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ROIiSWEHATION OF DTÌAFT  RESOLUTIONS AS 

1. The PRESIDENT announced that the Contact Grcup had reached agreement on 

r'.• drafl  rmniutionf.     The first was draft resolution ID/?/L.64/ñev.l,   relating to 

agenda item  10. 

Draft resolution on the recruitment ff experts    (ID/VL.64/Rev. 1 ) 

2. Mr.  BEECROFT  (Nigeria),  chairman of the Contact Group,  submitted draft 

ros Lutior. ID/B/L.64/ï?ev.l. 

Ï» *»•• DIXIT (India) said that his delegation supported the draft resolution. 

4. Mr. ARKADIBV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) also supported that 

draft relation, which he said was particularly important in view of the e«*»«*! made 

on   11  by  th.» rtWuMMii.*-uve ->.   in: United ¡ K-V/. ' ;^    .1   v-u^ania end by other délégations 

5#      His delegation wished, however, t* reiterate,  as it had during the previo»! 

meeting, that Article 101 cf the United Nations Charter, which particularly «•ftUoned 

the principia of geographica] distribution, was ecnially applicable to the recruit- 

ment «f experts, the sublet of the draft resolution.    Of course no one could iapow 

an expert on a host countrv against its will?    but such assistance should be given 

in an atmosphere of mutual understanding.    He emphasized, m he had already don« in 

a number of United Nations bodies, that some officials were inclined to treat experts 

from sroialist countries unfairly.    Rather than tell a developing country that an 

expert could be provided from one of those countries,  they asserted that no qualified 

expert was available.    That attitude unfortunately showed itself in thé UìflBO 

secretariat tro." Subject to tho hoat country's approval,  the expert wist fee aisle 

to work in a favourable atmosphere. 

6. Hr. áPNqO (Upper Volta) asked that the draftsmen of revised text« of 

draft rtsolutions should indicate the portions changed.    Otherwise delegati««« ceulâ 

not understand the exact position and considerable difficulty might arise, UaAinf, 

for exar.-le, to the reopening of rUbate on a draft resolution already adopted. 

nf The PR^rDJaiT explained that the debate on draft resolution ID/3/L.57 

had not been re-opened:    the draft resolution had not yet been adopted. 

R.      The President  put draft  resolution ID/p/l.64/Rev.1 to  the v^to. 

q.      Draft rear lut ion ID/'P/L. 64/Rev. 1 wat? adopted unanimously. 
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Draft  resoUtjon on the utilization ni' .•omputors and computer   tochnitruos   in 
industrial development  (I!)/Ii/I.^¿/'-:ev.l) 

10. The FR5SID3NT,   turning to cm; idcratior. of drai t  resolution TD/H/L.62/T?0". 1, 

stated with regard to tie financial implica*ions that the secretariat would tr- tc 

meet out of its rauxvnt resources the cost  of the work entailed ì v  the resolution. 

11. ITr.   KS^CROFT  (Nigeria)  said that   the draft,  resolution had recnived the 

unanimous approval of the Contact Group;     tho  only new mat+er  was onorativi 

paragraph 3. 

12. V.r. LECtin  (France)  pointed out that  a mistake had crept  into the French 

text.    In the third preambular paragraph the words "dans l'intérSt den rêvons pou 

développées" should be replaced Vy the words  "au développement". 

13. Hr.  SSPJUNO (Chile),  submitting draft resolution ID/B/L.62/lie^.l said that 

It» importance was two-fold.    The Cenerai Assembly had recognized the importance of 

the problem« in its resolution 245?' (XXIII) on international co-operation with a view 

to the UM of computers and computation ttihniquag for development. 

14. 1te draft was, however, mero important for philosophical reasons,  and the fact 

that the Caechoslovak delegation had originated U wae particularly symbolic.    It 

was clear to everyone that mankind was i» a difficult psriod of transition, marked 

ey a bitter struggi* in which the human spirit was pitted against technology.    Revolte 

in tha universities of/»any countries boro witness to the rejection of a purely 

mechanistic civilisation*    and the search in other eountrion  for a now haimanism 

I     proved that the conflict was not % mere hedonistic battle for bread and butter. 

