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SpATLETIT AT BY THT LPRRSTNTATTYT OF 0ZDCHOSLOVAKIA )

1. r. LCHLIBAL (Czecheslovekia) seid that he wes rleased to announce thet

the new Government ol the Czechostovax “ociaelist Republic had decidel to nlace
increasin;s emnhasiz, in the Tfuture, on foreirn economic nolizy and relations and
narticularly on co-operation with international economic organrizations, inoluding
UNIDO. Accordingly, the Czechoslovzk Covernment had decided to establish a
national committee for UWIDC in keeniny with the recommendation adopted at the
Internetional Symposiwn cn Industrial Tevelopment and, beginning 1in 1969, to
double its annual contribution to UNINO, which would be increased from

500,000 crowns to one million crowns.

CONSIDERATION AD ADOT(TON OF LRAFT RESOLUTIONS (ID/B/L.33/Revel, L.35, L.36, L.38
and L, 38/Amendo 1).

me (1D/B/L.33/Rev.1)

2. lir, AVAN (Pakistan) introduced the draft cesolution oonoerning the
Programme of Work of UNIDO (ID/B/L.33/Rev.l) on behalf of its fifteen sponsors.

Tn view of the importance of the draft, he hoped that it would meet with the
support of all delegations, as the snonsors had endeavoured to take all suggestions
into account. le drevw the attention of Board members to two amendments, one pro~
viding for the deletion of the "preliminary” from the second line of opsrative
paragraph 5(b), and the other for the insertion of the worde "in consistence with
their national policies and nlans and on terms scoeptable to them" after the words
vdeveloping countries” in the Tifth line of operative paragraph 6(e).

3. irg ABKADITV (Union of Soviet Socialist Nepublics) thought it a pity
that the sponsors of the draft resclution, who had endeavoured to take account of
a number of suggestions, including suggestions by the gooialist countries, should
have failed to include two very impertant suggestions by the Soviet delegation,
which would like the draft to emphasize the role of the public sector in the
economies of developilig countries and also to make it clear that the inflow of
foreign capital to the developing countries shoild be w of those
countriee, to avoid exnloitation by imperialist invertors, The Soviet delegation
categorically maintained its ~osition on those two noints and hoped that the
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Secretariat tould take duc noitc of theun. dowever, 1t vould ot vote araiunst the

draft resolution, desnite ihe oinigsions te thich he had st dravm attention,

4 re TOLL (Jordan) ~oioted out thit, supictly speaking, UN'IDO had no
vork programme. The Organization 1as merely the apent respoeneibls for carrving
out certain activities coming under the programmes of other bodies and had no
bowers of decision, since the vembers of the United Watione had seen it to
establish it without such povers. The recommendations in the draft resolution
therefore referred to & work programme that UNIDO "ight nessibly draw up at a
later stzge. Tn the meentine, the Jordanian delegution would urge the Board

to leave aside minor problems and to concentrate on the ma jor problem of working
out a philosophy for UNIDO and seeking financial end human resources to nut its
prineiples into nractice. The Jordanian delegation honed that the ideas put
fcrward i, the Soviet delegation weuld occupy their rightful olace in that
nhilosophy, '

5e ip. FORTHO. 27 (Belgium) pronosed that, in order to improve the style of
paragraph 6(e), the first nart of the amendment meniioned by the revresentative of
Pakistan, that is, the worde "in consistence with their national nolicies and
plans”, should be inserted after the words "developin: countries" appearing in

the first line of the baregraph, and that the second part of the amendment should
be inserted after the second reference to "developing countries, in the fifth
line,

6. r, AUAN (Pakistan) aporoved of the nroposed wording,
Te Lty BLAISSZ (Netherlands) said that the draft resolution was very

important, and particularly operative paragranh G(e). He supported the amendments
proposed by the renresentative of Pakistan,

8. ke SLPSON (United States of Americe.) also emphasized the iuportance of
the draft resolution and noted with satisfaction that the sponsors had taken
acoount of the sugzgestions concerning improvement of the doocumentation relating

to supporting activities, !'ith regard to the inflow of foreign canital to
developing countries, he nointed out that private canital only entered those
countries under agreements concluded Letween inveztors and bereficiaries, that is,
on terms acceptable to both narties, He therefore agreed that it wae necessary,

both for the developing and the develoned countries, to make those terms Tuite
clear,
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e ir. CONSTANTESCY ( Tomania) s2id that he supported the draft resolution

and the remarkc made by the revresentative of the 3oviet Union concerning the

imnortance of tue sul-lic sector.

