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Non-Governmental Organizations should meet at the
earliest opportunity and carry out, as a matter of priority,
the mandate laid down in Council resolution 1296 (XLIV),
a task wh;ch had been deferred for many years.
37. Mr. CORDOVEZ (Secretary of the Council) pointed
out that. if the report of the Committee on Non-Govern·
mental Organizations concerning its review of the organi· ·
zations was required for the Council's sixty-fourth session.
the reports submitted by non-governmental organizations
would be required by the Committee six weeks before its
own session; it was the latter deadline which, in the view of
the Secretary-General, could not be met by the Secretariat.

38. Mr. BROAD (:lnited Kingdom) said he fully understood the difficulties referred to by the Secretary of the
Council. tiis delegation had hat! reservations with regard to
fixing the Council's sixty-fourth session as the th:ne-Hmit
for the review of the activities of non~governmental
organizations by the Committee on Non-Governmental
Organizations. and felt that the sixty-sixth session might be
a more practical target.

The draft
. decisioll ret.•ommended hl'. the Social Committee was adopted (dec:isimr 22 7 (IJXII)).
39. The PIU!SIDENT said that the matter referred to in
paragraph II of the report (E/5965) would be considered
at the sixty-third session in the context of the approval of
the biennial calendar of meetings.
AGENDA ITEM 12
Humsn rjghts questions (E/5927-5932. E/CN.4/1222
and Corr.l. E/L.I768)
40. Miss BALOGUN (Nigeria). introducing draft resolution E/L.I768 on behalf of the sponsors. said that it was
traditional for the Council to adopt a resolution on trade
union right's of African workers in South Africa. The
sponsors hoped that the draft resoit~tion would be adopted
by consensus.
11w meeting rose at 12.55 p.m.
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Draft det.'isious A to D were adoptc'd . (decisions
128 (/.XII) to 231 (I.X/1)).

AGENDA ITEM 12
Human rights questions (~onc!uded) (E/5927-5932.
E/CN.4/1222 and Corr.l. E/L.I"'68)

At the request of tile representati&•e of Cuba, a ••ote was
taken by roll·call on dr.aJi decision 1::

REPORT OF THE SOCIAL COMMITTEE (E/5967)

I. The PRESIDENT said that, in paragraph 29 of its
report on agenda item 12 (E/5967). the Social Committee
recommended four draft resolutions and II draft decisions
to the Council for adoption.

2. Sections A and B of draft resolution I had been
adopted by th~ Committee without a vote. If there were no
objection, he would take it that the Council also wished to
ado'pt'them without a vote.

Sections A and 8 of draft resolution I were adopted.
Set.•tion C of draji resolution I was adopted by 36 J'otes
to lltme, with 5 abstentions.
Draft resolution I,

as a whole•• was adopted (re,solutions

2082 A (LXII), 2082 8 (/.X1/) and 2082 C (LX II)).

.

Draft resolution II was adopted (resolution 208J((.XII)).

Tlte Fedf!ral Republit.• of Germany, lraaiing been drawn by
lot by the President. was called upon to J'ote jirst.
In jaa•our: Afghanistan. Algeria. Argentina, Austria.
Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria, China. Colombia. Cuba, Czecho·
slovakia. Denmark, Ecuador. Ethiopia, Gabon, Greece. Iran.
Iraq, Jamaica, Malaysia, Mauritania. Mexico, Netherlands,
New Zealand, Nigeria, Norway, Peru, l,hilippines, Poland.
l,ortugal. Rwanda, Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic. Togo,
Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic.
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Upper Volta. Venc·
zucl3. Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire.

Against: United States of America.
Abstaining: Canada. France, Germany. 1-'ederal Republic
of, Italy. Uaiited Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland.

2084 (JJX/1) ).

Draji decision 1:' was adopted by 43
5 abstentions (decision 232 (LXII)).

Draj~ re8ollltion IV was adopted by 35 a•ote.'t to 2. with
II abstentions (resolutioll 2085 (LXII)).

2.:13 (/.XII) to 238 (/.XII)).

