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COMSIDTMATION AU ADOPTTON OF DMAFT ETSOLUTIONS (cont inuod)

Deoft recelution concerning the remular prerramme (10/7/1.38 and Amend.1)
(contimced)

1. ire JUCCT (Itnly) cxplaining his delosation’s vote on draft resolution
ID/B.L.?,B, said that ~n inercase ir the nronosed planning lovel for the regular
programme of fechnienl wosistrnce to %1.5 million scemed to him Justified, pro=
vided thot it did not rdverscly effect the other netivities. Tho amount of

#6.4 million whioh it had been deeided to include in pert V of the United Nations
budset wos inadequate sincc noy countriec had joined the United Nations and
additionn] nctivities had been underka ‘tns lorcover, the Covernin: Council of
UNDP had recogmized at its fifth session that it would be nceessary to oo beyond
that fimure. I such ~ decision was tadkon ot the next s0ep.0n of the Goneral
Assombly of the Unitcd Mitions, the sherc allotted to UNTDO should be increasod

go that it could respond to the remuests it received,

2e Ire NORSTROI (Swedon) caid thot his delogetior had votoed against the
draft resolution, Tt had not felt that the rcoommendation for o 50 per cent
increase in the plannin- level for the rvoular pro~rammc of teochnical assistance
in 1969 and 1970 vag opportunc, cince it 1ag hishly probable that the total
fiure for the 'mited Iintiops reular proosramme world remain unchangod, Tt would

therefore be preforrble to incronpe the sum of 6,4 mllion, which would anable
the netivities reintinge to urent prosrammes, particularly in the industrial

field, to be extended.

Dot resolution on s
activitieg (ID/3/ .-
m

3. lire JORMOITT (7el, qun) introducins the draft resolution, said that

1t chould be seoen 2e =n sttempt o carry further the work which had led to the
adoption of droi4 resolution 10/3/Le33, that part of the text of draft rosolution
I/P/L.30 had been incorpor=ted in Araft resoluiion ID/B/L.33 and that the

¢PONFOrs of draft ronoliition ID/A/1020 had thon-ht i+ desirablc to retain the
reat of their toxt and suimit it to th: 3owrd. Ori-inally, the spomsors had had
no prepared text nd therr droft reflected :deas which had come - maturity
Birin- the Ty vt velbite, o et vhich ewslnind vy the droft had been submitted .
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o latce. The new droaft wos dogsi mad cosgentinlly Lo supnlencnt reao tution 1(1)
which had defined the ficlds of activity o UNIDO, and t indicate poro preciccely
the relationship between UNINO and the developin: countrica., A comparison would
brin~z out the 2ffinity between the two tevty and, "t the saae time, the origminad
features of the sccond text, which related to the Wy 1in which UNIDO could best
Tulfil its duties in the intorests of the developing countrics, hoesp thew, cuide
them and provide them with information, and how it could serve ~s on intermediary

between those needing assictance nnd those able to offer such ascistance.

4, llr, ASANTT (7hana) said that the Board should study the problems raiced
by the draft resolution very carofully, and thot it would not be doins justice
to the piepousal if it took a decision immediately. He wondered whethor it would
be posaible for the sponsors to withdraw their proposal, since there was insufe-
fioient time to discuss it and defor the debato until the third scusion of

the Board,

Se Ur, FORTHOIZE (Bolgium) azroed that it would be difficult to do cone
structive work at the very end of the session and that the mubject could be
deforred till the noxt session of tho Board. The sponsore would be satisficd
if the Board decided to include thoir toxt as an annex to the report, indicating
that the questions to which the resolution relcted misht ue raised again by
them, or by any other delesation, at the third session.

6. L. ARKADIEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the members
of the Board were beinz asked to tako note of the proposals of the sponsors of the
draft rosolution, without havin? been invited to take part in a disoussion on thc
substance of the matter. lor his part, he thouvht that the draft resolution had
boen drewn up hastily and oontained contradictions, and that an attempt at analysis
would have been necesesary, Ho otressed that the toxt must be considered in the
115kt of draft pesolution ID/B/L.33.

Te k. L (Jordan) said he wouldA iiko to prepose, in order to close the
debate, that the Board should decide, as the represcntativc of Belrvium had sug-
gested, to inolude the text in its report, tut not as an annex, since it was
neithor a statement nor a remolution. The draft in question was an expression
of the ideas of certain delegations and it wes natural that they should wigh to
see their positions recorded in the report. Under rule 41 of the Nules of
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Proccdure, he moved the clomre of the debnte on draft resolution ID/B/L.39/Rev. 1.