!    Their goal was to «olv® the probltmg poeed by a »oeiety who«o very life was being 

1     stifled by technologies and »achica, in * nightmars landscape which Hieronysruc 3osch 

i    would not have disavowed. I 

1     15.    Capitalist and socialist rountrios alike wer* etruf^Unr to esc?.pe  from th© robot 

J     civilisation and to erin#r into beine the ti«w humanism »-ithvut wnich man hituaelf would 

I     becona a robot. 
? 

j 16.    The origin of the proposal in the delegation of Ce«*oho Slovakia waa particularly 

1 reroarkable.    That was the country in which the first «rtMHftn« ••* se*« coarti1»»!«* 

j in the tixtaanth century,   «ft* a ^¿ch writer    ad in-ontwi the wird "robot".    Yot 

j another Czech writer,   Franz '/afka,  h*d deployed the greatest   talont and  vohum-nce in 

Î hie denunciation of the .-vus and absurdity  of an inhuma-» ccci<ity. 

1 
1 
i 
I 
I 
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17. Rut history could not turn in i*s tracks, and the world was bound to move on. 

Even if man lived by bread alone, those who hod little hut spiritual nourishment - the 

developing countries - must bo drawn into tho forwnrd movement and be allowed to uso 

computers in i,  world in which tho soul wo-id at laßt have overcome the machino. 

18. Mr. ARKADIEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said he believed that the 

reprosentative *f Philo, in »pita of his attack on the technological society, had 

really been defending the draft resolution which he had introduced and which the 

Soviet Union delegation supported. 

10y,     The PR^IPBiT put to the vote draft resolution ID/B/L.62/Rev.l. 

20. Draft resolution ID/B/L.62/ROV.1 was adopted unanimously. 

Prnft resolution concerning a UMIDO Pledging Conference for anneujioOTifit _of 

contributions (TD/B/L.55/Bev.2) 

2i,     Mr. BBBCROlJT (Nigeria) presented draft resolution (ID/^/L.55/RW.2), 

submitted by the Group of Twenty-Five and examined by the Contact Oroup, 'Aita had 

agreed on a number of amendments that had been included in the *ece»d revi*«d text of 

the draft. The members of Group B had procesad an amendment to operativ« paragraph 3, 

but the Group of Twnety-Five and the group of socialist countries had refused to 

insert it in the text of the draft. The Contact Group had therefore agreed to refer 

the matter to the plenary moating. 

22. Mr. STI BUn (United St atoe of America), speaking on behalf of the membera 

of Group B, explainod that the purpose of their amendment to operative paragraph 3 we« 

to make endorsement of the tuntativy guidelines for tho utilisation of voluntary 

contribution«, subject to tho deletion of the third sontenoo of the eighth principle 

(ID/B/43, annex VII, paragraph 12), whicn stated that contributions fro« East Piropean 

oountriae were particularly applicable to the rrganiaation of regional or interregional 

•weting». There were no grounds for specific reference to a geographical regio« er fer 

according preferential treatment to a particular group of countries. 

23, Mr. LgféKA (árgontinai also considered that no distinotion ehould fee we* 

between donor countries in the utilization of voluntary contributione. As a draft*««! 

of the resolution, ho accepted the amendBwnt submitted by th> delegation* of Group B. 



I 
! 24. Hr. ARKADIEV (Union of Soviot Socialist Republics) considered thd amendment 

by the countries of Group B to be totally without foundation,  since paragraph 3 of the 

draft resolution dealt only with the «midlines to be given to the Executive Director 

lor the utilization of voluntary contribution?,  and* did not refer to donor countries. 

If there were any justification at all for the amerdment,  the countries of Group B 

should have introduced it during consideration cf the report on activities of UMIÎX3 
in 1968 (ID/V43). 

