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THE MATTER OF THS GRANT OF CONSULTATIVE STATUS WITH THE AGENCY TO THE VORLD
FEDERATION OF TRADE UNIONS (GC(IV)/128, 1335 GC(IV)/INF/29)

1. Mr, PETRZELKA (Czechoslovakia); introducing his delegation's draft

resolution (GC(IV)/133), observed that the matter of the grant of consultative
status to the World Federation of Trade Unions (WFTU) was casting o shadow
over the General Cbnference and some of its positive results. That was not
the fault of the socialist or neutral Sftates, but of the United States, whose

attitude had been particularly discriminatory.

2, He recalled the Conference resolution of 8 October 1959l/, recommending
the Board to reconsider the question of granting consultative status to WIFTU,
The United States had exerted strong pressure to persuade a majority of the
Board to reject WPTU's application; at the meeting held in June 1960, it had
succeeded, and the Board had taken a negative decision, The only supporting
argument the United States had advanced was that no new factor had ariscn which
would justify reversing the Board's first, negative decision. A majority of
the Board had set a dangerous precedent, completely ignoring the Confercnce
rgsolution and the fact that the Agency's highest authority had questioned the

grounds for the previous decision, if not actually disapproving it.

3 With regard to the principles involved, there were three essential
factors. First, WFTU satisfied all the conditions laid down in the Rules

on the Consultative Status of Non~Governmeuntal Organizations with the Agencyg/.
I+ was an international non-governmental organization of world importance -

the oldest and largest trade union federation — with over one hundred million
members, spread throughout mos®% of the counbtrics represented at the Conference.
In particular, it organized thousands of the workers, technicians and
gelentists of atomic industries in many countries. It had declarocd its
willingness to support the Agency, whose objectives and functions it rocognigzed,
and take part in Agency activities. It had on many occasions shown its
interest in the peaceful uses of atomic enecrgy. For instance, it had sent a
delegation to the first United Nations International Conference on the Peaceful
Uses of Atomic Energy held in Geneva in August 1955, and an observer to the

Conference on the Statute of the Agency. On 17 December 1959 it had set up

1/ Ge(I1I)/RES/47.
2/ GC(II)/RES/20, Annex.
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a trade union committee of experts on the peaceful uses of atomic energy,
mainly to study working conditions and health and safety problemss the
committee's findings would doubtless be of considerable practical value to

the Agency.

4. Secondly, as consultative status had beén granted to two far less important
trade union organizations, i.e. the International Confederation of Free Trade
Unions (ICFTU) and the International Federation of Christian Trade Unions (IFCTU),
the refusal to grant it to WFTU seemed all the more unjustified, and constituted
flagrant discrimination not only against WFTU, but more specifically against
thousands of trade union members working in atomic indugtries. The political
climate of the Agency and its practical work must necessarily suffer as a

result of such discrimination.

5. Thirdly, WFTU enjoyed consultative status with thc United Nations and the
main specialized agencies, Whenever it suited their convenience, certain
Western Powers proclaimed that the Agency should follow thec example of the
other United Nations organizations, but it was otherwise in the case of WFTU.
The United States delegate claimed that WFTU had changed in character since
obtaining consultative status with the United Nations. That was not trues
there had been no change in its principles, purposes or practical activities
since its establishment in 1945. Nor could anyone deny the positive results
of WFTU's co-operation with the organizations which had granted it consultative

status,

6. For all {those - %o him irrefutable — reasons, he asked delegates to be
objective and realistic and to respect the opinions of others, which was the

very basis of international co~operation,

7o The Czechoslovak draft resolution reproduced almost word for word the
resolution on WFTU adopted by the General Conference at its third regular
session, The preamble reiterated the main pertinent factsy the operative
part was based on the views expressed at the third regular session and

recommended the Board, yet again, to reconsider its position.

8. The Conference could have been asked to take its own décision, but that
would have meant amending the rules on the grant of consultative status. The

Czechoslovak delegation had therefore opted for the alternative: a Conference
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recommendation, inviting the Board to take a positive dceision, That
recommendation was in conformity with the provisions of Article V.D of the
Statute. He felt sure that delegations which rcally wished to represent the
interests of the working pcople in their own countrics, and which had a sense
of law and Jjustice and did not want an unfortunate political atmbsphere in the

Agency, would support his delegation's draft rcsolution.

