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DISCLAIMER

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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Any part of this publication may be quoted and referenced for educational and research purposes
without additional permission from UNIDO. However, those who make use of quoting and
referencing this publication are requested to follow the Fair Use Policy of giving due credit to
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REVIIM OF ACTIVITIKS OF THT UNIT™D NATIONS SYSTT! OF ORCANIZATIONS IN THE FITZLD
OF INTUSTRIAL DIVi.LOPIINT

CO-ORDINATION OF ACTIVITIES OF THT UNITID NATIONS SYSTI OF ORGAN1ZATIONS IN
THE FIELD OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOFMENT

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

(b) nReport on the promotion of field operations at regional,
sub-regional and oountry levels,

Consideration of the report of Committee II (10/B/c.2/2/Add.2, 3 and 4)

1. Yre PBTROV (Bulgaria), Chairman of Committee II, introduced the
Committee's report on agenda items 6 and 8, It had been adopted unanimously,
and he hoped that it would be approved by the Board.

2. lir, JELL (Jordan) eaid that he would like to make some comments and
suggestions concerning the report, 28 it had not been possible for his dele-
gation to be represented in Committee II.

3. Referring to dooument ID/B/C.Z/E/Add.4, he suggested that the word "formal"
in the third line of parazraph 5 should be amended to read "tentative" or "draft",
Agreements with the specialized amencies were matters of policy, which would
require the approval of the Board. He also suzzested that the word "regions" in
the second line of paragrapl. 7 should be changed to "oountries", sinoce the co~
ordination of operational aotivities could be ocarried out only.at the country
level,

4. As for paragraphe 11 and 15, and in particular the sugzestion for the
estiblishment of a sub-committee of the Administrative Committee on Co=ordination
(ACC). he doubted that ACC, which was a body of international civil servants, had
madd® much progress in co-ordination eince it had been set up. Moreover, he felt
that any subsidiary body should be composed of an equal number of international
civil servants ang government representatives, !

5¢ UWith resard to the second sentence of paragraph 13, it should be borne in
mind that all problems of co-ordination were policy matters within the competence
of the Board, He would therefore suggest thut the last par: of the sentence
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should read: *... the Tecutive Director's aiility to discuss nroblems of
co-ordination with all parties concerned and report on these discussions to the

next session of the Board for further action.”

G ‘The FRFSILQZ felt that the Jordanian representative's comments should
have been made in Committee II, The Bosrd nmouild periieps take ncete of them and

see whether the points he had raised could be settled throush informal congule
tations,

Te Miss ROFSAD (Indonesia) felt that it was the rizht of every delegation
to make its comments on the report of Committee 11,

8. Mr, AGHASST (Iran), Rapportenr, said that any action on the Jordanian 3
representative’s suggestions must be taken formally i the Board,

9 Mpo AIMED (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, Iy, TELL (Jordan) recalled that, since his delegation had only one
member, it had been impossible for it to be represented in both Committees, It
was normal for a plenary body, in disoussins the report of o committee, to con-
sider amendmente to it.

11, Hr. ASANTT (Ghana) appealed to the representative of Jordan to accopt
the procedure proposed by the representative of Pakistan, in order to nave time,

12, Ur, ORTIZ do ROZAS (Arventi Iig, ROBIRTS (Canmdn), lir, SITRRA (Spai
(Arzentina), lir, DOBERT (Canadn), lir, 5 (pin)
and Mr, BITTINCOURT (Brazil) supported the Pakistan proposal,

13. Ir, TELL (Jordan) said that he would oppose the proposal of the
representative of Pakisvan.

14, The PRESIDINT said that, if there was no oojection, the Board would
procecd to vote on the adoption of the report of Committee 17, 25 a whole,

15, 1t was so decided.

16, The report of Committiee 11, a8 a vhole, was adoptad.

17. w scid that it would be recorded that the report had ceen
adopted with one dissentin~ vote.
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AUTSTIONS OF NON-GOVIRMITITAL ORGANIZATTONS:

(b) Consideration of applications

Consideration of the recommendations of the ad hoc Committee regardinz the
T T F g T T S e e T R TS TR A A 1L R

18, The PRESIDINT rccalled that earlier in the session consideration of
the applications for asgociation with the activities of UNIDO submitted by the
International Association of Crafts and Small and Medium-Sized Enterprises and
by the Intornational Association for the Protection of Industrial Property had
heen postponed pending further study of the applications by the ad hog Committee.
At its meeting on 3 May the ad hoc Commitiee had recommended that the.two organi-
zations should be granted observer status and that the Board should invite the
IExecutive Director of UNIDO to establish close cd-operation with the none
governmental organications associated with the activities of UNIDO and to report
to it on that co-operation at ocach session of the Board. If no objections were
heard, he would assume that the Board adopted both of thuse recommendations by
the w Committee,

19, It wae so decided.

