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CONSIDTRATION OF THT DRAFT RESOLUTION ON THT OPIRATIONAL ACTIVITIZES OF UNIDO
(10/B/L.81/Rev.2)

1. Mr. MALIKI (Nigeria), introducing the revised draft resolution on the
operational activities of UNIDO (ID/B/L.81/Rev.2), pointed out that the word "or" in
the last line of operative paragraph 13 should be amended to read "of".

2, The PRESIDINT invited the Board to consider the revised draft resolutiem
paragraph by paragraph.

Preambular paragraphs

3. Mr. MIR7A (Pakistan) pointed out that the word "which" should be inserted
in the first line of the second preambular paragraph, following the words "its
resolution 9 (II)",

%« The preambular paragraphs were adopted.

Operative paragraphs 1-8 -

5. Operative paragraphs 1-8 were adopted

Opsrative paragraph 9

6. Mr. MIRZA (Pakistan) said that, in accordance with the warding decided on
by the contact group, the third line of the paragraph concerned should read: ".so the
basis for UNIDO's vork should, as far as possible, be long-term programmes ...". In

addition, the words "of their" immediately preceding the word "key'" could be deleted
from the fifth line,

T It was so decided,

3. erative paragraph as amended, was adopted.

Operative paragraph 10

9. Mr. MIFZA (Pakistan) said that, in keeping with the ocomtact group's
decision, the words "to ensure flexibility" shculd be inserted in the third line
following the words "adequate previsions".

10. Operative paragraph 10 was adopted.
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@erative paragraph 11

11. Mr. DOVE (Ghana) propoaed that the word "“$o" following the word "Calls" in
the first line of the paragraph ghould be dcletod and reingerted following the words
"UNDP Governing Co.ncil",

12, It was so decided.

13. Operative paragraph 11, as amended, was adopted.
Ogerat ive ga.rggagh 12

14, Mr. NIOUPIN (Ivory Coast), supported by Mr. TRACRE (Mali), pointed out
that, during the contact groupis discussions, his delegation had attached great

importance to the concept of flexibility of procedures, but that that oonoept was
not reflected in the final French veraion,

15. Mr. LEDUC (France) observed that a disparity between the Prencl and Bnglish
versions of the paragraph in question appeared to lie at the root of the diffioulty,

for the French version did not render the words "to allew speedy action" oontained in
the English.

16. The PRESIDINT stressed that the secretariat would be responsible for

bringing all versions of dooument ID/B/SR,81/Rev.2 into striot conformity with the
original Dnglish version.

17. Operative paragraph 12 was .dggted.
Operative paragraph 13

18. Mr. KITCHEN (Uni‘ed Ct.*

-2 -of Ancsioa) remarked that the words "trensfer of
technology and

such information" in the fourth line of the paragraph were not olear.

Perhaps it would be desirabls to change them to "tpransfer of technology and technioal
information" or some such formulation,

19, Mr. LEDUC (France) and Mr. TRACRE (Mali) pointed out that the Frenoh
tion of the words

transle-
in question was somewhat different from the English text and was

aubntan‘;._iglly_in line with the wording suggested by the Uhited States representativo,
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20, Mr., AIDEL-RAHMAN (7xecutive Director) suggented that the words in question
should te amended to read "transfar of tachnology and scientific and technical
infarmation” in order to match the French text.

21, Mr. ARKADI®V (Umior of Soviet Socialist Republics) and Mr, LEDUC (Prance)
supported the Txecutive Director's suggestion.

22, Mr. ABDL-RAHMAN (Ixecutive Director) orserved that the last two lines of
operative paragraph 13 were als- unclear, as they might be interpreted to mean that
UNIDC's primary respomsitility war only the molution of proleme of industrial
information.

23. Mr. KAMATH (India) said that UNIDO's role was certainly much wider than
the mere provision of information, and the text chould be amended to make that clear.

24. Mr. AFDEL-RAHMAN (Executive Director) suggested that the lasrt words ~f |
paragraph 13 be amended to read "rrimarily respmmrible for industrial technology and |
information®.

25. Mr. ENSOR (United Kingdom) and Mr. KITCHEN (United States of Amerioca)
suprcrted the Ixecutive Director's suggemtion.

