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CONSIDERATION OP THE DRAFT RESOLUTION ON THE OPERATIONAL ACTIVITIES OF UNIDO 
(ID/Î/L.8l/Rev.2) 

1. Mr. MALIKI (Nigeria),  introducing the revised draft resolution on the 

operational activities of UNIDO (ID/B/L.8l/Rev.2), pointed out that the word "or" in 

the last line of operative paragraph 13 should be amended to read "of". 

2. The PRESIDENT invited the Board to consider the revised draft resolution 

paragraph by paragraph. 

Preaabular paragraphs 

3. Mr. MIR2A (Pakistan) pointed out that the word "which" should be inserted 

in the first line of the second preanbular paragraph, following the words "its 

resolution 9 (il)". 

4«     The preaabular ptraiHF11* «•»»« adopted. 

Operative paragraphs 1-8 

5.     Operative paragraphs 1-8 were adopted 

Operative paragraph 9 

6* Mr. MIR2A (Pakistan) said that, in aooordanoe with the wording deoided on 

by the oontaot group, the third line of the paragraph ooncemed should readi    "... the 

basis for ONIUO'e work should, as far as possible, be long-tern prograanes ...".    In 

addition, the words "of their" immediately preoeding the word **key" oould he deleted 

from the fifth line. 

7.      It was so deoided. 

3«     OPWtive paragraph 9. — emended, was adopted. 

Operative paragraph 10 

9* ftfi lf|M| (Pakistan) said that, in keeping with the oontaot group»s 

decision, the words "to ensure flexibility" should be inserted in the third line 

following the words "adequate provisions". 

10*    OP«•**• P«*graph 10 waa adopted. 

1i^ÊiUÊÊ^ÊÊÊ^È^ÊÊaiaÊlÊÊtÊÊÊÊÊÊiÊÊÊmiim^^^^B^,maaàÊÊÊÊÊiÊÊ^ÊÊ^Êk 
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Operative Paragraph 11 

11. Mr. DOVE (Ghana) proposed that the ward "to" following the word "Call«" in 

the first line of the paragraph should be deleted and reinserted following the wards 
"ÜKDP Governing Council". 

12. It was so decided. 

13. Operative paragraph 11. as amended, was adopted. 

Operativ paragraph 12 

14. Mr. WIOUPIN (ivory Coast), supported by Mr. TRAORE (Mali), pointed out 
that, during the contaot group's discussions, his delegation had attached great 

importano« to the o one apt of flexibility of prooedures, but that that Qonoept was 
not reflected in the final Prenoh version. 

15* Mr. LEDOC (Pranoe) observed that a disparity between the Prenoh and English 
vsrsioms of the paragraph in quest i en appeared to lie at the root of the difficulty, 

for tlis Prenoh version did not render the words "to allow speedy action" oontained In 
the Aaglish. 

l6« Ths PRB3P)aff stressed that the secretariat would be responsible for 

bringing all versions of document H)/V3R.8l/Rw.2 into strict conformity with tas 

original English version. 

17.   Operativa paragraph 12 was adopted. 

Operative paragraph 13 

l8' Mr. KITCHBr (OUted States of America) remarked that the words "transfer of 
teohnology and suoh information" in the fourth lias of the paragraph were not olear. 
Perhaps it would be desirable to ohange them to "transfer of teohnology and teohnioal 
information" or soas suoh formulation. 

19. «r» iMm (Pranos) sod Mr. TRACRE (Mali) pointed out that the Prenoh transla- 
tion of the ¿oros in question was somewhat différant from the fciglish text and was 
substantially la lias with the wording suggested by the United States representative. 
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20. Mr. A3DEL-RAHMAN (lüxecutive Director) suggeoted that the word» in-question 

•hould be amended to read "transfer of technology and scientific and teohnieal 

information" in order to match the French text. 

21. Mr. ARKADIEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republioa) and Mr. LEDUC (Frano«) 

supported the Executive Director's suggestion. 

22. Mr. ABDUL-RAHMAN (Exeoutive Director) observed that the last two lines of 

operative paragraph 13 were also unclear, as they might he interpreted to man that 

UNIDO»s primary responsibility wae only the solution of problème of industrial 

information. 

