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ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA AND ALLOCATIOV OF ITEMS FOR INTTIAL DISCUSSION
{ae(Iv)/128)

1. The PRESIDENT invited the CGeneral Conference to cxamine the report
submitted by the General Committse (GC(IV)/128), which rccommendced that the
Gencral Confercncc include in its agenda all the items on the provisional
agonda, supploementary itom A;/ - "hc use of funds provided to defray ithe
Agoncy's administrative and operational services costs in 1960 under the
Uniteod Nations Bxpandcd Programme of Technical Assistance - and tac item
proposed by Poland ccuncerning the matter of the grant of consultative status
with the Agency to the World Fedoration of Trade Unions, The General Committee
recommended that the latter item be discusscd at a pleonary mecting to be held

on or after Wednesday, 28 Septembor.

2. He proposcd that the Confercnce accept the recommendations of the General

Committee on the agenda and the ailocation of items for initial discussion.

3. The agenda and the allocation of items for initial discussion were

approved.

CREDENTIALS OF DELEGATES TO THE FOURTH REGULAR SESSION:
(b} REPORT OF THE CREDENTIALS COMMITTEE . (GC{IV)/129)

4. Mr., YEMISCIBASI (Turkcy), Chairman of the Credentials Committee,

associated himself with the congratulations oxpresscd to the President and

thanked the Conference for having clected Turkey to the Crodentials Committee.

5. On behalf of the Committee he asked the General Confercnce to approve the

Committee's report (GC(IV)/120) and the two draft resolutions appcaring at the

end of it.

6. Mr. FMELYANOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that his

delegation was categorically opposcd to recognition of the orcdentials of the
Chiang Kai-shek cligue, which claimed to reprcsont the pcople of China, with
ite 600 million inhabitants, at the General Confercnca. The dcleogation of the
Sovict Union considercd that China could be represented only by persons

nominated- by the Government of-the Pcople's Republic of China. The Chiang

1/ Ge(Iv)/109/4dd.1.
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Kai~gshok group had long been dissociated from the Chincsc pcoplecy it-was now
living out its last days at Taiwan, protected by American bayoncts and

subgidizced by the United States Government.

T The Sovict Union delegation again drew the attention of the Conference to
the completely abnormal, if not absurd, situation, as a result of which the
great State of China was not reprcscnted inythe Agency and pnlayed no part in
the work of the General Confcercnco. The absence of reprcscntatives of the
People's Republic of China was projudicial to the causc of international co-
opcration. The reosponsibility for that rested with the Unitcd States deleoga-—
tion, whosc attitude showed clearly that the United States was pursuing a cold
war policy and intcnded to subordinate the interests of the Agency to its own
intcrcsts, The Soviet Union delcgation proposcd that the credentials of the
ropresentatives of the Chiang Kai-shek clique should not be rccognized and
that the draft resclution submitted by the Credentials Committce on that

subjoct should be rojected.

8, The delegation of the Soviet Union also condemncd the attitude adopted by
the majority of the Crcdontials Committec with regard to the delegation of the
Peoplec'ls Republic of Hungary. Hungary was a Member of thc Agoncy and was
mecting all its obligations under thoe Agency'!s Statute. averyone knoew that
there was only ontc Hungarian Governmont and one Hungarian Statc. The
credentials of the delogation of thc People's Republic of ilungary had been
issucd by the Government of that country, in conformity with its Constitution
and with the provisions of Rule 27 of thc Rules of Procecdurc of the General
Confcrence. Tac attempt of the United States delcgation to question the
credentials of the Hungarian dclogation constituted an intorf{cronce in the
internal affairs of a sovercign Statc, which was a Mcmber of the Unitced Nations.
It was perfectly clcar that the United Statces delegation was scecking to
intensify the cold war and complicatce the work of the Confercnce. The position
adoptcd by that delegation on whosc proposal the Committec had taken no

dceision on the credentials of the Hungarian delegation, was absolutely
illogical. The Unitcd States Govermment maintained diplomatic rolations with
the Government cf the Peoplc'!s Republic of Hungéry, had a legation in Hungary
and, at thc fourtcenth session of the United Nations Gencral Assembly, had

voted for the admission of Hungary to the Comnittec on thc Pcaceful Uses of
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Outer Spacc. For thosc rcasons, his dclegation was categorically opposced to
the action taken by the Committce in regard to the credentials of the
Hungarian delcgation and would votc against the draft rcsolution proposing

that the report of the Committce be approved.

