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DISCUSSION OF THE DRAFT STATUTE OF THE INTERNATIONAL ATOMIC ENERGY AGENCY 

ARTICLE BY ARTICLE (continued) 

Article III (continued) ' ' 

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee has now reached the stage of voting on 

article III and the proposed amendments thereto. 

Article III and the amendments were fully discussed during the first reading. 

The primary purpose of this second reading is to vote, first, on the amendments 

to the various paragraphs of article III and, finally, on the text of the article 

as a whole. 

The text of article III, incorporating two amendments previously adopted, 

is before the Committee as Conference Room Paper No. 1. 

If representatives wish to explain their votes on any of the amendments, 

I shall call on i;hem at the end of the voting on the article as a whole. There 

are many-amendments to this article. I therefore propose, in the voting, to take 

up the article paragraph by paragraph and to put to the vote the amendments to each 

paragraph, beginning with the one furthest removed from the substance of the 

original text., 

I would call to the Committee's attention that we shall be conducting the 

vote in accordance with rule 28 of our rules of procedure, which provides that: 

"Decisions to amend the provisions of the draft statute shall 

be made by a two-thirds majority of those present and voting". 

Two amendments to article III have already been agreed upon at previous 

meetings of the Ccnmittee -- namely, IAEA/cS/Art.III/Amend.4, to paragraph A 6; 

and IAEA/CS/Art.III/Amend.10, to paragraph B 1. These two amendments are therefore 

included in the revised text of article III which is before the Committee as 

Conference Room Paper No. 1. The sponsors of three other amendments have 

indicated to the Chairman that, in accordance with the suggestions made during 

the debate, they will accept a, procedure whereby the substance of the 

amendments, with the records of the discussion, will be referred to the Co-ordination 

Commission for its consideration and, eventually, for the consideration of the 

Board of Governors -and the General Conference. Thes.e amendments are the 

following: - IAEA/cs/Art.III/Amend.1, paragraph 1, to paragraph A 3 - - submitted 

by Haiti; IAEA/CS/Art.III/Amend.9, to paragraph A 4 -- submitted by Bolivia and 
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Ecuador; and IAEA/CS/Art.III/Amend.2/Rev.1, paragraph (c), to add a new paragraph 

after paragraph A ̂  — submitted by Poland. The Committee will therefore not be 

called upon to vote on these amendments. 

I trust that this procedure will commend itself to the Committee, and if 

I hear no objection I shall take it as adopted. 

It was so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now proceed to the vote on the 

amendments, beginning with amendment 8, submitted by Mexico, to paragraph A 1. 

Mr. SERRANO (Philippines): Before the Committee proceeds to the vote 

on the amendments, I would draw attention to the fact that, in the course of the 

debate, I submitted an informal suggestion which was received favourably by many 

delegations -- namely, that in the opening sentence of section A of article III 

the words "shall be" should be changed to "is", so that the sentence would read: 

"The Agency is authorized". 

I should like to know how the Chairmanr proposes to deal with that 

suggestion. 
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The CHAIRMAN: Is there any objection to the Philippine representative's 

proposal to change the opening phrase of article III, paragraph A, to read "The 

Agency is authorized"? ' 

Mr. RODRIGUEZ-FABREGAT (Uruguay)(interpretation from Spanish): It may 

be that this is very clear in Spanish, but the modification has been proposed, 

verbally and I myself would like to be quite certain how it would appear in the 

Spanish text. 

The CHAIRMAN: I think that in view of the difficulties which this 

suggestion by the representative of the Philippines may give rise to, it might be 

better to submit the matter to the Co-ordination Committee. 

It was so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN: We shall now begin the voting on paragraph A 1 of 

article III. I shall put to the Committee first the Mexican amendment contained 

in document IAEA/CS/Art.III/Amend.8. 

The amendment was adopted by 65 votes to 1 with 5 abstentions. 

Mr. AIFONZO-RAVARD (Venezuela)(interpretation from Spanish): With all 

due regard to the speed with which the Chairman wishes to proceed, I suggest that it 

might, nevertheless, be advantageous if, before voting took place, the text of the 

amendment were read out together with the text of the paragraph in question as it 

would appear when amendmed. 

The CHAIRMAN: We come now to paragraph A 2 of article III, to which 

there is one amendment proposed by the delegation of Italy in document 

' IAEA/CS/Art.III/Amend. 11. . 

Mr. GIRETTI (Italy)(interpretation from French): I should like to revert 

to the amendment to article III, paragraph A 2, proposed by my delegation, and I 

should like to thank the delegations of those countries that have been kind enough 

to support it. The purpose of this amendment was essentially one of clarification. 

We wanted to clarify the interpretation of the provisions of the draft statute 
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at the end of paragraph A 2 where it says that the Agency should take into account 

the needs of under-developed areas of the world. Ue pointed out that the original 

text was not sufficiently clear. If use is made of the generally accepted form of 

words "under-developed areas" an ambiguity might arise, for there are different 

approaches to what an under-developed area really is. The representative of 

Australia understood me quite correctly, as was shown by his statement. On the one 

hand, we have the under-developed countries which, in order to achieve the 

necessary level of industrial and general economic development, must find larger 

sources of energy, either by increasing the use of conventional sources such as 

coal --if they have any coal in their subsoil -- or by turning to new and 

original sources of energy such as nuclear power. There is a problem of comparative 

costs and economic choice. On the other hand, we have the countries or areas which, 

while they cannot be considered as falling entirely within the usual definition of 

under-developed countries or areas, nevertheless suffer from an acute shortage of 

conventional sources, of energy, and must necessarily consider the possibility of 

resorting to nuclear power in order to meet the rigid requirements of their normal 

economic development. 

That is why we felt that article III should be clarified in order to bring it 

more into keeping with world realities. We would not have seen any major difficulty 

in substituting "areas" for "countries" in our proposal as the representative of 

Belgium, I believe, had suggested. On the other hand, after the discussion which 

has already taken place with regard to the Italian amendment, we believe that the 

purpose of clarification which my delegation sought has been achieved. The 

representative of Brazil was kind enough to declare -- and I am grateful to him for 

it -- that one of the main functions of the Agency would obviously be to see to it 

that countries which suffered from an acute shortage of conventional sources of 

energy were given the benefit of new sources of nuclear power which would help them 

develop industrially and, in general, economically. He said that this was so 

obvious that there was hardly any need to spell it out in the draft statute. The 

representative of the United States, to whom I am also grateful, pointed out, on 

the other hand, that article III would not exclude in any way the taking into account 

of the requirements of countries whose economic development was jeopardized by a 

shortage of conventional sources of power. 

Because of these clarifications and statements whichmeetour intentions, we 

see no reason to press our amendment further. 
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The CHAIRMAN: The Italian amendment has been withdrawn. 

Mr. LINDT (Switzerland): On a point of order, Mr. Chairman, I would say-

that I am very impressed by the speedy way in which we can conduct the voting, 

since it is in the interest of everyone that the voting should precede. rapidly. On 

the other hand, my delegation has just received copies of a number of revised 

amendments which, in common with other delegations, it has not yet been able to 

consider. Since we are voting on a text which has legal significance, it would be 

very difficult for my delegation, for one, to vote on these revised amendments now. 

