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CONSIDERATION AND ADOPTION 07 DRAFT RESOLUTIONS  (ID/B/L.15/Rev.2,  H)/E/L.17/Rev.l, 
ID/B/L.19)  (continued) 

ID/B/L.19 

Mr. VLADOV (Bulgaria) announced that the sponsors of draft reuolution 

n>/B/L.ln would nrt rsk for it to be put to a vote; they proposed that the text 

should be included in the Board's report. 

It was so decided. 

ID/B/L.17/Rev.l 

Mr.  OLUMIDE (Nigeria),  supported by Mr. AHMED  (Pakistan),  Mr.  SAHLOUL 

(Sudan) and Mr.  PATRIOTA (Brazil;, asked whether jthe Jordanian delegation's approval 

of an amendment to draft resolution ID/B/L.17/Rev.l at the previous meeting ueant 

that it wished to become a sponsor of the draft résolution again. 

The  PRESIDENT,  speaking as the representative of Jordan,   said that his 

delegation was glad to resume its sponsorship of the draft, which as amended, 

protected the interests of the d3velopin3 countries to a great e>ttent. 

Mr.  LCBANQV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) protested against a 

procedure which was not authorized by any provision of the rules of procedure.    A 

delee^tinn could sur?ly not resume its sponsorship uf a drpft resolution which no 

longer existed as such.    If Jordan had wished to become a sponsor again,  it should 

have said so before the draft resolution was adopted. 

Mr. OLUMIDE (Nigeria) and Mr. AHT-ED (Pakistan) pointed out that they had 

not submitted any proposal that the Jordan delegation should resume Its sponsorship. 

They had merely wished to state their interpretation of the situation and to ask 

whether that interpretation was correct. 

Mr. Lubbers  (Netherlands), Vice-President, took the Chair. 

After a discussion in which Mr. TELL (Jordan), Mr.  PISANI MASSAMDRMILS 

(Italy) and Mr    LOBANQV (Union of Soviet Socialist Reoublics) took part, Mr   AliCD 

(Pakistan) observed that the Jordanian delegation had given the confirmation 

requested of it, and that settled the matter; he therefore formally proposed that 

the discussion on the question should be closed, 

A.'. 
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The PRESIDENT proposed that the discussion should be closed, in 

accordance with the Pakistan representative's proposal, and that delegations 

wishing to do so should be invited to explain their positions on the draft 

resolution. 

It was so decided. 

Mr. F0RTHCI4ME (Belgium) said he believed that a m iber of changes should 

be made in the French text and requested that the necessary action should be taken. 

Mr. Tell (Jordani resumed the Chair. 

Efr. KOFFI (Ivory Coast) recalled that it had been decided that two 

passages relating to the draft resolution would be included in the report. In 

that connexion, his delegation *ould have como objections end reservations unless 

the words "the Board felt" vera replaced by the words "the majority of the Board 

felt". 

Mr. TURBETTISI(Switzerland) said, with respect to paragraph II (E), that 

his delegation hesitated to ertone a formula which would arouse hopes that could 

not be met with the limited resource, available. His delegation was not convinced 

of the need at the current stage to include among the activities listed in 

paragraph 2 (F) (vii) such activities as selection of processes, technologies and 

machinery and equipment, preparation of invitations for tenders, or evaluation of 

tenders. His delegation would have abstained on those two passaGes if separate 

votes had been taken on them. Nevertheless, Swizerland was ready to help in 

achieving the objectives of the resolution, and in that spirit it had supported it. 