9. Mr, McCONE (Unitcd Statcs of America) said that his delegation
supportcd the rcport of the Crcdentials Committec and would votc in favor of

the two draft resolutions recommended by the Committee.

10. The Sovict representative had opposcd the Committce'l's action in regard to
the questions of the representation of China and the crcdcntials submitted on
behalf of the delegates of Hungary, and in doing so had made & number of
statements to Whioh tho United States strongly objectcd. Decspite the
provocation, the United States delegation would not, howover, rcply to those
statemoents in kind nor engage in o dcbatce on the substance of the political
matters in question. Those issucs worc not ncews the Agcncy was not the
propcer forum in which to discuss ftheir substance. In addition, the United
States delegation wishcd to avoid an acriﬁonious debatc which would not cnhance

undcrstanding or serve any useful purpose.

11. The Unitcd States delcgation, like many others, had not comc to the
Conforence to use the Agency as a propaganda platform, but to consider
seriously ways and mcans of promoting the important work for which the Agency

had the primary responsibility within the United Nations systom,

12. The vicws of thc United Statcs on the substance of the question of the
represcentation of China and Hungarian crcdentials had becn made clecar repeatedly
in the political organs of thc United Nations and other appropriate international
forums, The United Statcs Government would have further opportunity at the
currcnt session of the United Nations Genoral Assembly to rcstate the facts
underlying its strong opposition to the seating of Communist China in inter-
national organizations and to rcitcratc the rcasons for its attitude on the

matter of Hungarian credeontials.,

13, With regard to the representation of China, the recsolution rccommcnded by
the Committee was in full conformity with the decisions token on that matter by
the United Nations and the spceialized agoencies, The Agency and the specialized
agencies had, in fact, always rccognized that thc questions involving the
represcntation of Member States were the primary concern of the General Assembly

of the United Nations.



GC(IvV)/0R.37
page 5

14. As to the represcntation of Hungary, the action taken by the Credentials.
Committce was likcwisc in conformity with the practicc consistontly followed by

tho Gonoral Asscmbly cver since the tragic ovents in Hungary in 1956.

15. The Unitcd States delegatce appealed to all delegations to make a determincd
cffort to avolid debatos on contreversial issucs which worc not thoe concern of
the Agoncy ~ which properly fell witkin the jufisdiotion of, and werc under
active consideration in, other intcrnational forums. he problems to be

solved to make the atom scrve the pcaccful purposcs contemplated by the Statute
of the Agoncy, and to achicve the zoals cstablished, werc formidable. Theixr

solution could only be dolayed by confusing thom with political issucs.

16. Mr. MELLER-CONRAD (Poland) protcsted against the protonsions of a

group of persons who claimed to recproscnt Chine, and regretted the abscnce of
the only valid roproscntatives of that country, namcly thosc of the Pcople's
Ropublic of China. He also protcsted against the fact that the Committec had

not rccognized unrcscrvedly the crodentials of the Hungarian delegation.,

17. Hc wondered why the Gencral Confercnce had sct up a Credeontials Committoc
if it was only to rubbor-stamp a dccision of the United Nations. By their
votc, the majority of the Committce had not scrved the Agency's intercsts since
they had in fact countenanced a mancuver that smacked of the cold war, Tho

Polish declegation would votc against thce Committcc's roport.