9. Mr., FMELYANOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Ropublics) said that the
grant of sonsultative status to WFTU was being considercd by the Conference
for a second.timo solely because of the discriminatory attitude adopted by
the Board ét the instigation of certain States. The Poard had granted
consultative status to 17 hbn—governmental organizations including ICFTU and
IFCTU, neither of which could compare with WETU in membership or international
standing. The Sovict Union was opposed to discrimination in the Agency or in

‘any other organization.

10, The Agency should be'ﬁniversal in character ~ that was why the Conference
had drawn up the rules on the consultative status of non-governmental organiza-
tions with the Agency. WETU had been onc of the first to apply for consul-
tative statﬁs. It had then 95 million workers in 48 countries; now it had
ovef ldO million, in 70 countries, including some which had just become

independent.

11. It was known that WFTU was much concerned with the peaceful uses of atomic
energy. It had sent a delegation to the first Geneva conference and an

obgserver to the Conferencc on the Statute of the Agency. At its twenticth
scssion, in 1959, the Excoutive Committee had set up o trade &nion committee

of exper%é fo encourage and co-ordinate trade union ac£ivities connected with

the pcaceful uses of atomic onergy; WPTU was preparcd, through thé Agency, to
supply experts who could assist countries needing their particular qualifications,
and could make a very appreciablc contribution to the work of many of the

Agency's scientific meetings.

12, In fact, however, certain delegates did not even ask whether WFTU
satisfied the essential conditions for consultative status with the Agency
but opposed its grant because in their eyces it was guilty of fighting for

peace and for the banning of nuclcear weapons. The best proof of that was the
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statement made to the Board by the Govornor from the United States in July 1959
when he had statcd, without the slightest ambiguity, thc rcasons for which it
would bc inexpedient to grant consultative status to WIFTU: 1t was campaigning
against war and for the reduction of armaments, the banning of atomic weapons

and the utilization of atomic cenergy for exclusively pcaceful purposes.

1%3. Certain other delegations had claimed that the grant to WFTU of consul~
tative status with the United Nations and certain specializcd agencies did not
constitute a preccdent. But wheon it camc to approving the credontials of the
Chiang Kai-shek cliquc, they roforred to the United Nations and insisted
vehemently that its examplc must be followed — an attitude that could only be

considered, not logical, but cynical,

14, The Unitcd States! attitude was in the spirit of the cold war and dictated
by certain circles in the Unitcd States which did not want any rclaxation of
international tcnsion. |
15. His delegation fully supported the draft resolution submitted by
Czechoslovakia with the objeétlof scttling at long last in a positive manner
the question of granting consultative status with the Agency to WFTU. It
only wiéhed to repair the injustice which had been donc to WETU through the
fault of the United States delegation. He hoped that the General Conference

would show good sense and adopt the Czechoslovak draft resolution despite the

cfforts of the United Statcs,

16, Mr, FOSTER (Unitcd States of America) said he would not reply to the
accusations made against his Government; he would lcave 1t to others to declde
whether it was the United States which was responsiblc for continuing the cold
war. Nor would he attempt %o bring into truc pcrspective the cxaggerated

claims that had been made on bchalf of WETU,

17. The usefulness, and indced the only point, of granting consultative status
to any non-governmental organigation lay in its ability to present an
independent point of view. As at present constituted, WFTU could not claim

to be an independent international association of tradc unionsg it was an
instrument of thec foreign policy of thc Government of onc Gbuntry which it
served as a political propaganda machine, To be convinced of that fact it

was only nccessary to rofer to the records of the discussions of tite WETU
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General Council, which had mect in Peking in June 1960, Those records werc
full of political invective against thc United Statecs Covernment and against
the Governments of most Statcs Mcembers of the Agency. They consaincd
inflammatory statements encouraging subversicn and violence, which were
contrary to the intcrosts of the Agency, whosc primary concern was the peaceful
utilization of atomic encrgy. Sevcral oxcerpts - winich he quofod ~ from the
records of the WFTU General Council illustratced thesce points. It was on that
bagis that the United Statos maintained that WFTU was not, under tho Ageoncy's
rules, a legitimate non-governmental organipation, Again, because of its
subvorsivo ﬁolitical activitics in the territorics of two Member States, WFTU
had been asked to withdraw its hcadquarters, first from onc and then from the
other, A legitimate trade union association would not have hoen engaged in