ID/B/L.15/Rev.2 

Mr, AHMED (Pakistan), introducing draft resolution n>/t/L.15/Rev.2, snid 

that it contained two basic proposals. The first was that a pledging conference 

should be convened in accordance with General Assembly resolution 2152 (XXI), 

paragraph 23 (a), while the second related to the utilization of the appropriate 

resources of the regular programme of technical assistance, provided for in 

paragraph 22 (c) of that resolution. The first proposal had already been discussed 

-atfUgadaM 
mmÊtÊm mmmm 
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(Mr. Ahmed, Pakistan) 

at length in the Ad Hoc Coiniiittee on the United Nations Organization for Industrial 

Development; the developing countries represented in the Committee had ail pressed 

for the inclusion in the résolution establishing UIIIDO of a provision concerning P 

pledging conference. During the debates in the Ad Hoc Committee and the Second 

Committee, the developed countries had agreed to that unanimous request. The 

developing countries had believed that UNIDO would have to have resources of its 

own if it was to enjoy the autonomy prescribed in resolution 21^2 (XXI), part I. 

Paragraphs 22 pad 23 of that resolution clearly stated the ways in which operational 

activities should be finance!, and paragraph 1 of the ¿raft resolution was the 

logical follow-up to paragraph 23 (a). 

With regard to the resources of the regular programme of technical assistance, 

it should be borne in mind that all the specialised agencies had, like the United 

Nations, their own technical assistance programmes. As an organ of the General 

Assembly, UNIDO would participate in the United Nations programme of technical 

assistance. The sponsors felt that it would be better to include a separate 

appropriation in the budget of the United Nations to provide f-r the programme of 

technical assistance in industrial devolo-merit. If UNIDO was to be able to fulfil 

its mandate, it was important that, its autonomy shoiId be protected and that it 

should be given adequate resources. It was in response to the unanimous wish of 

the developing countries that the sponsors were recommending the convening of a 

pledging confere.ice, and in order to t-.ke account of the position of the developed 

countries which felt that such action would be premature, they were proposing that 

the conference should be convened during the twenty-third session of the General 

Assembly. They were certainly not trying to force Governments to take part in a 

pledging conference, especially since resolution 2152 (XXI) provided for other 

ways of making voluntary contributions, but they earnestly hoped that Governments 

would contribute to UNIDO1 s work in conformity with the provisions of their draft 

resolution.  There was a drafting amendment in the fifth preambular paragraph, 

where the words in sub-section (a) should be replaced by the following: 

"establishing in the budget of the United Nations a separate, appropriation for the 

programme of technical assistance in industrial development". 

/... 
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Mr   MUZIK (Czechoslovakia) said that his country hod already indWted 1c. 

readiness ¡7^71 voluntary contribution at the appropriât, time:  M. «el^ion 

continued to think that a pledgi.,B conference vn. not neces.avy and that teohn cal 

assistance proves should he financed by voluntary co: tritio.», ana not un e 

the reguUr budget of the United Kations.    It would therefore he unable to ,ote for 

the fifth preambular paragraph or for operative paragraph Í (a). 

Mr. M-BME(Guinea) said that the draft resolution was the culminalo« of 

long years of effo/ts to create a body capable of meeting industrial ^iopme,t 

needs.    No organization could be dynamic and effective unless it enjoyed financial 

autonomy.    The sponsors were a,-are that many delegations were unable tc vote for a 

pledging coherence, but they hoped that after the closure of the session those 

delegations wo.ad try to win their Governments over to the idea of such a enf,renco. 

Mr   GOtDSCHMDT (United States of America) said that his delegalo,, had 

already stated its position on the principle of a pledging conference.    He appealed 

to the sponsors to reconsider their attitude and to leave the question over to 

a later session of the Board. 
Curative paragraph 2 (a) nn counter to the trend of developments in the United 

Nations.    To make separate budgetary provision for the activities of UHU» w*U 

mean cutting the developing countries off from far greater resources.    In the 

past two years, the funds allocated to industrialisation projects had amounted to. 

one sixth of the total resources of the regular programme of technical assistance. 

If requests for assistance were more numerous, there was no doubt that the 

oroportion could increase. 
Everyone agreed that it was for the recipients of assistance to determine their 

needs.   The Board could, of course, establish guidelines In that regard, but to make 

it an intermediary between countries requesting aid and those providing it would 

hardly be desirable, and there was the question when the Board would meet to approve 

requests.    R=r ali those reasons, his delation could not support the draft 

resolution. 