Draft

resolution

Ill

was

adopted

(resolution

vofe.~t

to I, with

Draji decisions F tu K were adopted (decisions
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3. Mr. MUBAREZ (Yemen) said that he wished it to be
110~ed that, if a vote had been taken on draft decision G. his
deiegation would have abstained.
4. Miss BALOGUN (Nigeria}, referring to draft resolution
E/L.1768, said that after holding consultations the sponsors
had decided to make certain changes in the text, which did
not alter the substance but broadened its scope. In the t1rst
place, the following new preambular paragraph should be
inserted after the first preambular paragraph: .. Taking uote
of the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group of Experts on
:;!)uthern Africa ( E/CN.4/ I:!.:!.:! and Corr.l )". At the end of
the following preambular paragraph. the words ""Namibia
and Zimbabwe'' should be added after the words •• African
workers in South Africa". In the last preambular paragraph,
after the words ••trade union solidarity with". the existing
text should be replaced by the words '"the struggle of
African workers in southern Africa". At the end of
pamgraph 1. a comma should be inserted atler the words
··south Africa" and the words ••Namibia and Zimbabwe"
added. In paragraph 2, after the words ••under detention"
the words ""in South Africa" should be replaced by the
words "'in southern Africa". In paragraph 3, a comma
should be inserted after the words ••south Africa" and the
words ""Namibia and Zimbabwe" added.
5. Mr. MOUAMMEJ) (Bangladesh) said that his delegation
wished to be added to the list of sponsors of draft
resolution f./L.1768.
6. Mrs. MAIR (Jamaica) said that her delegation. which
was one of the original sponsors of the draft resolution.
accepted the changes introduced by the Nigerian representative. The report of the Ad lloc Group of Experts
( E/CN.4/12.:!2 and Corr.l) clearly indicated that t"e problems referred to in the draft resolution were not confined
to South Africa but existed throughout southern Africa,
where there was a whole series of laws which openly
violated international norms concernir•g trade union freedoms. She hoped that draft resolution t./L 17(Sl ~vould be
adopted without a vote.
7. Miss ILif (Yugoslavia) said that her delegation wished
to become a sponsor of draft resolution E/L.I768
8. Mr. BARCELO (Mexico) said that his delegation fully
supported draft resolution E/L. 1768 and wished to become
a sponsor.
9. The PRESIDENT said that, if there were no objection;
he would take it that the Council wished to adopt draft
resolution E/L.I768, with the revisions introduced by the
representative of Nigeria. without a vote.

Draft rt•.wiutiou H/1..1768, as oral(t' reJiised. was adopted
(rC'solution 2086 (/.X II)).
10. Mr. MERKEL (Federal Republic of Germany). referring to draft decision B. just adopted. recalled the
reservations his delegation had expressed in the Social.
Committee concerning the wording of the title of the
study. Ue requested that in the preparation of the study
due regard should be paid to the International Covenant on
Economic. Social and Cultural Rights. in which international and national dimensions of economic rights were
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considered side by side. Moreover. in the opinion of his
delegation it would have been preferable, instead of using
the word 44 requirements", to take into account the objectives of the relevant resolutions.
1I. Mr. LINDENBERG SETTE (Brazil) said that his
delegation had explained its position on draft decision F at
meetings of the Social Committee. It was pleased to lend its
full support to draft resolution E/L.I768, especially after
the explanation of the representative of Nigeria to the
effect that its scope had been broadened to cover the whole
of southern Africa.
12. Mr. OTAKA (Japan) said that he wished to explain his
delegation's position with respect to the references to the
concept of the new international economic order made in
several resolutions and decisions adopted by the Council.
particularly in draft resolutions IV and XI in document
E/5964 and Corr. 1 and in the draft decisions in document
E/5967. Although his delegation had agreed to support
those resolutions and decisions when they had been
adopted by the Council, the position of the Government of
Japan was still the same as had been explained when
General Assembly resolutions 3201 (S-VI) and 3202 (S-VI)
had been adopted.
13. Miss MASSIP (Canada). referring to draft resolution
IV (E/5967) on the question of the violation by Israel of
human rights in the occupied Arab territories. said that
pending a final settlement of the conflict in the Middle East
every effort must be made to ensure that the rights of all
people living in the region were respected. As a member of
the Commission on Human l~ights, Canada had participc:tcd
in the Commission's thirtv-third session. at which the
question of the violat~ion oi· human rights in the occupied
territories had been discussed. At that time, her delegation
had been unable to support one of the resolutions
(resolution I A (XXXI H)) and during the deliberations had
explain~d its objections in detail.• Consistent with that
position, her delegation had also opposed draft resolution
IV when it had been put to the vote in the Social
Committee. It had done so not only because draft
resolution IV implicitly referred to the resolution adopted
by the Commission on Human Rights but because it
commended the Commission for having adopted measures
which, in the opinion of Canada, had been based on
unsubstantiated conclusions concerning violations of
human rights in the occupied territories.
14. Her Government had carefully considered the text
before the Council. It respected the humanitarian implications of its provisions and therefore supported paragraph 2
of draft resolution E/L.l768. Nevertheless, as the text as a
whole clearly endorsed the substance of the resolution of
the Commission on Human Rights, her delegation's ob.icctions persisted and it reluctantly had to maintain its
position.
IS. Miss RICHTER (Argentina) and Mr. BOZA (Peru)
reiterated the views expressed by their delegations when
draft dech;ion F had been considered in the Social Committee ..
I &•c Oj}'idal Re!'ords oj' tile l!.'conomic.• and Social Counl.'il,
Si.\'IJ'·St'c'olld &ssio11, Supplement No. 6, chup. II.
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I 6. Mr. FUENTES IBA~EZ (Bolivia) said that, if draft
decision F had been put to a vote. his delegation would
have abstained..
·