23« Mr. KAMATH (India) said that UNIDO»s role wan certainly muoh wider than 

the «are provision of information, and the text should he amended to make that clear. 

24. Mr. ABDEL-RAHMAN (Executive Director) suggested that the la#t words of 

paragraph 13 he amended to read "primarily responsible for industrial teohnolofy and 

information". 

25. Mr. EESOR (United Kingdom) and Mr. KITCHE» (United States of Ajmwiea) 

supported the fccaoutive Direotor's suggestion. 

26. The PRB3IPS*rr naked the members of the Beard if it was their desire that 

the amendment * to the fourth and seventh lines nf paragraph 13 should ba incorporated 

in the final version. 

27. It was so decided. ...„.' 

?8.    Operative paragraph 13 was adopted as amended. 

Operative paragraph 14 

29. Operative paragraph 14 was adoptad. 

30. Draft resolution IP/B/L.8l/Rev.2 as a whole, a« amended, wat adoptad, 

3P1CIAL IIITaWATIOilAL CCHFSUKCS OF THI WIT© HATIOMS INDUSTRIAL DIfaLOflUsW 
0ROAJn¿ATI0R (ID/V72 and Add.l and 2f    IB/Vt.74/k«v.lf W/t/h.fy) fooBtlBnad) 

31. The PRBSIDarr invited the Board to resume its disouasion of aganda item 14« 
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32. Mr. ARKADISV (Uhion of Soviet Socialiot Republioe) stated that the proposed 

Conference should be imi versal in oharacter.    The Conference could only gain by the 

participation of certain highly developed industrial States.    In many international 

organisations, non-4»mbers could participât a in governing bodies.    He considered that 

the value of the draft resolution which had been submitted (lD/!i/L.74/Rev.l) was 

considerably reduced by the fact that it did not provide for suoh highly developed 

countrien as the German Democratic Republic to he included, though the Federal 

Republio of Germany would be.    The USSR delegation considered it wrong to exclude 

the German Democratic Republic from r«,ti°ir«rti.r« in the conference and objected to 

suoh a decision.    Nevertheless, having helped in the rreparatirn of the draft, and 

wishing to take into account the needs of the developing countriep, his delegation 

would not oppose the draft resolution as a whole. 

33. Mr. SCHBIEAL (Csechoslovakia) thought that it was incorrect to exclude 

participation by the German Desjcoratio Republio.    He wished his roint of view to he 

placed on record but expressed support for the draft resolution. 

34« Mr. STEDTFBLD (Federal Republic of Oeranny) said that the General Assembly 

had given UMIDO a clear mandate with regard to the Special Conference.   Draft 

ree oliti oc ID/D/L nfanv.1 complied with that Mandate as far a* the list <rf oountries 

to participate was oonoemed, and the Board would be exoeedlng its mandate if the 

list were expanded. 

35* Mr. SCMJBi (Hungary) «aid that his delegation wished to be menti med in 

the sun—i j reoords and the draft report as concurring with the viewp of the Uhi on 

of Soviet Soeialist República and Chechoslovakia.    Hungary whole-heartedly supported 

the general idea of the résolution. 

36. The PRESIDAIT agreed that the oomments just made should be reflected in 

the report and aaked delegations and groups of delegation* to rahrdt text*. 

37. Mr. CZARIOWBKI (Poland) said that the Polish delegation had abstained from 

voting in the General Aseenb. on resolution 2578 (XXIV), beoause it ocwidered that 

the resolution oontained formulations inoflmpistent with the priooiple of unlveraality 
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embodied in the Charter,    rie agreed with the view that the (formati Democratic Republic 

should be included,  as a highly industrialized oauntry that could contribute,posi- . 

tively to the Conference.    He supported the draft resolution with those reservations. 

38. Mr. LOPEL MUINO* (Cuba) concurred with the delegations of the USSR, 

Czechoslovakia, Hungary and Poland with regard to the principle of universality,    ile 

thought that the People's Republic of China,  the Democratic People's Reputilo of 

Korea and the Democratic Republic of Viet-Nam   should also be invited.    He supported 

the draft resolution and wished his remarks to appear in the summary record. 

