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CONSIDERATION AND ADOFTION OF DRAFT RESOLUTIONG (ID/B/L.lS/ReV.Q, L.lf&/ReV.l)
(continued)

Draft resolution ID/B/L.15/Rev.2 (continued)

Mr. DUMITRESCU (Pomania) explained that he had abstained from voting on

draft resolution ID/b/L.15/Rev.2 because his Government had not yet decided on the
ways in which it would make its voluntary financial contribution to UNIDO.
Nevertheless, he too was anxious for UNIDO to have the resources needed to ensure

the effective development of its activities.

Draft proposal I1D/B/L.18/Rev,l

Mr. GULATI (India), introducing the proposal, recalled that during the
discussion on financial matters a number cf delegations, including his own, had
expressed the view that the Doard should lay down procedures and guidelines for
the utilization of funds for operational activities to be derived from voluntary
contributions. The draft proposal would facilitate the Bcard's task by requesting

the Executive Director to report to it on that matter at its second regular session.

Mr, GOLDSCHMIDT (United States of America) observed that the proposal
seemed somewhat pointless, for the general guidelines already adopted covered all
aspects of UNIDO'e work, including the use of any voluntary funds which might be
contributed. His Government did not intend to make a vcoluntary contribution
directly to UNIDO and he would therefore abstain if the proposal was put to the

vote,

Mr. LOBANQV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said he would vote for
the proposal.
The PRESIDENT invited the Board to vote on draft proposal 1ID/B/L.18/Rev.l.
The draft proposal was adopted by 22 votes to none, with 4 abstentions.

United Kingdom proposal to convene a resumed first session of the Board

Mr. FRYER (United Kingdom) repeated his delegation's proposal that the
Board should hold r resumed first sessicn in late September or early Cctober 1967.
At that time it could discuss the 1968 work programme and the final arrangements
for the International Symposium.

[ooo
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Mr. AKCHIBALD (Trinidad and Tobago) supported the United Kingdom proposal:
it was essential that the Board should have an opportunity to discuss UNIDO's future

work before the next resular session and to review the final arrangements for the

International JSymposiun,

Yr. REISCH (Austria) failed to see how the Board could have a meaningful
discussion on the 1968 work programme at the proposed resumed session, since the
budcet would already have been approved by the Advisory Committee on Administrative

and Pudgetary @ uestions.

Mr. FRYER (United Kingdcm) explained that at the resumed session the
Foard would discuss the substarce of the 1968 work programme rather than its

budyetary aspects.

lMr. LOBANOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) cbserved that there
seemed to be little point in convening a resumed session to discuss the matters
suryested by the United Kingdom representative. No additicnal information on the
1568 work programme would be available by September, and there was no need to
review the prcparations for the International Symposium, which were proceeding
satisfactorily. It mirht, of course, be necessary to change the venue of the
Symposium, but the Executive Director cculd teke that decision in accordance with
the normal procedure. Turthermore, the resumed session would be inconvenient,
because in Ceptember and Cctober delegations would be preparing for the General
hgsembly, while the UNILO secretariat would be settling down in its new headquarters.

lr. HOSLK (Under-Cecretary for Conference Services) explained that, on
the understanding that the pre-sessional documentation would be limited to 100
rages so that it could be distributed six weeks before the session and that the
sumanary records of each day's meetings would not exceed thirty pages, the Secretary-
Gereral supgested as the date for the resumed session of the Board either
DLl Ceptanber, with 14 August as the final date for the circulation of pre-
sensicnal documentuatior., or, alternatively, 2-6 Cctober, with 21 August as the
fi:r1 date for the distribution of documents. In deciding between those alternative

I ter leleprntiors must take into consideration the possible September meetings of

the Cecirity Couneil, the Special Committee of Twenty-Four and the Committee on the
ool Ugee o (uter Space,
U'r. 4alY (Canada) asked the Under-Secretary whether such a resumed

o1l o tall additional costs and, if so, what they would be.
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Mr. IOSEK (Under-fecretary for Conference Scrvices) said that, on u rowch
estimate, the servicing costs of the resumed session would probably be about ;5,cC0,

rvery effort would be made to achieve econcmies,

— e

would be possible to hold the resumed sesgion even scmewhat later, if the Jecund
Committee and its Chairman so agreed. ‘Their co-operaticn would be necessary,

because many members of the Poard were alsc members of the lLecond Ccmmittee,

S
e

Mr. KCSEK (Under-Gecretary for Conference Lervices) said that, on the
assumption that the resumed session of the lconcmic ard Docial Council would be
held in November and December, a later date for tlie resumed session of the icard
should present no difficulty. lowever, as the date set for the opening of the
General Assembly session was 1§ Septemter and the Second ‘cmmittee usually bepan

its vork in the third week of the session, if the [loard decided to hold its resumed

session during the second half of Cctober, an understarding with the Chairman

of the Second Ccmmittee would be necessary.

