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REPCRT OF COMMITTEE II

1. Mpo ARCHIBALD (Trinidad and Tobago), speaking on a point of order, said
that the press release issued on 9 May had stated that, at the previous meeting of
the Board, the report of Committee II had been adopted by 44 votes to l, Sinoe
his delegation, for one, had not voted in favour of the adoption of the report,

he would be grateful if the Secretarizt would issue a correotion,

2, The PRESIDENT said that that would be done,

3 Mr, TELL (Jordan) said that he did not understand why it had been found
necessary, in the same press release, to mention the Jordanian delegation by name
as the delegation whioh had voted against the report. Since the normal voting
procedure had not been followed and there was some doubt as to the number of
members who had voted in favour, he proposed that the vote should be taken again,

4. In reply to a question from She FRESIDENT, Np, ABDEL-RAHMAN (Bxecutive
Director) sc id that prese releases, as was indicated at the top of each release,
were intended for the use of information media ard were not official records,

56 Mg, FORTHOME (Belgium) felt that the diffioulty in the present instance
had arisen because there had been o departure from established United Nations pro-
cedures, He urged that, in future, tiae Board should adhere to the Rules of
Frocedure,

6o Mr. BITTLNCOURT (Brazil) obaserved that not only had the normal voting
prooedure not been followed, but no opportunity had been provided for members to
explain their votes in accordance with Rule 51 of the Rules of Proosdure.

To Mry BEECROFT (Nigeria) said that the vote in question, in his undar-
standing, had been on a proposal by the Pakistan delegation that the report should
be adopted ani that the compents of the Jordanian delegation or any other dele-
gation should be recorded,

8. After a procedural disoussion, the PRESIDENT said that he would ask the
Board to vote again on the proposal made by the Pakistan delegation at the
previous meeting. He asked the representative of Pakistan to re-state his

oropusal,




0/ 8/5ke !
yoe b

e sxe_AWAN (Pnci aton) ol that Lig delecatior had proposed that the
Board should approve the cevori cf Committze II s n whole; it had 1lso sugrestod
that the reservation entered Yy one delerniion should be reflected in the Board's

report.

10, The Pakistan proposal wis adovied iy 49 vctas ve 1 wit' 1 abstention,
CONSIDERATION OF LRAFT KISOLUTIONS (continued)
Draft resolution Ip/B/1,40 ynd dd ! { atinucd]

11. Mr. BIALSS (Netheriands) siid that tho name of Austria should be
added to the list or sponsors ¢f ‘he draft resolution. The sponsors also wished
to make two changes in +he text. <ul-parageaph (a) of the second eperative para-
graph would be rovised to read "elomiring the roport on the past activities, the
ourrent programme and the preoposed UNDU work programme”, the werd 'further" in
the third operative paiagwaph woulc be deleted, and there would be a fourth opera~
tive paragragh reading: "further decided lc review the composition of the working

group %t its third session in the light of the experience gained",

12, lir, SIERRL (Spain) seil thet he aprsed with the idea behind the draft
resolution but had doubts rugarding the course preoposed. In practice, it would
amount to an extens.on of the sessroa of the Boord. All members of the Board
would wish to participate in the working group, ond its discussions would be
repeated in the Board itsclf. He alsco felt thnt the membership proposed in the
first operative paragraph wae nov fully in line with 'tle 62, parceraph 2, of the
Board's Rulee of Procedure. He would therefore be obliged to a2bstain from voting
on the draft resoluiion as ii stood, Perhaps the Secratariat could prepare o
paper sumnarizing bie v.ews ond suggestions made by various delepations on the
subject.

