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| expert cruld be provided from one of those countries, they asserted that ne qualified
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CONS IDERATION OF DRAFT RESOLUTIONS Al

==

1 The PRESIDENT nnneunced that the Centact Group had reached agreement on
fiva Apafl resslutionF, The irst was draft resolution 10/7/L.64/Rev.1, relating te

aggenda iter 10,

Draft reeolution on the recruitment cf axperts (ID/Y/L.€4/Rev.1l)

2. Mr, BEECROFT (Nigeria), chairman of the Centact Group, submitted Araft
res-lutior. ID/B/L.64/Rev.1.

3 Mr, DIXIT (1ndia) said that his delegation supported the dAraft resoluticn.
4, Mr. ARKADIEV (Union of Seviet Secialist Republics) also supported that

draft resclution, which he said was particularly important in view of the comments mede

un 16 by the reprepeniative oo b draded pes e tanentag and by other delegalione.

5, His delegation wished. hevever, to reiterate, as it had during the previous
meeting, that Article 101 cf the United Nations Charter, which particularly mentioned
the principlc of geographical distributicn, was equally applicable to the recruit~
ment nf experts, the subject of the draft resolution, Of couree no one could impose
an expert on a host countrv against ite will; but such assistance should be given

in an atmcsphere of mutual understanding. He emphasized, ag he had already done in
a number of United Nationg bedies, that some nfficiale were inclined to treat expertis
#pom acclalist countries unfairly, Rather than tell a developing country that an

expert was avallable., That attitude unfertunately showed itself in the UNIDO
gacretariat trn.““Subject tm the host ceuntry's approval, the expert must be able
4» work in a favourable atmosphere,

U

6. Hp, ZONGO (Upper Volta) asked that the draftsmen of revised texte of

draft resclutions sheuld indicate the portions changed. Otherwise delegationa could |
not understand the exact peeitien and considerable aifficulty might ariee, leading,

for examnle, to the reopening of Zobate orn a draft resoluticn already adopted.

Te The PRRSIDENT explained that the debate on draft resolution ID/B/L.57
had not been re-opened: the dAraft resclution had not yet been adopted.

R, The President put draft resclution ID/B/L.64/Rev.l to the vrta,

6, Draft reselution ID/1/L.64/Rev.]l was adopted unandmously.




Draft resolation on the utilizatiorn of computers and computor torhniques in
industrial development (ID/DB/L.f./"ev.1)

10, The PRTSIDENT, turning to concideration of drait veselution TD/B/L.O2/Mev. 1,

stated with regard to tie financinl implica*tions that the secretariat would tr- to

meet out of its cu.rent resources the cost of the work entailed tyv the regolution.

11. Yp., BZOC0FT (Nigeria) said that the draft reselution had received the

unanimous .pproval of the Contact Oroup; the onlv new matter was onarativa

paragraph J.

12. ¥r, LEUC (France) pointed out that a mistake had crept into the French
toxt. In the third preambular paragraph the words "dans 1'intér8t des régions pou
développées” should be replaced ty the words 'au développament'.

13. r. STORANO (Chile), submitting draft resolution ID/B/L.62/iev.1 said that
its importance was two-fold. The flenocral Assumbly had recognized the importance of
the problentin its rosolution 2458 (XXITI) o international co-cperation with a view
to the use of computers and computation te~haiquas for development.

14. The draft was, however, more important for philosophical reasens, and the fact
that the Czechoslovak delegation had originated it was particularly oymbolic. It

was clear to averyone that mankind was in a difficult peried of transition, marked

by a bitter struggle in which the human cpirit woe pitted against technology, Revolts
in tho universities of many countries borc witness to the rajection of a purely
mechanistic civilizations and the search in other countric~ for a new humanism
proved that the conflict was not a mere hedonistic pattie for bread nd butter.

Their goal was to solve the problems posed hy a society whosc very life wne being
stifled by *echnologics and machiv.s, in a nightmar: landscape which Hieronymus 3osch
would not have disavowed., -

15. Capitalist and socialist countrios alike wers gtrageling to escope from the robot
civiligation and to bring into being the new humanism vithout wnicn man hinself would
become a robat, .

