temporarily deferring a
transfer. and paragraph 2 requested him to take measures. He felt that the
peasures vhich the Secretary-General would have to take wvere being prejudged, and
for that reason his delegation would abstain if the matter were put 10 the vote.

38. Mr. SHERIFIS (Cyprus) proposed that the words "in its entirety” should be
deleted from operative paragraph 2 and, at the end of that parsgraph, the phrase
“in mccordance with the provisions of Gemeral Assembly resolutions 31/19% and
33/181" should be edded.

2J. !Miss SIBAL (Indie) esked if the Secretary-General had exprc¢ssly stated his
irtention to maintain a limison office at Hesdquerters. As the Chairman had said,
the oral revision did not request the establishment of a liaison office, but
implied that a decision had already been taken. She wished to know vwhether the

decigion had been taken or not.

LD, Mr. BAUMANN (Federal Republic of Germary) said he believed the words “in ita
entirety”’ to be necessary, since part of the staff was already in Vienna and it

m!;rmiu&tn transfer the personnel left in New York at the end of the Sixth
Congress. He gupported the retention of paragraph 2, but the text would have to

be modified along the lines suggested by the representative of Brazil. The
revision introduced orally by “he United States, sdding the phrase “without
prejudice to the maintenance of a liaison nﬂi:a at Headquarters", would alsoc have
major financial implications, wvhich made him wonder whether the Council could take

e decision in that regard.

kl. Mr. CARIMELL (United States of America) proposed that consideration of the
draft resolution should be postponed so that new negotiations on paragraph 2 could
be held with the delegations concerned.

L2. Mr. NENPMAN (Poland) said his delegation did not support ean ircrease in the
number of lisison offices in tae modern era of rapid communication; such measures
had been necessary &t the time of sailing ships.

ACTIVITIES FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF WOMEN: UNITED WATIONS DECADE FOR WOMEN:
EQUALITY, DCVELOFMENT AKD FEACE (continued) (E/1979/6/Rev.l)

k3. Mrs. MATR (Secretary-General of the World Conference of the United Rations
Decade for Viomen), referring to questions raised in the Committee on the
appropriateness of holding a third session of the Preparatory Committee for the
Horld Conference, said that the total cost of a two-week session was estimated st
$106,000. That 4id pot imply that an extraordinary outlay of that amount would
have to be made, since most of the sum could be defrayed within existing sections

of the budget.

L. It bad been argued, at the thirty-third session of the Geperal Assembly, that
the delay in teking up consideration of the item was due to the need for the
report of the first session of the Preperatory Committee to be submitted to the
Economic and Social Council at ites resumed session before the General Assembly

/...
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could begin to consider the subject. In recent consultations snd the general
debate in the Committee the same concern had been expressed; the Ecopomic and
mmmmammmimmumhumuuﬂtmm
of the second session of the Preparstory Committee, planned fcr esrly Septesber,
directly to the General Assembly st its thirty-fourth session rather than through
the Council at its resumed second session.

kS. Together with other members of the Conference secretariat, she had met
representatives of United Nations bodies and organirzations and of the four

regions]l commissions and had made consideradble progress in preparing for the
Conference. The contributions of United Rations bodies and organizations to the

regional preparstory meetings for tbe Conference had been identified, and worzable
time-1imits had been estadlished, taking into sccount the fact that the
Secretariet had begun its activities late and no special appropristions for the
Conference had been included in the budgets of the various sgencies. She asked
the Committee to bear in mind the limited resources allocated to the Conference,
wvhich explained the limited ability of the regions and Mémber States to
;Il.rt-ii ﬂ;iptt,e effectively in prepersations for the Conference and in the Conference
t’t -

DRAFT RULES OF PROCEDURE FOR UNITED NATIONS CONGRESSES OF THE PREVENTION OF CRIME
AND THE TREATMENT OF OFFENDERS (2/CE.5/55C)

Draft rules of edure revised the Vice-Chairsan of the Committee,
Mr. O'Dopovan ]gﬁi; op_the basis of informal consultations (E/1979/C.2/CRP.4)

Rule 60

k6. Mr. GREEN (New Zealand), referring to Genersl Assembly resclution 32/209 on
limiting the use of consultants el experts, asked for clarification with regard
to the two parsgraphs of rule 60.

7. Mr. ERDOS (Hungary) ssid be had reservations with regard to the inclusion in
persgraph 2 of rule 60 of the phrase "at United Nations cxpense’'. He felt that
the cost of the consultants and experts would be &aa outlsy in excess of those
vhich were already being made.

48. Mr. BRYSHKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that his delegation
could not accept the current wording of rule 60, parsgraph 2, since it departed

from the provisions of resolution 32/60 stipulsting thmt the provisicmal rules of
procedure of congresses had to conform to the practiey 6F ether congresdeld.