Mr. ABDEL-RAHMATI (Executive Director) pointed out that by September VHIDN

would probably have been trunsferred to Vienna, and that if new staff were needed

for the resumed session in lLew York, extra costs would be entailed.

Mr. PIGANI MASSAMCRMILL (Italy) said that, if the resumed session were

lield in the later September arnd caused an interruptic: or delay in the work of the
Second Committee, it would be difficult for the Second Committee to finish its work
carly in time for the International Symposiwr in Lecember, which many of its mcmbers
would attend.

Mr. CESAIRE (France) said that his delegation was not entirely convinced
oi the usefulness of holding a resumed session of the Poard. Apart from the
additional expenses such a session would entail, for the Doard to meet to reopen
discussion on the International Symposium twn months before it was held would be
urrealistic. The necessary decisions on the Symposium had already been taken by
the Gene—al Assembly, and the Roard, in adopting part IV of resolution IDL/B/L.17.
ad expressed its confidence i1 the Ixecutive Director with regard to any further

decisions on the arrangements for the Oymposiun,

Mr. COLLAS (Cbserver foi- Greece) .emarked that after decisions had been

taken on the Symposium by the Beoncmic and Ucelal Council and the General fissembly
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(Ir._Collas, Cbserver for Greecr)

and an apreement nad Leen concluded vetweern the Greek Gevernmant and the cecretariud
SN Le iplid concerning the arrangements for it, therc seemed 1liltle purpose in
resutnitting those arrangements tor approval at a resuned session of the roard.

The ioard should now leave the task of yreparing the Symposjum to the xecutive
hirector and his staff, in collaboration - ith the Greek nuthorities. vith repard to
what a representative had said, that the symposium risht eventually be convened in
another country, he reminded the pcard of the statement made on vehalf of Lis

deleration on this matter on 25 foril 1667,

Mr. AIMED (TPakistan) supported the view expressed by the representative

of France.

Mr. PATRICTA (brazil) said that, although his delepation Tavoured the

jdea of a resumed session aund had discussed it informally with the tinited Kingdem
representative, it found the suggested dates inconvenient,, In addition to nreparing
for the General 4ssembly session, his country, like the other Latin American
countries, would also be making preparation for *he ueeti-y of the (4 lloc “cmmittce
on Latin /imerican Co-ordination and, like all the other Jevelopine countries, for

the Geptember-Cotober meeting in Algic s,

Mr. FRYER (United Kingicm) said that, in view of the difficulties which
a resumed session of the Board would present. for some delegations, he was prepared
to withdraw the proposal. lowever, he proposed that the Board should ask the
“xecutive Dicector to submit to fhe Second Committee the following two doculients:
firstly, the work programme of UMILC for 140 and, secondly, & document containing

particulars of the finul arrangements tor the International Symposium.

Mr._KOIFF1 (Ivory Coast) said that the United Kingdem representative's
witldrawal of his propesal (reatly facilitated the work of the Poard. However, a8
the two documents he had menticned would have to be circulated six weeks prior to
the session, the Secretarial would have only abcut thirteen wecks to prepare them
and techriaeal difficulties mipht arise. He asked whether the propesed documents
were to be submitted to the Jecond Ccmmittee for its consideration aud approval or
merely for its information,  In tte latter case., the Iourd's report to the General

aooesbly would be sufficient,

[ e
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Mr. ALDEL-RAHMAN (Exevitive Direct.r, :lso ucuked tor clarification on that

print and on the form in which those documen.c were fo be submitted.

Mr. FRYER (United Kingdom) cx»lained that tre jurrnac of the proposed
dncument.s would be inf rmational. His delegarirn yrently appreciated the work dene
by the Exceutive Directer for the preparation of the International Symposium; it hed
had useful discussion with the Exective Director'. staff, on the basis of which
it was taking prepasratory acticn. Heowever, It would greatly aprreciate information
on the preparat-ry v rk teine d-ne by o her Jelegations, as the Symposium must be

a joint eff ri,

Mr. ABDEL-RAHMAN (Executive Director) thanked the representative of the
United Kingdown Tor that clarification. The Secretariat intended to keep all member

State s and organizations informed continuously by means of circulars. Three such
~irculars had already been distributed and a fourth was now ready. Information

would be trancmitted as it was received from psrticipeting Ccates and organizations.

