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ELECTION OF MEMBERS.TO THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS (GC(IV)/118, 127)

1, The PRESIDENT invited the Conference to consider item 20 of the
agenda relating to the clection of Members to the Board of Governors.” A
roport on that subjoct by the General Committee (GC(IV)/127) was before the
Conforence. In that report the General Commititec informed the Conforonce
that, under Rulc 83 of the Rules of Proccdure, it would have during its
prosent scssion, to clect to the Board five Membors from two goographical
arcass Africa and the Middle East, and South-East Asia and the Pacific, with
duce regard to equitable represcntation on the Board as a whole of the Membors
in the aroas sgpecified in Rule 8}. He drow the Conforcnce's attention to
paragraph 3 of the General Committoe's report, which listed the Members al-
rcady designated by the Board or elccted by the General Conference, Rule 79
of the Rules of Procedurc provided that the olections should be by secrct

ballot and that therce should bo no nominations,

2.. At the invitation of the President, Mr, Masmejcan (Monaco) and

Mr; Humbert (Switzorland) actcd as tellers,

3 The PRESIDENT invited the Genoral Confercnce to elect a Momber from

the area "Africa and tho Middle Bast",

4 A vote was taken by sccret ballot,

The rosult of the vote was as followss

Number of ballot paporss 64
Invalid ballotss 5
Number of valid ballots: 59
Number of Mombers votings 59
Reguired majoritys 30

Number of votcs obtaincd:

Iraq 54
Thailand 2
Tunisia
Turkey

5. Having obtainod the reguired majority, Irag was clected a Member of the

Board of Governors,
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6. The PRESIDENT invited the General Conference to elect a Member

from the area "South-Bast Asis and the Pacific',

To A votc was taken by secret ballot,

The recsult of the vote was as followss

Wumber of ballot papers: 64
‘Invalid ballotss . 13
Number of valid ballots:s 51
Number of lMembers votings 51
Rogquirsd medjority: 26

Number of, vetes obtaincds

Thailand 49
Burma 1
Viet~Nam 1

8. Having obtainod the reguircd majority, Thailand was elected a Membor

of the Board of Governors.

9, The PRESIDENT invited the General Confercncc to £ill the threo

remaining clective places on the Board of Jovernors.

10. A wvotc was taken by secret ballot.

The rosult of the vote wag as follows:?

Number of ballot papcrs: 64
Invalid ballotss ‘ 3
Numbor of valid ballots:s 61
Nurber of Members votings : 61
Required majoritys 31

Number of votcs obtainced:s

Argontina 56
Bl Salvador 55
Federal Republic of CGermany 47
Ghana ’ 14
Cuba
Chile

Yugoslavia
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11, Having obtained the roguircd majority., Argentina, #1 Salvador and the.

Poderal Republic of Gormany were ciccted Members of the Board of Governors,
12. The FRESIDENT declared the election closed and thanked the tellers,

13, Mr, PETRZELKA (Czechoslovakia, said he wished to make a statement

on the electlon that had just teken place.

14, Mr, FONTAINE (Prance), on a point of order, said that under Rule 74
of the Rules of Procedure the presiding officer might not permit Members to

explain their vote when the vote had beon taken by secret ballot,

15, . Mr., PEIRZELXKA (Czechoslovakia) said that he did not want %o explain
his vote, put to presen’ a sitatement concerning the "floating" seats on the

Board of Governors,

16, Mr . FONTLINE (France) said that such a statement would not be

relevant or within +*he scope c¢f item 20, the item under discussion, The
Czechoslovak delegate could be permitted to make a statement on another agenda
item or on a new ltems; in the latter case he should first ask for the inclusion

of the new icem in *he agenda,

17 ip, MICFATLS (United Kingdom) and Mr, da COSTA (Portugal) supported

the French point of order,

18; ‘EQ,_ygyﬁggy_(Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) protested against
the attompets to vreven’ the Cmechoslovak delegate from speaking; and asked
which Rule of the Rulew of Procedure 6r'Article of the Statute justified

the clection of thce Federal Republic of Germany to a "floating" seat and the

transfeor ol Ypain irom that seat to the one formerly occupicd by the Netherlands,

19, Tre PRESIDENT docided that if the statement which the delegate of
Czechoslovakia wished to meke was o gencral one dealing with the election of
Members.to the Poerd of Governors, it was not covered by the provisions of

Rule 74;

20, Therc was no_opposition to the Prosident's decisione.

