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VERBATIM RECORD OF THE SEVENTEENTH MEETING OF THE TRUSTEESHIP COUNCIL

Lake Success, New Yerk
Wednesday, 16 April 1947, at 2:00 pm.,

PRESENT ;

The PRESIDENT: MR, FRANCIS B. SAYRE

Mr. Ms=kin Australia

Mr. Ryckmans Belgium

Mr, Yu China

Mr. Garreau France

Mr, Khalidy ) Iraq

Mr. Padilla Nervo Mexieo

Sir Carl Berendsen New Zealand
Mr. Poynten United Kingdom

Mr. Gerig United States ef America

The PRESIDENT: The 6bouncil is in sessien.
CONTINUATION OF DISCUSSION ON ITEM 7 OF THE AGENDA
| The PRESIDENT: We take up this aftermeen the rules on the examinatien
of a.nnua]_. reperta.

Rule 38 of Decument T/l prevides: "During its regular sessiens the
Council shall undertake a separate examinatibn and discussion of the annual
report and any cther cecuments submitted by sach administering guthority in
respect of a trust territory not designated as a Btrﬁtagic area, and likewise
ef any decumenits in respeet of a strategic arca on whieh its adviee has been

asked for by the Security Council.”
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As you see before you in Rule 81 of the Secretariat's draft, those
latﬁéf'ﬁﬁrdé have ﬁeen omi tted. |

Are there any observations or discussion with regard to this Rule?

I think if there is no objection we may use as the basis for our discussion
the Secretariat's suggestion.

Mr. GERIG (United States): Mr. President, I would like to support the
draft of this Rule aé revised by the Secretariat witﬂ the omission of those
last two and a half lines. |

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium,(Interpretation from French): Mr. President, I
wonder if this Rule is still necessary in view of the vote which was taken
on the second paragraph of Rule 797 I wonder if it is necessary to have a
special chapter for the examination of reports, if we could not Hreferably
have one chanter both for the sending in and the examination of reports?

The PRESIDENT: I wonder what the views of the Council are with respect
to those two suggestions?

The Rule which we adopted yesterday, Rule 79, reads: "The annual report
of an administering authority on the basis of the questionnaire formulatédd by
the Trusteeshin Council shall be submitted to the Secretary-General within
four months from the termination of the year to which it refers.

"Each feport of an administering authority shall be considered by the
Trusteeship Council at the first regular session followlng the expiration of
gix weeks from the receipt of the revort by the Secretary-General."

In other words, that second paragraph says that the report shall be
considered. I suppose that those words might be distinguished from the
examination provided for in Rule 81, although that is open to gquestion.

Mr. POYNTON (United Kingdom): Mr. President, I do not think it greatly
matters whether the Rule is in or not. I think it is redundant. But I would

which
also like to draw attention to Rule 8 in Document T/4, page 8,as we adopted it,/
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saya that 'The provxsional agenda shall include a ccnsideration of such
annual reports and othsr dccuments as may have been suhmitted by the o
administering authorities.“ That also seems to make this unnecessary. .
ﬂr. RYCKMANS (ﬁéigium)(intérpfetation from Frenchiﬁ' Mr, President, if
that might be uséful I formally proposa the deletion »f this Rule.
hThe PRESIDEWT- Ara there any other suggest ons or rémarks?
| (No response voiced )
The PRESIDENT: If not, I.wiil:ésk for a show of hands on the proposai
to delete Rule 81. I speak with a few tremors because.of our discussion
about motions for dele%ions, but this is a proposal to delete Rulé 81 of /4,

-

or Rule 38 of T/1.
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Mr. RYCKMANS (Bolgium)(Interpretation from French): No, Mr. President.
In order to avoid confusion, I would withdraw my proposal to delete this
Rule . and I would suggest to my colleagues to vote ggainst it when we come
to the vote.

Mr. GARREAU | (France) (Interpretation from French): Mr, President, with
respect to the point that has just been made by the representative of Belgium,
I Just wanted to ask.for a decision as to whether we were to adopt this
Rule.. or not.

The PRESIDENT: The proposal has been ﬁﬂdﬁ that we ask for a show of
hands on whether or not te-adopt Rule-8l: Now-I t&ke—it;-Mr:-Ryckmana;-fhat-'-"~
the first proposal you made, that is, suppressing the entire Chapter, is
dropped for the time being,and we will Just take a vote on whether or not
we desire to adopt Rule 81

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium): Well sir, if the Council decides not ta adopt
Rule 81, it will make one argument more for the suppression of the separate
Chapter.

The PRESIDENT: The question of the Chapter will depend on how we
dispose of the other Rules.

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium)(Interpretation from French): I wish to make the
point that what I was suggesting was to place the wholé of this part of the
text under one chapter, witl ons heading, 'Reports."

Mr. MAKIN (Australia): Mr. President, I would like to give notice, sir,
that if this Rule is adopted, I would wish, at a subsequent stage, to move
R EmanAmAnS,  EVISH "US bvs MSELSE 08 Wl B WG Biags, E,

The PRESIDENT: Very well.

I will then ask for a show of hands as to whether or not Rule 81 Of
document T/4 shall be adopted. Those in favour of its adoption}?gzgcate, after

the translation, by raising their right hand, which, of course, will meen
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_ thgt those who desire its deletion will vote '"No,"

Mr. KHALIDY (Iraq): A point of order, Mr. President. ‘I doubt whether you
could follow this pr&cedure, since there is no formal proposal for its'deletion.‘

The Rule figures in the document, and you need not ask for a show of hands on

the yaison dfetre of the Rule. If you had an amendment you could ask for a

show of hands in the normal way, as you used to do in the past, but there is no
formal proposal for this deletion. So I cannot see how you can ask for a show

of hands on the raison d'etre of the Rule.

The PRESIDENT: -I.think we need not be Bothered by too refined
technicalities.. We are, ?emember, now determining whether or not to adopt
these Provisional Rules as smbodied in document T/1., One of thoss Provisional
Rules is Rule 38, and it seems to me in order, to ask for a sghow of hands as
to whether Rule 38 or its amended form in Rule 81 is desired by this Council,
If it is so desired, then the representative of Australia desires tolpropose -
an amendment. So that unless thers is obJection, I thirk we should follow the
practice which we have been following right along, of asking for a shcw‘éf
hands on these Rules prcposed by the Prsparatorf Cammiétee. ‘Unless there is
obJection, I will then ask for a show of hands.

(No obJection voiced.)

(a vote was taken by a shéw of hands.)

The PRESIDENT: There are seven ageinst, one in favour, and therefore
the proposal of Rule 81 is not adopted.

Now I would suggest, Mr. Ryckmans, if it is agreeable to you, that we
proceed to look at Rules 82 and 83, and if we adoﬁt them, either one of them,
then we can leave it to the D;afting Cormittee to determine whether thera.
should be a special chapter or not.

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium): That is what I was going to suggest, sir..
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Tho PRESIDENT: May wo turn to Rulo 32 which reeae as foelews-
Te aeeiet tho Council in tne cxaminutien and dlecuqsion of cnnual reporte,
T, tho a&mlnistereng authority ehall be ontltled nermelly to be reproeented before
the Council by ene or more special representatives. They ehall be well 1nf0;med ¥
on tae territor* undel cone*delatielend snall nermelly inclade a reepeneible i
official of the local edmlneetLetien of the territory, in order to afford any
stpplementary eyplanetiane or information whlch the Council mpy 1'e'w.leet."

~ You see before you tne chansee auggested by the Secretariat in the foﬁm-
of Rule 82 on page 23 of Document T/ﬁ.“_hre'there-anf'dbsefvetidne?

Sir Carl BERRNDSEN (New;zeeleni): Mr: Prosident, I am & little at a loss
to understend what the effect of thie word “nermelly" 1s. You will observe it
epoears in bota editioee. The implicgteon eurely is that the edminieterinc
authority snall in the erdinare course of evente or eometheng of thet nature,
be ent;tled to be ‘represented, but there will be’ occasiene on which the adminis-
tering authority should not be entitled to be represented.

I should magiee that that 1s not in our thought;s at all. If it is, I may

soy that the administering authority should be entitled, as a right, always to

)
. i S
be represented.

Mr. MAKIN (Australia): -ﬁf. Preeideet, in'regard.te thie rule, we feel
that the administeiring authority should have a complete right to determine the
reoresentation that shall be required to enswer in respect to any ‘aspect of
the adminietering-of ﬁﬁeee territoriee ﬁﬁdef iﬁe trueteeehip. it may.not be
convenient to arrange for persons to be wifhdrawe from the torritories concefnedq
especielly to come and éi&e evi&eeee but eufely the reeneneibility is upon
the adm nisuerlng body to satiefy this Councll regarding any 1eformation that it

deeiree.
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Tbaﬁ being so, it should be left to tho administering authority'to de-
termine how thét information can be supplied best to this Council. . It would
secm desirable to us that tne adminiatering authority should have camp;ete
:Qisgrgtion as to whether the person selected as being'hellninformad‘on the
territor& undeghgﬁnéideratibng ghould dcms“from the centrél administration or
from the local administration in the territory -itsei_l.i‘.

Many, if not ali,qf our locdl.administration.;ffioials'1n New Guinea ar;
now, and will be for some timé, hea%ily engaged in the task of reconstruction,
fdllowing the devastation cavsed by war in that territory. - It might be quite
impracticelile and undesirablé-for them to be withdrawn from the territory on
any particular cecasicn In the near future. 6f COdfse, tﬁ;t is not meant to--
sgggest that we would not do ourlutﬁost to have our best-informed representatives
avﬁilable, whether they be of the central or of the local government officials.