16. The origin of the proposal in the delegation of Czechoglovakin wus narticularly
remarkable. That was the countrv ir which th: first astemston hed beeam comstructed
{n the gixteanth century, and a .3ich writer ad irnionted the wirl "rebor”. (ot

anoth-» Czgch writer, ‘ranz ¥afxn, had dcployad the groatest talont and vehemence in

his demunciation of the .vilc and abrundit: of an inhumw, cocliety.
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17. But history could not turn in its tracks, »nd the world was bound to move on.
Bven if man lived by bread alone, those who had little but spiritual nourishment - the
doveloping countrics - must be drawn into tho forward movement and be allowed to use

computers in « world in which the goul worid nt last have overcome the machine.

18. Mr. ARKADIEV (Union of Seviet Socialist Republice) said he belisved that the
representative Af Chile, in spits of his ittack orn the technological society, had
really been defending the draft resolution which he had introduced and which the

Soviet Union declegation supported.

19. The PRESIDENT put to the vote draft resrlution ID/B/L.62/Rev.1.

20, Draft regolution ID[&L.éZ(Rev.l was adopted unanimously.

Draft reeolution concerning a UNIDO Pledging Confaorgnce for announcement_of
contributions (ID/B/L.55/Rev.2

21, Vr. HEECROFT (Nigerin) presented draft reselution (1D/3/L.55/Rev.2),
submitted by the Group of Twenty-Five and examined by the Contact Oroup, whieh had
agreed on a number of amendments that had been included in the second revised text of
the draft. The members of Group B had proocsed an amendment to operative paragraph 3,
but the Group of Twnety—-Five and the group of socialist countrios had refused to
insert it in the text of the draft. The Contact Group had therefore agreud to refer

the matter to the plenary moeoting.

22. ¥r. STIFRAVY (United Statos of America), speaking on behaif of the membecrs
of Group B, explained that the purposec of their amendment %9 oparative paragraph 3 was
" 40 make endorscment of the tuntative guidelines for tho utilizatiion of voluntary
contributione, subiect to the deletion of the third sentence of the eighth principle
(ID/B/43, annex VII, paragraph 12), whicn stated that contributions from East Buropean
countries were particularly applicable to the erganization of regional or interregional
meetings. Thare were no grounds for specific reference to a geographical region or for
according preferential treatmert to a particular group of countries.

23, Mr. LERENA (Argentina) also coneidered that no distinotion should be made
between donor countries in the utilization of voluntary contributions. As a draftsman
of che resolution, he accopted the amendment submicted by th» declegations of Group 3.




f24. Mr. ARKADIEV (Union of Sovict Socialist Republice) considered the amendment
by the countrics of Group B to be totally without foundation, since paragraph 3 of the
draft resolution dealt only with the ruidelines to he given to the Executive Director
for the utilization of veluntary contributions, and did not refer to donor countries.
If there were any justification at all for thc amerdment, the countries of Group B
should have introduced it during oonsideration c¢f the report on activities of UNINO

in 1968 (10/8/43).

25. lMr, STIBERAVY (United States of America) obsarvod that the matter had not been
brought up during consideration of the Executive Director's report, and that direc-

~ tives for the utilization of voluntary contributions were being submitted to the Board
for the first time, In proposing the amendment the Group B countries had wighed ¢to
engure that voluntary contributions, whatever thcir sourcc, should rot be used in a
discriminatery way.

26, Mp, ARKADIEV (Union of Soviet Socianlist Republics) proposed that paragraph 3
| should quite simply be deleted.

27. The proposal .7 i Soviet delegation was adoptod.

28, The FRESIDUNT drew the astention of the Board to the proposal submitted by
the Group 3 countries to amend the first line of operative paragraph 5 to read:
: "Calls on all countries participating in UNIDO, developed and developing alike, to
increase their .ssee.".

29, Mp, ARKADIEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) hoped that as many coun-
tries would participate as possiblec, The German Democratic Republic, for instance, was
excluded from UNIDO's activities although it had several times expressed its desire to
| support the Organization's work and hely developing countries.

