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ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA FOR THE MEETING (GC(XXXII)/GEN/75) 

1. The CHAIRMAN took it that the Committee wished to adopt the 

proposed agenda contained in document GC(XXXII)/GEN/75. 

2. It was so agreed. 

ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE CONFERENCE 

(a) ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA AND ALLOCATION OF ITEMS FOR INITIAL DISCUSSION 
(GC(XXXII)/834 and Add.1) 

3. The CHAIRMAN pointed out that the provisional agenda for the 

thirty-second regular session of the General Conference, contained in 

document GC(XXXII)/834, listed two items whose inclusion had been requested by 

Member States. 

4. The first such item, entitled "The Agency's contribution to sustainable 

development", had been proposed by Sweden, supported by Canada, Denmark, 

Finland and Norway. Document GC(XXXII)/842 contained an explanatory 

memorandum and the original version of a draft resolution, while 

document GC(XXXII)/C0M.5/62 comprised a version of the draft resolution 

recommended by the Board of Governors and a report by the Secretariat. 

5. The second item, entitled "Representation of IAEA Member States not 

members of the Board at meetings of the Board as observers", had been proposed 

by the Philippines. Document GC(XXXII)/838 and its addendum contained an 

explanatory memorandum and a draft resolution. 

6. Finally, the Islamic Republic of Iran had proposed the inclusion of a 

supplementary item entitled "Prohibition of all armed attacks against nuclear 

installations devoted to peaceful purposes whether under construction or in 

operation" (GC(XXXII)/834/Add.1). An explanatory memorandum was contained in 

document GC(XXXII)/845. 

7. If there was no objection, he would take it that the Committee agreed 

to recommend to the General Conference that the agenda for the thirty-second 

regular session should comprise all the items listed in documents 

GC(XXXII)/834 and Add.1. 

8. It was so decided. 
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9. The CHAIRMAN, referring to the allocation of items for initial 

discussion, said that documents GC(XXXII)/834 and Add.1 contained an 

annotation for each item of the agenda, with suggestions as to whether the 

substance of the item should first be discussed in a plenary meeting or in a 

committee. 

10. Mr. STOIBER (United States of America), referring to the 

supplementary item proposed by the Islamic Republic of Iran, observed that his 

delegation considered the matter to fall within the purview not of the 

International Atomic Energy Agency, but of other international bodies. It had 

accepted the inclusion of the item on the agenda, but only on two conditions. 

The first was that that complex issue shall first be considered in the 

Committee of the Whole and not in a plenary meeting. The second was that it 

should be taken up under item 10 ("Measures to strengthen international 

co-operation in nuclear safety and radiological protection"), which provided 

an appropriate framework for discussing it. 

11. The CHAIRMAN recalled that a similar issue relating to the 

protection of nuclear installations against armed attacks had been the subject 

of resolution GC(XXXI)/RES/475, which had been adopted by the General 

Conference in 1987 under the more general heading of "Measures to strengthen 

international co-operation in nuclear safety and radiological protection". It 

seemed to him that the proposal by the Islamic Republic of Iran could be 

considered by the Committee of the Whole as a separate issue under the same 

agenda item. 

12. He took it that the Committee agreed to recommend that the agenda items 

be distributed as suggested, subject to the exigencies of the moment and the 

changes that might become necessary to ensure the efficient conduct of 

business. 

13. It was so decided. 

(b) CLOSING DATE OF THE SESSION AND OPENING DATE OF THE NEXT SESSION 
(GC(XXXII)/834, annotation to item 4(b)) 

14. The CHAIRMAN announced that 82 delegations had indicated their 

wish to speak in the general debate, and many more certainly also intended to 

do so. Assuming that the Committee of the Whole could complete its work on 
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Thursday, he would suggest that the General Committee recommend to the General 

Conference that Friday, 23 September 1988, be the closing date of the session. 

15. It was so decided. 

16. The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee to turn to the question of the 

opening date of the next regular session. Following a suggestion made in the 

General Committee in 1987 by the delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic, and 

amplified in a letter he had addressed to the Director General, an item on the 

timing of General Conference sessions had been placed on the General 

Committee's agenda. Under normal circumstances, that item would have been 

considered before the question of the opening date for the 1989 session was 

taken up. However, he had been informed by the Secretariat that neither the 

Austria Center nor the Hofburg Conference Centre would be available in 1989 

for an extended session of the General Conference as envisaged by the Syrian 

delegate. 