10, ‘v, PARRY (Cannda) seid thit although he was <lad to see that the

———
.

sponsors had takew account of most of the suggestions made, he had a reservation
resarding operative parasraph 5(v) and he recalled the position of the Canadian
delegation on that subiect., The Toard could not usefully discuss the work pro-
pramme of UNIDO without having the budzet estimates to be transmitted by the
Secretary-Ceneral, waatever arrangement vas decided upon - either the submission
of preliminary cstimates or the nostponement of the Doard's Session until a later
date., l'otvithstanding that reservation the Canadian delegation would vote in

favour of the draft.

11. sp. UARSAUA (Somalia) supported the draft resolution.
12. The PRESLOENT put the draft resolution (ID/B/L.33/Rev.1) to the vote.
13.

Dpaft resolution on voluntary contpibutions (ID/B/L.35)

14. tip. DABIKER (Sudan) introduced the draft resolution on voluntary oon-
tributions on behelf of the sponsors, which nov included Nigeria, Somalia and
T™hailand. Ile emphasized the importancs of the draft, which was designed to seoure
resources that would enable the (rganization to accomplish the task for whioh it
had been oreated, The sponecrs had accented an amendment wherety the word
reffective” would e delated from the second 1ine of the fourth preasbular
raragraph.

15 ¥ JOr? (United Kinpdom) said that his delegation vas aware of the
need to contribute to the develonment of the industrial sector of dsveloping
countries and of the role that UNIDO could nlay in that respect, However, it
considersd that sufficient resources were available for activities to promote
industrial develonment within the framework of UNDP and it was onposed in prin-
sinle to the convening of a pledging conference for aanouncement of contridbutions
to BIINO, The Unitad Kingdom delegation would therefore abstain from vetiing on
the draft.
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16, e SISV OUITY (Uniou of Joviet socialisct “epuilics) thousht that UNIN0
should be alle to command resources that would enable it to eX and 1ts orerntional
nrogrammes of assistance to the develoning countiries and nointed out that the
soviet Union wes contributing half a million rubles to UNTIC every year vithout

the need for a nledging conference. £11 oouniries wishing to make voluntary
contributions should be able to deo $0; consequently, although onnosed to the

idea of convening o nledring conference, the Soviet delesation would simply cbstain
from voting on the draft resolution.

17. Nr. SALAUA (United Arab Republic) anpealed to members of the Board to
approve the procedure suggested in the draft resolution as 2 means of obtaining
the funde necessary fo: UNIDO's operational activities and to contribute to the
success of the pledging conference, to uhich his own country vould be one of
the first to respond.

18, X, PROBST (Switzerland) obmerved that, on the nrevious day, the iwiss
Government and UNILO had econcluded an agreement conoerning the use of the volun~

tary contribution of one million Swiss Francs announced by the Swise Government.
Under that agreement the contribution was t» be used for the Lorganization ~f

training courses fro,- economisis, enzincers and senior officials o1 e developing

programmes for irdustry, the firet of which courses vas planned for September
1965, He thought that the provigsions of naragraph 2 of the draft resolution
would not apnly to the Swise contribution, vhich could be used imnediately, Since
the nroject had been mentioned at earlier mestings of the Board, and had not given
rise to any objections, it might be considered to nave met with the implicit
apnroval of the Doard. He nointed out that the Swies contribution would have to
be used without delay in view of the urgent nature of the project.