25. Mr« STIBRAVY (United States of America) observed that the matter had not been 

brought up during consideration of the Executive Director's report, and that direc- 

tives for the ..utilisation of voluntary oontrlbutions were being submitted to the Board 

; for the first time.    In proposing the amendment the Group B countries had wished »to 

i ensure that voluntary contributions, whatever their source, should net be used in a 
! discriminatory way. 

| 26, Mr» IMKAJIEy (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) proposta that paragraph 3 
} should cuite simply be deleted. 
1 
1 
S 27.    g» .MMP.H1    f tlkt Soviet isiftgiition was aáosted. 
I   . 
J 28. The mmimm   drew ths attaation of the Board to the proposal submitted by 

] ths Group B countries to amend the first line of operative paragraph 5 to readi 

I "£âllfi 0B aU countries participating in UNIDO, develops* and developing alike, to 
increase their .....". 

29» Mr« AB^âMI? (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) hoped that as many coun- 

tries would participate as possible.    The German Democratic Republic, for Ínstanos, was 

exoluded fro« UWIBO*s activities although it had several times expressed its desire to 

support the Organization's work and help developing countries. 

Pftaft resolution on oo-oeeratlves in industrial devsloewent (lD/B/i.65/Rev.l) 

3l» Mr, «CROFT (Nigeria), Chairman of the Contact Group, Bald that the text 

of the draft resolution had been completely recast and unanimously approved by the 

Contact Group,    The following countries had asked to be named ata co-nponsors oí the 

draftî    Canada, the United Kingdom, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,  Sweden, 

Czechoslovakia and Upper Volta, 



I !>/!'/- 

j2. Kr.  3AíO,üQl  ''CudanJ  proposed th-.t  in the l*.st  lino  of operative paragraph 3 

the WordB "awi  th..  aliali ¿ed -v-.nci, r" should be insorta after the word "CHIBO". 

}ì. Wr.  0U?i5KI   ÍF.il  ni) recailoa that thi> drift  résolution gave effect to 

General  Assembly r-soluti or. P^'ì   (mu)  ^ the  rol-j of the co-operatila movement  in 

economi^ vA r-^ial   duveìopment,   adopts on a motion by Poland.    He felt bound to drw* 

the  To-rd'a    ttfer.tir.n *<"> the considerable  influence which that movement might exert 

on th-,   industrialization  ?f the developing countries.     He supports thu «aendJRent fttb- 

mit tod by the rwprjsontati'.'.j of the Sudan. » 

34. ?«r. "CK&T BAL (Czechoslovakia) was also convinced that the co-operative BWVO- 

ment would considerably help UNIDO»s activities in thü developing ©our.trie». 

Csechoeltvakia had conclueive e -perience in the matter.    The C—ohonlfflrafc Ctnmil..tttL 

Co-oporatlvuB had maintained a fruitful rtlationrhip for mw »ear« with the Inter- 

national Co-operative Alliance and had thur been able tc organile »ay training 

courses for the managers of co-operatives, and to grant felleirahlp* to technician» ila 

economists in developing oountrio«.    Tho Caeehoslovah: Govertwwnf, had pinot* at the 

disposal of the International Co-op arativo Alliance, twenty-five h.ifhly-#i«Hf:-4 

specialists,  seme of whom had bvion sont to developing1 countries« 

35. The amendment proposed by tho delegation of ftiAan was aâoptea. 

36. Draft resolution ID/B/6I/RSV.1 was adopted. 

Draft resolution on the establishment of subsidiary organs of the Industrial Devalen- 
mont Board [Tti/BfL.59) 

37. Mr. 3EPJIAHO (Chilo) e aid that his delegation would lika to be listed m » 

sponsor of the draft roaolution. 

38. Mr.  BITTBKCCtTTf (Brazil) introduced drift resolut i OR H^^t*.5f»    ** wimhmt 

te make it clear that, in referring to *porm*a»nt* eotmittee»» the iponeors did »et 

intend that tho committees in question should Ve in session all the yea? round, hat 

rather that they should meet between the regular session of the Board, posnibly eme« 

a year, to perform the functions; enumerated in operative paragraph 1.   «any delegation« 

had stressed that the recommendations on which the Board was called upon t© dec id * 

should not come from the secretariat.    In tho view of tho sponsors, the funetion of 

preparing such rocommondations should be performed by intar§rcveraae»tal advisory 

committees. 
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J 39.    The idoi behind  the getting up  of such coamitteir war, 3UU0   liferent  from tint 

\inderly-.ru? the propor.riö that  lid been nane  for machinary to v.onr,ider the long-term 

progrinsio oT UKIIXJ.     ^v. prenant propeaal was Tor subsidiary committees of   i practical 

nnturc,  who*« work would bo cloBoly rei-tod to thnt  of the Board and would facilitato 

the   ^ard'e work.    Tho existence of euch comittoee voula save» the  Boaru from having 

to give xVtUO attantion to rabjecta of relatively rrinor Importance. 

