INTERNATIONAL
ATOMIC ENERGY AGENCY Distr.
GENTERAL

GG(IIT)/0R. 35
9 December 1959

General Conference FNGLISH

THIRD REGULAR SESSION

OFFICIAL RBCORD OF THE THIRTY-FIFTH PLENARY MLETING

Held at the Neue Hofburg, Viocnna,
on Friday, 2 Octobor 1959, at 3.15 p.m.

President: Mr. FURUUCHI (Japen)

CONTENTS
Item of the Paragravhs
agenda* S2raarepte
10 General debatc and report of the Board of 1 - 33
Governors for the year 1958-59 (continued)
25 ‘ The question of granting consultative status 34 - 35
with the Agency to the World Federation of
Trade Unions
17 Scalc of Members! contributions 36 - 40
13 The Agency's programme, budget and 41 - 48
Working Capital Fund for 1960
14 Voluntary contributions to the General 49 - 56
Fund in 1960
8 Report of the Credentials Committec (COntinued) 57 - 58
12 Assistance to T.css developed countries with 59 - 75
the productior: of nuclear power
27 Closing of the scssion 76 - 90

¥ GC(III)/88/Rev.2.

N.B. The¢ list of delegations attcnding the third:regular scossion of the
General Conference was issued as document GC(III)/INF/25/R6V.2.



GC(III)/0R.35
page 2

GENERAL DFBATE AND REPORT OF THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS FOR THT YEAR 1958-59
(GC(III1)/13, 89 and Add.l, 92/Rev.1l. 107) (continucd)

1. Mr, LOPEZ (Argentina) agreed with the views expressed at the
thirty-fourth meeting by thc Austrian dologatel and supported thoe motion sub~
mitted by Sweden (GC(III)/lO?). The Agoncy was a technical organization, and
it was not thereforc the business of the General Conference to consider

political problems.

2. Mr, SUDJARWO (Indonesia) said that the Czechoslovak draft resolu-
tion (GC(III)/89 and Add.1) and the Moroccan amendment (GC(III)/92/Rev.1) had

the morit of rcominding Statcs Members of the Agoncy's main ideals. The

military uses of atomic encrgy were not, of course, thc Agency's concern, but
it would render a grcat service to humanity by using its influcnce to divert
the nuclcar energy at present gsod for armamecnts into peaceful channels, The
Indonesian delegation wéuid support the Czechoslovak draft resolution, as
amended with the author's approval,g/ since it had only the character of an

appcecal, an expression of hopo,

3. He apprcciated the efforts of the Austrian and Swedish delegates to reach
a compromiso,;/ but found it difficult to agrec to referring to the A

Czechoslovak resolution as a substantive resolution.

4. Mr. BSCHAUZIZR (Nethorlands) agreed with the Austrian delegate's

comments and supported the Swedish motion, The Notherlands was most anxious
to see an agrcement concluded to stop tests of all kinds of nuclear wcapons
and to sct up a suitable international control system to implement such agreec-
ment. However, thc Agcncy should not concern itsclf with the military uses
of atomic cnergy. Furthermore, Article III.B.,1 of the Statutc recognized
that responsibility for furthering the ostablisﬁment of world-wide disarmament

rested with tho United Nations.

5. Mr. MATSUI (Japan) paid tributc to CzcchoslovaKia for the feelings

i
cxpresscd in the draft resolution, but doubted whether it was advisable for

GC(III)/OR.34, paragraphs 8 and 9.
Ibid, paragraph 6.

R

Ibid, paragraphs 8 and 28.
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the General Conference to considcer an essentially politigal'queétioﬁ. " "The
Gencral Copference might debate for years and years without cver achieving any
positive results, sincc disarmamcnt was a matter to be dealt with by the United
Nations and not by the Agency. Consequently the Japaneso delegation, like the
Austrian delegation, would request the Czcchoslovak delegate to withdraw the
draft resolution. If that requcst was refused, hc would support the Swedish

motion,

6. Mr. LENDVAI (Hungary) said that thc peoples of the world, who were
following the General Confecrcnce's work with intercst, not only entcrtained
great hopes of what the peaccful utilization of atomic encrgy could mean in
Jfuture ycars but werc also somewhat afraid. That was particularly truc in
Hungary. No opportunity should therefore be missed of affirming that all the
technical achievemcnts which the scientists had bestowed on the peoples of tho
world must in fact bc used solely for the well-being of mankind, And in that

connexion, dceds spoke louder than words.

