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Lo}), L036 L. 3( and L, J9)

Te w Buy cetod thot the Board slhionld bogin vith the consiac e

ution of draft risolution ID/d/L.M, Sirce the 1at et povision of draft res.lition
ID/B/Le30 wrs ndt yet roacy fop circulation, whil. draft rosolation ID/B/L.33 und

proposod amendmentc to it were otill undex discussion in tihc Groupas,

3e W (Ghens) seid that bofore draft resolution ID/B/L.34 was

formally introduocd, ke wished, oi b.b 1f of th. membors of thc Growp of Twentyw
five, to put forward a rovived vope ion of thi draft »o ading ce follows:

Ig of thc widcapr‘ wd foeling in tho Board thet tne paymont of looasl
costs in mspea% of &;:wial Indusirial Serviccs should be aa@htuky waived;

SeMugRte the xocutive Dircctor 4o usc Lir good officcs and take the
&&%&iﬁﬁ:‘}’ etg.pt to have th. quostion of the payment of local comte in rospect of
the Bpocial m&eﬂri&} Burvious oxemined in conjuiction with UNLP as a matter of
urgency and to inform the Board at its third secsion®,

4o R MRCRIDMD (Trinidad and Tobago), introducing draft resolution
E/Bﬁu%; reoallcd that th. question of the payment of local costs in connexion
with 018 projocts had already b on reised during the goneral debates It secmed
clear from puragreph 14 of ths "" port of tho Eﬁcutam Director on the Programme
of Spueial Industrial Serviecs® (10, B/22/Add.1) that no attempt had been mﬁ E@
m to impose the asecssrunt of locel costs on countrics roeociving assistence
undor the SIS amchemc, It wss to b noted that the draft rosolution before the
Board had no preambulap paragreph: the cowsponsors folt that auch ocomplete
orientation of the rescluticn toweris action waps fully in kecping with the mood
of the first two suuuions of th: Industricl Developmont Soard.

e MR JESCROFT (Miguria) oaid that while he did not disputc tho point E
made by the reproscntotive of Trinidoc and Tobago, he bulieved thot the doveloping ‘
cow.érdcs must learn teo he Ip thems lves i othoep countrice woere to oontinuc to 5

give them asuistcnee, He therefore bolicved that the dceision to apply a limitod
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assessment of local costs should stund. I tglsom it of vueh conty mi, ht pree
vent the prolifiration of rone ccential Projucts, and e the Zx cutiv Dir.ctop
had pointcd out, sp.cicl arrarg.conte condd be el for nocdy cowntei.e which
cncowntercd real difficultice in pLying the loerl eocie o1 oeeontinl progucte,
Whilec he supported th. ideac und.rlying b amondod deat'ts reuclution, he wished
it proposc, instrad of th. rirst paragraph read out Ly the roprecentative of
Ghana, a paregraph recding as followss "habes Lot of the various viows cxpressed
during thc prusent scssion of th. loard on the queition of the desirability of
weiving the payment of local costs in respeet of 8pocial Industrial Scrvices",
He believed that such an amendmont cowld sooure unan.mous support for the deaft
roesolution,

s e Jilkk (Jordan) said that the question was not simply that of the

paymont of 12.5 p@r cent of the total cosis of cxpurts! assignments, He agroed

with the reprosentative of Nigeria that doveloping countrice should pay the looal
sosts » indoed, he would ¥e in favour of their paying the full costs of 818 proe
# if that could put an cnd to the illegal and undceirablc porpetuation of ih&

resolution before the Board could only reoult in a halfetruth which would contain
the sceds of later difficultics. Mercover, he was not surc that the roference An
paragraph 14 of dooumint I/B/22/Adde1 to the “"Hesic Standard Tcohnical Asaistance
Agreement" was relevant in the proscnt comnoxion, In any casc, Jordan had movep
agreed to the perpetuation of th. 3I8 scicmo,y for it had slweys considored that
that sohume was & atopegap measurc which had only bocn intonded to last until
UNIDO was ostablished, and thet ater thot time SIS Punds could not logally core
tinue to bo uscd. Hhen UNIDO had beon ueteblishod, it had formally boen dooided
that all funds should be puid directly to that organization; te eontinue to
contribute funds to the SIS sehem: would themcforc be tantamount 1o introducing
into UNDP the principli of varmarking which had eluays boen so vigorously opposed
in that body. For the reasons he had etoted, ho wes wnsblc to support tho draft
resolution, ‘