18, Mr. SEBES (Hungary) madc the following statomont:g/
2. "is delegate of the Government of the Hungarian Peoplels Republic T

protest most emphatically against paragraph 12 of the Crcdentials Committce's
report proposing that the Geoncral Conferonce should oncce again take no decision
regarding the credentials submittced by the deleogetion of the Ilungarian Pcople's

Republic.

b. "It is obvious to cveryonce that the proposal concorning the credentials

of thc delegatce of Hungary ig illegal and absurd. Hungary is a foundcr Member
of thc Agency and as suclh has participated actively in the Agoncy's work from
the beginning. It takes part in sossions of thce Genoral Conforcncc as well

as in nunmcrous scminars and mcctings of cxperts organized by the Agoncy and
cndeavors to contributc towards the success of those activitics. Under the

Ageney's auspices fellows proposced by the Hungarian Government have been

2/ This statement is reproduccd verbatim at the speaker!'s rcquest under
Rule 92(b) of thc Rulcs of Proccdurc,
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recoived in many countrics including the Federal -Republic of Germany, France,
the United Kingdom and even the Unitod Statcs of Amcrica. Cn its part Hungary
has offercd fcllowships to the Agoncy, onc of which has alrcady boen accepted
by a candidate from another country. ho rclations maintained by Hungary with
the Agency are thus offcctive and useful.. It is thereforc scnscless, on the
protoxt of a discussion concerning credentials, to start a dcbate on a
factitious question when the Conforence ought to devote all its attention to
mattors concerning tho Agency's work, such as tho dovelopmoent of trade and
sciontific relations botwoon countrics and the industrial, agricultural and

medical uses of radioisotopes.

Ca "Delegations of countrics socking to question the credentials of the
Hungarian delegation arc fully awazrc that the intecrnational relations of the
Hungarian People's Republic arc developing satisfactorily in rcgard to the
pcaccful uses of atomic ¢nergy both within the framowork of the Agency and in
othor spheres, as dcmonstratcd by thce Dircctor CGeneral'ls visi{s to Hungary and

my country's reclations with beth Bast and West,

d. "The fact that the Hungarian dclcgation's credentials have been contestéd
obviously serves only to deflect the work of the Agoncy, which should primarily
be of a technical and cconomic character, in a way that frustratcs the

successful accomplishment of its specific task so clecarly defined in its Statute,
Bveoryonc realizes which are thoe countrics to whose advantagce such mancuvers

redound.,

e, "Concerning the represcontation of China, in thc namc of the Government of
the Hungarian People's Republic, I most cmphatically protcst against acceptance
of the credentials prescented by thce represcntative of the Talwan cligque.
Credentials can only be submitted by duly authorized rcprescentatives of
legitimate governments. In China therc is only onc legitimate government,

the Government of the People's Republic. Accordingly, only thc authorized
delcgate of that Government can be rcgarded as the lawful roprescntative of

China,

£, "We all know that the question we are rcally being askced to decide is not
whether the General Conference should or should not cndorsc such credentials,

but how long China is still to be deprived of its undoubtcd right to play its
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proper part in the international organizations within the United Nations
family., At present the place of the fifth great Power, rccognized by the
United Nations and hence by all international organizations, is being usurped
by a cliques that diminishes respect for these organizations and stands in
the way of the solution of world problems, including that of the use of atomic
energy for peaceful purposes and the development of its applications, It is
ovvious that the Agency's objectives on a worldwide scalc and true inter-
vnational co-operation can only be achieved with the participation of the
People's Republic of China, Consequently I will vote against acceptance of

the .credentiels presented by the representatives of the Chiang Kai-shek clique."

19. lr, NOVACU (Romania) noted from the Credentials Committee's report
that the seat of the People's Republic of China was once again being occupied
by private individuals representing no one but themselves. That anachronism
reflected the attitude adopted by certain circles hostile to democracy and
progress at a time whzn the Peoplce's Republic of China was continuously
cxpanding i%ts productive forces at an impressive pace and turning itself into

a first-class industrial power.

20, Thc report of the Board for 1959-1960 stated that advantage must be taken
of the Agency's waildwide membership by usging it as a mcans of improving
scientific contact between differont countries. But it was difficult to sec
how the Agency could effectively discharge that function as long as it was
deprived of the technical and scicntific experience and the practical contribu-
tZon of a country with a population of over 600 millions. The absence of

China detracted from the Agency's authority and prestige. The only credentials
his delegation could recognize were those emanating from the Government of the

Peoplce's Republic of China.