CONSIDFERATION OF DRAF'T RESOLUTIONS (ID/B/L.31 and Add.1, L.32/Rev.1, L.37 and L.40).

20, The PRESIDENT invited the Board to counsider the draft resolutions sube
mitted, beginning with the four draft resolutioms (ID/B/L.31 and Add.1l, L.32/Rev.l,
L.37 and 1.40) which h2d cponsors from all the peosraphical xroups.

21, Mro TZIBULTAC (Romania) moved that the draft resolutions should be
discussed in order of submission.

22, 1t was so decided.

Droft Resolution I1D/B/L,31 and Add,1

23 I'rs_BARAC (Romania), introducing the draft resolution, observed that
the United Matiorn: rezional economic commissions had accumulated a valuable fund

of expeirience in indusirial development over the past twenty years and that, in
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its resolution 2152 (*XI), the General Assembly had specifically stated that

UNIDO should maintain a close and contimuous workin: relationshiv with the re~ional
economic cormissions and the United Nations Ticonomic and Social Office in Beirut,
His delegation therefore hoped that the draft would meet with the support of all
members of the Board.

24. Hr, SMG (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 uther sponsors, vwhereby
operative paregraph 3 would read "Fmphasizes the imporiance of such oo=gperation
betweun UNIDO and the regional economic commiszions."

23.  lr, HARSNIA (Somalia) and Mpy SITRR: (Spain) thought that the present
position of operative parasraph 3 was not altogether appropriate,

26, r. TRIVIDI (India) felt that operative paragraph 31 should remain in
the operative part of the resolution, as the sponsors wished to lay emphasis on
the type of co~operation referred to, However it could be moved to the bégiming
of the operative part of the draft in order to afford a more ‘balanced presentation
and the other two operative paragraphe ocould be re-numbered accordingly.

27« ;t Yas so aqreed.

28, M, WARSAMA (Somalis) proposed that the second line of the former opera~
tive paragraph 3, now operative paragraph 1, should be amended to read "between
UNIDO, the rezional economic commiseions and the Unitod Nations Toonomic and Social

Office in Beirut"™,

29. It was 80 deoided.

30. g, TELL (Jordan) proposed that a reforence to the United Nations
Doonomic and Social Office in Beirut should be included in the title of the
resolution,

3l1. It wag so decided.
32, m ruo;gtion ;D(E/L,}l and Add,1, os amendod, was adopted.
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Draft resolution ID[B[L. }?{gw,}

33, lir. SENRANO (Chile), introducing the draft resolution, said that the
need for the highest possible degree of co-or {ination between the work of UNIDO
and that of the regional! economic commissions and of the United Nations Joonomic
und Social Office in Beirut in the field of industrial development was universally
recornized. The sponsors of the draft resolution felt tiat ome of the most effec~
tive ways of achieving such co-ordination would be to use the twenty or more UNIDO
rezi.nal advisers attached to the various resional ooomomic commissions and to the
Jeirut Office for co-ordination work,

¥4, Up, SALAIA (United Aran Republic) proposed that the title of the drefs

chould be amended to read "Activities of UNIDO regional advisers in the fileld of

industrial development astached to the ecomomic commissions of the United Mntions
and to the United Nations Doomomic and Jocinl Office in Deirut™,

35 18 wee g0 deoided. :
36. Lo IRORIT (witzerland) proposed that the word UNIDO® should ve plased
before "rezional advisers® in the first line of the fecond prewmbulay paragyaph,

38, UL XHZ (Federal Republic of “ormany) pointed out that there wae a
typosrephical error in the Same parazraph at the berianing o the thipd 1ine,
vhich should begin "and to the United Nations,.,",
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m reso.ution ID[g.L; 31

4. e AMAN (Pakietan) introduccd the draft resolution on behalf of the
sponsors, vhich now ineluded ulmria, Camerocr, Czechosloval:ia and Zambia,