40.    Afi  th« aj c-oismittoes would bf> «pan to all ptatas which participated In th¿s activi- 

ty 3* of TNTBO,   and not  ,,f.ly tc ijKMrbsrft of the Board.  thoy would combla UNIDO to benefit 

fro» tho ccntrlhtttiono of ^ wldor rango rf countries,   inclt*din|>; prc-ount members oí' the 

•: Dorjpd aftr • thai? tene« of effico expire-, 

; 41,    II» ballavo*. that   jxporieiiQ« show-nd that »upporting organ« woro needed to r,hare 

the imr&mxng burton which fell or the Jteard ar UMIDO expanded it« aetlvltioe and 

asiumod |pt.*i.tor roaponoibllitiua. 

42. Mr,   HttUJJfnaE (Will i «pinas) os Id that the proposal wa# of undoubted intore«t 

)iu\ ehosl* ba «ibjootod to extrtwely 4wt «crutiny.   Unfortunately,  the ìteard no longor 

had th« n#30§«ary tim» at i*#» disposal«    P«r that roacon ho graggoetoá that ttw Working 

Jroup on P^o^rawoe awl Co-ordination be i««truet«*d to «amine the matter at tho fourth 

senior.    Tho Sxoetitlvo Wroctor ehonld oowsunlcate the text f>f th.j resolution to   til 

comprise,  ,#h«thar <»r «at thoy w«ro «©»tore cf tha Iteard, with ~ re.nj'^t  for their 

nommntt»    The Board would then bo -ibid to o©w* to ar. inferwod dominion on whatnot* 

«uoh «ibiidii-tr^ organ» should bo sot up or r.ct. 

4 \m Tho PHE3ID3WT road thi following not« proparod by the ioorotariat concerning 

tho financial implication* of tha ^úpéwmíí    "'flu* adoption of ih« resolution will 

." cortainiy fcanro important fina»eial implication».    Ina at rnsttj'ia^ will, Howovor, tmeé 

, furthor dot «il« fro« tfa# Board oofieemag tï« oompoeitlo« of tho ooi»ittaôS| tha 

: orgMifntlon wà porìoéieity of their meetingt, and th«i docufBontarjr «»tortai rofuirod 

¿for Mourat« ««fiïwitioa ©f their fInanelli implication»,   tb« available litfowfttion 

fdc»» net ¿nable tho oosrotftrlftt to próvido 3« aeemraty «»tiawtô of th« additional 0O#t«.H 

4¿. "fi  /•Mllllff (^lniAaA *««* Tobago) approvod the draft rieolution since a 

groat ar tmab^r of sountrlo« would ba abl# to partisipato directly and continuouely in 

tran» actlvltio#î    tho frepcMd cownitteoa would aleo,  *,   rabmitting proposai« and 

rocownoniitiono, hslp tho Board to di»chargj it# dutias. 

•• 
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.;5-     Mr. iSECROFT (Nigeria) said that the Contact Group was in favour of the 

draft resolution. 

46.     Mr. QLINSKI (Poland) thought thit the Board should have examined oarlior 

the draft resolution on the Long-Term Programmo of Work of UNIDO (ID/B/L.61). It 

would doubtless be useful to set up throo permanent intergovernmental committees, 

but their functions should be bettor defined. For example, according to tho draft 

tho Committee on Technology and Manpu^r wich its very complicated tasks Boomed ill- 

adapted to reality. His delegation theiefore supported the proposal of the repräsen- 

tativ© of the Philippines. 