39. Mr. SERRANO (Chile) said that, while his country unreservedly supported the 

principle of universality, he thought that the General Assembly must take the 

initiative on decisions of the type under di nous «imi.    The Board could not adopt any 

resolution that would encroach on the oompotenoe of the General Assembly,  and "illy 

the General Assembly could alter the list of oountries eligible for participation in 
ITNJIiü»« activities'. 

40. Mr. STIHtAVY (lliited States of Amerioa) said that his n©legation doubted 

the neóessity rf a Special Conferenoe, although it had indicated in response to the 

Sreoutive Director's questionnaire in I969 that it oould participate under osrtain 

conditions.    The present arrangements proposed for the Conference were substantially 

different from those previously envisaged by his delegation, but, in view of the 

strong support of all developing countries for the propcpal, his delegation wished 

to be as responsive a* possible while tryir\g te help work out arrangements that would 

be in keeping with the nature of the proposed Conference.    Sinos the text resulting 

fresi informal discussione was in line with chat, and since he wished to shew a spirit 

of compromise, he was prepared to support the draft resolution. 

41. It was his understanding of operativ., paragraph 5 of the draft resolution that 

invitations should be sent to members of ÜNH» and to inter-governmental organisations 

and non~governB»tttal  argentnations entitled to participate in OHD0»s work pursuant 

to rules 75 «ad fé of the Pules of Precodure.    He pointed out that General assembly 

A-Mflnijon 2152 (XXI) listed in an annex countries entitled to participate in the 

work of tllIBOî    the invitation of oth«r uotmtriee would involve politioal issues 

that were the province of the politica organs of the united Nations. 
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42. Re octisidered that muoh of the success of the proposed Conference would depend 

on the extent" of-active participation by countriesthat werenot member» of the Board 
and that the secretariat should make a special effort to encourage and facilitate 
vigorous participation by suoh countries. 

43. Doounent ID/B/L.89, on the administrative and finanoial implications of the 
draft resolution, gave two sets of figures, one for a total meeting time of four 

weeks and one for a total meeting time of five weeks.    In all informal discussions, 
the majority of countries had favoured a total meeting tine of four weeks for the 

oombined sessions of the Working Group on Programme and Co-ordination-, the Board and 

the Conferencie,, and, his delegation*« support of the draft resolut i on.; was baaed on 
the assumption of a total meeting schedule of four weeks.    He also felt that the work 

of the Advisory Committee oould be done in a shortar time than WAS indioated in 
doouaent n>/B/t.Ô9. 

44. Tfas PRflSIDflTT said that the text of the draft resolution would he .Usoussed 
latev.   8s invitad further general statements m agenda item 14. 

4$'* ÊtSAiUBêXR (Sudan) said that he wished to reaffirm the position taken by 

his delegation in the general debate (95th meeting).    The Sudan ordered that 

partioipntim in the aotivitiei of the United Natia» system, and in particular of 
IMEX), should be open to all 0 cunt ries, and would be in faveur r.f inviting the 
German Denocratio Republio to the proposed Speoial Conference. 

4*' Mr. HJDLJII (Iraq) said that his delegation supported the proposal for a 
Speoial Conferenoe ond would not wish to see any licitati on placed on the oountries 

to be invited to participate in the Conferenoe.   Scar nation» which were noi members 

of WIlJQfL suoh a« the Oermsn DesKwratic Republio, were (¡riving aesistanoe to developing 

oountries, and it was desirable that they should be enabled to participate la the ' 
Conferenoe. 

47* Mr. CASILLI (Italy) laid that his delegation fully supported.the ooovening 
of the Speoial Conferenoe and wished it all suooea*. 

ADOPTIC* OP Tm REPORT Of» TIS FOCBTH SESSION (continued) 
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International Conference of the United Nation« Chapter VIII (a)i    Special International Conférence o 
Industrial BevelopmeS cVganisaiion mfVl.WiAM) 

48. Mr. ARCHIBALD (Trinidad and Tobago), Rapporteur, said that the draft would 

need to bei supplemented to take into accourt the discussions at the present meeting. 
Perhaps the Board would he willing to entrust him with the task of summer is ing those 

discussions, on the understanding that the draft summary would be distributed to the 
delegations which had spoken. 

49«    It was so decided. 