But, slr, we think -that ﬁasically‘it is the feaponsibility of the adminis-
tering authorﬁty to determine as to who it feels can best answef the questions
that are likely to Be submitted by this Council to it. That being so, w; sugges’
that this rule,lin its préaent form,_doeshnot give us that discretion which we
think certainly ehould reside with tho administering authority, and that the
resnonsia¢litj be placed upon such a bod; to see tnat informaticn sought or
desired by tuis particular Council should.be a;forded in the propar order and
in a full and complete sense;ﬂto explain any of the gituations thet are required
.tb-be'known to this Council for 1ts almwiniptration DUrposes. |

Mr. GARREAU‘(France) (Interpresation from French): M. ?reaidént,

I would venture to suggest to the Council that 1t should édopt in reepect of

this Rule 62, the goms érafting as was adoptod for Rule lT which appears in

Document T/AC. l/é, in reﬂpect of petitions, as fol_ows- o
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| "In the examination of all petitions the administering authority concerned
shall be entitled to designate and to have present a special representative who
‘sheuld ‘pe well informed on the territ.ory involveﬁ.“

In r;ffect y ‘Ehia rule was approved by the Drafting Committee and has been
adoppeti. Instead of “petitions", we woﬁid mention the word "reports". T think
this would anrzwef the p_ohints raised by the representatives of New Zealand and

Australia, with which I agree.
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Mr. I¥CIMANS (Belgium)(Interpfetation ffém french); M;. Pfeei&eni
I agree with the remarks vhich have been made so far, and I voeld bggt
express my opinion by propos;na the deletion of the eecond part of Rule 82
from the words "In order %o efford any-eupplementary exnlanetione

I think we should organize this right for the administer*ng au*horitg
to be repr osented by any epe01el representative for the dlecussion of a report
But I would remind the Council ‘that the Charter nrov1des for the sending i
in of an annuel renort and not Slmplj for an oral statement.

I think that complete latitude snould be left to the adm1nie+ering -
authoriby to deci de when and wkre it wishes ﬁ:eend ite epecial repreeentatives.
I would. therefore, propoue eimplv the complete deletion of the eecond .
part of Tule 82. |

Mr. GERIG (bnited Statee)' Mr. President, I would agree to the-deleéion |
of the word "nermallj in the second line, as suggeeted by the reévesentative
of Nee Zecland, and also the deletion ef the second sentence. In dving so,
howevee, 3¢ mould like to call at*entlon, as a matter of hlstorical record
to the fact that the Council of the Leegue of Nations at one point decided
to adopt a reedlueion suggeeting that‘tﬁis verylthieg be done; that since
it was very helpful very often te.heve special representatives who had direct
famillerity w;th the terfitequfxqueetiee, thej eaw.fit-to pass a resoletion
suggeetlng that that be the narmal practice. : | ’

Trerefore, in suppressing that eecoﬁd eeeteeee, I would like to place
on recori that it mlght be desirable for this Ceuncil to exprese a view by
resolut‘on at some time to +hat effect WhiCh,Iyuhinh, weu_d meet eﬁerybedy-e |

requirexsnts. )

The PﬁESIDENT: A B heve heard three euggestione. The fifetlsuggeetion

vas that of the Vice-Pre deet who euggeeted deleting the word normallj"ae
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‘the end c¢f{ the second line in :Rule 82. The second sugzestion was made by the
French rejresentati#a! suggesting that we substitute the wording in Rule 17
cf our Peﬁ;tione Rules for the wordiné in the second senténce of Rule 82, Tne
third sugg-stion, made bty the representtive of Belgium, was that the second
sentence ¢ Rule 82 be deleted. |

May I ask the representative of France whether, in view of these later
proposals, ke still wishes his suggestion to be put to a show cf hands.

Mr, GAEREAU (France){Interpretation from French): Mr. President, I
consider that the drafting as it appeers in Rule 17 replies to all the ohJectionq
and remarke which have bsen made by my colleagues here. I would, however, nﬁt
ineist on a show of hands on this matter, if you do consider that Rule 82 can
be modified to maet.all the remarks which havg been made.

The PRESIDENT: So far as the President 1s concerned, it ié nct??nsisbence
one yjgy COr another; it is simply to try to ascertain the desires of all. I
think, in view of what you say, I will put your suggssttcn to a show of hanis.

I will then ask for a show of hapds, first, on the French proposal, which
is to the e¢ffect that the second sentence of Rule 82 should be mredified by
adcpting t.o language wkich appears in Rule 17 of our vetitions procedurs.
Remembér, tie language.of Rule 17 reads: "In the examiration of all petitions
the administering autkority concerned shall be entitled to designate and to have
present a spadial representative who should'be well inforﬁad on the territory
involved." You will find that in Document T/Ac,l/e on page 7.

Mr. PaliXla NERVO (México): Mr. President, I understcod that the proposal
made by thre repreaantatife of France was to subsfitute the entire Rule 82 by |
the wordizng - ©f .. - Rule i?, with the exception thét'the word 'petitions”
should be substituted for by the word "reports". But,aslit was stated later

by you, sir, you said that the proposal of the representative of France was to
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sentence ,
substitute the second/ . ..~ end to add that wording of Rule 17 to the first

fentence of Rule 82,

It seems to me that would be & repstition of the same stetement.

The PRECIDENT: So that there may be no mistéke as te this, I shall ask
the representative from Frence whether I Leye ccrrestly understood his ldea.

My understanding was, sir, that you would take Rule 82, leave the first
gentence as it stands -- although we will later vote on whatker the wor&have m
"normelly" shall be deleted or rict -- then, for the second sentence you wouid/
read in some such form as this: "In order to afford any svpplewsntary éxpian-
ationsor information which the Trusteeship Council may request, the administering
auhhbrity concerned shall be entitled to designate; and to have present a

special representative who should be well informed on the territory involved."

Ia that a correct statement of your proposal?
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Mr. GARWEZAU (Trance) (Interpretation from French): NO, Mr. Precident,
my idea was the one expressed by the representative of Mexico, that iB;
to replace the whole of Rule 82 by a draft similar to that of Rule 17,

The PRESIDINT: May we then put that proposal to the vote.

(A vote wae t&ke; by & show of hande.)

The PRESIDENT: There are eight in favoﬁr and one against. The
proposal has been carried, |

| I take 1t then 1t is not neeessary to put the othef proposals which
hgve been suggested, and therefore the Council adopts the pr0poﬂél of
the French representative. . I take it that thet'wcrd "petitions" would,
of course, be changed to "énnual reports". Is that your thought, Mr. Garreau,
that the word "petitions" should be changed to "annual reports"?

Mr. CARREAU (France): Yes.

The PRESIDENT: It is so ordered.

That bfings us to Rulé 40 of Docurent T/1, which reads:

"The special representatives of the administering aﬁthority shall
participate freely in the examination and discussion of a report, - except
In a discussion directed to specific conclusicns concerning it, but shall
not at any time have the right to vote."

You will see that the Secretarilat has made no suggested changes in

that Rule.

Mr. RYCRMANS (Belpium) (Interpretation from French): Mr. President,
to me
it seems /that since we are faced with the vote-which has just been taken

this Ryle becomes usgeless, since in the text of Rule 85 as modified by the

L
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Drafting Committee it enecifiee thet the taﬂk of the representative would
be "to coneult with the Trueteeship Council“, etc. | - -

M KHALIDY (Iraq)- My. Preeldent concerning the p01nn raised by
the honourable renreecntative of Belgilm Just now, althcugh he may be- |
Justified, I feel the WOrding is elightly different here and although
the idea migh:;:e ccmpletely different, here ‘there ie the element of voting
and the. element of participating in the d Bcueeion and I for one, would
be in favour of leaving it ae it ie. - | |

There is one emell point which ie in the interest of gcod drefting--

not in the interest of good English--which E ehould like to raise The

word T

reely“ is too free here I think. There 18 7o need to use it--not
that.I obje t in principle to the idea, -but I believe "+o: participate frely"
is much toocommon & 1anguage. It is not quite the lenguage for the ‘Rules
of Procedure, so I believe 1t would be better to -delete the word "freely".
The PRESIDENT: Your auggeetion ie that we delete that word “freelv"?
Mr. KHALIDY (Iraq): Yes. ‘Participate means participate;;there is
no restriction. ) e .
i, GERTE (Uniied Sowkue)s - Peslops 48 vould Eiee el W positten
of the special representativelif, in the fireﬁ line,kit were "may" instead  of
"shell", so he is not absolntely compelled to talk freeiV..
The PRESIDENT- 0 take 1t that we need not aek for a ehow of hends on
these slight verbal alteretione. Uniese I hear any objections, we will adopt
this Rule as it stands, with the'two changee:cuggeeted, tnat.ie, with the

word "shall“ on the first line changed to ma;" and the word "freely" on the

Second 1ine deleted. Unless I hear objectiene, it is so ordered.
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Mr. RYCKMANS (Bolgium) (Inﬁorp;etation from French): Mr._Prosidenb,l
I apologize for speaking again but I wonder 1f it is really necessary :
to state here that the speg;gl rgpresentative has nolrighﬁ to vote. It

scems to mo that we all-kngy_ﬁhat the only persons entitled to voﬁe are

the revresentatives of'Govcgnments accredited in the Trusteeship Council.

It seems to me that we should not have to state that a special
representative, a petitioner, a representative of the International

Labour Organization, or anyone else has no right to vote. It seems to

me that is rather childish.

The PRESIDENT: I have just askeé the Secretary vhat sractice we
followdwen we were dealing with the representatives of the specialized
agencies. If my memory serves me correctly, we did specify that they
should not have the right to vote.

I am inforwed by our Secretary that in Rgle 12 we_did provide that
these representatives of specialized agencies should be invited to attend
meetingé of the Trusteeship Council and to participateﬁwithout vote,in
deliberations. We inserted the words "without vote".

E thinklthere ig virtue in following a more or less uniform practice
in this respect, and if it is agreeablq to the representative from Belgzium--

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium): I do not mind, sir. _

The PRESIDENT: Then I take it that we do adopt Rule 40 of T/l or
Rule O3 of T/4, with the two changes which have been sugiested.

Mr. POYNTON (United Kingdom): I was just wondering, Mr.-President,

Mr. Ryckmans' '
whether 1t might in some way moct / point:;ifinstead of stating
it 'so éwmgnatically in ﬁ clause of its own, in eleven words "but shall not
at siny timé have the right to vote". we could just put in the words "without
vote" after the word "participate". Then we could just take it in our stride

as we go along, so to speek.
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The PRESIDENT: That seems to me to be an excellent suggestion. I
suspect that would teke care of many of your troubles, Mr. Ryckmans.

i#. RYCKMANS (Belgium): Of many of *hem, sir, yes.