13, ifpe ANGER (3weden) theughi that the proposal fur o working group open

to nll Poard membovs was mencible, ord “elt that such a working group could nasist
the Board greatly in ~n auvisenry capeeiiy. Tts open membership would enable ac
many members as possible to reir axperiencs in matters of budgetirg and co-
ordination, and that vas per iculnely importani nt the present ctage in UNIDO'e
oxistei.co. I+ would also allou those with considerable experience in such matters

to take an active par+. 'le therefcre supperten the revieed dr:.ft resclutinn,
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4. Jry SOLARI BOZZI (Italy) said that he favoured the establishment of a
working group, but felt that a2 group of only fifteen members would be more effi-

cient and easior to organize. He also thought that the group should meet more
than two weeks prior to the Doard's session, so that Governments would have time
to consider the results of its work. He therefore supported the suggestionsc made

by the representative of Turkey at the previous meeting.

15. Mr, VARATHE (India) and Mr, TIBULEAC (Romanie) said that they could
support the revised draft resslution.

16. M, BITIENCOURT (Brazil) said that his delegation was in favour of
improving UNIDO's procedures, und agreed with the peneral idea underlying the

draft resolution. He thought, however, that the measure proposed was unduly

timid and would be of little value to the Beard, !llembers of the Board should play
an active role not only in ruiding the Secretariat in its exeoutive funotione but
in studying solutions to problems arising in all fields covered by UNIDO and in
formulating a strategy of industrial development. He doubted that the proposal
contained in the draft 12solution would help the Board to accomplish its tasks
better, and he would therefore abstain from soting on it.

17. M. KAKITSUBO (Japan) said that he would be in favour of the establish~
ment of a working group to_ consider the documentation prepared for the Board and
to prepare a digest for the Board, He was aware of the dilficulties of estabe
lishing a group with a restricted membership, and he welcomed the new operative
paragraph introduced by the sponsors, He hoped that, at its next session, the
Board would consider making the group smaller and mere manageable, Uith that
comment, he would support the revised draft resolution.

18, My, DJEENGUE-FDOUMGE (Cameroon) said that he had some reservations
regarding the draft resolution, since some States would not be able to ..fford to
participate in the working group as well as in the Board session. He would also
suggest that there should be more time hetween the session of the working group
and that of the Board, so that the group's observations oould be submitted to
Governments priorf to the Board session. He thought that a working group with a
small membership would be preferable; however, if it was considered preferable to
keep the membership open, the countries of a particular region could still, if

they wished, designnte one representative to represent the whole region, He ocould
support the draft resolution as o whole.

et s
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19 Np. STIBRAVY ((mited Siatec of america) oald that his delegsation
atiached great imporinnce to the reviewing ot UlTDO's work programmes  only ouch

o reviev could cquide the Secretariit ir determiiins the riorities Lo be siven

to the different aspects of industirial Jdevelopuents Tlie thercfore warmly sup-
ported the aims of the draft resolution, ~ad Moned thit the procedure propesed
would assist the Board ia déischarging itc respo.sibilitics. He would huve pre-
ferred a small working group, but appreciated the difficultiec presented Ly such
a solution. On balance, hc thought that the proposals in the draft reeclution
were useful, and he ~ouud supror. 1iu. He alsc velcomed the addition of the new
operative paragraph proposed Ly bthe spuncors. He felt that it weuld be preferable
for the group to meet moce than *ue weeks prior to the Board seseion; however, he
assumed that the Board could coneider o change in the timing in future years if

that proved desirable in the lighu of gxperience.

20, Mry AUAN (Pokistan) recalled thnt 2 number of suggastions had been

made during the sassicn for the establishment of subsidinry organs to ensure the
effective functioning of UNIDO, + Lad been pointed out that the servicing of
such organs might place an undue burden on the Secretariat; however, the vorking
group proposed in draft resolution 10/P/L.4C uould have - limited task to nerform.
"ith regard tc the duration of the working rroup's senssion, he thought that it
would nrobably be two weekn, The nropoaal for nn onen nembershin uvag desipgned to
avoid objections from countries which might feel excluded. .:ith resnrd to timing,
the proposal to hold the <ession of the working ~roun immediately before the
Board session was degirned to nveid unnecessary oxpenditurcs for dele;mtions

