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The PRESIDENT: The Council is in session. 

Yesterday afternoon, you remember we were discussing the rules on visits, 

and at the close of the afternoon we referred to the Drafting Committee three 

of the rules, asking them. to re-draft them so as to embody the conclusions 

which we reached yesterday afternoon. 

The Drafting Committee has been hard at work all morning on the matter 

and has just given us their draft on Rules 91, 92, and 94 which you see before 

you in Document T/AC.1/4 of 17 April 1947. 
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I think perhaps I ehould read aloud thoea three rules to see 1f they 

are e.cceptable to the Members of the Council. 

'Rule 91, a redraft of the original Rule 46 of Document T/1, reads: 

"The Trusteeship Council in accordance With the provieione of' Articles 

87 (c) and 83.3 of the Charter, as the case may be, and. vith the terms of the 

respective trusteeship agreements, shall make provision for periodic visits to 

each Trust Territory with a view to achieving the basic objectives of the 

International Trusteeship System." 

I take it, unless I hear objections, that Rule 91 ae thus drafted is 

acceptable to the Council. 

(No objection voiced) 

In the absence of objections, it ie so ordered. 

Rule 92, as you see in Document T/AC .1/4, reads: 

''The Trusteeship Council, acting in conformity With the terms of the 

respective trusteeship agreements, shall define the terms of reference of' each 

visiting mission and shall issue to each mission such special instructions as 

it may consider appropriate." 

Unless I bear objections, the Council approves that draf'ting end considers 

Rule 92 as thus set forth ad.opted. 

(No objection TOicea) 

You remember yesterday we decided to delete Rule 93 as it appears at the 

top of Page 32 of Document T/4. Rule 94, which we asked the Drafting Committee 
I 

to work upon, as you .see 1n this document before you, reads: 

"The Trusteeship Council shall. select the members of each visiting 

mission who shall preferably be one or more of the representatives on the 

Council. Each mission may be assisted by experts and repreeentati veo of the 

l.ocal adm1n1 stration. A mission and the individual members thereof shall, while 

engaged 1n a visit, act only on the basis of the instructions of the Council 

end shall be responsible exclusively to it." 
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Sir Carl BEF.ENDSEN (New Zealand): Mr. Prosident, yesterday I -ventured, 

With reepect and with. trepidation, to differ on one point with rey- colleague from 

Iraq, and today it gives me very great plea.sure to raise myself to rey- proper 

place alongside him. 

I wish to refer, sir, to the c.omments n:ade yesterday by the representative 

of Iraq, comment~ which have borne fruit in the ' deliberations of the J:;rafting 

Corr.mi.ttce, concerning the phrase contained in the original text: "'.jhe members of 

the visiting mission shall be chosen for their cQmpetence and integrity, pre­

ferably from .among ~on-'nationale ~f the administering authority. It 

The 1n1)11catlone of that phrase are obvious and offensive, The implicatiops 

are cle~rly these: that no national of an adminietering authority can be trusted 

to be competent and honest. Sir, we did have, during the n:eetings of the Aaeerrb~y, 

some occasions upon which that point of view was teken. I resented it then, and 

I should resent it again. 

In this Council -- and it is a very encouraging sign-~ there has been no 

appearance of this euspicion of adminietering powers, . E.cd I hs.ve ouff1cient ccn­

f!de.~ce _ip t!:e Membere. of thie Council to believe that such a thing never will 

occur. I think the Drafting Committee is to be congratulated on deleting that 
' ' 

clause no, I prefer a stronger word on "ejecting" that clause, and I 

sincerely trust that the Council will approve of the good sense of the Committee 

in deleting it. 

Mr. THO!vf.AS (United Kingdom): I have a simll drafting point, Vir. President, 

which I regret I did not notice in the Drafting Committee this morning. In the 
. .. . 

second sPntence there is a slight ambiguity, and I should like to see inserted 

the word "by" before the word "representatives", so that it will r~ad: ''Ea.eh 

mission ~ay be assisted by experts and by representatives of the local administra­

tion." Otherwise, it might be thought that the experts were necessarily 'those 

' of the local administration. 
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The PRESIDENT: I ·take it' that thElre is. no objection to the slight altera­

tion suggested by the representative of the United Kingdom. Unlese I hear objec­

t ion, we will take the text as thus arr.ended. 

(No objection voiced.) 

The PRESIDENT: It is accepted. 

l/.r. MAKIN (Australia): Mr. President, I become quite envious when r hear 

the graoious references ' that pass between my dietinguiehed friend, the Vice­

Presiaent, and • my distinguished friend from Iraq. I only wish that in son:e 

way I could also cet into that very pleasant exchange. • Roweve:r, .:it· is nzy-
, . . 

great good fortune to sha're the ·friendship of both these colleagues of mine. 

I want to say, sir, that I share the view that has already been expressed by 

the Vice-President that there were features in the rule originally suggested 

that ga·:e offense son:ewhat to the administering authori tj. I am glad that 

their elimination from the r~le is now proposed, and I join with others in con­

gratulating the Drafting Committee on the excellent job that I feel they tave 

done in the reconstruction of this rule. 

M::-. F.'YCIO'.'./\NS (Belgium) ( Interpretation from French): Mr. President, I 

or.ly war_ted to ask for the floor on a point of clarification, but there is no need 

for it no;r, eince the correction has been rrBde in the text by the representative 

of the United Kingdcm . . -. 

Mr. KHALIBY ( Iraq): Mr. Preeident, it would be very difficult for ree to 

refrain from throwing at least one flower to both my distinguishod colleagues 

from f.uetralia end. New Zealand. May I t tank them for their thanks. Ae regards 

~?e point about suspicion which was brought up by our Vice-President, I think 

he is very right in saying that we never had this evil in this Council. I never 

had thia euspic ion e.o far, and I h6:pe I shall never have it in the future. 

l 
I 
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The PRESIDENT: I take it that Rule 94, as presented to us by the Drafting 

Committee and a.mended by the representative of tne United Kingdom by the inser­

tion of the word "by", in the third line, preceding the word "representatives", 

is acceptable to thie Council. Unless I hear objections, it is so ordered. 

(No objection voiced.) 

