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REVIS/ OP ACTIVITIES OP THE UNITT) NATIONS SYSTÎ3! OF ORGANIZATIONS IN THE FIELD 
OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPIIENT *      *   *       ,, 

CO-ORDINATION OF ACTIVITIES OF THE UNITED NATIONS SYSTEM OF ORGANTZATIONÜ IN 
THE FIELD OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPinüJT 

(a) Central role of UNIDO in co-ordinating the activities of the 
United Nations system in the field of industrial development 

(b) Report on the promotion of field operations at regional, 
sub-regional and country levels. 

Consideration of the report of Committee II (lD/B/C.2/2/Add.2, 3 and 4) 

lm Mr. FBraOV (Bulgaria), Chairman of Committee II, introduced the 

Committee's report on agenda items 6 and 0.    It had been adopted unanimously, 

and he hoped that be approved by the Board. 

2. Mr. TBil ) said that he would like to make some comments and 

suggestiona concei. ..^ „,«* report,  as it had not been possible for hi« dele- 

gation to be represented in Committee II. 

3. Referring to document ID/B/C.?/2/Add.4, he suggested that the word "formal" 

in the third line of paragraph 5 should be amended to read "tentative" or "draft". 

Agreements with the specialized agencies were matters of policy, which would 

require the approval of the Board.    He also suggested that the word "regions" in 

the second line of paragraph 7 should be changed to "countries", since the co- 

ordination of operational activities could be oarried out only at the country 
level. 

4. As for paragraphs 11 and 12, and in particular the suggestion for the 

establishment of a sub-committee of the Administrative Committee on Co-orainetion 

(âCC), he doubted that ACC, whieh was a body of international civil servants, had 

•»da much progress in oo-ordination sinos it had been set up.   Moreover, he felt 

that any subsidiary body should be oomposed of an equal number of international 

eivil servants and government representatives. 

%     Kith regard to the second sentence of paragraph 13, it should be borne in 

mind that all problems of co-ordination wore polioy matters within the competence 

of the Board.    Be would therefore suggest that the last part of the sentence 

*aá^^ 
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should laad:    "...  the Executive Director's ability to discuss problems of 

co-ordination with all parties concerned and report on these discussions to the 

next session of the Board for further action." 

6# The PRESIDBfT felt that the Jordanian representative's comments should 

have been made in Committee II.   The Board could ptrheps take note of them and 

see whether the points he had raised could be settled through informal consul- 

tations. 

7. Miss ROBSAD (Indonesia) felt that it was the right of every delegation 

to make its comments on the report of Committee II. 

8. Mr. AQHASSI (Iran), Rapporteur, said that any action on the Jordanian 

representative's suggestions must be taken formally by the Board. 

9. Mr. AHMED (Pakistan) proposed that the Board should approve the 

Committee's report and that the comments of the representative of Jordan should 

be recorded in the report of the Board. 

10. Mr. TILL (Jordan) recalled that, sinoe his delegation had only one 

member, it had teen impossible for it to be represented in both Committees.    It 

was normal for a plenary body, in discussing the report of a committee, to con- 

sider amendment s to it. 

11« Mr. ASARTE (Ghana) appealed to the representative of Jordan to accept 

the procedure proposed by the representative of Pakistan, in order tö save time. 

12. Mr. ORTIZ de ROZAS (Argentina), Mr. ROBIRTS (Canada), Mr. 3IBSRA (Spain) 

and Mr. BITTBfCOURT (Brazil) supported the Pakistan proposal. 

13. Mr. TELL (Jordan) said that he would oppose the proposal of the 

representative of Pakistan. 

14. The PRESIDENT said that, if there wae no objeotion, the Board would 

prooeed to vote on the adoption of the report of Committee II, a« a whole. 

15»    Hf was so deoided. - 

16.    The report of Committee II. a« a whole, was adopted. 

IT. **? pmmrTMW» said that it would be recorded that the report had been 

adopted with one dissenting vote. 

-•••••   •-"'• 
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QUESTIONS OP NON-GOVERNîEÏITAL ORGANIZATÍONS: 

(b)    Consideration of applications 

Consideration of the recommendations of the ad hoc Committee regarding the 
application from international non-governmental organizations (ID/B/32/Add.l) 

18. The PRESIDENT recalled that earlier in the session consideration of 

the applications for association with the activities of UNIDO submitted by the 

International Association of Crafts and Small and Medium-Sized Enterprises and 

by the International Association for the Protection cf Industrial Property had 

been postponed pending further study of the applications by the ad hoo Committee. 

