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This document has been produced without formal United Nations editing. The designations
employed and the presentation of the material in this document do not imply the expression of any
opinion whatsoever on the part of the Secretariat of the United Nations Industrial Development
Organization (UNIDO) concerning the legal status of any country, territory, city or area or of its
authorities, or concerning the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries, or its economic system or
degree of development. Designations such as “developed”, “industrialized” and “developing” are
intended for statistical convenience and do not necessarily express a judgment about the stage
reached by a particular country or area in the development process. Mention of firm names or
commercial products does not constitute an endorsement by UNIDO.
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BUMINATION OF CREDENTIALS o R
1. The PRESIDENT stated that in crmpliance with rule 17 paragraph 2 of the

Board's Rules of Prooedure, the Officers had examined the oredentials of delegations
and frund them to be in order.

ADOPTION OF THE REPORT OF THE FOURTH SESSION (ID/B/L.76 and add. 1-6, m/n/x..az)

2. The PRESIDENT, pointing out that the Original text of the draft report had
been drawn up in English, asked any delegates who might have any comments on matters
of f2m or translation to make them direct to the secretariat.

L]

3¢ He then invited the Board to examine the introduotion and chapter I of the draft
report (ID/B/L.76) paragraph by PaTegraph.

4. Ihe ftrduotion was sdopted.

Shapter I
5 Paragraph 1 was adopted.
6. Mr. ARCHIBALD (Trinidad and Tobago), Rapporteur, informed the Board that the

United Repudblic of Tangania, whose delegation had arrived after that paregraph had
been drafted, should be added to the list of Rembers represented at the session,

T Mwm-
8. Earagraphs 3 and 4 were adopted.

9. Mr, ARCHIBALD (Trinidad and Tobago), Rapporteur, stated that the International
Atomic Energy Agency and GATT, which had entered their names late on the list of

specialised sgencies represented at the session, should be included An paregreph 5,
10,

13, ¥ro BIAZON (Philippines) said that he would like s paragreph to be added
onntaining the Passage from the address in whioh the Secretary-General had appealed !
%o the industrialised countries to share their finanoial and technical Tesources with
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the deprived two-thirds of mankind who would never again resign themeelves to their
inferior s.atus, since until that unbalance was correoted there oould be no peace
in the world.

14. The new paragraph Suggested by the representative of the Philippines was adopted.

15, 19 to 21 were adopted.
Chapter III
16. The PRESIDENT invited the Board to postpone consideration of chapter II of

the report, which dealt with the general debate, since the revised text had not yet
been distributed in all languages; he proposed taking up consideration of chapter III

(1p/B/L.82).

17. Mro ARCHIBALD (Trinided and Tobago), Rapporteur, pointed out that, in
accordance with the decision taken Ly the Board at its 97th meeting, the full text of

the report of the Working Group would be reproduced after paragraph 4 of chapter III.

18. Paragraphs 1 to 3 were adopted.

19. ¥r. KOATH (India) considered that the Board should not merely give ths text
of the report of the Working Groups it should also state clearly that it intended to
follow up the coments and recommendations contained in that report. For that
purpose the Board should make it clear, either that it adopted the report of the
Working Group, or that it unreservedly approved the Frogramme of aotivities proposed
by the Group, recommended its implementation and asked for the necessary financial
support,

20. " Mx, ARCHIBALD (Trinidad and Tobago), Rapporteur, considered that paragraph 2
of chapter III met the first altermative suggestad by the representative of India, and
that the third item in the conolusions contained in paregraph 245 of the report of the
Working Group exactly oorresponded with the substance of the second altermmative. Ho
thought, nevertheless, that the Board might give more prominence to that a3pect of
the question.

2l. Nr. SHATSKY (Union of Soviet Sooialist Republios) endorsed the firet
altemative sugigested Ly the representative of India and proposed that it should de

stated in pParagraph 4 that "the text of the report of the Working Group on Programme
and Co—ordination on the work of its second session is given below as a report of the
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22,  Mr, STIBRAVY (United States of America) thought that it would be better to
say "is given as an integral part of the report of the Board®,

23 - -Mr. KAMATH (India) and Mr, SHATSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)

accepted the amendment proposed by the revresentative of the United States of America.

25, Chapter III was adopted.

CONSIDZRATION OF DRAFT RESOLUTIONS (ID/B/L.80; ID/B/L.79 and m/n/L.19/nw.

(Bglish only))

26. The PRESIDENT pointed out that{chapter.IV of the draft report hed not yet
been distributed and that chapters V, VI and VIII were not available in all languages;
he therefore invited the Board to oonsider the two draft resolutions ID/B/L.80 and

ID/8/L.79/Rev. 1.