7. Bxperience had so far shown that the prcscnt international situation,
which still made peoplc afraid that the achieveoments of nuclear science and
tecchnology would be used against their intorosts, was a great stumbling-block
to individual countries' own work on atomic cnergy as well as, on the inter-

national planc, to the exchangco of information and to thc Agency's activities.

8. It was iqcorrect to state, as somc dclegations had done, that the Agency
was not éntitléd to submit recommendations to thc United Nations on a matter
which, it was said, came under that organization. The amended text of £he
Czechoslovak draft resolution removed any doubts on that point. It was most
important to show the world yeot again that the men responsible for inter—
national co=~operation, and to a largc cxtent for all that had been done on the
international planec in the ficld of atomic cencrgy, had resolutely doecided to
insist that atomic cnergy should never again be uscd for the wholesalc
destruction of human life and that they had again taken the chance offercd
them of restating their firm desire to see nuclear cnergy cmploycd for peaceful

PUTrDPOSCH.,

9. The Hungarian dclcegation thereforcd considerced that the Czechoslovak draft
resolution should be scriously considered and approved by the General

Conforence. The Hungarian dclegation would votc for the draft regolution.
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10. Mr. ARNOTT (Australia) said that the queostion raised by the
Czechoslovak draft rosolution should not be debated by the General Conferences

he thorefore associatcd himsclf with the proposals in thce Swedish motion,

11, Mr, BL PASSI (Morocco) said that his country was at prosent the one

most dircctly exposed to thc harmful cffccts of radiation from the forthcoming
atomic weapon tests.  Howevor, his dclegation did not intend to submit a
draft rcsolution on that subjcet, for it did not wish to dclay the General
Conference's work and it kncw that the question of nuclear weapons tests and
disarmament would be studicd by the Gonoral Asscmbly of the United Nations,
since the Moroccan rcqucest to placc that question on the agenda of the General

Assombly had rcceived 42 votes,

12, However, since the guestion had been raiscd by the Czcchoslovak dceclegate,
the Moroccan delegation could not but support the Czechoslovak draft resolution.
Of course, the question was onc for the Unitcd Nations, but if the Goneral
Conferencc wore now to reject the amendced version of the Czechoslovak draft
resolution, which was supportcd by other delcecgations, all pcace~ and frecedome
loving countries might think that thc General Confcrence had failed in its

duty. The United NWations would deal with the political and diplomatic aspects
of the question, but the Agoncy had the right to consider the technical aspccts

and to consider the offccts of nuclcar tests on human hecalth and life.

13, Tho Moroccan dclegation therefore hoped that the General Conferonce would
approve the Cgechoslovak draft resolution and the Moroccan amondment, tho text

of which had also boen amendcd and now mcrecly expresscd a hope,

14, Mr, CASSILI (Italy), spcaking under Rulc 60 of thc Rulcs of Procedure,
moved the closurc of the debate on the draft resolution submititcd by

Czechoslovakia.

15. Mr. MBLLER CONRAD (Poland) obscrved that the Czochoslovak draft

resolution invited the throc grecat atomic Powers to intensgify their cfforts for
an carly conclusion of an agreccment on the suspension of the tests of all kinds
of nuclear wecaponss among thosc Powers, however, only tho Soviet Union had
expressed its point of view and unequivocally statcd that it was rcady to do

4/

all in its power to rcach such an agrccmont. Not only the General

4/ GC(III)/OR.27, paragraph 1.
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Confercnce, but alsc the public, should have the opportunity of hecaring the
reply of the Unitcd States of America and the Unitcd Kingdom before tho end of

the dcbate, For that reason he formally opposcd the closurc of the debate,

16, Mr. PETRZELKA (Czochoslovakia), having rcccived the President's

permission to oxcrcisc his right of reply, said that he was unablc to accept
tio arguments advanccd by the delegatc of SBweden. In his view, rcsponsibility
in the ficld of atomic cnergy was 'sharcd by the Agency and the United Nations.
In the Relationship Agrooment with the United Wations, Article I, paragraph 4,
which defined the Agency's functions, repcatced word for word the text 'of
Article III,B.1l of the Statute, under which tho Agency had to conduct its
activities "in accordance with thc purposcs and principles of the United Nations
to promotc peacc and international co-operation''; in other words in accordance
with the principles and purposcs sct forth in Articlcs I and II of the United
Nations Chartcr. Article IITI.B.1l of thc Statutc also laid down that the
Agency should conduct its activitics "in conformity with policies of the

United Nations furthoring the establishment of safeguarded world-wide dis—
armamcnt™. No onc could thereforc deny that the draft Czochoslovak resolution

was in completec accordancc with Unitod Nations policy.

