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REPORTS OF TIE BOARD OF GOVERNORS: 

(a) Relationship Agreement with the United Nations (&C.l(S)/COM.2/ll). 
(continued) 

1. The CHAIRMAN invited the representative of Norway to intro

duce the draft resolution to which he had referred at a previous 

meeting-/and which had since been distributed as document GC.1(S)/ 

COM.2/11. 

2. Mr. SKELAND (Norway) stated that all Members of the Agency 

were determined that the benefits of atomic energy should be made 

available to all countries, including the under-developed countries. 

He felt it was important to emphasize the Agency's determination 

and, for that reason, had introduced his draft resolution. 

3. Mr. FORD (United States of America), Mr. FLECHA de LIMA 

(Brazil), Mr. HOOD (Australia), Mr. SIVA (India) and Mr. WERSHOF' 

(Canada) indicated' that they would support the resolution, on the 

understanding that its adoption would not prejudge the actual dis

cussion by the Board of Governors of the desirability of the Agency's 

joining the United Nations Technical Assistance Board (TAB). 

4. Mr. TOUSSAINT (France) and Mr. el-ANNABI (Tunisia) ex

pressed similar opinions and suggested that the resolution might 

contain a more general reference to all the United Nations technical 

assistance organizations and not merely to TAB, 

The draft resolution submitted by Norway (GC.1(S)/COM.2/ll) 

was unanimously adopted without change. 

REPORTS OF THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS: 

(c) General principles to be observed in the Provisional Staff 
Regulations of the Agency (GC.1(S)/COM.2/l2) 

5. The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee to consider the report 

of the Board of Governors set out in document GC.1(S)/COM.2/12; 

that would be the only document actually before the meeting al

though some other documents might be relevant to the discussion. 

6. Mr. CECH (Czechoslovakia) suggested that the words "the 

- Director General" had been inadvertently omitted from the last' 

sentence in paragraph 4 which should, he thought, read; "Each Member 

2/ See official record of the sixth meeting (GC.1(S)/COM.2/OR.6), 
paragraph 23. ' 
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of the Agency ,,,. character of the responsibilities of the Director 
General and the staff and shall not seek to influence them ,,,,", 
If amended in that way, the text would correspond exactly to the 
text of Article VII of the Statute, from -which it derived, 

7, Mr. WSRSHOF (Canada) thought the Committee should bear in 
mind what exactly the General Conference was called upon to approve. 
Article VII. E of the Statute stated that ,!Tiie terms and conditions 
on which the staff shall be appointed, remunerated, and dismissed 
shall be in accordance with regulations made by the Board of 
Governors, subject to ,,,." Draft provisional staff regulations had, 
in fact, already been distributed - in his opinion wrongly - as 
document GC.1/2. At the present stage all the Committee and the 
General Conference were called upon to do was to consider the general 
rules to be observed in the staff regulations? once those rules had 
been approved, the Board of Governors could consider the detailed 
regulations. Accordingly, any discussion of the draft staff regula
tions would, in his•opinion, be out of order at that stage, The 
general principles contained in the document before the meeting were 
for the most part taken from the Statute. Although the Statute was 
the deciding document there could be no harm, and there might be 
some good, if the General Conference restated the general rules. 

8. On the point raised by the representative of Czechoslovakia he 
remarked that the reference to the Director General had been omitted 
because the general rules were concerned, not with the Director 
General, but with the staff of the Agency, He felt th:- general 
opinion of the Board of Governors had been that there was no need 
for a specific reference to the Director General in paragraph 4, 
There was no doubt of the position of the Director General under 
Article VII.F of the Statute* 

0. fe„J^-5j-PffiSN (Secretariat) pointed out that, throughout 
the rules, the word "staff71 had been used in a genei-al sense as in
cluding the Director General„ A specific reference to the Director 
General in paragraph 4 might give the impression that some differen
tiation was being made between the Director General and the remainder 
of the staff, Moreover, it would probably be necessary to alter 
corresponding references elsewhere, Other-.ise, for example, there 
might be some question as to whether the first two sentences of 
paragraph 4 also applied to the Director General? 
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10, . •• Mr. von HIRSCHBERG (Union of South Africa) said that, in 

the .discussion at the Board of Governors-' , his delegation had unr-

reservedly supported the general principles set out in the document -

under consideration and would do so also in the Committee. 