" The VIESILTIT put to the vote the motion of the reprecentative of

Jordan for the closurce of the debte.

9. The motion for tac closurc of the detatc vas adopted by 35 votes to 1, with

one obstention,

14, 'r. BEIXROPT (111 erin) caid he wished to protect arainst the closurc

of n debate which hatd not even Locen opened, ond 37w no renson to depart, on that

occoaion, from the practice normally followed revardin, resolutions,

11, Mr, RAMIRO (“hilippines) thousht thot draft resolution 10/B/L.39/Rev. 1
should, if it wes withdrawm, be treated in the same way os draft resolution

10/3/1. 36,

12, lire FORTHOLI® (Belgium) 3aid that the Boars was free to take whatever
NSRS Ak -SlG .

decision scemed appropriate to it, “herevor such dilferencec of upinion arose,

it was for the Board to decide by the normal methods. For his part, he supported

the viow of the representative of Jerdan,

13. Hr. RICHARDS (Trinidad end Tobagzo) recalled that, at the first session
of the Board, n deecision had been taken to include in the report a resolution

which had no! been put to the vote.

144 lre Toly (Jordan) supported by Hr. BITTINCTINT (Brazil) and
i FORTHOIIT (Belvium), proposed that, in the intcrests of fairness, the text
of draft resolntror ID/B/L.39/Rev.l should L2 treated like draft resolution

1D/B/L.36 nnd incorporated in the report.

15. It wos so decided,

Drafi resolution concerﬂiag the es
and co—Ordination as a_subsidi

16. Iz, PRUBST (Switzerlond) introducins the draft resolution, said that
its purpose was to clarify resolution ID/B/Res.3(11), which had boen adopted by
the Board after proira~ted discusciors ond with n larre number of amendments.

Doubts had ~rison sincc then in the minde of certain delegations which had wone

dered whotiher the worlting sroup envisazed could be rervarded as a subsidiary
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organ under rule 62 of the Tules of Procedure, as v ndicated in the last pre-
ambular parsgraph of the resolution, or whether that was not the caen since it
was the Txecutive Director, vho uas requested, in operative parasraph 1, to con=-
vene the group. The sponsors of the draft which had been adopted had certainly
had in mind a subsidiary orzan, RNerarding the question of o quorum, the solution
proposed secmed logical since the workiny group was open to everyone and it was
impossible to linow in advance who would participate in 1t; the text therefore
gpoke only of a majority. In view of thc short time available for the conclusion
of the Board's work, it would perhaps Le proferable to lool: for the simplest way
of resolvingy the problem; he would therefore yield the floor to the represen-
tative of the Netherlands, who had a suzgestion to make,

17. lr, BLAISSE (Netherlands) suggested that, in order to make the situation
quite clear, the Board should decide to incorporate the followins text in the
final report:

"In oonsidering the resolution on the establishment of a working group
on programmc and co-ordination, the Board decided thats

(a) the working sroup is » subsidiary organ within the meaning of
rule 62 of its Rules of Procedurej

(b) the costs of members attendinz the scasion of the working sroup
will be borne by governments:

(¢) o quorum of the working group will consist of a majority of
those members registered with the Seoretariat at Vienna as pare
ticipants in the working group.”

18, Uro ASANIE (Ghona) thought that the toxt proposed mave the olarifications
which were noeded following the adoption of the resolution in cquestion, and fully
supported the proposal of the Notherlands representative,

19. Mro WARSANA (Somalia) said that his dele-ation had made clear its

views concerning subsidiaxjr organs. The sugrestion of the Notherlands represen~
tative did not in any woy change the text of resolution 1D/8/L..43, except with
regard to the beariny of costs by zovernments. He regretted that the suzpestion
should have been made at such a late date; there was insufficient time to examine
the question and his delegation would therefore oppose the proposed text,
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20, r. TTLL (Jorden) opposed the surtestion made by the Netherlands
renresentative. There secmed to be nothing in th: Mules of Procedure authorizing
the Noard to comvene 1 ~roup, or for that matter :he Txecutive Director or any
member of the Secretarint. If the Board?c intent.on wac to establish 2 subsidiary
orzan, it should adopt resolutior 13/7/L.42, whiek clarified the situation. 1In

any event, he remaincd convinced th:t the costx must ve horne by UNIDO,

2. Mp, ONTIZ de ROZAS (Arcentina) drew attention to rule 13 »f the Rules
of Procedure, -nd observed thct the pronmosal to establish a working group was in
full conformity with the provisions of those miles., There ocould bde mo doudt that

the coats of thc norticipation of representatives iu the deliberations of the
working group must be borne by governaents, He thought that it was also useful
to indicate what would comstitute a quorum,