. - Mr, BERCROFT (Nigeria), Chairman of the Contact Group, said that the text

of the draft resolution had been completely recast and unanimously approvod oy the
Contact Group. The following countries had asked to be named nas co-sponsors Ot the
draft: Canada, the Unitod Kingdom, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Sweden,
Czechoslovakia and Upper Volta,




12 Fre SAHLOOL (9udan) rroposcd th-t in the list ling of operative paragraph 3
the words "and the gocriniized apencioe” should be inscrted after the word "UNIDO",

34 Mr, SLINCKI {Ful n1) recalled that thoe drafi res solution gave effect to
Gerernl Ageambly voaolution 21070 (£¥111) or. the relu of tha co-operative movemont in
economirc and =orinl development, ~dopteu on a motion v Poland. He felt bound to draw
the Torm's -tternticn tr the considernble influence which that movement might exert
on th. industrialization ~f *hs devcloping countrics. He supported the amendment sub-

mitted by the represontative of the Sudan,

3. up, ICHES PAL (Czechnslovakia) was ilso convinced that tho co-operative movo-

mont would ronsiderably help UNIDO's nctivities in the developing countries.

Czechoglsvakia had conclugive < perienc: in the matter,

Comoporntives had maintained n fraitful relationship for mauy years with the lnte!'-

national Co-operative Alliance ond had thue been able te organize many training
courses for the managers of co-operatives, and to grant fullowships to technicians and
aconomists in devcloping countrios. The Czechoslovak Governmunt hod placed at the
disposal of the Internationnl Co-ep.r.tive Allianca, twenty-five highly-qualif -4
specialists, seme of whom had buen sent to developing countries.

35, The ndmcnt proposed the delegation of rn Was sdopt

Draft resolution ID/B/65/Rav.l wag adopt

Draft rosolution on the cstablishmont of subsidinry orgarg of the Industrial Develep-
) mont Board (I «5¢

7. ¥r. SERRANO (Chile) said thnt his delegntion would likae to be listed as a
spongsor of the draft resolution,

38, M. BITTENCOURT (Brazil) introduced 4rft rosolution ID/B/L.59. He wished
to make it cloar tha%, in referring to "pormanent” coimittees, the sponsores 4id not
intend that the committees in quostion should te in session all the yoar round, but
rather that they should meot between the regular scssion of the Board, possibly once

a year, to perform the functione cnumernted in cperative paragraph 1. Nany delegations
had stressed that the rccommendatioms on which the Board was called upon to decide
ghould not comc from the sccretarint. In the view of the sponsors, the function of
preparing such recommendations should be performed by intorgcvernmental advisory

committeos.




139, The idoi behind the setting ur »f such committe:e was qUiee 1ifforent from that
”zmderly",mz' the progon=.a that rad teern nace four machinsry to consider the long-term
progrgane 5" UNTDC, v presont propeaal was for aubsidiwry comrittaes of 1 practical
n-ture, whose work woald be ~lossly rel ted to that of the Moard and would facilitoto
the %erd'e work. The existcence of such committees woula save the Boaru from having

to give av.a attantion to subjects of relatively minor importance.

40. As ‘hss committees would be mpen to nll states which participated in the activi-
v; 33 of UNTDO, and rot cnly t2 membeore of the doard, they would onatle UNIDO to benefit
from the contributions of + wider rangc of countries, including present members of the
- Doerd Afte c thelr terms of cf{ice axpired.

41. He baliovod that sxperience showad that supporiing orgnne worz nceded to share
- the increasing turdon which fell or the Poard ar UNID) axpanded its nctivities and
%Mmod gLrenter responsibilitios.

AQ. Mr. HULLANTIE (Pnilispinoe) o2id that the proposal was of undoubtod intaerest
%‘tmt thould b» subjoctod to extremcly ~lose scrutiny. Unfortunately, the PFoard no longor
fhﬁ the nezessary time at ite disposal. Por that reagon ho suggested that tho Working
J:mp on Peosramme nnA Co-ordinntion de inmstructad to 2xawmine the matior at the fourth
seesior. Tho Pxoeutive Diractor ghould comm.nicate the toxt of tha reeolution to nll
countrier, shethar or not *thov were momberc of ths Bonand, with - recusct for their

comments. The Board would thon bo 1bio to come to nr informed decision on whethor

- such subsidiary organs should be a0t up or not,

43 The PRESIDINT rond the following nots proparod by the docretariat concerning

| the Iinanc1al implications of tho pioposel; "The adopticm of the rusolution will
cortainly kave important finamoiai implications. Tho e reteria' will, however, need
furthor dotails from the Board comecerring the composition of the committues, the

{ organization and periodicity of their meetinge, and the documentary matoricl required
for aseurats estimation of their fineancial implic~ticne. The nvailadlc inforwation

dces not anatle the socreteriat 0 provide an nccurat. estimete of the additionanl costs.”