21, TMurthermore, his delegafion opposed the Credentials Committee's proposal
concerning the credentials of the Hungarian delegation which, being in order,
werc fully valid. The United Statcs motion discriminatcd against Hungary and
was wholly lacking in any legal basis since it concerned a counsry which
maintaincd diplomatic and scientific relations with most Mcmber States of the

Agoncy, including the United Statcs.

22, IHis delegation would vote against the Credentials Committce's report.
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23, Mr. LALL (India) considered that, in paragraph 1 of the proposed draft
resolution I, the Commiftee‘haa gonc bcyond its terms of rceference. The text
derivod from a similar resolution of the Unifed Nations Goneral Assembly, but
whorcas the Asscombly had haé bofore it roquests and motions concerning the
representation of China, nothing ol the sort had happencd in tho General
Conferonce. The proposed text, which was not in conformity with Rule 28 of

the Rules of Procedure, was thercefore inacceptable.

24, His delegation would support draft resolution II although it was opposed
to tho recommendation in paragraph 12 of thc report concerning the credentials

of the Hungarian delegation.

25, Mr. LEE (China) regrettcd that the Confercnce had had to listen once
again to well-worn and falsc accusations against the Republic of China, which
was a free country on whose territory therc was not a singlc soldicr belonging
to an army of occupation. The Unitcd Statcs had not sent an army to China to
supprcss thé fight for frecdom as othcrs had done in Bastorn Germany and
Hungary. If the 600 million inhabitants of continental China had a free choice
they would certainly not choose the Communist regime. That would also be true
of the peoples of Bastern Europc. The delcgation of the Republic of China
thankcd all the delegations who staunchly dcfended the causc of right and

Justice.
26. Mr. PETRZELKA (Czochoslovakia) made the following statomontsé/
a. "The Czechoslovak delegation stated at the previous scssion of the General

Confeorence as well as at the Conforence on the Statute of tho International

Atomic DBncrgy Agoncy, and considors it urgent to re—emphasize cmphatically at

the prescnt juncture, that the Czcechoslovak Government docs not recognize as

valid any signature appendod to the Statute of the Agency in the name of China

that has not been appended by thce rcpresentatives of tho Government of the

Pecoplo's Republic of Chinag likowisc it docs not recognizc the validity of

any crcdentials issuced on behalf of China by persons other than the representatives
of the Gpvernment of the Pcople's Republic of China, which is the only legitimate

Gevernment of China,

i/ This statement is reproduccd verbatim at the speaker'ty roguest under
Rulce 92(b) of the Rules of Procedurc,
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b, "In this connection, Mr. President, I wish to exprcss once again the doep
regrots of the Czechoslovak Government that, as a result of the discriminatory
policy pursucd by some Western Powcrs, the People's Republic of China, whose
populetion makes up a quartcr of all humanity, has thus far been prevented from
becoming a Member of the Agoncy. That policy, which has madc itself felt also
on other occasions, cannot under any circumstances furthoer the intercsts of our
organization. International co-cporation within the framocwork of the Agency
cannot but suffer from the fact that that great country has becen deprived of
the possibility of participating in tho Agoncy's activitics and that its place
has beonr taken by tho reoproscntatives of the Chiang Kail~shcek cligue, who
represent nobody, and who maintain thelr existence only thanks to the military

occupation of Taiwan by the Unitcd States armed forces.

Co "We thereforc warmly support the motion tabled by the delegation of the
USSR that the Goneral Confercnce should declarc the credentials of the sc-called
represcentative of China to be out of order and conscequently cxelude the name of
China from the list of delcgations which have submitted their credentials for

the General Conference,

d. "With regard to paragrapn 12 of the report of the Crcdontials Committco,
tho .Czechoslovak delegation is obliged to express its fundamcntal objection to
the cffect of the voting in the Crcdentials Committee, which resulted in
rejccting consideration of the credentials of the Hungarian Pcople's Republic.
The crodentials of this delegation were issued by a Govoernment cleocted legally
and in accordance with the Statc Constitution. The unwillingness to consider
the credentials of the Hungarian Pcople's Republic rcpresents, as was the case
at the last session of tho General Confcrence also, another attempt to
discriminate against thce dcleogation of the Hungarian People'ls Republic, with

a viow to frustrating its ce-operation in the international ficld.