21. -The PRESIDENT invited the delegate of Czmechoslovakia to make his

gtatement.
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22. Mr . PETRZBLKA (Czechoslovekia) made the following statementzl/

(a) "In connection with the just concluded election to the Board of
Governors, I have the honcr, on behalf of the delegation of the
Bulgarian People's Republic, the Byelorussian Soviet Socialisw
Republic, the Cuechoslovak Socialist Republic, the Hungarian People's
Republic, the Polish People's Republic, the Romanian People's Republic,
the Ukrainizn Soviet Socialist Republic and the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republiocs, o make the folliowing statement and wish to request that in
accordance with Article 92(b) of the Rules orf Procedurce of the CGenoral
Conference i1t be entered n the records of our Conference.

(b) MAg is evident from dosument GC(IV)/127, the General Committec, dealing
with the question of what geographical arcas should under Article VIL,A3
of the Statuie have their representatives elscted in the Board of Governors,
decided that Bpain and Mexico, elccted at the third General Conforonco on
the so~callied 'floating! scats, shall for +the forthcoming period reprcsent
the area of Westoern Burcpe and Latin America, respectively. Inasmuch as
the proposal to congider Spain and Mexico as the representatives of the geo-
graphical areas concerned 1s mads in document GC(IV)/127, and inasmuch as no
State of the given arcas raised any protcst, the delegations on whose
behalf I speak assume that this is done with the approval of the Member
States of the areas concernsd, in our case the countries of ‘estern
Burope and Latin America.

(¢) "The delegations of the Bulgarian Pcople's Republic, the Byclorussian
Soviet focialist Republic, the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic, the
Hungarian People's Republic, the Polish People's Republic, the Romanian
People's Republic, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republie and the Union
of Soviet BSocilalist Republics deem it necessary to declarce that this
practice can in no way influence the consensus of opinion embodicd in
docurent PC/OR.61, page 9 and document GC/I/OR,2, page 2 to the &ffect
that each of the geographical arsas as reforred to in Article VI,A.3 of
the Statute may be represented in the Board of Governors only by the
Statc which has becn apprcved by & majority of the member countrics of a
given arca, which mecans that at no time in the future shall the aroa of
Eastern Burope be represcnted by any State which has not receivoed the
approval of the majority of States of Fastern Buropo.'

GENERAL DEBATE AND REPORT OF THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS FOR 1959-60

(ae(Iv)/114, 131, 148, 149/Rev.2) (continued from the 44th meeting)

23. The PRESIDENT rccallced that at the 42nd plenary meetirg the CGencral
Conference had decided to examine at a subsoquont plenary meeting the draft
resolution introduced by Poland (GC(IV)/131) and ontitled "The participation
of the Agency in international cefforts to sccurc the prohibition of .nuclear

2 o e . .
weapons'= . He now invited comments on the Polish draft resolution,

l/ This statement is reproduced verbatim at the spcaker's request under
Rule 92(b) of the Rules of Procedurc,

2/ GC(IV)/OR.42, paragraphs 36 and 37.
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24, Mr. EMELYANOV (Union of Sovict Socialist Republics) polnted out that

1960 marked the fifth anniversary of the opening of negotiations botween +the

atomic Powcrs on the banning of atomic and thermonuclecar wecapons tests.,

25. The United Nations Scientific Committcc on the Effccts of Atomic Radiation
had concluded in its rcport that nuclear oxperiments were highly dangerous to
mankind, He quotcd the following passage from the reports:

YRadioactive contamination of the cnvironment resulting from cxplosions of

nuclcar weapons congtitutes a growing increment. to world-wide radiation

leve}s, This involvesg new and largcly unknown hazards to prescnt and

uture populations."3
26; Unfortunately, the negotiations on the banning of tests had so far been
unsuccessful, although therc were no objective rcasons to prevent the conclusion
of an agreement. The failure of the long ncgotiations was due to the unwilling-
negs of the Western Powers to abandon the armaments race and the crcation of

new types of atomic and thermonuclcar weapons,

27, At the beginning of 1958 the United States and the United Kingdom had
stated that therc was no way of cenforcing an agrecment on the prohibition of
atomic and thermonuclear weapons. tcsts. They had also stated that it would be
perfectly possible to carry out atomic cxplosions in secret even aftor their
prohibition, The Sovict Union had always considcred that, at thce present stage
of secience and technology, it was impossible to carry out sceret under—

ground explosions, and was still of that opinion, In an attempt to find a
solution, a group of cxperts had becn convencd at Gencva in 1958 and had

confirmed the view of the Soviet Union.