At its meeting on 8 May the ad hoc Committee had recommended that the two organi- 

zations should be granted observer status and that the Board should invite the 

Executive Director of UNIDO to establish close co-operation with the non- 

governmental organizations associated with the activities of UNIDO and to report 

to it on that co-operation at each session of the Board,    If no objections were 

heard, he would assume that the Board adopted both of those recommendations by 

the ad hoc Committee. 

19. It was so decided. 

CONSIDERATION OP DRAFT RESOLUTIONS (ID/B/L.31 and Add.l, L.32/fcsv. 1, L.3? and L.40). 

20. The PRESIDENT invited the Board to consider the draft resolutions sub- 

mitted, beginning with the four draft resolutions (E>/B/I*.31 and Add.l, L.32/Rev.l, 

L.3T and L.40) whioh had sponsors from all the geographical groups. 

21. Mr. TZIBULEAC (Romania) moved that the draft resolutions should be 

discussed in order of submission. 

22. It was so decided. 

Draft Resolution ID/B/L.31 and Add.l 

23« Hr. BARAC (Romania), introducing *»• draft resolution, observad that 

the United Nations regional economie commissions had acoumuls/ted a valuable fund 

of experienoe in industrial development over the past twenty years and that, in 

utfeMi —••---   - •-•• -— --•  ;.^k_.^,¿_^_ 
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its resolution 2152 (XXI),  the General Assembly had specifically stated that 

UNIDO should maintain a close and continuous working relationship with the regional 

economic commissions and the united Nations Economic and Social Office in Beirut. 

His delegation therefore hoped that the draft would meet with the support of all 

members of the Board. 

24. tir. SERRANO (Chile) said that the text of the draft resolution before 

the Board was not quite correct in that it did not incorporate an amendment, 

suggested by the Latin American group and agreed to by the other sponsors, whereby 

operative paragraph 3 would read "Saphasizea the importano« of suoh oo-operation 

between UNIDO and the regional economic commissions." 

25. tir. HARSAI1A (Somalia) and Mr. SIEBRA (Spain) thought that tho present 

position of operative paragraph 3 was not altogether appropriate« 

26. Mr. TRIY1PI (India) felt that operative paragraph 3 should remain in 

the operative part of the resolution, as the sponsors wished to lay emphasis on 

the type of oo-operation referred to.    However it could be moved to the beginning 

of the operative part of the draft in order to afford a more balanced presentation 

and the other two operative paragraphs could be re-numbered accordingly. 

27. It was so agreed. 

23. Mr. WARSAHA (Somalia) proposed that the second line of the former opera- 

tive paragraph 3, now operative paragraph 1, should be amended to read "between 

UNIDO, the regional economic commissions and the United Nations Eoonomic and Social 

Office in Bsirut". 

29. It was so decided. 

30. Kr. TILL (Jordan) proposed that a reference to the United Nations 

Boonomio and Social Offioe in Beirut should be included in the title of the 

resolution. 

32.   Draft resolution IB/B/L.31 «tf **t-i, >T Tt^i "T titíPTÍ' 

EMMI 
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Draft resolution ID/B/L.32/Rev.l 

33. Hr. SERRANO (Chile), introducing the draft resolution, said that the 

need for the highest possible degree of co-ordination between the work of UNIDO 

and that of the regional economic commissions and of the United Nations Economic 

and Social Offioe in Beirut in the field of industrial development was universally 

recognized. The sponsors of the draft resolution felt that one of the most effec- 

tive ways of achieving such co-ordination would be to use the twenty or more UNIDO 

regional advisers attached to the various regional economic commissions and to the 

Beirut Office for oo-ordination work. 

34. Hr. SALAMA (United Arab Republic) proposed that the title of the draft 

should be amended to read "Activities of UNIDO regional advisers in the field of 

industrial development attached to the economic commissions of the United Nations 

and to tna United Nations Economic and Social Office in Beirut". 

35» It was so decided. 

36.     Mr. PROBST (Switzerland) proposed that th* word "UNIDO" should be plaoed 

before "regional advisers" in the first line of the seoond preambular paragraph. 

37« It was so decided. 

38.     Mr. SCHULZ (Federal Republic of Germany) pointed out that there was a 

typographical error in the same paragraph at the beginning of the third line, 

whioh should begin "and to the United Nations...". 

39*     Mr. TRIVEDI (India) proposed that the words "with a view to establish" 

at the beginning of the fourth line of operative paragraph 1 should be amended to 

read "with a view to maintaining". 

*>* *» "** WiUfr 
41 • *r« moCI (Italy) pointed out that if the word "maintaining" was inserted, 
the word "closer" should be amended to "olose". In the interests of consistency, 
•closer" should be changed to "oloss" in the third line of operative paragraph 2. 