19, lr, SCHYLTZ (Twderal Republic of Germany) said that, in his delegation ‘e
view, UNDP should contiimue to be the chief source of financing for UNIDO
activities and he recalled that the Federal Republic of Germony was contributing
both to UMDP and to the SIS, It would therefore abstein from voting on the draft.

20. e TORTHOILE® (Belgium) said that the Delgian delegation was opnosed to
the convocation of a pledging conference for announcement of contributions to
UNIDO and would vote against the third preambular paragraph if it were put to a
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ropsrate voteo  ipce ne Seard was not authorized to prescribe uses for voluntary

¢ nir butioas, operative varuwsraph ¢ vould seem to be incompatible with the Board's

wooera. He alss doubtad vhether it wac appropriate to request the DCxecutive
“ircetor to carry oul Jhe took nrovideuw Tor in operative peragraph 1. However,
»r the Belgicn delezatior was not oorosel Lo the idea of voluntary contributions

or of strengtnening the activi‘ies ci the Jrganization, it would not yote against

th: drofc resclution nnd would simnly abstalne

A e JAVASTEUR (Frence) curounced that the Irench delegation would abstain
from voting 23 it had devbte abdout “he usefulness of the draft. The Executive
Diractor could anproach irterected Govoramenis with a view to ming voluntary
conttibubions for UTDO without being asked to dc so in a resolution. Noreover,
the Wrench dalegation thomshi it uiecesenry to convene a pledging conference

tor the announcement ¢ conmiributions to UNIDO. Tae I'rench Government was ready

tn increuse its contribution Lo UNDP, and part of its contribution would be eat=

pazked for the industrial activities of UNIDO,

22, fir, DUSCT (italy) thought that the convening of a nledging conference
for contributiong to UIITDU would ba premature since not all countries were
favourable to the idea. Hie Govarnment, for i%s part, had decided to pledge in
the nesy future a voluntary contoibution to UlILO comparable te those pledged by
the Gover mante of Czesumisvakie and Switzeriand. His delegation would alwe

abatnin on he drafl resolatlion.

21, ip, JOLI (Jordon) seil thaes the draft resolution was in keeping with the
rerolution under vhieh UNIDO had been estahlished and that those delegations vhich
Lad votad for cae should vota for the other; they shruld act in the spirit of
tonava) Asmembly resolution 2152 (7XI}, and nay directly to UNIDO theis voluntary
centributions for ihe *inarcing of technical assistance sotivities in the
indusiria) developmant tield, af the Czechoclovak and Swiss Covernments hed dome
and as the Italian Covernment intended to do. He added that any srrangemeat
regarding “he utilization of those contributions must be approved by the Beard,

ac the reprasentative of Switgorland had recognized in asiing for the Board’s
apnrovzel for ihe use' of his Covernment's contribution,

24 i, ST:PFON (United States of Amarica) reczlied the position takem by
the United Staten delesation, 2t the Board's first session, reganding a pledging

*
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conference for U I%0. Iesclution - 52 (1) srovided for several ways f
financing the onerations] ectivities of UFINO, includinr that of narticination

in UNDP, and he considercd that JiDP mugt remain the princinal eource for the
finaneing of the nctivities concerned. In his view, however, Governments wishing
to make a voluntary contribution to UING were free to do 30y wrnd he uould abe
stein on the drart resolution,

25, L DIUCROPT (Figerit) caid he fully susported the draft resolution,
26, Mpa BITTENCOTT (Brazil) eaid he also supported the draft resolution;
his Covermment would announce a contribution at the nledging conference,

27, AFs NORSTROM (Sweden) said that his delegation regarded UNDP as the

main source of funds for finanoing the onerational activities of UNIDO and pe-
called that he had also sugpested that ways of transforming the special charscter
of the SIS programme should be discussed with UNDP, 7

28, drse SAILTE (Austria) said that Austria had made a voluntary contribue
tion which, with the Doayd's approval, was to be used for the establishment of an
information ocentre, but ane thought that each Government must be left free to
choose the manner of contributing whioh suited it vest, Austria would therefore
abstain on vhe dyes:,

29, o ASAITE (Ohana) »2id he wished to thank those delegations whiok had
not felt able to sunport the rosition of tue sponsors for indicating thet they
would not vote againet the dpaft recolution,

30, R0 AEADIZV (Union of Soviet Socialist depublics) spopored that the
m”mm:a@;m’aythM” iamtiwm%?%k
replaced by the words "UHIDO progreames'. The terac of the paragraph =ust be
made wore flexitle; = decision of the Board should not be required; . in each case,
for the allocation of junds, _ .

