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CONSTDERATION AND ADOPTION OF DRAFT RESOLUTIONS (ID/B/L.7/Rev.l, L.8/Rev.2)
{ cont.inued)

The PRESIDENT invited the Board to consider the revised draft resolution
1D/B/1..T/Rev.1.

Mr. ARCHIBALD (Trinidad ard Tobago) thought that the value of the

proposal cortained in the revised draft resolution would become increasingly

evident as time went on. The text hed been widely supported in private
~onsultations between delegations before it had been formally submitted to the
Board, and he had been greatly surpriced by the violence of the criticism
directed against it at the thirty-third meeting.

The sponsors had been accused, in particular, of mounting an attack on
the secretariast. But that had not been their intention at all. The guidelines
laid down in part II of General Assembly resolution 2152 (XXI) covered a very
wide range of activities. With its limived resources, UNIDO would not for a
very long time be able to undertake all the tacks assigned to it. A selection
would have to be made of high-priority tacks to which resources should be
allocated in the first instance. In making that selection, the secretariat
might misinterpret the wishes of the Board. If a committee were established
to advise the Board on matters affecting programming and budgeting, the Board
and the secretariat would benefit alike.

His delegation had no intention, either, of implying that UNIDO was doomed
to failure. On the contrary, the sponsors of the draft resolution had proposed
the establishment of machinery which would ensure that the organization was a

sucCcess.

Mr. TELL (Jordin) observed that, at the thirty-third meeting, three
delegations had criticized the draft resolution on the grounds that the proposed
programme and budget committee would usurp the power of the secretariat. Why,
in that case, had the same delegations voted in favour of rule 62 of the rules
of procedure, which authorized the Board to establish such subsidiary organs
as might be necessary?

In the United Nations, the Advisory Committee on Administrative and Budgetary
.uestions gave considered advice, and the Fifth Committee took decisions, on

/...
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(Mr. Tell, Jordan)

budgetary problems affecting the Organization as a whole. For UNIDO, the
relationship between the proposed programme and budget comm.ttee and the Board
would be much the same. There was some inconsistency in the position of
de.egations which were strongly opposed to the establishment of a UNIDO programme
and buiget committee, but were at the same time energetically canvassing for
membersh.p of ACABQ. The Counci) of FAO had two committees to advise it on matters
affecting programming and budgeting. Two of the delegations which were not in
favour of a UJIDO programme and budget committee were members of both committees of
the FAO Council. UNICEF, also, had & Programme Committee; but the Executive
Director of UNICEF hed never complained that the mere existence of that Committee
nad reduced him to the status of a mere clerk. UNCTAD, he thought, had more
suosidiary bodies than any other organization of a similar size. Had any of the
delegations which were now opposing the draft resolution ever objected to the
creation of subsidiary todies in UNCTAD? The Economic and Social Council had
voluntarily decided to disbani one of its committees of the whole, and to transfer
cne of its main responsibilities to the Committee for Programme and Co-ordination,
which contained among its members certain States which were not members of the
Economic and Social Council itself. But none of the delegations opposing the
draft resolution had ever complained that the Committee for Programme and
Co-ordination might usurp the Council's authority.

Some of the opponents of the draft resolution had assumed that reques*s from
Governments would be transmitted directly to the programme and budget committee.
But there was nothing in operative paragraph 3 to suggest that that wouid be the
case. It was the sponesors' intention that the programme and budget committee
would consider projects after they had been duly processed by the secretariat.

The United States representative had suggested that there would be nothing for the
secretariat to do while the proposed programme and budget committee was in session.
But there were no grounds for that assumption, either, in the text before the Board.

In short, the arguments advanced by the opponents of the draft resolution
were illogi~al, inconsistent and unfounded. A final decision on the draft
resolution should, however, be deferred until the Board had taken a decision on
the proposal that it should nold a resumed session later in 1967.

Mr. Tell (Jordan) took the Chair.




1u/B/cE. 3k
“rgliah
Fapr 7

Mr. FERNANDINI (Peru) said that, although his dclegnti 1 had beon

unable to accept the original text cf the draft resoluticn, it o uld now -~

the revised version as orally amended at the previous meeting. The drart

resolution had been unjustly criticized as being an extreme propocal; however, Iitc
main provision. operative paragraph 3, calling for the establishment of =

programme and budget committee, was fully in accordance with accepted United Naticns
practice. It had also been said that the proposed committee would tend to usurp

the functious of the Executive Director; however, it was clearly the intention that
the commictee should merely assist the Executive Director in preparing UNIDO's
programme of work and its budget. The establishment of such a committee woldd

avoid a repetition of the unfortunate situation that hed arisen at the current
session when the secretariat, having been unable to consult Governments other than
unofZicially, ked submitted what most delegations considered to be an unsatisfact. iy
programme of work. If the programme was found unsatisfactory at the second session.
the Board could only aceept or reject it in toto, since it could neither change

nor improve it. A programme and budget committee would have the essential task ,?
of submitting constructive suggestions about the programme of work to the Executive :
Director in good time before the adoption of the budget; it would be too late to

make such suggestions when the programme came before the Board.