17. He wished to stress that under Article III.B,1 of the Statute it was laid
down that in conducting its activities in conformity with United Nations
policics the Agency must in the first placc further "the cstablishment of
safcguarded world-wide disarmament", — Thus, if thc Czechoslovak draft resolu-
tion werc regarded as being political in charactor, fhc samc would have to be

said of the Agency's Statutc.

18, Articlc XVI.B.2 of thc Statutc provided for "Consideration by the Agency
of resolutions rclating to it adoptcd by the Gencral Agsscembly ... and the sub-
mission of reports, whon rcguested, to the appropriatc organ of the Unitod
Nations  on thc action taken by the Agohcjvor by its members in accordance with
this Statute as a result of such congideration.” Thus the Agency should only
submit a report to onc of thce Urnited Nations organs when that organ cxplicitly
requested it to do so. In othor words, the Agency did not have to submit a
report on the mecasurcs it had takcn to imploment Unitcd Nations resolutions and

need only mention them in its annual report to the United Nations General
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Assembly. That also implicd that the Agency might take a dccision without

waiting for the initiative to come from the Unitcd Nations.

19. It was also indisputablc that the Agency could consider itcms appearing

on the agenda of the United Nations General Asscmbly. The Relationship
Agrcement with the Unitcd Nations rccognized that the Agency was the body
responsiblce, under thc acgis of thc United Nations, for intcrnational activitics
goncerned with the peaceful uses of atomic cnergy, in accordancc with its
Statutc., The Agrcoment also recognized, in Articlce I, paragraph 2, that the
Agency "by virtuc of its intcr~govermmental character and international
responsibilities, will function under its Statute as an autonomous international
organization in the working relationship with the United Nations'. Thus,

under Article I of tho Agreement and Articles III and XVI of the Statute, the
Agoney was cmpowercd to consgider questions on the agonda of the Unitoed Nations
Goneral Assombly. Article VIII, paragraph 2, of the Agrecmcnt went so far as
to statc that "The Agcncy may'proposo items for considcration by the United

Nations",

20, It was thus clcar that the Statute itsclf authorized the Gencral

Confcrence to consider and adopt the draft Czcchoslovak resolution.

.21, With regard to the proccdural proposal submitted by Sweden, requesting
the Gencral Conforcnce to dcecide that the Swedish motion should be put to the
votc beforc the Czechoslovak draft resolution, he obscrved that its intention
was undoubtedly to makc use of the old familiar voting machinc in order to

shelve the Czechoslovak draft recsolution.

22. The PRESIDENT put the motion for the closurc of the dcbate to the:

vota,

23, The motion was adopted by 33 votes to 13 with 11 abstcntions.

24, Wr. FONTAINT (France), invoking Rule 72 of the Rules of Proccdurc,

asked that thc votcs on the proposals before the General Confercence be taken
by roll-call, His declegation would not take part in thosc votes for the
fellowing rcasons: the gquestion under discussion did not fall within the
Agency's compcetenccy morcover, according to his delegation's information,

65 atomic cxplosions had taken placc since the foundation of the Agency, 26 of
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them on'Saviet territory, without givfng rise to any commonts.comparablc to .
those he Had listoncd to during the proscnt dobato.
25. Mr. RAJAN (India) said that the Agcncy s objcct was to'promoto the

pceaceful uscs of atomic cncrgy throughout thc world and that it was pérfectly
within its rights in indicating the mcans which might facilitate .the accomplish-

ment of 'its task in that ficld,

26. The Indian delegation realized that the gquestions raiscd in tho Czcecho~
slovak draft resclution werce boing'studied in other intornationel crganizations.
Novertholes33:tﬁérc Fas-no quesbion of giving directives..to thosc organizations.
The purposc of the draft rusolution was simply to c¢xpress a hopo.. .. Sinece the
Swedish proposal would pruvont the Agency from doing so, the Indian delegation

would votc against it.