42.   It was so dtolded. 

43*   *«*» r-olutlon ID/B/L.i2/Rev.l. as amended, was adopted. 
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Draft resolution IP/B.L.37 

44. Mr. AWAN (Palcistan) introduced the draft resolution on behalf of the 

sponsors, which now included Bulgaria, Cameroon, Czechoslovakia and Zambia. 

45. Some amendments had been suggested after the draft had appeared as a docu- 

ment and, as lack of time had prevented consultations, the oo-sponsors and other 

members of the Board were asked to oonsider them at the present meeting.    It was 

proposed that in operative paragraph 1 (iv) the words "and national« should be 

Inserted after the word «»regional« j    that in paragraph 7 the words "to continue« 

should be inserted between «measures« and "to improve" and that in paragraph 11 

the word "tentative» or "draft" should precede "agreements«.    It was also felt 

that paragraph 5 should perhaps be deleted. 

46. Mr. PROBST (Switzerland) said that the problem of oo-ordination was 

very complicated and had slowed down the work of UNIDO in the last eighteen months. 

He was in'favour of the amendments, except for the deletion of paragraph 5i con- 

cerning whioh he would like further clarifications. 

47. Mr. ARKADIEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Repubüos) suggested the addition 

at the end of paragraph 1 (iv) of a phrase reading "on conditions which are accep- 

table to these countries'*. 

48. Mr. AMI (Nigeria) explained that his delegation had suggested deleting 

paragraph 5 beoauee it seemed to re-state the obvious. However it had only been 

a suggestion and was not to be considered a formal proposal. 

49- Mr. ASANTE (Ghana), Mr. mi (Jordan) and Mr. ARCHIBALD (Trinidad sad 

Tobago) wore in favour of the amendment* listed by ths representative of Pakt*« 

sud of that proposed by the Soviet Unioni    however they wished to retain Paragraph 5 

50^ liTl ÍWlBft '""<+** A*»* RtPHWio) said that he also supported the 

amendments except for the proposal to insert "tentative" in paragraph 11.   That 

would surely be a oontradiotion in terms, as tentative agreements could not be 

oonoluded. 

51. Mr. ASANTE (abana) proposed that ths last five words of paragraph 11 

should be deleted. 

52. Mr. SIMPSON (United States of Amerio*) favoured the deletion of 

¡assaassl 
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paragraph 5» In his opinion the amendment suggested by the Soviet representative 

did not odd anything essential because the financing of projects in developing 

countries was always on such terms as those countries were willing to accept. 

53#     Mr. TRIYSpi (India) said that he was in favour of the amendments put 

forward by the representatives of Pakistan, Ghana and the Soviet Union. He also 

favoured the retention of paragraph 5 out felt that it should be amended to read 

"Invitee the attention of governments to the desirability of harmonizing their 

policies and activities in the field of industrial development in the various 

organs of the United Nations and related agencies, in acoordance with the pro- 

visions of resolution 2152 (XXI)". 

54.     Mr. AWAN (Pakistan) said that his delegation could agree to the USSR 

amendment to paragraph 1 (iv) and also to the new wording of paragraph 5 proposed 

by the representative of India. 

55«    Mr. ANI (Nigeria) said that the wording just proposed by India was 

acceptable to his delegation. 

56«     Hr. DEt.yAUX (Belgium) had difficulty in aocepting the wording of 

paragraph 5 proposed by India. He felt that position» rather than polioies 

were at issue. 

57.     Mr. PROBST (Switzerland), supported by Mr. 3UWARNASARN (Thailand), 

suggested that the relevant phrase in the Indian amendment might be ohanged 

to "harmonizing their positions". 

50,     Mr. TRIVEDI (India) agreed to that change. 

59-     Mr. RQBBgPS (Canada), supported by fir. ASANTE (Ghana), suggested that 

the pirase should be further amended to read "harmonising their own positions". 

*>• **» I**ian «»•**»«* to Paragraph 5. with the proposed sul: — ^m\h  ip 

61.    The PRE3HH»P invited the Board to take a decision on the amendment* 

liùat had been proposed to operative paragraphs 1, 7 end 11. In addition to the 

amendments read out by the representative of Pakistan, there was the USSR pro- 

posai to add "on conditions whloh are acceptable to these oountri«*" at the end 

of paragraph 1 (iv), and the proposal by Ghana to delete the last five words 

of paragraph 11. 
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62. The amendments were adopted, 

63. The draft resolution« as amended, was adopted. 

Draft resolution ID/B.L.40 

64. Mr. BIAISSE (Netherlands), introducing the draft resolution, said that 

the name of Thailand should be added to the list of sponsors. The sponsors felt 

that, if the Board was to discharge its tasks adequately, it needed some pre- 

paratory organ of the kind that had been established in the oase of other organi- 

sations. The procedure adopted at the present session had not proved altogether 

satisfactory j in particular, the assignment of the items concerning programme 

and oo-ordination to different sessional committees had caused difficulties. 