/•.. 
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Mr. VIAUD  (France) agreed with the representative of Guinea that UNIDO 

would not r« viable unless it had resources of its own,    Nevertheless,  since its 

resources came mainly from a few countries,  decisions and re eccome rida t ions muüt 

take the views of those countries into account,  and that did not appear to be 

entirely the case in the present instance.    France had always maintained that the 

operational activities of the United rations sii ou Id be financed by voluntary 

contributions,  and not under the regular budget, which  should be used for 

administrative expenses only.    That position was unchanged, but it was worth 

repeating,  since there were still seme countries putting forward a draft 

resolution like the one before the Board.    If the draft was put to a vote, his 

delegation would vote against the fifth preambular paragraph and operative 

paragraph 2.    As far as the pledging conference was concerned,  the French 

Government knew what it was willing or able to do, but it was not its intention 

to prevent other Governments from following their own course.    On that point, 

therefore,  France would abstain. 

In explanation of the differences in those positions, he pointed out that to 

make use of the regular budget did not seem in accordance with the principles and 

practices of the United Nations.    In that regard - and  such was still France's 

position - many members had seemed to agree in bodies other than the Eoard that 

appropriations under the regular budgets of the United Nations and the specialized 

agencies for technical assistance purposes should cease and should be merged in a 

single broad technical assistance programme, in ordt?r to avoid the danger of 

dispersion.    It was essential to the United Nations and to UNIDO that all technical 

assistance activities should be brought under a single policy-making, 

administre ti ve and supervisory authority.    Lastly, France's assessed contribution 

to the regular budget was not entirely commensurate with its influence on 

decision-making, and the draft resolution called for the establishment of a new 

budget without its being known whether the main contributing countries would be 

able to exercise their rightful influence. 

As far as the pledging conference was concerned,  that was a matter of 

procedure and method.    The real question was whether many countries were prepared 

to give direct aid to UNIDO.    That was probably the case, but some Governments 

might prefer the choice of a procedure for announcing their contributions to be 

left to them.    They might prefer to use the Special Fund or to announce their 
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(Kr•_.__Vi .--ud. France ) 

contribution to the Secrstary-G.^r*!  direct.    The draft resolution nrlned at 

X-.1VT   -ns the Board, anï consent!.,  Govem^s, to^ar,, a single solution vric.i 

;,ight not be the one which Govern;.^ , would chocs,.    Th- was somewhat maladroit, 

vowever, while France would abstain, iu did not take a ne.3:.tive and sterile 

ettituce, for it was not opposed to the principle of voluntary contributions 

and had already expressed its  intention of giving direct assistance to UNIDO.    By 

abstaining, Prance wished to sicnify its feeling that it vas not affected by the 

decision. 
The intention if sow delation» to recoücnend a resumed session of the Board 

did not see. either desirable or necessari'.    It ^ulcl aerely serve to reopen 

discussion of a work programme which had been dre.wr. up with great difficulty.    In 

any event, his delegation would not wish to Join in such a re coseno at a on. 

Mr, TARAg0v (union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that his delegation 

greatly sympathized with the efforts of the developing countries to ensure the 

financial autonomy of UNIDO.    In that regard, the Soviet Union had clearly 

indicated its intention of making direct contributions. However, it had some 

objections to the draft resolution, an important part of which dealt with the 

resular budge, of the United Nations.    «190 was merely an organ of the United 

nations, and it was not for the Board, but for the Fifth Committee of the General 

Assemtly, to take decisions in the matter.    It was reelly surprising that the 

sponsors had not thought of that. 
-. regular progre». „f technical assistane, had not hitarte played any 

part ir. industrialicen.    Its resources we« only about $1 »IUI«, and it could 

sca-^v be expected to finance the projects of all countries wishmg to 

indu---'ali«.    The fourth praambular paragraph was therefore unacceptable.    A. 

fc- "„ tb. financing of technical assistance under the regular budget vas concerned, 

it s", ui* be terminated and replaced by voluntary contributions.    The USSR had 

contrived »ore than U million rouble to finance technical assistane, activées, 

but its contribution was lying untouched ^ong the assets of the IWted Mtim. 

