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RIGHT OF CUBA TO VOTE AT THE FOURTH RBEGULAR SESSION OF THE GENERAL CONFERENCE

1, Mr, LUJAN (Venezuela), speaking on a point of order, moved that the
delegation of Cuba be permitted to vote at the fourth rogular session although,
ag indicatecd in a note by the Director Generall , the Cuban Governmment was in

arrcars with its payments to thoe Agency.

2. The PRESIDENT rcecalled that;, in accordance with Rule 56 of the Rules

of Procedurc, tho point of order had to be decided immediately.

3. As explained in tho Diroclor Genoral's note, Cuba was in arrears with its
financial contributions to the Agency and was thereforc debarrcd under Article
XIX.A of the Statuie from voting in the Agency. The situation had not changed
since the note was issucd. However, the sccond scentence of that article
provided that "The Gencral Confercnce may, nevertheless, permit such a member
to vote if it is satisficd that the failurc to pay is due to conditions beyond

the control of the member,"

4. He would, thercfore, put to the vote the Venezuelan notion that Cuba be

authorized to vote at the fourth resgular scssion of the General Conference.

Se The proposal wag adopted by 27 votes to none, with 27 abstentions.

THE AGENCY'S RELATIONS WITH INTER-GOVERWMENTAL ORGANTZATIONS (GC(IV)/lZO, 121,
134, 1%5, 136/Rov.1, 141)

6. The PRESIDENT put to the voite the draft resolution on the proposcd
agrcement for co-~operation between the Agency and the Buropcan Nuclear Energy
Agency of the Organisation for Turopean Economic Co-operation (BNEA), submitted

by the Administrative and Logal Committes (GC(IV)/135).

T The draft resolution was adopted unanimously.,

8. Mr. WEINSTIIN (Observer for the BEuropcan Nuclecar Bnergy Agency of the

Organisaticn for Furoncan Economic Co-opcration), speaking at the invitation

of the Preeident, thanked the General Conforcnce on behalf of his organization
for adopting tho co-operation agrecnont, The fundamoental aim of ENBEA was the
production and pcaccful usc oF nuclcar cnergy and it was therefore appropriate
that it shouid collaborate with the Agency., Its mombors belonged to a geographic

region which contained many countrics highly advanced in atomic technology, and

1/ 6o(IV)/126, Anncx A,
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it had accordingly to decal with special regional:gspects of technical co-
éperationa hecalth and safety, third-party liability and other problems. The
two organizations had alrcady devcloped informal rclations to their mutual
benefit, The co-operation agreement would help them to carry that co-operation

gtill further,

9. The PRESIDENT put to the votc the draft resclution.on the proposecd
agrecoment for co-opcration betwecn the Agency and the Inter-American Wucloar
Bnergy Commission of the Organization of Amcrican States,(IANEC), submitted by
tho Administrative and Logal Committec (GC(IV)/141).

10, The draft resolution was adopicd unanimously.

11, Mr, CUNHA (Obscrver for the Intor-American Nuclear Encrgy Commission
of the Organization of Amcrican States), spcaking at the invitation of tho
President, cxpressced IANEC's appreciation of the action just taken by the
Conference, TAVEC had been ¢stablished to foster co-operation among its

own members, and its work.could now be greatly extended.

12. The PRESIDENT invited the General Conforcnce to vote on the draft ,
resolution on the roproscentation of inter-governmental organizations at the

fifth rogular session, submitted by the Administrative and Legal Committce
(¢c(Iv)/136/Rev.1).

13, The draft rosolution was adopted unanimously.