Ca "The Cgzechoslovak delegation will <herefore vote against the report of

the Credentials Committec."

27 Mr., DIAH (Indoncsia) said that ho had studicd the roport of the
Crcdentials Committce but could not support the Committcoco's draft resolution
concerning the representation of China, as the Indoncsian Govermment recognized

only the Government of the People's Republie of China. In regard to the
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credontials submitted by thoe Hungarian delegation, the Indoncsian delegation

was obliged to point out that thoso credentials were in conformity with the
provisions of Rulc 27 of the Rulcs of Procedurc. Indoncsia, like many States
Members of thé Agoncy, maintained diplomatic rolations with the Hungarian
Government, and the Indonesian delcgation saw no logal rcason why the validity

of the credentials submittcd by the Hunéarian delogation should not bo
recognized.

28. Consequently, the Indonesian dolegation could not suvport draft resolution I
which the Credentials Committce recommonded the Conferencce to adopt, but,

subject to the reservations which he had mentioncd, his delegation would vote

for draft rcesoluticn I1I.

29, Mr., ZHMUDSKY (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic) said that his

delegation protcsted most strongly against the recognition of tho credentials

of the Chiang Kai-shek group. In the Agency the Governmeny of China was judged
on tho bagis of thc nogative attitude which the United States Government

adoptcd towards the system of government instituted by the Chincse peoples
oonsoquontly that great country found itself deprived of the possibility of
taking part in the Agency's work. It was time the Confcreonce put an end to

the practice of subordinating the activities of the Ageoncy to the egotistical
intercsts of certain Stétes and did away with thc anomalous position which had
arisen in regard to tho representation of China. His dclcgation considered that
the legitimate representative of China in tho Agency could only be a

reprosentative appointed by the Governmont of the Peoplels Ropublic of China.

30, Tho Ukrainian dclegation protested most strongly against the doubts which

a certain group of delcgations werce attempting to cast on the validity of the
crocdontials of the delegation of the Hungarian Pcople's Republic, Hungary was
a Momoer of tho~Agondy and nad therefore an undeoniable right to send its
delegation to take part in the work of the Conferencc. The credentials of

the Hungarian declegation had bcon submittcd in accordance with the constitutional
provisions of thc State and they had been issued in ontirce conformity with the
provisions of the 3tatute and of the Rules of Procodurc. Consequentiy, any
consideration o the political system in Hungary constituted an attempt to
interfere in the intcrnal affairs of that State. For thosc rcasons his

delcgation was uvnable to vote in Tavor of the report submitted by the

Crcdeontials Committee,
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31, Mr. GONTRERAS (El Salvador) said that El Salvador maintained diplomatic

rclations with the Republic of China and for that reason his delegation was
bound to recognigzc the validity of the credentials issued to the represcntatives
of that countxy. His delcgation would therefore votc for the draft resolutions

submitted by tho Credontials Committee.,

32, Mr, GANEV (Bulgaria) stated that his delegation did not rocognize any
crcdentials submitted in the name of China other than thosc issued by the
Govermment of the Peoplc'ls Hepublic of China. His delcgation would continuc
to probest until the legitimate rcprosentatives of the Chincsc pcople had taken
tﬁcir rightful plnco in the Agoncy. The question of the rcpresentation of the
Chincs¢ people in the Agency was an important onc and had a dircot bearing on
the principle of the universality of the Agency. Hig deolcgation considored

that the Chinesc peooplc should be represcnted by its rcal representatives.

3%3. In tho intcrests of intornational co-operation his dclogation protested
most vigorously against the approval of the croedentials of the ropreséntativcs
of the Chiang Kai-shok c¢lique. His declegation was likewisc opposed to the
attitude adopted by the Crcdentials Committce in regard to the crcdentials of
the Hungarian delegations the delegations which had raiscd that matter were

compromising the very principles on which the Agency worked.