It was therefor, unable to agree to the fifth preonbular paragraph, or to operate« 

paragraph 2, sine, the technical assistance program was too complex a natter to 

be «od'.fied without first being thoroughly studied. 
/ • • • 
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(Mr.  Tarasov, USSR) 

Lastly, there seemed to te ne uninimity on the pledging conference, even though 

it was more or less  a procedvral question.    The sponsors might do well to abandon 

the idea, which would or.lv deepen the differences aiaong members of the Board.    The 

matter could perhaps be left to the wisdom of the Secretary-renerai, particularly 

as resolution 2152 (XXI)  provided for several different modes of financing. 

Mr. KURTH  (Federal Republic of Gemuxny)  said that his delegation 

regarded a pledginf conference as prenature.    If the draft resolution was put to a 

vote, it would abstain on operative paragraph 2 because the Federal Republic of 

Germany, not being a Member of the United taxions, did not consider itself 

competent in the matter. 

Mr. SAKLOUL (Sudan) pointed out that the recommendation for a pledging 

conference was in conformity with resolution 2152 (XXI), which had been approved 

unanimously by the General Assembly.    The resolution establishsd three modes of 

financing for the activities of UNIDO.    Two of them had already been applied, and 

it was only natural that an attempt should be made to use the third, the more so 

as the draft resolution did not involve the donor countries in any obligation to 

participate in the conference.    Whatever the outcome, there was no reason to fear 

that it would deepen the differences, as some had claimed.    Besides, several 

countries had already announced their intention of contributing to UNIDO direct.    He 

hoped that their example would encourage others. 

Some members had said that the SIS programme was sufficient to absorb the 

voluntary contributions.    It was true that the programme had been of great assistance 

to U!il!; ', but itL» procedures were tending to grow more complicated and it would soon 

be inadequate. 

Mr. îrrWT.    (United Arab Republic) seid tlat the two operative paragraphs 

had a single purpose, which was to ensure UNIDO's financial independence.    No 

country was obliged to take part in the pledging conference and it might serve to 

stimulate the flow of contributions.    Moreover, an increase in the level of 

allocations under the regular budget would enable UMIDO to cope with the increase 

in requests. 

/... 
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Mr. PISWOOSSAKORMU (Italy) state, that he would attain on operative 

Paragraph HI^The did not vi.b U  prevent any «.«r fro. participating xn a 

piling conference,   nevertheless, as no =o•«„. had yet pieced any 

locution, to adopt the draft resolution wouW ». t. convene » ~<-° - 
i. **«- „«•  *-s Nrpsg for the aaoptiou of a text purpose.    It might therefore be hetter not to ¿reas for P ..<„«„. 

^Th would not have the unanimous apport neoe.aar, and to incorporate xtxn the 

Bo^e report.    Tk«t would be . eo.ually good Mthod of .vayxng the «,vern«,.t, 

which vere hesitating. 

m, «vari WaRKB. (UM Kinsdo.) .aid he could not .»PP°rt the draft 

region .inc. to «tablT.h a separate appropriation in the budget of the UM 

Kation, to provide for the progra». of technical assi.tance in xndu.trial 

^lop-ntconflicted with the principe that the hudeet .hould be based on the 

reçues» of the countrie. in cuestión.    Fu.then.or,. if UTOO- need, »ere 

imputable, it could use UKDP resource, to »eet the.; a pledge conference «. 

therefore pointless. 
/   .       .   \        .„i.* •« the developed countries not to use the Mr.  (HJUMIDE (Higeria) appealed to the aewx.p«u 

holding oiT^t conference without their full approval a. -' ~J^ 

frying all types of facial as.i.tance, particularly .xnc. thexr -• ~ 

caused by procedura! con.ideration..   •er, the conference would no   taK, pi«. 

„efore the twenty-third .ea.ion of the General Assembly, ty vhxch t« «» 

countrie. right have been able to overeo« their reluctance. 