{4c, M. ARCHIBALD (Trinidad and Tobago) approved the draft rosolution since a
grentar nunb-r of countrios would bo nble to participate directly and continuously in

MHIDO netivitioe; the propcsed commitiees would also, ' submitting proposals and
rocommands tions, help the Board tc dischargs its duties.
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25. Mr. BEECROFT (Nigeri~) said thnt thc Contact Group was in favour of the

draft resolution,

46. Mr. OLINSKI (Poland) thought thnt the BJoard should have examined ocarlier
the draft resolution on the Long=Term Programme of Work of UNIDO (ID/B/L.61). It
would doubtless be useful to set up threc permanont intergovernmental committeos,

but their functions should be better defined, For example, nccording to tho draft
the Committoe on Technology and Manpowar wiih its very complicated tasks seaemed ill-
adapted to reality. His delegation tharefore supported the sroposal of the repraesen—
tative of the Philippines.

47, Mr, SARWAN (India), like thc representative of the Philippires, thought
that the draft required carcful consideration., While its aim might not be contro-
varsial, ite sdministrative machinery propovals called for coution. There was no
roal need to mot up three committcee to enabls a greater number of countries to
participrte direoctly in the activitice of UNIDO., With regard to the preparatory

work, the secrotariat could very well communicate all the appropriate information on
| the most important matters to every country before the Working Group's session. The
financial impliecationg were most uncertiin; and for that reason in partiocular he
rupported the proposal of the ropruscontative of the Philippincse. '

48, Mr. AWAN (Pakistan) unreservedly supported the proposal of the representative
of Brazil for he “hought that UNIDO ought to get up subpidiary organs of the Board.

Tt was, however, pren~ture to takc a decisism on the draft resolution, since many

- points remained to be clarified. For exuuple, the exact boundaries of the fields of
competence of the various committoes were not clear. He too, therefore, held that
consideration of the draft should be deferred mntil tho noxt session of the Working
Group, and that meanw™ilo the Governments should be consulted.

49. Mr. SERRANO (Chile) arprovod the proposal of the representative of Brasil.
In hia opinion the establishment of subsidiary organs was cssential for the future
work of the Boardy no other example was needed than the permanent committees of
UNCTAD, The commit.ces would be 21l the more important since their work would be
integratod with the proparations for the Second Development Docade and oould help
the Board better to define the order oy priorities nnd the policies to be followed
in Qavelopment stratoyy.




150, Mr. LERENA (Arg:ntinz), whilc sharing the viawe of ¢l repreascntative of
éBrazil, thought like the ropresortative of the Philippines thet it was too aarly to

darida that question, which should tharefsre b referrcd <o the next session.

51. Mr, STIBRRAVY (United S* .tou f Amepic:) thought that the proposals f tho
_representative of Brasil deserved tne Bord's ttention, but that it would bo profer-

1ble to defer thoir considerction untit the n.xt RegEion,

i52. Mr. BITTENCOURT (Brazil), »n behnlf of ti: coespongore ' tho rosolution,
fncceptod thg comments made by the major*y of roprogentatives  He ‘hereforc withdrew
%the dr .ft reéolution, which would be submitted to the Uoriing Group ~t its next sossion
for its considerntion, on the understanding that, s suegested by the represontative of
the Philippines, the toxt would mennwhil: be airenlated +o 1)1 member countriee of
{UNIDO for their obsecrvrtions.