26, The FRISIDENT asked the members of the Reard if it was their desire that
the amendmertr tc the fourth and seventh lines ~f paragraph 13 should be incorparated

in the final versim,

2T7. It was ao decided,

?8. QOperative par.graph 13 was adopted as anended.

rative aph 14

29. Operative paragraph 14 was sdopted.

30. Draft rosolution ID/B/L.81/Rev.2 as a whole, as amended, was adopted.,

SPECIAL INTTRNATIONAL CONFTRENCT OF THE UNTTED NATIONS INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
ORGANIZATION (ID/R/72 and Add.l and 2; ID/B/L.74/Rev.1, ID/B/L.89) (continued)

3l. The PRESIDENT invited the Roard to resume itam discussion of agenda item 14,
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32, Mr. ARKADIEV (Imicn of Soviat Socialict Republics) stated that the proposed
Conference should be universal in oharacter., The Conference could only gain by the
participation of certain highly developed industrial States. In many international
organizations, non-uembers could participa.: in governing hod.es. He considered that
the value of the draft resolution which had teen submitted (ID/B/L.74/Rev.1) was
congsiderably reduced by the fact that it did not provide for such highly developed
countrien as the German Democratic Republic to he included, though tke Federal
Republic of Germany would he. The USSR delegation considered it wrong to exclude
the German Democratic Republic from rarticipatiorn in the cnference and chjected to
such a deoision. Neverthelenc, having helped in the rreparation of the draft, and
wishing to take into aocount the needs of the Aeveloping countrier, lis Adelegation
would not oppose the draft resolution as a whole,

33 Mr. SCHEJTAL (Czechoslovakia) thought that it was inceorrect to exolude
participation by the German Democratic Republic. He wirhed his point of view to be
placed on record but expressed support for the draft resnlution.

34. Mr, STEDTFELD (Federal Republic of Germany) said that the General Assembly
had given INIDO a clear mandate with regard tc tho Sperial Conference. Draft
rceolation ID/T/L 74/Rev.1 complied with that mandate as far am the list of countries

to participate was concerned, and the Board would be exceeding ite mandate if the
list were expanded.

35. Mr. SOMJEN (Hungary) said that his delegation wished to be menticned in
the sumuary records and the draft repart as conourring with the viewm of the Union

of Soviet Socialist Republics and Czechoslovakia. Hungary whole~heartedly suprorted
the general idea of the resolution.

36. The PRESIDENT agreed that the comments Just made should ke reflected in
the report and asked delegations and groups of Aelegationr tc mubmit textm.

7. " Mr. CZARKOWSKI (Poland) said that the Polish Aelegation had abetajined from
voting in the General Assembly on resolution 2578 (XXIV), Pecause it coreidered that
the resolution contained formulatiory ircraaistent with the principle of universality
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emtodied in the Charter. He agroed with the view that the German Democratic Republic
should be included, as a highlv induatrialized -~euntry that could ~ontribute posi- g

tively to the Conference. He surported the draft resclution with those reservations. ;

38. Mr. LOPE. MUING (futa) concurred rith the delegaticas of the USSR,

Czachoslovakia, Hungary and Poland with ragard to the principle of universality. ile
thought that th: Paople's Reputlic ot China, the Democratic Peopie'’s Republic of
Koraa and the Democratic Repurlic of Vizt-Nam should alao be invited. He supported

the draft resolution and wishe! his remarks tc appear in tre summary recerd,

39. Mp, SERRANO (Jhile; said that, while his country unreservedly supported the
principle of universality, he thought that the General Aasemhly must take the
irnitiative on decisiors of *he type under discussior. The Foard could not adopt any
rosolutior that would encroach on the competence of the General Aspembly, and ~nly
the General Assembly could alter the list of countrics aligitle for participatimm in

IINFDO'R activities,

40, Mr, STIRRAVY (Tnite! States of America) snid that lim delegation dcubted
the necesaity of a Special Conference, although it rad indicated in reaponse to the
Txecutive Director'a questi-mnaire ir. 1969 that . cwuld'participate under certain
conditiona. The present arrangements rropaad for tle Cnference were autstantially
different from those previously envisaged hy his Aelegatior, but, in view of the
atrong rupport of all developing courtries for the proprral, his delegation wislmd

to e as respesive as pommiltle while tryirg to help work out arrangements that would

be in keeping with the nature »f the propesed Conference., Since the text resulting
from informal discussions was in line with that, and since he wished to show a spirit

of compromise, he was prepared to support the draft resolution.