-·. i : 
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I think this proves .~fresh the excellence of our Drafting Committee. 

It proves 'lf°reeh what fruits they have produced by their arduous labours. 
; • • . ' i 

They he.ve been working hard and. long and. very wisely, and I think we 'owe 

them a r.ew debt for their able work on these three rules. 

Tbe.t brings us then to Rule 95, that is, Rule 48 o'f Document T/1. 

Rule 4 8 reads : • 

"To the extent provided. in any trusteeship agreement, the Council may 

cond.uct Bpecial investigations or inquiries when conditions in the trust 

terri tor~: require such e.ction." 

,_s ;;"Oll; see, the Secr~tariat, in their Rule 95,ha.ve &ltered. that only 

by the ad.ii tion of the l1ord "lfrusteeship". 

Then we also have before us a slight alteration proposed. b~,r the 

United St1tes delegation, read.ins: 

:rTo -:he extent permissible under the provisions of any tn,steeship 

agreement, the Trusteeship Council, at times agreed. upon with the 

administering authority, may conQuct special investigations or inquiries 

when it considers that conditions in the trust territory make such action 

desirab2..0.1t 

• M:c. Ml-.KIN (Australia) : . Mr. President, so far a.s I am aware, no 

trusteeuhip agreement provides for such s:pecial investigations and inquiries 

and I wonder if it would corr.mend itself to the Council if I were to suggest 

that this particular rule might be deleted. The Council would. be competent 

at any stage, when poseibly an agreement did provide such a condition, to­

insert a rule into the ~orking procedure of this Council, but I think 

it_might lee .met possibly by a special resol\.\tion at such a time when such 

conditions prevailed. 'l~. • were thought to warrant special investigation. 
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However:< in view of the fact that ·no trusteeship_ e.gr~ement, so far as · 
• ' 

I am aware; bontains any prov.ision for: such speciai inve·stigation 'or: inquiries,. 

I wonder 'Whe:ther · this rule· is really one that is clesirable' at this ttme. I 

do not .press: it, sir, to a ::potnt that I would: wish · to make an :i.s·sue of· it; 

but I e.m.- just asking myself -whe ther we have not rc·s l 1.woa:. ·the'·;:powor at all 

times to require such an investigation if ever it should be required, without 

its actually having to appear in the rule. 

Sir Carl BERENDSEN (New Zealand): Mr. President, of course this is an 

obvious and most welcome op1'.)ortunity for me to take my proper place alongside. 

my colleague from ustralia, which I always abave great happiness in doing. 

I think there ta much to be said for the point of view expressed by 

the Australian ambassadct, but C1 lthough~-e~d"L,-wpulq. ,not press it- ... r think it 

might be useful to have such a rule, on the other hand I would agree with him 

that that power is inherent in the Trusteeship Council. But if we are goirig 

to have a rule, then as one who bas so frequently held up proceedings and 

diecussiens on the various amend.mel'?'l:.s introduced by our colleague from the 

United States, I would say ,that he has greatly improved the original rule, 

in my opinion, and if we are going to have a rule, it should certainly be 

along the lines proposed by our United States colleague rather than along 

the lines set out in either of these two documents. 

It is true, so far as I am aware, that no trusteeship agreement contemplates 

or even specifically refers to such a rule, but I think that is no reason 

why such an inquiry should not be undertaken--presumably·at the request of 

or a t any rate witbthe consent of the administering authority. I can think 

of many instances where such an inquiry would be useful . . If there is any 

deubt whether we have the power to do that, we should have a rule, and if we 

do have a rule, the rule should be the United States draft. 
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The PRESIDENT:- In the absence of other coIDD1enta I think I should ~ut 

before you the' draft which has been proposed by the United States, and ask 

those in favcu.:r of. the· adoption of such a draft to indicate by raising their 

right he:cd.s.~. Of course, those •.:,iio • vo·te against the adoption of the rule 

will be voting in favour of deleting such a rule. Will that be acceptable~ 
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Mr. RYCI™L'-11~8 (:Belg~um) (Interpretation from French): Mr. Presic.ont, I 

am not q_ ui te clear e.bout the proced.trre of voting. Suppose someone r:-efers the 

text that has 1::een put forward by the Secretariat to that put fo:t'vrar ,i by the 

dolegati<;:n of the United States, how· is he supposed to vote? 

The PRESIDENT: Let rae, if that is bothering you, put two se:pc1·ate votes. 

First, if I may, I will put the :proposal of the United Sta~Be, and. sc:;ond, the ­

proposal of the Sec:::-etn.riat, wh:i.ch you see before you here in Rule 95. A vote 

against both of those will mean d.eletion. As I understand it, th$ U:ni .;ed States 

has suggested amending this pro1osal of Rule 95 in the Secretariat's craft. 

We will vote on that first. If that is voted dov.'Il, we will then vote en Rule 95 

as it atendo. If that is voted down, there will be no rule. Is that egreeable? 

S:ir Carl BEREHiiSEN (Hew Zealand.): Mr. President, I do not want to vote. 

against Mr. Gerig' s propoaal. I was going to suggest that you might abandon 
on 

protocol for the moment end talrn an informal show of hands/ first Of all, do we 

want this kind of rule or do we not? Then, if we do want this kind of rule, 

let us talce our choice between the two. 

The PHESIDE~"T: I will be very happy to, if that is.agreeable to everyone. 

(No objection voiced) 

I take it then that we will ask for a ehow of hends, ull tho~e raising 
of 

their right hand who prefer that we have soree rule 0orresponding to ~ule 95/T/.4. 

If we get an affiramtive vote on that, then we will decide on whether or not the 

American proposal or t.he Secretariat's proposal is more acce:ptable. 

(A ~ote was taken by a show of hands.) 

The PRESIDE1"T: Five voted in favour and one against. We will therefore 

decide to ad.opt some rule such as Rule 95. 
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Now if it is agr!3eable, I will put forward the Ar~.erica...--i :proposal which you 

eee before you. 

Mr. LIU CRIER (China): · Mr. President, I am not opF.osed to the ti:-"ericen 

proposal becauce of tbe substance; b~t I will n0t vote for it becauGe I feel 

that. the . a~di ticns are unnecesra.ry and ere already fou.."1.d elsewhere in the Chc.rter 

and. the Rules of Procedure. 