50« Tlis PBISIPBfT invited the Board to o one i der document ID/B/L.76/AM.9 

paragraph by paragraph. 

Paragraph 1 

51. Paragraph 1 was adopted. 

Paragraph 2 

52. Mr. ARKADISV ( Uli on of Soviet Socialist Republios) asked for clarification 

of the stat«sent at the end of the paragraph oonoeming important development• in 

0Annexion with the "United Nations Development System". In particular, be wished to 

know the preoiee meaning of the expression "United Nations Development System". 

53. Mr. ARCHIBALD (Trinidad and Tobago), Rapporteur, said that the developments 

mentioned referred to the reorganisation of the United Nations Development Programme 
currently under consideration. 

54. Mr. ABDBL-RAHMAN (Executive Director) suggested that, in aider to olarify 

the end of the last eentenoe of paragraph 2, it might be amended to readt   \., it 

was facing important developments in oonnsxion with the proposed reorganisation 

of the United Nations Development Programme". 

55. It was no deolded. 

5**   Paragraph 2. as amended, was adopted. 



ID/VSR.106 
Page 9 

Paragraph 3   
••MMMMIHHA 

57. Mr. ARKADISV (Un i or of Soviet Socialist Republic») proposed that the 

first sentence of the paragraph should he amended to read:    "Several other 
delegations, while stating their sttoport in principle for the idea of oonvenlng 

the Conference, stressed that it required oareful preparation ...H. 

58. It was so decided. 

59-    Paragraph 3. as amended, was adoptad« 

Paragraph' A :'.'•'.- 

60.    Paragraph 4 was adopted. 

Paragraph 5 

6h itr' ARKADISV (Itaion of Sovie^ Socialist Republios) proposed that the 
first sentence of the paragraph should be amended to reads    M S orne other delegations, 
while reo ogni sing the signifioanoe of oonvening the Conferenoe, considered, however, 

that suoh a oonferenoe required longer and more oareful preparation's - Be also 

proposed that' the last sehtenoe of thè paragraph should be amended to rè adi    "They 

stated that, taking into aooount the need for òarèful preparation, it would be «ere) 

desirable to convene the oonferenoe in 1972 or at the and of 1971". 

62. ^amendments proposed were adoptad. 

63. pff*Mf/Tli>> 5. •• amended, was adopted. 

Paragraph 6 

64. Paragraph 6 was adopted. 

65. Chapter VIII (a) of the draft report (ID/B/L.76/Addt9). as a wholer was adaptad, 
subject to the addition of o supplement as propped fry the Rasporteur. 

CCIBÌBfiaÀTK»''»'ÜBE BUI* REBCLOTIOR CT À SPBCIâli BMWATICML CO!FÄt*CE OP TB 
UNITED »grIOsB IHDUSTRIAL WmœMm CROANIZikTICIÍ (ID/^L.74A«V.1, IT/VL.09) 
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66. The PRJSIDfflfr said that the liât of spans ara given in document 

TD/^L.74/Rev.l mi inoorreot.    The sponsors of the draft resolution were fruii, 

Chile, Ghana, duine«, India,   Indonesia,   Iran, the Ivory Coast, Kuwait, Hall, Mexico, 

Vigerla, Pakistan, Peru, the Philippines, Rwanda, the Sudan, Thailand, Trinidad and 

Tobago, the Upper Volta, Uruguay and Vene suela. 

67. Mr. ABDEL-RABUN (Sxeoutive Director) introduced document ID/B/L.89, in 

whioh the administrative and finanoial implications  of draft resolution ID/î/L.74/Rev.l 

were set oat.   Be drew attention to oertain errors- in the documents   the words "to be 
attended by" in paragraph 1 should read "open to",  and the words "Préparâtoxy Advisory 

Oroup to the Esecutive Director" in paragraph 3 (o) should read «Advisory Committee 
for the Conference". 

68. As stated in paragraph 5» the estimates did not cover post-oonferenoe oosts in 
oonaazion with the publication of the proceedings,  as it was difficult to know at the 
present stags what would be involved. 

69* Mr. PtXHBT (Switaerlaad) expressed doubt a« to the need for the proposed 

Advisory Committee to hold three see tings of one week eaoh, as enviaaged in 
I>aragraph 3 (e) of dooussnt U^l/L.99. 