17. The General Conference traditionally met during the last full week in 

September. He therefore suggested that the Committee should recommend that 

the thirty-third regular session of the General Conference begin on Monday, 

25 September 1989, in Vienna. 

18. It was so decided. 

(c) TIMING OF CONFERENCE SESSIONS (GC(XXXII)/GEN/73) 

19. The CHAIRMAN recalled that in 1987 the delegate of the Syrian Arab 

Republic had suggested that regular sessions should start on Tuesday or 

Wednesday and end the following Monday or Tuesday, in order to give 

delegations more time for consultations. He had enlarged on that suggestion 

in a letter to the Director General in which he had proposed that no parallel 

meetings should be held. The Secretariat had examined the financial 

implications of those suggestions, and its conclusions were set out in 

document GC(XXXII)/GEN/73. 

20. Mr. ZANNAD (Tunisia) supported the proposal by the delegate of the 

Syrian Arab Republic. The experience of recent years had shown that the 

regional groups and the Group of 77 needed to hold consultations on the first 

day of the General Conference and to nominate candidates for various offices. 



GC(XXXII)/GEN/OR.52 
page 6 

It would be useful if Monday could be devoted to meetings of the various 

groups so as to facilitate the subsequent progress of the General Conference's 

work. Moreover, some delegations were frequently absent on the first day of 

the General Conference. 

21. The CHAIRMAN invited the delegate of the Syrian Arab Republic, who 

was attending the meeting in accordance with Rule 43 of the Rules of Procedure 

of the General Conference, to take the floor. 

22. Mr. HADDAD (Syrian Arab Republic) said he had formulated his 

suggestion to alleviate the difficulties faced by delegations which, having 

only a few members, could not participate in the numerous meetings held at the 

same time. He welcomed the additional proposal made by the delegate of 

Tunisia to improve the situation by devoting one or two days to the activities 

of groups and sub-groups, and the remaining days to meetings of the General 

Conference itself. 

23. General debate statements should be kept short and replaced by a 

written document describing nuclear activities at the national level, to be 

circulated by the Secretariat. Statements made during the general debate 

could then relate solely to proposals and recommendations concerning the 

Agency's programmes, and thus each statement could be reduced to a maximum 

length of 5 to 10 minutes. 

24. Mr. LAVTNA (Chairman of the Committee of the Whole) thanked the 

delegates of Tunisia and the Syrian Arab Republic for their proposals aimed at 

improving the efficiency of the consultations held by the various groups 

within the Agency. Some groups tried to meet before the start of the General 

Conference, but not all Member States were represented in Vienna, and the 

arrival of delegations had to be awaited so that decisions could be adopted 

within the various groups. That was why he would favour serious discussion of 

a schedule for General Conference sessions that would enable the various 

groups to meet and complete their negotiations before the start of the General 

Conference. 
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25. The CHAIRMAN suggested that, in view of the lack of time, the 

Committee turn to the final item on its agenda and revert the next day to its 

consideration of items 4(c) and 4(d). 

26. It was so agreed. 

REQUESTS FOR THE RESTORATION OF VOTING RIGHTS (GC(XXXII)/INF/258, 261 and 264) 

27. The CHAIRMAN said that Panama and Lebanon, to which, as indicated 

in document GC(XXXII)/INF/263, Article XIX.A of the Statute had applied on 

16 September 1988, had requested, in letters reproduced in documents 

GC(XXXII)/INF/258 and GC(XXXII)/INF/261, respectively, that they not be 

deprived of their right to vote during the current session. The General 

Conference also had before it document GC(XXXII)/INF/264, reproducing a letter 

from the Resident Representative of the United States. The Committee's task 

was simply to make a recommendation to the General Conference on whether or 

not it should accede to those requests. 

28. Mr. STOIBER (United States of America) recalled that during the 

General Committee's consideration of two similar cases the previous year, his 

Government had expressed its opposition in principle to the restoration of a 

member's voting rights unless a strong case could be made that its failure to 

pay had been due to conditions beyond its control. The Agency's Statute 

should be applied rigorously, for that was the only way of inducing Members to 

pay their contributions. It had even been suggested that the Agency should 

adopt incentives or penalties to persuade States to pay their assessments 

promptly. Making an exception would go precisely in the opposite direction. 