41. It was his understanding of operative paragraph 5 of the draft resolution that
invitations should re sent to membecs of UNIDO and to inter-governmental organizations
and non- guverumeutal (rganizalions entitled to participate in UNIDO's work pursvant

te rules 79 and 76 of the Rulos of Procedure. He pointed asut that General Assembly
tewelition 2152 /XXI) listed in an annex countries entitled to participate in the

work of UNITO; the invitation of other countries would involve political issues

that were the province of the political organs of the 'mited Nations.
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42. He considered that muoh of the success of the proposed Conference would depend
on the extent of act1ve part1c1pa,t10n ry countnea that were not membera of the Board
and that the secretariat should make a special effort to encourage a.nd faoilitate
vigorous participation by such countriea,

43. Document ID/B/L.89, on the administrative and financial implications of the
draft resolution, gave two gets of figures, one for a total meeting time of four
weeks and one for a total meeting time of five weeks. In all informal discussions,
the majority of countries had favoured a total meeting time of four weeks for the
combined sessions of the Working Group on Programme and Co-ordination, the Board and
the Confarence, and, his delegation's support of the draft resolution was baged on
the assumption of a total meeting schedule of four weeks. He also felt that the wcrk

of the Advisory Committee could be donme in a shorter time than wes indioated in
document ID/B/L.89.

44. The PRESIDENT said that the text of the draft resclution would be di-ouued
later. He invited further general statements an agenda item 14.

45. Mr. ABUBAKR (Sudan) said that he wished to reaffirm the position taken by
his delegation in the general dehtate (G5th meeting). The Sudan oconsidered that
participation in the aoctivities of the United Natiors system, and in partioular of
UNIDO, vshould be open to all oountries, and would Pe in faveur of inviting the
German Democratio Republic to the proposed Speoial Comferencs.

46, HILMI (Iraq) said that his delegation supported the proposal for a
Speoial Conferenoe and would not. wish to see any limitation placed on the countries

to be invited to participate in the Cor.ference. Some nations whioh were not members
of UNIDO, such as the Germar. Demooratic Republio, were giving assistance to developing
countries, and it was demirable that they should be enatled to partioipate in the
Conference.

47. Mr. CASILLI (Italy) said that his delegation fully supported the ocnvening
of the Special Conference and wished it all success,

ADOPTION OF THE REPORT OF THE POURTH SESSION (continued)
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Chapter VIII (a): Special International Conference of the United Nations
ndustrial Development Organization (1D/B/L.76/434.9)

48. Mr. ARCHIBALD (Trinidad and Tobago), Rapporteur, said that the draft would
need to be supplemonted to take into accourt the discussions at the present meeting.
Perhaps the Board would he wiliing to entrust him with the task of summerizing those
discussions, on the undersianding that the draft summary would be distributed to the
delegations which had spoken.

49. It was so decided.

50. The PRESIDENT invited the Board to consider dooument ID/B/L.76/Add.9
paragraph by paragraph.

Paragraph 1
51. Paragraph 1 was adopted.

Paragraph 2

52. Mr. ARKADITV (Union of Soviet Sooialist Republics) asked for clarifioation
of the statement at the end of the paragraph concerning impertant developments in
connexion with the "United Nations Development System", In partirular, he wished to
know the precise meaning of the expression "United Nations Development System",

53. Mr. ARCHIBALD (Trinidad and Tobago), Rappcrteur, said that the developments
mentioned referred to the rcorganization of the United Nations Development Programme
currently under consideration.

54. Mr. ABDAL-RAHMAN (Gxecutive Dire “or) suggested the:, in order to olarify
the end of the last sentence of paragraph 2, it might be amended to read: "... it
was facing important developments ir. connexion with the proposed rem‘gmil&tim

of the United Nations Developmént Programme",

55. It was so decided.

56. Paragraph 2, &s amended, was adopted.
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Paragraph 3
57, Mr. ARKADIEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Hepublios) propossd that the

first senten_ce'of the paragraph should he amended to read: "Sevaral other
delegations, while stating their support in principle far the idea of comvening
the Conference, stressed that it required careful preparat:on ...",

58. It was so decided.

59. Paragraph 3, as amended, was adopted.

Paragraph 4

6C. I.’lrgﬂsg.h 4 was adopted.

Paragraph 5 ‘ _

61. Mr. ARKADIEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republios) propased that the

Tirst sentence of the paragraph should tz amended to reac: "Some other delegations,
while recognizing the significance of convening the Conference, considered, however,
that such a 6gnference .requir“ed longer and more careful preparation”, He also
proposed that the last sentence of the paragraph should be amended to road: "They
stated that, taking into account the need for careful preparation, it would he more
desirable to convene the conference in 1972 or at the end of 1971",

62. The amendments proposed were‘adggte .
63. Parggag_ 5 as_amended, was g_. opted.

Paragraph 6

64. Paragraph 6 was adopted.
65. Chapter VIII (a) of the draft report (ID/B/L.76/Add.9), as & whole, was adopted,

subjeot +> the #ddition of & suppiement as propored by the Rapparteur.