I wonder, therefore, if it would be at all possible to delay the voting on them 

for -a certain time -- for half an hour, or some such period. If that is not 

possible, I would request that the revised texts be reintroduced by the sponsors, 

with an explanation of the reasons for the revision. This, I think, would help the 

different delegations to understand why the texts were revised, and would assist 

them to decide whether to vote in favour or against or to abstain. 

The CHAIRMAN: I understand that the representative of Switzerland would 

agree to have the sponsors called upon to explain their revised texts, and that he 

would then be in a position to vote on those texts. 

Mr. LINDT (Switzerland): I would, Mr. Chairman, 

The CHAIRMAN: In that case we shall so proceed. 

We come now to the amendment proposed by the Polish delegation in paragraph (a) 

of part A of document IAEA/CS/Art.III/Amend.2/Rev.1, which calls for the insertion 

of a new paragraph after the present paragraph A 3 of article III. I will ask the 

Secretary to read out the amendment. 

The SECRETARY: The Polish amendment proposes the insertion after the 

present paragraph 3 of a new paragraph reading: 

"to convene or sponsor international scientific and technical conferences 

on the various aspects of the peaceful uses of atomic energy". 

A vote was taken by a show of hands. 

The CHAIRMAN: There were 21 votes in favour, 19 against and 29 abstentions. 

The amendment is not adopted since it failed to obtain a two-thirds majority. 
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The CHAIRMAN: We now pass *co paragraph A 4 in the draft text. The 

amendment of the Polish delegation is contained inpparagraph(d) in 

amendment 2, revision 1 to article III. The amendment reads as follows: 

"to encourage the exchange and the training of scientists and 

experts in the field of peaceful uses of atomic energy"* 

The amendment was adopted by 78 votes. 

The CHAIRMAN: We now come to paragraph A 5, to which there is one 

amendment from the delegation of Thailand which is contained in paragraph 1̂  

of amendment 12 to article III. You will recall that the representative of 

Thailand at an earlier meeting presented a revision of the wording of this 

amendment. The Secretary will read this amendment as revised. 

The SECRETARY: The entire text of paragraph A 5 would now read: 

"to establish and administer safeguards designed to ensure that 

special fissionable and other materials, services, equipment, 

facilities, and information made available by the Agency or at 

its request or under its supervision or control are not used in 

such a way as to further any military purpose; and, to apply 

safeguards at the request of the parties to any bilateral or 

multilateral arrangement or at thti request of a State to 

any of its own activities in the field of atomic energy". 
1 

The amendment was adopted by 73 votes to none, with 3 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN: We now pass to paragraph'A 6. One of the amendments 

to this paragraph, amendment 4 to article III, has. already been adopted, leaving 

the amendment of Thailand, contained in amendment 12 to article III, and the 

amendment of Egypt, Indonesia and Syria contained in amendment 6 to article III. 

The representative of Thailand has presented a revision of this amendment, which 

I will ask the Secretary to read. -
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The SECRETARY: This revision is contained in Conference Room Paper 

No. 2. Paragraph A 6 would now read: 

"to establish or adopt standards of safety for protection of health 

and minimization of danger to life and property in consultation and 

where appropriate in collaboration with the specialized agencies concerned 

(including such,standards' for labour conditions) and to provide for the 

application of these standards to its own operations, as well as to the 

operations making use of materials, services, equipment, facilities 

and information made available by the Agency or at its request, or under 

its control or supervisionj and to provide for the application cf these -

standards, at the request of the Party, to operations under any bilateral 

or multilateral arrangement, or at the request of any State to any of 

its own activities in the field of atomic energy." 

The CHAIRMAN: We will vote first on the Thailand amendment as 

being furthest removed from,the substance of the original propo^l. 

The amendment was adopted by 74 votes to none, with 3 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN: We will now vote on amendment 6 to article III 

proposed by the delegations of Egypt, Indonesia and Syria. 

Mr. MUFTI (Syria) (interpretation from French): My delegation, -in 

full agreement with the delegations of Egypt and Indonesia, has decided to 

withdraw the amendment contained in amendment 6 to article III. The.three 

- sponsoring delegations will, however, maintain the amendment which they have 

submitted to article XIV, dealing with financial provisions. 

The CHAIRMAN:. As that amendment has been withdrawn, we now come to 

paragraph A 7, to which there is one amendment which is contained in 
-) 

amendment 3 to article III, proposed by the delegation of Czechoslovakia. 

The Secretary will read this amendment. 
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The SECRETARY: This amendment proposes the deletion of paragraph A 7. 

The amendment was rejected by 51 votes to 15, with 13 abstentions. 

) 
The CHAIRMAN: There is an amendment contained in amendment 5 to 

article III from the delegations of Denmark and Iran. I call on the Secretary 

to read this amendment. 

The SECRETARY: This amendment calls for a new paragraph A 8 to 

read as follows: 

"to ask for ouch reports on.general developments in the field 

of peaceful use of atomic energy in their respective countries as 

are considered useful for the performance.of its authorized functions". 

Mr. MAEGAARD NIELSEN (Denmark): During the debate on this amendment, 

which was suggested by the Danish and Iranian delegations, we heard certain 

arguments and we tried to amend and revise our amendment in the light of these 

remarks. First, we changed the words which had originally said "to call for" 

to read "to ask''. Second, we omitted the words "yearly reports", as certain 

countries thought that "yearly reports" might place too heavy a burden on 

some countries. 
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Further, we heard that the reports as mentioned in our amendment might 

include, first and foremost, infprmation of a practical and scientific character. 

That was not what we had in mind. Ue were thinking more alpng the lines of 

information of a general economic and statistical character. Therefore, we 

revised the amendment to ask for repprts on general developments in the field 

of the peaceful use of atomic energy. Lastly, we took the, words in ttie 

preceding paragraph A 7 and adopted them to this amendment. So that it ended 

by saying that reports should be.given by the respective countries as are , 

considered useful for the performance of the-Agency's authorised functions. We 

hope that witu these changes the amendmept will be acceptable. 

A vote was taken by a show of hands. 

The CHAIRMAN: There were 25 votes in favour, 21 against and 

32 abstentions. Thp amendment is not adopted since it failed to obtain a 

two-thirds majority. - , 

This concludes our consideration of paragraph A and the amendments to it. 

We shall now consider paragraph B of article III. Amendment 10 to article III, 

which deals with paragraph E 1, wa3 already adopted during the first reading. 

There are no amendments' to paragraphs B 2 and,B 3 and I therefore propose to 

pass on to the consideration of paragraph B 4. I understand that the representative 

of Haiti wishes to say a word about his amendment 1 to paragraph B 4 of 

article III. 

Mr. IEGER (Haiti) (interpretation from French): I have asked to speak 

before we vote on article III of the draft statute in order to explain the 

position which my delegation has decided to take with regard to its draft 

amendment l which applies to paragraph B 4 of article III. I have the honour 

to inform the Committee that my delegation is withdrawing this amendment and 

therefore accepts the present text of,paragraph B 4, with the conditions and 

reservations that I am going to state. In the determination of the functions 

of the Atomic Energy Agency, the statute of this Agency provides that if 

questions falling within the scope of the competence of the Security Council arise 

as regards the scope of the activities of the Agency, the latter will notify 
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the Security Council so that this organ which bears the main responsibility 

for peace and security could act accordingly. Considering that the provision 

which I have quoted has not mentioned the specific powers of the Organization 

of American States cr the corresponding provisions of the Charter of the 

United Nations under the heading "Regional Agreements"; considering that such 

an omission might cause a regrettable precedent, and considering that jt might 

disturb the balance which should always- prevail between the United Nations 

and the Organization of American States; and considering further that the 

Charter of the United Nations and the constant and uninterrupted practice of 

this Organization clearly indicates that Article 52 of the Charter has 

without exception been applied by the Organization of American States to 

various situations in which the maintenance of international peace and security 

was at stake, and within the limited jurisdiction and competence which the 

United Nations has established for such a regional organization, the delegation 

of Haiti declares that it must make this reservation to paragraph B 4 of _ 

article III of the statute of the International Atomic Energy Agency. 