Mr. “ESAIRE (France) supported the pronosal of the United Kingdom
representative and endnrsed his cimment -n the need for an exchenge of information
between delesations an their preparations for the Symposium. He asked the
Exccutive Direct-r for suggestions on how to ensure that the Symposium would be

a dielogue of value to all and not a series ¢f monologues.

Mr. BIAU (United States of America) elso supported the proposal of the
United Kingdom repre.entative, The General Assembly weuld have to consider the
report of the Board and otner information documents, ana, ae a member of the Second

Committee, he would greatly welcome the submissinon of updated informetion.

Mr. FRYER (United Kiingdom) asked whether his proposal for the submission

of the two doruments t- the Second Cormittee haa becn accepted.

The FRESTDENT said that he understood that the Executive Director had
accepted thnt propnsal.

/...
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IRUVISIONAL AGENMA AND DATES FOR THE SECOND SESSION, 1968 (ID/B/L.27T)

Mr. BADAWI (United Arab Republic) proposed that a new item, “Establishment
of procedure for the admission of non-goverimental organizations as “obgervers' should

he included in the provisional agenda.

Mr. ARCHIBALD (Trinidad and Tobago) asked for an explanation of item 4,

and proposed the inclusion of a new itenm, "Staff organization".

Mr. WARSAMA (Somalia) observed that, according to item 13, the second
session of the Foard would discuss the venue of the third session. However, it
wag L.is understanding that, according to rule 4 of the rules of procedure, regular
sessions would be held at UNILCO headquarters.

Mr. BRADY (Canada) requested additional information on item 10,

Mr. CESAIRE (France) observed that, in view of the calendar of meetings
of the United Nations family, it would be more convenient if the second cession were
held in March-April 1968 rather than April-May, as suggested in document 1D/B/L.2T.
1t would be logical to transpose items 6 and 7, so that the Bcard could complete
its review of past work before considering plans for the future. He asked for

more information on items 9 and 10, which were closely linked.

Mr. [UBBERS (Netherlands) seid that the second session should be held in
April 196" so that the Board could discuss the draft budget estimates in relation
to the 1909 work programme before the Advisory Cammittee on Administrative and
Pudgetary Guestions considered the United Nationg budget for 1969, Itcem 10 might
be amerced to read "Budget execution for 1968 and draft budget estimates for 1969".
At t=e second session the Executive Director could inform the Board of the progress
mede in using the funds allocated under the 1968 budget and describe any problems
rneountered, so that the Board could take those facts into account when considering

¢he dract budeet estimates for 1969.

lir, AHMED (Pakistan) observed that it would be difficult for the Board

t., meet in March, slnce the second UNCTAD Conference would continue until the end

© thu* 1wonth. Furthermore, the secretariat would need time to prepare the

[ooe
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(Mr. Ahmed, Pakistan)

documents for item 5, "Review of the results of the International Symposium for
Industrial Development'. The best plan would be for the Board to meet for four
weeks in April. He had no objection to the French representative's proposal to
transpose items 6 and T, but obgserved that items were not necessarily discussed

in the order in which they appeared in the agenda. Items 12 and 13 should be
transposed, and a new item entitled "Provisional agenda of the third session"
should be included. He agreed with the Somalian representative that the words
"and place" should be deleted from item 13. He supported the inclusion of the new
item proposed by the representative of the United Aiab Republic, and asked the
representative of Trinidad and Tobago for more information on his propossal.

Mr., PATRIOTA (Brazil) recalled that at an earlier meeting his delegation
haed proposed that the Board should discuss at its second session the functional
reorganization of UNIDO and the possibility of establishing permanent subsidiary
bodies of the Board. He asked the representative of Trinidad and Tobago whether
e would be willing to amend his proposed new item to read "Organizational matters
in general"”, so as to include the matters of concern to the Brazilian delegation.
He also requested that a memorandum containing his delegation's proposal for the
inelusion of the new item should be attached to the report.

Mr. MBAYE (Guinea), Rapporteur, said that the memorandum would be
tubmitted separatelv to the International Symposium for consideration.