, Mr. KHALIDY (Iraq): Mr. Presj_dent, I have fa.irly the same r.usclvings. 

·Perha:ps you could. meet · the J;oint . of cur colleague from China, and :r;erhe,rs 

mine, . incidentally, . too; by looking into the :phrase " ... agreed u:pon with .the 

administering authority ... " . . I . am trying to think a.s to what -:;ho le c;al . 

position would be, whet :position we would find ourselves in, end the aG.!lliniGter­

i~g authority too. That . is to say, in :practice sc:n:eth:l.ng like this r:;J.y ccme 

• up: -The Council would want to send a mission there; tr,e President or the 

Sccrctary--Ge11eral would collmlunicate with .the administering ai;.thori ty. The 

afuninisteririg authority may sc.y: "No, ·we do not wioh you to c • T.e at e.11 11
• 

What would then be the positicn? Is __ it going to be _a oo.tter of nogotia-­

tion between tbe Council and the a:1ministering authority, or a r.-mtter of a 

gentlemen's agreement, or +s i.t going to be, a question of legal ric.ht? If :Lt 

is going to be a quest.ion of legal right, who is goinc; to have the over-

• riding word? 

My question is me.inly in the ;form of :..nquiry, only i:i.q·~iry. 

Sir Carl BE&.-rerIDSEH (Now Zealand): Mr. President, I sr.a.11 be very br:1.ef'. 

On the general question of :preference between theae two drafts, :rr.ight I call 

attention to another vicious circle, as I see it, in Rule 95 aG pro;osed by 

Document T/4. Let me read it: 

"To the extent provided in any trusteeship agreement, the Tr:1Steeship 

Council rr:ay . cond.uct special invesU sations or inquiries when conditions in 

the trust territory require such a.c•i;ion. " 

I 
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" To the extent p:rcvicl.au. in any t:::-uxt;_._ .. ,crd .. -p ag:;.1een:snt ... ,'.'. -- no-w . we 

at all and therefore you do not have your special inq_uiry. 

On the second po:l.nt: the point of real subst.ru1.r; ,9 ra.:i.%d 1.y t:b::: . re) re-

sentative of Iraq_ as to whet happens if' the admin:l. stc:~·:t:oc e:.1;,.c.o;'.'i"t3r ari.d the 

Council cannot agree u:pon the time, I would ventv.re to e.xrr·0f,s the opinion, 

with due moderation, that such an action as this should. ree.,_1~, net be -

undertaken exce:pt with the consent or at the request· of tLE:e P~d.::cinistering 

authority. 
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Mr. GARREAU (France) (Interpretation from French): Mr. President, in the 

vote 1;hich wo took a little while ago I abstained because I was in agree-

ment ui th t:ie pri;.:cjrleA -wl1ich have been pointed out by the representative 

of Aus'~ralia. But I thb.k we can :Imagine that, 01.:;tside of the general 

rule by which the trusteenhip Ft<Sreemen ts provide for periodic visits, there 

ma:_r -be certe.in exceptioc12.:L circu:-n,stances ir. which the Council may deem 

it advisabl0 to s0nd ce::,-:t,':iin sps cie.l n:;issior'lS for inquiry or investigation if 

spec.:.al c cndi tions of urcency arose on the spot. A.-rid I think it would 

be i:.1 the interest of both o' . .lt' ruJ.ea Emd the Charter that we ehould make 

qui t o sure that tl:i.ere w::i1:l1 b0 a preliminary agree~nent between the Council 

and the administer::.ns au-:~1ority in respect of any visits. In actual principle 

it is not necessary the.t the adrdnisterines e.uthor1ty should. accept any 

inqui::'y to be made in the territories, but in actual practice it seeTis that 

an agi:-eemcnt can gcne1.·1:1.l~Ly 1D f~drly easily arrived at wlth the administering 

autho::.-::. ties in tl1e t err:i.tories to be visited. 

It see:m.s to rae tbat actuo.lly this Rule 95 is not necessary, and as 

the rt,;;resentati ve of Ne•,; Zea1.-s.nd very rig'.,.tly sa;ld, it says: "To the 

extent provided in any trusteeship agreement .. . " ·-- when actua l l.y there is no 

extent :provid ed at all. In other words, we would vote on a ruJe which 

would r;_z:i·;; b e in general agreement either wit.h the trusteeship .acreements or 

with the :r;rovisions of the Charter. 

We are faced with a dileLm1a, either to lead ourselves into difficulties 

fran. foe -point of view of legal ,interpretation, or else to be in favo1,r of 

the deletion of a rule which we have ,just voted for. For my part, I would 

be in favour of voting for the proposal of the United States representative, 

which see:res to me to co:ver this point. 
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Mr .. M.i-'\KIN (Austl"alia): There is :iust one query I should like to 

put to the honourable reprose~tative of the United States in regard to. 

that word, 11 permissible 11 
•. . I should like to know whether that does carry 

with it the implication that an administering authority would require to be 

consulted about or to give consent ~o the question of such special investi­

gation or inspection as may be su5gested und:er_ this rule . . Is it "permissible" 

under the trusteeship agreement effected? Perhaps there is no provision 

in the agreement. I should like to have some clarific~tion of that point 

before actl;ally voting . 

. . . Mr. GERIG (United States): As the Vice-President has pointed ou.t, 

the language as it stood-- 11To the extent :provided ... '.t-meant that since it 

is not specifically :provided in any agreement, there was no point in this . 

rulo. Thor.of ore, wo thought . that the language might be chanced sliditly 

to open the door somewhat by using- the .• expression, " .. ,:iermissible under 

the provision: .. "That means it is not prohibited; it is :possible to . do cer.:. 

tain things if they are not prohibited. 

On the other hand, it seems to us that you have to keep it specified 

that the visit would be agreed upon with tl-16 administering authority. That 

part is put in to cover balance--a somewhat more liberal approach to.the 

point. 