It goes without saying that this paragraph does rot in any way affect the 

possible application of paragraphs 1, 2 and 3 of Article 52 of the Charter of 

the United Nations dealing with the competence of regional bodies. 

I wpuld ask that this reservation of ours be placed on record for all future 

purposes. I shall not conclude without extending my thanks to the representative 

of Syria for his wise and cogent arguments, which militate in favour of the 

draft that I had the honour to submit to this Conference. I will not let this 

opportunity pass without expressing my feelings of gratitude to the representative 

of Peru for the support of our draft. 

The CHAIRMAN: The statement of the representative of Haiti will 

appear in the record. Paragraphs B 4 and B 5 and the amendments tp them are 

closely interrelated and I therefore propose to take them together. The 

amendments to paragraph B 4 are contained in amendment 2, revision l,to 

article III, sponspred by Poland, and in amendment 7 to article III, sponsored 

,' by the Philippines. The amendment from Haiti has been withdrawn. There is 

one amendment to paragraph B 5 which is contained in part 2 of Philippine 

amendment 7* The Committee will vote first on the Philippine amendment to 

paragraph B 4 of article III. Before calling on the representative of 

the Philippines, I will ask the Secretary to read that amendment. 
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The SECRETARY: The Philippine amendment to paragraph B 4 reads as 

follows: 

"4. submit annual reports on its activities to the General Assembly 

and, when appropriate, to the Security Council, the Economic and 

Social Council, and other organs of the United Nations, on matters 

within their respective competence;" 

Mr. SERRANO (Philippines): At the plenary meeting of the Conference, 

the Philippine delegation announced its attitude with regard to this statute 

in categorical terms, namely that while we feel that there are certain parts 

of this statute which may be improved, and we will offer our suggestions 

for such improvement, we will nevertheless not press for such improvement if we 

feel that,it will not carry the support of the great majority of this 

Committee. 

It appearing in the course of,the debate on this amendment that apprehensions 

have been expressed that this might upset the pattern of the contemplated' 

relationship between the Agency and the United Nations organs, both on the 

system of reporting and modification, we are willing and we are pleased to 

withdraw this amendment in order to expedite the approval of the statute and 

the consequent creation of the Agency. 

The CHAIRMAN: Has the representative of the Philippines withdrawn 

the two amendments to both paragraphs? 

Mr. SERRANO (Philippines): , Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN: The two amendments have been withdraw. The Committee 

will now vote on amendment 2, revision 1, to paragraph,B 4 of article III. I 

will ask the Secretary to read out the amendment. 



AU/dk IAEA/CS/OR.22 
19 

The SECRETARY: The Polish amendment to paragraph B 4 reads as follows: 

"4. submit annual,reports on its activities to the General Assembly 

of the United Nations ..." , 

The rest of the paragraph.reads as before. 

Sir Alec RANDALL -(Unite.d Kingdom): On this point I wonder whether 

it might not be better, instead of inserting the word."annual" before the word 

"reports" — and this is really a drafting change — to insert the. word 

"annually" after the word "activities". Then it would be quite clear that the 

provision for annual reports only applies to the reports of the General Assembly 

and not to the Security Council., I would like to put this forward in case the 

representative of Poland would like to accept this suggestion. 

The CHAIRMAN: Do.es the representative of Poland accept this drafting 

suggestion? 

Mr. KATZ-SUCHY (Poland): If the Committee will accept, I will accept 

it too. 

The CHAIRMAN:- Is there any objection to the text suggested by the 

United Kingdom representative? 

Sir Percy SPENDER (Australia): I do not desire to do any more than 

say that the observations that I made upon this in the course of the debate 

still appertain and that I could not accept either -the amendment wh;Lch has been 

forward by Poland or the alteration suggested by the United Kingdom. 

Tbe CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now on the amendment, including 

the suggestion made by the representative of the United Kingdom. 

The amendment as revised was adopted by 72 votes to 2,'with 7 abstentions. 

http://Do.es
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The CHAIRMAN: The Committee has now concluded its consideration of 

paragraph B,. As there are no amendments to paragraph C, we shall"now consider 

paragraph D. There is one amendment to this paragraph sponsored by the 

delegation of Poland, contained in amendment 2, reyision 1, to article III. 

I will ask the Secretary to read out the amendment. 
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The SECRETARY: The paragraph would read as follows: 

"The activities of the Agency, including those provided for in 

Article XII, paragraph A 6, shall be carried out and the agreements 

between a State or group of States and the Agency shall be concluded 

with due observance of the sovereign rights of States and in 

accordance with the provisions of the statute". 

A vote was taken by show of hands. 

The CHAIRMAN: The result of the vote is as follows: 21 in favour; 

34 against; 25 abstentions. Accordingly, the amendment is not adopted, it 

having failed to receive a two-thirds majority. -

We shall now vote on article III as a whole, as amended. 

Mr. BHABHA (India): I wish to raise a point of order. We feel that 

the inclusion of the words "in accordance with the provisions of the 

statute" after the word "Agency" in paragraph D of rticle III of the draft 

statute would somewhat clarify its meaning. Therefore, if the Committee 

agrees, we propose that it be submitted to the Co-ordination Committee to make 

this change. The suggestions is that the words "in accordance with the 

provisions of the statute" be added to the present paragraph D after the word 

"Agency" in the second line. 

The CHAIRMAN: The matter will be- sent to the Co -ordination 

Committee. 

We shall now vote on article III as a whole, as amended. 

Article III as amended was adopted by &L votes. 

The CHAIRMAN: I shall now give the floor to those representatives 

wishing to make explanations of their votes, and I call on the representative 

of Yugoslavia. 
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Mr. HPJIES (Yugoslavia): As a result of your wise decision, 

Mr. Chairman, to have the explanations after the votes, my brief statement will 

be even shorter because I shall not have to comment on those amendments which 

have been withdrawn in the meantime. With regard to the remaining amendments 

upon which we acted, I should like to explain our vctes on some of them. 

First I should like to explain our abstention on the amendment submitted 

by Poland that would put i!nto the statute a provision for the calling of 

conferences. In the light of the general attitude, which we share, that 'too 

specific provisions should not be included in the statute, we could not vote 

for it. Ue abstained from voting on it because we felt that a negative vote 

might imply that .we do not appreciate the intention of the delegation of Poland 

that international conferences should be convened. As a matter of fact, I 

should wish to have it on record that we understand that it is the general 

consensus of the States now gathered here to establish this Agency, that the 

Agency should convene such conferences as it might deem appropriate. 

