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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.
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without additional permission from UNIDO. However, those who make use of quoting and
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ADCTTION GF 905 RUFCA™ ¢i 7 7 TULRD SUSSTeN (TD/B/1.44 ant Add.1e5, ID/B/L.5C,

1
ID/E/L.‘j.l argd wur.}) (contigue)

1. Lhe FRESIDLIT irvited tre Bo-rd te exami e chapter 11 of the drat't revort

(ID/B/L.M/Add.?) percoraph by poracroph,

Laragraph 24

opted.
3. lire JLBOUDO (Upp-r Volta) proposed the insertion after the fourth sentence

of & new sentoencs alo: the followin: lines: ™Anot!-r deleration considored thct
the Workin~ Orou should split up into taree subsgroups or working commi ttecs, which
wourd cach oxamine one of the itoms mentioned in reselution 3 (IT).Y

AUGRUR (Franec) proposed thot the phrase “a small mumber of experts®

ia tho sx:th senteme should be replacad by the phrase “$echnicians responsible for
industral developiont®,

Fe lizs BOBRTS (Canada) prorosed $hat tic vord "many™ in the first sentence
should be replac d by the word “usome".

10, s JAJCHIR (Polard) thought that the word "soveral® would reflect the
situation more acouratoly.

11. Mr, J07478 (Cannda) neceptod the Folish represcntative's suggestion.
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14. Mr, KOLO (Ni{;eria) requested clarification as to the meaning of the phrage
oppearing between brackets ot the end of the parangrapn,

15, Lire BILLNER (Sweden) Rapporteur, said that the ohapter to which refercnce
was made would contain a summary of the discusaions held during the meetings of the
Working Grou, , during the genernl debate and during the mornin~'s meeting concerning
the question of documentation.

16, Ihe PRESIDENT invited the Board to aprrove paragraph 28, it being understood
that the number of the ohapter referred to would be inserted l-ter,

17. 28 ypted.

2O HE AR Faeas p X ibe, Cgeo IO BLOVAK ¥
Republics (1D/B/LAT amd Gorr 1Y

18, Zhe FRESIDENT invited the Board to examine the first of the two new param
graphs whose addition vas proposed at the end of the section entitled "Orgarisational
metters” (ID/B/L.44/Mdd.2, rarae. 25-28),

19, Mz, SIMPSON (United States of Anerica), speaking on behalf of the rbnbors
of Group B, endorsed the view expressed at the meeting bty the Rapporteur regarding
the aivisability of including statements of a political nature tn the report.

Pour of the amendments submitted to document ID/B/L.44/0dd.2 fell inte that
ontegory, namely, the amendment at rresent under discussion, that contained in
paragraph 3.2 on page 2 of document ID/B/L.51, that contained in paragreph 2

OR page 7 of dooument IN/B/L.51, and that contained in document ID/B/L.50., While
there was no doubt that every delegation had 410 right to be ;ivin wlequate ooverage
in the summary recoids, no useful purpose wae served Wy introlusing such matters iute
the Eoard's report. His delegntion and the members of Oroup B hoped that the
Sponsors of those four =mendments coul. be rersunded to withdrcw them.  With regard
to the other ameniments contained in dooument ID/B/L.51, his delegtion intended to
Propos: certain modifications which would render thom more accoptable.,

]

20, ¥r, SHT00L (Suden) sadd that his delegntion ocould mot accede to the request
that it should withdrow 11s ameniment (10/8/1,50).
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21. Ur. SHATSKY (Unior of Sevi -t Socialict Rcpublics) said that his position

wag tho oane g thed of the previcuc specker. Lt should be borne in mind that dele-

pations deoe rarreneniativeg of Covernnerta. A& mojority of dalegntions rresent had
subseribed te tie principle that favoursoble cornditions for overnll economic develop=
ment were a prercquisite for industrisl development. The Bonrd's task could not be
Jimitel 4o the parely teehunic-l tspecte »f industrizl development, ns the obstacles
in the woy of irdustrin. devslopment in mony regions of the world were not nurely

tochnien) obatasles.