28. The recommendations drawn up by the experts on practical control methods
had becn approved by the CGovernments of the Soviet Union, the Unitcd States
and the United Kingdom, Howevef, the United States, on the grounds of alleged
new data said to have boen obtained during rccoent tests, had claimed that it
was impossible to detect sccret underground tests of atomic and thermonuclcar

weapons, After longthy discussions, the United States had yielded a certain

3/ TUnitcd Nations document 4/3838, paragraph 54,
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amount of ground by proposing to exclude from the agrcement not the totality
of underground explosions, but only those¢ equal to or lcgs than 20 000 <ons of

TNT,

29. ILnxious to speed up the conclusicn of the agreement, the Soviet Union had
agrecd to such low-power explosions being excluded and sxperiments with nuclear
devices carried out in order to assist in drawing up detection methods. It

L
L

had preposed that, whilc the oxperiments wore golng on and detecticn mcthods
were being drawn up, the atomic Powerg sbhould not conduct low-power underground
cxplosions. However, the Unitcd States and the United Kingdom had not accepted
that proposal, with the resvlt that the ncegotiations between the threc atomic
Powcers on the banning of atomic and thermonuclcar weapons had somz be & siund-
still,

30, The United States and the United Kingdom had placed ¥wo obstaclos in the
way of an agreement to halt the testing of atomic weapoans, First, they had -
refusced to commit themselves to ceasing underground tests of atomic wsreapons
during the period regquired for carrying out oxperiments with nucloar devices
and tho ensuing period for drawing up methods of detecting low—-power nuclear
explosions,., Sccondly, they had refused to allow all the participants in the

experiments to inspect the nuclear devices usod.

31, Naturally, the prohibition of atomic weapons tests could net put a final
stop tc the armaments race, nor prevent an afomic world war, That would be
possible only after the banning of atomic weapons, their withdrawal from

State armaments and the destruction of all stocks, Only then would all nuclear
material and all scicntific and technical installations be cmployecd for

peaceful purposes,

32. With those considerations in nind, the Soviet delegation wholcheartedly
gupported the draft resolution submitted by Poland, which called upon tho
Statcs at present engaged in negotiations at Gencva to discontinue nucloar

weapons teosts,

33, fLertain delegatces maintained that the Gencral Confercnce was not tho

proper forum for discussing the banning of atomic and thermonuclear wecapons
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tests., That argument could not be sustained. The struggle for pcacc, dis-
armament and the safeguarding of humanity from the risk of contamination. by
radioactive fall-out was thc noble aim towards which all organizations,

whether national or international, and indced all mankind, should strivc.

34 . Mr, PETRZELKA (Czechoslovakia) said that the Polish draft resolution

was an expression and a proof of the ever—growing movement throughout the
world, including the United States, in support of an immediatc and lasting
cessation of nuclcar weapons tests, The opponcents of the draft resolution seemed
unawarce that the banning of tests would prcvent the production of new and in~-
creasingly destructive weapons, halt the rising lecvel of cnvironmental
contamination and make it possible to devotc new resourcecs to the peaceful
uses of atomic cncrgy, Moreover, thc rostoration of trust among nations would
go a long way towards cnding the armaments racc, thus rclcasing ncw resources
for improvement of living standards, The British cconomist Orr had cstimated
that, if every State would agree to cut its military cxpenses by only 10%,
those resources would amount to 4 000 million pounds sterling in the first
year alone, Mr, Siegbert Kahn had cstimatced that the armamonts racc cost

annually 100 000 million dollars,

35, Only if an agrcement cn the cessation of nuclecar explosions was concluded
and nuclcar weapons werc completcly prohibited could nuclear cncrgy be fully
harnessed in the service of peacc. The Agency had been centrusted with the
noble task of promoting the peaccful uses of atomic energy which, to usc the
language of the Preparatory Commission's Report, "has bcen, in the ycars since
the Second World War, the objcct and the symbol both of the highest hopes and
of tho dcepest fears of mankind”é/,