3. Ero JBRSLY (Somalis) said that the pledging conference for® tho ane
W«mmmxm«mmmuuwmmwwm
Secretary-Generel. It was therefore naturel and esss..tial that the Board should
ask the Dmecutive Director to enter into contact with the Covernments in order

to ensure the success of the conference.
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32 ir, UuGLLDAHL (Finland) considered that UNMDP must be the main source

for the firancin- of industrial develonmen: activities. His delegatica, which
wag onnosed to the iden of a oledeing conference, would abstain on the draft

resolution under consideratiorn.

33, i, LORINZI (Uruguay) seid that the draft resolution wae premature and
that his delagation was no. in a nosition to support it. There was a danger that
the lack of enthuciacn ou the nurt of the highly industrialized countries would
result in the faiture of the nledging conferance and thus jeopardize the chances
of suocess of an undertaking which could bring great benefit to the developing

countries,

34, ipy TELL (Jorcan) said thet the draft resolution war the result of a
desire to ensure the fimancial indepandence of UNIDO, The only way to bring

+his sbout was to make the vtilization of funds of any origin subject to the
approval of tho Board, The resources of UNL® were entirely outside the control of
the Board since only the UNDP Governing Council vas empowered to allocate thom.
He considered the existing procedvres for the finsnoing of SIS to be illegal, and
he hoved that the Soviet delegation would withdraw its akcndment.

35.  ime ARKADITV (Uuion of Soviet Socicliot kiepublics ) said that the draft
resolution did no! concern UNDP redources but voluntary contributions to UNIDO,
Twveryone snew that the existing racources of UNIDO were not used sffectively as
they should be, If the “oard's approval was made a requirement, there wei a
danger of :dding further to tio Jifrisntties ancountered in that field.

36, lips BLAISSS (Netherlauds) said thai his Governaent regarded UNDP, to
which it had contributed more than .3 million during the last three yesars, as
the mein instrument for tho financing of irdustrial development. His delegation
would abetain on the draft.

3. irs_SIERRA (Spain) supported the cbservations of the pepresentatives

of Italy and Uruguay. His delegation could not vote for the draft resclution.
38, Eifs BABIIER (Sudan) supported by i, BIICROFT (Nigeris), said that

the sponsors vers soady to accept the Soviet amendment.

39 4ry TOLL (Jordan) sald that his delegation had not boen sble to take

part in the consultations among the snonsors. The Soviet Amendment seemed to
him unaccentable, a~3 he zsked that 1t should be put to the vote,
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A0, 2. BITTHICOULT (Brazil) sumnorted the Jordanian representative's
request, '
41, re SIBI (ivory Coast) thouzht that there vag - daager that the draft

resolution would remain a dead latter evey if it woes adonted by a majority,
“verything depended, in fact, on (L~ nogition taken by the developed countries.
The arguement: put forward by the latter did not seen convincing. The draft
resolution wae unassailable from a legal noint of view and the preference aiven
to UNDP by a number of develoned countries seemed to Je an emotional rather than
2 reasoned attitude, Noreover, the objection to the idea of a pledging con-
ference had not bee:. accompanied by any constructive counter-proposals, ''ith
regard to voluntary contributions, he nointed out thet contributions in kind,
mentioned at the firs- session of the 3oard, had been nassud over in eilence

at the nresent session. lis delegation wondered whether the abstention of the
develoned countries was not equivalent in the npresent circunrtances to a refusal
to participate in the future rledging cor.fereince., He hoped that the industrial
countries would i1econsider their attitude and ensure the conference 's success,