There was another amendment submitted by the representative of Poland, 

to article III, paragraph D. Ue voted for it although we do not think that 

there is a great difference'in substance between the original text and the 

text as it was proposed to be amended. We, however, felt that the emphasis 

in the text submitted by the representative of Poland would be clearer and 

more specific and, therefore, we expressed our preference for this wording and 

voted for it. We believe and hope that the text as it stands, with the 

possible addition made in the Co-ordination Committee, will always be so 

construed as to take fully into regard the sovereignty of States that may enter 

into relationship with the Agency and to take it into account after the 

agreement has been signed as well as during the negotiation of agreements. 

I should also like to say a few words on our vote, wh'ich was a negative 

vote, on the amendment submitted by the representative of Czechoslovakia to 

delete paragraph A 7, that is, to eliminate the borrowing power of the Agency. 

It has been submitted -- and we have listened with great interest to the 

argument -- that this borrowing power may result in placing too heavy a burden 

on members of the Agency. We feel, however, that any kind of activities may be 

unadvisedly used and thereby cause harm but we do not believe that', because of 

the possibility that such things might happen, the category of' borrowing should 

be excluded --a category of financing which is so common and useful in the 
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lives of private persons, enterprises, States and international organizations. 

We trust that other provisions in the statute -will give us sufficient safeguards 

so that the borrowing power of the Agency will be used wisely and with moderation 

and caution. We feel that a complete elimination,might cause harm,particularly 

in the initial stages of the work of the Agency, and that is why we voted against 

the deletion of this sub-paragraph. 

Finally, I should like to say that ve voted -- together with the 

overwhelming majority, as we noted with great pleasure -- for the amendments 

submitted by the -representative of Thailand on the possible expansion and general 

application -- I may say, universal application -- of safeguards. We believe 

that this is a desirable goal and we hope that the work of the Agency might 

produce beneficial.results in this respect. I have particularly in mind such 

safeguards as those concerning health and security in the world, to which 

scientists have drawn our attention so eloquently. 

Mr. URQUIA (El Salvador)(interpretation from Spanish): Because cf 

special circumstances, my delegation could not intervene in the general/debate 

at the beginning'of the Conference, but we followed with growing interest the 

debate on the draft statute of the International Agency and the numerous 

amendments presented by many delegations. We shall now take the liberty of 

briefly explaining our vote on the Washington text and on the amendments that 

have just been voted upon. , ' 

The general idea behind our comments is the idea that an exaggerated number 

of amendments should not be introduced, not only because this text is the result 

of patient work-by a highly qualified group but because this is an organic body 

whose delicate balance could be upset if we were not to act very prudently in any 

modifications we make. 

As the representative of a country that is desirous of acquiring the benefits 

of atomic energy in medicine, in industry and in other fields of activity, I have 

viewed with the greatest sympathy nhose amendments directed towards the training 

of nationals in this great new adventure. We were especially interested in the 

proposals of Haiti on the one hand and Bolivia and Ecuador on the other hand, 

with a view to having the Agency empowered to encourage students in various 

countries by the granting of scholarships in the field of the peaceful utilization 
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of atomic energy and with the object of establishing a world atomic 

university. 

We also viewed with pleasure the Polish amendment whereby the Agency could 

call international conferences concerning various aspects of the peaceful uses of 

atomic energy and be empowered to publish a journal. A general objection was 

raised that in an instrument of a constitutional nature such as this statute 

it is not a good idea to include provisions of a specific nature, which should be 

left rather to the future development of the Agency and to the activities of the 

General Conference and the Board of Governors. We support this to a certain 

degree but we do not think we should bo too rigid in applying such a criterion,-

nor do we think that it was applied too rigidly, since in the draft statute there 

are certain provisions which are far from being simply general in nature. For 

example, with regard to the amendments proposed by Haiti, Bolivia and Ecuador, 

we do not think that we would be greatly altering the nature of the statute if 

we were to introduce into it provision: with regard to the granting of 

scholarships and the establishment of J. research centre. We liked the form in 

which Haiti put its amendment and we were ready to support it, although we would 

also have supported the Polish amendment to sub-paragraph 4, according to which .' 

the Agency could encourage the training.and the exchange of scientists in the 

field of the peaceful utilization of atomic energy. 

With regard to the Bolivian amendment,.we said that at the present time there 

was no nuclear science, properly speaking. I think, indeed, this was the 

objection raised by France. This simply meant that we could not speak of the 

establishment of a research centre or atomic centre but that we should simply 

think of a training centre for the peaceful uses of atomic energy. 

It occurred to us to make a comment with regard to the name of the centre. 

The name "world atomic university" was suggested, but it does not seem very 

appropriate for the kind of institution that the Latin American representatives 

had in mind. A university is an institution which spreads knowledge of a" 

philosophical or scientific nature, whether abstract or applied science, political 

science or some other kind. 

NR/eig 
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Thus, the term "university" would not be so appropriate for a research 

centre. 

That observation, and the cces presented by the representative of France 

and other representatives, led my delegation to suggest to the delegations of 

Ecuador and Bolivia that a change should be made in the language -- but not in 

the spirit --of their amendment. We felt that, instead of the present wording 

of their amendment -- namely, "to establish a World University of the Atom for 

research in and tihe teaching of nuclear science" — the following wording should 

be used: "to establish a research and training centre for the peaceful uses 

of atomic energy". Had that substitution been made, the amendment of the 

Bolivian and Ecuadorean delegations might indeed have been adopted. 

We agree, however, with the decision adopted by the Committee this afternoon 

to refer this amendment to the Co-ordination Commission so that it may be duly 

taken into account by the General Conference. 

We supported the amendment to article III, paragraph A 1, submitted by the 

delegation of Mexico, because we believe that the addition of the words "research 

on, and development" in the final phrase of than paragraph would serve to 

maintain the necessary equilibrium and would enlarge the scope of the functions 

provided for in the article. , 

The first amendment to article III submitted by the Haitian delegation 

proposed that the following should be added to paragraph B 4: 

"Nothing in this paragraph shall affect the possible application 

of Article 52, paragraphs 1, 2 and 3, of the United Nations Charter 

concerning the competence of regional agencies". 

Under paragraph B 4 of article III, the Agency would submit reports on its 

activities to the General Assembly of the United Nations and when appropriate to 

the Security Council. The paragraph continues: 

"if in connexion with the activities of the Agency there should arise 

questions that are within the competence of the Security Council, the 

Agency shall notify the Security Council, as the organ bearing the 

main responsibility for the maintenance of international peace and 

security, and may also take the measures open to it under this statute, 

including those provided in paragraph C of article XII". 
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I quite understand the concern of the delegation of Haiti. It wishes to 

maintain the powers and importance of regional organizations, and in particular 

the Organization of American States to which we belong. These powers are indeed 

recognized and guaranteed in Article $2 of the United Nations Charter. This same 

concern is also expressed in an amendment proposed by the delegation of Haiti to 

article XII (amendment 2). This amendment reads: 

"in any case where the activities described in this article would 

indicate a situation likely to affect international peace and security, 

the Agency shall co-ordinate the proposed measures with the action'of 

existing regional agencies recognized as such under Article $2 of the 

United Nations Charter". 

We feel that both amendments submitted in this respect by the delegation 

of Haiti have the same objective, and that it would be sufficient to adopt the 

one to article XII of the draft statute J which relates to the Agency safeguards. 

