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DISCLAIMER

This document has been produced without formal United Nations editing. The designations
employed and the presentation of the material in this document do not imply the expression of any
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
authorities, or concerning the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries, or its economic system or
degree of development. Designations such as “developed”, “industrialized” and “developing” are
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.

FAIR USE POLICY
Any part of this publication may be quoted and referenced for educational and research purposes
without additional permission from UNIDO. However, those who make use of quoting and
referencing this publication are requested to follow the Fair Use Policy of giving due credit to
UNIDO.
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Pae ¢
QUESTIONS CONCLIGITIG DOGULLL™ ATIQY, ,(co‘num-wa -
L. Mr, Wall (Carercen) said that it wos inportant to reduce the volume of

decumentery amaterial issued o delegations and to lighten their work. He therefore
uzgested that wac secreti it 2" culd nrepare i brief docwne‘nt of not more than three
pazes o1 every itsn sulaitted to the Board, anuouncing tae subject, giving all the
relevenl background invorasticu, cetting forth the faclors to be considered before
decision, wnd augpuitline vhal tae decigion should be. The ducuments, resembling those
prepared for goverw.nat departmerntal moetings or tihe board neetings of large enter-
prises, ould enable dalegotions to identify probleac iamediately and to congider in
grerter det.il those which interested them most. The draft conclusions, recommenda-
tiony and resolutions r-va up by the gecrotariat should not be taken by the Board

to represent . rigid attitude of the Bxecutive Directour or the gsecretariat, but
rather as informatioa designed to facilitate its own iask, whioh was to take the

final decision on each iusue,

2, | Hre ANGER (Sveden), liv. BITTENCOURT (Brazil), Mg, THOMAS (Canada),

Mz LOPEZ IUINO (Cuba) end jir. BRILLANTES (Pailippines) supported the proposal

made by the representative of Camrcon,

3. lpy DELVAUY (Bolziun) thoutht that the secretariat might propose the
clternative decisions open tc %hae Boawrd but not formal comclusions or recommendations,
which lay within the Boad's cogpetence.

4 My, CASILLL {Ttaly) foresaw difficulties if the secretariat were asked to
propoge solulions. Tiae Beard 1ould have to adopt or rejeot those proposals, and
vejection might lewl to Iwiction with the necreturiat. The secretariat should sume
marize the problam bui not eupress .ny view on its solution.

e Mre KOLO (I'igeria) considered that the secretariat should aerely oall the
Joard's atienilon o issves vihicn it should decide, and not formulate recommendations,

&

5 LD (fedaral Garman Republic) observed thut in all matters of

documentation the Board was endeaveurins to reach two distinect objectivea: <o reducs
the volune of doouments .nd to preseat them more unifornly and simply. The proposal
of ine representalive o Comercon related to the second objective and merited the
Board's wholeheurted suppoitt,
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7. Hr, l'JANCI_IQ_Q (Zinoia,) congidered that Lac arepog 1 or the represcalative of

Caneroon was acnstructive Luv i3at the secvetari:t cavuld not he sked presare
conclusions or solntions, It 1 .s difficult to rave cw.ct instructions about limiting
documentatior in genevral, th- sacretaria‘ could only ba asked to reduce velume ag

auch a8 possible without omitting any essentiai irormation,

8. Mr. SITTINCOUKT (Brazil) stated 'hat se rould only suppert the propogal of

the represertative o. Jameroon if *lie 3osrd moint iinec exelusive jurisciclion cver
draft resclutions. The .ecretariai siculd give eiaect information on tiae prot 1;ms to
he 3olved but shouid refrain from propasing sclutions, Concerning the need to limit
docunentation, the Bragilion delegaticn supported t.e viewr of the representative
of India; it thought %hat the 3oard could only sive tae uidelires set forin in
ihe Repo;'t of' the Yorking Group on Programne and Co=ordinaiios (1v/3/waPc/2),
paragraph 239,

9. Hr, SHATIKY (Union of Soviet Jocialimt Republice) approved the first 1.ree
points in the proposal of tiwe rspresan’tative of Cameroon. Ile agreed that tie docue
ments issued for the Board were tco bulky. DEven if the secretariat were not given
any precise instructions at the preseni mession, it might at least take care, as
the repressntative of Indie had sugpeated that in future its docunents were more

concise.