Since in any event a special investigation and inquiry is a form of 

visit, and since it has been pointed out that no visit can be made under 

the Charter except at .times agreed .upon by the administering authority, it 

would seem that the repetition of that phrase here would give assurance 

of' a _type Which would make it impossible to abuse the phr~se, "To the 

extent permissible under the provisions of an agreement.,." In other words, 

it is not prohibited by the agreement. 
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Mr. GA&lEAU (France) (Inter1_)retation from F·1..•encl1) •. l'' 
"J!' • President, I 

would. like to su5gest an, iml)rovement ·on this amendment of the United. 

States delocation in order to meet · the difficulty which we have just 

noticed.. I think we might say ''. in ·a0reement with th0 administerinG 

• authori ty11 instead of" at times a(_n:-eed U:_)on vii th the administering 

au-thorityll--simpl~'., "in acreement with the administering authority." 

Mr. LIU CHIER (China): • Mr. :President, about the :9oint raised. by 

our Vice-President and replied. to by the ·re~resentati,e of the United States 

I think the observation ,of the Vice-·Presiderit holds w:i th the new wordinc 

by the United States delegation, because if there is r .'."J provision in _the 

a0reements on this point there· cannot be any exten·~ of permissibility 

either. 

I would prefer to ado?t the ?ro~osed wordinc of the re9resentative 

of France in :preference to the wording of the United States delecat ion, 

b$cause it is not so apparently redundant and also is n:ore coasistent 

With ,the pur~ose of the rule, which is to conduct opecial in4uiries and 

investications. I mean, if we put it on the same footing as any ot her visit, 

there is no :9oint in having a rule there. I think it is general],y a bad 

policy to introduce a rule and then water it do,m to make it mean very little , 

If the Council is to adopt the rule as amended by the United States 

delecation·, I would prefer to see ;i. t deleted alto3ether. 

Mr. RYCKJ.WJS (Belgium) (Inte:r:pr~tation from French): lvir. ?resia.ent, 

I would have gladly voted for the text that has been pro?bsed by the 

reJ?resentative for the United. States, because for me, words have a very 

clear meaning. In my opinion, the ~xpression "to the extent permiss~ble 

under the provisions, . . " , and so on, mean,s that visits will be allowed., 

if such visits are permitted by the trusteeship agreement. 
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However,· after the explanatlon we have hea"t'rl from the representative • 

o:f the United. States it would seem that his inter::c,retation is different from 

mine. In his ir..ter:p:~etation of the word 11 :permissible", this word is an 

editorial e;q,r~ssion for "not prohibi tee.", and under the· circumsta.'1ces I can­

not vote for such an interpretation, for if we say that anything that is not 

:pr:.;-bi7,i ted. oy an 1:1.greement is permitted and allowed, then the administering 

authorities can find no guarantee whatsoever· in the acreements they have 

sic,'Iled. 

Therefore, not because I object to the text but in order not to 

associate myself with the interpretation given by the representative of 

the United States, I shall vote auainst his text. 

Mr. G.ARREAU (France) (Interpretation from French): In answer to the 

point raised by the representative·for Belu;ium, I would like to point out 

that the French draft; in Secretariat Document T/l+ is much clearer in its 

meaning than the En0lish text. The French text indicates that it is within 

the measure provided. for by the trusteeshi~ acreements which means that 

visits would. only be allowed if they are specifically provided for in the 

trusteeshil) aGrreements; whereas the English text mi@lt give rise to various 

interpretations. 

I would., therefore, propose that the English text be changed. and that 

the word "riermissiblo" be replaced by ·che word "compatible" --"To the extent 

compatible with the provisions of a.riy trusteeship ae,Tecment .... " 

The J?RESIDEITT: May I call upon the re:.9resentati ve of the Uni tea. States, 

particularly with respect to these two proposals which the representative 

of ~ranee has sugces"c.ed; that is, in line 1 his suGcestion is that the 

words II permissible under" be cha.'1ged to the words "compatible with" , and in 

line 2 that the words II at times acreed. upon1' be cha.-iged to the words "in 

ac;reoment with." 
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Mr. GERIG (United States): Mr, .2resiclent, on the 8,0cqnd suc:cestion, 

'' in agreement with the adrninisterinr_; a 11thori t:,-'', I thinlc that is an , 

As to -;.;hethcr th'.:; wo1·0.s II com2atible with" shonld be su'hstitl1ted for 

II Jermissible und.e:c" ' I thir..k SC' becan~e I do not ::-eally at first clance 

ap1.ro,1ch that I _tllinl: Ye a.1.~e hav:i.ng to this J_)roblern, which sh-:)Uld be 

pointed. out. 

The _rel)res0::to.t1ves of China and Belgium, as I und.erstood. them, 

r0.:.~J.!i;r talce the :posi•~ion that you can only d.o wr .. a.t the law provides; 

you ca:J. only do ~,:-iat an agreement provides. In certain ::_)arts of the world 

we look at the law differently. 1:e think that you ce.n do it if the law 

does not :i;irohibi t it; that is, you can d.o thinGs that_ c.re not 2rohibited 

b;r the .. law; ;i·ou ea,.~ clo acidi tional thinB□. . Therefore, the word " .9e1~missible" 

seemed in that conce::,it to be a li t:tle better, but I would. also acce ::?"::, the 

substitution of ·" com:f)atible with", because I think it means the sa8e thing. 
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The PRESIDENT: So far as refinements of drafting ara concerned, I think 

we could well leave thet matter to our able Drafting Committee. .I am anxious, 

as soon a:s we can, to get a show of hands on whether, in principle, we agree 

with this United States proposal or not. 

The:t'e are several who have asked to speak, but in order to saire time I will 
.. 

"-1.sk them to speak on]s on matters of prin~iple, in so far as possible, and leave 

it to the Drafting Committee, as far as drafting refinements are concerned. 

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium) ,(Int~rpretation from French): Mr. President, I 

cannot let pass the observation made by the representative of the United States, 

because here ,it appea:!'.'s to me ,that a grave question of principie is involved. 

The representative for the United states said that in this country or in this 

:pa.rt of the world it is permissible to d.o anything that is not specifically 

r1x1hibi ted by law. It is also the case in my country, and our juridical concep­

t ions e:ne exactly the same in this respect. . 