70. Mr. i«>H>-IAH1tf (ùceoutive Director) said that, if the Advisory Cossdttee 
oonfined itself to holdiag three saetines of two days eaoh, the estimated savin« 
would be 16,000. 

71* Mr. Slamalo ((hiteé llágaos) said it was his delegation's assumption, like 
that of the United States delegation, that the oombined durati« of the sessions of 

the Working Oroup em Progress» sud Co-ordination, the Board and tat Special Conference 
would be four. 

72* Mr. LMME Èssamosi expreaüed. his agreement with the previous speakers 

73. The FttsBIBssT invited oosments em draft raschiti« H>/B/L.74/Bev«l, and amy 
tat lint» by delegations wishing to explain their votes. 

yu     ^MMBMfc^--^-   -      -    -   — 
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74. Mr. ARKADIBV (Ohion of Soviet Socialist Republiot) Mid that his délégation 

would abstain on the passages in the draft resolution uniting participation in the 

proposed Conference to members of UMIDO.    Ha recalled that his delegation had 

abstained in the G.nerel Assembly on resolution 2578 (XXIV). 

75. Mr. CZARKOWSKI (Poland), Mr. SOKJB» (Hungary) and Mr. SCBSJBAL 
(Cseohomlovakia) associated themselves with the previous speakerfs statement. 

76. The PR23IDBfT asked whether there were any objeoti ens to the adoption of 

the draft resolution. 

77. Mr. ABDEL-RAHMAS (Executive Dire otar) said he took note of the statement« 

made earlier by a number of delegations indicating that their approval of the draft 

resolution was conditional on oertain understandings. 

76.   Draft reaolution ID/B/L.74/RSV.1 was adopted. 

79. Mr. HtHLAHTES (Philippine«) thanked the Board for its unanimous adoption 

of the draft resolution. 

80. The original text of the draft resolution had indicated a preference for holding 

the Speoial Conference in oonjunction with the fifth session of the Board in May 
and June 1971, but, in a spirit of oonoiliaticn, operative paragraph 1 of the revised 

draft gave alternative dates.   Be hoped that thé Äeoutive Director would sat U 
action at once the machinery of consultation envisaged. 

81* Mr. KAMATH (India) associated himself with the statement of tas 
representative of the Philippines sad indioatsd his preference for May-June lf/fl 

am the date of the proposed Conference. 

&• Mr« BBRABO (Chile) said that it was for tas Oeneral Amsembly to amolda on 

tas date of tat Conference,   fas Board had just taken a historio and auspioious 

decision that would have great importance for the future of tat developing oountries 



ID/VSR. 106 
Page 12 

83. Mr. ABDEL-RAffliAJf (executive Direotor) said that, if the Board agreed, he 

would immediately take all necessary action to consult Governments of member States 

of ISFIDO regarding preferred dates and make recommendations to the General Assembly 

on the basis of availability of facilities and all other relevant factors.    Documents 

would be prepared and other preliminary action would be taken pending a final decision 

by the General Assembly.    A statement to that effect could be included in the report. 

84. It was so agreed. 

PROVISIONAL AOEHM FOR THE FIFTH SESSION (ID/B/L.83) 

85. Mr. STIBRAVT (United State« of America) felt that, if the proposed Special 

Conference was held, there would be no need for the fifth session of the Board to 

include in a general debate.    That o ou Id be indicated in the Board* s report.    He 

suggested also that the report on the item should include the following sentanosi 

"The Board decided that, should the General Assembly adopt its roo i usui mU« i on to 

oonvene a Special International Conference of UNIDO, its fifth session would be 

oonvened for one week". 

86. Mr. LSDOC (France) supported the previous- speaker's suggestions. 

87¿ Mr. SOMJgW (Hungary) felt that the Board oould, in the oircusstanoes, agree 

to the siggest i on to dispense with the general debate, but it should be understood 

that the arrangement was exceptional, applying only to the fifth session. 

8Ô* Mr» CASCAI (Italy) supported the suggestions of the United States 

representative.    It oould be made olsar in the report that elimination of the general 

debata tras an exceptional measure. 