22, Hre YOHEKET (Ohann) snid that the Boord's report ought to reflect the viows
and positions of rll dele 'ations on motters which were of partioculnr importance to
theme .o tho sponsors of the amendments under discussion attached o srect derl of
importane: te lheir insertion in the report, he sugpesied that those amendments
should be included in the report together with 2 liet of their sponsors, on condition
that the spensorn had actually cxpressed the views in question during the Boami's

di ceuscions,
23, Yr, JACITR (Poland) snid that the sponsors of the cmendments undey

digecuccion wore firmly convinced that thoe politieal *considerations referred to did
in faet irflucence the develorment prosess; it was only fair that that conviction
should b reflected in the rerort.

24, Lre DINIT (Indin) agreed with the representative of the Undon of Soviet

LE 8

o

Soelalict Republies thot politicel issues could not ~lwavs be completely ignored;
however, }+ doubtod wicther the wnondments in question constituted o real contriBution
Lo Ue Dide il e ket of Vhe developing countries.  With regard to the
specific rmendront whiel: the Presgident had invited the Board to coneider

(L9/8/0e0k, 120l)y itr nim was to promote univers:lity in the membership of UNIDO,
Hed the cuenement beer couched in cenernl terns, his delegation would have had no
difficulty in nccepting it, but specific referenne to ccrtrin countries made it far
move diffaeult to acceri.  The saie observation could be made with regard to the
Sudnness omendment (ID/B/Le50)s If the spunscrs ol those amenirents insisted on
their inclusics 1o the report, as was their riht, ho agreed with the rcpresentative

o7 Ghan that their namee should appear in the rerort; furthermore, the names of

those who opjosed the inclusion of ihe rwicndnents should slsc be mentioned.




25. Mro SAFLOOL (Sudan) eai.’ thot he wWisho' to mage his ¢ le.otion's Do8ition
quitc cleary, He could not arpec with the Rapporteur's view th ¢ colrtienl iseucs
should be cxeluded from the rcport of the 3onrd, Hig delemation's amendment cone
curnuc the economic dovelopment of ti arab countries, an issue which lLac becn
referred to Yy soveral of theee countrics durin.: the jencral debate, It ceuld not
be denied that the Zionist a 'ressions had had a detrimental effect on tie economie
development of the Arabd countrics; o itruc picture of the situation could not be
obtained if that element was ignored. It hd beon emphasized durin: the Board's
discussions that cconomic Progress was not possible in the =bsence of conditiong of
Pe~ge and stability, His delc,otien considured that the peport should refleet
accurately the views which had boen cxpressed during: the discussion ~nd should 1lay
due stress on the points which wore re 'arded as larticularly imrortant by the dolee
vations concornod. The amendment submitted by his delegetion could not be viewed
as political, since it had boen limited to purely cconomic issucs. He urged the
Board to agre: to the inclusion is the report of tho new paraspaphe yroposcd by his
dologation and by thc socialist countrice, without puttin- thom to o vote; that
would be the normal procedurc,

26, The RRRENT said that it would be undceirable to prolon: the digcussion
further. The beet course would ho for the popresentotive of the United Stutes of
America to sulmit Group B's text; it would then be rossidle to avoid ruttin: the
amondments to the vote end thus setting ~n unfortun: *c preccdent.

Lo SUPON (Unated States of America) suveste? that o fencral approach along
the lines of raragraph 35 of the Boawi's report or the work of itz second session
(ID/B/41) ehould Be adopted to cover the points rcimed in tle anendmenta

28, L SATHO (Union of Sovict Socialist Republics) said that the first
sentcnce of the first now paragraph proposed By the five socialist countrics was in
koeping with the approach su;gested Wy the Unitced Jtatas representotive. The rost
of the new parasraph 8imply illustrated the jemeral statement at tic baginning or
the paragraphs The Gorman Democratic Republic was a hishly incustrialized country
and had made a sirnificant contribution to the cl‘;vx:famcnt of th: doveleping
Countries, with which it anjoyod 0 rclations,

<Te !
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29. M1. BILL'ER (Sweder), Rnjporteur, referrins to the st~tement of the
Sudanese renresentetive said th~t he had stressed ~t the rracedin; meeting 4hat he
wns not roferrin: to ~xy specific paracroph in the droft report or to any specific
amonament.  Hc hed been concerned wvith the General prisciple thot in the longer
perspective UNIDO would .'rcatly benefit by concentrating on the fundnmental task of
industrinl developrment, nnd not becoming involved in political issues, which were

the resporsibility of other United :otions orjanc.