I 7. Mr. KEMAL (Pakistan) said that, if it had been
present, his delegation would have voted in favour of draft
decision E.
AGENDA ITEM 3
Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination
(concluded)* (E/5920, E/5921, . E/5922,
E/L.I764. E/NG0/62)
I 8. The PRESIDENT said that, if there were no objection,
he would take it that the Council wished to adopt draft
resolution E/L.l764, as orally revised by the Yugoslav
delegation at the 2058th meeting, without a vote.

Draft resolution E/L./764, as oral(v rel'ised. was adopted
(resotr.uion 2087 (LXII)).
19. Mr.

ALFONSO MARTINEZ (Cuba) said that,
although the fact that the Council had just adopted draft
resolution E/L.l764 prevented Cuba from becoming a
sponsor, he wished to state that it would have liked to
do so.
AGENDA KTEM 6
Agreement between the United Nations and the
Inte.11ational fund for Agricuhural Dev~!opment (E/5924)

20. Mr. MAHGOUB (Sudan), Chairman of the Committee
on Negotiations with Intergovernmental Agencies? introduced the Committee's report (E/5924), which had been
prepared in accordance, with the provisions. of paragraph 3
of Economic and Social Council resolution 2006 (LX) and
to which was annexed the text of a draft agreement
between the United Nations and the l'nternational Fund for
Agricultural Development (IF AD).
21. The text of the draft agreement was the result of long
and dift1cult negotiations and represented a compromise
worked out by the members of the Committee on
Negotiation3 and the Chairman of the Preparatory Commission for IFAD. Paragraphs 7 and 8 of the report
reflected the observations made by the Chairman of the
Preparatory Commission for IFAD on article IX of the
draft agreement and by the representative of Algeria on
article XI.
22. The Committe~! on Negotiations had adopted the draft
agreement on the understanding that its adoption would be
without prejud!ce to the right of the members of the
Committee to take a t1na! position on the agreement at a
later stage.

and 'recalled in that connexion that the idea of holding the
World Food Conference, which had resulted in the establishment of IFAD, had been formulated precisely at the
Fourth Conference of Heads of State or Government of
Non-Aligned Countrit:s, held at Algiers in 1973.
25. The negotiations w!lich had produced the draft agreement before the Council, representing a compromise. had
been especially difficult. His delegation was pleased that the
draft agreement clearly stipulated that I FAD would be
constituted as a specialized agency. Therefore. in spite of its
wish to facilitate some compromise which would make it
possible to ensure an early start to IF AD operations, it had
been obliged to express reservations on article XI of the
draft, since that article did not include provisions which
were contained in agreements concluded with other specialized agencies.
26. Consequently, his delegation proposed that the
Council should amend article XI of the draft agreement by
replacing the words •• Article 55" with the words ··chapters
IX, XI and XII of the Charter of the United Nations and in
the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to
Colonial Countries and Peoples".
27. Uis delegation was well aware that the Agreement
establishing IF AD2 stipulated that IF AD should provide

direct assistance only to developing countries that were
member£ of the Fund or to intergovernmental organizations
in which those countries participated. Nevertheless, the
amendmflmt which he had just proposed was fully warranted since its purpose was not. as had been stated, to
enab~e lFAD to provide direct assistance to colonial
territories or liberation movements but simply to reaffirm
the general principle of dccolonization accepted without
reservation by the United Nations.
28. Furthermore, his delegation's intention was to ensure
equality among all speciulized agencies; for examrle, the
('gcncies had to submit an annual report to the Economic
and Social Council on how they were implementing the
Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples. He hoped that the amendment
which he had just proposed would be accepted by the
Council. since he did not wish the question to be put to a
vote.

29. Mr. HERRERA VEGAS (Argentina) said that his
delegation wcicomed the consensus on the draft relationship agreement between the United Nations and IFAD,
especially since a delegation from the Preparator) Commission for IF AD, headed by its Chairman, had participated
in the consensus. On behalf of Canadr:.~. Iran, the Netherlands, Nigeria, Norway, the United States of America and
Argentina, his delegation recommended that the Council
should adopt the following draft decision:
..The Economic and.Social Council:

23. He hoped that the Council would endorse the '.htift
agreement submitted by the Committee on Negotiatkms.

24. Mr. KHAMIS (Algeria) stressed the importance w'~ich
his country had alw'ays att~tched to the problem of ;ood
• Resumed from the 2058th meeting.