47«     Mr« SARWA» (India), like tho representative of tho Philippines, thought 

that the draft required careful consideration. While its aim might not be contro- 

versial, its administrative machinery proposals called for caution. There was no 

real need to sot up three committees to enable a greater number of oountries to 

participate directly in the activities of UNIDO. With regard to the preparatory 

work, the secretariat could very well communicate all the appropriate information on 

the most important matters to every country before the Working Group's session. The 

financial implications wer© most uncertain; and for that reason in particular he 

r.upported the proposal of the repräsentative of the Philippines, 

48. Hr. ÀWAN (Pakistan) unreservedly supported the proposal of the representative 

of Brasil for he '¿nought that UNIDO ought to cot up subsidiary organs of the Board. 

Tt was, however, preu-.ture to takv a deci s i m on the draft resolution, since many 

points remained to be clarified. For exa&iple, the exact boundaries of the fields of 

competence of the various committees were not olear. He too, therefore, held that 

consideration of the draft should be deferred nntil the next session of the Working 

Group, and that meanwMla the Governments should be consulted. 

49. Mr, SpgJalfO (Chile) approved the proposal of the representative of Brasil« 

In hie opinion the establishment of subsidiary organs was essential for the future 

work of the Board} no other example was needed than the permanent committees of 

UNCTAD. The commit .eos would be all the more important since their work would be 

integrated with tho preparations for the Second Development Docade and could help 

the Board better to define the order or priorities and tho policies to be followed 

in 4evol opmen I gtratogy. 
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[50.     Mr. LffUSNA (Ar^ntina), whilo sharing the vi(-JW, ;,f Ul, reprobatiti^, ci 

Brazil, thought like tho roprosor.tative of tho Philippines th.-i it war, to- early to 

dacido that question, which should th-sroforo b> roferred to the next session. 

51.      Mr, 8TIMA7Y (Unitod S* .to* of Air^rifO thought that the proposal? ,f \}w 

representative of Brasil deservad tuo Board's attention, but that it would bo profor- 

; able to defer their consideration until tho n„-xt noseion. 

¡52.     Mr. BITTSNCQUBT (Brazil), an behalf of th; cc-sponenre f tho roe-Uution, 

¡accepts* the comments mods by tho major^y of roproatintativoE  He therefore withdrew 

jthe dr.ft resolution, which would bo submitted to thu Working Group -<t ito next Boseion 

jfor itn consideration, on the undo ret andina that, as migres tod by the representative of 

jtho Philippines, tho text would mcanwhil 3 bu (Hror.Ut.Kì +j aJ 1 momber nountrioe of 

¡UNIDO for their observations. 

¡Draft resolution concerning a wecial meat In.? >f th.. United Nations Industrial 
•Development Organization (lP/B/l..¿6/Rsv.ll 

53. The PRESIDENT pointod out that the sooraturiat, though unable to gi.o exact 

figures before it could maka a cost analysis, thought that the financial implications 

of tho resolution would be substantial. 

Ï54«     Kr» ¡mM)F?  (Nigoria), Chairman of the Contact Group, explained that owing 

to differences of viow among it« members, thu Gre up had agreed to loave the procedure 

of consideration, and the toxt of the draf* reeolutian, for decision by tho Board. 

The delegations of the socialist countries, while acknowledging tho importanco find 

authentic interest of the dïaft resolution, considered that dolo^atione should havu 

adeguate time to consult their Governments and that consideration of thu araft should 

therefore ba deferred until the fourth sossion of tho Beard. The co-sponsors, for 

their part, bad urged ^hat tho Board should take a decision before tho en* of the 

third session. The Ccntact Group thought that proposed amendments to the draft reso- 

lution should only bo considered if the f»ard took a decision on tho text itself, 

^'     Mr. 3EHRAN0 (Chile) expressed surprise. In his recollection tho roprosentativu 

of Nigeria himself had brought tho discussion in th.* Contact Group to an end and 

doclarad that the text should bo submitted to th., Ttoard in plenary sosnion.  Tho Gr--<up 

of Twenty-Five, for ite,  p^rt, had decided to orosont the* toxt and to rjeenmond it,- 

«doption by tho Board. 
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y..     Tbc o>-3Poncorn  of the  draft  r.r./luU-'n thou(*M,   mly  an  extraordinary nectin,: 

of TJNTDO could taKu cogni.vmc-   A    : ?rJl«n so important  as the part  to be played by 