Rule 60, parsgraph 2, went furtber and had financisl isplications.

Rule bl

k9. Miss RICHTER (Argentina) said that, in her viewv, the unrestricted
establishment of subsections and working groups in vhich reports were submitted
éiscriminated against those delegations which did not speak English, since the
practice could lead to the subsections and working groups' working without

fll-l
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interpretation or translation. She repested her proposal that a comma should be
added at the end of rule bk, followed by the phrase "to the extent that avallable
facilities permit™, referring to the capacity of congresses to provide
interpreters and translators for work in subsectioms.

50. Rule b, s smended by the delegation of Argentina, was adopted.
Rule &

51. The CHATRHMAN said that, if he heard no objJection, he would take it that the
Committee wished to adopt rule b, parsgraphs 1, 2 and 3.

52. It was so decided.

53. The CHAIFRMAN said that, if he heard no objections, he would take it that the
Committee wished to delete rule 12.

Sh. It was so decided.

Rule 2

55. The CEATRMAN said that, if he heard po objection, he would take it that the
Committee wished to adopt rule 3%, paragraphs 1, 2 and 3.

56. It was so decided.

Chapter VIT

5T+ . said that, if be beard no cbjection, be would teke it that the
Commdi spproved the title of chapter VII: BSubsidiary organa.

s8. I 20 1ded.

Rule k5

59. The CHATRMAN said, if he heard no objection, he would take it that the
Committee adopted rule L5, paragraph 1.

60. Mr. EDIS (United Kingdom) proposed that consideratiom of rule k5,
paragraph 2, sbould be postponed until the question of article Mk had been
cleared up. ..

Rule 6

61. The CHAIRMAK said, if be beard no objection, he would take it that the
Committee wished to adopt rule L6.

62. It was so decided.

ff!‘ll
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63. Comsideraticn of rule LT was postponed.
Fule ko

6L. Mr. BAUMARN (Federal Republic of Germany) asked whether, in the light of the
financial implications, it was customary for Arabic to be an official language at .
congresses held under the auspices of the United Rations. He proposed that

rule 47 should be considered in conjunction with rule i9.

65. Mr. Borg OLIVIER (Office of Legal Affairs) said that there were precedents
for the use of Arabic in the General Assexmbly and in recent important conferences
but that special authorization from the General Assembly was required.

66. The CHATRMAN said that the Committee's informal Working Group had thought of

drawing & distinction between the expression "working lsnguages™ an@ "official
languages", but had decided not to do so.

67. Mr. Sid AHMED VALL (Mauritanie) said that he hoped the twe rules would be
adopted as soon as possible.

68. The CHATRMAN said that, if he heard no objection, he would take it that the
Committee wished to adopt rules LT ana L9.

69. Rules 47 and L9 were adopted.

Rule 50

70. Mr. GREEN (New Zealand) said that he bad no objections to the rule but
believed that there wvas no difference between "sound recordings” and “tthed

recordings".

T1. The CHAIRMAR said that the Office of Legal Affairs saw no problem in deleting
“other recordings”, so that the title of rule 50 would resd "Sound recordings of
meetings'. If he heard no cbjection, he would take it that'the Committee wished

to adopt rule 50.

!-ty
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Rule 60

75. The CHAIRMAN suggested that the rule should be considered at a later nmeeting
since it vas not yet posaible to provide the clarification requested by the
representative of New Zealand.

ﬁd‘&%(mlmwmmmmhwwm
a o phrase "having en interest™ from parsgraph 1 of rule 60.

77. The CHAIRMAN said that certain delegations had requested that the time-limit
for the sutmission of resclutions on human rights questions and questions
concerning the camposition of the Committee on the Frevention of Crime and the
Treataent of Offenders should be extended until 1 p.m. on the following day,
Thursdsy, 3 May 1979. Although he wished to point out that that did not imply
that the rule under vhich delegations were to be given 24 hours to examine
documents was not being observed, if the Committee had no objection, he would take
it that it vished to extend the time-limit for submitting draft resolutions on the

aftwenentioned questions until 1 p.m. on 3 Mey 19T79:

T78. It was so decided.

79. Mr. YEPES ERRIQUEZ {Ecusdor), with reference to document E/1979/C.2/CRP.k,
said that, on the request of the representative of the United Kingdom, parsgraph 2
of rule 45 bad not yet been adopted and he wished to point out that once rule kb
was adopted there would be no reason to leave the sdoption of rule LS,

paragrsph 2, pending.