Mr. M'BME (guinea) urB,d the Board not to prevent the convening of . 

pXeo.ing co^cT- unies, it wished UHI» to beco« a Und of unfxnx.a.d 

«yaphony throueh lac* of financial inde-iendence. 

^^Sa Uu.tria, conned that it ^»¿^¿¿^i. 

. P:*gin8 conference during the twenty-third ...«on o   the 0~-*->*. 

the Board vouid already have held its second ...«on and the •«-££»• 

Lone clearer.   Further-or.. the draft re.ol«tion in document JDMl-Mt^. 
becone cxearer. „,•».. prative Director to fornulate 
vhich hi. country va. . .pon.or. rented th. ^«^ ^ ni. 
^delin« on the u.. of voXuntary contribute« and xt »old bejel 

report in order to ta*, a fully inform deex.ion.   Horner, 

/... 
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(Mr.  Reisen, Austria) 

that the principal donor countries were apparenti;- unwilling to take part  in the 

proposed  conference. 

His delegation did cot consider  that tie measures  recommended in operative 

paragraph 2 vere likely to make UNIDO acre effective and would abstain on the draft 

resolution as a whole. 

Mr. PPRTHOWE (Belgium) encountered the same difficulties as a number of 

other delegations in regard to operative paragraph 2.     To convene the conference 

would imply that there was an atmosphere of unanimity which did not,  in fact, exist. 

Although it agreed with the principle of voluntary  contributions, his delegation 

would vote against the draft resolution. 

Mr. BRAEY (Canada) endorsed the united States   reprecentative's comments 

and for the same reasons could not  support the draft resolution.    Ke shared the 

views of the French and Belgian representative on operative paragraph 1.    His 

Government had clearly stated its intention of ¡calcine contributions direct to UNIDO 

but he questioned the need to do so  at a conference.    In recent years, his 

Government had progressively increased its  contribution to the resources of United 

Nations bodies and had now announced   its intention of raising its multilateral and 

bilateral development assistance to  1 per cent of it3 gross national product. 

Mr. LUBBERS (Netherlands)  recalled that his delegation liad already 

outlined its position on the issue during the discussion of agenda item 10.    The 

pledging conference proposed in operative paragraph 1 was premature while the 

measures recommended in operative paragraph 2 were hi'-lily coaplex and needed 

further study.    Moreover, they were  contrary to current  practice in regard to 

technical assistance and the sponsors  did not appear to  have considered their 

implications for the United Kations  budgetary cycle.    He was therefore unable to 

vote for the draft resolution. 

Mrs. KODIKABA (Philippines )  said that she would vote in favour of 

operative paragraph 1 and sub-paragraph (a) of operative paragraph 2.    She would 

abstain on sub-paragraph (b) since she was unable to take a decision with full 

knowledge of the facts.    8he requested a roll-call vote. 

/... 
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Mr.  TUHBETTTNI (Svitter? nnd) said that he covila not support the draft 

resolution.    Obviously, the representatives of the ir austri al i zed countries 

considered that it would be prematura tc   convene a pledging conference.    He 

himself felt that it was for each dor.or country to decide how it intended to 

finance UNIDO*s activities. 

Mr.  BERCQUIST (Sweden) observed that ÜEIDO expenditure was usually charged 

to the United Nations regular budget or to UK?? funds.    Eia Government, which had 

Biade a contribution to the programme cf Special Industrial Services, did not rule 

out other possible ways of financing operational activities.    It would, however, bt 

preferable to begin consideration of them after the work programme for I968 had 

been submitted to the Board. 

Mr.  UGGELDABL (Finland) felt that it would be premature to convene a 

pledging conference during the General Assembly's twenty-third session. 

Mr.  ABE (Japan)  said that he could not vote in favour of operative 

paragraph 2 of the draft resolution.    It would be difficult, at the present stage, 

to review the guidelines for the regular programme of technical assistance, which 

were still controversial.     The sane applied to the question as to whether technical 

assistance activities should be  financed by voluntary contributions or charged 

under the regular budget.    With reference to operative paragraph 1, the 

psychological conditions necessary for the success of the conference did not appesi- 

to exist.    He would be grateful if the sponsors of the draft resolution did not 

press for a vote on it. 