27. ¥r., MAKINEN (Finland) madc the following statemont. 5/

"The Finnish delegation rcgrets the tone this debate has taken.
Being firmly convinced that all Governments in the world arc unanimous
about the ultimatce goal to be reached, namely the banning of nuclear
wcapons so that thc resources of atomic cnergy can be uscd exclusively
for pcaccful purposcs, the Finnigh delcgation believes that it should
have beon possible, once tho gquestion was raiscd in the draft rosolution
submittcd by.Czechoslovakia, tc request this important assembly to oxpress
the unanimous hopc that an international agrccment would be roached in the
near futurc which would cnablc atomic cnergy to bo utilized solcly for
pcaceful purposcs. Although i1t sharcs the opinion of those speakcrs who
have said, during thc debato, that tho Agcency should devote itsclf
primarily to thc practical activitics = admirablc and important as they
are -~ assigncd to it undcr its Statutc, the Finnish dolegation belicves
that the unanimous cxprcssion of such a hope would not have created a
proccdent by virtue of which tho General Conference would be committed.
in futurc to considcering questions whose solution docs not doperid on the
Agency., For, seccing that the conclusicn of the desircd international
agreement is primarily the responsibility of the Unitcd Nations, the
General Confervnce would have no reason to resumc discussion of the matter
until the day such an agrcemcnt is signed: a day which will mark the
beginning of a ncw era in the history of mankind.

"In view of the tonc the dcbatc has taken and in view of the regrete
table political controversy which has characterized it, Finland, faithful
to its spirit of ﬂuutrallty, Wlll abstaln from partlolpa*lng in thc votos
which arc-about te bo-dakemilev e r m e il Ll L L L Ll

5/ This statement is roproduced verbatim at the speaker's request under
Rulc 92(b) of the Rulcs of Proccdure.
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28, Mr. ZAMYATIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) suggested that

the voté on the preposals undor considceration should be taken in the ordoer
of their submission, in othor words that tho draft resolution submitted by

Czechoslovakia should be voted on first,

29. The PRESIDINT put to the vote the proccdural proposal submitted by
Sweden (GC(IIT)/107, paragraph 2) “to the offcct that the General Confcrence
should votc on the Swedish motion (GC(III)/107, paragraph 1) beforc voting on
the Czechoslovak draft rosolution (GC(III)/89).

30, At tho regucst of Mr, Pctrzelka (Czechoslovakia) and Mr. Fonteine (France)9

a roll-call votc was taken.

India, having becen drawn by lot by the President, was called upon 1o

vote first.

The result of the vote was as follows:

In favours Iran, Isracl, Italy, Japan, Rcpublic of Kerca, Luxembourg,
Mexico, Monacc, Notherlands, New Zcaland, Nicaragua, Norway,
Pakistan, Poru, Philippincs, Portugal, Swodcn, Thailand,
Turkey, Union of South Africa, Unitecd Kingdom of Grecat Britain
and Northern Ireland, Unitcd States of Amcrica, Vatican City,
Venczucla, Vict-Nam, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium,
Brazil, Canada, China, Cuba, Donmark, Dominican Republic,
Zcuador, Federal Republic of Germany, Greccc, Guatomala,

Honduras,

Againsts India, Indoncsia, Morocco, Poland, Romania, Ukrainian Sovict
Socialist Hopublic, Union of BSovict Socidlist Republics,
United Arab Republic, Yugoslavia, Albania, Bulgaria,
Byclorussing Sovict Socialist Republic, Cambodia, Ceylon,

Jzeochoslovakie, Hungary.
Abstainings Irag, Spain, Switzcrland, Tunisia, Finland.

The progccdural propesal submitted by Sweden was adopted by 40 votcs 0
16, with 5 abstentions.

31. The PRESIDENT put the Swodish motion to the voto.
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32. As requosfed by Mr., Fontainc (Francc), a roll-call votc was taken.

Canada, having been drawn by lot by the Preosident, was callcd upon to

vote first.