"(I) Takes note of thr~ report of the Committee on
Negotiations with Intergovernmental Agencies (E/5924):
(2) Endorses the draft relationship agreement between
the United Nations and the International Fund fpr
2 Sec A/CONJ ... 73/l5.
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Agricultural Development proposed by the Committee on
Negotiations with Intergovernmental Agencies and decides to transmit it to IFAD for approval."
30. With respect to the concern expressed by Algeria. his
delegation hoped that it would not bl'ing about a delay in
adopting the agreement.
31. Mr. MADEY (Yugoslavia), after thanking the Chairman and the members of the Committee on Negotiations
with lntergovernnwntal Agencies for having undertaken the
difficult task of arr,ending the original text and adjusting it
to the modus operandi of the United Nations system, said
that there was no need to stress the importance of creating
IFAD, which was one of the outstanding achievements of
the World Food Conference. convened at the initiative of
the non-aligned countries and proposed at the Algiers
summit conference. Yugoslavia had been the first country
in category Ill to fulfil its promise to contribute to the
Fund and had signed the Agreement. It nevertheless wanted
the final text to deal with all the point~ which were
considered important. Since Yugoslavia was not a member
of the Committee on Negotiations. it had not.had time to
study the draft agreement thoroughly and therefore was
unable to make any commitment. It reserved the right to
take a final position on the draft agreement at a later stage.
3~. With respect to the amendment proposed by Algeria,
his delegation felt that the draft relationship agreement was
seriously deficient in comparison with similar texts and
therefore supported the proposal as a matter of principle.
Whatever decision the Council adopted on the matter, his
delegation would certainly have difficulty in endorsing the
proposed agreement and reserved the right to clarify its
position at a later time. especially on the draft decision
proposed by Argentina.

33. Mr. KIIALEF (lra(J) shared the view of the representatives of Algeria and Yugoslavia on the amendment to
article XI of the draft agreement.
34. Mr. KINSMAN (Canada) stressed that the question
posed by Algeria had been discussed extensively during the
negotiations in the Committee, which in view of the highly
specialized nature of the ql.lestions discussed had been
extremely complicated and difficult.. The texts had been
legal in nature and had referred to a banking mechanism
which in turn raise(~ difficulties of its own. The other
complicating factor had been that the Committee had had
to start negotiations with the Chairman of the Preparatory
Commission for IFAD. a commission which had included a
number of delegations that had also been members of the
Committee on Negotiations. The Committee had therefore
had to strive to reach agreements which would not be
mutually contradictory and to reconcile the various in"
terests represented an exceedingly difficult task.
35. While appreciating the arguments in favour of the
Algerian proposal, and respecting the sovereign right of that
delegation to express its disagreement, his delegation hoped
the Council would adopt the draft agreement in its existing
wordin.g so as not to delay the beginning of the Fund's
operations.

36. Mr. PARS' ~bnm) said that he shared the views
expressed by &{lc n~pr:-:\entative of Canada. Iran attached
great importance to the creation of the Fund and, as the
second largest contributor, wanted it to start operating as
som. ··~ possih • for the benefit of the developing countries .
Iran. as a member of the Committee on Negotiations, could
attest to the complexity of tt.e negotiations which had
produced the draft agreement prepared at Rome, and
agreed with the delegation of Yugoslavia that it was a
considerable improvement over the original text. He recalled that the General A.ssembly. in its resolution
3503 (XXX), had requested the Economic and Social
Council to arrange for the negotiation with the Preparatory
Commission for IFAD of an agreement with the Fund and,
which was more important that it should enter into such
an agreement: it should be noted that the Ge.neral Assembly
had provided for the provisional application of the agreement.
9

37. Recalling that Iran had been one of the first supporters of the implementation of the Declaration on the
Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and
Peoples, that it had submitted re!jolution IS J4 (XV) in the
General Assembly. and that as a member of the Special
Committee on the Situation with regard to the Implementation of the lleclaration it had subsequently continued to
maintain that the United Nations must give assistance to
non-self-governing territories. he noted that the questions
raised by the representative of Algeria were dealt with in
article XI. since it provided that the Fund should render
such assistance as the United Nations might request under
its Charter, particularly for the accomplishment of the
principles and purposes set forth in Article 55, one of
which was in factself:detemlination.
...