In the ~~tter with which we are now concerned the 4uestion is entirely 

c~:i':'fe:r,2n·c. 'll:e question is now _of restrictions being placod on the :r;~-r;rors of 

the adn:.iniste~ing authorities under the terms of the various trusteeship agree­

rr,o:'.!ts. What the United States representative wants to imply now is that every­

th~ng that is not prohibited, any intervention that is not prohibited to the 

'J:::.-1.rnteeship •Council by the trusteeship agreement, is permissible, in that the 

Trusteeship Council can do any amount of inter.raring in the internal adminis­

tration of the territory as long as it is not prohibited by the trusteeship 

agreement. 

I cannot agree to that interpretation, Mr. President, and I should be 

com~elled to vote against this text. 

V1r. LIU CHIER (China): Mr. President, I do not think I differ.so much 

from the United States representative in regard to the approach to this ques­

tion. My point is that, inasmuch as there is no forbidding rule, there is no 

extent of permissibility. After listening to the debate, sir, I feel that the 
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minds of · the Council' may ir..0et by omitting the reference to .f)ermissibility under 

trusteeship e.greements. The rule would then read: "The 'I'rusteeship Coimcil may, 

in agr:::iement with th0 administering au.thority, conduct special inv€stigation.s. 11 

and so on. I think that covers everything. 

The PF..ESIDE!ll"T: May I ask the rep.resentative o:f the United States whet.her 

such a change would be acceptable to him. 

Mr. GERIG (United states): Mr. President, I think that constructive sug:-

3estion is not only acceptable but is an improvement on the whole draft. 

The FRESIDETu'T: Perhaps this settles all our difficulties, 

Mr. KHALIDY (Iraq): Mr. President_, in view of the explanation as betwsen 

the words 11 permissible" and 11 ccmpatible 11
, I clo not know if my posl tie,n is going 

to oe compatible or permissible. I believe, Mr. President, that Mr. Gerig is 

q_nite .r:ight when hG explains the law and the word "permissibility". I thi!lk he 

is right, and he is e,L."!lost compatible wi til fact .. I am not an expert on law, 

th:1.nk God., but what you are no.t prohibited frcm d.oir:g,you. are permitted to do 

m1l9ss you are ce.ugnt, of course. Then, we need not go so far an;y·way. 

I believe the suggestion .of our colleague fr:)m China is the best one, and. 

we might as well adopt it. 

ru.r . Carl BEPJTh'DSEN (New Zealand): ·Mr. President, I was ebo~,t tc n:ake the 

suggestion me.de so ably by my colleag1.ie from .China, but obviot.'.sly if we accept 

the term, ''in agreement with the ad.Ininistering authority," and the Council wants 

to do something and. the administering authority wants to do it also, then the 

earlier phrasing of the d.raft is surplusage. In other words, if we acree to the 

principle of agreement, then the earlier words ao not matter two hoots - - or, 

if, yon prefer Mr. Ivor Thcro.asf phrase, "it does not matter a tin of fish." 

I entirely agree a.l'ld I think we might even agree to it here without sendiy,_g 

it to the Drafting Committee. 
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:Mr. RYCKMA..~S (Belgium) (Interpretation from ·French): · :Mr,;· Pr'?sident, I 

qufte agree to refer ·this matter to the Drafting Committee. I think that in 

its }?resent form, which fs no doubt the best·, the ,])rafting Corr.mittee will 

concl11d.e that it 'is qui+c useless to specify this ··point. :1,.f. the Council ar:d 

ad.minis t~rine; authdri ty ·a·re a greed. 

Mr. G.ARREAU (France) (Interpretation from French): Mr .. Preside~t, I 

quite agree with the formula proposed by the represen tq. ti ve of CM.na, and I 

think it has got us OU t ;of 'this' vicious circle we have beep. in for some tin:e. ' 

I would • ·sugges·t we -delete that first part of the sentence: "To. the 

extent permissible under the provisions of a~, trusteeship agreement ... 11 

It would then read:·· 11The Trusteeship Council, by agreement with the ad.minis­

tering authority;:may conduct\ .. 11• and so forth ... · 

'The PRESIDENT: As far· as I·-und.ersta:nd it we are.in virtucl-1 agree:c.ent 

on the text us thus worked.'out,read:tng: 

"The Trusteeship Councii i:oo:y, by agreement tdth,the. administering 

authority, conduct special investigations or inquiries.wllen it consid'?rs 

that cor.di tions in the trust territory makes such action dBsirable. '' 

• If we are in agreement on that, it will,not be necessary to refer. this 

to the Drafting Committee now, and unless I hear objections I shall take it 

we are ·a1i in agreen:ent.' -• 

•-_ • Mr. THOMAS (Uni tea. Kingdom): - Need it go to the Drafting CoJ!llJli ttee? 

The PRESIDENT: No, • I said I will not refer it to the Drafting Con:mi t t·Je, 

and. I will not aek for a show of hands unless ·somebody asks me to. So far as 

I can understand it, we are all iµ agreement with thi~. text as finally reached. 

Unless I hear objection, 'we will adopt- the toxt· of Rule 95 as .I just 

reai it. 

(No objection voiced.) 
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The PRESIDENl': It is ad.opted. 

l!e now come to Rule 96, which is that proposed by the Secretariat at .. 

the bottom of page 32 of Document T/4, which reads: 

"All expenses of periodic visits,special investigations and inquir.ies, 

including the travel expenses of the visiting missions'ahail be borne by the 

United. Nations." 

You will se~ the footnote attached. at the bottom of page 32. 