The result of the votc was as follows:

In favoufz Canéda, China, Cuba, Decnmark, Domiﬁican Republic, Ecuador,
Federal Republic of Germany, Grecoce, Guatomala, Honduras,
Iran, Isracl, Italy, Japan, Republic of Koroca, Luxcmbourg,
Mexico, Monaco, Ncthorlands, New Zcaland, Nicaragua, Norway,
Pakistan, Pcru, Philippines, Portugal, Sweden, Switzcrland,
Thailand, Turkecy, Union of South Africa, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ircland, Unitcd States of America,
Vatican City, Venczuecla, Viet-Nam, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Bolgium, Bragil,

Against: Ccylon, Czcchoslovakia, Hungary,llndia, Indoncsia, Iraq,
Morocco, Poland, Romania, Ukrainian Sovict Socialist
Republicy, Union of 3ovict Socialist Republics, United Arab
Rgpublio, Yugoslavia, Albania, Bulgaria, Byclorussian Sovict

Socialist Republic, Cambodia.

Abstaining: Finland.

The Swedish motion was carricd by 41 votes to 17, with 1 abstention.

33, Mr, NOVACU (Romania) cxplained that he had votcd against the Swedish
motion bccausc he was far from convinccd by the argumonts advanced in its
favour, 1t had boen said that thoe Agency was a technical organization which
should not conccrn itsclf with political problcms. Yet in spoaking against
the draft rcsolution submittcd by Czochoslovakia, the Canadian and Swedish
declegatos had thomsclves invoked political considerations, considerations
which werc contrary to the intorcsts both of the Agcncy and of mankind as a

wholc,

THE QUESTION OF GRANTING CONSULTATIVE STATUS WITH THE AGENCY TO THE WORLD
FEDERATION OF TRADE UNIONS (GG(III)/94)

34, The PRESIDENT rccallced that whon thoe General Conference had includced

the item on its agondaé/, it had decided to votc without discussion on the

6/ GC(III)/OR.31, paragraphs 12 - 15,
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draft resolution containcd in paragraph 6 of the USSR proposal (ae(1I1)/94),
which rocommondced that the Board of Governors rce-cxamince the question of
granting consultative status with thc Agency to the World Fedoration of Trade

Unions.,

35. The draft rcsolution was adoptcd by 23 votes to 11, with 17 abstoentions,

SCALE OF MZMBERS' CONTRIBUTIONS (GC(III)/101)

36. Mr. ARNOTT (Australia% on, bchalf of the Rapportcur of the Programme,
Technical and Budget Committcc, introduccd its report on agenda item 17
(ce(1IT)/101).

37. The PRESIDENT put to the vote draft resolutions A, B and C in the

anncx to the Committeoe's roport.

38, Draft resolution A ("Reviscd scale of Members' contributions for 1959")

was adoptod by 52 votcs 1o ncno.

39, Draft rcsolution B ("Scalc of Mombors! contributions for 1960") was

adopted by 52 votes to nonco.

~

40, Draft rosolution & ("Guiding principlcs for the asscssment of Mombors'

contributions") was adopted by 51 votos to none.

THE AGINCY'S PROGRAMME, BUDGHT AND WORKING CAPITAL FUND FOR 1960 (GC(III)/102)

41, Mr. ARNOTT (Australia), oh bchalf of the Rapportour of the Programme,
Technical and Budgot Committcce, introduced its report on agenda itom 13
(ae(1rII)/102),

42, The PRESIDENT put to thce votc the draft resolutions in Anncxes T

and II to thc Committeco's roporf.

43. Part I of draft rcsolution A was adopted by 45 votes to 9.

44. Part II of draft resoclution A was adopted by 56 votcs to nonc.

45. Draft resolution & (“"Budgstary appropriations for the financial ycar 1960”)

as a wholec was adopted by 47 votcs to nonc, with 9 abstontions.

46, Draft reosolution B ("Usc of thc Working Capital Fund in 1960") was

adopted by 55 votes to nonc.
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47. Draft rosolution C ("Bstablishment of a publications revolving fund')

was_adopted by 55 votes to nonc,

48, The draft rosolution in Annex II ("Preparation by the Agcncy of menuals

and codes of practice on health and safety") was adopted by 53 votes to nonc.