CONSIDERATION OF THE DRAFT RESOLUTION ON A SPECIAL INTERNATIONAL CONPERENCE OF THE
UNITED NATIONS INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMSNT CROANIZATION (ID/B/L.74/Rev.1, ID/3/1.89)
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66. The PRESIDENT said that the list of sponsors given in document

ID/B/L.74/Rev.1 was incorrect. The sponsors of the draft resolution were Brasil,
Chile, Ghana, Guinea, India, Indonesia, Iran, the lvory Coast, Kuwait, Mali, Mexico,
Nigeria, Pakistan, Peru, the Philippines, "wanda, the Sudan, Thailand, Trinidad and
Tobago, the Upper Volta, Uruguay and venezuela.

67. Mr. ABDEL-RAHMAN (Ixecutive Director) intreduced document ID/B/L.89, in
which the administrative and financial implications of draft resolution ID/4'L.74/Rev.1
were set out., He drew attention to certain srrors in the document: the words "to be
attended by" in paragraph 1 should read "open to", and the werds "Preparatory Advisory

Group to the TWxecutive Directer" in paragraph 3 (e) should read "Advisory Committee
for the Conference'.

68. As stated in paragraph S, the estimates did not cover post-conference costs in
connexion with the publication of the proceedings, as it was difficult to know at the
present stage what would be involved.

9. Mr. PROBST /Switzerland) expressed doubt as to the need for the proposed
Advisory Committee to hold three meetings of one week cach, as envisaged in
paragraph 3 (e) of document ID/B/L.89.

70. Mr. ABDEL-RAMMAN (Executive Director) said ‘hat, if the Advisory Commitiee

confined itself to holding three meetings of two days each, the cstimated saving
would be $6,000, ' '

T1. Mr. SHARLAND (United Kingdom) said it was his delegation:s assumption, like
that of the United States delegation, that the oombined dura‘ion of the sessions of

the Working Group on Programme and Co-ordination, the Board and the Special Conference
would be four weeks.

72. Mr. LEDUC (France) expressed his agreement with the previous speakers.
73. The PRESIDENT invited comments on draft resolutien ID/B/L.'M/Rev.l, and any

statements by delegations wishing to explain their votes.
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14. Mr, ARKADIEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that his delegation

would abstain on the passages in the draft resolution limiting participation in the
proposed Conference to nembers of UNTDO. He recalled that hig delegation had
abstained in the G-.neral Assembly on resolition 2578 (XXIV).

15. Mr. CZARKOWSKI (Pcland), Mr. SOMJEN (Hungary) and Mr. SCHEJBAL
(Czeohoslovakia) associated themselves with the previous speaker's statement.

76. The PRISIDENT asked whether there were any objeotions to the adoption of
the draft resolution.

1. Mr. ABDFL-RAHMAN (Zxecutive Director) said he took note of the statements
made earlier by a number of delegations indicating that their approval of the draft
resolution was conditional on certain understandings. '

78. Draft resolution ID/B/L.74/Rev.1 was adopted.

79. Mr, BRILLANTES (Philippines) thanked the Board for its unanimous adoption
of the draft resolution,

80. The original text of the draft resolution had indicated a preference for holding
the Special Conference in conjunction with the fifth session of the Board in May

and June 1971, but, in a spirit of oonciliation, operative paragraph 1 of the reviged
draft gave alternative dates. He hoped that the Zxecutive Director would set in
motion at once the machinery of consultation envisaged,

81, Mr. KAMATH (India) associated himself with the statement of the
representative of the Philippines and indicated his preference for May—June 1971
a8 the date of the proposed Conference.