The PRESIDENT: Not all of them but a good part of them,

Mr. KHALIDY.(Iraé): Mr. President, I quite agree with the suguestion.
There is one small matter of principle. The princisle is whether this
representative should possess or does possess the right to vote, Coﬁlﬂ ve
add: "without the right to vote"? I do mot think there would be eny
objection to that, because the principle is whether he has the right or

‘not. It will maxe it more explicit to state it this way.

The PRESIDENT: Mey I say, Mr. Khalidy, that in Rule 12 we used only
the words "without vote". I think this should be uniform with vhat we
adopted in Rule 12.

Mr. KHALIDY (Irag): I do not insist.

The PRESIDENT: Rule 40 then is adopted with the two changes that
have been suggested.

I think, in order to prevent any mistake, I should reaﬁ i% in the
ibrm};hich we have adonted.it. The Rule as adopted reads as follows:

"The special represonﬁafives of the administering authority
may participate without vote in the examination and discussion

of a report, excépt in + & discussion difected to s»necific

conclusicns concerning it."

Mr. GARREAU (France) (Interpretation from French): T would like to-
draw the attention of the Council to the fact that in the French toxt the
word "special" before the word "representatives"has not been placed in the
Rule. It should be added.

The PRESIDENT: I take it that the Secrétariat will attend to that.

Thank you for calling our attention to it.
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ﬁe.éass then to Chapser XV of Document T/1, Rule 46. Rule L3, wvhich
has been changed somewhat by thse Secrstariat, reads as follows:

"The Council shall make provision for perlodic official visits,
for information or snguiries or for any other purnoses within the
Chaﬁter, by its representative or representatives to each -trust
territbfy within tﬁe ccﬂ@éﬁiﬁé of the General Asseumbly, and, at the
fequesﬁ of the Security_Council? to strategic areas, in sccordance
with the prdvisions-of seragraph 3 of Article 53 of the Charter and
with the-térms of the trusteeship eagrecments for those areas. AL
least one month in advance of each proposed visit, the Council shall.
notifylthé administering aufhority of the intention of the Council
to spoﬁsor a visit to that territory. The administering authority
wey indicate its preference for some other date. In that case,
the date of the visit shall be determined by agreement between the
Prestdent of the Council and the administering authority."

Now, as you see in the Document T/h, the Secretariat suggests
omitting these words having to dowith strategic areas, because of the
catéh—all Rule, ﬁumbef.109, on iage 28, having to do with strategic areas.

Mr. GIRIG (United States): Mr. President, as I said before in
connection with petitions, my delegétion feels that the single blanket
rules on strategic areas; 109, is insufficient for the purpose. We would
like to restore a reference in Rule 46 to‘strategic'éreas. ‘We would like
to have them treated as was done in Document T/l. We have prepared a papexr
on this. |

The PRESIDENT: Yés, thatlpaper is being cifculated nowv.

Mr. GERIG (United States): In our paper we suggest the revision

of this Dlule as foliows:
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"The Trusteeship Council shall mske provision for periodic
officiel visits, for information or enguiries or for any other pur-
poses within the Charter, by its repfesentative or repreéentativest
as follows:

"(a) To each trust territory within the comvetence of

the General Asseubly, and

"(b) To.atrategic areas, in accordance with thelprovisions_

of paragraph 3 -of Article 63 of the Char%er and with the

terms of the grusteeship agreements for those areas."

We felt fhat it wag not necesasry to continue beyond that in this
Rulé as to the'@etails of the visits, since that is really taken care of
by the first sentence: "The Trusteeship Council shall make orovision for
periodic official visits. . ."

The PRESIDZNT: May I interrupt a moment to ask whether you mean
this rovosal to be complete. How about the second half of the proposed

Rule 917
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Mr. GERIG (United States): Mr. President, we thought that the last three
gentences of Bule'h6, beginning, 'at least one month..,',were really not neces-
sary since the Charter itself says that these visits have to be arranged'at
times agreed upon with the administering authority.":It might be one month;
it might be more than one month in advence, perhaps, and 1t is a detail which
is not necessary in a rule.

Mr. GARREAU (France) (Interpretation from French): Mr. Prosident, the
general drafting of this Rule ‘91 does not seem to me tq_correspond to the
" text and spirit of our Trusteeship agreements, at ény rate, in respect of the
Trusteeship agreements cbncerning,France. It seems to e, first-of all, that
the time limit of one month befori?Zdvising the administering authority of a
visit to be made is totally insufficient. Moreover, in ou? agreements concern-
ing the Trusteeship territorles we have the following provisions: "The French
Goverrment undertakes to facilitate periodic visits, if necessary, in the
Trust territories . which the General issembly or the Trusteeship Council
might wish to organize and to apree with these bodies, on the - e
dateé at which these‘visits should take place and should also agree with them
on the guestions which might be raised by the orgars for cnarrying Hut
these visits."

Consequently, I would wish to suggest two changes in this wule: First
of all, that we should extend the time limit, and I would suggest a time limit
of two months instead of one. In other words, the adrinistering authority would
~be informed at least two months in advance of any visit which would 59 contem-
plated. In the aecond.place, the administering power would examine the
advisability.of the visit which is suggested, and would submit its conclusions
to the Trusteeship Council, In other words, there would be direct negotiations

in the preliminary stage between the Trusteeship Council and the administering
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cuthority boforo a vicit would bo carriod out.
_"I“t socms to mo that this is in conformity with tho Trustcoship agrocronts.
“Mr. RYCKMANS (Belglum) . (Interpretation from French): Mr._Prcsiﬁont;
I agroe with the rcmérks which have becen made by the feprcseﬁtative of the
United Stateé ag regorde tho second port of this rule, and I would prefer thé
soiution suggested by him to that suggested by the representative of France;
that is, to delecte the second part which 1s covered both:by the Caerter and
by the Tructeeship agrecments. But I would like to ask the representatifehof
_ the United States why he divided his reference to these Trust territor;es into
two categories: TFirst, the ordinary territories of which no.special mention is
mede; and second, the strategir areas for which he .specifies that they should
be in cccordance wifh the provisions of Paragraph 3 of Article 83 of the Charter
and of the terms of the Trusteeship agreements.
It seems to me that °  the other visits, the ordinary visits,
should also be made in accordance with the provisions of Paragraph 3 of Qrticla
83, end I am surprised that the United States representotive has left in thel
words, "for information or inquiries or for any other purposes wiéhin the
Charter"”, because it seems to me that no mention is mede in the Charter of
this question of visits for inforﬁmtion or inquiries. It seems to me 1%
would be cimpler to stateigé follows: "The Trusteeship-Ccuncil shali make
provisions for pericdic official visits by its representatives to each Trust
territory in accordance with the provisions of Paragraph 3 of Article 83 of the
Charter and of the terms of the Trusteeship osgreements for these territories.”
Sir Carl EERENDSEN (New Zealend): Mr. Presidsnt, we have all been
so enlivencd by the delightful picture conjured up by our colleague from
Iiaq of the special representative appearing with a broad smile 1ike Dickens's
Balley Junior, leading the leughter and joining in the conyersation, that I

wonder if we are in a fit mood to put our minds down to something serious.
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Now we have here another of the very welcome suggestions from oy
United States colleague. He has a fertile mind, and he produces these
amendments -- useful amendnents -- like a rabblt out of a hat, and I have
not the rerotest doubt that fhia is a very good »ule and that I shall entirely

agree with 1t when I have had an opportunity to consider it.-
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Quite clearly, sir, my first point is this, that we are not-going‘to
decide here and now on a substantial alteration in the draft which we .have
Pen considering. On the whole, I am inclined to agree with my ¢olleague from
Belgium that we could meke the thing more sinmple and iess lieble to misconstruc-
tion if we shortened the'term of words and imported the words of the Charter.
I'want to meke one point, and one point only, in-eubstance,that I think
the phraee in the suggested Rules and in the United States proposal, "or for

1

eny other purposes within the Charter,” really goes too far. It must gurely
be confined to any other purpoaes‘within the Charter relating to the Trustensﬁip
Council. |
. thet :

T suggest/ﬁhie Council has no autheority at all to go beyond the purposéa
of the Trustesship Council.

I would wish to express general agreement with the propoéal put forward
by our United States colleagus, but with a firm prsference fﬁr the eimply pro-
posal of the representative of Belgiuﬁ; I suggest that wﬁen'we.hafe.héd our
general diecuseion -- which I suggest should not be prclonged -- we refer the -

rule to the Drafting Committee to get the proper form of words.-

Mr. MAKIN (Auetralia): Mr, President, I agree with the expressions Just
made by our distinguished Vice-President. I feel that the view he has set forth
is substantisally the view that I would have wished to have expressed on bezhalf
of Australia, But I would like to indicate that the amendment as suggested Dby
the honourable representative of the United States does generally find my
acceptence, and I certaiﬁly will support it.