VOLUNTARY CONTRIBUTIONS TO THZ GENERAL FUND IN 1960 (GC(III)/103, 106)

49, The PRESTDENT informed the Genersl Confercnce that since the rcport
of the Committce for Plodges of Voluntary Contributions to tho General

Fund (GC(III)/103) had beon draftcd a number of delegations that had been
S Seinial g’

unable to maké plcdges on behalf of their Govermments in the Committee were

now in a position to do so.

50. Mr, FONTES (Portugal) statcd that his Government would make a con-

tribution of US $3 500 to thc General Fund in 1960,

51. Mr, CHRISTENSEN (Denmark) said that the Danish Government, subject

to the approval of the Financc Committce of Parliament, would contribute to
the General Fund US $8 400, which was cqual to its contribution to the Ageney's
regular budget.

52, Mr. CARDONA (Mexico) statcd that his Govornment would contribute in
1960 an amount of 62 000 frccly convertiblce Mexican pesos (cqual to
US $5 000).

53. The PRESIDENT drew attcntion to the draft resolution in paragraph 5
of the Committce's roport. The United Arab Republic had submitted an amend-
ment (GC(III)/106) proposing the inscrtion of a now paragraph in the operative

vart of the text.

54. He invited the General Confercncc to vote first on the amcndment, then on

the draft resolution itself.

55. Thc United Arab Republic amendment was adopted by 52 votes to nonec.

56. The draft rcsolution, as amcendcd, was adoptcd by 57 votcs to nonc.

REPORT OF THE CREDENTIALS COMMITTEE (GC(III)/104) (oontinuod)l/

57. The PRESIDENT invited the General Confercnce to take a decision on

the draft rcsolution in paragraph 6 of the Committoc's sccond report (GC(III)/104).

7/  GC(III)/OR.29, paragraphs 1 - 39,
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The Commitfce had unanimeusly rccemmended the draft rosolution to the General -

Confcrence for adoption.

58. The draft rosolution was unanimeusly adopted.

ASSISTANCE TO LESS DUVELOPTD COUNTRIES WITH THZ PRODUCTION OF NUCLEAR
POWBR (GC(III)/105)

59. Mr, ARNOTT (Australia), on bchalf of the Rapportoup of thc Programme,
Technical and Budget Committce, introduccd its report on item 12 of the
agenda (GC(IIT)/105).

60. Mr, Bl ANNABI (Tunisia) said that although as Chairman of the

Committoe hc had approved the report, Whiéh was an objcctive account of the
facts, he could not, as delegatc of Tunigia, support the amendment proposcd by
the United Kingdom (paragraph 6) to the draft resolution submittcd by Brazil,
India, Indoncsia, Pakistan and the United Arab Rcpublic (paragraph 4), nor the
amendment submittced orally by the delegatc of Turkey to paragraph 3(0) of that

draft resolution (paragraph 8).

61. Thc United Kingdom amondment was contrary to rcsolution GC(II)/RES/27 and
would be likely to have the cffoet of discouraging countrics such as Tunisia,
which placcd great hopes in tho work undertakeon by thoe Agency on the cconomic
aspects of nuclear power. It would also be in the intcrests of countries with
uranium stocks if the usc of the latter as fuel for small rcactors werc
developed, as that would bc the solc way of kecping up the pricc of uranium,

which was showing a tcendoncy to collapsec.

62. Although thc Turkish amcndment was based on a valid principle, its offcet,
by forcing collcctive action into a rogional framework, would bc'likely to
infringe Tunisia's frcedom of action. In that conncxion he hoped that the
prescent framncwork would soon be cxpanded in order to allow better represcontation
of African countries, with particular rofcrencc to the countries in that

continont which were about to bhocome independent.

63. He therefore rcquested that the words "in accordance with the Charter of
the United Nations and thoe Statutc of the Agency" in paragraph 3(d) of the
operative part of the draft resolution recommended by the Committec

(G0(II1)/105, Anncx) should be madc the subject of a scparate vote. It would
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also bc preferablce if paragraph 5 retaincd the original text of the joint
draft rcesolution (paragraph 4 of the Committcec's rcport), His dclogation

requested a scparatc vote on that point also,

64. Mr. TACAR (Turkcy) cxprosscd his dclegation's surprisc and rogret
that a Mcember of the Unitcd Nations and of the Agency should regquest that a
roforcnece to the Chartocr of the United Nations and the Statute of the Agency

be deleted from a draft resolution. Such a proposal was unacceptable to him.