AGENCY SAFBGUARDS (6C(IV)/108/Rev.1, 142)

14, The PRESIDENT invited the General Conference to consider the Admini-
strative and Legal Committce's roport (GC(IV)/142), which included a draft

resolution on Agency safeguards.,

15. Mr, BHABHA (India) said tho draft resolution was unsatisfactory in
many ways. The introductory part and paragraph 1 of the operative part

merely "took note!" without deciding anything. On paragraph 2, a 5-Powcr
draf+t rosolutiori2 had been submitted but not voted upony in terms of numbers,
however, the couniries which had supportcd it represented a substantial propor-

tion of the population of the world,

16, Tho proposcd system of safcguards was non-discriminatory in form but would
be very discriminatory in prictice. Bis delegation wished particularly o under-
line the view that safcguards should be applicd to source and fissionabls

materials only, not to cquipment,

2/ GC(IV)/coM.2/27.
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17. The safcguards problem must be viewed as a whole. To adopt the propo.ov
principlcs and proccdurcs (GC(IV)/IOB/ROVDI) at the present time would have
the cffect of widening the gap between the developed and the less~develooed
countries, If the Confcrence decided to refor the safeguards system to the
Board for the lattor's guidance, it would be only logical to ask the Board to

take account also of the 5-Power draft rcsolution to which he had referrecd.

18, Mr. EMELYANOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that +ho

15~Powecr draft rosolution5 submitted by the Unitced States and its allics in

various military-political bloces had been approved by a majority of the

4/

Administrative and Legal Committceo ,

19, 4As the United Arab Republic delcegatce had pointed out in the Committce,

the sponsors of the draft rcsolution had been unwilling to make any compromise
on safeguards with the countrics of Asia and Afriea which had submitted the
5-Powcr draft resolution, By using proccdural machinery they had even prc-
vonted the Afro-Asian draft resolution from being voted umon, although it would
scem important to know how many countrics werc in favor of it. That attitude
reflected the position of thosc States which, disposing of a majority of votes.
thought they necd take no account of the opinion of the minority, cven ilhousgh

that minority in fact represcnted most of mankind,

20, His dclegation considered, as a matter of principle, that it was imnroper
for the Confercnce to invite the Board to give effect to the proposed safe-
guards system, cven with the rescrvation that in so doing the Board should
take due account of the points of view cxpressed during the Confercnce.

Rules rclating to control and inspection - since their application affected
the sovercign rights of States - should first be approved by the Conference,

as werce other important documents.,

21, It was particularly worthy of notc that the countries which had veoted in
favor of the 15-Power draft rcsolution were mainly countrics which had bi-
lateral agrccements with the United Statces, Did not that show that thoge
countrics desirced to frec themsclves as speedily as possiblce from the Auscrican
control provided for in such agrocments, despite the praisc they had lavishced
on them? The Soviet Union also had bilateral agrecments, and not with socialis

countrics only, It was not by chance that not a singlc onc of those countiies

3/ co(Iv)/coM,2/22,
4/ GeC(IV)/COM.2/0R.22, paragraph 50.
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had cxpresscd the intenition of transferring its agrcement with the Soviet Union
to Agency controls it was becausc the Soviet Union did not imposc the burden

of control on countrics which co-operated with it. Countrics which had agrco-
ments with the United States, on the other hand, were sccking ways to throw off

onc yoke and to assuac anothcr which they thought would be casicr to boar,

22, Under one of the Seviet bilatoral agrecments, an atomic reactor for
rcscarch and radioisotcpe production was being built in the United Arad
Republic. There were similar agreements with Iraq and Indoncsia, Wo one
who had any acquaintoxnce with such rcactors could suggest they roprescnted a
danger to pecacce. Why thon was it nccessary to place thom under control? Only
the day before another roacter, using highly-cnrichod uranium, had gone into
operation in ncutral Austria. If the propoescd control systcem were put into
cffcet, Agency inspectors weuld have to be dispatched to that rcactor every
two months to check whoether the uranium was in the rcactor or whoether it was
being used for the manufacturc of nuclcar weapons, By the veory fact of being
subjeccted to control, 2 noutral country was thus placed in a humiliating posi-
tion - placod undcer controls cstablished by States which were produccrs of

atomic weapons, A morce absurd situation would be difficult to imaginc.

23. Scicntists always welcomed now possibilitics for scicntific reoscearch, and
when the sciontists at the Turopcan Organization for Nucleor Rescarch (CERN)

in Geneva had put their new accelerator inte operation he had scnt thenm sincore
congratulations, But he would not be at all happy if roescarch rcactors which
worce to boe constructed came under contrnl, Sirict control did not creatc the
conditions for crcative scicntific work; it placed greot and unnccoessary
obstacles in the way of such work.