But I wieh %o say that the proposed Rule, however; ag drafted, does not
reflect precisely the terminology of Article 87c. The fule gtates, for inetence,

t¥st the Trueteeship Council eshell make provision for periodic visits, ﬁhereas,

the Charter eimply states: "The General Assembly and, undsr its authority, the
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Trueteeghip Councll, in carryiag out the’r fqnctioga, may:... provide for periodic
vieite.i." . | _ -. ‘ |
o .ri-will‘not pregg that matter, but it is a point thét I woﬁid ﬁiéh Just
to bs noted. - e . -
Then agsin, the Rule as irafted refers rather vaguely to the ﬁisits
being madg for information or irjuiries or fqr épy other purpcses within the
Ch&fter.‘ It would seem desirablu_to 1ndicaté moré apacifically thaﬁ the purpose
of eguch visits is.to facilitate }anh;s.:msnt of the obJectives of the inter-
- national trueteeship eystem and not .te défine the objectivés in wider terrs.
I think poésibly thie mie;htf after euch discuesion‘és we nay think
'proper, be“referred to the Draftin;: Committee on the bagis of the suggestions
that have been rade, and a very guitable and apﬁrcpriate Rule no doubt could
be frared from it. : ) |
The PRESIDENT: I think the Euégeetion v;rhich has Just bsen madeé by both
the Vice-President and the represeni itive of Australia is eound. i tﬁink that

thére hag been a virtual unenimity o? orinlon on the fundamentals and thet we

noy refer this Rule to the Drafting Jcamittee for sucl. changes in sccordance with

the bpiniona expresged here, ag they msy see fit to make.
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Mr. RYCKMiNS (Belgium) (Interpretation from French): Mr. President, I
do not censider that the Drafting Committee would heve sufficient indicaticrs,
besed on the discussion which we have had here, and I would ask you, if it
is conve.lent, to request the United States representative to state whether
the form that I hed suggested as a modification of his amcndment is satis-
factory to him. The proposal I médé éives the United States representative
every guarantee In respect of strateglc areas, since I .ulso used this
expression: "in accordance with the provisions of paregraph 3 of .rticle 83
of the Churter and of the trusteeship egreements for those territories."

I ask for the same guarantees in respoct of the other territories.

It seens to me that the Drafting Committee should have an indication
of the cpinion of this Council as regards the deletion which I had suggested
of the words "for information or inquiries or for any other purposes in the
Charter", beccuse it scems to me that there is no question in the Charter of
this matter . of information or inquiries. The Charter simply provides for
periodis official visits.

Mr. GARRE:U (France)(Interprotetion from French): Mr. President, I
should like to say, for the use of the Drafting Committee, that the proposal
mede a 1! ttle while ago by the United States representative fully answers

the points I made and I agrec with it. . I refer especially to Rules 47 and 48

Mr. GERIG (United States): Mr. President, I thirk all these suggestions
that have been mede have teen very useful. .s to the suggestion of the
represent. tive of Belgium that the terms of trusteeship agreements certainly

to

should apply both to non-strategic as well as/str&tegic areas, there is

no guestion on that.
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.8 to iirticle 83, of course that would apply only to strategic areas,
since 1t 1s concerned cnly with strategic areas. There is Just a 1little .
phrhsin$ that could he worked out. ' ' i

Mr. RYCKM.NS (Bslgium): - No; no. It would be Article 87, paragraph (c).

Mr. GERIG (United States): For the non-gtrategic -areas it would be
Article &7- and the-terms of the trusteeship agreements that should regulate.

I would ccrtainiy accept that.

As for the phrase "for informztion or inguiries or for any other
purposes™, that, és eversybody knows here, was brought over from London
and we merely retained that. I think the argument is a very good one for
deleting it or else substituting the kind of lenguege that the representative -
of ~ustralia threw in, which I hope the Dralfting Ccmmittee would consider
as &4 possi.le substitute.

The TRESIDENT: I teke it that we may nou refer this Rule 46 of T/1 or
Rule 91 of T/4, with the suggested changes proposed by the United States and ks
the various comments which have beenlmade, to the Drafting Committee for their
considerction and recommendaticn to us at a later date.

(TTo objection voiced)

The PRESIDENT: It is so ordarea.

Th=t brings us to Rule 92, a rule which was suggested by the Secrstariat
end which you see at the bottom of pege 31 on Document T/L:

"iha Truéteeahiﬁ Council shall define the terms of reference of each
visiting mission and sha;l give to the members of the mission such special
instructi -ns as it may consider épprbpriate.“'

Is'}uléIQE satiSfactory.in.its pfesént form?

Mr. ~YCKM.NS (Inﬁerpretation from French): Mr. President, I woﬁld
agk that vo add, in order to be in conformity with the trusteaéhip agreements,

the words "in agreement with the administering power."
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The PRESIDENT: May I ask where ycu would put that?

Mr. RYCKM-NS (Bclgiﬁm)(Interpretation from Fronch): Mr. President,
I would like to add it after the werds "shall derinc"; o that ‘we skall have y
the text reading:

”The'frﬁsteeship Ccuncil shall define, by agreemont with the admirnistering
power, the t;rms of reforence of.eacﬁ visiting mission..."

| Mr..Padilla NERVO_(Moxicoj: Mr. Presidont, I do not have with me the
5 ¢ . agreenents,

text of the trusteeship / so I do not know to which particular clause
the fopresontative of Belglum has rererred. But I should consider that
Since the terms of refercnce for the visiting mission have:to be approved
by the Council, and-the edministering Mombor concerned has to state his
opinion in tho Council and appfcve or disapprove the terms of reference, it
vould not be necessary to state in the rule that the terms of reference cannot
be given to the visiting ﬁidsion without the egrecment of the administering
éuthority, since, as I said, the adminlstering authority, in each particular
case, would be represented by the resp-:tive Momber in this Council; also,
beccuse /rticle 87, psragraph (c) resds:

"provide f&r pariodic visits to the respecctive trust territories at.
times agreedﬂupon with the administerinz authority..."

| That is from the Charter, and the only thing the administering authority

has to be consulted-oﬁ 1g the time of the vieit. Nothing is said in the
Charter regarding the terizs of re?erenne of that visiting mission which, of_i
course, ouvght to be decided 2nd fuefggzj,_by the Couneil itself. For that
réason I do not think %he addition of those words are nocessary or ccnvenlent,

Mr., President.
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(During the above remarks Mr. Liu Chieh, representative of China, replaced
Mr. Yu at the Cowncil Table.) | | |

Mr: RYCKMANS (Belgium) (Interpratation from French): The fact is, M;.
Preeident, that there is not only the Charter, but we aleo have to take into
account the trusteeship ag;eenanta. I would be qulte prepared to give watisfac-
tion to my colleagus from Mexico in thst we should not necessarilv spacify that
the consent of the administexing authority should be obtained. There may be
trusteeship agreqmsntq:where this 1s not provided for and is not necessary.

I would like to state that as regards the sgrecicnts made in respect of -
Ruanda Urundi, for instance, it is sgpecified that the administering authority’
ehoﬁld arrange, in consultation with the Ageembly and the Trusteesghip Council, -
the dates of any viei?s that ray be contemplsted, end éattle-all ratters in
reapéct éf these vigite in copsultation with the Acgembly and Trusteeship.Couﬁcil.
In this cese I would ark the Council that they agree that this should ‘be nego-
tiated with ué. ' |

Mr. GERIG (United States): Mr. President, I wonder if we could meet all
points by using these words instead of the cnes that had been suggested by the
representative of Belglum. If you add the words, "in accordance with the
reepecﬁive trusteechip agreemsnts"”,after the worde "The Trusteeship Council’
shall..;", you could meet all points. They may vary. I think they do vary a
little bit in this reépact, a_n_d naturally, they would have to be taken into account
by the True£eesh;p Council, |

.I suggest that ae a eubstitution for fhe words_?by agreerent with the
administering authority"”, since there will be some variation in the trusteeship
agreemente. In any case, 1 think it wpuld be unfortunate if we gave the irpres-

sion that the terms of reference of & vieiting miesion, sponsored and set up by
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thie Council ehould have any other réatrictioné oﬁ it than the oneu which ave
eggreed to in the tUrustecship &greemanté, beéause surely we ﬁoulﬁ not wish to
give the impression that this Council as a whole waé ﬁnable, or ¢id not have
the wisdtm and common genge to define the terms of reference which'are appro-
priate tc any visit in any territory. Therefore, I would like to suggest a

substitution of the words "in accordance with the regpective trusteeship agree-

ments.”

Mr. GARREAU (France) (Interpretation from French): Mr. Prasident, I
agree with the propoeal mﬁde by the representative of the United States. The
draft whilch he suggestse angwors the iarious points—ﬁhich Ilmade a littie wﬁile‘
ago, ccneerning the lmplementation of trusteeship agraemﬂnfc.

Mr, LIU CHIEH (China): Mr. President, the pfoposad addition is one of
- those redundant things which, I.suppoee, is ver? diff'icult to object to. The
provision of Article 87 eays, "...take these and other actione in conforndty
with the terms of the trusteeship agrecrents,” | I

If' the Council feels 1t 18 necessary to add thié, sir, I do not tﬁink
thet my voice would be strong enough to object.to the addition of it. But-l
aleo fini it not only redundant and unnecesséry, but elso meaningless, because
I do not recall any provision in the trusteeship agreements that has any
bearing ¢a or anything to do with‘periodic visite, at least in the terms of
reference of perlodic visits. | |

The PRESIPENT: .May I ask the Belgian representetive whether the suggea;
tion made by the United-States represent&tivelis acaeptablq? _ | -

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium): Entirely. |

The PRESIDENT: I také it that we are agreeable to the suggestion rade by -

the Unlted States representative to the effect that we insert after the words,

"The Trusteeehip Council shall", the words "in accordance with the respective
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trusteesh p agreements”, and then go on in the words appearing before us. Unlesg
Mr. Liu bhieh, you desire a show of hands, I take it that the Council approves

thet suggeetion.’
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. Mr. POYNTON (United Kingdom): I would like to speak just,_-én_-a point
of clarifisation, Mr. President.

Portaps the Drafting Committse can check it over, but,tﬁa words:"in
accqrdance with the respective trusteeship agresments" must qualify the
Becond part of the sentence. about giving the "members of the mission.such -
special instfuctidns as it may consider appropriate”, as well as the ﬁirst
half of the sentence, which s2ys, "defins tkhe terms of reference." I am not
gure that the second part is not even more important thén the first. |

Sacondly, wiﬁh regard to that seccnd part of the séntence, that drawing
up of tre special instructions is, of course, a thing that the Council must
do iteel? and must.not delsgate. We must have it ©ll done here while we are
all herc.

Tro PRESIDENT: In view of the words of the representative from:the
United K. ngdom, I think we chould rsfer this rule also to the Drafting
Comrmittec.

I take it that will be agrseable to you, Mr. Poynton?

Mr. POYNTCH:(United Kingdem): Yes. |

The PRESITENT: It is s0 ordered.

