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ATTENDANCE AT THE MEETING* 

Chairman 

Mr. SETHNA ( I n d i a ) , Pres ident of t he General Conference 

Members 

Mr. SAMANIEGO (Ecuador), Vice-President of the General Conference 

Mr. de PEYSTER, represent ing Mr. PECQUEUR (Prance) , Vice-President of the 

General Conference 

Mr. AR4I, represent ing Mr. KANAZAWA (Japan) , Vice-President of the 

General Conference 

Mr. KHOR (Malaysia), Vice-President of the General Conference 

Mr. OMOLODUN (Nige r i a ) , Vice-President of t he General Conference 

Mr. FARAHAT, represent ing Mr. AL-KHATER (Qata r ) , Vice-President of the 

General Conference 

Mr. KHLESTOV, represent ing Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) , 

Vice-President of the General Conference 

Mr. KIRK, represen t ing Mr. SMITH (United S ta te s of America), Vice-President 

of the General Conference 

Mr. COSTA ALONSO (Mexico), Chairman of the Committee of the Whole 

Mr. COPITHORNE (Canada), Addit ional Member 

Mr. BARABAS (Czechoslovakia), Addi t ional Member 

Mr. UNGERER, represent ing Mr. HAUNSCHILD (Federal Republic of Germany), 

Addit ional Member 

Mr. GHEZAL (Tun i s i a ) , Additional Member 

Mr. CROKARTIE, represent ing S i r JOHN HILL (United Kingdom of Great B r i t a i n 

and Northern I r e l a n d ) , Addit ional Member 

Sec re t a r i a t 

Mr. HALL, Deputy Di rec tor General, Department of Administrat ion 

Mr. HERRON, Director , Legal Divis ion 

Mr. LE GUELTE, Secretary of the Committee 

2/ The composition of the General Committee a t the twenty- th i rd regular 
sess ion wi l l be found in document GC(XXIII)/INF/l88/Rev.5. 
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EXAMINATION OF DELEGATES' CREDENTIALS 

1. The CHAIRMAN reca l l ed tha t a t the 210th plenary meeting of the General 

Conference the de legate of Niger ia had r a i s e d a point of order concerning the 

c reden t ia l s of the South African de lega t ion . He therefore inv i t ed the Committee 

t o examine the v a l i d i t y of the c reden t i a l s of t ha t delegat ion on the understand

ing tha t he would report back to the General Conference on the outcome. 

2. Mr. 0M0LODUN (Niger i a ) , con tes t ing the v a l i d i t y of the c r e d e n t i a l s 

of the South African de legat ion , demanded t h a t t h a t country be excluded from 

the Agency. I t was known t h a t South Afr ica now possessed nuclear explosives 

and i t remained t o be proved tha t the co-operat ion agreements between France 

and South Africa had not provided the l a t t e r country with the means t o use 

nuclear technology for mi l i t a ry purposes. Moreover, i t was well known t h a t 

South Africa was cons tant ly v i o l a t i n g the United Nations Charter and had acted 

on numerous occasions contrary t o decis ions taken by the United Nat ions , in 

p a r t i c u l a r as regards the sanct ions agains t Rhodesia. 

3. Mr. KHLESTOV (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) a l so he ld the 

c reden t ia l s of the South African delegat ion t o be i n v a l i d . 

4- Mr. FARAHAT (Qatar) s t a t ed t h a t Qatar had always condemned South Af r i ca ' s 

apartheid pol icy and was thus opposed t o t h a t country p a r t i c i p a t i n g in the 

General Conference. 

5. The CHAIRMAN reca l l ed tha t Ind ia had been one of the f i r s t countr ies 

t o denounce South A f r i c a ' s r a c i s t policy and t o break off a l l r e l a t i o n s with 

tha t country. The Indian delegat ion was amongst those which had taken the 

i n i t i a t i v e in demanding tha t South Africa be excluded from the United Nat ions . 

Consequently, I n d i a fu l ly shared N i g e r i a ' s point of view. 

6. Mr. GHEZAL (Tunisia) supported t he proposal by the Nigerian delega

t i on for the reasons already s t a t e d by the Chairman and in view of the fact that 

South Africa had v i o l a t e d the provisions of the Agency's S t a t u t e , p a r t i c u l a r l y 

those contained i n A r t i c l e IV. 

7. Mr. KHOR (Malaysia) sa id tha t Malaysia had always deprecated South 

Afr ica ' s policy of apar the id and his de lega t ion assoc ia ted i t s e l f unreservedly 

with the remarks made by the Nigerian de l ega t e . 