36, It clearly followed from Article IIL,B,1 of thc Statute that the Agency's
work was closely rclated to the basic problem of international lifc ~ the
problem of pcace and sccurity, Tho Agency should strive to further all agrce~
ments that would climinate the usc of nuclcar cnergy for warlike purposcs, in

accordancce with its Statute and within the framcwork of its closc rclationship

4/ GC.l/l, paragraph 1.
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with the United Nations Geﬁeral Assombly and Sccurity Council. That was tho
fact ignored by those delcgations, especially that of the United States, which
held that the General Conferencoe was not competont to consider and adopt the
Polish draft resolution. In truth the draft resoluticn was based cxplicitly
on Artiecles II znd ITI,.B,l, which were smcng the Statute's rwst r»cliovant pro~
visicng. Morcover, shat it [itited perfectly within tho task entrusted to the
Agency Ty the Unitced ¥ations was clear from Article I, paragraph 1, of the

.Ly
I3
o

agrocment between the twe organiwzations

"The United Nations rocogrnizes the Intornational Atomic Bnoergy Agency ...
as the agency, under ths acgis of the Unitcd Nations ,.,, responsible for
international activities conccerned with the peaceful usos of atomic
energy in 3ccordance with its Statute.”

Y,

Thz2 opponcnts of the Polish draft resolution werc apparently blind to the rare
opportunity the Agency was beling offered to demonstrate that it could fulfill

its obligatiouns.

37, The asseriion that the Agency was a purcly technical organization was a
paradcx. Many delcogations had been obligod to rccognize that safceguards were
a political 1ssue. Those same delegations were now apparcntly preoparcd to
violate the provisicns of Article IV,C of the Statute, which bound all llembers
of the Agency to "fulfil in good faith the obligations assumed by them in

accordance with this Statule!.

38, The assertion that adoption of the Pelish draft rosolution would un-
favorably affect the disarmament ncgotiations at Geneva was ghecr nonscnsc

It was rcally a clumsy excusc by thcse who did nob wish the negotiations to
succeed. The draft rcsoclution was supportced by the Soviet Union, which was

a participant in the negotiations and had declarcd scorcs of timos that it
wished for +thelr succcess.

39, Western scicntists did not refrain from comment on political questions
such as the banning of nuclear weapons tosts. In the April 1960 issuc of the
United Statcs magazince "Foreign Affairs" Profossor Dyson, of Princoton and
Cornell Universitios, had called upon the United States to continuc exploration

of nuclcar weapons technology, including tests, until a reliable intornational

5/ INFCIRC/11,
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control system had been established. Mr. Leo Szilard, in an article published
in the "Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists for February 1960 entitled "How to
Live with the Bomb", had stated that he saw no reason why the tests should be
stopped. Mr. I. I, Rabi, in the August 1960 issuc of the magazine "The
Atlantic!", had stated that a minority of scicentists laid their hopes for peace,
paradoxically cnough, in a mutwality of terror which would immobilize all
aggressive impulses in the nations of the world. He had added that
"With sufficicent cffort, atomically advanced nations would in timc possess
gtores of atomic weapons so cheap and so plentiful that they could overcome
. the rcsistance of less advanced nations with the same ecase with which the
Spaniards conquered Peru',
40. It was~thus clear that certain influential circles in the United States
did not hesitate to resist cessation of nuclear tests. Mr. Jay Orcar,
Chairman of the Disarmamcnt Committec of the Federation of Amorican Scientists,
was therefore right when he wrote that under such conditions nuclear war would

become incevitable.

41, In conclusion he urged all delegations to vote for the Polish draft
resolution, which was an important stcp towards genuine international co-
opcration for the purpose of bestowing on all mankind the benefits of the

peaceful uses of atomic cnergy.
42, Mr. WERSHOF (Canada) made the following)statementzé/

(a) "I wish to speak briefly on the draft resolution which was introduced by
Poland in the coursce of the general debate, and to introducc the motion
and procedural proposal (GC(IV)/148) submitted Jjointly by my own and
other Governments,

(p) "It is 2 matter of public rccord that the Canadian Government is ready
and anxious to make its full contribution towards early and effective
action on disarmamcnt. By the samc token thas Canadian Government is
vitally interested in the succoss of the three-Powcr ncgotiations which
are currently in progress in Geneva with the object of bringing about a
cessation of nuclear tests. As the Canadian Secretary of State for
External Affairs put it in his statement to the United Nations Disarmament
Commission on 16 August 1960, Canada, in common with other nations, looks
upon progress in these matiters 'as a means of increasing international
security, reducing international tonsion and easing the heavy burdens
which preparations for defence have placed on all nations',

