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opinion whatsoever on the part of the Secretariat of the United Nations Industrial Development
Organization (UNIDO) concerning the legal status of any country, territory, city or area or of its
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intended for statistical convenience and do not necessarily express a judgment about the stage
reached by a particular country or area in the development process. Mention of firm names or
commercial products does not constitute an endorsement by UNIDO.
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PROVISIONAL AGENDA FOR THEZ FOURTH SIZSSION
I The PRESIVENT poirted out to members of the Board that it would perhaps be

necessary, because of the adoption ~f certain resolutions, to place some new items on
the previsional ageada for the fourth session. It would therefore be better not to
take a finai decieion en the mutter for the moment. The Board also had te decide
whether il wished te centiinue the Working Group »r not. If it did, it would have to
bear in mind General \ssembly resclution 2152 (XXI), operative paragraph 14, and

resclution 3 (II) adopted at ite secrnd sesesienm,

24 Mr, BLAISSE (Netherlands) thought that, in spite of certain weaknesses, the
Warking Oroup's results had been very useful to the Brard, and so it ghould be retained
for the fourth session, It oughflto meet before the Board's session; oiherwise the
smaller delegntions might have difficulty in being represented in both bodies. Further,
to avoid wasting delagations' time, the interQAl batween the two sessions should not

be longer than two or three days.

3, t'r, LOPEZ MUINO (Cuba), suoporied by Mr. DILLLO (Guinea), thought that the
Yorking (roup had proved its worth and should become a subsidiary organ of the Board

open to all States lembers. Ile, too, thought that the Working Group ought not to

git at the came time 28 the oard and that its whole series of meetings should not

lant more than four weeks. 4 week and a half wonld “e entirely given up tu its debates,
the remaining half of the sacond week to consideration of its report, and the two last
week: to the Board's work. The VWorking Group's task should be eimplified as much as
prsnible and it should establish rapid and direct contacts with the gecretariat;

summary records of its discuscions should continue to be waived, The Board ought not

to reopen discussion on issues already considered by the Working Group unless funda~

mental points were raised.

4, Mr., AJAN (Pakistan) censidered that the Working Group should sit at the same
time as the Board and report tn it after seven to ten days. That interval would suffice
if the necretariat prepared documents tor the Working Croup more carefully and in the
form of summaries. [urthermore, the Group's workload would be lightened if the Board
considered co-ordination matters itself. If, lastly, the Working Group included in its
report conclusions and pecommendations on the regular and the long-term working pro-

grammec, the “oard's discussions would be much easier,




5. fr. WANCHOO {Indin) stoated thal the Nerking ip vp's concion had not reduced
that of the Board by us much as had heen cxperted.,  The rrkings Greun's dutics ohould
therefore be simplified by remo-ing cucstiong of gencril pelicy and sce-ordination from
ita agenda and giving them to the Bourd. lle agreed that the Workins Group and the

board should sit gsimultaneously; to curtail the duration of their mectings.

6. Fr, SIERRA (Spain) acknowlsdged the usofulness ~f the Yerking Group and the
noed to continue it; but, like the roprerentative of Cula, he thought thot it: pro-
cedure should be simplified. He suprested thot the longth of the Working Croup's and
the Board's sessions should be limited te three wecke., The Working Oroup would meet
alone during the first weck and simultancously with the Board during: the {irct three
days of the second waek: for the rest of the time the "ward only would mect Ho wan
navertheless prepared to support any other plan by wiich the Werking Croup and the
Board should not sit at the same time and their respective sessions ahould be reparated
by not more than one or two dAaye.

7. ¥r, .BIUL-W .KIL (United Republic of Tanzania) advocated a long interval
between the session of the Working Oroup and that of the Boarde Govermments would then
have sufficient time to study the Working Group's »eport and any recommendations it
might make, and could give their representatives more exact instructions based on
thorough knowledge. That procedure would no doubt cost more, but the Board would be
able to reach more decisive conclugiona,

8. lir, SRICHAMARA (Thailand) suggested that the composition of the Vorking Group
should be that of the Board. He had no fixed opinion on the langth of the mession, hut
. wan firmly opposed to any partial or total overlap of the meetings of th- Group and the
Board, because of the cmall size of delegations from the small ~ountriess, The interval

between the two gessions should be as short as poasible,

9. Mr. TREMBLAY (Canada), supported by Mr. CASILLI (Italy), judged that the

operation of the Working Croup nsaded certain improvements. !lic delugation thar:fore

proposed first and foremost that the Working Jroup should start work at once, dinpens-
ing with all customary formalities such as addressoes to the secretariat or Officers;
that in considering co-ordination it should roncentrate specifically or the activities
listed in the programme: and that the problems of co-ordination with ths United Nations
syater should be left tc the Toard. The wording of itam £ of the Roard's nrovisional

agenda relating to the matter, should be madc clearer.
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10, he Canadinn delegatiion considercd, however, that the Yorking Groun's ~eseion
chould precede the Board'a by ono week; becaue. if tie cessionc were held sim. -
tanoouely, many delogations would not e ablce to send roprasentatives to both bodics;
the work programme would not be sufficiently thoroughly studicd; and the Working
Group's raporc would not be submitted until the end of the session, which might then
have to be axtended. His delagation moreov:r suggested that ac far as possible itho

Officers of the Working Oroup should b2 those of the Board. Likewise, the aame

representatives shold if possible take part in the discuseions of the two bodies.