42, | 1 JINCKEAD (Secretariat) said, regarding the financial implications
of the drat' resolution, that the Lxecutive Director nlanned to undertake the *
contacts envisaged in operative peragr:ph 1, as far ag Doasible, in conjunction
with his of{i~iz} Jjourneys. He also nronosed to recruit a certain number of
consultants to assist in the task. The estimated cost would be around "30,000,

43, %-1
draft resoluti

SEDEHT put to tha vote the third preambular paragraph of the
on and the Soviet awmendument to overative paragraph 2,




/iR
PL.;“!, iC

Druit resolutb.or concernils She cugurtralizatice of UnIDO activitics (ID/B/L.36)

4. e VOLTANT TUD Lo (Pcru) introducing draft resolution ID/B/L.}O, gaid
taat the arjgentine delegation had decided to withdraw its amerdnents, which
cppeared in document ID/E/L.}C/Amond.i. The syonsors hod aino decided to make a
certain aurb: v 01 revicicns in the oper.tive part of their draf: recolution,

whiclh would now reads
"1, cknoviledizos thet, 1 order to aciaove the aim of lecenctralizing its
y O
activitics end stuff, UNIDO cugit to consider cstablishing regicnal and

guberegional centres in Asia, Africa anc Latin America;

"2, Requests the Excoutive Director to cousult with the Governments of
gtat~g liembere of the United Hations in Africa, Asia and Latin America
on thic matter and to rerort to the Board at its next session on the
results of thos: nogoti.tions aud, in particular, on their admianistrative
imglications",
49, His dolegation had submitted a draft resolution on the decentralizatio. of
UHIDO activities «t the first session of thu Boarc. The draft resolution had
beun withdrawn, since it has scemed desirable that UNIDO should first solve the
problems rained by itc move to Viennze A serious stud; of the matter uust now

be undertuken in order to avoid precipitate action later.

4504 lr, FORTHOMIE (Belgium) thousht that the draft rosclution was premature

~ipnce UNIDO une otiil at the stage of deciding on its methode of worke

H. 1. ORTIZ d¢ ROZAS (Argentina) mentioned thi reservations which had led
his delezation to submit amendrnentse Sincc the text just read out by the Peruvian

representative took its sugpestions into account, the Argentine delegation withe

drew its wnendmentoc.

135 (Cemoroon) supported the draft resolution, It had

not beon pesuible to take up tuc question of decentralization at the first scssion
beczuse UKIDO hed hed more urcent mettors before it at that timc, In hio dele=
smtion's view, the Board sio:ld give duc atbention to structural problcms without

further delay, if it wes not to be cuzught unawarce gabsoquently. The study pro=

poged by the sponsors vas undovbtodly the most offcctive and least expensive way

in which the question of ducentralization couid be tacklede
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53, re SIERRA (Spain) said that he realized the aansers of excesgive
centralization, However, the drast resolution wag clearly nremature and his

delegation was not able to sunport i,

54 Liry JOUTS (Un.ted Kingdom) thought that the necessary contacte with the
develoving countries should be established throuzh the intermediary of industrial
field advisers, whose activities were derlt with in another peso.ution of the
Board.

55 e DUCCI (Ttaly) caid that he could not* support a dpaft resolution
vhose fimanocial implications had no. been made clear. His delegation regrettel,
in that oonnexica, tke withdrawral of the Argentine amendments,

56, (Migeria) said that he did not think that a special draft
resolution should be devoted to the question of decentralization, His delegation
vas oonvinced that UNIDO's activities must be decentralized, but thought that gunh
decentralisation should be a n: tupal process. e honed that the sponsors would
withdraw their dpaft resolution, which seemed incommatible 1ith resolution
ID/B/1.37 and Bad met with videwpresd opposit.en,