Rule 93 again is a rule suggested by the Secretariat, which you see-
at the top of peage 32 in Document T/4: "All periodic viéits, special invest-
igaticny or inauivrios.ghall he_conducted in conformity with such-regulations :.
as mey He-epprovad vy ths Trusteechip Council."

M. MAKTW (Ausuralia): Me. Precident,thisif just a pubstitution of & F
word, tut I think it would be mcre- appropriate if .we used the word "instructions"
instead of the word "regulationé."

.1 suggest that axendment be made. ¢ o )
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Mr. GERIG (United States): Mr. President, I think that if we taﬁe the b
word "insfiuctions” instead of "regulations"”, we are back nearly to the rulé
we have_Just now adopted, where.we agreed.to have special instructions; etc.,
and I vaé soing to suggest, in any évent, that Rule 93 seers to me of douﬁtfui
wisdom, whether we want to have -a eet of rather precise regulabions-un,visité
of this lkind. . |

It ceems to me that emall visitirg missions of this kind must be trusted
to have a certain amount of expe”“onco and common sense in going into any
country, that they would do things which are proper and convenient. I personally
doubt wh§ther wa'need to have a ﬁholé set of regulaticns to determine every move
that the visiting missgion miﬁht make and Just how to make 1t in the territory.
It seems to me that is getting down to details whlch are quite excessiva and
unneceseury. I would like to ses this rule dropped out ,
o _Hr. POYﬁTON (Uﬁitei Kingdom): I was Jjust going to make the same suggestion
as Erf Ge:ié - -

| Mr. GAﬁREAU (France) (Interpretaéioﬁ fromw French): I agree, tco.

The RESIDENT: The Vice-President says,’ 5@93 avgsi”,

.It ia suggested.theﬁ that Rule 92 be deleted. Unless I hear objectioné,
it is so ordered. (No objections voiced) |

Rule 47 of Document T/l: "The Council may designate,as its agents for
the puryssé of its periodic vigits,one or more representativeé of members of
the Couvncil or officials of the;Secfetariat,who shall rsport to the Council on
their findings. It may also call upon the services of experts. Its agents
shall be chosen for their ccmpetence and integrity, preferably frem among non-
nationals of the administering authority."

The Secreteriat, as you see in Rule 94 on page 32 of Document T/h, has

made cerialn changes, which I will not stop to read because you have them before

you.
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Mr. GERIG. (United States): Mr. Pi'esident, in this paper that was-
circulated a few moments ago -- I had Loped to circulats it separately; 5utﬂ
it is on the same paper -- we have nade a éuggasted_revision ﬁf this-rulé,L
which is self-explanatory. . There is one new sentence in the middle which
pe;haps is a new element: "Each repfesen£ative may, with the consent of the
Council, designate deputies to assist in the work, whose expeﬁsas shall be
paid by their respective governmsnte."

Apart from that,.it represents cnly a slight modification.

‘Mr. KHALIDY (Iraq): Mr. Presideﬁt, thefe is, of course, as the repre-
sentative of the United States said, a slight difference between the two
versicns. |

I personally would prefer the version of the United States representative.

May I take 1t as a bamsE
I have a few suggestions, malnly a matter of form rather than substance.
I am taking as a basis the Unitad S§§tes proposal. The first one is in the
gecon? line, "one or mcre rspresentativesl" i think it ought to be "Mbnmé“s
Trusteeshlp

of the/Council." I am aware that the Unived atates representatlve meant it to

~ be the representatives,whom he would prefer to see chosen on the basis of

their personal merit.
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If the cl_uestiop is a n;;a.fster of principle and.hmeant to be like that, may
I be alloved téldiffer-in point of view? I think that the question is a
guestion of the Member of the Co-u:icil, and the Member of the Council may
designate v_:ho;nairer ha l.ikes. we cannot r_'estrict,' we cannofc bind the hands of
the Membeis cf' .the Clouncil to gend a particular man. They must send the nan
the;y.r like. We must leave 1t to them to send the best man they think fitted
to t-he Job. I think thie freedom Ought to be left ;:o the Member State sittinp :
on the Council, There is another pra.ctical difficulty in this connsction.
A particular repf‘esentative -- not a part;cul&r Membe¢ ~-- mAy not be able to.
go to that territory at tha.t rarticular time and in those partlcular circum-

to come.
stances, 80 -we cannot press him/ . His Government may need him to serve
e;s_ewhere for the' next three months, and that would present u¢ with a difficulty.
I believe, as a point of principle, that if we leave it 'to the .Mei_rnbers rather
_ than representatives, i1t would be a more convenient way.
. Now on ;he_ né:_ct line Ifollowing, we say --

The PRESIDENT: '_Ma_y I interrupt for jJust one second. You are speaking
of the second line? _

Mr. KEALIDY (Iraq): Yes. » ‘

The PRESIDENT: Yocu would changa. the words "of the represéntativeé" to -~

‘Mr. KEALIDY (Iraq): 'Member-s‘ of the Council®., May I proceed? |

The PRESIDENT: Please do. ‘ |

.Mr., KEALIDY (Irag): On éhe next line, Mr. President, we say "...normally
é.ssiated."by members of the Secretariat...” Would it not be better to say
by oﬁe or more memhérs of the Secretariat? I have in mind that a mission I::a.y
b'éa a very sme.il one, maybe a cne-man mission. The Secretariat may deem it
adequate to send .just cne member of the.Secrefaria.t and not more, so we could
provide for this case by saying "one or more'mem_bers". I do not think that

would matter very much.
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Now, ths ssntence baginniné "Each.represantative may, with the consent
of the Council, deaiénate deputies...”™ -- should it not be "a deputy or deﬁutiesz
“..;fo assist in the wofk...“ . Of courss what is meant here is not to assist
in the work of the mission. What is meant is to assist the particular repre-
sen;ative in his work, and therefore it ought-to be "...to assist him in the
wofk,-whose expenses shall be paid..."-- I suggest the word “borne" as it is
more esthetic thaﬂ "paid”.

The last and final point, Mr. President; I beg to come back to that
point of principle that tﬁey"shall be chosen for their competence and integrity."
I rey be allowed to differ slightly from th;a‘éoint of view, as this phrase
may carry something of a reflection and I do not think it ought to be mgntinﬁe&
at all. We must take it for granted that all members or representativés are
the best we can get, anyway. You cannot do better, and the?sfors you have to

do with, and I suggeathwe delete "shall be chosen qu their ccmpetence and
intéérity;, Of course they ouvght to be ccmpetent.

Mr. POYNTON (United Kinpdcm): Mr. Pfesment, the point I yet e
Just at the moment is mainly a procedural one. The Vice-President Just now
made reference to rabbits being préduced out of hats,. I-thﬁnk here the
combined efforts of. the Préﬁar&tory Commission, the Secretariat and the
United Statgs delegation have produced & regular rabbit pie with abéut a
dozen differsnt things in if. What I would like to do is to take the United
States text as our basis for discussion, but teke each sentence separately, as
if they were, in fact, differéﬁt rules, and concentrate éﬁr diﬂcﬁsaion oﬁ‘the-
individual points. I will make my own pointg as we ccme to them.

The PRESIDENT: It has been suggestedigﬂﬁt, in order to have a more
orderly discussion, we take up thé American proposal sentence by sentence and .

discuss it in that order. If agreeable to evefyone here -- and I take it that

it is -~ we shall follow that suggestion.
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Now I have on my'liat here requests from the representatives of Chira,
New Zealand and Belgium, S0 ﬁh&t thoss three will have preferred status when
ve chims 'Eo-ths senbinces videh tney ssek to discuss.

May we first then tﬁrow open for discussion the first sentence, that is:
"Ths_Trusteeship Council may cesignate as members of its visiting missions, one
or m@ra of the repreeentatives on the Trusteeship Council, normally assisted
by msmbers of the Sscretariat, who shall report to the Trusteeship Council on

their findings."
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Mr. TIU CHIEH (China): Mr. President, I am nﬁt.disagreaing_w__ith' the
very practical proceduré of discussing a rule sentence by sentence, lecause
that is a very useful procedure when we come to the actual drafting. But
you, sir, have usually very wisely allowed certain principles to be debated
first, and I think there are more fvndémental'and_conflicting principles
enunclated in this rule than in some other rules. Therefore, I will ask
your ﬁerﬁission to epeak bricfly on the principles involved in the whole
rule;

The PRESIDENT: ~Please . do.’

Mr. LILf CHIEE (China): Mr. President, I think I start from a premise
that-i; somevhat different from that which motivated myibolleague from
Irag. As I see it, a visiting mission is really representative of the
Council. The visiting mission 1s sent-to a trust territory by the Council
to investigate end inquire into certain things which the Councll wants to.
know. Therefore, I think the mission does not represent any government;
it represents the Council. For that ruason, I think it is wise to/make the
personnel of that mission a cholce of the Council réther then of any.
indi#idual_governmenfs. That mission will be responsible not to any
individudl government but to the Council. Itwlll have to report fack _
_to the Council. 'Therefore, I am inclined to think that the members shogld
be chosen on their persénal merit and competence.: I do not-sée how
the Council can leave 1t to any Individual government to designate someone
the Council has no knowledge of to go to a tefritory. That member of
the visiting mission will not know whether he is responsibie to his own
éovernment or to tho Council or whether he is to report to the Council

first or to his own government. That is one thing.
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The second point I would like to raise is this: I do not * quite
understand the purport of the United States amendment to make the respective
governments responsible for the expenses of the representatives or deputies,
because I feel that, as I sald, ‘the visiting mission is representative of ‘the
Council and to make an individual govérnment bear the expenses would destroy
the international character of the mission.

I notice that in & later ryle in T/4 there is a provision that all
expénses of periodic vis?ts, gpecial Investigations and inquiries, including
the travel expenses of the visiting missioﬁ, shall be borne by the United
Nations. Now, I think that i1s a very esound rule. I would not 1ike to
go into the merits or demerits of that‘rule,_because I do not know.what
consideration prompted the United States delegation to introduce that
arEndment. I feel that the question of expenses, although important,
is not so iﬁportant as the maintenance of the integrity of the visiting
missicn as an international body representing the Council.