which had to travel long distances,

21. He felt that the course proposed in the draft regolution wau worth trying,

at least ng an exneriment,

22. “p. SCHULZ (“ederal Republic of Germany) supported the draft resolution.
The experience of the Doard at 1c¢ present secasion hzd shown the need ror soue
attemnt to facilitate its vork, and the ectublishment of the working (roup would
be a step in that direction. 'ie would have nrefsrred the working (roud to meet
four weeks or six weelis prior to the Doord session, SO that deleizations parti-
civating in its work could report tc their Goevernments before the Bourd met,

and so that tha .Jecretzriat could tuke 1rto ~ceount the coumments nf the vorking
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Froup in preparin,, for the Board eougicns He was awarce of the difficultivs in

that regard, how ver, wmil coula support the reviscd draft resolution.

3. Mro SUJTALL UUELA (Poru) eaid thyb he apouroved of the idea bohind the

draf't rcsolutior. but wouln have to abst in {rom votiag oi the resolution as it
stoud., The draft had certoan failings whach might hoaper the officiuncy of the
proposed groun, Morcover, eeme enuriries mi ht net be able to afford to partie

cipiatc in such a body.

24. Mr, PEIROV (rulgoria) conciderad that, 5 the Boord had to accomplish
complex and delicate taske, n subsidinry organ should be established, not only to
ghorten the scesion of thoe Loard but aloo to nolko it more officicnt. 'The working
group should mect one month vefore the session provided that documents were ready.
With regard to the composition of the group, wll mumbuers should be invited to

participate, vut the peographical croups might devignate represontatives.

25, Mr. Obltnan0 (Chilc) thougnht thnt the working group would in fact be
restricted in sige ne some countrive would only be 2ble to scnd represcntatives
to thoe sescion of thue Boozrd. Ho would noi cpposc the regolution broausc it was

wod in principlo but he woula abstuin from votings
& &

b, Mr. RubiahUPA (Rwandw) said thet he hed some rescrvations about the
proposal, althoush h. thought thot the aden underlying the resolution was
interceting . It nod boon daid thet the croup should boe restricted ia size to
inerease 118 fliclioney aad the speed of its wora, but who would sclect the members
and whit would Lo the cogective critoric for the choicer f the working group
wure to comprisc Gll members i bhe Donrd cnu o meot Tor two Weohs boefore the

suBsion, 1t would amounti o a Dooard soseion that last.d not four but six wockee

27. Mro RaiIkG (FPhilippines) supportud the dreft reeolution.
28, br. VOULLDALL (#1nland)  cxpresscd nis supoort for the draft resolution

and his grotitude to the o therlande delegrtion Jur the work it had donce

29 Mro Maithuid (vomalir) thoughti thot two wooks would be too long a perind
for the seseron of the working | roup and sugeoestod that the seesion should last

rot nore tien ight or sine dfyoe e did wet s the nooessity for addin, an

oeralive parterapn e noviewlig the compusitiva of the psrous, a8 had been proposcd

l‘y the dwthoerionds ol sl M
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30, e QU ARLGGATLT | Jhatilnd) wuolehearteal s cunnerted the draft resolution
in its reviwsed versica. Tt veuld make it recuible o rveid vroblews tnnt had

arisen at the secou:d cese.ow,

31, irs ToLL (Jordan) vishid ty svorest some -unendments, which vould not
affect the functions of the Lroroied hody., ™irst, he suzrested that the words
"working groun' in the ncadigg shoule be replaced by the wor! "Comaittee,  Secondly,
the sixth preambulor purosrocbh referted to rulc o2 of the Kules of Procedure
concerning the esinllichacnt of sulsidinry oopane of the Board: it was illogical

to speak, in the firct oreraiive -urugranh, oi convanine n working mrounp that

had not been formally est.blished.