Some small delegations had been unable to participate fully in two committees 

meeting concurrently. The proposed prooedure might also make it easier for the 

Secretariat to supply additional information if it was revested during the 

session of a preparatory working group rather than during the session of the Board 

itself. The establishment of the working group might obviate the need for 

sessional oommitteest And.would perhaps shorten the Board's session by about a 

week. It would probably therefore not entail additional expenditure. Some 

delegations would have preferred the establishment of a working group with a 

limited membership, but that would raise certain difficulties} for example, the 

total oomposition of the Board for I969 would not be known until the next session 

of the Oeneral^Aflsemhly:^ The preference, of most-members seemed to be for a 

working group open to all members of the Board. 

65. Mr. BBSBOROFT (Nigeria) supported the statement of the Netherlands 

representative, and especially the point that the proposal might enable the 

length of t! e Board's session to be reduced. 

66#    Mr. TURaŒK (Turkey) said that he was not opposed to the draft resolu- 

tion but would like to see it improved. He thought that to sake membership in 

the working group open to all members of the Board would be to defeat its vsry 

purpose. Just as the right of participation in the Board, whioh itself had a 

limited membership, was rotated among members of the united Nations and »embers 

of the specialised aeenciea, membership in the working croup oould be rotated 

members of the Board. The best solution might be for members of the Board to 

-ja¿£*fe , 
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serve on the working group durin£ the third year of their term. There would thus 

be a working group of fifteen members, fully representative of the various geo- 

graphical groups. 

67. He also felt that the working group should meet more than two weeks prior 

to each Board session, so that its roport could be transmitted to members of the 

Board in good time, and that ite officers should be electrd according to the 

rules governing the election of the Bureau of the Board. 

68. Ilr. ARCHIBALD (Trinidad and Tobago) 3aid that his delegation would be 

obliged to abstain from voting on the draft resolution as it now stood. He wel- 

comed the principles underpins the resolution, but he did not think that a body 

performing the tasks described in the operative part could really be described as 

a "working group". With regard to the group's composition, he shared the view of 

the representative of Turkey. He also had a serious reservation regarding the 

last operative paragraph; if the group met only two weeks before the Board it 

coula hardly perform a useful function. In effect, the proposal would amount to 

extending the session of the Board by two weeks. 

69«     Miss ROESAD (Indonesia) supported the draft resolution, believing that 

the proposed procedure would assist the Board in its work and possibly shorten 

its sessions. Since the group would be open to all members of the Board, each 

Government oould decide whether it wished to participate or not. 

70.     Hr.M ASANTE (Ghana) said that, as one of the sponsors, he was aware that 

the draft resolution, which was a compromise text, had shortcomings, but he felt 

that it deserved support. It would provide an opportunity to survey the situation 

regarding industrial development in the developing countries as a whole, and to 

learn from the experience of countries which were already industrialised. 

71*     Mr. SIBI (ivory Coast) said that although his delegation had sometimes 

opposed suggestions for the establishment of new bodies in the past, it supported 

the draft resolution before the Board in the belief that the proposed working 

group would increase the efficiency of the Board's work. He felt, however, that 

a working group composed of forty-five members would be too large, and that con- 

sideration should be given to the Turkish representatives suggestions in that 

regard. 

* 
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72# îjr. TELL (Jordan) said that he was inclined to share the feelings of 

the representative of Turkey regarding the proposed composition of the working 

group.    If it was to be composed of forty-five members, perhaps it should be 

called a "committee" rather than a »working group".    He also felt that what was 

really required was a committee on "programme and budget",    át any rate, the 

Board's deliberations would certainly be assisted if a subordinate organ first 

examined the documentation and identified the most important points. 

73. Mr. WARSAHA (Somalia) said that, althou,^h the aims of the draft resolu- 

tion were laudable, he did not see any need for the establishment of a working 

group at the present stage.    If there was a problem of time, the Board's session 

could be extended by a few days.    He might favourably consider the possibility of 

a working group meeting for one week, but he would definitely be opposed to a 

two-week session.    He was not sure that the proposal would necessarily enable 

the session of the Board to be shortened, because the working group's recommenda- 

tions would still need thorough consideration by the Board. 

74. The PimSUDHB* suggested that, in view of the time factor, the Board 

should seek to reach agreement on the draft resolution in informal consultations 
and take a decision on it at the next meeting» 

75»    It was so agreed. 

0» Booting roso at 7.1*, nfff. 

ii«ilUl M^JMtfMlll     -   , )'-H I - -   ~ *^ " M   Hill ^ 
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