'Alco, from a drafting point of view, sir, I feel that the text in
the United States proposel is not quite clear, beceuse I do not know whether
it means that some representatives of the Members of the Trusteechip Council
can be : included in the mission or that they alone can form the mispion.

As T emphasized the personal competsnce of the mission, I would be happier

if T felt that if no suchlrepreaentative is avallable, then some international:-
recognized expert may be asgkead éf appointed by the Council to undertake

such é mission, or we can avail ourselves of the experts with the specialized
ageﬁcies.

I only raise that point because, as the rule is worded now, it seems
that only repréaentatives on the Council can be members of the mission, ang

I am not very clear about that.
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Sir Carl BERENDSEN (llew Zealand): Mr. President, I shall endeavour
Yo confine myself, in accordance with the admirable suggestion of our
colleague frou the United Kingdom, to the first sentence of the Uﬁited_
States draft. Here again I would like to make this comment: that, despite
the frequency of these drafts from our United States colleégueg. I have
never seen one thet did not add some clarification or something useful
o our consideration of every -subject to which they addressed themselves,
a8 this one does.

We are dealing now with a question of real and fundamental importance.
We are turning new ground, and we will all do well to ponder, and ponder, if
necessary, at length, to insure that we turn that ground carefully and
oroperly, and that the furgow. is straight. It is new ground, and it is
delicate ground. |

I am in very general agreement--in fact, I think I.am*in complete
agreement--with what the revresentative of China has Jjust sai@,_which involves,
on the first point at issue, that-any Mamber:of»$his.special“..Jm ¥ o
Council who may be appointed tpﬁg_ﬁiaiting riission, shall’ be the
repregentative himself or a person delegated by the hiember. @ that point.
I an cbigpd to say that I disagree with the representative of Iraq. i am
convinced, as is my friend from China, that the ¥isiting wission is the
organ of the Trusteeship Council. It is an international body. It should
be chosen, as Mr. Liu Chieh said, from the point of view of ccmpetence
and integrity, and from no other aspect at all, and We.shouléljeﬁlcusly
keep in our own hends the Judgment as to who is the most suitable person to
~go on a visiting mission.

Now, I intend to cénfine myself, sir,..ingofer as I physically can, %o
the first sentence, the question of wsmbershiy. There,I must confess, I am

a little confused as to what is the invention and, indeed, what is the best
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_object " at which to aim. Document T/l implies that any visiting mission
must consist either of some of the Members around this table, or of officigls

of “he Secretariat. It allows no latitude whatsoever on that: Dacumentiﬂh,

owiﬁg to a typographical error, I confess I éo not understand at ail. Ido
not know if it means to differ from T/l or not.

We get a third in the very welcome suggestion of the United States in
ﬁhich we see that the prgposal is that the visiting mission shoull consist
of the representatives, one or more of the representatives on the
Trusteeéhip Council, nzrmally assisted by Memﬁers of Secretariat. . I confess,
- I do not know exactly what the intenticn there is. Are these Mewbers of the
Secretariat under this plan to be Members of the visiting mission, or merely
adviserg; friends et vetera, of the Members? ' IHowever that may be, I suggest
that we should allow ourselves the widest possible latitude in appointing
Meuwbors of the visiting mission. I would think it desirable, myself, that,
~ other things heing equal, tﬂere showld certainly be a representative or
several representatives of Members of the Council on any visiting mission.
But that I would suggest as a general.principle only, and not nccessarily
compulsory. But we should allow ourselves the opoortunity of finding the
proper men for the proper Jjob, and they may not be representatives of
Meuwbers; they way not even be officers of tbe Secretariat. They could gnite
éasily be officers of the spedialized agencies. They could quite easily
be experts in the field of colonial administration.

‘I-am inclined to suggest--I1 am merely thinking aloud, Jjust throwing
" the ball about--that we should not pin ourselves down to auy specified type
for appointment as the agents of this Council. We should ¢ive ourselves

the utmost latitude.

L i

A

!
|
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On the question of deputies, perhapslll might go on to 'bhat", sir.
It is another sentence but really it is one and the same 'que__stion. Again,
I do not inderstand.what the intention is, but in view of whét,l_hare ;aid, I
should not think there should be any latitude to any person avpointed by this
Council on a visiting w’ssion, to apvwoint anybody else, If he wants gsomeone
to help him well and good. But the migsion should consist solely of the.
veople eppointed by this Council.

Now, sir, I have covered the points that arise in the first and second
sentences, and if I might have another opportunity for a much briefer word
later on, I should be grateful.

The FRESIDENT: May I point ¢ . that there has been a slight
typsgrephical error in our copies of T/%, in Ruie 9%. The parentheses on
the fourth line_should close with the vord "official”. That is, the third

vord of the fourth line should contain the word "official’ in the parentheses
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" M. RYCKMANS (Belgium) (Intef;sreﬁation from French): Mr. President,
espscially,
I think I have, more,queau*uAs to put he*a.As our Vice-President said, this is
a very delicate matter upon which I have no definite and fixed opinion.

I would 1ike to know what the actual significance is which the

represcentative of the United Stetes attaches to his proposal. I nezan, in the
- Trusteeship

first sentence he states, "The/bouncil ray designate.,.one or more of the

reprecsentatives on the Trusteeship Council..."

I think this is quite obvious and it goes without seying. But the
Questibn is, who else might thé Council designate, and might the Council
designate anybody elsé?

Further down, at the end of this rule as proposed by the United States,
it is stated, "It may also call upon the services of experts.” |

'The qﬁestion arises as to whether these experts should be thus con-
sidered by the Council as members of the mission, or whether they would be
called upon simply to assist the mission in its task.

I must admit that I rather'prefer thé view as expressed by the
represcntative df China thet if the Council is to chcose certain Members
among us in this Council for a visiting mlssion, thelintention ¢f the Council
should rather be to designate a person among us and not just simply one
repreaoﬂtative of Mexlco, one representative of Australia, one rerpreesentative
of France, and orne representative of Iraq, and so on.

It seems to me, on the other hand, as regards the intention of the

proposal of the United States, I do not quite see how a government would be
| able to_pay for the expénses of any deputies é&tached to the misslion if 1%
were not a representative of the government that were dﬂsignatad. |

We will note that the Security Council sent a mission to Greece recently

and here the Security Council voted on the representatives of states to be

gent in this mission, and not on persons specifically deslgnated.
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But, cn the other hend, T do not think that 1f the Security Council
is to norr'.;i.na.te..é éover‘:nor for Triests, for hins‘ba.nche: 1% would simply say that
it shouwld be a representative. of Swe@en or Colombia or any other country, !
but on the co#tra‘r.;v, i:t: would desj_.gx-lé.té ::. ~gpecific person.

The PRESIDENT: It 16-now tx»:eﬁty minutes of five. Mey we Italce a
brief -recess and meet he.;v.'e at five okolock? -

(A recess was tekaa. "t
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(Mr Ivor Thomas, representaujve of the United Kingdom, replaced Mr,
Poynton )

The PRESIDENT' May we resure our discussion with respect to Rule L7, .
or Rule G4 in. the Secretariat draft.

You rerxenber that we were ﬁddresaing ourgelves to the first sentence
of the Americanldraft which raises very fundamental questions. The American °
draft of that first séntenoe reads: "The Trusteeship Council may designate,'
as members of ‘its . visiting missions,one or more of the representatives on‘
the Trnsteeshwp Councll %normally assisted by members of the Secretariat, who
shall report to the Trusteeship Council on their findings.'

Are there any observations to be made with respect to that sentence or
to the_fundamentals which must be decided with respect to that sentence?

Mr. Ivor TEOMAS-(United Kiﬂgdom): The language is a little ambiguous,
Mr. Ppgsident, and for.that‘reason I should like to split up the first sentence
irflto two sentences, and I prefer also to alter "findings" to "visit', because
I think £he word "findings" gives a wrong impression of what is intended bf
these visits. | . \

I should like to propose that the sentence now read: -"The Trusteeship
Council may desi;nate,as members of its visiting missions,one or more of the
_representaﬁives on tke Trusteeship Council, normally assisted by members of
the Secre£ari%t. Each miesion shéll report to the Trusteeship Council on its
vieit." | “
| The PﬁESIDENT: qI think that so far as the drafting is concerned, perhaps
we had bette;.postponé that work until we are in agreement on the fundamentals.
Are we all iﬁ_agféement.with the fundameﬁtals underlying this sentence, namely,
- that the visiting missions shall be compésed of répresenﬁatives of Members on

4

the Trusteeship Council? That is thelfundamﬁntAI question, and I wonder if we
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are in ag?eement. You rencmber that the representative from China expressed
very definite views with respect to that. I hopé ﬁé ray reach agreemsnt on
that fundamental before we proceed with the drafting refinements.

Mr, GARREAU (France) (intsrﬁretation from French): Mr. President, ﬁur
colleague,'the representative of China, has rightly siﬁted that the fundamental
Question here is how to designatelthe representatives of this Council for
visiting missions. i think we are all agreed that these missions arezsolely
to represent the Trusteéship Council as rgspoﬁsible fofrthﬁt task and thé"-
question is how to make these nominations. I think perhans we ﬁight'see o
irzpiration in the manner in which the‘Memﬁers'of the'Intefﬁatiohal Coﬁft.of..
Justice &re_chosen.Countriés have been designéted to preseﬁt lists of--
candidates, and I wonder whgther we could contemplate iesignaﬁing.dountriés
in this way to indicate to the Council whatlrepfesentatives.tﬁey'éonsider:fiﬁ
for the various miasioné conﬁempiated. My proposal would joiﬁ that of the
represcntatives of Iraq and China. | |

Otherwise, I do not see how we can contemplate chis designation_of‘
representatives for miscions, I think that in view of the reprosentation'bf
countries in the Trusteeship Council we should contemplate this systeﬁ; and
in actual practice, fo; instance -- I 'will take an examplel~- thé Trusteeship
Council might decide that China, the ﬁniﬁed States and Iraq should nave
repregentatives for some specific mission . The three deernmenté -- the
United States Government, the Chinese Governmcntﬁand the Government of Ifaq'—-

.would present to the Truateeshiﬁ Council ; list of qualified persons whom they
consider fit to represent their countries for this miasion3-and it would be
the task of the Trusteeship Council to chooselamong thegs pefsone whom they

think appropriate for the mission.
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. Mr. KHALIDY (Irag): Mr. President, I wish %o eay a word in the nature of
clarification, on gomething which may have entered the minds of scme of my col-
leagues, perhaps unwarrantedly.