34, His delcgation accordingly protostoed most stirongly agoinst the rcport
submitted by the Credentials Committee and would vote againgt the draft

resolutions it contained.

35, Mr, KIM (Rcpublic of Korca) rogretted thét certain declegations had
felt it nccessary to raise the question of the representation of China. The
Conference was there to promote the peaceful usc of atomic cnergy, and could
havo no place for propagandist political maneuvers. Was it to be toleratcd
that Communist China, which had attacked Korca and had becen condemned as an
aggressor by the Gencral Assembly of the United Nations, and had nover ceased
to harbor evil designs against the Republic of Koreca, should be allowed to
become a momber of an internationa: organization like thc Agoncey? The
crcedontials of the Chincsc delegation, which had becn issucd by the representativos
of the only legitimatc Government of China, were in complcete conformity with the
provisions of RBule 27 of the Rules of Procedurc, and wore thercefore fully wvalid,
F#ithout wasting any morc time on tho question, the Conforonce should approve

the conclusions of the Crodentials Committcce.
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%6, Mr. PAVLUCHENKO (Byclorussian Sovict Socialist Ropublic) rccalled

that his delegation had statcd on many occasions that only the roproscntatives
appointed by tho Goverrment of the People's Hepublic of China could rcprescnt
China in the Agency. In accordance with that viow, Byclorussia had ncver
reccognized and did not rccognize the validity of the sigmatucece which the Chiang

Kai-shck group had apponded to the Statubte of tho Agency.,

37, During its clover years of cxistonce, the Chincse Peoplc's Ropublic had
had cnormous successcs, political, cconomic and socizl, and had consistontl
s T 9 9
ollowed a wceful foreign policy. spriving i £ the right to :
followed a wneaceful f gn polic By depriving it ol the zight to take part
in tho work of thce Agoncy, grcat harm wasg donc tc the Agency, and the
opportunitics for ensuring & broad intcrnaticnal co~opecration in the pcaceful

use of atomic onergy werc considcrably restricted.

38, His delcgation thereforc unrescrvedly supported the Sovict Union proposal
not to recognizc as valid the credentials of the so-called Government of Chiang

Kai-shek,

39. His delecgation also protecsted strongly against thc attempt to cast doubts

on the credentials of the Hungarian delegation, which had been issued in
accordance with the Constitution of thc Hungarian Pebplo‘s Republic and with

the provisions of thc Rules of Proccdurc. The proposal to take no docisioh on
the crodentials of the Hungarian delegation, which had been imposcd by the United
Statcos and was politically inspired, seriously obstructed the work of the prescnt

session of the General Confcrcnce and was intoended to intersily the cold war.

40, Tac Crcdentials Committec's action was in flagrant contradiction with the
Statute, Article IV of which provided that "The Agency is boasced on the principle
of thc sovereign cquality of all its moembers ..." His dclegation was thorcefore

strongly against approval of the Committec's rcport,.

41, Mr, PHUONG (Viet-Nam) said ho had carcfully studicd the report of the
Credentials Committco. The problcom of the represcntation of China must be
congidored from three vicwpoints:? legal, political and practical. From the
legal vicwpoint it was difficult to coutest the validity of the credentials
submitted in the ramc of the Republic of China, for the Conference only had to
dceeide 1f those credentials werce in conformity with thce provisions of Rulc 27

of its Rules of Procedure and it was clear beyond all disputc that they were.
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From thc political viewpoint it scemed uncortain whethor the Sonference was
compctent to take any decision. The Agency was & highly speocialized
organization, and if thc discussions of the Conference werce to be imbucd with
propcr screnity, politicel questions should be left to such bodies as the
United Nations General Asscmbly. Pinelly, with regard to tunc practical aspcct,
i.c. the contribution Membor Statcs could make to the Agencyls work, there was
no denying the progroess which had boen made in atomic encrgy thanks to the work

of c¢mincent sciontists from the Republic of China.