such improper activities,

18. The fact that WFTU had at onc time been grantod consultative status with
tho United Nationg or with specialized agencies was irrclevant and should not
affect the decision of the Conference in any way, That status had been
granted at a timc when many Governmenfs were gtill inclined to give WEFTU the
benefif of the doubt in the matter of its standing as o legitimate labor

organization. Jts true charactcr had meanwhile bocome clcar.

19, It had been called illogical, discriminatory, and cven a violation of the
Statutc to grant’consultativo status,toiothor,trado union organigzations and
deny it to WFTU.' That argument ﬁas itself illogical: it was nowherc provided
that consultative status must automatically be grantéd to all organigzations
which applied for it. The Statute merecly statced - in Article XVIL.A - that

the Board, with the approval of the Conference, was authorized to establish.

an appropriate rclationship with any 6rganizations the work of which was
relatcd to that of the Agency. On the basis of thosc provisions, the Board
and the Confercence had Jjointly approved a sct of rules to govern rclations
between the Agency and non-governmental organizationa, Those rules provided
that tho Board should diffcrentiatc ~ or, if it were preferred, discriminate -
betwoen applicants to whom it would be in the intercst of the Agency to grant
consultative status and applicants whose admission would not scrve the Agency's
intercsty thoy nowhere provided that if one organization satisfied the desired
conditions +he Board must automatically aceord the same trcatment to any other

organization which claimed to represent similar interests.,
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20, He could not agree that the resolution adopted at the third regular

session implicd a criticism of the Board or a request that it go back on iits
declgion of 1959, To be convinced that he was right it was only nccessary
to refer to the statements made at that time by the delegates of the United

Kingdom, Canada, and Pakistan, and even by thc delegate of the Soviet Union.

21l. In conclusion, hc reaffirmed his Governmment's position with regard to

WFTU: it was an organization whose aims and purposes did not conform with the
spirit, purposcs and principles of the Agency; 1t was able neither to rcpresent
the intercsts of workers independently, nor to provide an independent; as
distinct from a governmental, point of view; it would make no constructive
contribution to the Agency's work. WETU did not satisfy tho conditions laid
down in paragraph 2 of the rules on consultative status, and hence could not

be granted that status.

22, The Board had twice rcjcected the application of WFTU by an overwhelming
majority. It was a carefully considered and fully justified decision which

the Conference should uphold by rejecting the Czechoslovak draft resolution.

23. Mr, NOVACU (Romania) observed that the Board had granted consultative
status, without opposition, to 17 non-governmental organigations, two of which
were trade union organizations,. Only WFTU had been refused, and for obviously
political reasons, although it was the largcst world-wide organization of
workerss the rofusal was duc to those who ncver ceased repeating that the

Agency should be an exclusively technical ‘organization.

24. When it suited them, the same delegations maintained that the Agency should
follow the practice of the other United Nations organizations, Why not then
follow the examplc of the United Nations, thc United Nations Bducational,
Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO), the Food and Agriculturc
Organization of the United Nations (Fi0) and the International Labour

Organisation (ILO) all of whick had grantcd consultative status to WFTU?

25. The only wvalid criterion must be whether WFTU satisfied the conditions laid
down in the rulcs on consultative status, in particular paragraph 2 thoercof.

By adopting Resolution GC(III)/RES/47, the General Conforence had cxpressly
recognized that "the World Federation of Trade Unions recognizes thc objoctives
and functions of the International Atomic Bneorgy Agency and declarcs its support
for the practical work of the Agency". Morcovery, the Executive Committec of
WEFTU had established a committee of experts to study health and safety problems

affecting workers in atomic industry.
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26, His delegation thereforc unrcoscrvedly supported the Czcchoslovak draft

rcsolution.