10, On ihe Camervon representative's fourth point the 3oviet delegation, like that
of Brazil, did not think the secretariat cught to guide the Boards Delegations were
perfectly capable of grasping for themselves ihe assential issues requiring decision,
and of determining their oun posi*icns without recoamendations from tie necretariat,
Purthermore, since decision was vested in the Board and *he Board alone, no stress
should be laid on difforences of spinion between the Board and the secretariat,

11. It was also abgolutely essential that all “ne documents should ve distributed
to delegations at least six weeks before the Working Group met, and in the four
languages; otiherwise they could not be properly exanined,

12, Hr, DELVAUX (Belgium) fel. that the swanaries proposed by the representative
! of Cameroon should relate, not to the docwsent as & whole, but to each of the subjects

. considered in it.




1./

3/ 5.
Fooe oo

- T

13, Lo ladl (Paz. o .a) oreed Lhat the secreiari.t should draft summeries

emmhasizins ti o probles: (oulrong tue Board's ttention.

14. dre SITTCOT (Br;f_xl) creed witn ine representative of the Soviet Union.

Joy o
——

A the Yorkire Grow .ot . swieildiars ergon of tae Board, ite meambers should receive

docucents st soasbt -ic vacls b Copr the senaion opened,

Ve dr. SUAIL 0ooeroon) etoluined thot tne essential need was to ensure that
211 tie probleas ¢ bo soaved 5o tae Board were suamarized. The secretariat, by
setding forth informetic: hick would help the Ileoard to nake 2 decision, would not

in the le.st ba dictatir @ th. v decicion.

14, fir. BRILLANTSS (Poilippires) considered taat the proposal of the delegation
of Cameroon .. oLt s adooted moverisentally, and the Board at its fourth session ¢

could judgs from the reralis, wiether the new presentation of documents needed to be
modified,

17. The proposal of the delezation of Caperoon nag ga¢

*

18, The_PRESIDENT sugsasied, since 2ll delegations seemed $o agree, that e
Board should invite the ascretariat to take all possible steps to simplify documents

and reduce their volume

19. It _was so decided.

20, The DIASIDENT suggested that, in accordance with the vies put forward by
all ihe delezations, the fourd should invite the secretariat to arrange that all
documents sh~ulc reach member States at least six weeks befor. the opening of e
seagion of tia Workins Oroup on Programme and Co-ordination.

21. It was go deoided.
DATZ AHD PLACT OF THE FOURTH SESSION

22, The PRESIDENT proposed that the Board should hold its next session at
Viean: from 1-20 il 197C, on the understanding that the Bxeoutive Director might
modify these dotea slizaily if necessary to allow for the calendar of the principal

internationel acetings.

23, It wasn SRR decided.
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OTHIZR BUSINGESS
24. Mr, KRISHNAURTI (United dations Confrrence on Trade ~nd Davelopment) said

that he had noted the inieresi shown by numerous delegations in the problems of the
export of manufactured gocds by tlie developing countries; in this connexion, some
of the measures under consideravicn in UNCTAD suculd he of interest to the Industria®
Deve lopment B&?rd. One of the most iiportant results of the second sessisn of the
Conference had heen the agreausent for the establishment of a seneralized, non-
reciprocal systam of turif’ preferences in favour of the developiig countries. The
second session had set up u Special Committee on Preferences, which had already held
two meetings; the objective was to setile the deinils of the generalized systen of
preferences in 1969, with a view to giving effeci to it in 1970. The introduction
of a generalized scheme ol preferences would be of interest to UNIDO, because the
extent to which the daveloping couniries would be able to benefit by the improved
access t0 markets would depend ou their success in establishing industries and
developing exports of manufuctures. UNIDO had thus an lsportant contribution to
make in helping the developinz countriec.

25. The UNCTAD Committea on Manufactures alsc had on its work programne the examina~
tion of non=tariff barriers, including quantitative restricticns atiectinr exports
of mamifactures rom ihe devsloping countries. 1In addition, a Working Party of
Inter<Govermmental Dxperts on Toriff Reclassification ha¢ Leen eatablished and the
UNCTAD secretariat, in ~o=operation with the Customc Co-operation Council, war deale
ing with the problem cf itariff reclassificaiion of producis of interesi to the
develcping countries. The UFCTAD Committee on Manufactures wus 1lso envwaged in
exanining the question of restrictive business practices applied by private firms

in industrialized oountries which affected ths exnort inierests of the developing
oountyies. All these activitien of UNCTAD should be of interest to UNIDO in its
efforts to promots industriel development,

26, He recalled the statemeni made by iis UNCTAD colleague in the Workine Group and
wvag happy to reaffimm the co-operation that had been established between UNIDO and
UNCTAD and with the UNCTAD/GATT International Trade Centre, UNCTAD wac dealing with
several commercial policy issues of general interest to UNIDO.
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ADOFTION OF THE FEPORT OF THl: THIRD SESSION (ID/B/L.44/Add.1-5, ID/B/L.50 and
ID/B/1.51)

27. \ir, BILLIER (Swecen), Rapportsur, soid that he had tried in his draft
report to strike a falr balance betwean tne comments made by the different dele-
zations during the dizcussiors. 11 accordance with the practice followed by other
Unitaé Nations Dbodies, ho "ad left cut pe litical declarations, which in any caase

appeared in the suwunary reerds of the meetingse.