24. During the general dobote, the United States dclegate had stated that his

=

country proposcd to place its bilateranl agroecments under Agoncy control,
That was nothing but an attempt to shift the most unpleasant functions - thosec
of control - onto an international orgonization, or rather to continue to

excrcise the same control but undor the flag of an international organization,

25. That cxplained why only the military allics of the Unitced States had comc
-forward in dcfensc »f control, Hone of the supporters of the safecguords
systom proposcd by tho Board had becon able to put forward a single argument

in foevor of control. They had put forward purecly political considerations,

defending the »roposal as supporters of their ally in the aggressive bloc,

j/ GC(IV)/OR..429 paragraph 25.
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26, It had been asscrted that the adoption of Agency safeguards would have a
benoficial psychological cffoct. It would certainly have a psychological
effect, but of what kind? The cstablishment of safcguards, whilc certain
countrics worc still producing nuclcar weapons, would 1lull the vigilance of

the peovlos of the world and make them less active in the struggle to have
nuclecar weapons banncd while, <for very naive and crcdulcus pcople, the

illusion would be crcated that the first step had been taken townrds disarmament.
Much had becn said about that "first stop', In fact, howover, %t could be
stated with a full scnsc of responsibility thot not cven the smallest step had

been takon towards solving the problem of disarmamcent.

>

27. Who wore the opponcnts of the proposcd safeguards system? -~ tho neutral
countrics of Asia and Africa, Tven small Buropcan countrics such as Austria,
Sweden and Switzorland cvidently did not fully approve the proposcd principles
and proccdurcs and had submittcd a joint amondmcnt6 . Controls and safeguards
applicd to the peacceful uses of atomic cnorgy weuld lecad to a division of tho
world into controlling countrics, which would act undor thoe scrcon of the

Agency, and countrics subjcct to control.

28. The Soviect delegntion continued to belicve it would be premature to
cstablish safcguards in respoect of Agency assistance as long as nuclecar weapons
were not banncd, the morc so as that assistance constituted nc threat to poace

235

cither by its oxtont or the amount of uranium in the fissionablc materials

supplicd,

29, Tor those rcasons, the Sovict delegation could not, and would not, votc

for the draft rcesolution submitted by the Administrative and Leogal Committcc,
30, Mr., WERSHOF (Canada) cade the following statomontsl/

(a) Mg the represcnitative of a Governnont which has firmly nnd con—
gistently supported the saferuards proposals developed hy the Board
of Governors and set out in docuncnt GC(IV)/lOB/ReV.l, I do not

1,

intend here T~ repeatl at longth the arpumentd which, to the Test

6/ ac(Iv)/com. 2/26.

l/ This statcement is roproduced verbatim at the spoaker's rcequest under Rule
92(b) of the Rules of Procedurc,
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of my ability, I presented to the Adninistrative and Legal Committec,

I would mercly cxpress the oarncst hope that the General Confercnce

will cndorsce the action taken by that Committce and will adopt the draft
resolution now sct out in ddcument GC(IV)/142, When this resolution

is adnptod, the Board of Governors will be required to take into account
the various viows oxvressed at this Confercnce before giving cffcct to
the princinles and vracedurcs for the attachment and application of
safcguards,

"Somc dclegations in the Adninistrative and Legal Committec urged that
there was no ncced for what they chose to call "unduz haste" in this matter,
that still morc months should be doevoted to Aeveloping o sct of principles
and proccduras by which the plain rcquircment of the Statute should be
carricd out, The CGanadian delegation docs not scee the matter in that
light, Mr. Presidont. We belicve that the oropesals preparcd by the
Board will cnable the Agency acdequately and officisntly tn fulfil the
obligation impesced by the Statutc to apply safeguards to Agency-assisted
projects,

"We further hepe and belicve that the implementation of thesc safcguards
propnsals by the Agoency will cncourage Membor States to maintain or assume
safeguards obligations in their bilateral transactions, Ls the Conference
knows, thc Canadian Government has, since the signing of the Agency's
Statute; insisted upon the inclusion of 2 safcguards clausc in its
bilateral agrecements and has locked forward to the time whon the Agency
would be able to take over the administration of these safcoguards. As