22 iiry BUFCROFT (¥izer.a) said that he, nc ome of the sponsors of draft
resolution ID/B/1.40, save hic full support to the mug7estion of the Netherlands
representative, He would merely sugzest that the words “their respective™ should
be added before the word "Covermments”,

23 Mp, STYRAFL (Iran) recalled the positiom of his deleget.om, whioch con-
pidered it unmeccosary to establich oreane of the kind propoesed while UNIDO was
still in itc infancy; he therefore agreed with the statement of the representative
of Somalia and onposed the sugrestion of the NHetherlands represemtative.

244 Nys BITTRCQURT (Brezil) recalled that his delegation had abstained

from voting on draft resolution ID/7/1.40; however, h~ thouzht that the questiom
dealt with in the two operative parazraphs of dAraft resolution I9/B/L.4) sheuld
be the oubject of © resolution and not of 2 mere recommendation in the report. He
would like n vote to be tolken on the draft resolution before the 2sard; for his
part, he would he able to vote in favour of that second resolution,

25. lirs PROBST (Switzerland) said the sponsors, in not pressing for the
adoption of their dreft rceolution, had wished to simplify the situation and
adopt a concilliatory ~ttitude, since they had felt that it would be easier, at
the preasent sta:e, to ndopt a text for inclusion in the report,

26, 1, SHAPAI'A ALY (United Arat Republic) said that he fully ehared the
viewe expreesed by the representatives of Gomalia amd Iranm,

3
E
2
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‘e e SUTALNASALY (Thai'and) said taat oo oo rendg ta vote for the dratft

resoclution,

2. ° uFe TONTHO" T (Tel-ium) observed that, since opinions vere aivided, the
Tuestion sheuld v~ put to the vote: he therefore reeirtryduced draft resolution

ID/B/Le43 in the name of nis Aelemitior.

e Ta ASANT™ (hana) did not think there was =y need to vote on a text
vhose purpose hnd merely cen to +ive certain neceesary clarificationz. There

wns no quesation of addint anrthin new to the resolition already adopted

(19/B/L.40).

. s 3L (Jordan) recslied that he had nghed for =n opinion from n i
lesal adviser and thnt there had been no response tu his request, According to ,
the resolution adopted earlier, it was the Jecrctariat of UNIDO which decided to |
sstablish a subsidiary orman; it wan therefore UIMIDO which should beer the oosts

of the meetinz of the working ~roun,

3l. i AGKARLTY (Union of Soviet Ulocieliet Repuhlics) snid that the draft
resolution under consideration ecsentially took up - and, it secmed rightly - tho
argunents put forward hy the representative of Jordan durine the debate om the
draft which had become ircsalution 3 (II). The 3Soviet delertion, however, could not
agres with the 'nterpretat.on sccordin: to which it followed nocessarily from
resolutior. 5 (il] thrt the Jecretarint must bear the cosir relating to the workin:
Troup. The practice followed in that resard by other orramizationn of the United
Rations farily showod clearly that costs remuitin: from mootings of expert sroupa
md other subsidiary orrans vere borre somctimes by participatin. goverrmrnts and
sonotimen Ly the ormanization eoncerned. That was the oase in particular with the
International Atonic M.ersy A2onoy. 1In any svent, the internretation in (question
had mot beem inocluded in the dpaft resolution and there wis mo reasen wiy the
Seoretarist should bc otlised to atide by ite

|
|

i2. m (Jordan) requeste’d that the Board chould procead to vote on
draft pesolution ID/B/L.42

3.
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ADOPTION OF THR REPURT OF THI SECOND SESSION (1D/B/C.1/3 and Corr.l and 2;
n/p/C.1/3/Ad3.1, /dd.2 and Add.2/Corr.1) (contirued)

34. The TRECUTIVZ DIRTCTOR reminded the Board that it had decided, 2t its

H0tn meeting, to add the followin sentence to the text of tho report, as proposed
by the deleration of Zhann on behalf of the Group of 25: "At the time of the
ardoption of the report of the Firct Committee on items 4, 5 and 7, a majority of
the mombers of the Boord associnted themselves with the views expressed in para-
sraphs 11 and 12", He wished to know the intentions of thosc members of the

Board who had supportcd that text.