We think that the adoption of that amendment would assure that the powers and 

rights of regional organizations would be guaranteed. Furthermore, the Agency 

would certainly co-ordinate its activities with those of the legional 

organizations, since that is called for by the United Nations Charter. That is 

why we abstained from the vote on the amendment proposed by Haiti to article III, 

paragraph B 4. However, without making an express reservation in this connexion, 

we should like to say that we share the position taken by the representative of 

Haiti on this matter. 

Mr. QUIROGA-GALDO (Bolivia)(interpretation from Spanish): I should like 

very briefly to comment once again on the amendment submitted by the delegations 

of Bolivia and Ecuador concerning the establishment of a World-University of the 

Atom. 

Although the majority of opinions expressed on this subject in the Committee 

was not favourable to the immediate implementation of our suggestion, and its 

inclusion in.the draft statute of bhe International'Atomic Energy Agency, it must 

be noted with satisfaction that the idea of establishing an international 

institution for research in and the beaching of nuclear science awakened the 

interest and curiosity which any novel plan deserves. 
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We were told by speakers during the debate that our proposal was audacious 

and daring. I am very grateful to the representatives' who made that comment. 

Had that indeed been the principal characteristic of the proposal, we could have 

stated without any doubt that its implementation was assured. Goethe tells us 

that one can create only with passion and imagination --in other words, with 

audacity. 

Our suggestion did̂  not'fall on deaf ears. Mr. Wadswortir, the United States 

representative, with the authority which he enjoys because of his great culture 

and his deep knowledge of economic, political and scientific questions, 

manifested his delegation's interest in the establishment of a World University 

of the Atom, on the lines suggested by Ecuador and Bolivia -- on condition, 

however, that the subject should be submitted to the Preparatory Commission for 

a detailed study. The representative of Brazil made the same comment. He 

demonstrated a keen interest in our proposal. The representative of Indonesia 

encouraged us to persist in working for the achievement of our goal, sooner or 

later. The representative of Uruguay, Mr. Rodriguez Fabregat, said that he could 

not share the opinion that this was neither the time nor the place to raise the 

question of establishing this University. He said that, on the contrary, this 

was precisely the time and the place to discuss research in nuclear science, 

since nothing of the kind was provided for in the draft statute, and that that 

statute should at least contain an expression of a desire that such a 

university should be established and that a detailed discussion on the subject . 

should be held. The representatives of France, the United Kingdom, China and 

Australia, after having recognized the value and importance of the suggestion of 

Ecuador and Bolivia, stated that, in their opinion, the time had not come to 

carry the idea any further. On the other hand, the representatives of Haiti and 

Syria supported our amendment without reservation. That was also the case of the 

representatives of Costa Rica and El Salvador. Those representatives, however, 
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suggested that the title "World University of the Atom" should be replaced by 

a title with a more restricted meaning. We were not able to accept that 

suggestion, since we believed that it would detract*somewhat from the high 

inspiration which we wish the University to have. 

In conclusion, I simply wish to say that the delegation of Bolivia welcomes 

the unanimous decision just taken by the Committee to refer our amendment to the 

Preparatory Commission and subsequently to the Board of Governors. I believe 

that the effect of this decision is to ensure that the implementation of the 

proposal to establish a World University of the Atom is underway, that it is only 

a question of time until the University will be finally established, and that 

this University will become a great centre for co-ordinating and disseminating 

information on atomic science --in other words, it will be the alma mater of the 

thought of the atomic age. 
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Article V (continued) 

The CHAIRMAN: The representative of Sweden addressed a question to 

the Secretary-General at our meeting last Friday afternoon, with a request that 

the question should he answered before the Committee voted on article V. 

The Secretary-General will not be able to make his reply personally this 

afternoon because his presence is required in.the Security Council. He has 

asked Mr. Bunche, the Under-Secretary, to present his statement for him. 

Mr. BUNCHE (Under-Secretary): I have been asked by the Secretary-

General to make the following statement on his behalf. 

With respect to the question directed to me by the representative of Sweden 

at the fifth meeting of this Committee last Friday afternoon, I wish to make a 

few comments. I say "comments" because I cannot claim what I shall now say is a 

full answer to the question posed. 

Mr. Sandler referred specifically to a provision of a Secretariat paper 

entitled "Summary of Internal Secretariat Studies of Constitutional Questions 

Relating to Agencies Within the Framework of the United Nations , which, as 

document A/c.l/758, was presented to the First Committee of the General Assembly 

on 15 November 195^, in response to a request in the Committee. This 

particular paragraph referred to the possibility of creating by treaty a new 

international body on behalf of which the General Assembly of the United Nations 

might 

"perform some or all of the functions normally performed by a general 

conference of Members, such as general policy direction", 

while the operational autonomy of the new body would be protected by the treaty. 

In response to Mr. Sandler's specific question, I may say that in the 

preparation, in pursuance of the request by the General Assembly, of my study 

of thd question of the relationship of the International Atomic Energy Agency 

to the United Nations, which is before this Conference as document IAEA/CS/5, 

careful consideration was given to all types of relationship and liaison between 

international bodies. In this regard, I might point out that the paragraph in 

question in the 1954 summary -- that is, paragraph 11 -- dealt with an altogether 

hypothetical situation. It pointed to one theoretical alternative in a wide 

range of relationship possibilities in establishing by treaty a new international 

organization. Our conclusion was that other ways than the one indicated would 

better provide for the desirable relationship. 
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It will be.recalled that when the question of relationship was first discussed 

in the General Assembly the views expressed revealed a wide difference of opinion 

among the Members. This diversity of positions, ranging from a very close to a quite 

loose relationship, suggested strongly the desirability, if not the necessity, of 

a moderate approach to the question, although one which need not be wholly done 

by established patterns of relationship between the United Nations and the 

specialized agencies. 

The essentially operational function of the projected new agency, the assumption 

from the beginning that it would have its own statute, the possibility of variation 

in membership between the two bodies, were factors which had to weigh heavily in 

any definition of the new agency's relationship with the United Nations. 

It was important to take interrelated objectives fully into account to the end, 

for example, that the new agency might be permitted to enjoy full autonomy in its 

operations while having a relationship with the United Nation's sufficiently close 

to guarantee the effective co-ordination of its programmes'and activities with those 

of other organizations in the United Nations complex. 

Such considerations became basic premises of the study in your hand. What is 

sought is a close and effective working relationship rather than organic integration: 

a relationship which can be of mutual benefit to the two organizations. As I have 

indicated in an earlier statement to this Conference, I think the principles set forth 

in the study before you provide the basis for a practicable, workable and effective 

relationship if they find expression in the agreement between the two organizations. 

Mr.< SANDLER (Sweden)(interpretation from French): Everybody understands 

why the Secretary-General is absent today, and I should like to thank Mr. Bunche 

for having been kind enough to read us this statement on his behalf in answer to my 

question. It is a statement which deserves our serious attention. 

The main purpose which I sought when I asked for clarification was to have 

that clarification on record. In this statement I find an assurance that the 

different modalities of relationship between the Agency and the United Nations have 

been carefully weighed and appraised, and that, as a result of this investigation, 

the Secretary-General has come to the conclusion that the present structure, as 

provided for in the draft statute, is the most preferable. 
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The problem, as I see it, is to find the best possible balance between two 

considerations --on the one.hand, the maximum of effectiveness in the discharge of 

the functions of the Agency; on the other hand to give to the General Assembly of 

the United Nations an opportunity to obtain a sufficiently adequate picture of the 

Agency's activities and to make its own superior judgement prevail over certain 

parts of these which necessarily fall within the United Nations scope of 

competence. I have in mind control matters. 