Mr. ARCHIBALD (Trinidad and Tobago) explained, for the benefit of the
Pakistan representa‘ive, that he had proposed a new item on staff organization
because he felt that the Board should have an opportunity to discusc any changes
in the structure of the gecretariat that might have taken place pursuant to the
guidelines laid down by the Board at its present session. He had no objection to
the Drazilian suggestion: the agenda for the present session included an item on

organisational matters, and, 1n his view, such an item should appear in the agenda
for every session as a matter of course. With regard to the suggested deletion of
the words "and jlace" from item 13, he observed that, according to rule 4 of the
rules o° procedure, regular sessions would be '.eld at UNIDO headquarters "unless
ntherwise decided by the Board at a previous session". The Board must therefore
dlscuss the matter and the present wording should be retained.

/
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Mr. BLAU (United Jtates of Amorica), referring to item U, expressed the
ape that appropriate emphasie would be laild on the field programme, to which the
8rard attached great importance. He assumed that item 10 referred to tkc
Secretary-General's budpet estimates, not the confidential estimates submitted to
the Secretary-General by the Executive Director. He wondered whether it was
~ppropriate to include a separate item on the budget, since the Board was not a
nudretary body. In its report (1p/ B/ Lo, para. 73), the Secsional Committee on the
fules Of Procedure had stated that the purpose of rule 31, paragraph b "was to
crovide au information document concerning the Jecretary-General's estimates of
expenditures for coisideration in connexion with the approval of the work programme
~t UNIDO, and It was for the General Assembly to take action on the estimates as
cach”. It mlgh. therefore be advisable to combine items o and 10 in a new ltem,
"Programme of work of UNILO in relntion tc the budget estimates".

The second session would have: to take place ufter the second UNCTAD Conference
ind should be peared to the United Nations budget cycle so as to ensure that the
Bourd would noxert real influence on UNIDO's work programme and the expenditure of
resourres. The matter o tpe <nte coul i rerhaps be 1eft to the kxecutive
irector's Jiscretion with the recuest that he toke those factors into accouat,

He supported the United Arab Republic proposal to include a new item on
vrocedures for admittlng non-covernmental orpanizatlions an observers. The
xperience of other United fiantions bodies, such as the Economic and Social Council
and UNCTAD, had shown that tormal procedures were necescary frr that purpose, and
n¢ hoped that the secretariat would prepare for the second session a document
S ntaining suggestad procedures, based on United Nations expericuce. However, at
its next session the Bourd would also have to consider a number of applications
ror admission from non-covernmental organizations, and the United Arab Republic
~roposal micht tteretore ‘o arcended to read: "Non-governmental orsanization
gquestions: (a) »onsideration or procedures for application; (b) consideration of

“pplications™.

Mr. LOBANOV (Union of Joviet Soinilst Republics) said that in general

che proviclenal acenda wos catisractory.  Items { uand T could be transpnsed. as

/"...
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suggested by the French representative, and items 9 and 10 could perhaps he merfed
in one item, "Draft budget estimates for UNILO for 1969 and other finencial
questions'". It was the Poard's right and duty to consider the draft budget
egtimates and make recommendations to the Executive Director concerning the lines

on which future budget estimates should be drawn up.

Mr, NOSEK (Under-Secretary for Conference Services) said that, as UNCTAD

would be meeting in New Delhi from 1 February to 25 March, the Conference on the

Law of Treaties would be held in Vienna from 2 March to 24 May, and the Conference

on Human Rights would open in Teheran on 22 April, it was only on the understanding
that UNIDO would have its own language staff at Vienna that it would be possible
for the second session of the Foard to be held from 8 April to 3 Mey 1968,

Mr. BEISCH (Austria) said that the proposed dates would be acceptable to
his Government subject to a final confirmation that all technical facilities could
be made available for this period. However, he would find it equally acceptable if
the Board only expressed the desire to hold its second session during the period
1 April-mid-May 1968 without determining the exact dates at the present stage.

Since UNIDO could not be in its permanent headquarters for several years to ccme,
urrangements for the holding of Board meetings would have to be made in advance

with the International Conference Center. His delegation would therefore appreciate
receiving some indications from the Board as to which period in the year would be
most sulitable for the holding of subsequent Board meet'ngs.

Mr. KOFFI (Ivory Coast) sald that to decide now on the time of the third

session of the Board would be encroaching on the work uf the second session.

The PRESIDENT said that, in order to facilitate the task of the Austrian
Government, the Board should decide on 8 April to 3 May as the provisional dates
for the second session, and should accept mid-April to mid-May 1968 as the
rrovisional dates for the third session.

1t was so decided.