9/ This statement is reproduccd verbatim at the speaker's request under
Rule 92(b) of the Rules of Proceadure.
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(¢) "It is becausc we arc scrious in our desirc to scc agreement reached on
the matiters covercd in the Polish draft rosolution that we arc opposecd
to discussing thom in bodics such as this Genoral Conferconce which are
functionally not gualificd %o discuss them in such a way as to contribute
to their solution. Wo arc particularly opposcd to dealing with thesec
mattors in this forum ot a time when the lcaders of many nations havo
como togother in the General Assembly of the Unitoed Nations to oxplors
further the avenues along which progress towards disacmament is most

likely to be rcached quickly and coffectively.

(a) ™ou will rocall that a rcsolution sinilar to that svbmitted by Poland
this year was submitdod by bthe delegation of Cscchoslovakia to the
Goneral Conferconce in 1959L/7, At that {time the Gonoral Conforenco
decided that it would not be desirable to adopt a substantive resolu-~
tion on the mattors raiscd in the Czechoslovak draft resolution.

The Canadion delegation believes that the decision takon by the Con-

forence last year was the right decision and thet we should take o

docigion in similar terms this year. That is why we have co-gponsoroed

and now introduce tho mection scet forth in paragraph 1 of documont GC(IV)/148,
and why we urge all those who arc goenuinely interosted in carly progross

on disarmamont and the ccssation of nuclear tests to join with us in
gupporting that motion and alsc tho proccedural proposal relating to

pricrity in voting which is gct forth in paragraph 2 of that document.,

I will rcad the motion and the procedural proposals

1. Motion: The Goeneral Conforence notos that the mattoers
raised in the preamblc and opcrative paragraph 1 of the
draft resolution in document GC(IV)/131 continuc to be
undor active discusslon in other morc appropriate inter-
national forums and that it would be prematurs to consider
undertaking the study envisaged in operative paragraph 2
of the draft resolution, and decides that it is not, in
these circumstances, desirable to adopt any substantlve
regolution on thesc matters,

2e Procodural proposal under Bule 77 of the Rules of Procodurc:
That the Goneral Conference decide that the motion contained
in paragraph 1 above should be put to the votse before the
draft rosolution contained in document GC(IV)/131,

It will be noted that tho five sponsors arc the five Westorn members
of the ten-Power Disarmament Confercnce which was for some time in
gession in Geneova., )

(e¢) "I ask for a roll—call votc on the procecdural proposal and on the motion
which I have introduced,”

43, Mr, MELLER-CONRAD (Poland) asked what was so dangerous and explosive

in his dolecgation's draft rcsolution as to justify the motion submitted in

rospoect of it by a group of Atlantic countries. The Polish draft resolution

7/ GC(III)/B89 and Add.1,
8/ GC(III)/OR.35, paragraph 32,
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containcd nothing that was not fully lawful, nothing that was cvon faintly
objectionable, The entirc world demanded .cessation of nuclcear tests, To go
against the curront would be political suicide, though that prospcct did not
scom to deter the Atlantic countrics from resorting to the low procedural
triclks of provincial lawyers in order to "guillotine" the Polish draft resolu—
tion. The General Confercnce, which had just elccted to the Board a
militarist and rovanchiste country likc the Federal Republic of Germany, was
bound to adopt the draft rcsolution if it did not want to sce the Agency's

prestige founder,

44, Mr, FOSTER (United States of Amorica) rocalled that his delegation
had already specified, in reply to certain statcements, the position of the
United States on disarmament and on the Polish draft rosolutiong/. As had
been ropeatedly made clear by President Biscnhower, the United States was fully
comnitted to the objectives of disarmament, At the same time the United
States Government was convinced that the cntirce question of disarmamcent, in-
cluding the questions raisced in the Polish draft resolution, werc not appropriate
nor constructive subjeccts for discussion and action by the General Confcercnce,
The introduction of political probloms into the busincess of the Confercnce was
deplorable and could only disrupt its useful substantive work. For those
rceasons the United States, in common with four other Member States, had sub-
mitted their motion and proccdural proposal, under which the Conforcnce would
deccide not to adopt any substantive resolution rclating to the matters raiscd

in the Polish draft rcsolution.,

45. At the third regular scssion Czcechoslovakia had submitted a draft rosolu~
tion similar to the prescnt Polish onej the Goneral Confercnce had then by an
overwhelming majority voted for a mection to the samc cffecct as the presont
5-Powcr onc., The United Statces urged the Confercnce to follow that wisc

precedent.