From this it follows that the Swedish delegation considers that the structure 

which is at present proposed is sufficiently justified for the reasons heard in the 
i 

statement, and my delegation is therefore'prepared to give its support to article V 

without any substantive change. Furthermore, I think that it is rather remarkable 

in view of the interest which was evinced in the course of previous statements on 

this question of relationship that there is not a single amendment today on this 

subject. This is a fact which argues tacit approval of the study made by the 

Secretary-General, about which comments were presented today for which I am grateful 

to Mr. Bunche. 

Mr. LIVERAN (Israel)': I should like to explain the votes of my delegation 

on two of the amendments which have been adopted. I refer to the amendments 

submitted by Thailand. My delegation was able to vote for them because of the 

changes that have been made in them since we first discussed them. As for the other 

amendment proposed after the adoption of article III by the delegation of India, 

my delegation must confess that as at this time it is una*ble to grasp either the 

purpose or the effect of that amendment. Therefore, if any change should be made 

in paragraph D my delegation would request the right to have it discussed in the 

open conference. 

Article IV (continued) 

The : We come now to article IV, to which there are three 

amendments, two relating to paragraph A and the other to paragraph B. The proposed 

amendments to paragraph A are contained in document IAEA/CS/Art.IV/Amend.1, submitted 

by Hungary, and in document IAEA/CS/Art.IV/Amend.3, submitted by the USSR. 
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Mr. KOS (Hungary): The objective of the proposed Hungarian amendment 

to article IV is the same as that of amendment 3, namely, to ensure the universality 

of the Agency in the matter of its membership. Since the proposed texts are almost 

identical, the Hungarian delegation withdraws its amendment and fully supports that ' 

submitted by the Soviet Union. 

The CHAIRMAN: The amendment submitted by the Hungarian delegation has 

been withdrawn. We shall, therefore, vote on amendment 3 submitted by the 

Soviet Union. 

Mr. BROICH-OPPERT (Federal Republic of Germany): I wish to request a 

roll-call vote in accordance-with rule 2$ of the rules of procedure. 

The CHAIRMAN: A vote by roll call has been requested. I shall ask the 

Secretary to read the text of the Soviet amendment. 

The SECRETARY: The Soviet amendment to article IV calls for the redrafting 

of paragraph A to read: 

"The founder members of the International Atomic Energy Agency shall be 

those States which ahall have signed this Statute within ninety days 

after it is opened for'signature and shall have deposited an instrument 

of ratification.", 
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A vote *was taken by roll call. 

India, having been drawn by lot by the Chairman, was called upon to vote first. 

In favour: 

Against: 

Abstaining: 

India, Indonesia, Poland, Romania, Saudi Arabia, Syria, 

Ukranian Soviet Socialist Republics, Union of Soviet 

Socialist Republics, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Afghanistan, 

Albania, Bulgaria, Burma, Byleorussian Soviet Socialist 

Republic, Ceylon, Czechoslovakia, Egypt, Hungary. 

Iraq, Italy, Japan, Republic of Korea, Mexico, Netherlands, 

New Zealand,'Nicaragua, Norway, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, 

Philippines, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, Thailand, Turkey, 

Union of South Africa, United Kingdom of Great Britain and 

Northern Ireland, United States of America, Uruguay, 

Vatican City, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Argentina, Australia, 

Belgium, Brazil, Canada, Chile, China, Colombia, Costa Rica, 

Cuba, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, 

France, Federal Republic of Germany, Greece, Guatemala, 

Honduras, Iceland. 

Iran, Israel, Jordan, Lebanon, Liberia, Libya, Monaco, 

Morocco, Pakistan, Sudan, Switzerland, Tunisia, Austria, 

Bolivia, Ethiopia, Haiti. 

The amendment was rejected by 45 votes to 19, with l6. abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN: We now pass to paragraph B of article IV, to which there is 

one amendment, that of Egypt, Indonesia and Syria contained in document 

IAEA/CS/Art.IV/Amend.2. I understood the representative of Syria to say during the 

first reading that the sponsors of the amendment would be prepared to withdraw the 

second sentence. I should like confirmation from the representative of Syria that 

this amendment would now apply to the first sentence of paragraph B only. 

,̂ 
Mr. MUFTI (Syria)(interpretation from French): I think it might be 

preferable to have the text of this amendment read out, and with permission I shall 

proceed to read it. The text is now as follows: 

"Other members of the Agency shall be those States, whether or not Members 

of the United Nations or of any of the specialized agencies, which deposit an 

instrument of acceptance of this Statute after their membership has been 

approved by the General Conference. 
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"In approving a State for.membership, the General Conference shall 

determine that the State is able and willing to carry out the obligations 

of membership in the Agency, duly taking into account the possibility 

and desire of this State to act in accord with the principles and 

purposes set forth in the United Nations Charter". 

I want to point out that the text of this amendment has been reworded so as to ' 

retain the sentence contained in the original text about-the purposes and 

principles of the Charter. The three delegations felc that this text should be 

reworded in this manner in. order to meet the wishes expressed by several other 

delegations. 

The.result cf the vote was 22 in favour, 36 against, with 17 abstentions. 

The amendment was not adopted, having failed to obtain the required 

two-thirds majority. 

Article IV as a whole was adopted by 75 votes to none, with 4 abstentions. 

Mr. URQUIA (El Salvador) (interpretation from Spanish): My delegation 

did not agree with the Soviet amendment to article IV, paragraph A, because it 

tended to delete an element which we felt should be included in paragraph A, 

namely, the mention of the members of the United Nations and the specialized 

agencies as initial members. We all remember that when, for the first time, 

the Gener.al Assembly agreed on the calling of a conference at Geneva, it was ' 

agreed that we should invite the Members of the United Nations or any of 

the specialized agencies, and we also know that those attending the present 

Conference are members of the United Nations or of the specialized agencies. It 

would thus be natural that we should consider as initial members those who are 

participating in the Conference and who, in the course of time, will deposit an 

instrument 01 ratification. 

With'regard to paragraph B, my delegation felt that it should not vote 

against the amendment proposed by Egypt, Syria and Indonesia. We thought that the 

text could be improved. I should like to suggest to the Secretariat that in the 

Spanish^translation, in article IV, paragraph b, there are a few vords that do not 

agree with bhe sense expressed in the English and French texts. Paragraph B states 

that - s 

"other members shall be those States,whether or not Members of the 

United Nations..." 
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because a case may arise in which some State which has attended the .Conference 

will not sign the instrument, or will not deposit its ratification of the 

instrument. In that case, although a Member of the United Nations or of the 

specialized agencies, it might nevertheless De included in paragraph B but not 

in paragraph A. I would ask the Secretariat to communicate this matter to the 

Spanish translators. 

The CHAIRMAN: The Secretariat will take cognizance of this suggestion. 

Mr. ESKELUND (Denmark): During the first reading of article IV, it 

was suggested by quite a few speakers that this really was a question of whether 

or not China should be a Member. The Danish Government's point of view as to 

who should hold the seat of China is very well known, but I think I was helped 

in my consideration of these amendments of the Soviet Union, and it was very, 

emphatically stated that these amendments had nothing whatever to do with the 

question of China. 