23, e then read oui the symbols of the documents containing the introduction and

the vorious chaptere ol the dralt report.

29. lir. SAHLOOL (Sudaa), supportec hy iire IIADOUH (Kuwait), observed that his
dclegation had suomitted sn ameadment (ID/B/1.50), and asked whether, as appeared
fpom the Rapporteur:s draft, he should understand that it would nct Le mertioned ia

the raport.

30. The PRESTDENT soid that the aseidment proposed by the Sudanese delegation
would be congidered in discussion on the relevant itea.

3% i, SHATSKY (Union of foviet Socialiat Republics), supported by

Mr,_ JADOUH (Kuait), wns absclutely convinced that the report should reflect as
faithfully as posaible all the opinions expressed by delegations during the dis~
cussions, ineluding political considerations, wiich often could not be disscciated
from others.

32. lir. BILINIR (3ueden, Happorteur, replied taat hie opening remaris did
not apply to any particulor perwgrapn or ansendment but serely stated a generel
prinzsiple.

33. The_PRISIDEN: vointed out that the essence of the statements made bW
vapregentativas dvring the Board's discussiors were recorded in the summary records
ard ihe report: furthemore, delegetions could submit amendments wvhensver they
thought fit duriug considerztion of the Araft repori.

34, He iuvited the mambars of ihe Board to decide on each paregraph of the draft
raport,
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Introduction
35- Paragraphs 1 io 3} were adopted.
36. Mre BITTENCOURT (3razil) pointed out a typographical error in the English

text of paragraph 4, vhich should read: "ilembers of the United Nations or members
of the specialized zgenciaen".

1. Iir, SHATSKY (Unicn of Scviet Sccialist Republics) said that China, men~
tioned among the Siates liewbers, should be designated by its official title of
"Republic of Chine". That correction was requived in the Russian, Bnglish and
Sranish textz.

38. lre MAJCHER (Poland) asked that in the Prench text the words "Bépublique
de” should prscads the word "Chine" instead of appearirg in brackets.

39 The PEESIDENT, supported by lir, SLIPSOR (United States of Aserica), eatd

\hat in that motter the official 1iwt « * the States Hembers of the United Nations
should be followed.

40. Parsgraoh 4, as Rended. wos adt
41. Poragraphs 5 to % ware adopted.
42, Hrs VAVASTRUR (Frcnce) pointed ovt a typographicel error inm the fourth

line of paragraph O in the French text, which should read "CEDLICH* and noct “CEDINON™,

43. Paragraph O was adopted.

raragraphs 3 4o vore adented.

45, Mo _JUAN (Canercon), supported by Miss RICHARDS (Usited Kingdoa), proposed
that at the end of the second 1line of the Baglish text the word "hawve"™ should be
dalated,

45,

48, lies RICHARDS (United Xingdom) suggested that, ia the first line of the
English text of paragraph 15, ths word "problen” should be replaced by “subjeot”
and the word "will" by "would",
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49. Paragrapl 15, as amended; wes adopted.

50C. ur. WAl (Cameruon) propused that, at the end of the penultimate line of

the Tnglish text of pararres’. 17, the word "earlier" should be replaced by "early".

51. Mr, VAVASSEUR (Francz) uaid that the amendment did ot affect the French
text.

52. Papegraph 16, as amended, :ce adopted.

53, lir, ROBZRTS {Canada), supported by lir, KO (Nigeria), said that in the
third line of the English text of paragraph 17 the word "will" should be replaced
by “wmlld"-

54 Paragraph 1], as amended, vag adopted.

55 Papazraphs 13 to 22 were adopted.

535 Mg, LOMENZI (Uruguay) ticught thet in paragraph 23 the word "incorporsdo”
Was ina;&’fieient, as it might give the wrong iapressior that the rcport of the

Working Oroup was annexed to thil of the Board. It would be more correct o nay
that the text of that report "ze g aprobo e _incorpox