38. His delegation hoped that the Council would· adopt
the draft agreement, since it was a compromise text.
39. Mr. BERG (Norway) fully supported the basi~ arg~
ments put forward by the two preceding speakers: His
delegation was concerned that the operations of IFAD
might be unduly delayed.. Exhaustive deliberations had
taken place in the Committee on Negotiations, and he felt
that the t;ext which the Council had before it was far better
than the first one ha<.l been. An extremely delicate question
was involved and the Council must try to reach an
agreement to support the draft agreement and submit it to
the l,reparatory Commission f~u IFAD for early adoption.
40. Referring to the proposal of the representative of
Algeria. he said that. as had been demonstrated by its
action. his delegation was concerned over some of the
points made by the representative of Algeria, but it
cnnsidered that the basic idea which he had expressed was
fully covered by the reference to Article 55 of the Charter.
41. Mr. MOUSKY (United States of America) associated
himself with the views expressed by the representatives of
Canada and Iran and emphasized that the Agreement had
been signed by 9 J countries, and not simply delegations.
One of the points on which the Committee on Negotiations
had reache<.i full agreement was that no delegation should
reopen the debate on the dran agreement. It was in the
interests of all that IF AD sho,~:d begin operations as soon
as possible as a specialized agency.·
·
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4:2. llis delegation could.not accept the Algerian proposal
to replace the words •• Article 55" in atticle XI of the draft
agreement with the words ''Chapters IX. XI and XII"'
While the United States supported the basic concepts
established in Chapters IX, XI und XII of the United
Nutions Charter, it did not consider it uppropriate tc.' (efcr
to those Chapters in an agreement on relations bctw~en the
United Nations and IF AD. Furthermore. before the articles
of the agreement with IFAD had been considered or
adopted, the 91 signatory States had taken a clenr dl•cision
that IF AD loans should M limited to developing countries
which were mem~ers of the Fund or to intergovernmental
organizations to which those memb~rs belonged. For those
reasons. his delegation had ·a decided prcfcmmce for the
wording of article XI as r.:ontuined in document E/59:!4 and
was confident that the Economic and Social Council would
deem it appropriate to support the agreement in its present
form and to transmit it to IF AI> so that it could enter into
effect pi'O'lisionally as soon as possible.

been stated. The principle of decolonization was a basic
clement in the work of the United Nations, and the
Economic and Social Council, as a United Nations organ,
should comply fully with the relevant provisions of the
Charter and the General Assembly resolutions on the
matter.

43. Mr. i-.oAHGOUB (Sudan), Chairman of the Conunittc.~e
on Negotiations with Intergovernmental Agencies, read out
a telegram which he had received from the Chairman of the
Preparatory Commission for IFAD. in which the latter
expressed the hope th:~t, at its current session, the
Economic and Social Council would endorse what had been
agreed upon in negotiations between the Preparutory
Commission for IFAD and the Committee. He said that the
telegram had been sent in response to hi§ own request
asking the Chairman of the Preparatory Commission to
inform him as soon :~s possible of the Commission's
reaction to the agreed text.

48. Mr. VAN BUUREN (Netherlands) appealed to the
delegation of Algeria, amf to other delegations which had
supported the latte(s amendment, to bear in mind the fact
that a great deal had been achieved in the Committee on
Negotiations, whose deliberations had made it possible to
satisfy practically nil the wishes of the members of the
Cmmtil represented in the Committee. To reopen negotiations on the draft agreement as a whole would serve no
useful purpuse. and might actually de!ay the initiation C~lf
the operations of IFAD.

44. Mr. MADEY (Yugoslavia) said that there wus no doubt
that all delegations <1ttachcd the greatest importance to the
procedures establishing the Fund's functions. Uowcver. the
procedures had to ensure the best possible co.uperation
between the Fund and the llnitcd Nations. Therefore. each
Government had the right to analyse carefully the draft
submitted by the Committee on Negotiations. Fm that
reason, he disagreed with the views expressed by the
representative of the United States, who had referred to a
provisional implementation of the agreement, in other
words to the existence of a certain understanding that
would in some way preclude the possibility of review.ing the
agreement in the Economic and Social Council and· the
General Assemb!y. lie proposed in consequence thu( the
draft decision submitted by Argentina should not include
the l.ildorsemcnt by the Council of the pro.,osed draft
agreement.
45. Mr. KABORE (Upper Volta) said that while the draft,
which was the result of arduous negotiations, was a fairly
comprehensive document, it nevertheless conb ined a number of deficiencies which the representative ot Algeria, for
very sound reasons, was endeavouring to remedy. In his
view, the proposal of the representative of Algeria did not
conflict with the text of article XI as it appeared in
do1:ument E/5924. l,crhaps the Council could endeavour to
accept that position. to which his d1.::legation would agree.
46. Mr. KIIAMIS (Algeria) said that he did not sec how his
amendmelll could create difficulties for the Council. Nor
did he understand how the signature and ratification of the
Agreement establishing IF AD could raise problems as had

47. In view of the fact that many delegations had been
unable to participate thus far in the negotiations on the
draft agreement and thut those delegations might have some
suggestions io make in that regard9 and bearing in mind the
fact that the draft which the Council had before it was in
no way a fimtl text, he proposed that the Council should
adopt the Yugoslav proposal that it shou;d simply take note
of the report of the Committee on Negotiations and
transmit it to the l,reparatory Commission for IFAD for its
consideration. For its part, his delegation would submit its
amendments again at a later stage in the process of
negotiation between the United Nations and IFAD.