Mr. FISANI MASSAMORMILE (Italy) said that his delegation agreed to the
provisional dates proposed. He pointed out that item 3 of the provisional agenda
should read "Adoption of the agenda (rule 12)" and not "Adoption of the agenda
(.ule 9)".

[oen
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The FRESIDENT said that, 1t there were no objection, he would ask the

Executive Director to subtmit the provisional agenda as it now stood to the second
session of the Board.

It wag s0 decided.

CONSTDERATION OF APPLICATIONS BY HON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS FOR ADMISSION AS
OBSERVERS (continued)

Centre Européen pour le Développement Industriel et la Mise en Valeur de
L.'Cutre-Mer (CEDIMCM)

Mr. DIABATE (Guinea) said that his delegation had serious objections to
the admisgion of CEDIMOM as an observer, and requested that a decision on the

matter should be taken by roll-call vote,

Mr. BADAWI (United Arab Republic) said that his delegation, too, had
reservations regarding the admission of CEDIMOM,

Mr, SANCHEZ (Cuba) supported the Guinean representative's request for a
roll-call vote,

Mr. LOBANGV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that his
delegation found it difficult to express any considered opinion on the question of
admitting CEDIMOM as an observer, The information contained in the paper
circulated to delegations was inadequate. There was no deecription of the structure
of the organization, and no reference to its relations with other bodies. The

account given of 148 activities was extremely vague,

Mr. MURAQKA (Japan) agreed with the Soviet representative. The Board
did not even know where CEDIMOM had 1its headquarters. He proposed that the
Cecretariat should be asked to obtain more information about CEDIMOM, and that

the Poard should cefer its decision until the second session.

MAr. KOFFI (Ivory Coast) said that, although little information on
“EDIMCM might be avallable in count:ries outside Africa, the organization was very
well known in all Frenchespeaking African countries. It had very close working

reiationships with all the fourteen countries members of the QOrganisation commune

africaine_et Malrache (CCAM). He himself was convinced that CEDIMOM was fully

matt ir'ied for admission as an observer. He was sure that the vast majority of

tele catiors woull take the gime view, if they were provided with all the neceseary

ormation,  ile therefore supporte!! the Jaranese representative's proposal.
/
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Mr, DIABATE (Guinea) said, as the representatives of the Goviet Union,
Japan and the Ivory Coast were all in favour of requesting the secretariat to
obtain more information, his delegation also believed that a decision on the

ndmission of CEDIMOM should be deferred until the Board's second session.

Mr, CESAIRE (France) said thet it would nct be fair if, in the case of
CELIIOM, the Board were to adopt a rrocedure different from that which it had
follcwed in considering applications by other ron-governmental organizations. The
information provided by certain other non-governmental organizations had been less
scanty than that which was already available on CEDIMOM. The Beard had nevertheless
decived to admit the organizations concerned. Why should it adopt &« different
procedure in the case of CEDIMOM which had submitted an application at the same
session?

In December 196C CEDIMOM had organized a seminar in Paris, which had been
attended by 2C0 representatives from African countries - including some persons of
ministerial rank - and by a representative from the United Nations Centre for
Industrial Development. It was providing developing countries with assistance in
industrial and mining development and with training and information in those and
nther fields, It was eminently suitable for admission as an obeerver at the

i'cari's sessions.

Mr, DIABAIE (Guinea) said that his delegation's objections to the
admission of CEDIMOM were based on political considerations. The activities of
(EDIMCM in Africa had proved conclusively that the organization was not in the

lenst concerned with promoting the econcmic development of the developing countries.
lle regretted that the representative of the Ivory Coast had seen fit to support the

application of an organization which was purely neo-colonialist in its objectives.

Mr. KOFFI (Ivory Cecnst) strongly objected to the Guinean representative's
allepation that the Ivory Coast was supporting neo-colonialism in Africa. The

Ivory Coast, like all other countries, was fully entitled to request assistance

-rcm whatever quarter it chose. There was no evidence whatsoever of neo-colonialist
fesicos in any of CEDIMOM's activities. His country would maintain its relations

wite CLLIMCM whether or not the Board decided to admit the organization as an

cl.server,

/ees
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The Japanese representat’ e’ yroposal wis adopted b4 ) JoLes Lo 2, With

13 abastentions.