27 Mrl PAVLUCHENKO (Byclorussian Sovict Socialist Ropublic)‘ rominded

the Conference that WKFTU rcpresented 100 million trade unionists in 70
countries, working in the most diversc cccupations including, in many countries,

atomie enorgy industrics,

28. Contrary te the spirit of the Confercnce rcsclution adopted at the third
rogular session, the majority of thc Board - to kcep in step with the United
States which, for political and idecological reasons, was opposed to WEFTU - had

3

once again taken a discriminatory decision.

29. The United Statcs' efforts to prove that the WI'TU program was not in
conformity with the aims and principles of the Agency could not be taken
sceriously, That program was, in fact, in full accord with the Agency's
objectives and functions as laid down in its Statute, Morcover, WFTU
supported Agency activitics, not by cmpty words, dbut by practical action. In
1949, well bofore the Agency's establishment, the control of atomic energy in
order to ensure its use for cxclusively peaceful purposcs had been an item in
the WFTU program. At its fourth Congress, in 1956, WITU had set up a
committce of experts and workors qualificd in radiation protections in
December 1959, at its twonticth scssion, the Exocutive Committee had decided
to establish a trade union comrittce of cxperts on the peaceful usces of atomic

OneI‘g'y .

30, Since the Agency had beon set up WFTU, in official communications, had
freoquently expresscod its desire to co~oporate with o viow vo improving working
and living conditions for workersy and likowisc its desirce %o participate in
the Agency's work and consult on questions affccting the working masses,
especially thosc employcd in atomic industry. Its co—operation would also be
valuable because of the fact that no other trade union organization included

go many sgcientific workers.

31. During the. fifteen ycars it had existed, WFTU had rcceived a widc mcasure
of international recognition, It was a world organization which onjoyed
consultative status with the United Nations, UNESCO, ILO and FAO, Why, thon,

could it not be granted consultative status with the Agoncy®?
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32, His delegation believed the Conference should, at the present session,

take the decision proposcd in the Czcchoslovak draft resolution,

33, Mr., SEBES (Hungary) thought that the Board'!s rofusal to grant

consultative status tc WPTU was contrary to thce spirit of Resolution GC(III)/RES/47.
In referring the gucstion back, the Confercnce had obviously cxpected the Board

to take an affirmativce dccision. The fact that it had not done so was mainly

the fault of the Governor from thc United States, though he would have foupd

it very difficult to support his opposition by valid argumonts.

34, Many United Wations organizations had to their own profit granted
consultative status to WFTU, For oxample, at the forty-fourth International
Labour Confcrence, thoe WFTU rceprosentative had playcd an active and constructive
part in the discussions which led to the adoption of tho proposed recommendations
concerning the protcction of workers against ionizing radiations. Why was the

Agency reluctant to obtain similar co-~oporation?

35. It was stated in paragraph 2 of the Annex to the Board}s rcport
(GC(IV)/INF/29) that WFTU was "not, in fact, able to represent the intercsts

of workers or to statc an indepondont,; as distinct from a governmental, point
of view',. How could it be claimed that an organization which grouped ovoer

100 million trade unionists in 70 countrices did not rcpresont the interests of
its mombers? The opposition to WFTU was really idcological. The Conference,
however, should base its decisions on the Statute and any rclevant Agcncy rules,
not on the ideologicel positions of certain delegations. WFTU satisficed tho
prescribed conditionsy the Confercence should ropair an injustice, and now at

long last grant WFTU the status it applicd for.

36. ‘Mr. FURUUCHL (Japan) said his delcgation's position on the matter

under discussion had nover changed. Did WFTU satisfy thoe criteria laid down
by the Agency? In particular, were 1ts aims and purposoé in conformity with
those of the Agency? ATtor carefully weighing what hed been éaid about the
activities of WFTU, ho was still satisfied that thoy did nowt. WFTU was a
political organization dedicated to the infiltration of communist ideas into
the free world, whercas thce Agoncy's task was to promote the technical
applications of atomic encrgy for peaccful purposcs. His delegation therefore
considered it would be neither right nor sensiblc to adopt the Czechoslovak

draft rcesolution,
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37 Mr., DOBREV (Bulgaria) said it was clcar from the statements of the
delegations which opposcd the grant of consultative status to WFTU that their
grounds were solely ideological and political since they had no rcal data to
adduce. The fact that WI'TU constantly campaigned for peacc, for the cessation
of nuclear weapons tests, for completc and universal disarmament and against
colonialism and imperialism was no argument against granting it consultative
status. Many delegations attcnding the Confercence rcepresented States which
were working actively for peace and complcete disarmaments; but that certainly

did not prevent them being active Mombers of the Agency.