= of th. JInited NMations Industrinl

53. The PRESIDENT pointed out that the seoratariat, though un-ble to gi.o oxact
TR S

figures before it could maks 1 cost annlyeis, thought that the finnneinl implications

of the rosolution would be subst-ntial,

§i54. ﬂgg BEICROFT (Nigarix), Chnirmr» »f the Contnet Gr roup, expleined thut owing
{to differences of viow among its membere, the Group had ~greed to loave the procedurs
of considerntion, and the toxt of the draf* rerolution, for docisivn by the Board,
The delagations of the socialist countries, whilc acknowledging the import-nce and
authentic interest of the dr-ft resclution, coneidered that delegations shoul? have
sdequate timo to consult their Govermments and that considerantion of the araft chould
therefors bu deferrod urtil the fourth session of tho scurd. The co-gponsors, ropr
their part, had urged *hat the Board should tnks n dosision before the end of the
{third session., The Contact Group thought that propogod amendments to the draft reso-
jlution should only bs comsidaored if the Foard tonk a decinion un the tuxt {tself.

50 Mr. SEORANO (Chile) expressed surprisc. In his recollaction tho reprasentativo
jof Nigesin himsolf had brought the discussion in th: Contact Group to 'm end and
doclaped that the text sliould b submitted to th. “orrd in plennry session,  The Oroup

1°T Twenty~Fivy, for ite prrt, had docided to nresent the toxt and to rocommond it
‘adoption oy the Board.
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5, The no=spongors of the Aralt reaslution thouett iy an ~xtraordinnry mectin.:

of TININO could tnke cogrizonce i ¢ oproblen so important s the prrt to be played by
UNIDO in *he Sceond Deveioprment Decdc. UNITC wae *he only orewization in the
United Nations systom which did not hola ~ny agsambly or genercl conference attended
by representatives of -1l its lembor Siates, Tt wns eassontial that Member States,
and capecinely the developing countriozo, gheald ~ppoint representztives to JNIDO as
they did to WHO, TAO or UNCTAD., Those reprecentatives should have an expert know=
lodge of industrinl development and not be diplomatiste or politicians, in order that
they might have the competence neceseory to onabla them to communicate their @overn—

ments! siows on industrialization prodlers.

57 Tho co-sponsors had certainly nov intomdod, by submitting their draft resolution,
to sot up permanont machinery. They had thought that UNIDO, after four years'! work,

had reachcd n cortain maturity and noquired a certain amount of knowlodge, and that
circumstnces would be particularly favourable to such a meeting as they propose’

The United Nations was to hold tho twenty-fifth session of its Cencrnl Asmombly in

1970. Furthermore, as the Secretary-Ooneral had pointed out, the Second Decade provided
an opportunity which would not nccur agnin, as in ton yoars it would bo too late to
close the gap botween the rich countrios and the poor.

53, Mp, CALLE (Peru) snid that his delogeation would like %0 become a oo-gpensor

of the draft rcsolution, Tha Pirst Development Necadc had not fulfilled the hopes of
the developing countrics, and the Sccond Devolopmont Decadc wae about to bagin in
dramatic circumstancus, when UNIDO wae nt something of = disadvantage and had not yot
been ablce to bring toccther the representatives of all Member States at a general
confarcnce. Such a gnthering would nllow a fruitful oxchange of views, leading to
the stops required for UNIDO $o join the ranke of the gpecinlized 2,-:ncies.

59. Mr, SIERRA (Spain) snid that the reforonco to the twemty-fourth regular
seesion of tha United Nntione Genoral Asscmbly in the fourth line of operative
paragraph 1 of the draft resolution was doubtless a mistake, as the twenty-fifth

seseion was surcly mennt.

60. Decisions regarding the Sccond Development Decade must be taken ot once. UNIDO
hed boon crented recently but must roach maturity without delay, because the world was

¢. ving rapidly; ~ political impctus must thercfore be given at the highest level,




A special meoting sccmod the best woy t3 oneble the represontatives to nll Murber
States to lay down tho guiding prineiplos which UNIDO should follow in ite activities
during the Second Development Dae~de, "nd ¢- omeurs that thoe part which it intond.d
t7 play wam wid.ly known.