As to the amendment of Egypt, Indonesia and Syria, contained in amendment 2, 

we voted against it, taking the point of view that the provisions in that 

amendment are really covered by the text now in the statute. 

Mr. QUIROGA-GALDO (Bolivia) (interpretation from Spanish): My 

delegation abstained with relation to two amendments presented by the Soviet 

Union and by Egypt, Indonesia and Syria respectively, relating to the necessary 

qualifications to becoming an initial member of the Agency. 

We did so because on the one hand my delegation has always maintained in 

the General Assemblies of the United Nations the unavoidable necessity that the 

International Atomic Energy Agency should be universal, and we should also bear 

in mind that it is for the United Nations to take a decision with regard to those 

States which still are not Members of the United Nations. 
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Mr. MUFTI (Syria) (interpretation from French): My delegation 

abstained when the vote was taken on article IV because in its present text 

this article is not of a nature to permit the principle of universality to apply 

fully to the question of admission of new Members. This article places obstacles 

in the path of the admission of new Members which would be regrettable. 

The CHAIRMAN: We shall now* come to the vote on article V and the 

amendments thereto. There are two amendments to paragraph A of this article. 

There is amendment 2 to article V presented by Czechoslovakia and amendment 7 

to article V presented by Fakistan. We will first vote on amendment 7 to 

article V presented by Pakistan- I will ask the Secretary to read that / 

amendment. 

t 

The SECRETARY: The Pakistan amendment to article V, paragraph A, 

reads as follows: 

"in the second line, replace 'may' by 'shall'. The paragraph will then 

read: 

'A General Conference consisting of representatives of all 

members shall meet in regular annual session and in such special 

sessions as shall be convened by the Director General at the 

request of the Board of Governors or of a majority of members'." 

The Pakistan amendment was adopted by 79 votes to 1, with 1 abstention. 

The CHAIRMAN: We will now vote on the Czechoslovak amendment contained 

in amendment 2 to article V, which is to add the following sentence in paragraph A: 

"The sessions shall take place at the headquarters of the Agency 

unless otherwise deteimined". 

The amendment was adopted by 72 votes to 2, with 4 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN: There is no amendment to paragraph B of article V. 

There is one amendment to paragraph C from Denmark, Norway and Sweden contained 

in amendment 5 to article V. I will ask the Secretary to read that amendment. 
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The SECRETARY: The text of paragraph C of article V would now read: 

"The General Conference shall elect a President and such other 

officers as may be required at the beginning of each session. They 

shall hold office for the duration of the session. The General 

Conference,subject to the provisions of this Statute, shall adopt 

its own rules of procedure. Each member shall have one vote. 

Decisions pursuant to article XIV (H), XVIII (B) and XIX,(B) 

shall be made by a two-thirds majority of the members present and 

voting. Decisions on other questions including the determination 

of additional categories of[questions to be decided by a two-thirds 

majority, shall be made by a majority of the members present and 

voting. A majority of members shall constitute a quorum". 

DR/bb 
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Mr. ENGEN (Norway): As the Committee -will recall from our discussion 

of this amendment, the representative of my delegation made a suggestion, in order 

to clarify the purposes of this amendment, that we should add two words in the 

third line of amendment 5 to article V, namely, to insert after the word 

"additional" the words "questions or". I shall read out the whole sentence: 

"Decisions on other questions including the determination of additional 

questions or'categories of questions to be decided by a two-thirds 

majority..." 

That would be the text which I would request you, Mr. Chairman, to submit to the 

Committee. 

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now vote on the amendment which 

includes the alteration proposed by the representative of Norway. 

Mr. EL-KHARADLI (Egypt): A point of order. I understand that the 

voting on this amendment will not prevent this Committee from considering 

amendments to any of these three articles during this session. If we should 

think of amending any of these three articles during this session, we would not 

be bound by this vote. I am referring to paragraph H of article XIV, paragraph B 

of article XVIII and paragraph B of article XIX. 

The CHAIRMAN: The rules provide that any revision of a decision taken 

by the Committee will require a two-thirds majority to reopen the discussion 

and have any change introduced. Rule 27 of the rules of procedure would apply. 

The amendment, as revised, was adopted by 66 votes to 3, with 10 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN: Amendment 8 to article V, sponsored by Indonesia and 

Pakistan, proposes the insertion of a new paragraph between paragraphs C and D. 

I understand that the sponsors of this amendment will accept the proposed 

substitution of the words "to the membership" for the words "to the members". 

I will ask the Secretary to read out the amendment in this form. 
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The SECRETARY: The new paragraph between paragraphs C and D would, read 

as follows: 

"The'General Conference may discuss any questions or any matters 

within the .scope of the present statute or relating to the powers and 

functions of any organs provided for in the present statute, and may 

make recommendations to the membership of the Agency or to the Board 

of Governors or to both on any such questions or matters." 

The amendment was adopted by 76 votes to none, with 4 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN: We now come to paragraph D of article V. There are 

several amendments to this paragraph and I propose that the Committee should vote 

first on amendment 1 to article V, sponsored by Poland. I will ask the 

Secretary to read out that amendment. 

. The SECRETARY: The Polish amendment to paragraph D of article V is to 

add a new paragraph as follows: 

*'l. to determine the general policy of the Agency."' 

The amendment was rejected-by 37 votes to 24, with 18 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now vote on amendment 8 to 

article V, sponsored by Indonesia and Pakistan. I will ask the Secretary to 

read out the amendment. 

The.SECRETARY: The amendment of Indonesia and Pakistan to paragraph D 

of article V is to delete the first phrase of paragraph D and to substitute the 

following phrase: "D. The General Conference shall:" 

The amendment was adopted by 73 votes to none, with 2 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN: With the adoption of this amendment, there is a 

consequential amendment contained in amendment 8 to paragraph D 4 of article V. 
I will ask the Secretary to read out the amendment. 

The SECRETARY: The consequential amendment to the adoption of the 

amendment just voted on is to delete the word "to" at the beginning of 

paragraph D 1-9. 
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The CHAIRMAN: There is no need to vote on this consequential 

amendment. 

The next vote will be taken on amendment 8 to paragraph 3 of article V. 

I will ask the Secretary to read out that amendment. 

The SECRETARY: This amendment is to add a new sub-paragraph 10 

in paragraph D to read as follows: 

"10. approve the appointment of the Director General." 

* The amendment was adopted by 77 votes to 1, with 1 abstention. 

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now vote on amendment 4 to 

paragraph D 8 of article V. The revision to this amendment is before the 

Committee in Conference Room Paper No. 3* I will ask the Secretary to read out 

*chis text. 

The SECRETARY: The revised amendment of Egypt, Indonesia and Syria to 

paragraph D 8 reads as follows: 

"8. to approve rules and limitations regarding the exercise of' 

borrowing powers by the Board, in accordance with paragraph G of 

Article XIV; to approve rules regarding the acceptance of voluntary 

contributions to the Agency; and to approve the manner in which the 

general fund referred to in paragraph F of article XIV may be used." 

Mr. ESKELUND (Denmark): A point of order. I do not know whether the 

three sponsors are aware that if the question of receiving voluntary contributions 

is submitted to approval by the General Conference, no voluntary contributions can 

be accepted until next year. 