38, The Bulgarian delegation appcalcd to the Conferonce to end the discrimina-—
tion exercised against WFTU at thc instigation of the Western Powers, in
particular the United States; 1t would vote in favor of the Czechoslovak

draft resolution.

39, Mr, ROCHANAPURANANDA (Thailand) thought that the Board must have

had good reasons for twice rcfusing consultative status to WETU. WFTU was
not what it claimed to bc and its aims were unrclatced to those of the Agency.
He would not prolong a discusgion which should never have taken place and was
only a prctext for making political propaganda. He would only rcemind, the
Conference that WFTU had attackedlthe United Nations a fcow ycars before for
having gongvto the help of Korea, and was still attacking it. Hisg delegation

would vote.against‘tho Czcchoslovak draft resolution,

40, B Mr, WERSHOF (Canada) said his dclegation would voté against the draft
resolution. submitted by Czmcchoslovakia, He regretted the difforences of
opinion that had arisen, but they werc sincorc and had their origins outside
the Conference, The rolc of WFTU in the discussions at present dividing the
commuﬁist countrics from the Wcséorn democracics was 80 ﬁolcmical and partial
thot it could not be rcgardced as a trade union organization independent of
government control. At its congrcss in Pcking in Junc 1960, WFTU had donc
nothing to dispel thoc impression that it was governcd by factious political
intorcsts., Canada hoped to kecep the Agency frec from such disruptive
influencoss 1t scriocusly doubted the advisability of granting consultative

status to WFTU, and was not proparcd to support the application,
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41, He challcnged the interprcetation some delegatcs had placcd on Resolu~-
tion GC(III}/RES/47. That rcsolution said cxactly what it mcant and no morcs
it did not indicate that the Board should rcach any particular conclusion

after its rcconsideration of WHFTU'!'s application.

42, Mr, ZHMUDSKY (Ukrainian Sovict Socialist Republic) said his delcgation

unrcservedly supported the Czcchoslovak draft resolution, He had only onc
point to add to the arguments alrcady advancced: it wog of vital importance to
millions of workcrs that the Agcney should do cverything in its power to raisc
their standards of living, promotc scicntific rescarch and draw up regulations
to protect the health of all whose work involved atomic cnorgy. Those wore
the scctors which offcercd the best opportunities for technical co-operation

bectween WATU and the Agcney.

4%, The proposal of the United States and Canadian delegotes not to grant
consultative status to WFTU was wholly political in inspiration, Both thosec
delcgates showed excessive zcal in thelr defense of law and order, but their
methods were unworthy, going so far as to violate thc most clementary rulcs

of propricty. Their advocacy of collaboration was all the more loud in order

to conceal their inteontion of avoiding it in practicc.

44, If the Agency was rcally to become a great international forum, its policy
must bey, not to discriminate, but to develop relations with all international
organizations. His dclecgation sincercly hoped the question of granting

consultative status to WETU would be decided affirmatively,

45, Mr, McKNIGHT (Australia) deplorcd the prescnt discussion, following

as it did so many fruitful scicntific and tecchnical discussions. The applica-
tion of WFTU was political in origin, since the organization hid no real interest
in the Agcncy's work. The fact that othor international organizations had
granted it consultative status was no argument why thce Agency should do like-
wisces that had happened ten ycars ago, and the circumstances had changed.

The decision taken at the third scssion to rcfer the matter back to the Board
had been a procedural decision which in no way prcjudgcd the principlce

involved., The Board's decision had again boon negativo.and therc the matter
should recst, His delcgation thereforc opposcd the Czechoslovak draft

rcsolution.
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46. Mr. WARDROP (United Kingdom) said his delogation was against

grénting consultative status to WFTU, not simply bccausc of its communist
idcoulogy -~ whatcver anxictics his delegation might fecl regarding that idcology
and the resultant policy - but rather becausc of its truc naturcrand
activitics. WFTU was not o non-governmental organizationg 1t was in roality
-2 governmental organization under the orders of Soviect lcoders whosce avowed
objoect was univorsal communism, and had its tactical »ole to play within their
grand strategy. It was an instrumont of political, social, indusirial and
psychological warfarc, dcsignod to infiltrate the aon-communist world and

undermine its foundations.