65. Mr., PAHMY (Unitcd Arab Republic) said that he was sorry to introduce
a discordant notc at the present stage of the discussion, Tho fault did not
lic cither with the Unitced Arab Republic or with Tunisia but solely with
Turkey, which, in collusion with Isracl, had, without a word of ocxplanation,
presented the Committee with an oral amcndment although it had beon agrceced

that all amondments should be submiticed in writing. Thce object of the amend~-
ment, which addcd only a numbor of improccisc words, was no doubt perfectly
clear to the dolegations of Turkcy and Isracl but was of considerable

obscurity to the delogation of the United Arab Republic, In any ovent, the
amcndment would bo likely to crecate difficultiocs for Tunisia and othor countrics
which undeniably formed part of the arca of Africa and the Middlc Dast and
whieh, unlikc cortain other countries, werce not in a pesition to claim that
they belonged at one time to Turope, at anothor to tho Middle Bast, whichever

gscemed convenient at the timc,

66, Mr, WERSHOF (Canada) agrced with the substance of the draft rosolu~
tion as a wholc, It was not desirable, however, for thc General Confercnce

to give tho Board of CGovornors too many dircctives at the prosceni stage,
cspecially in a spherc wherc the Agency had practically no oxpericncc, such as
assistance with the production of nuclcar power, The Agency had not yet
recelived a single rcgucst for such assistance and the time was sfill far
distant whon 1t would have to take a docision on the form in which assistance
might bo granted to a particular country or group of countrics. He would
accordingly prefor that parvagraph 3§d) of the draft resolution be simply
deleted. Canada was not cortain what tho United Arab Republic and Tunisia had
in mind in proposing their amcndment to that paragraph. In any cvont, it
would be rcady at the appropriate time to examine objectively and in-all good
faith any specific proposals for Agency assistance in that gencral field which

might be put tc the Board.
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67. The Tunisian motion that cortain words in paragraph 3(d) should be put

to a scparatc votc represented a somewhat unusual proccdurc, partioularl& since
the words in qucstion aimed at conformity with thce Chartcer of the Unitcd
Nations and tho Statute of the Agency. In thosc circumstances, hc would wisl

to see the motion reclatc to the sub-paragraph as a wholo.

68, With rcspect to paragraph 5, hc saw no objection to putting thce paragraph
as a wholc to a scparatc votc.

69, Mr, RAJAN (India) thought that thc scparatce votc on paragraph 5
asked for by the Tunisian delcgation rclated solely to the phrascs: "and to

consider the desirability of submitting to it annually thercafter', which was

what had bcon addced by the United Kingdom amondmont,

0. Mr, E1l ANNABI (Tunisia), while not doubting Canada's goodwill,

rcéallcd that that country and somc others had shown a marked lack of
cnthusiasm at the sccond rcgular sossioﬁ of the Goncral Confercncce during the
discussion that had lcd tc the adoption of rosolution GC(II)/RES/27.§/ The
attitudc of thosc countries had doubtlcss undergonc some change since then.
The Tunisian delegation would not press its motion for a scparatc votc on
paragraph 5 if it could havc satisfactory assurances from the countrics in

question.

71. The Turkish amendmcnt to paragraph 3(d) was completcly superfluous and,

if inspircd by political considcrations, was not acccptablc to the Tunisian

delegation,
2. The PRESIDENT put to thoe vote the Tunisian motion for a separate
vote.

73, The motion was rejected by 25 votcs to 15, with 16 abstentions.

14, © The PRESIDENT put to the vote the draft resolution rccormended by

the Committcce, as sct out in the anncx to its rcport.

75. The draft rcsolution was adopted by 53 votes to nonc, with 2 abstentions.

8/ Ge(II)/cOoM.1/0R.13, paragraphs 12 - 16,
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CLOSING OF THE STSSION
76. Mr, SCOTT (New Zcaland), spcaking on bchalf of the Commonwealth

countries, thanked thc Prcsident for his distinguished conduct of the Goneral
Confercnce's debates, His wisdom, ability, courtesy and paticnce, addcd to
the cxcellont arrangemcents made by the Dircctor Gencral and the Conference
scceretariat, had madc it possiblce to surmount all the difficultics -~ at times
quite substantial - and c¢ven to bring the scssion to a closc a day carlicr

than.oxpected.