10. tp. KOLO (Mperia) agreed with the rrinciple enunciatod Yty the Reprorteur
nt the previous mcetins. It was important thut ~s for as poseiblo the Board should
avold controversi-l politicnl issues wh.ah were net directly conrecctod with furthering
the industrinl develerment of developin: countrics. While the firsv new paragraph
proposed in dooument ID/B/L.51 whs justified i~ principle, o8 it wns ‘esiroble thot
UNIDO should be n truly world-wide or. cnization, ai seuseion of controversi:l issues
night distraect the donrd from its essenti .l work.  However, every delegation had a
risht to have ite viows rerorded. He therefore supported the Chonsdian suggestion
th- ¢, instend of formulnae which referred in general torms to ~ mumber of delegations,
sbe :-mes of the ~ountrice sponsoring the amendments should be lieted. If the
Chanaian su,yestion were ndopted, o faotunl report of the proceedings would result

and the likelihood of counter=anendments would be reduced .

3. The FRESIDENT saic that he was ineclinel o shnre the view of the Sudanese
dolepction that some politicol iscucs, which had econcmic consequences and could
affect industrial developmenty could logitimately be v~ferred to in a report on
industrial development. But it wag jroptant thot the Bonrd choald not bocome o
forum for political debate amd duplicate the work »f the General Assembly. The
Board's report should deal exclusively with the proocss of industrial development.
He thought th.t the Ghanainn ewsestion provided the best solution.

C% 28y

32, M. SHATSKY (Unien of Soviet Socialist Republics) ~nd . MAJCHFR (Poland)
surported the Ghanainn suggestion whichy in their view, provided o suitable compromnives

i3. The PRESIDENT ouggected thnt the Tomrd shoul? ~pprove tho two new pearacraphs
yroposed hy Bul,nria, Cuba, Cgochoslovrkin, Poland snd the Union of Soviet Socislist
Republios (ID/B/Le51, rre 1-2) for inclusion nt the eunl of the section entitlcd

"Op anizationnl matters", gubjret to the chance su osted hy the CGhantion delesntion,

A

. It wae so decided.
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Para-raph 2

35. The PRESIDENT drew attention 1o the amendments rroposed by Bulgerin, Cuba,
Cgoohoslovakia, Poland ond the Union of Soviet Socinlist Rapublios contained in parae
;raph 1 on pare 2 of document 1D/B/L.51.

36. The gmendments were adopled.

Czechoulovakin, Poland and the Union of Soviet wocialist Repudblics in paragraph 2 on
pege 2 of document ID/B/L.51.

ir. LACROIX (Argontina) proposed that the followin. sentonce should be in-
serted after the socond sentence: “Soveral delegations considored that the spirit
and lotter of Gonersl Assembly resolution 2411 (XXIII) provided the fromework in which
UNIDO should make its contributicon to formulating the strategy for devel,.~ont durdng
the Second Development Decade."

41. 1t was co deoided.
42, Mz, BITTENCOURT (Brasil) said thai, in view of the adoption of the Arcentinian
amendment, tha following sentonce, which besan with the words ".. few dologations™,
peemed to require cmendwent, since 8 mm;dwe%}.e mmber of delegationa considered
that UNIDD siculd develop its own stirategy. ‘

43. Afier an exchedge of views, $hg JH :«* ‘Eag;géisied‘ﬁ;at the words "A fow
delezntions” should be amonded to rend *Seyeral delegntions”.
44, 13 was so deciled.

45, Viiso RICHIRDS (Untted Kimgdom) 2nd Mp. SHATSKY (Undon of Soviet Socialist
Republics) sugcested that further discussion of [«rairaph 10 should be deferred until
the Bosx . took up the three new paracraphs proposed by the five socialist countries.

46. 1% was so apgroed.
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Prrooroph 31

47. Forzoroph 31 was ndopted.

New poracral ; o_aclegation ‘ID[B{L&
48. Mr. NAHBOUB (Irng), Mre DLALIQ (Guinee), Hrs SHATSKY (Union of Soviet

Socinlist Republios), Mry JIADOU:i (Kuwoit), Ure &1L (Somnlia) et Kp, MAJCHER (Poland)

exyressed stron; support for the Sudnnese cmendment, and seid that they would like to

co=sponsor it.