570 I AW (Pakistan) said thet the Board had adonted two resolutions

on the need to strengthen ties between UNIDO and the regional economic comeissions,
80 that it would be contradicting itself if it decided to set yp regional and
sub=rogional centres. Horeover, each of the regional ‘conmissions, including
ICAFZ, had a section dealing with industrial questions, He was not sure that the
Asian sountries would regard the establishment of UIIDO rerioral centre with
favour, Aocordingly, it would be ¥ise to suspend cousiderati.r. of the matter,
especially as the General Assesbly was to Begin a thorough study of the decen-
tralization nroblem at its coming session., 1In “ny cade, it was fipst necessary
to consider how to develon relations between UI'IDO and the regional economic
commissions and to organize headquarters aotivites efficiently,

53« S JOENIT (Uruguay) said that UNIDO must deventralise ite activities
in order to cerry out the speoial tasks entrusted to it by the General Aseembly,
It ocould not rlay the central role assigned to it in the field of industrial
development without transferring some of its orcans tc each of the regsions of
the world in whioh it wes ocalled unon to work, However, it shouid be clearly
understood that g1l the §oonsors were asking for wasg o simple nreliminary study
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whicr would deal in napticular with the financial imnlications of the institu-
tions envisaged. 0 other nogsible solution wad joso _facto ruled out, and the
gtudr in no vay srecluded the decigions which the 3oard wight ultimately take.

e g, POTHOV (Pulearia) aid not clearly see vhat would be the function
and nrerogatives of the regional centres nontemplated. Consequently, his dele-~
gation could not vote for the nro jest. %
40. . 3L 301 (United Gtates of Aperics) thought that it was too early

to deoentralize INIDO's activities. The Orranization should first strengthen its
field sotivities and co-onerate closely with the regional economio oommissions.
His delegation, vhich vas not unaware of the nrobleas of recruiting qualified
staff, oould not support onerative naragraph 1, vhose effect would be to set

up decentrzlisation as an orgmuauoml principle.

51, s ABKADITV (Unton of soviet Socialist Republios) supported the
remarks made by ithe representatives of pakistan and Nigeria. The United lations
had alvays, and rightly, acted with great prudence in all natters oonmected with
desentralisation. The consultations with all the lesbers of the United lations
that vere recommended in the draft rescluvtion would be In excessively hogvy
«ask, Oenerally speaking, ipe draft rosolution seened to be presature ad it
would ba wise to withdraw it.

5% ijps TAIIRO (PBilimmines) exnlained that there was no question of
decentralising the struature of IMIDO from the very beginning. The consultations
contennlated with lembar Jtates mizht te conducted within the regiomal esoonomic
commissions and should not take a great deul of time,

63. Jrs SLAISST (Wetherlznds) thought that TN sight decentrelir) 1t8
ectivities by seconding industrial advisers to the resident representstives of
U'DP and to the regional econouic comisgions, a8 it had done with the suppert of
his delestion. The establishaent of rezional ocentres night oreate oonfusior
with regard to the exact responsibilities of the regicnal economic oomRi 881000,

64, Ujpy +IONTAN] TUDCLA (Peru) pointed out that the draft provided Jor
consultations only with the representatives of be African, Asian and latin

Aserican countries.
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35 Lo JITT'COURT (Brazil) dia nct see hor & mare study could be con-

s.dered premature i. 1.1 age characterized b upheavals that were as ranid au
ther vere unexrected, In hie delesation's oniaicd, tne draft vas not in con-
tradiction vith resolution 13/3/L.27. In any c~.se, i danrerous precedent would
be created if it was susrested .hat the regional centres could be set un only

within the framework of the regional econonmic commissions.

56, I8, UAILTR (Austric) said that her country had supported the inten~
sification of UFIDO's operational activities, and, particularly, the establish-
ment of industrial adviser posts. ‘s fer ac deconiralization woe concerned, it
vas essential to proneed systematically and methodically and to take every
acoount of relevent »ast experience,

ASYIT: (Ghone) observed that the queetion of decentralization
could be considered at the third session of the “oard, whose agenda included
an item entitled "Institutional arrangemente'. The cponsors would gain by
deferring consideration of their draft to the coming session, becauee, il they
insisted on a vote, a very interesting ides might be finally condemmed.