32. He thorefore surgeuied thet the fallovin~ text should be ingerted before the
first onerative nmaregraph: “Jecidss to enteblish o Committee on Programme and
Co=ordination compused cf jov-rament repr.sentntives, onen to nll members of the
Board'. Acocordingly, ancther oserative parcerapl. snould alse be inserted, namely:
"lecyesta the Lxecutiva “irector .o nrovide the required arrangements to facilitate
the worlt ol this Coanitizz’,  That michi entail mincr chenget in the introductory
vording of subseusnt o ~ritive naragrovhe. e Lhought that the chanves mentioned
by the Metherlands deln ~ tion were orzccllent and that the drift resolution was o

step in the ri:zht direcetion.

33. Altaouzh dale;atica: from tne noorer countries mirsht not be aole to uttend
the session of the pru-used ltody, its role s mereiy to make recomerdations so
that any member not ravressnted on it coull I.ter stite his views at the Doard
session. .wonbers of the couni iee vould renrasent not only their cum countries
but also their regiona. T.e comuitiee 0uld increase the effectivenese of the
Doard and no extra work roull e estailed or the Jecretariat as documents had to
be nrepared six wecita ir advar e in any cone, woraover, the estrblichment of the
committes would aveold .me cicolics of subecomnftties so that countries would need

to send only one represent~tive io Tuard mesaionn,

la. The M.U1D00"0, summing vp ke digcuasion, noted that a large meusure of
agreement exiuied nn try estollinacent o L vorking committee Lut that thero were
differences rearurdin: *.imne rd cranosition.

LT e

35, P S0LL D071 (taly) sunnorted ‘he nrooosaels made Ly the Jorcaniun

Aclegution ana sugmoet D thu Y faret porttive parerapn choull b oamenlod to
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read: ‘ilequests the Lxecutive Jirector to convene a working sroun of fifteen
representatives of thosc Goveruments vhese terms of office oxpire in the current

,)"ear”'

36. Ire BLAISSE (lletherlands) said that the resolution was the result of
long and complicated negotiations. Ile had originally been in favour of a res-
*ricted group but hed waferred to the views of -ther members. The resolution
Lefore the Board was a first step and uould make it nossible to gain experience.
He agreed with the represcntative of Pakistan concerning the experiuental nature
of the working group; devendins on how it worked it could be kapt on, discone
tinued or changed in structure. Therc had been some differences ol opinion with
regard to the duration of the working group's scssions but, alter discussions
with the Txecutive Director, the sponsors had folt that the formula "about two
wee's" would bo sufficiently flexible., Jocumente should be ready at least two

weeks or one month in advance,

37. He asked the Txecutive Director ic provide information on the financial im-
plicrtions of the pronosal and also nointed out thnt it might result in a saving
as the Board's sessions might Le shortenei vy one week., He hoped that the draft
resolution could be adopted vith the chuages nroposed by the sponsors.,

30, ire oALIRO (Philinpinec) said that the snonsors of the draft resoiution
had boen aware of the alternat.ve hetueon an open =nd a restricted group., A
group of forty=-five would, of course, be vory larzc, but or the other hand *he
solection of a restricted number of representatives would oreate diffiulties.
The sizplest molution vould be to have an open £roun,

19, iy AUAN (Pakistan) supported the remari:s made by the representatives of
the WHetherlande, Chanc and the Philipnines. "he wording of the draft had been
arrived at after lon~ negotiatione, so that new amendnents would cause rather
serious complications. e therefore hcsed that the draft resolution would be
adonted with tie amendments nroposed by the reprasentative of the Netherlands,

40, dr. ONTIY de NOZAS (Arrentina), also sneaking ns a sponsor of the draft

rerolution, agreed vith the renresentatives of the i'etherlands, Prkistan, the

Philippines and Ghana., /A considerable effort had gone into the drafting cf the

nrovosal ond he honed that it cou’d Le adonted as it stood.
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il. e UTCO00T (Lurerra) ndorsed the romarke met by ol reprece o ive of

tiie Metherlznas. The offect of the ;rososc! cuid ve to suorten the Mowrd's
eession by more thon one wee'r, if the workia  reeo functicned simoothly. 'The