61, Mr. THOMPSON (Trinidad and Tobage) urged the Toard to take a decicion on
the draft resolution, of which his delegation was a co-gponsor. In view of the
importance of the part which UNIDO must play in the Second Development Decade, he
thought that no argument could justify the pogtnonement of a decision by the Board
antil its fourth seseion,

- 62, ¥r, ARKADIEV (Union of Soviet Socialist llepuPlics) felt ihat the draft

‘ resolution was somewhat illogically set ~ut, In ite subetance the co=gponsors gave
evidence of wishful thinking, The agreement of a majority of Member States to the
suggested meeting was not onough to make it take vlace. As ithe experience of the
first United Nations Conference on Trade and Development showed, the firet need wase
to obtain the approval of the Icomomic and Soeial Council and the Genera’ Assembly.
The wisest course would therefore be to defer consideration of the draft until the
fourth session. Meamwhile, the Txecutive Director would consult Member States and
take any necessary measuree in accordaqca with established procedure,

63. Mr, LERENA (irgentina) supportad the draft. A special meeting of Member
States would mark the culmination of a procese which would onable UNIDO to take ite
proper place in the work of promoting industrialization, That a taask could be
successfully felfilled only if all Governments were willing to participate actively,
and the procedures laid dowr must naturall; be followed: consideration by the
Boonomic and Social Council and a decieion by the United Nations General Aseembly.

64. Mg WANCHOO (Inaia) said that the policies or States remained the same
irgespective of the form in which thoy were represented in international organizations.
The Board should take a decision without further delay, for the Second Development
Decade was about to begin and a special maeting of the world's experts on industrial
development would have a decisive impact. The procedural difficulties had been
nentioned; tut if the Inductrial Development Board adopted a resolution the Secretary=
Geieral of the "nited Navions could hardly ignorc it., With regard tc the financial
implications of a special meeting, many other at leart crually expensive proposals

had been accepted; if the meetimg wore held at the same time ac the Gemeral Assembly

its coet would be lesa,
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65, MNoreover, since most of thou States which participated ir. UNIDO's activities were
also Members of the United Natlons and thercfore represented in the Jencral Assembly,
it wog difticult to imacine that ther ~eild *4e o Aiff-rent position *here from that
which thay had taken in the Industrinl Deveiopment Board. The probleme of the 1indus-
trializaticr of the developing world were t00 arpen' for the foard to defer its

dec.gion until 2 later session.

66 . E_J__.‘SM (Chiln) pointod out to the Soviet Union dolegzntion that the
co-gponso s of the draft resolution were preposing that the epacial ..~eting should be
held on the ocsasion nf the twenty=-fifth and nod ths twenty-fourth segeion of the
United Haticns Genoral Assembly; that would loeve the Executive Director time to con=
gult a1l lMambor States and then to follow the normcl procedure. ifo wag surprised that
thoge who 174 Tertilized immonee desart areas in the ninetoenth century and embarked
on *he ¢onquest of space in the twentieth should hecitnte to accept a2 relatively small
outlay in convertible currency and to gend n delegntion to New York te participate in

guch an important gathering, aimed at promoting the industrial progress of tho developing

eountrios.

67+ ¥r, BITTENCQURT (Brazil) snid that his delogation too would 1ike to become
o gomspmeor of the draft resolution. The text was perfectly clear: the Board was
not being aitkad to convene a gpecial meeting, but simply to invite the Executive
Direcior to consult Covernments of Membar Statos for the purposc of convening such a
meating through the rormal proccdure. Hig delegation, likc others, had difficulty
in under:t:nding why strees should be laid on the oxpense of a special meating, since
each Momoor 3tatc would simply have to attach one or two industrial development oxperts

to its delceation to the General Aacembly session,

68, Mr, BRILLANTES (Philippines) declarcd that UNIDO, os the youngest member of
tho Unitec ]ations family, musi make itself known nnd acoepted in the central role
nsgigred to iv in Goneral Assembly resolution 2152 (xx1).