I hope nobody will think that I had 1n mind for a moment that tha visiting
misaion would not be. resnonaible entirely and colcra.pleu’c.el"r to the Coun011. o
matter how they are choasn, whether thev are cuogen personally or tﬂrcugh th@ir
Gave?nmgnts, they will -- and t1at 13 1wat I have ﬁlwaye meant - completely and
éntirely be_the :representativea of.tne Council the servants of the Council in
every'singlé respect. That is to eay, they will not be the servants of the pOllC
of their Goverrment. .I would like to p0¢nt out that that was always in my ‘mind.
 They would be completely the servants of the Council,

Ncw, Mr. Prasident if I ;:m.d myaeli‘ in the minority -- a3 I do in many
ceses -- I will gladly accept the view of ‘the majority, naturally, but I am
trying to think along praotical lines. Now, suppose we are gsending a mission to
a certain.place.and the coﬁncil Bed EEdd that 1t would like to choose Messrs.
A, B, C and D ag being tiz most qualifﬁed.representatives on tihis Council to go
© to that place. Very well., Now, suppose Mr. A says “I am sorry, I cannot meke
_it; I nave got something to do in New York." Suppose Mf.'ﬁ saya,"l am sorry; my
~Goverrment wants me to 20 somewheré else and I cannot meke it." Then, with the
best inﬁéntionﬂ, Megs¥Ys. G &nd'D ave left cn this miazion.. What will happen?
If we wanmlﬁd.comﬁlete‘the nission, ihén we may produce someone we do not
know or scmepﬁdy ffﬁm éhe Secretariat.- If we do not ccmplete the - ~miasion,-:

‘ then only the t*o-Memberé are left'EO carfy oﬁ. -Wiil'that rcally be answering’
comp‘letejly_‘t;hé 1deé. .c‘:-Jf.‘l;he Cc;ulncil‘f 1 do not think 80. .

Théz_l there is the.ca:.v.reﬁc-mf Members not teing thought gqualified.for a certai:
Job. But‘tﬁen,-Mr. Presiéent; how are'you going to épecify-this sort of quali-
fication? Is 1t not going a little around the point? How are you going to

something about th
specify it? It is very difficult to go into this matter without kmowing J s
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eXperience :

/cf the repreosentative. How can you say thatxMr. A now gittiggﬁon_theﬁCouncil.15

an exc¢llent man to visit Tanganyixa and the same Mr. A 1s not aléoéd manlfo

Visit the Pacific? How can you know that uﬁless jou know Mr..A pergonally?

Then there is the possibility of a change in the repreaentatives._ Ve hQVe
among our membership here men of high office and resp01sihility. TheJ are likely
to be changed by their Governments from post to post. what happens if a Govern-
' ment changes its representative on the Council -- and that may hapnen, of course—-
| and the men who you have felt is-;qualified' . hes suddenly disappeared?

' Tﬁen the next man who takes lis place way be & more qualified man to visitcthat
territory, but you de not knéw;him. In_addition, do jbu not think the Governmént
mey think it a little amiss that you should choose one of 1ts nationéls witﬁoﬁt

. agking the Member on the Council to pr;cent porebody? | | -

“As I sald, I am trying to think &1oud. I do not mind what you do I will
gladly accept-the majority view. However, I will leave it to my colleagues to
decide. | |

Mr. GIRIG (United States): Mr -Presid.ent 'T think this hes been & ve:c"y-‘
congtructive and illuminating diacussion on all these points. | h &

First of all, I would like to refer briefl; to the xeccnd sentence which
I think has recelved perhaps most of the criticism, and to say that we never had
anything more in mind than that a repfesentative might feél tﬁa need of having
& . personal assistant and we wondered wﬁéther the expenses of a persovnal assis-
tant should be borne by the United Nations. It 1s really a secondary point,
however, and it might very well be dropped. I think it adds nothing to this
rule. It goes without saying that a representative on certaia occasions might
fescl the need of having a personal assistant to do various things which the re—-
presentatife may require. So, I would like to withdraw that sentence, because

I do think it is of secondary importance.
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L ‘Referring thgn to the first sentence, it seems to me that we are all agreed
that the mission, howsver composed, represents the Trusteeship Council and on]-.y\”
the Trusteeship Council. Everybody is agreed on that, no matter how you coxlnp'ose
the mission. I think, however, that these missions probably will not be
very frequent. I would like to suggest the possi_bi.lity that a visit to any one
territorj' ﬁu‘.giqt perhaps not take place oftener than once every two or tlhreel
'ye.'ars. We have not discussed this yet but it seems a probability tha-.t such
visits wou}d not be made to each territory much oftener than that. The terri-
tories, grouped as fhey are at preaaht, fall into three groups: Fast Africa,
West Africa arid. the Pacific. Therefore, one or two visits a year is all that one
foresees for the present. If the sltuation changes, we can always meke a new
rule, but fha£ is the kind of situation we are thinking of at present, I belleve.
'I'here_fore, it seems to me that the haxrdships that might be worked upon Members of
this Counﬁil oi‘ their qualified deputies should not, in those cir “umstances, be
80 great that it would be impossible to find at lesst ono Member of this Oounci}.—-
1f not two or three -- who could take the responsibility, considering especially
that some Memhers of this Clomncil, I think, are serving by appointme:it for rather
a long tiine. In tlhaaal clrcunstances, 1t would seem strange to me if you could
not find at lecast oﬁe Member of thig Council who could quelify to conduct a

mission, with experts. Secretari:l assistants, and so on.
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IT necessary to resort to the device of ncmination so ingeniously
mentioned by the répresentative of France, we could do that too, but I g
think that ﬁoﬁld not be the most desirable thing. It is something you
can fall back on,-if necessary. If iﬁ is found that not a single Member
of.thia Council could be found to meke one visit one year, then we might
have to rescrt to that kind of device.

Now, as to experts and secretaries, 1t seems to me they would not
be a partof the mission. The mission would ideally consist of one or more ---
say two. or possibly three -- - Members of this Council. They would con-
stitute the miésion. Experts and secretaries wouid be attached to the mission
but would not be a part of the mission. - That 1is, the mission conaistﬁ
of representatives and others, however many may be necessary to accomplish
the task. That is partly a matter of the accommodations which Iwould
be available in a territory. The mission should not, in-any case, be ﬁery
large perhaps,hecause it would be impossible to do what you want-to.'
do in the interior if a mission were too numerous.

Therefore, it seems to me that 1f the matter‘is conceived'in thosell
terms, the firat sentence with slight redrafting should commend itself
to the Members of the Council. As f.r es ﬁy delegation is concerned, I
accept the suggestion of‘eubatituting "yisit" for "findings." I think
these visits are in the nature not so much of surveyance s ' they are
of learning what the problems and ccréiticns are in a spirit of helpful
co-operation, not a matter of surveyance, of looking around behind scme-
body's back to see what you can find out.

It is not in that nature. If it is, it is'apt to be very unsuccessful.
Therefore, I think "visit" is the word which is more nearly in line with

the concept. If "normally" causes any difficulty, that might ! - very well
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be dropped out, becauce it really adds very-little. . It would be .essumed.

+hat one or more Members of the Secretariat weuld assist a mission except:

in the most rare instances.

Mr. MAKIN (Australia): Mr. President, one, in following the couirseé
of this debate, becomes convinced of the complex nature of our problem.

I am scmevhat agitated at the moment really. as to what might prove the -

best nrocedure. - I would not like to finally tle myself to any specific

idea, but at the moment, my thought runs in a similcr vein to that of.

the Vice-President.

I feel that first of all we acknowledge” that whoever 1is reprEEcht8§ t0rf_
utndertake a - .. mission, undertalies 1t on behalf of the Council. That is

very definite.

At the moment, I fesl that we should not undulyrestrict ourselves

in regard to who we mey feel to be the proper person to ropresent

the Council on such & mission. It has already been indicated that there

might be difficuity in Pinding scmeone of the Council who is a Member -
’ ’ that

here *to undertake possibly the responsibilities of a nission. I thinkfceruaiﬂli

we would find difficulty in getting #eadily a number;who would 53 available
possibly for the purpose of pnderﬁaking missions. There 1is just this
about it,lth%t‘seeing_ﬁhat_it is also for the means of providing added : :
knowledge'ggﬂ informéﬁion_to the persons  who go to visit these .areas; .
it 1s very:desirable that 1t sﬁoul@ poﬁ_ba really a class of uvndertaliing in
ﬁhich only_one dq two could_find it convenignt_to undertake.

In.other words, if you confine it to. Members of the Council, it...

or two

' may be thaﬁ we might fin@_that there axe only one/that can really give the

time to actually undertake successfully the missionu in questilon.

ey
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Now, if that be so, then it means that the adventage of that is then
cnly to the one or two who actually heve had the time and who are speclally
qualified-to be able to undeitike sucﬁ misslons.

I think we have %to distribute, if we can, the aévahtage that theso
missions bring by reascen of tﬁe Imowledge and experience that they make
poesible. That being so, - that ieads-me,to feel that the diwersity of
representation is possibly a very desirable objective to have in mind,
and that is why I do not feel it desirable at this stage to restrict
our selection of persons . entirely to that of the Council. There
may be personcfﬁomSPécialized agencies, there may be persons from the ‘Secre-
tariat, there may be other persons who are peculiarly equipped -and suited
to be able to undertake such a visit. We should not exclude the opportunity
thet we mirht have for utilizing their services

I feel also that in regard to-these . visits, we should make,

some provision for a pefson of the local administration to be attached in

gone' way to the mission. I have some knowledge of the position as it

relates +to New Quinea.
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Now for a ﬁission to proceed to New Guinea without the aid of some
local répresentative is only  to court disaster, from the voint of view
of the person's own well-being and safety and not from the'standpoint alone
of anything that there might be in the nature of danger to the man physically.
But there are conditions of health to be recognized as having certain
phaéss of difficulty in that, as well as.also in regard to the provision
of being able to get from place to place, the arranging of carriers, and the
provisioﬁing that is eseential. All that is a part on which the local
administration is much more capable.of being able to afford advice upon
and give the essential aid, and knowing the very class of people and areas
that are to be visited.