1 T

changes mentioned iy the Jetherlands' rc resentative, and particularly that

providing for » revicw ol th: grous’s com.ogi:ion should male the draft rencrally

roeeptable,
42, e LOPZY L 0:IM0 (Cuba) felt that he sheuld ex~lain vhy l:z had not snoken
sooner. He had originzlly obiecied to the idea of nn intoresessional comm:itce,

feeling thet it would be o bureaucritic obstcclo to the work of the lxccutive
Director. However he had chau-ed his ominion ~nd now thou~i't that » working group
or working committee micht ve useful. He would therefare su-sort the drofi re-

solution,

43.
made by various delegations, she was not in favour of changzing the draft. Thoe

Austrin) said “hot while she sev the merit of the nroposals

nresent wording should mect with seneral acceptunce.

44. Aps SIDT (Ivory Coast) eupsrortcd the rovised draft, especially as it
provided for = review of the cowsposition of the vorking sroup. He would urge the
Italian delegation te vithdoow its amendments, as it might have a restrictive
offect.

45, JE TLL (Jordan) nointed out thet his auendments releted to form only
and should not jeopardize the draft resolution. They were in line with the rules
of procedure, from which it would be dangerous to denart. There vere precendents
for using the term “committee' ip nreference to “working rroan';  there was, for
examnle, the Comuittee for Programme and Co-ordination, established by the Deconomic
and Jocial Council. ‘he usmal terminology should be anplied, Murthermore it was
impossible to convee 2 bod; th.t had not becn formal ly established,

46. The 3oard should voto on the amendinents, according to the rules of nrocaedure,
and then on the drafi wesolvtion as = whole, lle nsked for a rollsoall votc -n
each of the amendments hc hed sugcested.

A7

reoresentative of Jordan was richt in mer’ respects., lowever, since much work

LIUDTT (Union of Soviet “ocialist Renublics) thousht that the

had gone into the nroduction of a comnrouis, draft, there mizht uve some difficulty
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in winninge accestunce for his anmendinent s, 1gut not consideration of such
fmestions e nostnoned wuntil the third session? e appealed to the renresentative
o' Jordan to recard the matter i'ron the practical »oint of viewe The USSR dele-

¢rlron supnorted the draft resolution as it stood,

A6, (e DITTTHCOURT (3razil) felt that the amendments propoged by the

represontative of Jordar did not affect the suostance of the draft., The amend-
ment proposed to the first onera.t.ive narasrash ves in accordance with rule 62
of the F.les of Procedure, vhile the ~mendment vhereby the Txecutive Uirector
nould be requested to nrovide the required arrangements to facilitate the work
of tie Committee was in accordance with rule 29, It uvas difficult, therefore,
.0 see vhy there was ss much opposition to the amendments. s'oreover, under
rule 52 of the Rulas of Procedure, anyr resresentative could request that narts
of a pronosal or amendment should be voted on senarately. He wondereq why that

rule was not bein~ folloied.

49, e PLATSSD (ietherlands) said that if the amendments nronosed by the
renresentative of Jordan would have so little effect on the substance of the

draft, it was hard to see the reasons for Pressing then,

50, L ORTIZ de ROZAS (Srrontina) said thot he felt that the draft resou-
lution was entirel; lorical and coherent in its nresent form and that the Doard

should vote immediately on the amendments and on the draft =s a whole,

51. Lo VAVASLEUL (Prance) considered that the amendments nroposed by the
representative of Jordan were not of a substantive 1ature, and he agreed that the
rules of »rocedure should he strictly adhored to in dealing with them,

524 irs SITARA (Snoin) recalled that he had stated at the previous meeting
that, vhile he sup-orted the idea behind the draft resolution, he would abstain
from voting; on it, Subsequent discussions in the Board confirmed his view that
the draft was not yet ripe for adontion. I'or his mart, he found the distinction
made by the representative of Jordan between establishing and convening the pro-

nosed workiny ~roun verfectly lomic.l,

53, T. YW (United Kingdon), sneakine on a noint of order, drew attention

to rule 31 of the Rules of Procedure. Yefore any nroposal vhich involved expendi-

ture from United "ations funds vas aporoved by the Board, the lxecutive Director
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inrvolved,