UNIDO in Jho Second Development  Decado.    UNIDO wan  tho only organization in tho 

United Nations system which did not hrdct  any ascembly or genur-:  conference attended 

by representatives of all its Member states.    It was essential  that  Mttnbor States, 

and especially the developing counts on,   should appoint representatives  to UNIDO as 

thoy did to WHO,  ?\0 or UNCTAD.    Those representat ivon  should have an expert know- 

ledge of industrial dovolopmont -and not bo diplatnatieto or politicians,  in order that 

thoy might have tho competence nocosrary to .jnablo thorn to communicate their Oovern- 

montR'   views on industrialisation problcrs. 

37.    Tho co-sponsors had certainly not intended,  by submitting their draft resolution, 

to sot up porronnont machinery.    Thoy had thought that UNIDO,  after four yeari« work, 

had reached a certain maturity and accfuirod a cortain amount of knowledge,  and that 

clrcumotancuB would be particularly favourable to such a meeting as they propo»«** 

The United Nations was to hold the twenty-fifth session of its General ÂBfieffibly in 

1970.    Furthermore, as tho Secretary-General had pointed out, the Second Decade provided 

an opportunity which would not occur agnin,  as in ton years it would bo too lato to 

close the gap between tho rich countries and the poor. 

53, Mr, CALLE (Peru) said that hin dele^aticn would like to become a eo-spenfor 

of tho draft resolution.    The First Development decade  had not fulfilled the hop«» of 

tho developing countries,  and tho Second Development Decade was about to begin in 

dramatic circumstances, when UMBO war at something of a disadvantage and had not yet 

been able to brinf- together the representatives of all Member Stato» at a general 

conference.    Such a gathering would allow a fruitful exchange of viewe,  leading to 

the stops reçaiirod for UNIDO to join the rankg of the specialized %ynox&n, 

59. Mr. SIERRA (Spain) said that tho reference to the twenty-fourth regular 

session of tho United Nat ione General Assembly in the fourth line of operative 

paragraph 1 of the draft resolution was doubtless a mistake,  a» the twenty-fifth 

session was surely meant, 

60. Decisions regarding the Second Development Docado must be takon at once.    UHIBO 

had been created recently but must reach maturity without delay, because the world was 

Cv ,!ving rapidly;    a political impetus must therefore be given at the highest levai. 
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A spoetai nuotine socmod tho K-nt w-.y t5 anable t!,u rcprorontitivos t.. ill Mvjr.bwr 

Statoß to lay down the guiding principles which UMIDO should follow m  ite activities 

during the Second Dcvolr'Onont Pondo, -n* •- :nrar>j th.it the fnrt which it intond,d 

to play was widely known. 

61. Mr« THOMPSON (Trinidad and Tobare) irged th*» Ttoard to take a decision on 

the draft revolution, of which his delegation KIP a co-sponsor. In view of  the 

importane« of the part which UÎTIDO must pl*y in th«» Second Development Decade, he 

thought that no argument could justify the postponement of « decision by th» Board 

until it» fourth sassion. 

62. Hr. ARKAPIB? (Union of Soviet Socialist republics) felt that the draft 

resolution was somewhat illogioally set «ut. In its substance th© co-sponsors ¿avw 

evidence of wishful thinking. The a£ree.iw»nt of a majority of Member States to th® 

suggested mietine was not onoug-h to make it take &lace. m  the ««perlenes o<' th« 

first United Nations Conference on Trade and Development ohowod, tho first n©ed was 

to obtain th» approval of the Sconofaic and Social Council and the Genera1 Assembly, 

Hie wisest course would therefore be to defer consideration of the draft «itil th« 

fourth session. Meanwhile, the Executive Director would consult Member Stat©» and 

tales any necessary measuree in accordance with established procedura. 

63, Mr. IBMMA (Argentina) supported the draft. A special meeting of Member 

Statte would mark the culmination of a process which would «»able UNIDO to take ite 

proper place in the work of promoting industrialisation. That a task could be 

successfully fulfilled only if all Governments were willing to participate actively» 

ami the pr^oedures laid «on» «ist naturali;- be followed! considération by the 

Iconomic and Soei&l Council and a decision by the United Nations General Assembly. 