11. Mr. BAFZG}I}:BE.(Nigeria) conzidored. like other representativaos, that the
Working Groun should be a permanent organ o the Joard and submit to it comclusions
and draft recommendations., The Board and the Working Group could cach sit for a

week and a half, and overlap il nccessary.

12, I'r. ARCHIBALD (Trinidad and Tobago) was in favour of continuing the Working
Group withite present membership, but thought its di scussions should be less formal
and rather in tho nature of simplc exchanges of views, The Yorking Oroup had very
properly not put forward any recommenditions, gince thc Board decided UNIDO policy.
Hie delegit.on saw no objection te simultancous masting of the Working Group and the
Board: otherwise the iﬁte?‘“fa'l batween thoir sessions should not he longer than a day
or two. The whole duration éf‘ the =onsions sheuld‘ not sxcced four w:ake., It was
regi*ethble that the Doard should hav: Lo soneider at the end of iis work a number of
draft resclutione that ought ordinarily to have rcached the secraetariat oight days

bafore the closure of the session,

13. ¥r., ANGER (Sweder) uvhought that the “orking Group cruld meat separately

for one wesk and then for anothor week consurrently with the Board, which would
continue its work for a third weck, The procedure shoula be wado more flexidble to
gave discussions on matters of detail, and dalegations should approach the secretariat
directly on technical points about which they were conce-nad.

14. Fpe Z0 Upper ’oltn) thought that to fulfil its proper role the Working
Group should include representatives of all rthe “tatos Mombers of the Board who were

tochnological sipecinlists in the orobleme of industrial development.

15. The Yorking Oroun ought to vormulate draft rocommendatione wh.ch would enable
the Hoard to reach decisions quickly; perhaps it would be usaful to sot up sub-

groups to consider each of the points nent ioned in resolutior 3 (II).
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16, Mp, Snlib 7o (Phildppinus) ‘hought thot Sl et chops o the e pd
ought to b2 reprocontad i the YMorkinge dronr, Wt 00 0 RECHNR IS SRS U I S S AR

geparate officaors, he Troup's torms o v o Showdd e vl st b s on g 1t
conclusions on rccrtain problome tor th benotit of the wopi 4o vewnulats rooopgend -
tions and to submit dralt rarnolutions:  that would consid r by, tighton the Coamit
task. The sccretariat should fellow the cxample of the THo apd drow up o loas abund it
but mor. systomatic eat of dosumentr. 1. approvod tho susecotion modo by the resrocon-
tative of Cuba for the timing wd duration o1 the sopsione > the Jonrd and the Jorking
froup. -
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17. ipy VATASERUR (France) would rethor that the donrd nud the Working Croup
did not sit concurrently, sinca rome “tatus lombers wowld have difficulty in being
ropresonted at tho meotings of both, It wae also dusirsble, ae the vepresemtativo of
Upper Volta had clearly shown, that the mombors of th. Working Group chould Lo
spoclialists in l.dustrial dovelopment who could drw up for th: fonrd » procis: roport
on the tochnical elements of thoe programme,

18, His delepation noted with interest the suggostions mad . b the reprenontatiye of

it i L

Canada and was ready to approve thom, but deubted whother - rule rould 70t e made
by ¥hich the Working Oroup and the Soard should hove the sam: of fieorr,

19. SINPSON (Unitod “tatee of amori~on) did not thin: th: "oord ~nd Lo
Working Group ought to moct st the came time,  The Doard would doubltlops remomber thot

during the sccond session simultancous mocting:. of Committoo 1 and Cormittoc IT hnd
rajiged 2 numbor of practical diffieultice, Yith ropapd to the Jorbing Opoun's torme
of roforenca, his delagation thought thot the Group ousht to study the prollums of
co~opdination in so far as they affe Lud the projert. in the YHIDO propramm,

cxperiment, e would not be opposcd to eome changes in the light of oxpuricno. prined,
but on ~ondition, firctly, throt the Working Oroup romuined opon to participstion Ly

ORENZI (Urugusvr) folt that the orking Croup hod proved » sueecneful

all countries ripresonted on the Boord, wnd, =ucondly, +hat ite work wie k.pt o.pwato
from that of th: Board. The Working Groun should root thend of the foard so thit it

would have enough time to write its roport nd (oruulate ito rocommondations,
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21. Yp, PROBST (~witz-rland) said that, while preferring the sessions to be

successive ne would agrec that the two bodies might meet simaltancously for a shorl
period. lie shared tho visw expressed by the reprasentative of France on the proposals
mede by the Canadin delegation, and declared that resolution 3 (1I) wae thus so
flexibly worded that the Board need not odopt ancther, ard that it madae provision for
a reviaw of "tha composition oi the Working Group s..... in the light of experience

gatned.