45. Some amendmentsz had boen suzTested after the draft had appeared as a docu-
sent and, ac lack of time had prevented consultationa, the Co=aponsors amd other
members of the Board wer:c asked to consider them at the present meetin~, It was
proposed that in oparative parazroph 1 (iv) the words "and patic, oo should te

ineerted after the word “regionai”; that in parazraph 7 the words "“¢o contimue®
should be insextod vetween “measures” and “to improve* and that in paragraph 11
the word "tentative” or "dpari® £hould precede "rgreeaent™, It was aleo felt

that paregraph % shounld perhips be deleted,

46, By JRORIT (“vitserland) scid that the problem of co-ordination was

very otaplicated and had slowed down the wort: of UNIDO in the last eivhteen months,
Be . in'fawour of the ame. sent.y exoeps for the deletion of paragraph 5, con-
cerning which he would i fur<her elarifications.

NRARIRY, (Union of Soviet Socialist Meputlics) sugrested the addition
at the end of parasreph 1 (iv) of A phrase readings “on cinditions which apw apcep=
teble %0 these countries”.

48. I A (ﬁgﬁﬂa)ﬁ explained that Ries dolesmtion had sugrested deleting
paragreph 5 beceuse it reeced te re-gtate the obvious, Rowever 1§ had only been
& ouzreetion and wan mot to be congidered a formal propossl,

O B ASET (Ohama), gp, QMY (Jordan) and Jp ARUIRALD (Primided amd
Tobago) were in fevour of the amendmomts 1isted by the representative of "skisten
and of that proposed by tre Soviet Union; howsver they wished to retain pararreph

%. Moo AL (Unite Arad Nepublic) said that be nlse supported the
wvndnents except for the Propesal to insert “tentative™ in paragraph 11, Twat
wuld suiely Lo a econtradiction in terne, a8 tentative arreements could not he
oconcluded,

5. Bp: ASNMTT (“hona) prososed that tre last five vords of pararaph 11
thould be deleted,

52, 1 SIMP30Y (United States of ‘merica) favoured the dcletion of
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paragraph 5. In his opinion the amendment suz~ested by the Soviet representative
did not add anything essential because the financinz of projects in developinz
countries was alwoys on sucn terms as those countries were willing to accept.

53 ¥r. TRIVIDI (India) eaid that he was in favour of the amendmentc put
forward by the rupresentatives of Pakistan, Chana and the Coviet Unicn. He also
favoured the retention of paragraph 5 but felt that it should be amended to read
('Imm the attention of sovernments to the desirability of hamonizing 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 (XX1)".

54 Ups AUAN (Pakistan) said thut his delegation could agree to the USSD
asendeent to paresraph 1 (iv) and also to the new wording of paragrsph 5 proposed
ty the representative of India.

55, N, ANL (Nigeria) said that the wording juct proposed by India was
acoeptable to his deleqation.
56+ Mo DELVAUX (Belgium) hod diffioulty in socepting the wordins of

paragraph 5 proposed by india, He felt that positions rather than policies
were at issue,

5T Bea PROBYT (Switserland), supported by lip, SJVARMASARN (Thailand),
sugrested that the relevant phrase in the Indian amendment mi~ht be changed

to "hamonizing their positions®,
53. Hre TUVEDI (India) agreed to that change.

59 Jirs ROBIRTS (Canada}, supported by !lr, ASANTE (Ohana), suggested that
the parase should be further amended to read "harmonizins their owm positions.

o0, 1
M‘ i
61, m_gamw invited the Roard to take a decision on the amendments :

that had been proposed t, operative parasraphs 1, 7 and 11. In addition to the
amendments read out by the representative of Pakistan, there was the USSR pro-
posal to 2dd "on conditions which are acceptable to these countries” a% the end
of parazraph ! (iv), and the proposzl by Ghana to delete the last five werds

of parageaph 11,
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62, The amendments wero adopted.

63e Tue aft resolution, as amended, was adopted.

Draft resol-tion ID[B.Lgd_.)_

64. Mr, BLAL. ST (Netherlands), introducin: the draft resolution, said that
the namc¢ of Thailand should be ~dded to the list of sponsors. The sponsors felt

that, if the Board was to discharre its tasks adequately, it needed some pre-
paratory orjzan of the kind that had been established in the casc of other organie
zations. 'The procedure adoptec at the present session had not proved altorether
satisfactory; in particular, the asgignment of the items concerning pro~ramme
and co-ordination to different sessional commiitees had caused difficulties,

Some small delegaticne had heen unable to participate fully in two committees
meeting conourrently. The proposed procodure might also malke it easier fopr the
Seoretarfat to supply additional infermation if it was requested during the
session of a preparatory working group rather than durin; the session of the Board
itself, The establishment of the working ~roup might obviats the need for
sessional committees, and would perhape shorten the Board's session by about a
week. It would probably therefore not enail additional expenditure, Some
delegations would have preferred the establishment of o vorking group with a
limited membership, but that would raise certain difficulties; for example, the
total composition of the Board for 1969 woulc not be known un:il the next pesspion
of the Ceneral Assembly, The preference of most members seemed to be for a
working sweur open to all members of the Doard.