47, When WFTU had obtaincd consﬁltgtivo‘status with the United Nations and
several specialized agoncics, it had still had, at any rote on the surface, a
univorsal charactor. It had brought indepcndent trade unions together with
those of communist allegiancc, and who could tcll what benefits such a body
might have brought to mankind? But in 1949 the frco trado unions, frustrated
in their efforts to ostablish sincere collaboration without ulterior motives,
had had no option but to withdraw and form their ovm association, the

Intcrnational Confederation of Frce Tradc Unions (ICTPTU).

48. The supportors of WFTU wished to give the impression that the rcfusal tol
admit that organization was duc to somc plot hatched by a rcactionary capitalist
cliquec. The reality was very differont. British workors were frce to cxpress
their opinions and to choosc their own line of conduot; In 1958 a motion had
boen submitted to the Trade Union Congress oalling:for tho fééﬁﬁﬁtion of
contacts with WFTU; +that motion had becn rejocted by a large majority; in

1959 a similar motion had bcon rcjected by an ovofwholming‘majprity, and in
1960 no such motion had bcen submitted. In 1959 the spokesman of the Council
of the Trade Union Congrcss had said in effect that tho Council, though in no
way engaged in an antli-communist campaign, was bound to rocognize that WFTU,

as an instrument of tho Communist Party and Govermmcnts, had nothing in.

common with the International Confederation of Frce Trade Unions which was an
independent organization, responsiblc only to the unicns. The United Kingdom
delegation, though entitlcd to speak only for its own country, could nct help
fooling that that statcment by the authorized roproscntative of the British

workcrs would be widely acclaimed throughout the world,
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49, Without any desire to scorc debating points, still less to pass judgment
on anyonc's sincore belicfs, the Unitcd Kingdom delegation was thercfore

compelied by the facts of the casc to votc against the grant of consultative

status to WETU.

50, Mr. SPANIDES (Grecce) said that, after vory carcfully studying the

Board's rcport on the application for consultative status submitted by WETU,

his delegation had decided to voitc against thce Czechoslovak draft resolution.,

5L. The attitude of his delogotion was bascd on o aumbor of considerations.

In the first place, the recasons put forward by WETU in support of its applica-
tion had not convinced the Greek delogation of the justice cf that application.
It was cloar from the lettor addrcssed by WFTU to tho Board that the ideas
underlying it worce contrary to thosc of the majority of Statcs Mombors of the
Agency, and that the participation of WFTU in the work of the Agoncy would be
calculatcd to hinder it in the porformance of its functions, the most important
of which was to expeditc the contribution of atomic cncrgy to peacc, To grant
consultative status with the Agency to WFTU would bc a political act which the
majority of Member States could not accept, It was truc that WFTU cnjoyed
consultative status with the United Nations and with scoveral spccoilaligzed
agencies, but tho United Nations was o universal orgonization, whercas the

Ageney, by its vory naturc, was restrictced.

52. Another consideration which dctermined the attitudc of the Gresk dolegation
was & moral onc. It could not be forgotten that WFTU had accuscd the United
Nations forces fighting in Korca of resorting to bacterioclogical warfarc - an

accusation which had bcen fully disproved.

53. The Greck delcegation recgretted to note that cach ycar the Conferonce
wasted valuable time in a storile political dobate on tho gucstion undor
consideration. It could put its time to bettor usc by tackling the great

tasks beforo it.

54. Mr. MELLER-CONRAD (Poland) said his delcgotion supported the

Czechoslovak draft rcsolution all tho morc strongly becausce it had been

ingtrumental in having the question of the grant of consultative status to
WFTU placed on the agonda. To deny that status to the most important trade

union organizatioﬁ in the world would be a shamcfully discriminatory and
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outrageously arbitrary mcasurc, from which both the work and the roputation

of tho Agency Would suffor, In the middle of the twenticth century, when the
working class was advancing triumphantly, the Confercnce would be acting liko
the British Housc of Commons had donc at the beginning of the nincteenth
century, waiting till 1825 bofore it rccognized the legal cxistence of the
trade unions. The Unitcd Kingdom delegatce had spcokeon of the froodom enjoyed
by British workers, but it should not be forgotten that they had won that

frecdom by blood and tears.