T Mr, TRUJILLO (Ecuador) cxprcesscd his plecasurc at having beceon able

to takc part in the work of thc Gonoral Conforence, which nad once moroc
tegtificd to the steady devclopment of the Agency on which were ccntred the

bopes of peopls throughout the world.,

78, On behalf of the Latin Ancrican countrics and of the United States of
Amcrica, he congratulated the President and all who had scconded him in his
task on the notcworthy work that had been accomplishcd. He also thanked the

Austrian Government and the Sunicipality of Vienna for their hospitality.

79. Mr. REGALA (Philippinos), specaking on behalf of the countrics of the
Far East and of South-Bast Asia, said he was glad to associate himsclf with

the provious spoakcrs' tributcs to the President.

80. Mr, FAHMY (Unitcd Arab Republic) said he had gladly agrceed to bo
spokcsman for Irag, Tunisia and Morocco, in addition to his own country, in
paying tributec to the work of the President. He also wishced to thank the
Socreﬁary to the Genecral Conferonce and all membors of the Scercotariat without
distinctions there was often a dangor that their devoted work, which was
indigpensable to tho efficicnt functioning of thc Confercencc, would pass

unnoticed.,

81. Mr. HAYMZRLE (Austria) conveyocd his country's thanks to the Presidont

for the perscnal contribution he had made to the success of the Goneral Con-
ference, as well as to the other officers, the mombers of the Main Committces

and the Sccrctariat for the outstanding work they had donc.

82. The Austrian Government was only too glad to be able to contribute in

so far as it could to tho achicvomont of the Agency's lofty objcctives.
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It was convinced that the sinceorc co-operation of all Membor States would

cnablc thosc objeoectives to he achicved for the greoater good of mankind.

83. The PRBESIDENT thankced thce othor officers and thce Sccretariat for
thoir co-opcration and advice, without which he could not have discharged his

functions,

84. Hc availed himselfl of the opportunity to cxpress his apprcciation for

thce hospitality of the Austrian Government and of the Municipality of Vionna.

He cspecially thanked the Chairmen of the Main Committccs whosc task had been
particularly oncrous, His sinccrc apprcciation was also duc to the represonta-
tives of the United Nations, thc specialized agoncies and the intcrgovernmental
organizations for their atteondance, and to the non~governmontal organizations
which had scnt observers. He paid o special tributce to the Dircctor Gencral
and the Deputy Dircctors General, as well as to all members of the Scerectariat,
whose untiring cfforts had oftcn convinued latc into the night, Apprcciation
was duc, toc, to the rcprescntatives of the Press and Radio who had contributed

to the Scssion's success by kceoping the public informed cf the progress made.

85. The third rcgular scssion of the Genoral Conferencce had achiceved its
objcctives, Thc budget and programme for the ycar 1960 had beon approved, and

the target sct for voluntary contributions.

86. The scssion was unique in that the political discussions which had
charactcorized tho two procceding sessions had lost their vigour and edgce. The
Agency, as a sciontific and tcchnical body, could fulfil its functions bettor
to the extent that polities werc divorccd from its activitics and programmcs.
The solid progross made during the past year would inspirce now hope among its
Member Statcs. Thoy could look confidently to the futurce of the Agoncy whon
cvery c¢ffort would be madce towards achicving the lofty idceals and principloes

embodicd in the Statutce,

87. As hc had said in his oponing statement, the age of the atom, cnshrining
the triumph of modcrn scicnce and tcchnology, dcemanded the broadcst possible
measurc of co-opcration among all nations, largce and smally indccd, the
futurc of mankind depended upon such co-operation, If the third session of
the Gencral Conforcnce had succecdcd in cnsuring intcernational co—operation

of that kind in the sphcrc of the peaccful uses of atomic cnergy, it would go
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down in the history of the Agency as thoe scssion which had opcened a aow cra of

pcace, happincss and prosperity.

88, Hec invitcd the Confercnce to observe a minutc of siloncce dedicatcd to

prayor or meditation.

89. All prcscnt rosc and stood in silcnecc for onc nminutc.

90. . The PRESIDENT then deoclarcd closcd the third rcgular scssion of the

Gonoural Confercncc.

The mecting rosc at 6.20 p.m.