11^' There was one further principle to which his delegation had 

referred in the Board of Governors . ^ He did not propose that it 

be embodied in the text before the meeting but felt that a specific 

reference, .should be made to it in the discussion. He referred to 

the principle that any privileges and immunities granted to the 

.Secretariat would be oonferred in the interests of the Agency and 

would not exempt members of the Secretariat from performance of 

their private obligations or excuse any failure to observe laws and 

police regulations. There should be provision.for the. v/aiving of . 

immunities in appropriate cases. A suitable provision would no . 

doubt ;be inserted in the staff regulations', but a wider public 

should not be left with any doubts or misgivings on the subject-, 

12, He hoped that '-t in view of the explanations given-during the 

discussion, the representative of Czechoslovakia would withdraw the 

suggestion he had made in connexion with paragraph 4. . 

13* ILT, SECH (Czechoslovakia) maintained that, as the last 

sentence of Article VII,F of the Statute made specific reference to 

the Director General as well as to the staff, to omit mention of him 

in paragraph 4 of the general rules governing the staff regulations 

of the Agency might be taken as having some special significance-. 

Accordingly, in order to avoid any possible misunderstanding,- he 

formally proposed that the last sentence of paragraph 4 should be 

amended along the lines he had suggested, 

14. Mr. NASINOVSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) con-, 

sidered the report of the Board of Governors to be acceptable as a 

whole and in keeping with the principles of the Statute. The drafting 

2/ See.official record of the seventh meeting of the Board.of 
Governors (G0V/OR,7 -restricted distribution), paragraph-31. 

2/ R^.d., paragraph 14. 
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change proposed by the delegation of Czechoslovakia appeared to he 

well founded and would in no way affect the substance of paragraph 4. 

He agreed that it would he desirable to refer specifically to the 

Director General in that text since it was, after all, the Director 

General who constituted the main link between Member Governments and 

the Agency itself, 

15. His delegation wholly shared the opinion expressed by the 

delegate of the Union of South Africa regarding the privileges and 

immunities of the staff. 

16. Mr. FLECHA de LIMA (Brazil) said that his delegation would 

support the general rules recommended by the Board of Governors, as 

they rightly stressed technical competence and integrity and, 

moreover, conformed with the principles widely accepted by United 

Nations bodies. 

1 7 . Mr. THEODQRQPOULOS (Greece) doubted whether the last 

sentence of paragraph 4 was legally necessary, The principles were 

to govern staff regulations, not Member Governments' obligations, 

which were laid down in the Statute. It might therefore be 

preferable to delete that sentence, 

18. Mr. von MEH5EN (Secretariat)- explained that the Secretariat 

had included the sentence in order to underline both the obligation 

of loyalty placed upon the international civil servant, and the 

obligation of Membei1 States to respect the independence of the inter

national civil servant, 

19- Mr. SURJOTJONJDBO (Indonesia) said that his delegation had 

participated in the discussion of the report in the Board of 

Governors and agreed with the general principles-^. He believed the 

sentence to be necessary in any staff regulations in view of the 

oath of office which staff members were required to Take. 

'20. The CHMIMAN recalled the Committee's agreement to his 

proposal-^/ that amendments should be submitted in sufficient time to 

4/ Ibid. , poragr.-eph 5, 

5/ See official record of second meeting of the Administrative and 
Legal Commit-:eo (GC.1(S)/COM.2/OR,2) ] paragraph 11. 
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enable them to be circulated in writing.. Although the amendment 

introduced by Czechoslovakia and supported by the Soviet Union did 

not fulfil that condition, he would admit it to discussion if no 

objection were raised, 

21, Mr. ..CORNER (New Zealand) saw no objection to a discussion 

of the amendment. His delegation had been prepared immediately to 

accept the general rules recommended by the Board of Governors, 

However, if they were to be amended, he.-would be inclined to support 

the Greek delegate's suggestion to delete the last sentence of 

paragraph 4. The obligations of Member States were fully provided 

for in the Statute, 

22, Mr. SIVA (India) generally agreed with what the delegates 

of Greece.and New Zealand had said and pointed out that* under the 

last sentence of Article VII.P of the Statute which had been signed 

and ratified by all the countries present, members had already under

taken to respect the international character of the responsibilities 

of the Director General and the staff and hot seek to influence them 

in the discharge of their duties, "The inclusion or omission of a 

provision from the draft general rules would not add to or detract 

from the specific undertaking \mder the Statute, It was, therefore, 

of no gr6at consequence whether the last; sentence of paragraph 4 

was left in or not, 

23. Mr. WERSHQF (Canada) believed it would be perfectly in 

order for the Committee to consider the amendment, 

24. Mr. THEODOROPOULOS (Greece), in view of the support given 

to his delegation's suggestion, formally moved to delete the last 

sentence of paragraph 4. 