35, iks ASANTE (Ghana) supported by lirs AWAN (Pakistan,, observed, on

behalf of the Group of 25, that the situation referred to in puaragraph 1l was =

d¢ _facto situation, and that the majority of the members of the Bcurd considered
that the joint administration of the Special Industrial Services prozramme and

the payment of contributions tied to a specific programme had become irregular
procedures, The members of the Group of 25 wore by no means suggesting that the
SIS programre should be abolished, but they wished to appeal to the donor countries
to makec their pledges direct to UNIDO or to UNDP without recourse to the joint

administration.
36, Iys_TELL (Jordean) also exprossed thc view that the donor ocountries who

hnd voted in fnv-ur of tho establishment of UNIDO shguld draw the l)gical con~
clusion from their vote and ceare to meke their contributions through any sort |
of intermediary, whether the joint administration of the SIS programme or any |

other authority. Paragraph 11 could certainly not be regarded as having any

leral validity; such was not the case, however, with paragyaph 12, which con= ;
tained 2 decision taken by the Poard that would be put into effeet, unlens, of |
course, “he Fifth Committee of the General Asasembly decided otherwise.

37, The PRUDIDINT said vhat the Sesretariat was satisfied with the explana-
tione given on behalf of the Group of 25,

193, lips ARKADIEV (Union of Soviet Socialiat Republica) pointed out that
the report did not dontain the text of an amendment to paragraph 22 propcsed by
the Uoviet deleration and adopted by the Board,

139 The PRESIDINT replied that the text of that amendment would appear in
the final report,
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40, Hr. AGHASS T (Tren) Rapnorteur, meanored that the Torrd's Roport should
include the report £ Commiigen T, ithe resolut.ona wopted wnd also the draft
resc.utions which had ant Loon ade vtad Yud wnier refleste) the viers held Ly
certain delexationi, ' 1.z Yeport caouid furthermor conivnin o chapter with the
following sub-scations: AdisEion of Laurrtius ana ohe People's Republic of
Southern Yomew: te.” of the nrovisicmal aseiace 7o the third a2scion and o
summary of the diecuzricns on +thet toxt whiceh hi¢ taken place -t the second
session; oreanimoiion of the wort o the third sess.on: wdntion of the report
of the s~eond scscion nd in-1 shotaments made by delegations,  Since delemations
weuld be leaving au coon e +an wop: of the second session wag completed, tle
Rapportavr weuld Yei s te repeac the rinal %ot of the report with the help of
one represecniative from enel of the goraraphical rroups or elsc prepare a proe-

visional text fer subscquent cormection.

41, ERZ.IEEQ (Jordan) ocid that he was fully confident that the Rapporteur
would be able t» nrepara the Tinal report, In view of tho'difficulty of the
task, however, il woula ba advicanic that at teast one of the "Friends" of the
Rapporteur shoull nelp hinm, He rroposed that the rapresentautive cf Brazil should
be asked to accopt thut 1esporsibility,

42, Hry AYAN (Pairisdon), Hee 8.E1 (Yvory Coast), Mr. VARSAMA (Somalia)
and llr, PROBST (lwitz ~lend) ourported that proposal,

AN agihn .

.

43. Hr. BITTEﬁgpqgﬂ (Bpusjl} wrreed 19 heln in the final preparation of
th2 report.

PROVISIONAL AGENDA IOR TH™ ""HIRD SEISTON

44, Yp, FORHCULD (Lelzivm) said that in proposiny to combine items 4 and

5 of the provigicnai agenca Jor the third seasion, he had by no means intended
that delegatiions nho.a be debar+ed frem mal:ing staements on other subjects,

45, Uy, ARKADITY (Union of Soviet Tocialist Republies) conaidered that

itoms 4 and 5 rhould remain separaie. ‘The roncral debate should be retained, and
members of the Doard vho wors reprasentalives of sovereiom Staies should have

the right to express thamselves frocly cven if their stetonents did not strictiy
relate to the wetivities of UNTDO;  thai wac the wraciice followed by other United

Nations bodies and he maw no roanson Lo Aepart from it.,
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46, p. AGANTD (Thone) observed that the Board would he called upon to
adopt it arenda, At the besinnin« of the third session, and that any delevation
would be free to propose the chanves it saw fit. TFor his part, hec was in favour

of the dra’t arendn ns jivon on pare 3 of document ID/B/L./ll/Rev.l.

47. lr. AUAN (Pakistan) proposed that the followin? words "....and forecasts"™
chould be added to the English text of rube=paragroph (2) of item 6*.