€9, "hc ¢r.ft resolution, contrary to #hat had bean eaid, wag porfectly logiocal,
Not urtil -~ majority of Governments of lMember Statcs oxpressed themsclves in favour
of a £t ]l mecting would the Executive Diroctor, after roporting to the Board at
its fourth session, take the required measures in nccordance with established

procedurc,




70. Fr. STIRRAVY (Unitod States of America) was preparcd to accept the draft

resolution, since it wne confined to ~sking Iovernmments their views on the holding »f
a specisl meeting on TINIDO within the framegwork of the twen'v-=ifth cession of the
General Assembly and in no way ecrejudeed the outcom2 of the proposef consultations.
™.t he hopod that the co-sponsors would considez: the following amendments propoecd hy
the Group b dalegations: in the second preambular paragroph, to replacs "eo=crdination”
by "an ovarall view"™; in the fifth preambul-r parwgraph, to delcto "the developing
countriee advocated thot UNINC should” and insgert instoad "UNIDN0 was ostablished to';
in the scoond line of the name paragrapi, aftor "contral rale”, to inzert "within the
United Matiors svstem of organizntione™; at the ond of the paragraph to replace "ot
the world level" by "in the developing countries": in operativo paragrpph 1, firet
line, to delete "Membor Governments" and insert instead "Governments participaiing in

the work f UNIDO": in the third line, to replace "with o view to tho! by "on the

question of"; also in the third line, to replace "twenty-fourth" by "twont ~fifth';
and 1o dolete tho whole of aperative paragraph 2 after the words "Ixocutive Director"
and ingert instoad "to roport the results of hig consultations to the twenty-fourth
sassion of tho Genaral Assombly, togethar with the rerort of the thimd segaion of the
Industrial Development Board",

1. lir, ARKADIEV (Un:on of Sovict Socialist Republics) did not believe that
the Board was paying proper attention to the financinl implications of such a meecting.
Tioe firet Trade and Developmont Conference had cost US”3 million, half UNIDO's budget.

The Cenural Assembly was thorefore by no means certain t» agrec again to such an

exvanditurc, The problams of an overnll approach to development could be perfectly
wall mottlod at the highest level, by the Scoond Committee of the General Asgembly,
without any need to corvene a specinl mecting of UNIDC, 'The ordinary procedure woa
thorefore to cefor “he matter first of -1l to the General Assembly and to await its

decigion. Consideration of the draft resclution should thus bo deferred until tl}e
fourth session,

12. Mr, LORENZI (Uruguay) said thot, if the draft remolution had baen submitied
in its original form, he would have had doubts as to whether it would be accapted.

But the propoeed procedure had beon modifieds 1t was now simply a matter of requesnting
the Ixecutive Director, within a certain period of time, %o consult member Governments
rogarding tha iden of convening 2 confereonce 2t ths highest possible level. Yhethaor

; guch a confercnce was opportunc or not would be for Governmente to say after studying

N
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the mtt v, ~nd nntion wuld O koo oniy wher ormnjority of affimmative replics had
taen receivred,  The conmiit-tion proporod voe doemocratic wid the iraft resolution

coald by necoprod,

T3 Mr, CASILLL 4YACCTL ("+-1y) rronoc 4 thot in the rocond Vine »f operative

pwragraph 7 "eixty days" bte veplaced ty ®uincty daya®, cnd that the worde "with n
view to the convuning of" t: roplaced ny the words "to cxamine tho possibility of
organizing.  The torm "4t the hivho ot poseici. Lovel™ should to rerlaced by more
precic? wordst SOtntes lieroors of UNTDO shovld ke raprosented nt the special maeting

by "povernmentnl" industri-iizntion cxperts rather than by nur.ly political delesates.

14. Mr., BITTENCOUDT (Brazil) moved thu closvre of the debats in accordanco with

. N

rule 41 of the rulwe of procodurc,

15 Mr, WANCHOO (Indin) and Mr, WIAPE-ANNOR (Chann) supported the motion.

S

76, The motion for closurc of the dobate wne ndupted without dissent.

7. Mr. BEFCROFT (Nigoria) proposed that further coreidoratios of the draft

regolution be doferred until the fourth zession,
18, Yr, ARKADIEV (Unfon »f Fovict Socialist Ropubliecs) supported the proposal,

79. The proposal put forward by the delegntiion of !*Ii_garia yag rajeeted by !1 votag
to 15, with 5 abastontionse.

80, dre SERANO (Chils) sald that the co-rponsors of the draft pesolution would
accupt the amendmente proposed by the delugations of the Unitod S4ntes of america and
Italy.

8l. Draft rusolution ID