42, Tor thosc rceasong the Tiet-Nam delegotion anproved the roport of the
Crudontinles Committoew znd wounld vote in favor of the two draft resolutions 1t

recommended to the Conforcence for adoption.

43, Mr. BAUM (Tugoslavia) said he would not restate Yugoslavia's attitude
to the question of the roprescntation of Chinay it was alrcady well known and
nad not changocd. His dclegation would votc against draft resolution I,
submitted by the Credentials Committec. It would vote in favor of draft
resolution II, although disagrocing with that part of the report which dealt
with the credentials submittcd on boﬁalf of theo delegates of Hungary and the

decision taken in that rogard by the Committcc.

a4, Mr, BOONWAAT (Burma) said he sharcd the Indonosion view on the

credentials submitted by the delegation of China. In addition, his delegation
could not rccognizec the validity of the credentials submitted by the.delcgations
of Viet~Nam and Korea so long as the Pecople's Republic of Vict-Nam and the

Domocratic Pcoplots Republic of Korca were not also represcntcd.

45, Mr, BINSCN (Thailand) pointcd out that, cvery time tho'Crodentials
Committcc had had to dcal with the problcm of the credentials of the delcgations
of China and Hungary, it had takon a decision similar to that taken by the
appropriate United Nations bodics. It thereforc scemecd rcasonable for the
Conforcnce to approve the Committec'!s report. Eis~dclcgation would. votc for
the two draft rcsolutions submittcd by the Committee and hoped the discussion

would soon c¢nd, so that thc Conforcnce could takeo up othor itoms on its agenda.

46, Mr, SINACEUR (Morocco) pointed out that his Governmont maintained

diplomatic rclations with tho‘Pooplo's‘Republic of China and thorcforce found it

difficult . to rccognizc any Chincsc Government other than that of Peking. In
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regard to paragraph 12 of the Credentials Committec's report, he thought the
Committcce should have adhered strictly to the provisions of Rule 28 of the
Rulcs of Procedure, which provided that it should "examinc the credentials of
all dclegates and report thercon without dclay to the Genoral Confceronce".

His dclegation would vote against the first draft resolution submitted by the
Crodontials Committco, and could votc for the sccond only with the rescervation

he had mado.

47, Mr, FAHMY (Uhitod Ara® Ropublic) said his delezation would vote against
tho first draft resolution, becausc his country maintainced that the only
legitimate government of China was that of the Pcoplc's Repunlic of Chinag 1t
would voto for the scoond draft resclution, but only on the anderstanding that
its vote should not be interprcted as exprossing doubts in rcgard to the validity

of the crodentials of the Hungarian delcgation,

48. Mr. BUBSO (Honduras) said hc approved draft rcsolution I as a whole.
49, The PRESIDENT invitced the Confercncce to vote on.draft resolution I

in the roeport of the Credentials Committce.

50, Mr. PETRZELKA (Czcchoslovakia) formally proposcd that the two

paragraphs of draft rcsolution I be put to the vote separatcly and asked that

voting bc by roll-call.

51. Mr, EMELYANOV (Union of Sovict Socialist Republics) scconded the

Czcchoslovak proposal for a soparatc votc.
52. Mr. McCON® (Unitcd States of Amoricd) also supportcd the propesal.

53, A roll-call vote was takcn on waragraph 1.

Pakistan, having becn drawn by lot by the Prcgident, was callced upon o

vote first.

The result of the vots was as followss

In favers Peru, Philippincs, Portugal, Spain, Thailand, Turkcy,
Union of South Africa, United Kingdom of Grcot Britain and
Norfhern Ircland, Unitcd States of Amcrica, Viet-Nam,
Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bragzil, Canada, China,
El Salvadory; Francc, Fcderal Republic of Gormany, Greecc,
Hely Sec, Honduras, Iran, Italy, Japan, Rcpublic of Korea,

Luxcmbourg, Mexico, Mcrocco, Nectherlands, New Zcaland.
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Againsts Poland, Romenia, Swocden, Ukrainian Sovict Soclalist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Republic,
Yugoslavia, Afghanistan, Bulgaria, Burma, Byclorussian Sovicd
Socialist Republic, Céylon, Czcchoslovak Socialist Republic,
Denmark, Finland, Hungary, India, Indonecsia, Iraq, Morocco,l

Norway.
Abstaining: Pakistan, Switzerland, Tunisia, Bthiopia, Iccland, Isracl.