Mr. WADSWORTH: (United States of America): I have a very brief comment 

to what has just been said by the representative of Denmark. I do not think that 

will be quite the case. Here we call upon the Conference to approve rules and 

limitations concerning the acceptance of voluntary contributions. Therefore, 

I do not believe that will be the case. My own point of order though was to 

suggest that in order that the Co-ordination Committee should not have to do it 
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themselves, we should take out the words "to" in front of the words "approve" 

wherever they appear in this paragraph, to make them conform to the amendments 

already approved by this Committee. 

The CHAIRMAN: It is quite consequential and I think that the 

Committee agrees with it. 
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The amendment was adopted by 65 votes to 1, with 15 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN:. The Philippine amendment to paragraph E, contained -

in document IAEA/cs/Art.V/Amend.6;having been withdrawn, the Committee will now 

vote on the amendments to paragraph E contained in paragraphs 5, 6 and ,7 of 

document IAEA/cS/Art.V/Amend.8, which I shall ask the Secretary to read. 

The SECRETARY: The amendments suggested by Indonesia and Pakistan to 

article V, paragraph E, are. as follows: 

"Delete paragraph E l . 

"Replace subparagraph E 2 by the following E l : 'to take decisions on 

any matter specifically referred to the General Conference for this 

purpose by the Board.'." 

There is a consequential amendment to change the number of the present 

E 3 to E 2. 

The amendments vere adopted by 63 votes to 1, with l4 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now vote on article V as a whole, as 

amended. 

Article V, as amended, was adopted by 79 votes to none, with 1 abstention. 

The CHAIRMAN: I shall now call upon those representatives who wish 

to'explain their votes. 

Mr. SERRANO (Philippines): When the Philippines withdrew its 

amendment to this article, the withdrawal was inspired by the fact that the 

basic purpose of the amendment was fulJy served by the amendment introduced by 

Indonesia and Pakistan which was already approved by this Committee. That was 

the reason why we voted in favour of the amendment of Indonesia and Pakistan, 

and that is the reason also why we abstained from voting on the amendment that 

was introduced by Poland on the same subject, upon the principle that the 

purpose of the Polish amendment is already fully served by the amendment of 

Indonesia and Pakistan. 
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Mr. JOUBIANC-RIVAS (Mexico)(interpretation from Spanish): My 

delegation abstained from voting on articles IV and V as a.whole for the reasons 

stated by the head of the Mexican delegation in the plenary meeting of this 

Conference, reasons which we'repeated a few days ago before this Committee when 

we were discussing-an amendment proposed by Egypt, Indonesia and Syria to 

article IV, paragraph 9. Mexico feels that the General Conference, the principal 

organ cf the Agency, has been relegated to a secondary place in the exercise of 

the activities of the Agency, whereas the principal role has been given to the 

Board of Governors which, in our'opinion, ought to be subject to the General 

Conference. Furthermore, we would like to have seen a more democratic nature 

given to the Board of Governors, that is to say, broader participation by 

countries which do not yet have a technique available to them in the field of 

atomic energy. . 

I should like to take-advantage of this occasion to state that my delegation 

will also abstain,when^a vote is taken on article VI as a whole. I would like 

to have this statement of mine shown on the record. 

Mr. AHMAD (Pakistan): With regard to article V, which as amended has 

been adopted, I should like to say'a few words on a point of clarification. 

When the amendments to this article were under discussion, the representative 

of Denmark suggested.that, after the General Conference has made a recommendation 

to the Board of Governors on any.matter which it discusses or after it has taken 

a decision on any matter, the Board of Governors could report to the General 

Conference the action taken on the recommendations of the General Conference. 

At that time I associated myself wholeheartedly with this suggestion, as I 

thought that it was a very good suggestion and would bring about a greater 

harmony between the Board of Governors and the General Conference and also keep 

the General Conference informed as to the progress of the work of the Agency. 

Although it was at that time too late to incorporate that idea in the resolution 

itself, yet we felt that that clarification should be on record, and I now take ' 

the opportunity of repeating that point in the hope that it will go on record and 

that it will meet with the general approval of this Committee, so that when the 

Preparatory Commission is considering this subject and laying down the detailed 

rules of procedure it might give sympathetic consideration to it and include it 
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or something similar in the rules,of procedure. I hope that this clarification 

which I have sought has the approval of the general body here and that the 

point will go on record that the Board of Governors should he asked to make a 

report to the General Conference on the action taken by it on the 

recommendations of the General Conference. 

Mr. ZARUBIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation from 

Russian).: I should like to explain the position we have taken with regard to 

the recommendations of the General Conference. We abstained from voting on the' 

amenctment because we felt that the Board of Governors should not contract for 

loans. 

We abstained from voting on the amendment proposed by Norway because we 

felt that this should appear under article XIV and that there should be a 

majority not of two thirds but of three quarters of the members present and 

voting. 

.Mr. KAWASAKI (Japan): With regard to the amendment contained in 

document IAEA/cs/Art.V/Amend.8 with respect to the appointment of the Director -

General, the Japanese delegation is of the opinion that, since the appointment 

of the Director-General is provided for in article VII, paragraph A, we thought 

that perhaps it-would be better if "with the approval of the General Conference" 

were added.in article VII, paragraph A. For that reason we opposed amendment 8 

to"the present article. 

; 

Mr. KING (Liberia): My delegation abstained from voting on the 

amendment proposed by Indonesia and Pakistan in document B\EA/cs/Art.V/Amend.8, 

not because we were opposed to the amendment itself but because we had 

understood that ibie word "examine"; which had been suggested by the 

representative of Italy, would be included to replace the word "discuss", 

^hich we felt in the present draft was rather restricting the functions and 

powers of the General Conference. We "preferred the word "examine" as was 

suggested by the representative of Italy. 
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The CHAIRMAN: We now come to article VI and the amendments to it. 

Mr. MUFTI (Syria)(interpretation from French): This meeting was 

called to vote on amendments to articles III, IV and V. It may he that certain 

delegations are not prepared today to vote on the other articles. Consequently, 

I would like to ask whether it is possible to postpone the voting on article VI 

and the following articles until a later stage in our discussions. 

The CHAIRMAN: If any delegation is not prepared to vote on article VI, 

we shall have to adjourn the voting on that article. However, the Chair 

advised the Committee twice that we should"vote today on articles III, IV, V and 

VI. If there are delegations, as I have said, that are not prepared to vote on 

article VI, we shall have to adjourn. I hope that the representative of Syria 

will not press this point. 

Mr. MUFTI (Syria)(interpretation from French): I do not wish to press 

the point. If the majority of the representatives are prepared to vote on 

article VI, I shall do my best. 

The CHAIRMAN.: I think the consensus of the Committee is, that we.should 

proceed to vote on article VI. It seems that the Committee agrees with this. 

Mr. KING (Liberia): The Liberian delegation was just about to join in 

the request made by the representative of Syria. However, we would abide by the 

majority decision of the Committee. 

The CHAIRMAN: In view of that, I shall put the question to the vote. 

The question is whether the Committee will adjourn until tomorrow morning the 

voting on article VI. 

A vote was taken by show of hands. 

The CHAIRMAN: The result of the vote is as follows: 26 in favour of 

adjournment; 23 against; 19 abstentions. Accordingly we shall adjourn the 

meeting until tomorrow morning at 10.45. At that time we shall take the rest of 
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the voting on article VI, and after that the Committee will resume the 
' i 

first reading of the draft statute beginning with article X. 

The meeting rose at 5*15 p'.m. 