GC(XXIII)/GEN/OR:31 
page 4 

8. Mr. KIRK (United S ta te s of America) sa id tha t the United S ta te s a l so 

s t rongly disapproved of South A f r i c a ' s r a c i s t pol icy and t h a t h i s count ry ' s 

pos i t ion on t h a t subject was well known. However, the task of the Committee was 

simply t o determine whether the c r eden t i a l s of the South African delegat ion were 

in order without reference t o p o l i t i c a l cons idera t ions , t e a r i n g in mind the 

technica l charac te r of the Agency. I t should he remembered, moreover, t h a t 

South Afr ica had been a Member of t h e Agency for many years and i t s exclusion 

would be det r imenta l t o the common goal of non-pro l i fe ra t ion and acceptance 

of Agency safeguards by a l l c o u n t r i e s . 

9 . Mr. SAMANIEGO (Ecuador) announced t h a t the Latin American countr ies 

had decided not t o adopt a pos i t i on on the quest ion of the c r eden t i a l s of the 

South African de lega t ion . 

10. Mr. BARABAS (Czechoslovakia) expressed support fo r the Nigerian p ro 

posa l . 

11 . Mr. CR0MA.RTIE (United Kingdom) sa id t h a t the United Kingdom's opposit ion 

t o apar the id was well known; however, the quest ion of South A f r i c a ' s c reden t i a l s 

had to be considered purely in the context of Rules 27 and 28 of the Rules of 

Procedure of the General Conference. 

12. Mr. de PEYSTER (Prance) s a i d t h a t France t o t a l l y condemned apar the id 

but t h a t the quest ion of the v a l i d i t y of South Af r ica ' s c r e d e n t i a l s should be 

s e t t l e d remote from p o l i t i c a l cons ide ra t ions . 

13. Mr. UNGERER (Federal Republic of Germany), r e c a l l i n g h i s count ry ' s 

well-known opposit ion t o apar theid , s a id he wished, however, t o point out t h a t 

the bus iness of the Committee was simply t o determine whether the c r eden t i a l s 

of the South African delegation s a t i s f i e d the provis ions of Rules 27 and 28 of 

the Rules of Procedure of the General Conference. The mat ter was therefore a 

purely l e g a l one. 

14. Mr. COPITHORNB (Canada) s a id t h a t Canada had always been opposed t o 

apar theid but t ha t the matter in ques t ion should be s e t t l e d remote from any 

moral or p o l i t i c a l cons idera t ions , bear ing in mind the un ive r sa l function and 

t echn ica l cha rac te r of the Agency. The Canadian delegat ion could not therefore 

support the Nigerian proposal . 

15. Mr. ARAI (Japan) sa id t h a t while Japan vigorously denounced South 

Af r i ca ' s apar theid pol icy , i t f e l t t h a t considerat ion of South Af r i ca ' s r epre 

sen ta t ion at the Agency should be r e s t r i c t e d t o ver i fying t h a t the c r eden t i a l s 
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of the South African delegat ion complied with the provis ions of Rules 27 and 28 

of the Rules of Procedure of the General Conference. 

16. The CHAIRMAN sa id t h a t the major i ty of the Committee appeared t o be 

in favour of t he proposal made by the Niger ian de lega te . He would inform the 

General Conference t o tha t effect and provide i t with a p rec i se account of the 

proceedings. 

17. Af te r Mr. KIRK (United S t a t e s of America) had contes ted t h e exis tence 

of suoh a major i ty , the CHAIRMAN proposed t h a t the Nigerian proposal be put t o 

the vo te . In conformity with Rule 51 of t he Rules of Procedure he would not 

p a r t i c i p a t e in the vote himself but would appoint another member of h i s delega

t i o n t o vote in h i s p l a c e . 

18. Mr. KIRK (United S ta te s of America) and Mr. UNGERER (Federa l Republic 

of Germany) pointed out t h a t Rule 51 appl ied t o the conduct of bus iness a t 

plenary meetings of the General Conference. The Direc tor of the Legal Division 

of the Agency should be asked t o adjudge whether t h a t ru le appl ied in the 

present ca se . 

19- The CHAIRMAN s t a t e d t h a t , according t o Rule 82, the procedure govern

ing the conduct of business in subs id ia ry bodies of the General Conference 

should conform as f a r as was appropr ia te t o the ru l e s governing t h e conduct of 

business a t p lenary meetings of the General Conference. 

20. Mr. HERRON (Direc tor , Legal Divis ion) sa id t h a t Rules 51 and 82 had t o 

be read in conjunction with Rule 40, according t o which no two members of the 

General Committee should be members of t h e same de lega t ion . For Rule 51 t o 

apply, i t would be necessary for t he Chairman and a second member of h i s country ' s 

delegat ion t o be i n t he General Committee, which would be cont rary t o the 

provis ions of Rule 40 . 