54. TYaragraph 1 was adopbed by 32 votes to 21, with 6 abgtcntions.

55. & roll-call wote was taken on paragraph 2.

Haiti, having beoen drawn by lot by the President, wag colicd upon to

vote first.

The result of the vote was as follows:

In favors Holy See, Honduras, Iran, Isracl, Italy, Japan, Republic of
Korca, Luxcmbourg, Mcxico, Monaco, Netherlands, New Zcaland,
Peru, Philippincs, Portugal, Spain, Thailand, Turkey, Uaion
of South Africa, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ircland, United Statos of  America, Vict-Nom, Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Belgium, Brazil, Canada, China,

Fl Salvador, France, Fedcral Republic of Gormany, Greece.

Againsts Hungary, India, Indoncsia, Iraq, Morocco, Poland, Romania,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Sovict
Socialist Republics, United Arab Republic, Yugoslavia,
Afghanistan, Bulgaria, Burma, Byelorussian Sovict Socialist

Republic, Coylon, Czcchoslovak Socialist Zcpublic.

Abstainings Iccland, Norway, Pakistan, Swedon, Switzorland, Tunisia,

Denmark, Bibhiopia, Finland.

56. Paragraph 2 was adopted by 33 votcs to 17, with 9 abstontions.

57« A roll-call vote was takcn on draft resolution I.ag a whola.

Spain, having been drawn by lot by the President, was called upon 1o

vote first,
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The result of the vote was as followss

In favors Spain, Thailand, Turkcy, Union of South Africa, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northcrn Ircland, United
States of Amorica, Vict-Nam, Argentina, Australia, Austria,
Belgium, Brazil, Canada, China, Bl Salvador, }Nthiopia,
Francc, Fcderal Republic of Germany, Greece, Iloly Sce,
Honduras, Iran, Italy, Japan, Repubiic of Korca, Luxcmbourg,
Mexico, Monaco, Netherlands, Now Zecaland, Poru, Philippines,

Portugal.

Againsts Swoden, Ukrainian Sovict Socinlist Ropublic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab Republic,; Yugoslavia,
Afghanistan, Bulgaria, Burma, Byclorussion Soviet Socialist
Republic, Cecyloun, Czcchoslovak Socialist fepublic, Denmark,
Finland, Hungdry, India, Indoncsia, Irag, Iforocco, Norway,

Poland, Romania.
Abstaining: Switzcerland, Iccland, Isracl, Pakistan.

58, Draft resolution i was adopted by 3% vobes to 21, with 4 abstentions.

59, i The PRESIDENT invited the Confcronce %o votc on draft resclution II.

60, Draft rcsolution Il was adopted by 45 votes to 10, with 3 abstcntions.

THE CLOSING DATE FOR THE SESSION

61, The PRESIDENT rccalled that, under Rulc 8 of thc Rules of Proceduro,
the Genoeral Conferonce on the rccommendation of the Goncral Committce should,
at thce beginning of cach sossion, fix a closing date for the scssion. At its
cighth mecting, on 20 Scptember 1960, the Gencral Committce had cstimatcd that
the general debate might conclude during the aftcrnoon of Thursday,

22 Scptember and the main committces begin work the following morning. The
Gencral Confercnce would then Bo ablce to rosume plohary mbotings in the middle
of.the following. week, = The Cencral Committec accordingly rocommended: that
the Conference provisionally fix Saturday, 1 October 1960, as the closing date
for the sessién, on tho understanding that the datce could cf course be altered

if tho Conference succeaded in completing its work carlicr.

62, Thc rccommendation of the General Committec was adopted.

The meceting rose at 1 p.m.