29. With reference to the request made by Panama, his Government strongly 

opposed restoration of that country's right to vote. The Panamanian request 

alleged that the failure of Panama to meet its financial obligations towards 

the Agency had been due to the freezing of its deposits in American banks. In 

its rejoinder, the Government of the United States had demonstrated that 

Panama's inability to pay its debts could not be attributed to United States 

actions, but was a consequence of Panama's deliberate conduct over several 

years. Thus, by acceding to Panama's request, the General Conference would be 

setting a bad precedent running counter to the Agency's efforts to obtain 
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prompt and full payment of contributions from all its Members. Panama's 

request should therefore be rejected. 

30. With regard to Lebanon, the situation was somewhat different since, as 

the letter from the Resident Representative of Lebanon indicated, payment was 

now being made. Since the Lebanese Government had given its word, the United 

States was prepared to agree to its request, but it hoped that the payment 

could be expedited so that an exception need not be made. 

31. Mr. ZOBOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) found the 

arguments advanced by hoth Panama and Lebanon convincing; he hoped the General 

Conference would permit those countries to vote. 

32. Mr. WATERFALL (Canada) said that, in general, his Government 

believed the scale assessment to be fair and considered that all Member States 

should pay their contributions in full and on time. An exception could be 

made if a Member State was in a particularly difficult position but had made a 

special effort to fulfil its financial obligations. The sanction in question 

was an important one and should be maintained, particularly in the light of 

the Agency's present financial situation. For those reasons, he could not 

support Panama's request, but could accede to Lebanon's, since that country 

had made a serious effort to settle its arrears. 

33. Mr. HOSSAIN (Bangladesh), agreed with the representatives of the 

United States and Canada in urging that Lebanon be permitted to vote, since 

that country had made out a payment order to the Agency. 

34. Mr. OLUMOKO (Nigeria) said his country had always fulfilled its 

financial obligations towards the Agency, but a number of developing countries 

were unable to pay their contributions owing to economic and financial 

difficulties. The Committee should therefore treat the cases of Panama and 

Lebanon with understanding and restore their voting rights. 

35. Mr. ZANNAD (Tunisia) welcomed the consensus emerging within the 

Committee in favour of permitting Lebanon to participate in the work of the 

General Conference and to vote. His Government supported Lebanon's request 

since, despite a very difficult situation, that country had taken the 

necessary steps in order to pay its arrears to the Agency. Tunisia also 

believed that an exception should be made in favour of Panama. 
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36. Mr. SMALL (Ireland) said that his Government attached great 

importance to the prompt payment of contributions. Ireland regarded it as a 

matter of principle to fulfil its obligations promptly, whatever financial 

problems it might have. In the present case, a clear distinction must be 

drawn between Lebanon, which was in the process of paying its contributions 

and should therefore be permitted to vote, and Panama, which had a 

long-standing debt: its request must be refused. 

37. Mr. AAMODT (Norway) said his Government also attached great 

importance to the prompt payment of financial contributions by Member States, 

and therefore fully endorsed the statement by the representative of the United 

States. 

38. Mr. LAVTNA (Chairman of the Committee of the Whole), speaking as 

the representative of the Philippines, said that, applying the Statute 

strictly, the requests of both Panama and Lebanon should be refused. 

Nevertheless, the Statute did provide that the General Conference could permit 

a member to participate in the voting if it was satisfied that the failure to 

pay was due to conditions beyond the control of the member. The situation in 

Lebanon was well known to all and it was clear that the country could not 

promptly fulfil its financial obligations. Therefore, he thought an exception 

should be made in the case of Lebanon, and the country should be permitted to 

vote. 

39. As for Panama, he believed the Committee had in the past made 

exceptions for other countries which had been in the same situation. For that 

reason, and in line with the principles of universality and of international 

understanding, he felt that the case of Panama should be given favourable 

consideration, and thus associated himself with those delegations which 

favoured acceding to Panama's request. 

40. Mr. VILLARREAL SILVA (Colombia) said that if the Statute were to 

be applied strictly, neither Panama nor Lebanon should be permitted to vote. 

Nevertheless, since Lebanon had issued a payment order in fulfilment of its 

financial obligations towards the Agency, its request should be granted. 
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41. Mr. NANIOV (Bulgaria) said the arguments advanced by Panama seemed 

entirely convincing and he hoped the General Conference would permit it to 

vote. As for Lebanon, he favoured acceding to that country's request as well. 

42. Mr. HOOP (Liechtenstein) said he was not in favour of granting 

Panama's request. 

43. The CHAIRMAN said he took it that, under Article XIX.A. of the 

Statute, the Committee wished to recommend that the General Conference should 

permit Lebanon to vote during the current session but that it should not 

accede to Panama's request. 

44. It was so decided. 

The meeting rose at 10.35 a.m. 