80. The CHATRMAN said that rule 60 and paragraph 2 of rule L5 were the only rules
in document E/1979/C.2/CRP.4 still to be considered. EHe reminded the membars of
the Coomittes that, during the discussion of agenda item 7, the report of the
fve Committes on Co=0rdination on weesures for achieving detter
don Detween social end other Sevelotment activities within the United
Bations system (E/1978/102) had been svailable to the Committee. He esked whether
the Committes wished to take & decision taking note of that report.

81. NENEMAN (Poland) said that document E/19785/102 had been discusaed at the
resumed session of the Economic and Social Council and hed been strongly
criticized by many delegations, including his own. No decision could be reached
to take note of that report and consideration of the latter had been postponed
until the next regular session so that it could be discussed in detail. That
dimeussion had not taken place and it wvas difficult to accept the document since
it left no option cpen for discussion of the socisl factor as distinct from the
econonie factor and, while it was true that the two were related, it could not be
said thEt the solution of the econaxic problem would automatically eliminete the
soedal problems. There were insufficiently developed covirtries in which the
social problems were not particularly sericus; comversely, there were countries
with a high level of development vhich had very sericus social problems. The
question was very complex and required very careful consideration.

A



E/1979/C.2/SR.21
English
Page 13

(Mr. Neneman, Foland)

82. Furthermore, he wished to poirt out that the Committee was not dealing with
rhetorical questions or discussions by experts because the Administrative Committee
on Co-ordination wvas an important organ of the Becretariat and its decisions would
therefore significantly inflrence the United Nations system.

83. Mra. RICHTER (Argentina) said that document E/1970/102 had been considered by
the Economic and Social Council the previous year, together with other documents
concerning the item in question. At the end of the discussion of the documents
subrdtted, it had been decided that the item on the strengthening of the sccial
sector of the United Nations would be considered in plenary meeting at the next
regular session. 5She asked why that document was still before the Social Committee
vhen all the other documents had been passed on to the plenary and vhen delegations
would need it to find out the Secretariat's views and to formlate their own. For
example, her delegetion had already expressed surprise that, in the list of
resolutions mentioned, a very important one sutmitted by the Greup of TT on the
world social situation had been omitted. /s that item was being dsalt with in
other forums, her delegation had serious doubts as to vhether it would be
appropriete for the Social Committee to take note of the report, even with
reservationn.

B4. The CIIATRMAN zaid that meny delegations found it difficult to take note of
document E/19756/102. Consequently, he suggested that considerstion of the item
should be postponed since, if delegations could not agree, the only wvay of

reaching a decirion taking pote of the report cf the Administrative Committee on

Co-ordination would be by means of a vote.

05. Mr. VERKERCYE (Ubserver for Belgium) proposed two subsmendpents to the draft
decision submitted by the delegation of the United Kingdom. In the title, he had
proposed that the words "Draft Declarstion on the" should be deleted and that the

text of the introductory paragraph should be replaced by the following:

"The Economic and Socisl Council has taken note of the fpllowing draft of a
Declaration on the rights of deaf-blind persons® and decides to bring it to
the attention of the General Assembly at its thirty-fourth session as part of
the documentation relating to item 79 of ita provisional agenda.”

86. Mr. EDIS (United Kingdom) accepted the subamendment proposed orally hy the
Obeerver for Belgium. .

87. RICHTER (Argentina) said that she preferred the following wording: “the
¢ and Social Council has teken nots of a Declaration”", etc.

88. Mr. EDIS (United Kingdom) accepted the smendment.

® Adopted 16 September 1977 by the Helen Keller World Conference on Services
toc Deaf=Blind Youths and Adults.

p’tn-
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89. The CHATRMAR said that, if he hesrd po cbjections, he would take it that the
Comdittee wished to sdopt the amended text of draft decision E/1979/C.2/L.h.

90. It wvas s0 decided.

E/A9T9/C.2/L.3/Rev.2

91. Mr, CARDMELL (United States of America) said that his delegation b~lieved

that it hed s wording which would satisfy the concerns of the majority o
delerations. He read out the proposed amendment to operative paragraph 2 of the
revised draft resolution (L/1979/C.2/L.3/Rev.2), vhich would insert, after "Criminal
Justice Branch™, the words “in accordance with General Assembly rescluifons 31/104

and 33/1807.

92. Mr. TARASYIK (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic) recalled the couments made
by the representatives of Brazil and Cyprus to the effect that paragraph 2 prejudged
the question of the Secretary-General's transferring the Branch.

93. Th= CHATRNAN sajd that, if he heard no objJections, he would take it that the
Committee wished to postpone consideration of the revised draft resoclution pending
further informml comsultations. He slso annoucned that the time-limit for the
submission of &raft. peropoeals apnd draft resolutions on the items which were
cutstanding had besn extended to 1 p.m., Thuraday, 3 May. The Committee intended
to complete its work on FPriday, b May. ,

The meeting rose at 6.30 p.n.