2 1 . The CHAIRMAN pointed out t h a t t h a t i n t e r p r e t a t i o n deprived one member 

of the Committee of the r igh t to vote and was p r e jud i c i a l t o the i n t e r e s t s of 

the geographical region t o which he belonged. I t was therefore a l so in con t ra 

d ic t ion with Rule 40, which s t i p u l a t e d t h a t the members of the Committee should 

be so c o n s t i t u t e d as t o ensure i t s r e p r e s e n t a t i v e cha rac te r . 

22. Mr. GHEZAL (Tunis ia) could not accept the i n t e r p r e t a t i o n given by the 

Direc tor of the Legal Divis ion. I t was Rule 51 deal ing with vo t ing procedure 

which should be applied in the present case , not Rule 40 r e l a t i n g t o the conduct 

of bus iness . 
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23 . Mr. COPITHORNE (Canada) r eca l l ed tha t i t was in h i s capacity as 

President of the General Conference tha t Mr. Sethna was p res id ing over the work 

of the Committee. The s i t u a t i o n was ce r t a in ly ambiguous, but in h i s opinion 

the Chairman could not appoint another member of h i s delegat ion t o vote for 

him. Account had t o be taken of the p rac t i ce followed h i t h e r t o and also of 

Rule 78, according t o which, in t h e event of an equal ly divided vote , the 

proposal voted upon should be considered as not adopted. 

24. The CHAIRMAN suggested t h a t the Committee vote on the proposal by 

Niger ia according to the procedure l a i d down in Rule 51 and then submit an 

account of i t s proceedings t o the General Conference. In t h a t way i t could 

break the deadlock i n t o which i t had f a l l e n . 

25. Mr. KIRK (United S t a t e s of America) s a id tha t to follow such a 

procedure would be t o prejudge the question whether the Chairman had the 

r ight t o v o t e . 

26. Mr. OMOLODUN (Niger ia) s a id he regarded the Chairman as a fu l l member 

of the Committee. He proposed t h a t a vote be t aken . 

27. The CHAIRMAN proposed the following procedure t o avoid a vo te : the 

Chairman should inform the General Conference t h a t the members of the Committee 

had not been able t o reach a decis ion on the Nigerian d e l e g a t e ' s proposal , 

owing to differences in i n t e r p r e t a t i o n of ce r t a in ru les in the Rules of 

Procedure, and tha t seven delegat ions had been i n favour of t he proposal and 

s i x aga ins t , with two a b s t e n t i o n s . 

28. Mr. COPITHORNE (Canada) s a id t h a t , as the Committee was composed of 

14 members and chaired by the President of the General Conference, i t would be 

more correct t o say t h a t s i x delegat ions had been for t ha t proposal and s i x 

against with two abstent ions , and to add tha t the quest ion as t o whether the 

Chairman could vote had not been s e t t l e d . 

29. The CHAIRMAN having announced h i s i n t en t ion t o absent himself during 

the vote and t o appoint a Vice-President to replace him, Mr. KIRK (United 

S ta tes of America) asked whether t h a t Vice-President could himself designate 

a member of h i s de legat ion t o vote in h i s p lace . 

30. Mr. HERRON (Di rec to r , Legal Division) s a id t h a t , as no delegat ion 

could have more than one rep resen ta t ive under Rule 40, the Vice-President 

appointed t o replace the Chairman would in turn be debarred from vot ing. 
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3 1 . The CHAIRMAN proposed t h a t the meeting be suspended t o enable the 

Members of the Committee t o hold consu l t a t i ons . 

The meeting was suspended a t 10.40 a.m. and resumed at 10.45 a.m. 

32. The CHAIRMAN announced t h a t i t had not been poss ib le t o break the 

deadlock during the suspension. He proposed t h a t , without pre judice t o the 

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n t o be given t o Rule 51 , he should absent himself during the vote , 

and asked the r ep resen ta t ive of the United S ta tes of America, a Vice-President 

of the General Conference, t o replace him. 

33- Mr. KIRK (United S t a t e s of America) decl ined t o do so . 

34> The CHAIRMAN r e s t a t e d the proposal which he had made before the 

meeting was suspended, namely t o inform the General Conference t h a t , owing t o 

di f ferences in i n t e r p r e t a t i o n of Rules 40 and 51, the members of the Committee 

had not been able t o reach an understanding on the proposal by the delegate 

of Niger ia , and t h a t seven delegat ions had been in favour of t h a t proposal and 

s i x aga ins t , with two delegat ions abs ta in ing . 

35- Mr. COPITHORNE (Canada) sa id t h a t the Chairman's proposal was acceptable 

only i f the Committee's repor t t o the General Conference l a i d due emphasis on 

the subject of disagreement, namely the vot ing procedure . 

36. The Chairman's proposal was adopted. 

37. Mr. SAMANIBGO (Ecuador) requested tha t i t be c l ea r ly ind ica ted t o the 

General Conference tha t Ecuador had spoken on behalf of the majority of the 

count r ies of Lat in America. 

The meeting rose a t 11 a.m. 