49. Mr. ALBORNOZ (Ecuador) said that his delegation

had no objection to the inclusion. in article XI of the draft
agreement, of ~~ reference to ch~apters of the Charter and to
the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to
C'olonhal Countries and Peoples, as the delegation of Algeria
had proposed. In any event. the Council must above all take
account of th1~ fm~t that the l,reparatory Commission for
IFAD had indicated its provisional agreement to· the dmft,
since it was desirable that the Council should endorse a text
which was actually ac(.~eptable to IFAD.. It was imperative
not to take any action which might jeopardize the unity of
the United N~ations system when the aim was precisely to
make the new organization a part of that system.
SO. Mr. MAUGOLIB (Sudan), Chairman of the Committee
on Negotiations with Intergovernmental Agencies, said it
should be clearly understood that, while there was of
course no direct link between the agreement between the
United Nations and IFAD and the commencement of the
Fund's activities. it was also true that any delay in reaching
a consensus on the agreement would, in practice. delay the
signature and ratification of the Agreement establishing the
Fund. In any event. any decision taken by the Council on
the qucsHon at the current stage would not be final, since
the draft agreement would have to be considered by the
Preparatory Commission for IFAD. and the Council would
be able to take up the question again at its following
session.
51. i lis ·delegation ugrced with the substance of the
amendment proposed by the representative of Algeria ..
Nevertheless, ~~s Chairman of the Committee on Negutiations. he hoped that the Coum:il would bear in mind that
the Committee's deliberations had made it possible to solve
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a number of very difficult problems and had ensured
respect for the authority of the United Nations in its
relations with the new specialized agency, He was afraid
that, if the discussion on the draft ag.reement as a whole
was reopened, the consensus reached on other highly
controversial questions might be jeopardized. I J'e expressed
the hope, therefore, that the Council"would find a solution
which would preserve the agreements already reached,
without prejudicing the position of any delegation.
52. Mr. LEMP (Federal Republic of Germany) said that
the text of the draft agreement appearing in document
E/5924 constituted a delicate compromise solution. It
should be remembered that, during the deliberations of the
Committee on Negotiations, the spokesman for the Group
of 77 had been in constant touch with the various members
of that Group and had made muny suggestions in the
Committee; all interested delegations had also had an
opportunity to participate directly in the work of the
Committee.
53. Since there was reason to believe that I FAD would be
able to accept the draft agreement appearing in document
E/5924, which would avoid prolonging negotiations indefinitely, his delegation was firmly of the view that the
Economic and Social Council should endorse the draft
agreement. He would be grateful if the representative of
Algeria would not press his amendment since, for the
reasons already given by other delegations, it would be very
difficul~ for his delegation to accept it.
54. Mrs. DERRE (France) said that IFAD had already
decided that its loans would be granted solely to its
member countries. If some delegations in the Economic and
Social Couucil wished the Fund's activities to be broader in
scope, they should have expressed that view in IF AD and
not in the Council.
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58. IFAD granted loans only to member developing
countries and to intergovernmental organizations of which
thosr countries were members. !lis delegation was not
proposing that the Fund should grant loans to liberation
movements or Trust Territories. In view of the many
restrictions which article XI placed on the granting of
assistance by the Fund· restrictions which, moreover, were
in tended to prevent the Fund from n'1aking loans to
liberation movements, Namibia, Rhodesia, and Namibian
and Rhodesian refugees he could not understand why his
amendment was being interpreted as meaning that his
delegation wished the Fund to grant loans to J>LO, SWAI'O,
ZAJ>U or ZANU, among others. His delegation simply felt
that the Fund, as a specialized agency and in the context of
item 23 of the provisional agenda for the sixty-third session
d::/L.I757), entitled "Implementation of the Declaration
on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and
Peoples by the specialized agencies and the international
institutions associated with the United Nations", should
co-operate with the General Assembly and the Economic
and Social Council in implementing that Declaration.
59. Mr. AL-HUSSAMY (Syrian Arab Republic) endorsed
the Algerian umendmcnt without reservation; he also shared
the concern expressed by the delegation of Yugoslavia,
since he felt that all countries which were not members of
the Committee should have an opportunity to consult with
their Governments, artd that the draft agreement could not
be adopted until it had been carefuUy examined. He
therefore proposed that the Argentine text should be
amended to state that the Economic and Social Council
endorsed the draft agreement "in principle" or "prpvisionally". A third paragraph might be added which would
"request the Secretary-General to transmit the draft relationship agreement to Governments for their comments",
emphasi:~ing th~t the General Assembly should adopt it at
its thirty-second session .