64, Mr. WANCHOO (India) said that the policio» of State« remained the sane 

i respective ©f the for» in which they were represented in international orfani sat ion«. 

The Beard should take a decision without further delay, for the Second Development 

Decade was about to begin and a special »acting of the world's expert» on industrial 

development would have a decisive impact. The procedural difficulties had bee» 

mentioned s hut if the Industrial Développent Board adopted a resolution tho Seeretary- 

aeieral of the United Mations could hardly Ignora it. With rejrard to the financial 

implications of a special meeting, many other at leart orally expensive proposals 

had been accepted; if the meeting w-^e held at tho come time ar the General Assembly 

its cost would be less. 
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6% Moreover, since most of th. Stato, which participated ir. UNIDO«, activities were 

also Members of the United Nations .and therefore represented in the aenoral Assembly, 

it «as difficult to twtf.n„ that th«y could ->e « different position *here from that 

«hich they had taken in the Industrial Développant Board. The problem«* of the indui- 

triilizaH-.r. of the developing world were too arf;enJ for the ttoard to defor its 

decision until  a later sonaion. 

66, M?.  .SBRRANO (Chilfi)  pointod out to the Soviet Union delegation that the 

co-sponso Í of the draft resolution were proposing that the special meting should be 

held on the occasion of the twenty-fifth and not tha twenty-fourth sesión of the 

United Hhtlonr Gonoral Assembly:    that would lorve the Executive Director time to con- 

sult all Kombor States and then to follow the normal procedure.    Ho was surprised that 

thoee wh; a*i fertilised immense desert areas in the nineteenth century and embarked 

on the oaufW  of space in the twentieth should hesit*to to accept a relatively small 

outlay in convertible currency and to send a delegation to New York to participate in 

such an important Catherin«, aimed at promoting the industrial proems of the developing 

countries. 

67# Mr. fflTHKCCDirr (Brazil) said that hit délégation toe would like tô beeeme 

a co-zpmZr of the draft resolution.    <Vhe text was perfectly oleari the  Board was 

not beinp vikjd to convene a special meeting, but simply to invito tho Executive 

Director to consult Governments of Member ñtatoe for the purpose of convening such a 

meeting through the normal procedure.    Hie delegation,  like others, had difficulty 

in under-.*, ndin* why Btvam should Le Uid on the oxponse of a special meeting, einee 

each Mi«>oi- Stato would simply have to attach one or two industrial development experts 

to its delegation to the Oonoral Assembly Beeeion. 

60, Hi-.  BRILLATOI (Philippines) declared that UNIDO, as the youngest »ember of 

tho Unitaci ations family, must make itself »»«m and accepted in the central role 

asiigrad -to i% in Gonoral Assembly resolution 2132 (XXl). 

69.   Ihe f'.r ft resolution,  contrary to what had bean said, was perfectly logical. 

Rot until r> majority of Governments of Ttonber States expressed themeölvos in favour 

of a e paci ;.l meeting would the Executive Director,  after reporting to the Board at 

ita fourth oession, take the required measures in accordance with established 

procedure. 
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70- IT. b'Tl^RAVT   (linitad Status, of America) wap  prepared \o aecopt the ,tn<"t 

resolution,  since  it  was confined to as King governments tiieir views on the holding  of 

a special meeting on HUIDO within the framework ri  the  twen^y-fi^th region of the 

General Assombly and  in ne way prcjudfod  the* outcome of the propos od consultations. 

3"it  he hopod that  tha  co-sponsors would  consider the following amendments proposed by 

the Group B delegations:    in the second  proambular paragraph,   to replaça "co-erdir.ution" 

by "an overall view";     in the fifth preambular paragraph,   to delete "tha developing 

countriae advocated  that UNIDC should" and  insert instead  "UNIX) was established  to"; 

in the i-iccnd line  of  the same parafrapii,   after "control rMo",  to insert "within  the 

United Nations system  of organisât i one";   at the end of the  paragraph to ronlace "at 

the world level" by "in the developing countries";  in operativo paragraph 1, firrt 

lino,  to delata "Hembar Governments" find incert instead "Governments participating in 

the work cf UNIDO";   in the third lino,   to replaco "with a view to the" hy  "or. the 

question of";    also in the third lino,   to roplace "twenty-fourth" by "twjnt/-fifthM; 

and to dolóte tha whole of operative paragraph 2 after the words "Exocutive Director" 

and insert instead "to roport the results of hie consultations to the twenty-fourth 

session of tha General Assembly, together with the report of the third session of the 

Industrial Development# Board". 