I pointed out in my spcech in the Administrative and Legal Committec,

Mr. President, it has not always beon casy for Canada to maintain this-
stand, and it would have to be rcconsidered if other supplicrs should

fail to follow a similar coursc,

"As for the speoch by the distinguished delegate of India, I would nercly
say once again that tho Canadian Government is convinced that the foars
and worrics which he has rogarding Bafoguards arc simply not correct,
although we¢ recalize that he holds these opinions sincerely. If we
thought for onc moment that the applicavion of safeguards would have

the bad conscquences for any country, and cspecially for under-developed
countrics, which hc fears, ws would not be in favour of thon, The
Canadian Govornment is absolutcly convinced that in practice nothing

is gning %o happcen that will do the slightost harm to any Member of this
Agoncy, and that on the contrary bencefits arc going to flrw to all the
countrics belonging to this Agency, including, and cespccially including,
the under-—-develeped countrics.

"With regard to tho cloquent specch by the distinguished delegate of the
Soviet Union, it is a great temptation to me, becausc I am afraid I like
making specches, to answer all the points he has made, but I will rcsist
that tomptation, The distinguished represcntative of the Soviet Union,
in addition to being onc of thc most cminent atomic scicntists in tho
world and a member of the Board whem all of us have grown to admirc, is
also a very finc orator. But this particular spcech I have now hoard,
I would say, at lcast ton tires, beginning with the Conforence on the
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Statute in ¥ew York in 1956, The Canadian Government disagrcces with cach
and cvery point which he has made in all of theosc ten speoches,; including
the onc we have hceard this morning. I would only say again, as I said

in the Administrative and Legal Committec, that even though the distinguished
delegate of the Scoviet Unien usually starts by saying the Scviet Union is
in favour of safcguards becausc it signed the Statute, actually cvery
argument that he makes, and that he made this morning, is an argument for
not having signcd the Statute, and for deleting 211 the safcguards provi-
sions., The countrics roprescnted herc, which T think arc most of the
countrics who belicve that the Statutc should be carricd out, cannot in
my npinion accept at this stage any of the arguments advanced by the
distinguished declegate of the 3Sovict Union,

(f) "Mr, Progidont, the Canadian delogation strongly urges that the Goneral
Conference should adopt the draft resolution sct nut in document GC(IV)/142,
and by so doing make its contribution to the achicvoment of the nbjectives
of the Agency, as sct out in Article II of the Statute."

31, Mr, MICHAELS (United Kingdom) said he had not intended to repeat his

Government's views on safcguards, but felt bound to roply to the tendentious
and misleading rcmarks made by the delegates of India and the Sovicet Union,

The difficultics cncountered in trying to rcach ~ compremisc on safeoguards
during the past two yoars had not becen duc to any lack of gondwill nn the part
of the United Kingdom, which had not sought in any way to imposc a system of
controls without the agreooment of the countrics likely to be subject to it.

The criticisms put forward by. the Sovict Union declcecgaticn had been largely

met in the Board's vroposals, which, rcprescenting a compromisc solution, werc,
for grod rcascn, unot frece of inconsistencics, The Board's proposals repro-—
scnted a synthesis of what was practical and politically feasiblce and could net

be usced tn cstablish what had beon described as siringent controls.

32, The Indian objections to the form of the draft rcesclution submitted by
the Administrative and Legal Committce were difficult to understand, The
wording of paragraphs (d) and (e) of thce prcamble would gnsurc the widest
vossible flexibility. The text uscd could net bear out the imputation that
the rcal intention was to imposco control without the conscont ~f the countrics
asking for assistancc. In any cvent thosc countrices would be able to cxpress

their vicews in the coursc of negotiations with thoe Agency.