27. He suggestod that the Board should . poatpono further consideration of the draft
report until the next moating and should .start to examine the draft resolutions,
beginning with the docunent entitled "l'bllou—np of the 1967 International Symposium o..
Industrial Development" (ID/B/L.80). He invited delegations to submit their commento
on that subject.

8. Mr. BRILLANTES (Philippines) proposed that operative sub-paregreph (b) bo
modified to read: "Roquests the Executive Director, in the light of the available
information, to submit his comments, observations and recommendations to the sixth
session of the Board". | |

29. That amendment was sulmitted on behalf of the sponsors of the draft resolution in
question and thus formed part of the original text; hence, if delegations saw no
objeotion, the Board oould consider the resolution as a whole.

30, Mr. SOWEN (Hungary), speaking on behalf of the Jroup D countries, said tha:
those cowrtries weuld abstain from voting, not because tiqy objected inm any way to tho
proposed text, dbut because they had not participated in the Athens Symposium ss they
bhad not beenin favour of the venue chosen; it was therefore only natural that they
should abetain from woting on the draft resolution indiocating the action to be taken
in pursuance of that meeting.
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3L, Mr. LOPEZ MUING (Cuba) said that his country had not partioiputed. in the
Athens Symposium and would abetain from voting for the same reasons.
32. Mr. STIBRAVY (United States cf America) said he had no specific objection to

the draft resolution in its present form, but would abstain if the draft was put to
the vote as he felt thet his Governmont would have no comments to submit to the
Executive Director in reply to the request formulated in the resolution.

13, Mr. ENSOR (United Kingdom) thought that it would be preferable no% to burden
| the secretariat with additional tasks which were not directly related to field

| activities. As his Government did not intend to take any action on the resolution
under coneideration, his delegation would abstain if the draft was put to the vote. -

M. My, PWIMOTO (Japan) assooiated himself with the previous speaker. His
delegation would abetain in the vote, as it felt that no further inorease should be
made in the heavy workload of the secretariat, which should be enabled io devote the
major part of its efforts to field activities.

35. The PRESIDENT, in accordance with Rule 49 of the rules of prooedure, put to
the vote the draft resolution as a whole, with the amendments proposed by the
delegation of the Philippines.

3. The draft resolution ID/B/L.B0 was adopted by 25 votes to none, with 12 sbstentions.
7. The PRESIDINT invited the Board to consider the draft resolution oonocmiﬁg
the role of UNIDO in co—ordination nf activities in industrial development
(ID/B/L.79/Re">1).

36. Mr. MALIKI (Nigeria) ssid that the revised draft resolution had only just

been distributed, and wondered whether the mdifioo’siona which had alrealy been made
to it did not antioxpatc the amendments whioh he \ushed to propose.

39. The FPREBIDINT proposed a brief adjournment of the meeting in order to
snable delegations to examine the new draft.

40. Nr: LICOURTIER (Prance) supported the President's proposal and said that the
French delegation would in any case be unable to express its views until it had seem
the French version of the text, , -
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41, Mr, ENSOR (United Kingdom) asked the secretariat whether the word "arrange-
ments" in the first line of operative paragraph 1 was appropriate to describe the

agreements concluded with FAO and ECAFE,

42, Mi. ABDEL-RAHMAN (Executivs Director) said that any other word, including
the word "agreements" would be guitable; he pointed out, however, that the United
Kingdom delegation had expressed a preference the previous Year for the temm
"arrangements" because the questions involved were questions dealt with by the

secretariat.

43. Mr. ENSOR (United Kingdom), replying, said that the appropriate word the
previous year had indeed been "arrangements", but was heppy to note that the temm
"agreements" could be apylied to the doouments at present before the Board. pg
agreements were really what was involved, he would prefer that that word be used,
although he did not intend to press the point,

44. Mr. LBCOURTIER (France) said he could see no useful purpose in continuing a
discussion on terminology until the secretariat had taken acocount of hig previous
remarks, | "

45. Mr. SYLLA (Secretary of the Board) said thot the point raised by the United
Kingdom representative concerned the Inglish text only. For all the other languages,
dooument ID/B/L.79 contained the suthentic text,

46. Mr, MALIKI (Nigeria) proposed that in the second preambular paragraph
(Bnglish text), the word "in" should be replaced by ‘on* op "ip regard to"; in
operative paragraph 2, the word “systematically" should be deleted and the word
"ocontinuous" inserted before “efforts"; in operative paregraph 5, the second
sentence should be amended to read: "Recommends that the UNDP/UNIDO industrial field
advisers intensify their activities ..." etc. If that last amendment were accepted,
he suggested that the second santence of paragraph 5 should be made into a8 new

operative paragraph,

47. Kr. SOURN (Hungary) proposed the addition of the following words to complete
the first preambular paragraph: “and noting the importance of the central 00—
ordinating role of the Foonomic and Sooial Council in social and economic activities

of the United Nations, including the activities in promotion of industrial development",
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He also proposed that the words ‘with Governments of the' should be added to operative
paragraph 5, alter ‘'the UNDP Resident Representatives and", Lastly, he proposed tiat
in operative paragraph 4 the word "bilateral’’ should be deleted.