55. Her delegation could not accept the amendment
proposed by the representative of Algeria, because of the
position which it had already adopted in the deliberations
leading to the establishment of IF AD. The delegations
represented in the Committe,~ on Negotiations with Intergovernmental Agencies, as \veil as the representatives of
IF AD, had already made many concessions, as a result of
which a delicute balance had been achieved. The basis of
that balance must be respected fully, partic!:larly in view of
the fact that the agreement had always been considered as
constituting an indivisible whole.

60, \1r. OLIVERI LOPEZ (Argentina) read out the following new tex.t which had been drafted in a spirit of
compromise:

56. Mr. KHAMIS (Algeria) said that, in the light of the last
d1ree statements, a number of clarifications were called for.
First, it should be understood that at no time had
negotiations been concluded, and he reminded members of
the Committee on Negotiations that his delegation had
emphasized at the time that it attached such importance to
the question that it could not adopt a final decision in that
Committee. He also recalled that other delegations, too,
had expressed reser·:ations regarding the article in question.

61. Mr. BARCELO (Mexico) supported the Argentine
proposal since it made due allowance for his country's
concern, namely, that the negotiations were not finally
closed.

57. Although his delegation had certainly stated that it
would not ask for its amendment to be put to a vote in the
belief that it would be adopted unanimously- that did not
mean that it did not continue to insist on it.

63. Mr. NAKAMURA (Japan) said that, inasmuch as the
draft relationship agreement which the Committee had
before it was the result of extensive negotiations and was a
compromise teu, he hoped that the Council would approve

''The Economic and Social Council takes note with
appreciation of the report of the Committee on Negotiations with Intergovernmental Agencies ( E/5924) and
decides to transmit the draft relationship agreement
between the UnitccJ Nations and the International Fund
for Agricultural Development proposed by the Committee on Negotiations with lntergov~rnmental Agencies
to IFAD for adoption".

62. Mr. KHAMIS (Algeria) requested that. if the Argentine
proposal was adopted by consensus, the Algerian amendment should be included in the material to be transmitted
to !FAD.
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it, while recogmzmg the right of the members of the
Council to take whatever final position they might wish to
take on the draft agreement and the amendment proposed
by the Algerian delegation at a later stage. He also suggested
that the Argentine delegation should endeavour to arrive at
a text acceptable to all delegations.

adopted, said he wished to point out that the Soviet Union
did not participate in IFAD and that its position with
regard to the Fund had been stated on several occasions in
other relevant forums of the United Nations system. If a
vote had been taken on the draft, his delegation would have
abstained.

64. Mr. PATTISON (United Kingdom) said that his
country, which was not a member of the Committee on
Negotiations, hoped that the Council would take note of
the relationship agreement and transmit it to IF AD for its
approval. He could accept the proposal by the Argentine
delegation.

AGENDA ITEM 1

65. Mr. VAN BUUREN (Netherlands) endorsed the re·
marks of the United Kingdom representative and said that
the text proposed by Argentina was entirely acceptable to
his delegation.
66. The PRESIDENT read out the text submitted by
Argentina, with a slight addition:
''The Economic and Social Council
''Takes note with appreciation of the report of the
Committee on Negotiations with Intergovernmental
Agencies (E/5924) and decides to transmit to the
International Fund for Agricultural Development:

Adoption of the agenda and other organizational matters

(concluded)*
PARTICIPATION OF AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATION J.N THE WORK OF THE COUNCIL
(E/5983)
73. The PRESIDENT drew the Council's attention to the
note by the Bureau (E/5983) concerning the application by
the Latin American Faculty of Social Sciences for designation by the Council in accordance with rule 79 of the
rules of procedure and said that the Bureau recommended
that that organization he designated to participate, without
the right to vote, on an ad !zoe basis in the deliberations of
the Council on questions within the scope of the activities
of the organization. If there were no objection, he would
take it that the Council decided to approve the recommend;;~tion of the Bureau.

It was so decided (decision 239 (I-XII)).
''(a) For its approval, the draft relationship agreement

between the United Nations and the International Fund
for Agricultural Development proposed by the Committee on Negotiations with Intergovernmental Agencies:
.. (b) The summary record of the Council's discussion

of the matter."
67. Mr. PARSI (Iran) pointed out that, technically
speaking, the Committee on Negotiations had approved the
text: he therefore proposed that in the text just read out
the word "proposed" should be replaced by "approved".