Those circumstances. do lend me to feel that it is to the advantage
of the success of the mission, as well as the personal security and well-
being of those who undertake the mission, that someone locaily should be
attached in some way to eny of those missions that go to these areas. For
that reason, I hope some provision will be made to include, in whatever may
be the definitions we lay down on these matters, the possibility for such
aid to be mede aveilable from the countries concerned, so as to at least
holp towards the success of any mission that might proceed to those parts
for such investigation and for such knowledge as this Council might seek
from time to time.

The PﬁESIDENT: I think that there has emerged from this discussion

two large questions of principle, as well as certain minor questions. Those

g g e
-

e

R T

two lerge questions of principle seem to me ts be these: The first one, she

the Council choose as Members of the visiting teams designated individuals,
or shall the Council choose Membef States and allow them to appoint their
repregencatives for the visit? That is one question which seems to me

to emerge. A second question, also a large question of principle, is,
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should the wewbership of visiting'm‘.ssions be limited exclusively to
feyr:éent&tives of Members of the Council, or should the Cbunéil have é
‘Wides latituds in its chofce?

Now I wonder whether it might not, aid our thinl:_iné if we asked for
éféh¢w of hands on“thoée-fwo questinﬁs,'not by way of committing any cqunﬁryk
to ay specific view,'but simply fd discover what the majority'thinking is
on thuse tﬁo questions wﬁich éeem-fo me fhé two fundamental ones which must
be se tled first, before we talk about drafting a rule. I wonder if it would
be ameeable to everyone for me to put those questibns,'with the undé:dtandihg

" that “he vote on those guestions will bind no one.

*
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Mr. RYCIMANS (Belgium) (Interpretation from French): Mr. President, if
you are going to put these questions to tane vote, I shall be conmpelled to
abstain from participating in the vote, since I mvrat admit that my mind hag not
been mede up definitely in rearect to these matters.

As regards the proposal of £he representative of the United States, I
presume that he has the fact in mind that the members of %isiting groups should
be Members of the Trusteeship Councill itself, and that these visits would have
the chareacter of rsal visits, that is to say, an actuel contact between the
Members of the Council itself end the local éuthorities and populations in the
trust territories. I think that such actuel visits would be advantageous, es
in this cace, the Members of the Council themselves would have firsthand
knowledge cf the varlous local prcblems which may arise.

I aduit that this is an extremely interesting idea. If such were the
cage, then 1t could be admitted that you should not simply send representatives
of the Trusteeship Council, but that the Trusieeship Council should delegate

its own Members for these visits.
. “into
I have also taken/accownt - +the remarks of the representatives of

New Zealend end Australia, that we should not close all doors in this respect.
I have another point in mind,end that is, what would be the situation of a

Member of the Trusteeship Council on a-visiting mission, if he were to meet -

another rerson who 1s not a mcmber of the Trusteeshlp Council,an expert attachsd

to the . .
/vigiting mission, who 18 not ciirusted in the same way we are with the

examinaticn of reports in the Trusteeship Council, and with the presentaticn
of these reports to the General Assembly--which is obviouslj the task of the
Members of the Council themselves?

Ancther question I would like to ralse is the question of the relation-
ship betwecn the members of a mission,which would be an actual emanation of

the Trusteeshlp Council 1tself, with the poPulatioﬁ of the territories.
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When an actual representative of the Trusteeship Council would be sent
. PEEMNE U N T R T et gee ot EREE BRSOl Ll :
on a visiting mission, “then you can tell the_ popt_ﬁl.&_t:_tqng .qf ,.-"?,'he _vari:oue )
territoriee that they are in -bhe presence of the representativea of the

. : So Kt ¢
supreme cuthority, such as vas the case with the regresentatives of‘ the

¥

Mend.a.tesl_Conmission. \ ’I"~1e pepulations saw the.t 'they were faced. with & supreme

authority and_they were told that that was.the authori‘by__e.bove the governor

of the territory. g B g5 Sore RESa it st g e & e a
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X -However, I think that 1f the popula.tions were simply in the presence
of what I might call employees of the Council, or eim;;ly oesez_'_v_ers of_th_e ‘
Council sent to see what was going on in any te;'ritpry,_-then I :think :jb_here
might be a serious misunderstanding between the 'I'fusteeship Council itself
and these populations. ,

Those are all verj delicate problems which, I admit, I do not consider
I heve yet explored sufficiently and therefore, Ishoﬁld ‘not be able to make
any declslon if the matter were brought to a vote. |
Mr, KHALIDY (Iraq): Mr. Preaident. I just want to say a word on the

same
second point you mentioned. My thoughts are running along the/lines as the

honourable representative of Belgium.,

I believe 1t would be a great mlstake to have & mixed nisslon between
politiclans or diplomats on the one hand, and experts on the other hend.
That would be a very great mistake. Perhaps I am younger in years than any of
the Members on this Council, but I had occasion to serve on an international
commission where we were mixed. We had there a few experts in thelr own lines,
I can tell you that we had an awful time. The experience I got out of this
commigsion taught me never te gerve on a mixed commission of experts and

non-experts.
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Then, there is molthe_f poimi... Tt seems to me thet 1f you bring
members of épecialized. agencies as eiperts in their own right into that
nicodion, you . are somshow placing these specialized agencies above the
governmenté. You do not want to ask the governments to na:me' their ovn
representativea, and yet you ask an expert from a specialized agency to sit
on the - mission. You will say, "You wvill repregent the Cbuncil,“ but in
fact, Mr. President, I assure you that he will not. He will represent himself,
if not the agency. You know, experts are always experts. They are nothing
else. They Jﬁst répresent themselvés.

% t.houéh‘t. I would let you know about these things.
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The PRESIDENT: I certainly do not want to force a show of hands on thcse
who are 1ot resdy to vote, .. - . . and I think that we muet posipone furiher

discuegsica on this problem until tomorrow. It is a profound problem. It goes
deep, and we certainly want to s wisely and carefully.

I weander whether the representative of Belgium or any of the other repre-
sentativee have any conetructive suggestions for the Preesident a&s to how best
to arrive at a wise procedure for reeching a decision on this matter. I would
like to thiuk in terms of the poesibility of putting such questions tomorrow
ae I have suggzsted, unless someone has a wiser course to suggest in reaching our
coaclusions. |

Mr. THOMAS (United Kingdom): The question raised in my mind, Mr. President,
1= whether it is necesgsary forus to make ﬁp our minds tomorrow on thig question.
Clearly there are very big lsesues Involved, and & géod deal of attention cught
to be given to them.

It w8y be an advantage to have a fairly flexible rule which would leave us
free to gocttle the questicn when we have to choose thse persons for particular
visite, £ad in the light of.the experience we will then gein, we shall, no doubt,
ectablieh & saticfactory practice, but if we had to decide tonight, or possibly
even tomoriow, I em afraid I should probably find myself in much the same diffi-
culty es tis honourable representativel-. Belgium. I cannot think the difficulty
will be recolved tomorrow. I do see advantages in not elaborating our rules E
‘too closely. ———

The PRESIDENT: That is, if I understand you, Mr. Thomas, /. would be to
adopt, neybe tomorrow or within the next few days, a rule drawn gpecifically and
purposely in so general a form that it would allow us to make our decisions later

on, in ths light of future deovelopmente.
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Me. TACMAS (United Kingdom): Yes, Mr. Pregldent, that is wy idea.

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium): Ithink that is sound, sir. We will sleep on it,

if you ¢o not mind, and think it over until tomorrow.
| Tl PRESIDENT: I feel, ae we all do, that we must pueh forward. We are
faced wita grave problems, but we must push forwerd. I am, therefore, going to
prgpﬁse that our two Committoes both meet tomorrow; that is, thet the Drafting
Committee ghould meet tomorrow morning at 10:30 in Confarencé Room 10 and alsgo
that the Questionnaireg Committee will meet tomorrow at 10:30 in Confersnce
Room 13.

I-have one cher thought. I wonder -- and I would like to turn to you,
Mr. Thoras -- vhether we might ask the Drafting Committee to try their hand
tomorrow drafting some general rule along the line you proposed, which could
.then be rlaced tefore this Council tomorrow afternoon.

M, fEGMAS (United Kingdom): Yes, Mr. President. Faving made the sug-
gestion, I think I had probably this evening better try to do a draft myeself.

Ti:> PRESIDENT: In that event, I shall agk the Drafting Committee then to
try ;ts tand drafting such a rule, and I will ask Mr. Thonas, if he can, to give
his éuggeetions to the Drafting Ccmmittee, if he himself is not. citting on that
Draftiné Cormmittee tomorrow.

Mr. THOMAS (United Kingdom): I shall be on the Drafting Ccumittes. -

The'ERESIDENT: I have ons other short matter, by wey of an announcement,™

in nﬁlndnd.

In 1eeponse.to th? request;oi the Unite@IKingdom for an esrly exemination
of the petitions_réiating_fo Tenganyika, I should like, if it meets with the
,degires and aﬁprovai of the Council, to set next Monday for a hearing.on those
petiticns; that ie, the petitions relating to Tengenyika. I sey that with the

approval of the United Kingdom.

i I ———
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Unlese I hear an obJection, we will eet aside next Monday for our examins-
tion of the petitions relating to Tanganyika,
(No objection voiced.)
The PRESIDENT: This Council will meet tomorrow at 2:00 o'clock .in this
room. -
The meeting is adJowrmed.

(The meeting adjourned at 6:10 p.m.)





