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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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1. The PREUSIDENT said that he wished to offer the following proposals to

expedite the Board's work.

2, In the first place, the Board should reaffirm its determination to conclude
its work by 14 !May 1966, and decide that: (a) there should be a time-limit of
ten mimutes for all statements made in the Board and the Committees, with a
recommendation that speakers should content €themselves vith five minutes; (b) in
accordance with rule 35 of the Rules of Procedurs, speakers should be called to
order by the President or Chairman if their remarks were not relevant to the

subject under discussion.

3. Secondly, Araft resolutions should not be discussed by the Committees but
solely by the Board.

4. Thirdly, the Board should fix the following deadlines: (a) draft resolutions
mst be submitted ty 12 noon on Tuesday 7 lMay (which would not mean that the text
must necessarily have been approved by all the meocraphical zroups by that time);
(b) the substantive discussions of Committee I must be concluded on Monday 6 May;
(¢c) all parts of the draft report, including draft resolutions, must be ready by
Triday 10 May so that they could be translated and circulated and available for
final approval on 13 or 14 Ilay.

5e Lastly, if a~reement could not be reached between the geographical groups on
specific draft resolutions, they should be brougsht before the Bureau of the Board,

which would act as a conciliation group.

6. Those proposals had been discussed thoroughly by the Bureau and the represen-
tatives of the groups and he hoped that they could be adopted.

Te Mr. TELL (Jordan) said that although he would not object to those pro-
posals, he thought that, if draft resolutions were tc be considered only in the
plenary, that would mean that the original establishment of the Committees had
gerved little purpose.

8, He also believed that the problems which had arisen were partly due to the
Board's decision to depart from the standard practice of appointing a rapporteur

for each Committee.
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9., 'ith those reservations he accepted the President's proposals though he
doubted whether it would be possible to conclude the discussions of Committee I

on 6 lHay.

10. lir. WARSAMA (Somalia) Chairman of Committee I, said that, if draft
resolutions were considered only in the plenary, the Committee might be able

to conclude its substantive discussions on 6 Hay.

11. Mr. FORTHOIIT (Bel~ium) agreed that it had been a mistake for the

Committees not to have rapporteurs. With rezard to the proposed time-limit on
statements and the dezlline for the submission of draft resolutions, he did not

think that it would be proper to enforce such rules rigidly.

12. lMr. VAVASSIUR (France) hoped that the experiment of dispensing with

rapporteurs for Committees would not be repeated at the next session.

13, Mr. STIBRAVY (United States of America) said that he assumed that the

deadline for draft resolutions would not apply to amendments to those resolutions.

14. “With regard to the President's last proposal, he thought that the suggested

procedure would work only if the views of delegations were known to the Bureau
and taken into account by it. As far as possible, however, the Board should

endeavour to talle decisions by consensus.

15. r. F2YIR (United Kinwdom) said that, since the Bureau would probably
be quite busy with orsanizational matters, consideration might perhaps be given

to the alternative of appointing “wise men" from the various groups for the

purpose of conciliation,

16. Mr, AHMED (Palkistan) observed that no formalized conciliation procedures
had been established for UNIDO as they had for UNCTAD. It should be recognised
that it might not always be possible to reach s consensus. He was not sure that

the task of conciliation could be performed by the Bureau.

17. lir. FORTHOMIE (Belgium) thouzht that the proposal might be useful if
the intention was that the President should bring tozether the principal sponsors
of a particular draft resolution and those delerations who had particular objeo-
tions to it,

18. Mr. PROBST (Switzerland) supported by l'r. SERRANO (Chile) and
Mr. SORIA (Spain), ag-eed that the experiment of appointing "Friends of the




ID/B/SR.51
Page 4

Rapporteur" instead of Committec rapporteurs had proved unsatisfactory. He also
shared the view of the representative of Belrium that, if the Bureau was to per-
form a conciliatory function, it was essential that the main sponsors of the

draft resolution concerned should take part in its deliberations.

19. The PRESIDENT gaid that he would not ineist on his proposal that the
Bureau should act as a conciliation group, and would propose merely that it
should be informed oi draft resolutions on which no agreement had been reached

between the groups.

20. 1r. TRIVEDI /1ndia) and lir. BITTINCOURT (Brazil) supported the

President's proposals.

21, Mr. ASANTE (Chana) said tuat he approved of the President 's proposals.
He asTeed, however, with the suzrestion that the time-1limit on statements made

in the Board should not be applied too riridly.

22, Mr. SOLARI-B0ZZI (Italy) thouzht that the possibility should be left
open of submitting new draft resolutions, after the deadline, on items which had
only recently been taken up by Committeec I.

23. The PRESIDENT proposed that the time-limit of ten minutes should be
applied "as rigidly as possible” and that it should be understood that there
might be justified exceptions to the deadline fixed for draft resolutions. He
took it that his amended proposals were accepted by the Board.

24. It was so decided.

The moeting roee at 11,50 a.n.