68, e BIITZICOMT (Srazil) reminded the Toard of the proposal he had made
at the previo s neeting that the question of decentralizing the activities of
UHIDO should be deferred to the third session of the Soard. 1In faot, draft
resolution IN/3/L.35 asked the xecutive Director to undertake consultations

with the Governments of States lembers of UNINO in Africa, Asia and Latin

America regarding the establishuent of rezional centres and to report to the
Joard at its next session on the result of such consultations.

69, e JONTAL LA (Feru) sgreed uith the representative of Chana,
Hovever, he cqncidnm that the tenor of the draft resolution and its aims had
not been clsarly understood; =1l that wme in fact at issue as to undertake a
study on decentralization as soon a8 Ho8Sible. Turthermore, his delegation
oculd not asree vith certain renresentativec that decentralization should be
carried out through the rerional economic commissions. 'le sunnorted the sugges-
tion to withdrav dreft pesolution ID/B/L.35, on the understandin: that the
question would epnesr in the agenda of the Board's next session.

67,

70, fre DITNGU el i (Cameroon) associating himself with the other

snonscrs of the resolution, accented the withdrawal of the draft anpearing in
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document ID/B/L.36 and the inclusion of the question of decentralizing UNIDO's

activities in the agenda of the Board's next session.

71, r. RLIRO (Philinnines) 2nd r. LORZI (Uruguay) agreed with the
raepracent: tives of Brazil, Cameroon and Peru that consideration of the question
of dacentralizing the activities of UNIDC should be nostponed till the third

s2s8ion of the Board,

17 ;b BUICROPT ((lireria) ohserved that the sponsors of the draft resolu-
tion had : rreed not to insist on the cuestion of decentralization at the current

session. He wished to know, however, whether the prcnosal of the representative
of Peru was to include a senarate item in the agenda ior the next session of the
Board, in which case he could not accent it, or merly to study the qu“f.i.on, to
which he would have no ohjections. ‘

73, The PRISIDLIT explained that the agenda for the third session would
contain an item entitles "Institutional arrangements", under vhich the question
of decentralizing UNIDO's activities would be dealt with,

14+ .y DYAIAKUBA (Rwenda)introducing the draft resolution on the Regular
Prooramne on behalf of ite 12 sponsors caid that the draft was of vital importance
becaus: it dealt with the future activities of UNIDO and their financial immlioce-
tions. It was not enough to draw up a programme and to fix the objectives to be
attainod; it was also necessary to consider the means required to attain those
objectives., Jome representatives had considered that an inoreass of 50 per cent
over the amount nreviously fixed as the nlanning level for the Regular Programme
of technicel assistance in industrial develonment would be too great. However,
the industrialization of the Third World vas essential, and the recommended
expenditure of .1.5 million was certainly not excessive if one considered the
thousands of human bei;rga living in the under-developed regions,

75. Heo hoped that the Board would adopt the draft resolution, thus giving UNIDO
the means to accomolish its task, namely, the industrialization of the developing
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countries. The svonscrs hnd zgraed to irs.ri, betuses tae ¢o~ond and third nre-
ambular saragrapis, the [ollocine peranprash suhaiieed br the 1 >oregentatives of
the countries in Group 3 “liedag the Txecutive Liredicr's renort
(ID/B/26/1dd.2/lev 1) 1o whiza he rocommenis - slarring level o3 1.9 millien
for section 14 of the Iniveu ieoilone deg ultas ey rawe o) Tuchnical Agsistance
in 1959 ard alen statae tha’ this - caning ievel Ticure of 2.5 million falls
short 1y $.75 millioa .of the votal cost i’ rerests received From Covernmeuts”.
7G. LL_..NF:}"{'D_!UQL” (l'yelgi.mn) recrelta? thnt, like the romresentativas of
tre countries in Croiun 3, . vos vnable at thot zhnae to sunporst the draft
rescoluvion. He 2a3ked tha Beara serafully to study the amandments anpeaping in

» .y ! ~ . -
docvment 10/3/L, 39 imernc,?