46, A fow days previously, Precsident Eiscnhower had stated before the General
Asgembly of the Unitcd Navions that intcrnational control of atomic encrgy and
general and complete disarmament could no morc be accomplished by rhetoric than
could the cconomic development of nowly-indepondent countricss that both thosc
immense tasks called for secrious, painstaking, costly, laborious and non- ‘

propaganda approaches, It wos in the same spirit that the United States

2/ GC(IV)/OR.42, paragraphs 30, 31 and 33,
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delegation urged the General Conference to accopt tho 5~Power motion as the
moat appropriatc way of disposing of .2 pclitical matter which could only dis—

rupt the useful technical work of the Agency.

AT, Mr, ZHMUDSKY (Ukrainion Sovied Socidlist Republic) said that the

ending of nuclcar tests and the proevention of an atomic war was an intonsoly
sorious problem which procsccupicd hundreds of miilions of human beings. None

could dony that the question had two aspects: logal and moral,

48; Although the Agoncy vas not dircctly rcsponsible for solving the problom
of maintaining and strengthening pcace, it was bound by its Statute to submit
to the compcetent organs of the United Nations suggostions for the maintenance
of pcacc and sccurity in the world, Any action taken for the purpose of
reducing non-peaceful uscs of nuclecar cenergy would make it casicr for the
Agency to discharge its cssontial task, That was the objecet of the Polish
draft rosolution, which callcd on the Agency to submit to the United Nations

an appeal in full conformity with the Statute,

49, As a scicentist, hc had been very surpriscd at the statement of the United
Statecs delegate that the text under discussion was somcthing othcr than an
appoal by tho Agoqcy to the United Nationslg/. The Ukrainian delegation no
longor know what to belicve: +the United Statos delegato cither did not under—
gtand those matters or was pretending not to understand thom, The Agoncy was
the intorrational orgenization which, more than any other, ought to appcal to
tho Genoral Assembly of the United Nations, the Sccurity Council or any othor
Unived dations organ when therce was a danger to pcacc. During tho gencral
debatc the United Statces dclegate had stated that the digoncy was not called
upon to solve the question of a ban on nuclcar tests and should thercefore not
appcal to the United Nations.io His attitudc was controry to the most
clemontary rules of logidg onc might as well give up fho attempt to scttle
any question in international organizations, sincce their decisions wore taken
only as o result of cxchanges of opinicns and in o spirit of compromisc, and
not by the ropresentative of a single Stato, If the Agoncy adopted the
principlo proclaimecd by thc declegates of the United States and Canada, it would
have to maintain a strange ncutrality in the prosent casc, In rcality the
attitude of thosc two countrics was a serious obstacle o the maintenance of

poacc.

10/ @C(IV)/OR.42, paragraph 30,
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50+ The present question, however, also had a moral aspcct, The scicntists
and diplomats participating in the General Conferoence had a moral responsibility
towards their own pcoples. Before spcaking against pcacc or turning the cold
shoulder to it in an intcernational tribunal, i1t was thercforc nccessary to

weigh onc'ls words carcfully,

51; The war had transformed cntirc citics and villages of the Ukrainc and other
countrics into heaps of rubble, It had taken millions of victims cverywherc,
Onc could not, onc had no right to, forget the pasty the most sacred moral

duty was to usc cvery availablc mcans for preventing a destructive atomic war.,
He was personally acquainted with the horrors of wars +two dirrcemovable bomb
splintors werc a physical rceminder to him of the moral duty to fight for world
pPCaca. The Ukrainian dclegation would bend cvery cffort and use overy possible
mecans to cnsurc that the way of pcacc was not chosen too late, It was con-—
vincoed that history would condomn thosc who sought by proccdural mancuvers

to prevent others from making their contribution to the causc of international
pcacce and scecurity, All thosc who undecrstood the deep meaning and truc
development of social progress in the world should give proof, not mercly by
words but also by deceds, that they belonged to the camp of pcace and werc

preparced to fulfill their sacrcd duty towards humanity,

52. My, LALL (India) said that the first question was whether the Polish
draft rosolution rcally camc within the Agency's functions, In arguing that
it did not, thc Canadian dclegatc had cited the rcjection of the Czechoslovak
draft rcsolution at the third regular scssion. But sincc then, as was
indicated in paragraph (a) of the Polish draft rcsolution, a new development
had occurrcd which deprived that precedent of all wvalidity, namcly the
unanimous adoption by thce Unitcd Nations General Assembly of a rosolution on
the cessation of nuclear and thermonuclear tests, The deeision for the dis—
continuance of those tests was therceforc now part of United Nations policy,