3%, Thec most cursory pcerusal of the principles and procedures would show that
there was no justification whatsocver for the asscrtion that control in regard
to rescarch recactors would be oncerous for the scicntists working therc, since
in effcect they would be required to do nothing morce than maintaia records -

which would be nccessary in any casce -~ and tn report periodically to the Agoncy.
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%34, It was instructive to cxamine the voting on the draft rcesolution in the
Committce, In the first place, the affirmative votes had becen well in oxcess
of a two-thirds majority and had been cast by countrics from cvory region of
the world.including the majority of loss~developed countrics. The five coun=-
trics which had abstained from thevoteall helonged to the less~advanced country
group, and might have been oxpeeted to votc against the draft resolution had
they been convinced by the arguments of its opponents, 0f thce fourteon
countries which had voted against the lralt resolution, only five or six

might be regarded as lesgs-dcvelored, There was thereforc ne foundation for
the claim that the Board's proposals ropresontcd an attempt te impose the vicws
of Momber Statcs »f the Norih Atlantic Treaty Organization. The voting in the
Committee provided the best answer to the suggestion that the less-developed

countrics had found the draft rcsolutinn unacceptable.

35, He had indicated in the Cemmittee that approval of the Board's proposals
wag only a step on the road to controlled disarmamont°8 Without wishing to
cxaggerate the importance of that stcp, he cmphasized that it would be only
consistent for delcegations genuincely intercsted in sccuring pcace and con-—
trolled disarmament to support the draft resolution which, he hoped, would

obtain an cven greator najority in the plenary meeting.

36. Mr, PETRZELKA (Czochoslovakia) regretted that, owing to the intor-

vention of the United Statos, the 5-Power draft rcsolution suvbmitted in the
Committce had not oven been put to the wvote. That scemed to indicate that the
Board would be subjoctcd to strong pressurc to resist any changes in the prine
ciples and procecdurcs it had proposcd. Had the invitation in paragraph 2 of
the draft resolution contained in the Cormittce's report been sincerely meant,
the United Statcs would not have opposcd a vote being taken on the 5-Power
draﬁt resolution, which oxpressed & different point of vicw to its own. In
fact paragraph 1 of the Committee's draft rosoluticon scemed o imply that the

General Confercence should not discuss the ovrinciples and procecdurcs at all,

37. The less-doveloned countrics would never be able to accept a "system'" of
safecguardss a conccpt which did net anpear in the Statute. The Board was
furthering the intcercsts of the atomically morce advanced countrics, and for
the first time decisions on a major issuc were to be taken by the Board with-

out reference to the Confercnce, That was poarticularly dangerous when the

8/ ©o(Iv)/coM,2/0R,20, paragraph 26,
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Board's proposals offcercd no complete sclution of the prodlem of inspection
and loft the whole matter to the discretion of the Dircctor Genoral. The
exercise of such discretion would be wheolly incompatible with the principle

of State sovercignty. By adopting the Committee's draft resolution, the
Conference would be assuming a hcavy rosponsibility, with grave conscguences
for less-developed countries which might not be fully awarce of the implications

of the Board's proposals as far as inspcction was concerncd,

38. The assurancc that therc was nothing to fear, becausc under paragravh 5

of the draft resnlution the Beard was rcquirced to report on its review of the
principles and proccdurces aftor two years, carricd little weight, sceing that
the review was to be carricd out by the Board itsclf, It was more usual to
entrust that typc of rcview to some other, indepondent body. Clecarly no rcal
revigion of the principles and proccdurcs was likcely to bhe mode - which meant
that the Confercnce was now being asked to approve principles and procedures
that wore likely to become definitive. The Confercence would thus be rcelinguish-
ing its right to oxaminc the whole matter in the future without cven having had
an oppertunity of doing so at the present stage. That was likely to lcead +to
discrimination against less-advanced countrics which would be subjéctod to
stricter control, more cxtensive inspection and greator interfercence in their
internal affairs than the morc advancced countrics: a gross abusc of the

Agoncy's functions and onc inspired by purcly political considerations.

39, His declegation would have been willing to support the 5-Power draft
rcesolution had it been given an opportunity of doing so, and would vote against

the resolution submitted by the Committec.