55+ Ho categorically denicd the United States-statomont that WFTU was the
ingtrument of a Governmont. On the other hand, the United States delegate
should know that the Fronch Government had rccently had to take action against
the Buropcan representative of the American Fodofation of Labor, whosec
activitics were injuring French intcresits. For thc benefit of what Government

was he hatching plots in a forcign country?

56. Tho number of workers cmployed in atomic industry was continually
incfoasing. A large proportion of thosc workors worc affiliated to WFTU,
and theoy should,; in justicc and cquity, have a say in the preparation of

Agency measurcs which would dircctiy concern thom,

57. The trade unions of many Member Statcs were intornationall& represented
by WFTU alonac. ‘Were they to bo donioa the right to makce their voices hecard
in the Agency whon they wero so usefully collaborating with other international
bodies - TLO in particular? That would be likc going back to the practices

of the Inquisition, whcreas thc Agency had been cstablished to put the atom at

the service of all mankind,

58, The workers of 70 countrics worc watching thce Conforcnce, and they would
call thc delegates of their respective Governments to account. He was a tradc
unionist himself, and was proud to belong to WFTU; he urgoed delegates to show
understanding and to accord WPTU its statutory, lcgal and political right to

consultative status with the Azcncy.

59. Mr. DIAH (Indoncsia) rccalled that during tho gonoral discussion his
delegation had supported the principlce of universality. If thc Agoncy was to
accomplish its allotted tasks, it must accept all offcrs of co-operation.

WEFTU enjoyed consultative status with the Unitecd Nations and with several
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specialized agencies. It subscribed to the aims and purposcs of the Agency,
and had indicated its support for the Agency's practical work, Hence the
Indonesian delegation saw no rcason to rcejecet WFTU's application for consulta-
tive status and would vote for the Czechoslovak draflt rogolution. It urged
all delcegations to put questions of prestige aside and to basc their decision

solely on practical considcrations.

60, Thoe PRESIDENT put the Czechoslovak draft resolution (GC(IV)/133) to
the vote.

61l. The draft resolution was rcjccted by 34 votes to 17, with 6 abstontions.

62, Mr, URANOVICZ (Hungary) deeply regretted the rosult of the vote just

taken. He was glad to notc, however, that the discussicns had confirmed the
bankruptecy of the arguments advanccd by the United Statcs delegate, - Dospite
the rejection of its application, WIFTU would continuc its fight against

monopolies and against the oppression of the working classcs. The decision

just taken by the Conforcence was not in the best intorcgts of the Agency.

THE DEVELOPMINT OF NUCLZAR POWIR (GC(IV)/122, 123, 144)

63. The PRESIDINT invitcd the Conforcence to cxzomine item 12 of the
agenda, The relevant report of the Programmc, Tochnical and Budget
Committec (GC(IV)/144) containcd a draft resolution which the Committec

rocommended to the General Conforence for adoption.

64. The draft rcsolution was adopted unanimously.

CREDENTIALS OF DELEGATES TO THE FOURTH REGULAR STEISION

(v) REPORT OF THE CREDENTIALS COMMITTEE (GC(IV)/129, 150) (continucd from

the 37th mecting)
65. The PRESIDSNT pointed out that the sccond report of the Credentials
Committec (GC(IV)/150) was a simplc statoment of facts, Tho draft rosolution
which the Committee rccommonded to the Conforcnce for adoption appceared on
rage 2 of the report. If there was no objection he would take the draft

resolution as being adoptcd unanimously.