82, Mr. SERRANO (Chile) said that it was For the General Assembly to decide on
the date of the Conference. The Board had just taken a historic and auspicious
deoision that would have great importance for the future of the developing oountries
and UNIDO,
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83, Mr. ABDEL-RAHMAN (Txe.utive Director) said that, if the Board agreed, he

would immediately take all nececsary action to consult Governments of member States

of UNIDO regarding preferred dates and make recommendations to the General Assembly

on the basis of availability of facilitier and all other relevant factors. Documents

would be prepurrcd and otie. peiiinal’y action would be taken pending a final decision
by the General Assembly. A staitement to that effect could be included in the report,

84. It was so agreed.

PROVISIONAL AGENDA FOR THZ FIFTH 5ZSSION (ID/B/L.83)

85. Mr. STIBRAVY (United States of America) felt that, if the proposed Special
Conference was held, there would be no need fer “he fifth session of the Board to
include in a general debate. That could be indicated in the Board's report. He
suggesied also that the report on the item should include the following aentence:
"The Board decided that, should the General Assembly adopt its recommendation to
convene a Special International Conference of UNIDO, its fifth session would be

convened for one week",

86. Mr. L7DUC (France) supperted the previous speaker’s auggasstions,
87. Mr. SOMJT (Hungary) felt that the Board could, in the circumstances, agree

to the suggestion to dispense with the general debats, but it should be understood
that the arrangement was exceplional, applying only to the fifth session,

88, Mr. CASILLI (Italy) supported the Buggestions of the United States
representative. I' could be made ~lear ir the report that e”imination of the general

debaie wae an excepuiunal weasuwie.

89, Mr. PROBST (Switzerland) said he agreed with what had. -been said, but
wondered whether the roference in ithe report to the length of the cession should not
be inserted in the chaptar sn the date and place of ithe fifth session.

90. It was agreed to delete the item "General debate" in the draft agenda

!IDZB[L.832.
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91, Mr. SOMJEN (Hungary) proposed that the provisional agenda should include
an item concerning preparations for the Special Conference, in order to enable the
Board to review the steps which had been taken.

92. Mr. ABDPL-RAHMAN (ixecutive Director) said that thore would be 1ittle time
at that stage for the Board to advise on the preparation of the Conference, and he

thought that there would be a danger in opening the subject.

93. Mr. PRETO (Brazil) said he would support the Hungarian proposal on the
understanding that there would be no substantiva discussion. The Board could mrely
take note of any action taken.

94. Mr. ARKADIEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republica) and Mr, SIRRANO (Chile)
supported the Hungarian propoeal.

95. The Hunggia.n proposal was adogted.

96. Mr. SHARLAND (United Kingdom) thought that agenda items 7 and 8 .could be
deleted on the understanding that such deletion should apply only to the agenda of
the fifth session.

a71. The PRESIDENT thought there might be some difficulty in dispensing with
the consideratior of finanoial questions, since the Board would have to consider
the regular budget estimates.

98. Mr. SHARLAND (United Kingdom) agreed but urge the deletion of agenda
item 8.
99. Mr. ABUBAKR (Sudan) thought it 1 ould be preferadble for the Board to take

note of documents pressnted under the iteme in question but not to discuss them.

100, Mr. SHARLAND (United Kingdom) said that the intention of his remarks had
been to avoid duplication of documents. If the (ixecutive Director thought that was
impossible, he would agree to the proposal made by the representative of the Sudan.

101. Mr. AEDFI-RAHMAN (Executive Director) said that the organizational
matters to be discussed by the Special Conference covered such questions as future
decentralization, whereas the organizational matters before the Board were recruit-
ment, the permanent headquarters, and s» on.
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102. Mr. PROBST (Switzerland) said he shared the Ixecutiv~ Director's view.
At the fifth session, the secretariat might try to submit to the Board “nly pressing

questions that had to be decided on immediately and leave more general questions to
the Conference,

103. Mr. TRAGRE (Mali) thought that item 7 might be entitled "Financial and
organizational matters",

104. Mr. ABDTL-RAHMAN (Executive Director) said that, while financial matters
could not be taken out of the Board's agenda, organizational questions could be

taken out or dealt with briefly, which would depend on whether a Conference was held
or not,

105, Mr. CASILLI (Italy) suggested that the two matters should be coalesced
into one item: "Budget and organization",

106. It was so agreed.

107. Mr. KAMATH (India) wondered whether it was realistic to propose that the

fifth session of the Board should last only one week - i.e., five workiag days -

in view of the experience of the fourth session, since the agenda would cover the
same ground,

108. Mr. BRILLANTES (Philippines) thought that the ‘controlling faotor was not

the length of the agenda but the determination of members of the Board to finish the
work quickly.

109. Mr. SOMJW (Hungary) said that he had criginally intended to propose that
an item on the activities and experience of UNIDO in the field of Special Fund
projects and methods of follow—up should appear in the agenda of the fifth sessiom.