Mr. KQFFI (Ivory Coast) said that the developed countries which 

considered the courait« of a pledging conference inopportune should state how they 

proposed to implement the provisions of operative par&graph 23 of General Assembly 

resolution 2152 (XXI).   The sponsors of the draft resolution and the representative» 

of t.e developed countries might work out a compromise in regard to the date of 

the conference.   The power» which the draft resolution would confer cm the Board 

should in any ease be upheld. 

Mr. WARSAMA (Somalia) said that, in recommending the convening of a 

pledging conference, the »ponsors had in no way intended to restrict the 

possibilité» open to donor countries in regard to voluntary contribution». 
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Mr.  AHMED (Pakistan) recalled that,  according to paragraph 22 of 

General Assembly resolution 21p2  (XXI), Governments could choose among several ways 

of making voluntary contributions,    The date of the conference had been chosen in 

the light of the objections of certain delegations which felt it would be premature 

to hold it in 1967.    The sponsors were aware that only the General Assembly could 

increase the level of the allocations to industrial development projects within the 

total appropriations under part V of the regular budget.    The Board was being asked 

to recncatend that the Assembly should take that step ?nd provide for separate 

approval of those allocations.    The Assembly could give effect to that recommendation 

by adding a new section to part V or by creating a special part.     It could also 

impute those allocations to another section of the budget.    The establishment of a 

separate appropriation for the programme of technical assistance in industrial 

development would be the logical consequence of the Assembly's decision to establish 

UMBO.    Without excluding a priori the possibility of transferring funds from one 

section of the budget to another,  he considered the establishment of a separate 

appropriation essential if UNIDO was to be truly independent.    The Board should 

have the same powers as the UNDP Governing Council,  especially since it was asking 

not for increased total appropriations under part V of the regular budget but only 

for increased allocations te industriel development projects. 

The French representative had stressed the advantages of a common fund on which 

all United Nations bodies could drew.    Nevertheless,  the specialized agencies now 

enjoyed a financial independence which some delegations, for reasons which were 

not clear, hesitated to grant UNIDO,    The Austrian representative's proposal was 

in no way incompatible with the draft resolution under consideration.    Of course, 

the financial arrangements  had given rise to long and painful discussions and it had 

been easy to foresee that some developed countries would oppose the draft 

resolution.    However, its sponsors were convinced that it would help to overcome 
existing disagreements. 

Mr. TARASQV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) expressed regret that 

the sponsors had been unable to accept his delegation's suggestions.    He would 

agree to change his position if the words "Conscious of" at the beginning of the 

fourth preaabular paragraph were replaced by the word "Noting". 

A.. 
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Mr. (!OlDSCHMHyr (united Stetes of America) said that it would be 

preferable to include the text of the draft resolution in the Board's rrport. 

Although his delegation could not change its position, it would be advisable 

to replace the words "separate appropriation" in operative paragraph 2 (a),  by 

the words "separate section in part V". 

Mr. AHMED (Pakistan) accepted the suggestions of the Soviet Union 

representative and of the United States representative on behalf of the sponsors. 

Mr. VIAUD (France) requested a roll-call vote on the fourth and fifth 

preambular paragraphs and operative paragraph 2 of draft resolution H)/B/L.15/Rev.2. 

A roll-call vote was taken on the fourth preambular paragraph of draft 

resolution IP/B/L.15/Rev.2t as amended. 
Colombia, having been drawn bv lot by the President, was called upon to vote 

first. 
In favour:     Colombia, Cuba, Ghana, Guinea, India, Indonesia, Iran, 

Ivory Coast, Jordan, Kuwait, Nigeria, Pakistan, Philippines, 

Rwanda,  Somalia, Sudan, Thailand, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, 

United Arab Republic, United Kingdom of Great Britain and 

Northern Ireland, United States of America, Uruguay,  Zambia, 

Argentina, Austria,  Brazil, Cameroon, Canada,   Chile. 