*9* Mr. PROBST (Switzerland) said he agreed with what had been said, but 

wondered whether the referenoe in the report to the length of the session should not 

be inserted in the ohapter on the date and place of the fifth session. 

90.    It was aareed to dslstt the itati "Penerai debatí" in the 
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91. Mr. 3CKJSN (Hungary) proposed that the provisional agenda should include 

an item oonoerning preparations for the Special Conference, in order to enable the 

Board to review the steps which had been taken. 

92. Mr. ABDEL-RAHMAN (Executive Director) said that there would be little time 

at that stage for the Board to advise on the preparation of the Conference, and he 

thought that there would be a danger in opening the subject. 

93. Mr. PRBTO (Brazil) said he would support the Hungarian proposal on the 
understanding that there would be no substantive discussion.    The Board oould merely 

-cake note of any action taken. 

94. Mr. ARKADIEV (union of Soviet Sooialist Republics) and Mr. SJBRANO (Chile) 

supported the Hungarian proposal. 

95. The Hungarian proposal was adopted. 

9¿* Mr. SHARLAND (United Kingdom) thought that agenda item» 1 maá % oould be 

delated on the understanding that such deletion should apply only to the agenda of 

the fifth session. 

77* The PRBIDBfT thought there Bight be SOBS diffioulty in dispensing with 

the considerati oc of finanoial questions, since the Board would have to consider 

the regular budget estimates. 

96. Mr. 3HARLAHD (united Kingdom) agreed but urged the deletion of agenda 

ite» 8. 

9?« **» ABOBAKR (Sudan) thought it vould be preferable for the Board to take 
not« of doouaents presented under the itess in question but not to discuss thesu 

100. Mr. 3HARLA1IP (Bolted Kingdoa) said that the intention of his resarks has 

been to avoid duplication of documents.    If the Srecutive Direotor thought that was 

impossible, he would agree to the proposal made by the representative of the Sudan. 

101. Mr. ABPBL-RABMAW (Executive Direotor) said «hat the organisational 
•attere to he discussed by the Special Conference oovered such questions "as future 

decentralisation, whereas the organisational natters before the Board were reoruit- 

nent, the persanent beadquartere, and so on. 
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10?. Mr. PROBST (Switserland) «aid he shared the Executive Director's view. 

At the fifth session, the secretariat might try to submit to the Board only pressing 

questions that had to be decided on immediately and leave more general questions to 

the Conference. 

1C3. Mr. TRAORE (Mali) thought that item 7 might be entitled "Financial and 

organisational matters". 

104. Mr. ABDURRAHMAN (Executive Director) said that, while financial natters 

oould not be taken out of the Board's agenda,  organisational questions could be 
taken out or dealt with briefly, whioh would depend on whether a Conference was held 

or not. 

105. Mr. CASELLI (Italy) suggested that the two matters should be coalesced 
into one item:    "Budget and organi sat i on". 

106. It was so asroed. 

10?« Mr. KAMATH (India) wondered whether it was realistic to propose that the 
fifth session of the Board should last only one week - i.e., five working days - 

in view of the experience of the fourth session, since the agenda would covar the 
SSM 

106. Mr. MttUWB (Philippines) thought that the controlling factor was not 

the length of the agenda hut the determination of members of the Board to finish the 

work quickly. 

IO?. te« JtMtfâl (Hungary) said that he had originally ini ended to propos« that 

as itosi em the activities and experience of »ISO in the field of Special Fund 
projects and method» of follow-up should appear in the agenda of the fifth session. 
In the light of the previous discussion, he now suggested that suoh an itesi should 

he included in the agenda of the sixth sessioni   he asked for his suggestion to be 
mentioned is the report. 

110. 
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111. Mr. AHDEL-RAHMAN (Executive Director) asked far the inclusion in the report 

at the appropriate point of a footnote stating that the deletion of the agenda item 

"General debate" was conditional on the decision by the General Assembly regarding 

the holding of the Special Conference. 

112. It was so agreed. 

113. The, provisional agenda for the fifth session, a» attended, was adopted. 

DATE AND PLACS OP THE FIFTH SESSION 

114. Mr. ABDEL-RABMAN (Exeoutive Director) remarked that the Board should take 

a deoision on the dat» of the fifth session bearing in mind the admittedly unlikely 
possibility of the General Assembly failing to agree to the holding of a Special 
Conference of UNIDO. 

n5« Mr. CAVILA (Mexico) said that the Board should apeoify that if no 
Special Conference was held in 1971 the Board session would be of its normal length. 