Intertational Confederation of Free Trade Univno (ICFU)

Mr. LOBANOV (Union of Soviet Gocialist Heputlic:) pointed out that the
whole quection of the activities of non-p ~rnmental orpanizatisng was at yresert
under concideration by other United Natinn® todies, suach a5 the courril © oamittes
~n Non-Covernmental Or;anizations nrd the Preparntory Commitiee for L
Internaticnal Conference on Human Riphto. Acoording to the roapeil Commitres on
lion<-Governmental Organizations, the main spiterion to te applied In dealtur with
applications from non-yovernmental srranizationn wad whetner the activities ~f the
orranization concerned were cnncistent with the pricciples an? objectives of the
United Naticns. At the last sesslon of the Committee, it had been r-inted cut
that many of the 320 non-governmental nrranizations particirating in the work of
various United Nations bodirs were enya w1 in artivitie s o mpletely contrary to
the objectives of the United Naticne. Dome non-rovernrental orpaniontions were
actually receiving funds frow the intellirence cervice. of cortain States.  The

pame of ICFTU itcelf appeared in 9 115t qutlined in The New Yorr Timen F

orranizations receiviug fund: Trom the United Ctetes Central Inteliirence Apencye
He nimcelf could not vouch for the accaracd of Lhe Yiote  at there wiad noe smobe
without o fire.

Mz delegation believed thot in considering the appllcation of
non-povernmental organizatinons tre Bonrd should, first, apply the criterion used
Ly the Ccuncil Committee or Non-Governmental Orranizations. Socondly, it onould
concider whether the work of the sroanization was directly related to UNILO's
purposes nnd setivities. Thirdly, tbe Foard should satinfly jtself that the
orranization was not enpaped i cnlonialist or neo-colonialist act vitles,
Fourthly, it should make surc that the organization was pot recetvins funds from
the intelligence services of any Stute.

The Preparatory Cormittee 1or the International Conferesnce on aman Rights haa,
£ar it~ part, taken the viow Siet 1t was not competent to deal with the questior
£ non-rcvernmentnl arpani rations which were wroowr. cr  upected to be enpared in

arocavoury activities, and b d decided tooreftr o tne wnole mottor to the General

luve
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(Mr. Lotonov, USOKH)

scemily. Untll the Gencral Assembiy's views were known, it would ie premitare

rothe bBoard to take e decision on the application by ICFTU.

Mr. HAU (Onited States of America) said that the Soviet representative!s
coament o that teie Bosrd should defer its decision, on the ground thit tne whose
ention of the activities of ron-governmental organizations was at present under
veidereotion g other United Nations bodies, would have been more convineing i1
Bl teen advarced oL oan earlier meeting when the Board had considered an
rlication ty the World Federation of Trade Union: .
It wac well known that there were three maln international organizations of
‘rade unions, cach with a different political outlcok. It was equally well
wrothest the Governments of certain eastern European countries were providing
terial support for iou-cvertaner bl ocrpani zaticns or a scale which mude 't
Tenlt v vy o dividig 1ine Yetueen the orcanizetion's ror—governmental and
e tar activities, 1 its coumentaries on intern&tiamnirevents, CRTU
CadtL o ported the Loviel overrwent s fercipn jolley, which was conplotely ot
Cened vith o I'cvel n poileins of eortain otkey “cvertments Iaclwdine Liis cwr,

rtielecs, the soard lac ooreed to aceid ¥4 as an obgerver. I the {iteresgts

vity ard falr (Jay 1t stcv1d adgo edimit 1 1TU without tirther iz~ eslern. The
wzation oo ot consisteatly vprort the foreir crelicr of any rarticular
rnent  ail ite ctservaticrs on interratiecrnl events were freuently irn conflict
e views or Lis own Covermtment,

At the Last gesstrn (f the 0 Lnell Cormittee or “on-toverrmental Organizations
¢ relnarks ool been made for purely political motives on the activities of ICFIU,
ICFTU had not at the tiwe teen aprlying or re-applying for consultative status,

activitier had nou teen the supject of any decision by the Committee ss a whole,

Mr. LOBANOV (Union of 5cviet Soeialist Repuplics) said that he had never |
‘erred L0 the political wullook of ICFTU, but had merely sugpected that 1ts |
©ovities werc not in keeping with the principles and objectives of the United
117 o
The United States representative's allepation that WFTU was receiving funds
T the Soviet Governgent was entirely urnfounded. There was no secrecy whatsoever
“rding the activities of WFMJ. [is sole vhjective was to promote peace and

nomic and soHcial progress throarhout the world,
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The application by the International Contederation of Free Trade Unions for

rdmirslon _us Aap otserver wa_._'s_approved by 21 votes to 95, with 2 abstentions.

The meeting rose at 11l.3% p-0G.