Against: Czechoslovakia, France, Japan, Netherlands, Union of Soviet 

Socialist Republics, Bulgaria. 

Abstaining;    Federal Republic of Germany, Finland, Italy,  Romania, Spain, 

Sweden, Switzerland, Belgium. 

The fourth -»reambular paragraph of draft resolution IP/B/L.15/Byv.2t  as amende, 

vas  •»! pted by *Q votes to 6. with 8 abstentions» 
A^l-cnLL vote was taken on the fifth prM"*"^ P»-ft*raph of draft resolution, 

lia"•*:-': taring tear: dreyn by lot by the President, was called upon to vote 

first. 
In favour;      Brazil, Cameroon, Chile, Ghana, Guinea, India, Indonesia, 

Iran,  Ivory Coast, Jordan, Kuwait, Nigeria,  Pakistan, 

L Philippines, Hwanda, Somalia, Sudan, Thailand, Turkey, 

_ 

/... 
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Against: Bulgaria, Canada, Czechoslovakia,  Finland,  France,  Italy, 

Japan,   Netherlands,   Sweden,   Union of Soviet Socialist 

Republics, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern 

Ireland,  United States of America,  Belgium. 

Abstaining;    Colombia, Cuba, Federal Republic of Germany,  Romania,   Spain, 

Switzerland, Trinidad and Tobago,  Uruguay, Argentina, Austria. 

The fifth preambular paragraph of draft resolution ID/B/L. 15/Rev. 2 vas adopted 

by 21 votes to 13, with 10 abstentions. 

A roll-call vote vas taken on operative paragraph 2 of draft resolution 

H)/B/L» 15/Rev.2,  as amended. 
Guinea, having been drawn by lot by the President, vas called upon to vote 

first. 

In favour;     Guinea,  India,  Indonesia,  Iran, Ivory Coast, Jordan,  Kuwait, 

Nigeria, Pakistan, Philippines, Rwanda,  Somalia,  Sudan, 

Thailand, United Arab Republic, Zambia,  Cameroon, Chile, 

Ghana, 

Against: Italy,  Japan, Netherlands,  Sveden, Union of Soviet Socialist 

Republics, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern 

Ireland, United States of America, Belgium, Bulgaria,  Canada, 

Czechoslovakia, Finland, France. 

Abstaining;    Romania, Spain, Switzerland, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, 

Uruguay, Argentina,  Austria, Brazil, Colombia,   Cuba,  Federal 

Republic of Gernany. 

Operative paragraph 2 of draft resolution E)/B/l..l5/Rev.2.  as amended, was 

adopted by 19 votes to 13. with 12 abstentions. 

A roll-call vote vas taken or c'*»ft resolution E)/B/L.15/Rev.2.  as a wholg, 

as acynded. 

Canada, having been drawn by lot by the President, was called upon to vote 

first. 

In favour:      Chile,  Cuba, Ghana,  Guinea, India, Indonesia,  Iran,  Ivory 

Coast,  Jordan, Kuwait, Nigeria, Pakistan, Philippin««, Rwanda, 

Somalia, Sudan, Thailand,  Trinidad and Tobago,   United Arab 

Republic, Uruguay,  Zambia, Argentina, Brazil,   Cameroon, 
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¿gainstî Canada, Federal Republic  >f Goraany, France,  Japan, 

Netherlands,  Sweden, 3vit~tr]aaâ, Unit to IlUcd-.• cf Or*at 

Britain, and Northern Ireland, United States of A^.vica, 

Belgium. 

Abstaining:    Colombia, Czechoslovakia, Finland, Italy, Romania,  Spain, 

Turkey, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Austria, 

Bulgaria. 

Draft rsBOlution IP/B/L.15/Rev.2. us amended, yas adopted bj,^ votes to 10, 

yith ID abstentions,. 

aUg.Mii rofff j1f §tP P*W 
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