V,r. RYCKMilliS (Belgium) (Interpretation from French): Mr. President, . it 

seems advis!:lble, in vie-.;, of the proposal tabled by the represcp.tati ve of the 

United States the other day J to make this 6ne somewhat more precise. It is, 

of course, well understood that expenses incurred by such missions ought.to be 

borne by the United Nations. Of course, the United Nations would. provide 

all the nece~sary secretarial help and pay travel expenses and so on, but if 

addi ti011E.l.J.y to what has been provided for and decided by the United Nations, 

a Goverr...::r.er~t i·,ishee to add some personal ae_sistants for the personal use of 

one of its nationals oent on a mission, these expenses. so incc1:1 nd should not 

be borne by the TJr,ited. Nations. It should. be understood a:n.C:. 0.mlJ. defined in 

this rule that the expenses borne by the Uni tei Naticns f',!.'cl l.::.:r1i :.cc'" to those 

expenses :!.ncurrc&. uy the Members specifically ser-t by tj.0 '1.'rus~.eoship Council, 

an'i ·11mi ted to the extent that had originally been p:r:ovided for by_ the 

instruction of the 'J.'rusteesh:ip Cotmcil. If :personal. assista:i,tg or any other 

suppJ..ementary kind of representat:lcn e1 -·.=i ad.:led to the missi.Gn, it should. not 

be for the United Nations to bear the · expe::iees thus ir:.cucretl.. 

Tr.e PRESIDENT: May I ask the represe:-,tati Ve of :Bc.lgi um whether he has 

any formula to sug0 est, or whether that would sim1;>ly be 3.r.. understanding? 
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Mr. RYCKMANS. (Belglum.) (Interpr~tation from French):. Mr. Presid.ent, I 

have no precise, rormuJ.a to submit. I simply wish to submit the question in 

:Principle . 

Suppose., for instance, that it is decided that one or several· of us 

should be sent· out to some trust territory on a visiting mission, It may 

happen that hrJ.f a dozen experts, tecl'.iJlicians, interpreters and so forth are 

e.<1.•led to the mission who had. not been specially provided for DJ' us. In that'. 

C~i.8e, is it che United Nations who is supposed. to pay for. these expenses? • Is 

;-,~:..ri.t the intentj_on of .this. rule? 

Jvir. GERIG (United States): Mr. Pr1rnident, .I think that is a point here 

·~~>~(it G·21..~:u:1 very easily be clarified "b~y perhaps addi11g merel,y one sentence, 

sci:::,ct~;.:i\\J to the ef~ect that any _personal assistant .or assistants of a . . ~ 

r0l).n:Jse:atative shall have the expenses borne by that representative br by that. 

delegation. I think that would make it clear, because a11· others -- repre­

sentatives, experts; secretaries -- who constitute a part of the mission as 

such, the whole mission, and serve the whole mission should be paid by the 

United Nations, but any personal assistant who may be required by a represen-
, 

tativ,e should no.t properly be at the expense of the United Nations. 

That would be in line, I think, with the provision·ror paying expenses 

of the delegations to the General Assembly, where you keep it within certain 

bound.a. 

The PRESIDENT: ;·:'ould you suggest referring it 'to. the Drafting Col!llLittee 

to draft something to carry out that idea? 
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Mr. GERIG (United States): Mr'. President, I think such a sentence could 

easily be drafted by the Drafting Comntlttee and it might also have to consider 
/ 

the number of such assistants who might be attached to a mission; otherwise 

things would get too big to be accorr...moda ted in certain _ ter!'.i tories. 

Mr. TIIOMJ\.S (United Klngdom) : i The honourable representative of 

·the United States has now made the point I wished to make. I agree that the _ 

Trusteeship Council should lay down the coIL.position of the mission and should 

pay for tr.e persons whom it has nrur:ed. But beyond that, :members .of a mission 

1137 wish to take personal assistants, and I wsinted to point out -- and I know 
' . 

•.'i:l can anticipate it -- that in the interest of the admin::.stering authority 

t.t,~,·.~e must be some limit to that. 

'.":.''::'a administering authority will have to give a certain amount of 

hospj tf' . .1.i ty, and there will be difficulty in arranging hotel accol'.ll:l:odaticns, 

reservations, railways~ where there are railways, . and so on. Hotels in some 

of these territories are non-existent, and that will have to be borne in mind _ 

by the Drafting Committee. 

Mr. ~ABREAU (France) (Interpretation from French): Mr. President, I 

woulQ remind the Council that the implementation of Article 96 will refer us 

to Rule 67 whi ch provides fo~ any expens'es incurred, following upon a 

resolution of the Council. If the Council decides to send a mission to a 

given territory, it must first agree on this matter with tho Secretary-Genaral, 

in order that the f inancial implications of such a mission may be def'ir.ed, 

Acting upon this, the Secretariat must establish an estimate of the expenses 

which it considers will be incurred; Therefore, the composition of the 

mission should be strictly defined. 
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Mr. LIU CHIER (China): .Vir. President, before you refer this rule to 

the Drafting Comni ttee, I would like to invite the at tent ion of the Council 

to several points. One of the points has already been fm~eseen ·by the 

reprosentativ-e of the United Kingdom when he sought .to limit ·the number of 

such pe:rsonal assistants. But the poir .. t still remains that you are writing 

into the rules that representatives so chosen for a visiting mission can bring 

anyone thsy like. 

Now as far as expense and size is concerned, I feel that in practice it 

would be for the Council to approve of the composition of the mission, including 

assistants in such a mission, and as a further safeguard, in Rule 67, as just 
if 

now pointed out by the representative of France. Therefore,/any representative 

who is elected to go on such a mission suggests bringing a personal 

representative who will be necessary for the accomplishment of his mission, 
his exPenses 

then I think / should be paid by the 15ni ted Nations. If such a person is 

not reasonably required in connection with the mission, I suppose the repre­

sentative ..-ouJ_d not sug~est it, and if he does suggost it, the Council may not 

agree to it and no expenses would be paid. Therefore, if he wants to bring 

anyone, I suppose he would have to ;.foot the bill. 

In such a case I do not see the desirability of writing into the rules 

that such a representative can bring any personal assistant at his ovn1 expense. 

That is one point. Another point is, as I said yesterday, that the mission 

goes on behalf of the Council and ifwe hold such a representative entirely 

responsi.ble to the Council, it may be difficult for such a represe:n.iiative to 

prese~t a budget to his government for a mission which he undertakes on account 

of the Co1..mcil. Therefore, with due def0x·ence 'to the Council, s.hould it desire 

to refc:r this to i;hc Drafting Co:n:w...:.Ltss_, I would like to invite attention to 

these 01:::,ervatior.s. 
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M:p. EFiALIBY (}ragJ:,_ lvJ:r. President, a . rvle .ought to be, I think, so 

tight as to. ·t,e pu,t into reasonable form, but so loose as to allow for future 

contingencies. 