22, Mp. BITTENCOURT (Brasil) recalled that his delegation had requested that the
topic of @acentralizatiocn be placed on the gendn for the tkivd seasion. The request

had thsn been supportad hy other members of the Board, and the represcentative of Peru
hrd agreed that, if the Bonrd had not time to examine the problem, it should refer to

it in its report and give it thorough consideration at its fourth session.

23. lir. JXURTH (Fedoral opublic of Germany) held that the Working Group should
mect before the Moard and that the total duration of the sessions should not exceed
four woeks. Tt seamed peintless to change the terms of refarence of the Working Oroup,
iut thoy should be interprated morc strictly. The Group should only examine matters of
co—~ordination in sc far as thay related directly to the work programme or to the pro-
jects themeelvess  nll asparetr of cc-ordination butween organizations should he stucied
by tho Board. He supported the cuggestions put forward by the representative of Canada,

vo Tacilitate the Yorking Group’s toek.

24. The PRESIPWNT observed that from the deliberations of the Yorkirg Group cer—

tain arens of rgraement hal emergoa, nuacly:

1,  The Yorking Oroup shoulu be kopt as a subsidiary orgin of the DBoard;

2. It should atrive ~ftor maximum procedu: . . 'city and dispunse with
summary records;

3. It should devote itself to n thoroughgoing examinetion of programmes and
of project co-ordination, hut inter-organization co-ordination in general

ghould romain in the Joard's hando;

1. Participntion in tha Croup should be opun to all States - Mombers of the
Poard ;

Yo It should formulrnte conclusions and racommerintions for subsequent

sorsideration b tha “e-rd;




6. Its officers should if possible ke thoro of *he Soard, with the asame
k Y

geographical distribution:

1. The Board should bepin it sescion two or three days atrtor the end of

the Group's ossion:

8. The total duration of the scssions of the Warking Group and the Board

ghoula not axcecd four wecks,

25. Ho proposed that the organization of the work of the “nrking Group on Programmc
and Co-ordination and of th. Board's fourth session should be determined accordingly.
That 1ccision would not be the subject of & Aruft resolution but would be written into
the report "n the Board's third sassion.

26. 1t was go decidod.

27. In reply to comments made by Mp, WIAFE-iNNOR (Chana), Mp, SIEPRA (Spain) and
Mr, BRILLANTZS (Philippines), the PRESIDENT first of all stated that appointment of
the same officers for both the Working Group and the Board would not necessarily raisc
any mejor difficulties. Iven if the Working (roup were to be componed of specialists
in accordancoe with the wishes of the delegations of Upper Volta and France, countries
could nominate candidoi o ecapable both of congidering programmes from a tochnical point
of view and of adopting decisions of o morc political nature in the Doard.

28, Furthermore, the conclusions and recommendations to be drn“ted by the Working

Group would be bagsod on its own report and might be amended by the RBoard if it saw

f4t. Of course, if the Yorking Group could agree on a draft resolution incorporating

its conclusions and recommendations, it would be perfoctly sntitled to do so.

29, ¥r. ROBERTS (Canada) proposed that the text of the agenda item on cr-opdination
should state more clearly that the Board should congider only relations between orpaniza~
tions and that tho co-ordination of programmas and proj¢sts would be studiod by the
Horking Group.

30, The PRESIDANT judged that, sincc that didtinction was clearly implied in the
decision just adoptad by the Toard on the organization of the activities of ihe Working
IGroup and tho Joard for the fourth sassion, it vould be better not 4o change the taxt
of that agenda itom.

1. It was so decidad.
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3. Tho PROSIDNT nbgervad tn-t the rapreserintive of frazil had proposad the-
» hording "decentralizution” should be -dded 'n The ngandt 1tom Organizationsal
Ifatters,

33, Th- proposal of the Srazilian dolegation ves adented.

34. Vr. SHATSKY ('Inion of Soviet &, 1.st Qcrutlice) thought that it would be
expaeicent o prepero in sdvanco all tho decunoniary material relating to the agonda
1iom Organizotionnl Metters, Tt was olso 8gentint that problome rolating to the
organization of “h. socrotariat, goographical distrinution and :o forth be ro-exanmined
at the Yoard's fourth soseion.

35. It wag so docided.

6. The PRESIDENT obscrved that soms of the draft regolutions whioh the Boaprd
hal yot to examina might amend the provigional agenda for the fourth cession; ha
nccordingly propoged that all docision on the item should by deforr:d until the ond
of the Drard's work.

37. The PRESIDINT alzo propogad thot ths report should take aecount of the
suggestion made by the ranrasontative of Trinidd and Tohago Yy rontioning that the
Board would have to decide At ite fourth seasion vhothor o timeeliait for submiesion
of draft rarolutions should be set at least a wosk bufare the ond of ite work.

8., It wes go decided.,

39. Mre BITTELJOURT (Frazil) recalled that his dolagation had reserved its
position on matters rolating to the Working iroup on Programr: and Co-ordination, and
hoped that statement would be not.d in *h. Dard = pipert,

The mecting rosc at_1,10 p.m.