A%, i'r. FORTHOLIT (Belsium) pointed out with reference to the statement

made by the representative of the Soviet Union, that his proposal had been in-
tended to mive a certain direction to the debats, but that he agreed to withdraw it,

49 Tne PRES invitcd the Board 4o approve the draft agenda as given on
page 3 of Document ID/B/Le41/Revel, with the amendment proposed by the represen=

tative of Pakistan,

50, 1t was so decided,

DATE AND PLACE OF THE THIRD SESSION OF THE BOARD -

51e My BERCROFT (Nigeria) suggested that the third session ghould begin on
79 April and last threce woeka,

52 Mrg ASANTE (Ghana) supported that suggestion.

53 ire PARRY (Canada) naid he wouid profer that the seseion should be held

in June for the reasons hce hrd alrcady given at the Sixtieth Plenary liceting.
AZKADIEY (Union of Covict

Socialist Republics) cuggested that the date should not be fixced in advance but

54, dpr. PCLMIOMIE (Po)gium) cupported b ke

that it shoull be agraad to begin the third session somctim-~ during the last two

wroks in April.

5. The EAFCUTIVE DINMCTOR welcomed that sugeection, which would cnable the

decretariat to choose o date in the light of tho calendar for conferaences of

United Nations bodics drawn up by the General Acsombly.

’

*/  This amendment does not affcet the Trench toxt.
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held in Vieana = $ie usecand half of the month of April 1269 and that it should

last threc oeek.t.
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ORGANIZATION O 7D 'O X OF THT MHIND 3785100 (Workins Paner AR-D)

hSe ire B0 0nORT (Vi -eri:) thouwht that ot 1t. third yession the Board
should Lold »»iv { Lanary neet s, since the Yorkin~ Oroup or Progranme and

Co=crdinatior. w14 dre.dvy hove met for two weeks Lefore the cecasion,

59 Hr, DRICHAND ("rinidad ~nd Tobam) and LEs ASARTE (Ghan) supported
that viev,
A0, 17 AAY (Pakistan) and by OTRL (Jordan) z11J that the Toard could

only give indicnticns in the light of the experionce gnained at the cecond sesajon.
61. The TCDULTVL_DIRCTOR pointed out that tho Secretariat in Viemma Aid
not have the faciiitizs availatle in Cenevi: or New Yori for recruiting conferemte
staff and thet, ~oreover, it had to mbmit its estimates of cxpemditures for the

seasion to the Leoretnry-General,

62, Iy BEDUNORY (1ireria), Mry STIRFAVY (Umited States of America) and
Mo, FORTHOMITE (el rivm) monsidered thot thore ehould be summnry records of
plenary meecting- culy.

63, lr, VAVASSTUR (ornnce), lrg AWMLY (Pekistem), ! i (Methorlanda)

and l'r, TOREZIE! (Turiey) streesed the ipefilnese o7 havin~ summary records of
both <he plenasy reetinss wd thr meotings of the Veriting Croup.

64. Myo TLLL Jopdur) sunporied oy g, CKT]S de LOZAS (Arventina), observed
that since thn “orkin: Syoup or Prozssmre sad Coeordinition was » mubaldiasy
organ of the Poord withir the mesain: of mile 42, it war entitled to ank for
susmary recordec ander rules 57 and 63,

65. The PRESINTIT pronnsed that the report should contain a statement to
the effec: that the loard decided %o hold only plemary meet.nvs at its third
session, and to have sumnary records of ipein the neetinge of the Horking Growp
and the plenary m2e¢linza of the Poard. 1
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n TRV UL CTOR thanlied the Freciden' and the members of the
—— SRR

.

cpq for th ir er=auer-tion vith she Teerotarict ot o time wnen the Or~anization

it tnoouch v L ETo sl trapnition reriod.

. Y G 0 4 than.ed the ViceePrasidents, the {apporteur and the
jemds of the Rapnorteur, the nemoers of the oard, the wecutive Director and
» Geepetariat for their anfailin- uagistance throughout the lecond Jession.

. W (hana) on tehalf of the ‘roup of 29, w (Italy) on
half of th leatern Croup, lgpg DITIZNCOURT (Brazil) on behalf of the Latia
~rican coutries, ir, SCHEJBAL (Czechoslovakia) on behalf of the Socislist
~ountries, 24 TELL (Jordan) on behalf of the Asian countries and
s utdBl {Ivory Coast) on behalf of the African ocountriec, commended the President
v the aathority and courtesy he had shown in conducting the debate throughout
thy Secomd Scasion and thamked the "xecutive NMirector and the mesbers of the
“opetiriat, whoce efficiency and dedication had enabled the Board %¢ acceamplish

i3 ¢mek umder the best possible conditions,