64, Y, BEMCROFT (Nigeria) supported the statement of the Netherlands

representative, and especially the point that the proposal miht enable the
length of the Boerd’s uession to be reduced.,

€6, lr, TURMMEN (Turkey) said that hc was not opposed to the draft resolu-
tion but would like to see it improved. He thouzht that to make membership in

the working group open to 211 members o-f the Board world be to defeat itgs very
purpose. Just es the right of parti.icipation in the Board, which itself had a
limited membership, was rotated amony members of the Tnited Nations and members

cf the specialized agencics, nmemberslip in tic vorking iroup could be rotatod among
members of the Board. The best soluticn misht be for members of the Joord to
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Serve on the worling roup durin~ the third vear of their term, There would tius
ve oworking Troup of fifteen ner bers, fully representative of the various 180~

rraphical cvoups.

67. le also relt th., the woriiing, ,roup should meet m~ve than itwo weeks prior
to cach Board session, so that its report could be transmitted to members of the
Board in mood time, and that itg officers should be clected according to the

rules governing the election of the Bureau of the Board,

60, lr, ARCHIBALD (Trinidad and Tobaso) said that his delogation would be
obliged to abstain from voting on the draft resolution as it now otood, He wele
comed the principles underiyin: the resolution, but he did not think that a body
performing the tusks descr.bed in the operative part could really be desoribed as
a "workin, croup’, 1ith regard to the sroupts composition, he shared the view of
the represcntative of Turkey. He also had a serious reservation regarding the
last operativre paragragh; if the rroup met only two weeks before the Board i
could hardly perform a useful function, 1In efrect, the propo-al would amount to
extending the session of the Board by two weeks.,

69, ligs ROUSAD (Tndonesia) supported the draft resolution, believins that
the proposed procedure would assist the Board in its work apd possibly shortenm
1ts sessions, Since the Aroup would be open to all members of the Board, each
Government could decide whether it wished to participate or not,

70. Lo ASANTT: (Ghana) said that, as one of the Sponeors, he was awape that
the draft resolution, which wuns a compromise text, had shorteominge, but ne felt
that it deserved support. It would provide an opportunity to survey the catuation
regardins industrial development in the developins countries as a wvhole, and to
loarn from the expcrience of countries which ware already industrialised,

71, re SIBI (Tvory Coast) said that althouzh his delegation had sometimes
oppoged suggestions for the eatablishment of new bodies in the past, it supported
the draft resclution before the Noard in the belief that the proposed workin-
rroup would inerease the efficiency of the DBoard's work, He felt, however, ihat
& working group composed of forty-five members would be too large, and that cope
siderotion should be viven to the Turkish reprenentatives suggestions in that

regard. , .
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72. I, TELL (Jordan) caid that he was inclincd t> share the feelin-s of
the representative of Turkey regarding the proposcd composition of the workin-~
group. If it was to be composed of fortyefive members, perhaps i: should be
called a "committee" rather than a "workin~ group®. He nlso felt that what waa
really required was o commitiee on "programme and budget”, At any rote, the
Board’s deliberations would certainly be assisted if 1 subordinate organ first
examined the documentation and identified the most important pointe,

73. UL UARSAA (Somalia) satd that, althouth the ~ims of the dror't resolu-
tion were laudadble, he did not S¢¢ any need for the establisiment of o workin-
Eroup at the present stage., If there was a pn Slem of time, the Doard’s session
oould be extended by a fow daya, ke BRizht f>7ourably consider the possibility of
& working group meeting for one week, but he would definitely be opposed o a
two-week sension, bmmtmt&%ﬁumhmxdwumle
tho'uﬂeaetth!omwh shortened, Wthmugm'-m
tions would etill need thorouch consideresion by the Doard,

T4. mwmx,z-nacrmtmmm.mm
Mht&ﬁmwtnmm“ktm in inforwal consultations
ﬂmtmﬂﬁnunwmmﬁiﬁ

5. ILuee se agrest.
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