49, After some discussion, jhe PRESIDEIT said that the nanes of those dele-
gotions which had asked to be co-sponsors of the Sud~nese aiendment would appeny in
the first line of the text.

Bﬂ ’4;,,.‘ E‘ =3 $ 3 4 £ ¥ !". ng " _
Soviet -
Paracxeph 30 (eontinued)

1. Miss RICHARDS (Uni ted Kincor) suggested hot the first new poracraph

(II)/B/L,SI, Pe 2y DEra. 3.1) sheuld be inserted at an approprinte rlace, to be
decided by the Rapporteur, in pars xeph 30.

52, Ko SHATSKY (Urion of Sovict Socinlist Republics), sreaking on behalf of
the sponsorsy s reed to thnt s, estior.

54 « ; TTTENGOURT (Brasil), recallin; the stotement mode Wy his delegotion
during the debatc, proposed that a mew gentence should be ircluded in paragraph 3
along the following linesat "One dole ntion stated thot the country whish it
representod was agninst disel.ssing the Second Davelopment Decade in the Economio amd
Sooinl Council, for in ite view UNCTAD would be the ideal forwn for it."

5%, The Brozilion nypondront was ~lopteds
2. Lhe & B Xa

Ho apeopoin 30, g runendedy Wog i ctod
STCPR S8 SRR R , g mendecy W stopbece

WL Wy
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57, bir. SHATSKY (Union of Sovict Socialiet Republice) saidl thi t in the licht

of the approval of the Judanese amendment he wish:2, with the a,reement of the other
sponsors, t© revise the text of the secon! new paragraph rproposed in document
ID/B/L.51 (pe 2, paras 3.2).  The tirst two sentences should be deleted and the third
sentence amended to read: "Severnl deleg:tiona rointed out that the achicvement of
the aims of the Second Development Decade clse deronded upon a consistent struccle by
all States, 1roe and small, for peneral and complete dinamament and tie observance
of the principlos of intermational trade relations....". Siuce the amendment in its
new form mo lon er had any political flavour, he thoucht it would be uagocessary to
name the delogations sponsoring it.

58, jiaa BICHAGRS (United Kingdom) considered that the lanun e used was omodivo |
and peliﬁeal. ex. thet the amendment should be honde! By the names of those delegations
whioh had actually expressod such views durin. the debate. :

59.

50. ; VASS (hm) su_ested thot, in the third new parasraph proposed
(EM»&!, Pe 3, para. 3.3) tho words "inoreased levies on the income enrned ly .
forei m companies” should be deleted,

61, R JSRIUEROK (United States of America) safd that if the Pre.ch proposal was
not apmnd lsn would fnl obliced to request the imclusion of thr-c new balaneing
ssntences.

62. HEa JBUTRY (Unton of Soviet Socialiet Ropublics) said he could not acoept
the French amendment since the wor’ing used in the third new para;rash refleoted the
diwouscion whiol hod sotually saken place ond repressnted the point of view of the
fivo socialist ccuntpies.

AMLEICEARRE (Unitod Kingdom) rroposed that the following sentences be added
% the end of the third new parographt  "The representative of one developing: country

stated that if thc dsv-loping countries wews to maintain o satiafactory rate of growth,

ﬁq would have 40 coutimue for wome timc vet to use outside sources of finance, and
thus would have to offer inveatows satisfactory profitability and recurity conditions.

Another such representitive spoke of the successful steps token in him country to

stabllise the coonomy, to attract forei_n capital an? to stimulate investment; that

' policy had already shown appreciable resuits®.
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64. The United Kin dom omendment wos nwdolted.

65. Vr. SINPSOL (United Stotes of America) proposel the further addition of the
following: sentencest: "In this coanexion other dele;:tinns pointed out that foreign
private invegtment, if economicnlly sound, ocrented new rroduction to a value many
times crecter thna the income returnca to the forei n investor. Moreover, the
inlustries once ectablished, remnined within the country, rrovided neceded employment
and continued to contribute to its economic rowth. In nddition, the host ccuntry
obtained the benefits of training of management ~nd manpower and the stimulation of
related loccl industries”. '

66. The United Stotes omendment was ndopted.
67. Mr. BLAISSE (Netheriands) said that he had intended to submit an amendment
but would withdrew it in the 1ight of the United S8tatas proposal,
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