40, Mr, FOSTER (United States of Amorica) whole-hcartedly asscciated
himself with the romarks made by the delegates of Canada and the United
Kingdom, He Aid nct proposc to discuss the arguments put forward by the
opponents of the Committee's draft resclution which had been repeated on many
occasions. The Confercnce could be confident, however, that tho Board was
receptive to new ideas and would give the most careful consideration to all
the views cxpresscd during the present discussion. He felt ceortain that he
spoke also for the other delegations which had joined his own in submitting
the draft rcsolution. A start must be made to develop safcguards and he

warmnly comnended the Committee's draft resolution for adoption.
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41, Mr. BORISEVICH (Byelorussian Sovict Socialist Republic) recalled his
delegation's attitude in the Committee to the safeguards documentg/a The

proposed system of safeguards was not in accordance with the spirit and letter
of the Statute, and tonded to affront tho dignity and honor of countries
recciving assistance from the Agency and to infringe their sovercignty. The
pronosed principles and proccdures were imperfect - as was recognized cven by
the authors of the draft resolution, paragrarh 2 of which invited the Board,
before giving cffect tc the document, ton take\into account the vicws expressed
in the General Conforence, Thus, a vitally important document would in its
definitive form be claborated by the Board without subsequent approval by the
Confercnce, which was a2 highor organ of the Agoney. But the Board, as had
becn pointed out by a number of delegations, was composed in the main of the
providers and not the rccipicents, the controllers and net the controlled.

Such an approach was neither logical nor democratic, For that and other
rcasons which had been indicated carlicr, his delegation rejected the 15-Power
draft rcesolutiony a docunent as important as the safeguards document could
and must be approved by tho General Conforence itsclf, after all the points

of vicw expressced thore had been taken inte consideration.

42, The declegatcs of Canada, the United Wingdom and the United States had
cndeavored to disguisce the wolf in shecp's clothing, but their offorts had becn
in vain, Many delegations, including thosc of most of the less-doveloped
countries, had convincingly shown that thoe proposed safecguards system was
discriminatory and that it wes dirccted in the main against the less—developed
countrics, However, the United States and its partners in military and
political blocs had choscn to ignorce the opinion of most of the countries which
were rccipicents of Agency. assistance, and had not even allowed the Committce

to vote on the 5-Power draft resolution, While profcssing willingness %o
collaborate by taking into consideration all opinions cxpresscd on a very
important ALgency activity, they were in fact cendeavoring to imposc d systom
which was not acceptable to many countries, For thosc reasons, the Byclo-

russian dclegation would votc a2gainst the draft resolution,

43, The PRESIDENT put to the vote the draft resolution on Agency safe-
guards sct out in the report of thoe Administrative and Legal Committee
{ae(zV)/142).

9/ 6C(IV)/COM.2/0R.19, varagraphs 72 - 78,
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A4, At the reguest of Mr, Michacls (United Kingdom), a roll-call vote was taken,

Sndan, having been drawn by lot by the President, was called upon to votc

Tirst,

The result of the vote was as follows:

In favors Swoden, Switzerland, Thailand, Turkey, Union of South Africa,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
Statos of America, Vornczucla, Vict-Vam, Argoentina, Australia,
Lustria, Belgium, Brazil, Canada, Chilc, China, Denmark,
Bl Salvader, Finland, Prance, Tederal Republic of Germany,
Grecee, Guatemala; Holy Soo, onduras, Iccland, Tran, Isracl,
Ttaly, Japan, Republic of Korea, Mcxico, Monaco, Necthorlands,

Vew Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway, Pakistan, Pcru, Philippincs,

Portugal, Spain.

Against: Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Sovict
Socialist Republics, United Arab Republic, Yugoslavia,
Afghanistan, Bulgaria, Burma, Byclorussian Sovict Socialist
Republic, Coylon, Cuba, Czcchoslovak Socialist Republic,
Ghana, Hungary, India, Indoncsia, Irag, Morocco, Poland,

Romania,
Abstaining: Tunisia, Ethiopia,

45. Thc draft resolution wasg adopted by 45 votes to 19, with 2 sbstentions.:

46, Mr. BAUM (Tugeslavia) said, with refercnce to the romarks of the
United Kingdom delegate, thet his delegation had explained quite cloar1y~in the
Committce the reasong for which it had abstaincd during the Committoee's vetc on
the 15--Power drafit rosolutionig/c It had “done so in a spirit of conciliation,
However, it could not support tpat draflt resolution, although it did contain =

number of acceptablce clcments, His dolegation would hnave voted for the

5-Power draft resolution in the Committoc had it beon put to the vote.