116. The PRESIDENT suggested that it aho» Id be recorded as the Board's deoision 

that if no Special Conferenoe of UNIDO was held in 1971 the fifth session of the 

Board would notwithstanding be held in April/Kay at Vienna,    All the views expressed 

by délégations on the subject would be reflected in the report by the Rapporteur. 

ADOPTION OF THE REPORT OF THE POOtTH SESSION (ID/B/L.76 and Add. 1-9) (continued) 

Chapters on agenda, items 10. 11 and 12 

117 • * »It ffffff* H ******* ttp *m«r**W «^fr *¥ ïffr «f slJMsTtffcfP fto& 
texts of the chapters on items 10-12. 

Amendment to chapter II (ID/B/L.9C> 

ll8, Mr. BEBO (Sweden) introduoed document ID/B/L.90. 

119* The PRE3IDENT said that the proposal in that document would involve 

reconsideration of a ohaptsr already adopted.    If no delegation objeoted, the Board 
could decide to consider the amendment. 

120. It urns so 
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121. Mr. ARCHIBALD (Trinidad and Tobago), Rapporteur, said that the author 

of the text had agreed that it oould appropriately be inserted in the report at 

the end of the aection on the long-term programme of UMIDO, after the last sentence 

of that aeotion. 

I22• Mr. ESSOR (united Kingdom) thought that the Swedish delegation had been 

right to draw attention to the matter in question.    However, »inoe it was proposed 

that a Special Conference should he held in 1971 and the Board was to meet for am 

short as possible a time in that year, he suggested that the words "the fifth 

session of the Board" in the last line of the text should be replaced by "a sub- 

sequent session of the Board", in order to leave the matter open. 

123> Mr. ?B»  (Sweden) said he would agree to that amendment. 

124. Mr. ATMBL-RAHHAN (Executive Direotor) pointed out that the amendment 
referred only to draft resolution ID/B/L.61 and asked whethc' the long-ter« 

programme was not to be discussed. 

125. Kr. ARCHIBALD (Trinidad and Tobago)« Rapporteur, suggested that the words 
"consideration of this item" might be replaced by "consideration of tais draft 

resolution". 

126. Mr. ABDH^RABtAK (Executive Direotor) said he had no diffioulty with the 

word NiteaN.   He felt that a olear distinction should be mame between th« draft 

resolution and the content of I»IDO'e future programma, which the Special Conferenoe 

would discuss. 

127. The PRB33DBrr su^ested-that the words «en the long-term programme" in 

the first line should be deleted, so that the first phrase would read "As to the 
draft resolution (ID/B/L.61), whioh wss submitted ...", and asked the Brard whether 

it agreed that the text proposed by Sweden with his amendment amd thai suggested by 
toe United Kingdom, should be inserted after paragraph 10 in the par« of «fes report 

dealing with the general debate. 

128. H_ 
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Draft report — a whole 

129* The PRESIDENT invited the Board to adopt the draft report M a whole, 
a« attended. 

130. The draft report of the Industrial Deve 1 opa»nt Board on the work of ite 

fourth eeaeion. aa a whole, a» aaeaded. waa adopted. 

CLOSURE QP THE SESSION 

131. After Mr. SOUS* (Hungary)* Mr. PROBBT (Switzerland), Mr. MIB2A (Pakistan), 

Mr. IWAJtAJCUBA (Rwanda), Mr. CA3ILLI (Italy) and Mr. DATO* (Mexico) had Bade 

atateaanta oonfratulatinf the offioera of the Board and the secretariat on behalf 

of the various geographioal area« to whioh the aeabera of the Board belonged, 

Mr. ABDEL-RAHMA» (Ezeoutive Director) and the FlBIDBff aade short 0 oneludia* 
statement« sad the PRB3IDBIT deolared the fourth seaaion of the Industrial 
Development Board oloaed. 

*%f iff^^a reit •* 4tty iiffii °R fyltori } Nr 197° 

à_ 
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