17. e ARFADITZV (Jnion of Sovdet Socinlist Reoubliss) pronnced the i:lrgae
= S GBS WPt il -

tion of th: sccer nracabules peregrani. baeaase it duplicated the first paragraph
of doourant ID/B/L.32/Amend.1, whicn the sponsore of the draft had agreed to
insert botwaen the socc-a ard third preasbular paragraphs of thair originsl text,
le also cuggosted th:t the wards "wvithout increadling the United :‘ations budget®
should he added at “hc ~nd of p=repreph 2 and thct tie “irst two lines of naya~
grapn 3 :lould Le aliemec to reode 73 Stresses ihe imortance of that part of
the rogular progreame oi tschaicri nesigterce wh.ch sever “o 17c *enge the volume

of asiisience”, 1he end of ¢ saragrasb repaining wehanrad,

7€, st B (Roan’s) auid that e covld acsert thoe first and third

amendmonis preposed by the rirrariatative of the Doviet Union,

79. e IZLL (Jorden) recelling that his Mlesiion hed boen one of the
8roa8c 0 o the droit ycuoluiier, teid thas he could net aszerept the changes
suggested Hy thz reprogoentative of the Soriet Unisn ex:ant with reard to the
deietion ef the uezond prawsolr- varesranh. e did not think that it was for
thn Baard te ask the Sf‘c.‘.‘ett;‘f,"-(‘fe‘le;‘al ol the United utiona to change the tech-
nical assistence budset of the United NHations or ic keep it at its current level;
al moet it would be peasible to crll Jor an incrense in the funds allocated to
UNIDO under the Reguler Projremsw.

fo. s _ARKADITY (Uninu of Soviet Socialist Japublies) thought that the
soguments pul forward by the ranvesentative of Jondan vere not logioal. If it
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Was o0 duls te gkt Drestor,egeneral to uner s ‘. funds alloeat-d to
UNIDO urder the P ooulor Progromne, 1t wae Aiffisuit to coc Wy the Foard could
rot el ozar te oonn witnout W1t orrotiags o uceont budg. t of the Unit d Hatione.

He wouid not ver. tor tho draft rosolution unless hie amerdnmont to orerativ:

paragraph o wad fucrton,.

Y. Bra FOCECH L (Lol -dum) obscrv 4 trat th. i.elusion of ti “iret parae
erash of ID/3/Le 3¢/ Mncni ol 1 tive originael t.xt d1d not catirely satisfy tuc
spensors of deocum.t ID/3/L.% /Aiondet, Vocuuse thas paragrach, taken in i1sola=
ticny nod w0 low: r W s.me scoles B tnorefors ealled far e suparat: votir on
the amendsr nts cubmio. o by thc r present. tivo: of tue countries in Group B,
E2e (8witzerlond) a1 he would take part ncither in the dobate

nor in tno votey ua his country wiw not o Membor of the Unitoc Nations and thus

did not participi. in tic Rogular Programac of Technical Aesistance,

83, Sra JLPSGH (nit.d Statee of Amcrica) saic that he had already stated
his dele tion's position; he associated himself with the remarks made by the
repreaentutiv. of Belgium and rogrotted that he could not vote in favour of the
draft resolution,

84 Liro BeRadd (Somalia) seid e would vote in favour of the draft resoe
lution, which conrtitutud an acceptabic bagis for work,

85, Mra ARkl (Pokist-r) trou ht that the amendments to orerative parsgraphe
< and 3 proposcd by the representative of the Sovict Union should be put to the
vot. separately,

06, e BT put to the voto th. ancadments appearing in documeat
I}J/'H/L.j&/hncnd.‘t, excopt thac iirst par.wgraph ™ioting th. Ixevoutive Dircctor's
report...o® which had bocu adopted by the sponsors of the draft resolution and
included in the original draft,

put t> the vot: the umondment 16 opcrative paragragh 2
proposed by the ropruscntative of the Seviet Union,

89.
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90, Ihe PROSLIITNT put to the vote the resolution as o whole, with the
amendments proposed by ths renresentative of the Soviet Union to delete the

second preambular naragravh and to alter the vording of operative naragraph 3.

9.