4. v pullii=g lgw (hecu 2ve Darector; suid thi e wecretariat nad
clrecdy estimated the finans_-l wlicitican of drai' recotuiion .1/ /iedds  te
aXtra cost to . !Du o1 establ.silig the provvsea working group, e€ctim ted on the
aseumption ihet there would te o Dale vuoh tWo JORESCUL VO meetinugs oodoy, wilh
summary reccerds anc laterpreiiiics o) Tour lapua@es, would amount Lo approxi-
nately L, 000 {or ¢ tiu=ineer geEfion. Liv i uw e excluded the coet of way
special docﬁments i veperiv reowaghed oL e sorking provp. and st also oxcluded,

of course, represen ativer' 1oal] WG DO WIPE LCBTS,
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554 nle Sitgel (Lavied “lates o0 oamericn,, Speaxing on o point of order,
formally requesied the circulatior of ihe 'ixecutive Uirector's eptimates ag an
official document,

5C e tre BLAISS. (wetherlands) thought thet the "xecutive Directlor should
also take acccunt, in hia eslimilen; of ‘he raving which weuld be achieved as a
regult of ine shorter Locard cession made possivle by the offorts of the proposed
working group.

5T P Xe SCLAL BCZZ. (f%aly) cnquirsd wnether the ccst of cervieing the

proposed worki' g goour would no b less if the work.ng group itsel(l were made |
smaller,

56 1 afblileuibucu (Txecutive Director) raid thuat if the Beard's gession
were shortened % one woek, *hut would “eprogen’ a saving of approximately .19,000,
The coet of servicing the propoted working group would not be reduced, however, if

the group were made smallier,

59. iLe VASy L (Oomelin sard ‘hat on the tasic of the figures provided by
the fixecutive Director, nn cal~ulatec tnat a tvo-waelr sesspion of the proposed
working group would coat acout €2,.00 ner daye 'ie therefurc felt that the session
of the group shouid Le <art o8 shost wr rossible, e each day by which 1t was

shortened represented - rerv conideruble saving.

(04 ila ABITL=RANIYL (Fxcoulive Lircctor) ocsurved thet the draft mcatiomned
a session of "about two weeks" ho ecretariat would raturall; make every effort

to keep the sessicn s shcrt i nosg.ble,
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ke (Y LorRAn., , Fou o 1n tnooareJt could onay b Lnterprotod W8 meanlng
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fle My, gl owe Hooh (ar:. ‘tans) £ lly roved the cloure £ the debate

ciuodraft resolutlon I;‘/T‘/L.AC wder rul A1t ta mulos g7 Procedurce

6l . hiws B (Ghewrin) e M ViVasw s (k‘rm;ce) spoke cgoinst the motion,
4, M Panollbod dnvitod tac Bonrd toovote o the notion of the reprecentos

tive 01 Argus ting.

€5
4.gbatentione.
GO The | HELTIE D invitod the Board to votc on the amendments and the

dr ft reeclution ns o wholes  He reenllod thot the representative of Jordan had

requestod oorollecnll viate oo ol of the amendmenty submittod by hime

67 Mre TiLl (Jordan) said th.t the first vote chould be on the amendment
furthost from the toxt of the draf't, that iay on the oot oof amendments submitted

by the reprusentiltive of farkey.