The argument that the establishment of such a committee was premature implied

that. the experience of at least a year of work would be necessary befcre any

decision on the proposed committee could be taken; even if that were so, it still

meant the loss of much valuable time.

3

He could not see how the establishment of such a rcmmittee could offend the
secretariat. Paragraph 3 of the draft resolution made it clear that the type of
action envisaged was close collaboration with the Executive Director. 1In fuct, the

committee would also give the Executive Dircclur the ascurance thual, whern the

programme ceme before the Poard, it would have ilready been considered and approved

by one of its subsidiary bodies.
The only difficulties he could see with the draft resolution were practical.
The proposal that the programme and budget committee should be composed of "exjerts"

was unclear and might te harmful., Moreover, the resumed session referred

[oos
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i cnerative parfpraph S was costly and unnecessary, since the task of
jreparing *he werk of the Bnrard's next session cculd be more efficiently and

o .mmically performed by a small body of seven to ten members than by the Bnard
itoelf.

I the Board rejected the draft resolutien at its current session, it would
incvitably have to establish a similar body at some time in the future as UNIDO's
avtirities became increasingly more complex and larger in scale.

The Board should adopt tne draft resolution unanimously if it was to be
~ffectlve; hiwever, since unanimity, or even a large majority, seemed unlikely,
hee propssed that, if the sponsors agreed, the Board should decide not to vote on
the draft resclution (ID/B/L.7/Rev.1l) and to include it in its report.

Mr. BADAWI (United Arab Republic) propos=d that the Board should vote
“nothe draft resolution immediately.

Sir Edvard WARNER (United Kingdom) said that he mainteined his propcsal

e nrercning the holding ~f 8 resumed session.

Mr. FCRTHOMME (Belgium) moved the closure of the debate on draft
rec lution ID/B/L.7/Rev.1

L)

“ir. Dumitrescu (Romania), Vice-President, resumed the Chair.

After a proeedural discussion in which Mr. MacLAREN (Canada),
;'r. FORTHOMME (Belgium), Mr. BADAWI (United Arab Republic), Mr. SAHLOUL (Sudan),

M. FERNANDINI (Deru) and Mr. TELL (Jordan) ook part, the PRESIDENT invited the

I ard to vote on the Belgian motion.

The motion was adopted by 42 votes to none, with 1 abstention.

The PRESIDENT suggested that the Board should now vote on the Jordanian
pron oaal for

1 postponement of a decision on draft resolution ID/B/L.T/Rev.1

Mr. KOFFI (Ivory Coast), said that, before the Jordanian proposal was

St *he voets o he would like it to be made clear whether the intention was to

v v ote Ay

" draft res lutien ID/B/L.7/Rev.l wutil a decision had been taken

cete o f the nex' remular session of the Board or on the date of the

R
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Mr. OMME. (Belglum) explained that the date in question was the
date of the next regular session of the Board and that the question of the resumed
session was an item ror separate consideration.

The Jo. \ by 17 vo 0, v'th 14 abstentions.

Mr. ARCHIBALD (Trinided and Tobago) informed the Board that the sponsors
of the draft resolution had accepted the proposal made by the representative of
Peru at the previous meeting that the resolution should be included in the report
of the Board and not voted on at the present session.

Mr. Tell (Jordan) resumed the Chair.
The Peruvian proposal was adopted by 17 votes to 7, with 1k gbstentions.

Mr, WARSAMA (Somalia) said that his delegation wished to reserve its
position on draft resolution ID/B/L.7/Rev.l.

The PRESIDENT said that the nex:t item before the Board was draft
resolution ID/B/L.8/Rev.2, submitted ty the delegations of Camervon, Peru and
the rhilippines. At the previous meeting, the Peruvian representative had
announced, on behalf of the syonsors, that they had agreed that the draft
resolution should be inclucded in the report of the Board but should not be
voted on at the present session.

Sir Edward WARNER (United Kingdom), Mr, MJZIK (Czechoslovekia) and
Mr. SAHLOJL /Sudan) said that they wished to reeerve their positions on dreft
resolution YD/B/L.3/Rev.2.

The meeting ross at 11,20 p.ls