66. It was so dceidcd,
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CLOSING OF THE SESSION

67. Mr, BMELYANOV (Union of Sovict Socialist Ropublics), spcaking on

behalf of Bulgaria, thc Byclorussian Sovict Socilalist Republic, Czcchoslovakia,
Hungary, Poland, Romania, the Ukrainian Sovict Socialist Republic and the Soviet
Uniony congratulatced the President on the cxcecllent manncr in which he had
conducted the discussions during the present scssion of the General Conferencc.
Thanks to the Prosident's pcersonality, and to the grasp, tect and paticnce he
had shown during the Conforcnece, it had been possidle to overcome many
difficultics -~ sometimes major oncs, On bchalf of all the delegations
montioned he alsc thankced the Scerctariat for providing the technieal scervices

cagscential to the work of the Conferoencce,

68. Mr. NAKICENOVIC (Yugoslavia) congratulatcd the President on the

oonstructi&o atmosphere he had succccdced in creating in the Confercence, The
program for 1961.showod that the Agency's approach was now morce realistic, and
the Yugoslav delegation hoped its work would be successful, For its part,
YTugoslavia would continuc to support the Agency in all activities relating to

the peaceful uses of atomic cncrgy.

69. Mr. EDELSTAM (Swcden), on behalf of the delcgations from Western
Burope, and My, ROCHANAPURANANDA (Thailand), on bechalf of the delegations from
South-Bast Asia and the Far Bast, Mr., BREW (Ghana), on behalf of the delegations

of Australia, Canada, Ccylon, India, New Zealand, Pakistan, thc Union of South
Africa and the United Kingdom, Mr, HINDAWI (Iraq)s on bchalf of the delecgations
of the Arab countrices, and Mr. LUJAN (Venozuola),on behall of the delegations
of the Latin Amcrican countrics and thc United States, congratulated the
President on the gkill with which he had conducted discussions that had some-
times been difficult, and thanked him for having brought the work of the
Conference %o a succcssful conclusion. They also . cxpressed their gratitude

to the Vice-Presidents, the Dircctor Goneral and 2ll members of the Sceretariat

who had contributced to the success of the scssion.

70, The PRESIDENT thankcd the delegations, but stresscd that the scssion
could not have becn brought to a successful conclusion if it had not becon for
the indefatigable offorts of the Dircctor Gencral, thc moembers of the General
Committec, thc Sccretariat and all Agency staff, e again thanked the

Austrian Governmont and the Vienna Municipal Authoritics for their co-~operation



GC(IV)/OR. 47
page 17

and generous hospitality, and oxprosscd his gratitude to the rcpresentatives
of the United Nations, the specilalized agencics and inter-governmental
organizations and to the obscrvcrs for non--governmental organizationsg he
hopod that the international organizations alrcady granted consultative status
by the Agency would soon be joinced by others, He likeowisc offored his thénks
to the represcnitatives of the Press and other information moedia who had worked
to keep the public informed of thoe progress of thoe work of the General

Conference,

71, The Confeorcncce had disposcd of all the items on its agenda, It had
adopted some resolutions unanimously. thofé, and in particular those dealing
with controversial gucstions, had becon adopted by simplc majority, but it was
prcecisely in regard to such quostions that unanimity was cspecially desirable.
The scicentific and tochnical character of the Agenconould not of course be
neglected, but neither could the fact be ignorcd that fundamental discoveries
in nuclear physics had not becon utilized for the purposcs scicntists had had
in making them, but cxploitcd by certain political circles for destructive cnds.
As it was difficult to separatc technical problems from politiecal problems,
scicntists and politicians must co-operate. Insofar as the fourth scssion of
the General Conference had rcesulted in a better understanding of the need for
such co-oporation on an international scalce, it would have contributed to the
subsequent dovelopment of the Agency as an intcer-governmental organization -
rcsponsible for creating a climate favorable to the peacoful development of

atomic energy.

72. Hc hoped that the future work of the Board would be fruitful, and that
delegates, on their roturn home, would sparc no effort that might assist the
Agency in the noble task of placing atomic cnergy at the cxclusive service of

human wclfarc and world pcacc.

73, He felt surce the Agency would overcome its presont difficulties and that

its future accomplishments would bec cven more satisfactory,
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74. In accordance with Rulc 48 of thc Rules of Procodurc; hc invited the

deleogatcs to obscrve onc minute of silonce dedicatcd to prayer or meditation.

75. All precscnt rosgc and stood in silence for onc minute,

76, The PRESIDENT thoen declarced closcd the fourth rogular session of

the General Confercncc.

The meeting rosc at 6.15 D.m.