Te BCa STIERAYY (Unit.d Status of Amcricc) seid thit vltheugh his delegstions
would support the roevisec draft rusolution, that should net b taken to mean that
the United Statce fully agreea witlh the propositica that local costs for Special
Industrial Servicuz should b compl:tcly weivode (18 delugation rocognised that
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there were instancoes when it wos difficult or inpos.ibl. for th acud countrics
to mert tho local couts of tocludenl aswict ne projocts enc it nad, in fuct,
elrecady support .d o docieion taken i tao UlDr Governin,; Council _iving the
Administrator of W.DP tae authority in th. cuaev u souie covarics, to waive or
reaucey if he saw fit, the locll cotts . cewnt eceart cont.ibutions in respeet
of UNDP projects, Thce Unit.d States wos, of cours , propared to hove that same
aaministrative discrction cxcreincd i respect of Spocicl Industrial Scrviecs
projecte; it continued, howewer, to ~ttach groat importaonce to appropriatc
financicl support by rocipient countrive in roepeet of tocinical assistance proe
Jucts which they had roquested tie Unit d jiaticne to wndertnke and te which thoy
presumably gave reletively hizh oriority in thoir devilopment cfforts, lHo there
forc oconsidercd that the point made by the roprocontotive of Nigoria was well
taken, |

8. B ADCUIBAIR (Trintdad and Tobago) said he hod been inmtructed to
inform the Bourd that altiough Jordan Was & coedporgor of the originel text cf‘
the dralt wasolution, it ncd not sponaored the amended toxt as road out by tho
representative ef‘ thunn,

9. B ABALTE (dhana) sug.cated that the Board should teko noto of the
changes sugiestod by tho roproentative of Wigeria, lowever, he would appeal to
that roprosentative not to prosent his toxt e o formal amondmont ‘o draft reso=
lution ID/B/L.34.

10, RLCRONT (Mcoria) said thot he would L. propercd to withdraw hie
amentsont if he had ovideuec that it was not acccptable to the coesponsors of the
original draft resolution,

1te Ere BIBL (Ivor, Coast) sadd thot, althouzh his delogation would support
the draft resclution, it sincercly hoped that no further contributions in respect
of losal gosts would b askod of the devolioping countrione liorcover, in allooats
ing WP funds, the hijhest priority sheulld be givon to the lcast advanced
countrics which could loast afford to pay for projocts to be implemunted,

124 Kiss BORSAR (I:doncsia) point d out thet hir dilegation had supportcd
the first veraion or draft rosclution ID/3/L.34 spocifically bueccusc the payment
of local coste hod couced her cuountry muny diffic:itics, Experi.nce had shown
that such coetc could not be met from the reguiar goverment budget and Indonesia
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had thus been foreed to withdraw reguoats for Ny ProJdicis wolch wore othervise

highly desirable,

13, With regard to ti. amendnoat prepos .t by the ropr aertotiv o N EE YO

said tiaat her delcgation was wnabl. o suppert it,

4. 4, R (Trinidad wnd Tobrge ) oaic that the ether cowspongors of
the draft rosolution had not indicated that they covle nec ept thie amondment proe 3
posed by the roprocentative of Ni,.ria; bhie dolegation, tor one, could aot
support the amondmont,

15, A BIITHCOMRT (Brasil) said tact his delegntion supportud the amended
toxt as re..aé aat a:,' thg repregontative of Ghans,

16. R iliERA (Spein) said that hie delegation hod ro diff sulty im

cepﬂag m, éraﬁ resolution in the rovised form proscntod by the roprogsents tive
of Ghana. His country sharcd the views oxpresused by the roprosent ative af aﬁe
Unitad Sia%% end Premly belfoved that o distinetion t%s‘i»ﬁi& be mza

coats, Me counv fics thet were in o position to pay for such cocts mmxld bao
askod to do so, :

17, e BUAIAREL (Rwanda) obscrved that the roprosontative of Nigeria had
ew no :‘aaeﬂztient on the substance of the draft rusclution iteelf but B@ﬁ
merely wished to point cut that there werc substantial differcnces of opinion on
the question of local coste whioh should be taken inte account .

18, ua il (Pakistan) noid that bis éai;gaﬁan sagpeﬁ@é tév% reviscd draf
ruolntiea iatmdmaﬁ by the represcntative of Ghana, but thou ht that tho mﬁ&%
should be considercd not meroly frem the leg=l point of vicw but from the ﬁnir:*
of view of the programmc iteclfj it was quite possiblc that the payment of local
conte by UNIDO itsclf might ‘limit the amount of funde available for the Special
Industrial Berviccs Progrumme. He belicved that th. whole gqucation should be
thoroughly cxamined and the implications of the draft resclution made perfoctly
clear,

19, Mr, DUCCT (Ttaly) commundod the wisdom and fairmindudness of the ropree= :
sentztive of Nijeric in submitting his anondment to the t.xt, and eeid that he i
would support that amemdmcnt if 1v were put to the votey if the smendment wasg
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net necoptod, ls delegrtion weuldy like tne a1 sotione of the Unitoco 3totes
and Pakistun, vot v th. rovised draft resclution subnmitt ¢ by the rop. -
sentative of Ghanc,

20, Hra JORILUQM:L (RBel,ium) cbsurvid that altiwuzh tue Nigerian proposal
wat not quite adcequate in its present orm, the Comritt. . should b grateful te
the representative of Higerio for prouerting it;  tie useful dubato whioch it had
initinted should bu fadthf.i .y pecorded in tac e port and scrve as a zuide for
futurc acticon by the Board,

21e Hith rogard to the amenced version roud out by the roeprosentative of Gheun,
ho thousht that if the Boord roguestod e Excoutive Dircotor to toke the action
spoeificd in the second cperntive paragraphy it was bocousc of opinions fiwly
exprossed by many membors of the Boord in favour of the somplete waiver of costa
in rcepesy of the Jpoeial Industirial Servicos,

s 224 Tﬁeﬁgﬁ his dclogation was gratoful ¢ the gepresentative of Rigeris for
?&iﬂﬁg the point, 1t would voic for the peviscd deaft prosonted Ly the roproe
sentative of Ghana.