Ther e are two elements to be taken into consideration -- the element of 

help on the .part of th~ Secretariat, and the element of help to the personnel 

of the mission. We always expect, rcasona~ly, the .Secrotariat to be prompt 

and efficient, and I do not believe it would be reasonable, if we expect 

efficiency, to bind.their hands. I think it would be unfortunate if the 

se:::retarial helIJ going with the visitin<s missi_on from_ here arrived at, say, 

:New G1,dnea and there found that they needed another helper but had not the 

liberty to eL1~lcy someone on the spot. I beli_eve they must have that liberty. 

It would be more unfortunate if the Secretary-General received a telegram 

from the.Secretary of the mission asking if he could employ a girl as he 

.The Secretary mus~ have full liberty to ,Im!,loy .his seers-

Then ther.~ is the. question of a personal assistant to the representative. 

I bel,ievo, if _anyor+e o~ that nature is. going with the mission, he must pay 

bis own expenses. The Co~ncil sends a mission of three representatiYes -- or 

two representatives.:--~ and the Council should not pay for three more personal 

assistants .to those 'representatives. 
' . • . . - ., The United Nations is paying for the 

··there 
mission, not f'~r ~he ass~stants. I believ~ / ought to be clearly put into 

this rule somet:t1ing of this nat-µre. I have made a rough '- draft to this effect: 

"Any addi tion1ll personnel accompanying a n1ombor of the visiting misAion not 

specified by:, ~he Trusteesl:ip . Council shall bear his own expenses." 

I believe it will be helpful to leave the Secretariat at J iberty 

.but to s:i;iecif;r .for t.heguidance of the Mamter, States of the Trusteeship 
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Council that i:f they want to send additional personnel they will have 

to bear the ex-pense. Otherwise, they will not know where to start. 

Mr. R':'.CIOONS (Belgium.) (Interpretation from French): ·Mr. President, 

the ooservation I made;at the beginning of this debate had the sole purpose 

of saying very clearly that the United Na~ions was to pay only t!::::i eX}lenses 

that the Trusteeship Council had specifically: mithorH:ed ... 

Our colleague from China has, very .rightly, pointed out that if we 

say in our rule · that all other expenees will have to ' be paid by delegations, 

that may be construed as meaning that in order to have more ate.ff provided, 
• 

they must pay for it themselves--which we do not agree to. The Chinese 

repres~ntative says that in the circumstances he would prefer to have 

no special mention of_ that in the rul~, and I agree with that. 

I have said that we should be careful not to adopt any provision 

of which use could 'be made in tho fi:1tui•e for purposes which we do not . 

mean to . arise. It should be very clear in the instructions that shall 

be given to the mission that everyone is to pay all supplementary expenses 

incurred, and the T:i.~usteeship Council should say whether assistants to 

members of the mission are to be permitted and how numerous the assistants 

may be. If a member wants to be accompanied by a large staff 8;Ild gives 

as his reason that his country is paying for such expenses, even in that 
- ,, 

. case, the Trusteeship Council should not allow such a procedure. We should 

be very careful to avoid the possibility from now on that many auxiliary 

staffs may be appointed to the mission, by stating clearly in this rule 

I 

tha_t all expenses of :periodic visits, in?lµd ing the travel expenses of the 

mission and all personnelsent by the Trusteeship Council, shall be paid 

by the United N.:i.tions,and no other. This Will make it cle'lr that the 

United Nations is going to pay for the expensos of the personnel whom they 

-have sent and for no other . 

. • 
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Thc · PBESIDENT: Rule 96, I take it, so far as the statement is concerned, 

is approved in l)rinci:p:!.e by this Council. The United States representative has 

pro::iosed that we add an ~ddi tional sentence meeting the problem which we have,­

been discQssing of those representatives wh~ desire to take with them deputies 

or personal assistants, and the a~ggestion has been made ·taat if such deputies 

or personal assistants should be taken along their expenses should be paid 

by th0ir own Governments. 

, The representative _for _China, I think, has made some very wise observa-

t iooo. I i'eel confident that if the :proposal of the PJ!lerican re:presentati-ve is 

referred· to · the Draf~ing Committee, those obse:i:-vations will be bo1cne in mind. 

I wonder if we are ready then to refer Rule 96, plus the proposal which the 

United States representative th:re1r out, bearing in mind 'the observations parti-
/ • ,.- - ·-·, .. "'- ",,-,-.,,,,.~•· 

cularly of the Chinese re:pri,3sentat1ve ac; well as those others which have been-.'-.,> 
. ..--

made -- I wonder if we are r0ady to refer-:..:Uiat rule as thus m6a.ified to the 

Drafting Ccn:mit-tee. 

I✓ir. TECMAS (United Kingdom): I submit, Mr. President, that what you are -

'now :pro:posir..g is a point ·of prinr;iple that we ov.ght to settle here and not leave 

to the Drafting Cc!JEittee. The drafting will be .quite easy when we settle . that 

_principle, and on reflecting over it, I am bound to agree very much with the 

honourable. representative cf China and the honourable representative for Belgium 

that it would be better not to put in any words that would imply the right of 
, 

Members to take un.."1.umbered assistants with ti1em. I should prefer to have a rule 

along the lines that we have drafted here -by the Secretariat. 

The PRESIDENT: That is, if I may interrupt a second, you are suggesting 

that we adopt Rule 96 as it stands1 

Mr. THOMAS (United Kingdom)~ Yes; unless someone can find some good 

reason for altering the lang>.,mge ·. 
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Mr. PADILLA IIBRVO (Mexico): Mr. President., I was going to say what was 

just said l)y "'.;he representative of the United Kingd.om. 

I do not believe that this addition should be made in the Drafting Committee 

I, · too, think that, in fact, no Member of the mission should have the right to • . . 

• appoint any personal assistant whatever. Every l1ember o:f the 1r.iauion, whether -

in the status of representative, or chief of the delegation, or assiatant 

desired for the work of the delegat.:~n, should be approved by this Council first; 

otherwise~ there will not be any responsibilit-y in the ·attitude and th~ concltict 

of the mission in a trust territory, which, a9 we know, may have very important 

,. 
• repercussions once they are in the trust territory -- _regarding their conduct or 

their attitude or contacts with the inhabitants. 
.staff . . . . ' . . 