48, Mr, ABDEI-RAHMAN (Txecutive Director) said that if the lust anendment was
accepted, the words ‘on request’ in the same paragraph would c¢csase to have any meaning;

it folowed from the resolution that it was the secretariat's duty to pursue its
consultations on the co-ordination of miltilateral aic programmes but it could not
undertako any negotiations in regard to bilateral assistance except at the requeet of
the countries concerned.

49. Mr. SUBN (Hungary) acknowledged the point and gave his gupport to the
proposal to delete the words ‘'on request’,

50. Mr, STIBRAVY (United States of America) proposed the addition of the words
“in the field of industrial development:’ at the end of operative peragraph 1 of the
draft resolution. In regard to operative paragraph 2, he thought it would be
appropriate to acknowiedge that other organizations in the United Nations syetem were
also endeavouring to avoid duplication of activity, and he proposed the addition of
the wordst 'in oo-operation with the other organigations concermed’ between "efforts
made by UNIDO" and "systematically to eliminate".

51« As the offices of the UNDP Resident Representatives were fooal pointg for oo~
ordination of the multilateral activities of the organizations of the United Nations
system in the field, he proposed the addition of the words ‘'through the Resident
Representatives cf the UNDP" after "in collsboration with the Governments concerned”

in operative paragraph 5.

52. Mr, KRYLOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) asked whether the proposer
intended the amendment to exclude direct co—operation between the Executive Dirsotor
and the Governments concerned,

53. Br. STIBRAVY (United States of America) said that his intention was simply
to underline the oentral role of the UNDP Resident Repreeentatives in co—-ordination
at looal level, and it was conoeivable that situations might ocour where the field
adviser would have direct oontacts with the offioials of the host government.




ID/B/SR.103
Page 8

54 . Mr. KRYLOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) then suggested adding to
the original text of the paragraph in quéstion the words "and with the assistance of

the Resident Representatives of UNDF', to cover the various possibilities.
]

55. Mr, STIBRAVY (United States of America) finally proposed amending paragraph 5
by adding "end the Resident Representatives of UNDP" after "in collaboration with the

Governments concerned".

56. Mr, ABDEL-RAHMAN (Executive Director) thought that the text as so amended
would onver unly acbivitiss financed hy UNDP, and pointed out there were other sources
of financing. Programmes in which governments were either recipients or donors often
figured among UNIDO's activities.

5T+ Mr. LOPEZ MUIT{O_ (Cuba) announced that he would abstain from voting on the
draft resolution under consideration because in operative paragraph 5 it was recommended
that the Executive Director should eneure further development of co-ordination with
regional intergovernmental organizations, among which would be the Organisation of
American States, and with regional development banks, whioh uouid include the
Inter-American Developmant Bank.

58, The PRESIDENT pointed out,that he had asked for a debate on the substance
and for proposed amendments. As the representative of Cuba had already given an
explanation ol his vote, it would be noted at the appropriate time,

59. He suggestecd that the Board should now vote on the text of the draft resolution,
As a great many amendmants had been proposed, he thought it would be best if the
proposers of the amundments repeated them when the paragraphs to which they referred
came up for disoussion.

60. Mr. TRAORE (Msali) said thai he was opprsed to such a procedurs, because
firstly the tranelations of dooument ID/B/L.79/Rev.l had not ye* been distributed, and
seoondly some of the cmendments affected the substance of the draft resolution. The
oo-sponsors of the draft would want o give their opinion~ on those smendments, and
they would no doubt wish to consult among themselves in order to decide whether they
were willing to accept them or mot.
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61. The PRESIDENT said that the question raised by the representative of Nali
was a procedural point. In order to meet his requesi, he suggested that all the
proposers of amendments should be given the floor so that they could read out their
amendments at dictation speed, or else that the Board should decide to adjourn
considerstion of the draft resolution and request the proposers of the amendments t0
submit them in writing.

62. Ny, ARCHIBALD (Trinidad and Tobago), Rapporteur, noted that the
representative of Mali had said that the co—sponsors of the dreft should oconsult among
themselves. It therefore seemed to him that the Board could mo longer proceed with
its oconsideration of the draft resolution, and the best thing to do would be for the
proposers of the smendments to subtmit their texus to the secretariat, which would
assenble them in a dooument to facilitate the disoussion.

63.  The PREBIDENT proposed that consideration of the draft resolution before
the Board should be adjourned to the 104th meeting.

64. 1t was 89 decided.

The neeting ross a¢ 12,50 ReR-
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