23. , {eimot (mrvaa) said that his delegation accoptcd the
draft rasahz%wa in tizg rwiseé vereion read out by the re.pmsamﬁﬁ% of Ghana,

244

(Spoin) eupportad the vicws oxpresgscd by the resproesentative

s ABREMIALAR (Sw.on) saic that the argumcnt put forward againg® the
érgf* %s&luﬁiea aaé h@ea thet the developing countrics should contributc to the
ea&% of projoets initistced on their behalf, but tho deviloping eountries hod
luays borne their fair share of such costs so thet the point wams not walid,
‘Booause of tie emergency char.gter of the Spocial Industrial Sorvicos, it was
difficult for the dovoloping countrics to asticipatc what spocial cerviccs would
be nceded and when thoy would be ncoded. That roiscd budgetory difficulties in
providing for commitmenice He thurcfore supportod the toxt orf the rosclution as
presented by the roprosentative of Ghonae The pepricontative of Figeric might

perhape agree thal nis roscrvations wer. sufficicatly covercd by thc statement
made by the pepresont tive of the Unit.d Stoi.s,
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26, Mra KAKITSUDO (Jnpan) coula not accept tuc i of uziving locrl coste

altog.ther, einec all toclinical nesistance projectt worce coscpurative projects,

Reoipient countri.s mi_ht bo moeroe cautious in meking rosu-sts if tay aac to

provtdb somc fund.a, bocouse the expenditure dnvelved voul . bave to e considerdd

by their parliamonts, Ever the poymont of o small proportin of tuc costs would

ensurs morc offcetive use of limitid Urnitod Untiung rocoure g.  Howev.r, his

delogntion apprecinted the pesiticn of nevdy countrics for unieh an cxeoption

sontetive of Ghans whilc undoreing the Nigurion -mendmont which was & fulr yoe
flootion of the Board's vicwe.

2% Mo ABATE (Guana) said that ho appreolated tho points raised by tho
reprosentative of Jopdan, but thought thet his argumcnte should b considored
olsowheres He thereforc appealed to him to withdrow his gr&;iem

8. . | (Canada) snd Lpo AGR (Sweden) said that they shared the
views mneﬁ hr the wnxeam;w at Jspla.

29, Ma BEICGRONE (Wigeran) roferring to the points muic by the reprscne
setive of Indonceia, said that Indonveis necd not have withdrown regquests sincc
provisien had boen made for gramtiag weavers to noody oount-ies, as atatud in
Yorking Paper/3 tssucd By the Ixcoutive Dirvetors

30, Tho representative of Rwandn hod boun correct in nio view that Niguria's
amendmcnt was not o substantive once It would only be falr to toke Lis delcgne’
ticn's views into soccunt bécause ihey had roseivud widcapread eupport. Admite
tedly, a watver of looal costs might aseist dovcloping countries, but, by
inflating the coste of projuets, 1% would poduce thic chance of satisfying urgnt
and valid reguosts. He thaﬁfm bolicved thas the gquostion should be laft openms

M. Bisa BCSIMD (Induncsis) scid she was awarc of the statciont issued by
the Imcoutive Diruetor and lmaw that waivers had bucn granted in euptein cases,
Sho hod moerely wished to deow attention to the (lifficultics that had to b overe
comc before cuch axceptions oculd be mnde, Se thereforc thow ht tho principle
of & complete waiver should b stated in the rosolutione Hor delegntion would
votc against tho Nijscrian amendmont,

32, Ko ABMTE (Guina) moved the closupe of the dobate.
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i3, The LAl T su_ - utoa that too Denrd shoad. vete on the Rigoriaa

amendmont bofore veting on tne toxt road cut by the »oprescatative of Ghidiae

3. Zhs *
35 Mr, DUCCI (Itnly; zoked for a scparate vot. ca il firsi operativ.
paragraph.

37. . SDCLPRERIDRHY invitcd the Board to vote on the accond oporetive poroe
graph of the draft rcsclution,
38, (Belaium) specking on o poin. of order, said that %e

Board should vate, on the rosclution as o wholu, sinec no mumber had asked for a
sepsr&tg vots on the seocnd opurative paragreph.

B BGES (Wis.ria) oxplained 1hot ho bod voted against the firet
oporative pamé.mph beoaus:. the word "widespread® wos misloading. T vote hod
shovm that ¢5 countrius had nct support.d the rovisod toxt preccatcd }y the
ropressntative of Ghane. He wished it to be placed on roeord that other views
had buen exprossed but had not buen tnken into account,
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