25. • The CHAIRMAN noted that the Committee agreed to consider 

the amendments, 

26. Mr.; BENIS (Morocco) thought, that, for purely formal reasons, 

the last sentence of paragraph <- should specifically mention the 

Director General, 

27* Mr. CAPS (United Kingdom) believed that general agreement 

existed on the substance of the question, For drafting reasons he 

file:///mder
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was inclined to favour the Greek amendment. Nevertheless, he asked 

whether, if an amendment to the proposed general rules were adopted, 

the General Conference would be required to approve the general rules 

again after they had been re-considered by the Board of Governors, 

28, The CHAIRL1AN answered in the affirmative, 

29, Mr. CAPS (United Kingdom) accordingly appealed to the 

delegations of Czechoslovakia and Greece not to press their amend

ments, , which concerned form rather than substance, 

30, Mr. THEQPQROPQULQS (Greece) withdraw his amendment, but 

maintained in principle the General Conference's right to amend as 

it saw fit documents submitted to it by the Board of Governors, 

31, Mr. CECH (Czechoslovakia) believed that the explanations 

given by the Secretariat, and the subsequent discussion, had 

sufficiently clarified the position and had shown that the reference 

to the staff should be taken to include the Director General, He 

therefore withdrew his amendment. 

The report of the Board of Governors on the general principles 

to be observed in the provisional staff regulations of the Agency 

(GC.1(S)/COM,2/l2) was adopted unanimously, 

STATEMENT BY THE DELEGATE OF THE NETHERLANDS 

32. I'lr< TAKKES (Netherlands) said that the responsibilities of 

the two main organs of the Agency, the General Conference and the 

Board of Governors, were laid down in the Statute, Their mutual 

relations, however, would have to evolve in the light of experience, 

Hitherto, the practice of the Board of Governors had been to hold 

closed meetings and to distribute its documents only to its members. 

33. The Agency would have to arouse among all its Members the 

greatest possible interest in its activities and thus to enlist their 

fullest co-operation. That aim could best be achieved'if i,he Board 

adopted the practice of allowing Member States not members of the 

Board to send observers to its meetings and to receive its documents -

whenever the Board desired to hold a closed session it could take an 

ad hoc decision to do so. That would stimulate the interest of 
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Member State's in "the work of the Agency, . enable then to be better 
prepared for sessions of the General' Conference, and promote 
ccntinait3r in the work of the- Board of' Governors, part of vyhose 
membership changed each year, r . 

34, He hoped that*the Board of Governors would see fit to take 
those considerations into account in establishing its future pro
cedures,, and suggested that the Committee's report to the General 
Conference should cpntain a reference to his statement, 

35, .." -I^JJOM&RB (Denmark), Mr. ...TE2;0X)0H0P̂ JX.C;S (Greece), 
Mr. HAYMERLE (Austria),vMr^UJAN (Yenezuela), "Br,.' SAHOVl6 (Yugo-.; 
slavia), l'r. COLLO (Argentina), and I/fr, 'WIOKRAFiASIITHA (Ceylon) 
associated themselves with the views expressed by the delegate of 
the Netherlands, 

3̂ ,- ' l&_m5Pi3M55? (Switzerland) believed it was important, in 
the interests-of the proper working of the Agency itself, that all 
its Members should b,e kept informed of the work and decisions of the 
Board of- Governors, Documentation concerning the Board should also 
be circulated to "Member States' which -were not members of. the Board, 
and the Board should make "arrangemeht-e- accordingly, . 

37. J^1.-JBERNAH^ES (Brazil) fully "agreed "with the idea contained 
in the Netherlands statement. Me was sure that the Board of Governors 
would give the problem- full consideration,, aid assured the delegate 
of the Netherlands that- his own delegation would study it sympa-* ' 
theticaliy,. He was in favour of mentioning the Netherlands statement 
in the Committee's report, ... 

38* 1^*..J19]Q (United States'df America) appreciated the concern 
of the delegate of the Netherlands about., tie problem of keeping 
Members of .the.Agency which were not members of the Board of Governors 
informed of the work- of the-Board,. The .problem was a difficult and 
complex one;, and .his- delegation did not wish to express any views on 
the substance of .it. at that time. He did wish to assure the delegate 
who had ~:ust spoken, that his delegation would examine the problem 
carefully," with other members, of the Board, of Governors, with a view 
to reaching a solution that would be. satisfactory to-all Members of 
the Agency, and his delegation would., of .course, have no objection 
to having ";*.u views expressed by the delegations recorded in tne 
report of the Committee. , 
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39. Mr. SECH (Czechoslovakia) also said that his Government 

would make a careful study of the Netherlands proposal to the Board 

of Governors, 

The meeting rose at 5 p.m. 