foia M. MUibtei (furkoy) seid that in the courde .t th. discussions he h&d'..
St e < .
notod th.t thore wee eoveideraba. guppoert for two iucvas: th t the membership of
the nreouoca working group cnoulu b. limited, ane thet saw suogion of that group
chould be hoela some time ik wdveas. o the Bo.nl ocosolone  k.cording to the
fur1sh amendoiont, bhe throo opers vive ~orrgraphs of the dr {1 rusulution, wuuld
rowds "Hogue sle the Sxceutive Director toocuavVoio o LorkKing grouw . £ 15 Bourd
membors whe are in the last orl third yoars of ther conurc"y  "Pecides that the
functions of the working croup, wnicn wWill _loct ats ofricers in accordmice with
the prineisles esoverndng the Tur au st the Boari, shall be ® considor eeeee’
(Ut remaloaer off the percgragh boing wiehaneed )3 "Further deeides that, begiuning
in ooy the working groan voull oot oat the sct of the Organization annuclly at
cuo Lo to e w o uld allow o oworgin of at least ons me.th botween the clusure of
the vorkang SIoup oossion el bie sponing of the Board 8ession, 8o o to nllow

CIVTTPER SURTRBTTANEN 8 ST MUS S HENLIRS ~omeerned ui o au Teport of the working £TOUP o




3 re STl (Tverr Tonat), wwT ortod v e ol { r,mcu\, cintod
A

-

cut that the Turcizh reriae tooaad notocer Gemlttea e ca b odtoery
the vota, =3 o6 rejurred L rule S o cae suder of rocedurc noer verw the s

availablz in o011 the efticial wn wewren, v atiaulree b rule oo

T0. o AOSL=RAT a0 {Trecutive arector) ool it the amoadaents ronoged

by the represcitative of Turke, wonull suvstwtially tnures tue cogt of gservicans
the »ronosed vorking ~rour, nd would alpo ke -t m2rasnory to necelorate sre-
-

papation of tho Gocume.tztior for the subscment Toapd anneron - nocoutly ang

difficult undertakir-.

e

1. L gkt ("‘urke;r) g1i0 thet .o viev of the .xceutive Director's
atatement he would vithdrav Lic ~uendments; HNowever, ho would like them to be
placed un record.

cT IR R

Ze e "MLIL1.TT appealed to the renrcgertative of Jordan rot to insist

on roll~cnll votas for hic amendments as reoresentatives ere shortly due to
attend & reception siven by the iustriar isdorsl conomic Chamber and he under-
stood that the rollecall votoe would take one and A half te two hours to complete.

73, g TILL (Jordan) said that he folt bound to heed the Mpocident s
ameal, altiough his ovn view wis that substantive vock vas infinitely more i~

nortant than i,/ recaption.
14. The PROSIDSNT invited the loard to vote om the J ordanian propoeal to

maend ' orhine (oun” to ‘Committec' in the title of draoft resolution 10/B/L. 40,

75. The amendment uas g}ected ay 21 votes %o 11, +i*h 10 a. stentiong.

148, mhe PRESIDTUIT invited the Board te vote on tha Jordanion amendment

nroviding for the insertiion, nefor. the existias operative varneraoh 1, of an
onerative poracrash reading “Decides to establish 2 orkine Grou» on Programmec
and Co-ordination counosed of Govarnment renresentotives, open to ell members
of the Doard’.

77. The amendmont wog rojected by 16 votes to 19, vith 11 abstentions.

TCe The TNLSID NG invited the Deard tc vote on thn Jordaninn anondment

sroviding for the insertion of an coerstive Haraeraph rendin’ ‘lequests the

~yecutive Nirector is srovide the reuired arrapeements to Jocilitnte the rork
of this .‘orkings Grou~ ',




ID/B/SR.HL
Pare 14

7% 1iss ROCIAD (Indonesia), speaking on a noint of order, questioned the
need to vote on the amendment in view of the fact that the other nronosad amend-

ments had been rejected and its raison d'8tre had thus disapneared.,

L0, Mr. TLL (Jordan) withdrew the amendment in question.
81. i TSIDTIT invited the Poard to vote on the draft resclution as a

whola, as revised by iis svonsors.

2. The revised draft resolution gs a wholo was adopted by 34 votes to 1, with
Zahstentions.

e mecting rosc at 1,82 Ralle