In the light of the previous discussion, he now suggested that such an item should
be included in the agenda of the sixth session;
mentioned in the report.

he asked for his suggestion to be

110. It was so agreed.
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111, Mr. APDTL-RAHMAN {Executive Director) asked for the inclusion in the repart
At the appropriate point of a footnote stating that the delation of the agenda .tem

"General detate" was conditioral on the decisim by the General Assembly regarding
the holding of the Special Comference.

112. It was so agreed.

113. The provisional agenda for the fifth session, as aendodl was adopted.

DATE AND PLACZ OF THE FIPTH STSSION

114, Mr. ABDEL-RAHMAN {Executive Director) romarked that the Board should take
A decision on the date of the fifth session bearing in mind the admittedly unlikely
poesibility of the General Assembly failing to agree to the holding of a Special
Conference of UNIDO,

115, Mr. DAVILA (Mexico) said that the Board should specify that if no
Special Conference was held in 1971 the Board session would be of its normal length.

116, The PRESIDENT siggested that it should be recsrded as the Board's decision
that if no Special Conference of UNIDO was held in 1971 the fifth semsion of the
Board would notwithstanding be held in April/May at Vienna. All the views oxpressed
by delegations cn the subject would be reflected in the repart by the Rapparteur,

ADOPTION OF THE RZPORT OF THT FOURTH SESSION (ID/B/L.76 and Add.1-9)(continued)

Chapters on agenda items 10, 11 and 12

117, It was 2ed to entrust the Rapportsur with the tank
texts of the chapters on items 10-12.

Amendment to chapter TI (TD/B/L.0C)

118, Mr. BMRG (Sweden) introduced document ID/B/L.90,

119, The PRESIDENT gaid that the proposal in that document would involve

reconsideration of a chapter already adopted, If no delegation objected, the Board
could decide to consider the amendment,

120, It was so gﬂeed.
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121, Mr. ARCHIBALD (Trinidad and Tobago), Rapporteur, said that the author

of the text had agreed that it could appropriately be inserted in the report at
the end of the section on the long-term progremme of NIDO, after the last sentence
of that section,

122, Mr, ENSOR (United Kingdom) thought that the Swedish delegation had been
right to draw attention to the matter in question. However, since it ‘was proposed
that a Special Conference should he held in 1971 and the Board was to meet for as
short as possible a time in that year, he suggested that the words "the fifth
seasion of the Board" in the last line of the text should be replaced by "a sub-
sequent session of the Board", in order to leave the matter open. o

123. Mr. FERC (Sweden) maid he would agree to that amendment.
124. Mr, ABDEL-RAHMAN (Gxecutive Director) pointed cut that the amendment

referred only to draft resolution ID/B/L.61 and asked whether the 1ong-term
programme was not to be discussed.

125. Mr. ARCHIBALD (Trinided and Tobago), Rapparteur, suggested that the words
"oonsideration of this itenm" might be replaced by "consideration of this draft
resolution”,

126. Mr. ABDEL-RAHMAN ("xecutive Director) said he had no diffioulty with the
word "item"., He felt that & olear distinction should be made between the draft

resolution and the content of UNIDO's future programme, which the Speocial Conference
would discuss,

127. The PRES IDENT suggectec that the words "cn the long-term programme” in
the first line should be deleted, so that the first phrase would read "As to the
draft resolution (ID/B/L,.61), which vas submitted ...' 'y and asked the Brard whether
it agreed that the text proposed by Sweden with his amendment and that su,gested ty
the United Kingdcm, should be inserted after paragraph 10 in the part of the report
dealing with the general debate,

128, It was so agreed,




ID/B/SR.106
Page 17

Draft report as a whole

129, The PRESIDENT invited the Board to adopt the draft roport as a whole,
ag amended,

130. The draft report of the Industrial Development Board on the wark of its

fourth sesgion, as a whole. as amendod. was adggted.

CLOS'RE OF THE SESSION

131, After Mr. SOMJEN (Hungary), Mr. PROBST (Switzerland), Mr. MIRZA (Pakistan),
Mr. RWAMAKUBA (Rwanda), Mr. CASILLI (Italy) and Mr, DAVILA (Mexico) had made
statements congratulating the officers of the Board and the seoretariat on behalf
of the varicus geographical areas to which the members of the Board belonged,

Mr. ABDEL-RAHMAN (Executive Director) and the PRESIDENT mede short conoluding
statements and the PRESIDINT deolared the fourth session of the Industrial
Development Board closed.

The meeting rose at 4,20 feme on Friday, 1 Nay 1970 \
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