If the Agency wished "to conduct its activitics ... in conformity with the
policics of the United Nations" (Article III,B.1 of the Statute) it should, as
indicatcd in the very title of the Polish draft resolution, participate in
international cfforts fto sccurc the prohibition of nuclcar weapons. That
prohibition would be of rcal importance to the Agency, for it would much in~

crcasc the amounts of nuclcar material available for peaccful purposcs.
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53; He did not sco how the sponsors of the 5-Powcr motion could refusc to ro~
affirm o principle to which they had subscribed in the Goneral Assémbly, whore
the resolution he had mentlonoed had "been adopted unanimously., Their attitudo
was 2ll the more surprising sincce the Folish drafﬁ rgsolutibn was a mereé oxe

hortation, placing no blamec or praisc on anyonc in conncction with disarmament.

54 - The 5-Powor moticn asked the CGenoral Conforonce to note that the mattors
‘ralscd inltho prcamble and in paragraﬁh 1 of the Polish draft resolution worc
alrcady uandcr discussion in other international forums. The greater part of
thosc provisions, however, mercly rcstated clauscs of the Statute, Certainly
the question of nuclecar tests was on the agenda for the current scssion of tho
Goneral Assembly ~ 1t had been placed there, incidentally, ot India's rcguest -,
\but how could the Statutc of the Agency be discusscd in other international
bodicg?

55; It should not be forgotton that the Agency was not a spoclalized agency
as defined in Articlce 57 of tho Unitod Nations Charter. At the Confeorcnce on
the Statute the Western Powers had tried without succoss to make it a purcly
toqhnical organization, It was the only member of the United Nations family
recquired to fofward reports dircetly to bthe General Asscombly, preciscly
because its functions weore closcly connceted with the problem of international,
poaco: It would bc most appropriate if its noxt report%to the United Nations,
and if nocgsséry a special rcport, could show that it had rce-affirmed the

policy of a nuclcar test ban.

56. The Indian delogdtion would thorcfore vote for the Polish draft resolu-
tion, .and appealcd to the sponsors of the 5~Power motion to rcconsider their
position and not to prevont the Conference from adopting that resolution,

which was in no way & propaganda mancuver.

57; My, PAVLUCHBNKO (Byglqrussiﬂm*SOViet Socialist Republic) said ho

could not recognize the validity of any of the procedural mcans by which
certaln delegations werc attempting to prove that the draft rcsolution had

no dircct boaring on the Agency's activitics, The Confercnce could make no
better offort to achicve tho Agency's noble aims than to appecal to the States
at precsent nogotiating on the discontinuance of nuclcar tests to conclude an
agrcoment for that purposc as soon as possible, A sottlomont‘of that question

would help to make the Agencyl!s activitics more fruitful.
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58, At its fourteenth session'the United Nations Genoral Asscmbly had unanimous—
ly adopted two cxtremely important rcesolutionss: Resolution 1378 on general and
complete disarmament, and Resolution 1402 on the suspension of nuclcar and
thermonuclcar tests., It was thereforc impossible, without violating the
provisions of Article III of the Statutec, to assert that the Polish draft
rcsolution had no bearing gn the basic problems raiscd by the Agency's prescnt

and futurc activities.

59, The frightful destructive forcc of contemporary weapons, the unpreccdented
sfood of the armaments racc and the accumulation by States of huge stocks of,
mass~destruction weapons threatened the future of mankind, For that reason,
.the discontinuance of nuclear weapons tests would mark a first step towards a

solution of the cntirce disarmament problem.

60, The immediate cessation of nuclear weapons tests would also affect the
very distant futurce, by eliminating the threat to mankind constituted by the

harmful e¢ffects of ionizing radiation,

6l. TFor all those reasons the Byelorussian delegation congidered it desirable
and appropriatce that the Gencral Conference should adopt the draft resolution
submittced by Poland. The prohibition of nuclear weapons would frce the
immensc material, scientific and technical resources at prescnt used for the
production of mcans of mass destruction and nake them available for the
production of material goods, thus offering the Agency groat—opportunities for

futurce activity.

The meoting rosc at 6 p.m.