47, Mr, DIAN (Indoncsia) recalled that his delegation had also abstained
in the votc on the 15-Power draft rosclution in the Committcc. Tt was not

opposcd to safecguards in principle, but could nct support the draft resolution.
As therc had been some misundorsitanding cf the Indoncsian position, he had now

voted against the dralt rcsolution.

10/ GC(1v)/com, 2/0R,22, paragraph 3.
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48, Mr, HASANT (iraq) said that, cxpecting the 5-Power draft rcsolution
to be put to the vote, his delegation had abstained in the vote on the 15~Power
draft rcsolution in the Committec, As the 5-Power draft rcsolution had not
been put to the votes; his delegation had now fclt ohliged to vote against the

Committecols draft recsonlution.

THE AGENCY'S PROGRAMME, BUDGET AND WORKING CAPITAL FUND FOR 1961 (GC(IV)/143)

49. Mr. NOWACKI (Pcland), Rovporteur of the Programmc, Technical and
Budgot Committce, introducod its report (GC(IV)/143). The Committec recom-
mended for adopiion the draft resolutions sct out in tho soven Annexes to the

report.

50, Mr, WERSHOF (Canadz) said his delegation would abstain if a vote
were taken on the drafi rosolution contained in Annex IV, as it belicved the
Conference should not prcjudge the guestion of establishing an international

center for theorctical physics.

51. The PRESIDENT put to the vote the draft resolutions contained in

Annex I of the Committee's report.

52. Part I of draft reosoluticn A‘Was adopted by 46 votos to 7.

53. Part IT of draft resoiution A was adopted by 52 votes to none,

54, Draft rosolution A (”Budgetary appropriations for the.financial ycar

1961") as a whole was adopted by 54 votes to nonc.

55. Draft rcesolution B ("Use of the Working Capital Fund in 1961") was

adopted by 56 wvotes to none.

56. lir, LESZCZYNSKI (Poland) said his affirmative vote did not imply
approval of the increcases in the regular budget. Hig declegation belicved the

Agency's activitics could be oxpanded without increasing administrative

expenditure,

57. The draft resolutions sct out in Annoxes ITI to VIT of the Committee's

report (Transport of radioactive matericls: The sale of the Agency's scientific

publications in the local currcncicg of Mcembor States; The establishment

of an international conter for thoorctical physics: Consultation of the

Scicntific Advigory Committec by the Board of Governors: Bxchange of

scicntific abstracts: Preparation and digtribution of radiation and neutron

standards) were adoptod.

£
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VOLUNTARY CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE GENERAL FUND IN 1961 (GC(IV)/140)

58. The PRESIDENT announced that he had becen informed that the delegate
of Venezuela had been authorized by his Government tc pledge a voluntary con-
tribution of $8 200 to the General Fund for 1961, That would bring the total
pledges to date to $999 704.

59, He invited the Confercnce to vote on the draft resolution set out in the
report of the Committece for Pledges of Veluntary Contributions to thoe Genecral
Fund (GC(IV)/140),

60. The draft resolution on voluntary contributions to the General Fund in

1961 was unanimously adopted,

THE USE OF FUNDS PROVIDED TO DEBFRAY THE AGENCY'S ADMINISTRATIVE AND OPERATIONAL
SERVICES COSTS IN 1960 UNDER THE UNITED NATIOWS EXPANDED PROGRAMME OF TECHNICAL
ASSISTANCE (GC(IV)/1%2)

61, The PRESIDENT invited the Conference to vote on the draft rcsolution

sct out in the report of the Programme, Technical and Budget Cormittec

(co(Iv)/132).

62, The draft resolution on administrative and operational services costs

under the United Nations Bxpanded Programme of Technical Assistance was adopted

by 40 votes to 4, with 8 abstentions,

SCALE OF MEMBERS' CONTRIBUTIONS FOR 1961 (GC(IV)/124, 145)

63, The PRESIDENT invited the Conference to vote on the draft resolution

sct out in the report of the Programme, Tcchnical and Budget Committec

(ac(Iv)/145).,

64, The draft rocsclution on the scale of Members! contributions fer 1961 was

adopted by 54 votes to nonc.

The meeting rese at 1 »p.m,