71, llr« AWLflDISv" (Un." on of Soviel Socialist República) did not believe that 

the Board was paying proper attention to the financial implications of such a meeting. 

"Rio first Trade and Eevelopmont Conference had cost US*3 rdllion, half UNIDO's budget. 

The General Assombly was therefore by no means certain to agree again to suuh an 

exoendituro.    The problems of an overall  approach to development could be perfectly 

well settled at tha highest level,  by the Second Committee of the General Assembly, 

without any need to convene a special meeting of UNIDC.    Tha ordinary procedure was 

therefore to refer the matter first of all to the General Assembly and to await its 

deoisien.   Consideration of the draft resolution should thus be deferred until the 

fourth session. 

72. Ilr. LOR^ZI  (UrugUfiy) said that,  if the draft renolution had been submitted 

in its original form,  he would have had doubts as to whether it would be accepted. 

But the proposed procedure had boon modified:    it was now simply a matter of roqueoting 

the Executive Director, within a certain period of time,  to consult member Governments 

I regarding tha idea of convening a conference at thy highest possible level.    Whether 

j euch a conference was opportuno or not would be for Governments to say after etudying 
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tho rr.-'tt.r,   -'nd   viti -n ¡r',uH   '•  .    *•-'.<.•:;   'T.lv v/hor   '•, n.o.jorit.y  of  'if firm-it ivo  replies  hid 

Vion reo.jiv'od.     The oonru] t".ti on   proper ./i   .v-r ùomucritif;    uio  the inft  resolution 

cojiil b >   .~.cCúrT..od. 

7 3. Mr.   GAGlLLl dM'.'.iGC^A   (T*';l;y)  rr-n^.à  th.-t   in  the rocond Hnu if operativ« 

paragraph  1   "pixty days" be rv placed  Vy "rúnoty days",     nd that  th« worde "with i 

viow to  th-    C'.'nvijning of" t)  roplaeod  by thu.  words  "to  examine the possibility of 

organir.ine".     The term 'St tfv,   hi;'h, ni  pos tú ti.,  L .".'«si"   ah oui d to rwrlactd ^ m'iru 

precif-,0 words:     fît-tes boro-ore   of UNIDO should be roproßentod at  ìhe special  meeting 

by "puvurnmont-vl" indentrivi iz.it i r,n exports rather thar  by our,Ly political dai«#»t«s. 

74« Mr.   iflTTENCOUIi'i' ( Trizi l) ¡novud the elosv.ro oí   tho debite in accordance with 

rule 41  of th»..-  n*l >R of proc^-dui'e. 

75. Mr.   WANCHOO (india)   and  Hr.  WUHKiHWOR  föhana)  supportod tho motion. 

71.    'Fho motion for clowiro ^f the debato was adopted | without distent, 

77. Mr.  MECTOFT (fibrin)  prcpoeod that farther oongid^ratic» of tho Araft 

resolution be deferred until tho  fourth session, 

78. wr...ARKADIEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) supportai ih© propesa!. 

79. The  proposai put forward by tho delegation of Hf-orin vac rojsotod by If tñ&t»@ 
WI5, if?ith 5 abgtonttûns.       '        "" m. •.» 1 n .  i„ -     -n , ,< - 

80. rfr. SHOAKO (Chilo; said that thu oo-rpon«orb of tho draft resolution twuid 

aoo.pt the .tmondmente proposed by tho dole/ntions of tho United Stato« of ârorio» and 

Italy. 

81 *    Praft resolution IE/B/L.60/H«Vg was adopted by 19 votee to 4. wile 14 »t«t«iitlotM. 

Tho mooting rogo at 7»55 r>»a» 