Research within the United Nations !J:vstem on the role
and position o.f'women in development (E/5914)
74. The PRESIDENT said that, if there were no objection,
he would take it that the Council wished to take note of
the progress report of the Secretary-General on research
within the United Nations system on the role and position
of women in development and on ways and means to
organize and finance further research (E/5914).

It was so decided (decision 240 (I-XII)).

68. Mr. AL-HUSSAMY (Syrian Arab Republic) supported
that proposal.

AGENDA ITEM 16

69. Mr. MADEY (Yugoslavia) said that he endorsed the
Argentine text as well as the text read out by the President.
However, he totally disagreed with the Iranian delegation
that the draft agreement had been approved, since every
member of the Committee had reserved its right to take a
final position at a later stage. He therefore considered the
text read out by the President to be a good compromise
solution.

Consideration of the provisional agenda for
the sixty-third session (E/L.I757)

70. Mr. KHAMIS (Algeria) exlJressed full agreement with
the remarks of the representative of Yugoslavia.
71. The PRESIDENT said that, if there were no objectkm,
he would take it that the Council wished to adopt the draft
decision in the form he had just read out.

The draft decision proposed by the President was adopted
(decision241 (/,XII)).
72 •. Mr. AMIRDZHANOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics), referring to the decision which had just been

75 .. Mr. CORDOVEZ (Secretary of the Council) said that,
as a result of decisions adopted by the Council at its current
session and in view of other actions it had taken, Gertain
changes should be made in the provisional agenda submitted by the Secretariat ( E/L.l757). Firr..t, a foot-note
should be added to item 9, entitled "United Nations
University", indicating that the item woJJid bt~ taken up at
the resumed session in order to conform with the cycle of
meetings of the Council of the United Nations University
which was to meet after the sixty-third session of the
Economic and Social Council. Secondly, and in view of the
decisions adopted with respect to the agreement with
IF AD, it would be necessary to change the title of item 26
back to the original version agreed upon at the organizational ses11ion before it had been decided to divide the
consideration of the item between the sixtyusecond and

* Resumed from

the 2048th meeting.
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sixty-third sessions. Consequently, the title should again
read "Agreements between the United Nations and intergovernmental organizations". When it took up that item,
the Council would examine the agreements with If AD nnd
the World Tourism Organization. ·

.

76. At its current session, the Council had before it a
letter addressed to the President of the Economic and
Social Council by the Chairman of the Human Rights
Committee ( E/5929) indicating that the Committee, which
was to report to the General Assembly through the
Economic and Social Council, had decided to schedule its
second session for I 1-31 August 1977. Consequently, it
would be necessary to add an item for consideration at the
resumed sixty-second session entitled "International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights: report of the Human
Rights Committee".

consequently, that item had been included in the agenda
for that session and the provisional agenda for the
sixty-third session had been amended on the assumption
that only the agreement with the World Tourism Organization wou.ld be considered at that time" Bearing in mind
that, in accordance with action taken at its sixty-second
session, the Council would have to consider both agreements at its sixty-third session, the Secretariat had been of
the view that the Council would wish to revert to the
original title of item26 adopted in January"
79. The PRESIDENT said that, if there were no objection,
he would take it that the Council decided to adopt the
draft provisional agenda for the sixty-third session
( E/L.1757), with the changes made by the Secretariat.
It was so decided. :1

77. Mr. ALFONSO MARTINEZ (Cuba) considered the
first and third of the changes to document E/L.I757
suggested by the Secretary of the Council to be appropriate. With regard to the amendment to item 26 of the
provisional agenda, he wondered whether the reasons which
had prompted the Secretariat to suggest those changes were
sufficiently weighty to justify including two questions of
such importance in a single item. He wished to know what
practical advantages the proposal could have for the
Council.

80. The PRESIDENT said that, if there were no objection,
he would take it that the Council decided to adopt the
document on organization of the work of the sixtyDthird
session ( E/L. 1766) provisionally, on the understanding that
a final decision would be taken at the beginning of the
session, as had been done at the sixty-sr.cond session.

78. Mr. CORDOVEZ (Secretary of the Council) said that
when the programme of work for the en tire year had been
adopted at the organizational session, the Council had
decided that the agenda of the sixty-third session would
inc!ude a single item covering both agreements. It had
subsequently been decided that the agreement with IF AD
would be taken up at the sixty-second session and,

8 I. The PRESIDENT declared the sixty-second session of
the Economic and Social Council closed .

It was so decided.
Oo.mre of the sessiun

Tile meeting rose at fJ.JO p"m.

3 The provision;~! ag~nda for the sixty-third session was subscq ucn tly circulated as documcn t E/5 990.