On the other har..d, it would be absolutely inconvenient if the nun:ber· f / 
the · 

/ Members carri.ed with them would differ acco::cding to the means that the Govei·n­
ass1stants 

ments have. Some will have with them three, or :four, or five/ and another will 

not have any. 

I think, therefore, that we shou.ld approve the rule as it is here, anrl 

when the occasimn for a visit com~s,' then we will discuss here what the compo- • 

eition of the mission·will be, and not before. 

Mr. G.1'1Ri.i.EAU (F1'.'ance) (Interpretation f:com French): Mr. President, I agree 

entirely with what has just been e~id. by the repi·esentative of .r.:exico, and con­

sequently I would be in f9.\'(JUr of tak:tr..g the text as it is presented to us in 
. . 

DocUlllE.nt 'T /I+, without any ad.di tion whatsoever. 

Mr. LIU CHIETI (China.)~ Mr. President, I was going tc make a slight; sug­

gestion of drafting, but, in vie-w of what has just been s2,ld, I think I -will 

withhold my suggestion ur-til I k1iow more about the v::_0w of· the Council. 
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Mr. RYCI<MAJ'IS (Belgiumf (Interpretation from Fren~h): Mr. President 

I do not t:iinki t would be very difficult for our Drafttng Cormni ttee--ana 

I believe our President already has a formula up "·. his sleeve--to state 

very clearly that the T::c,usteeohip Council is going to pay the expanses 

it has laid. down in its composition, and we .. , ' ' not, in that formula, 

' 

say anything about other expenses being paid by delegations, which would 

imply, practically, that delegations are authorized to send larger staffs 

on a mission than h.o.vcbaen .h1lotted . by the Trusteeship Council, if they 

are ·willing to pay for these expenses. 

l/hat we · .want to avoid right now is that someone may say in the future, 

.;\!A: .. ·,~ ~,rou have appointed me a member of a visiting mission, but I must 

·.,_<·.·. :r•:rn that I never travel without my bodyguard and. without my private 

U)•:: n,tary. 11 
• We must not say that all expenses are borne by the United 

II2.ti0ns, if we do not say at the crune time that it is the United Nations 

that is master in the determination of these expenses. We must not say 

anj,thing that implies an authorization for any delegation to add more staff 
even are 

members on the misEiion,/if they/willing to :pay for the expenses of tha·::. 

staff. 

As to what has been stated by the representative of Mexico, that 

it should be completely :pronibiti ~e for a~y adc.i tionaJ. staff to be joined 

to the mission, I think that may be going too far a little too soon. It 

I 

can very well be that the representative has been appointed by the Trusteeship 

Council; but although he .is vrimarily responsible to the Trusteeshi? Council 
well 

while he is on the mission, it may/be that this representative is some 

public man who remains in contact with .his ovm Gove:mnent on some business 

other than that of the mission. He may receive coded telegrams, for instance 

and ho may say that he does not want any· Member of the Secretaxia t . , • 

, 
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of' the United Nations to do · the dec1pherine 'of ·these telegrams for him, · 

beca11se that has nothing to do with the ·business of the mission. Re may 

want to have some staff' of his mm. I think we cannot rule vei~y finely ·on 

this po,:l,nt at this stage, but what ~ie • shovld do now is to lay down very 

clearly . that the expenses b'orne by the Uni tea. Nations are those incurred 

by the mission, as the ccmposition of this mission has been laid down by 

the Trust~eship Council, end that no implicit '·authorization is given to 

delegations to aend some additional staff on the mission if they pay for 

those expenses. 

Mr. GERIG (United States): · . Mr. President, I said yesterday, and I 
after . . 

meant to repeat it today f.' ii'.\:7";,,: understanding · what the repres·entative of 

Belgium had said·, · .that a.._ny personal assistants should not be a charge on 
• ·, • 

the United Nations in any \ case. I thought we had all agreed ori that and, 

therefore, I thought we could send any draftins formulation to the Drafting \.._ 

Cormni ttee . . 

Now it has emerged, I .think we are ·au agreed; that no mention need 

be made in the present texts. Those texts are sufficiently clear in regard 

to whose expenses are pafii; and we should leave the question merely unstated 

as to the matter of personal assistants. Therefore, we co'idd proceed at once 

to adopt this text, without any further reference. 

Mr. MAKIN (Australia): Mr. President, it wHl be rer.iemberod that 

at an earlier stage in the consideration of these rules, ;re did deal with 

the question of financial collilllitments and the fact that this should be 

subject to review by the Secretariat; furthermore, that the expenditure 

would receive the approval of the ·Council. 

The rule is Rule 67: "No resolution invol vine expenditure from United 

Nations funds shall be approved by the Trusteeship Council unless the 
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Trusteeship Council has before it a report from the Secretary-General 

on the financial implications ••. of the •proposal ... 11 

That would necessarily bring into. consideration the question of the . 

extent of the mission, I presume, and there would be a review, from the 

standpoint of the Secretariat, first; but, finally, it must be a S\lb ject 

of which we would approve, ourselves. I am just wondering, sir, as to 

whether that rul~ really does not cover substantially what we have been 

endeavouring to understand in terms of a further rule, and whether it 

would be a sufficient check to safeguard against, possibly, unnecessary 

personnel being engaged for any of these missions which we might sanction 

from time to time. I am wond~ring whether the rule that we have alread;r 

adopted does not, _, to a large extent, cover the safeguards that we are 

seeking to secure at this moment. 

The PRESil)EHT: In view of the remarks made by the representative 

of the United States, I believe that the only proposal before us now is 

the adoption of Rule 96 as it stands. 
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Y.ir. LIU CIIT EH ( China) : Mr. I':cesid.ent, I was ~oing to sucgest a 

f'orm of words in the li3ht of what the representative of Belgium said, 

but if you thi11k that DnY sucgestion at this moment 
. I would refrain from doing so. 

debate-,/>·, On the other ha.'1d, if you would like me 

would com9licate the 
do so . 

to throw it out; J shall/ 

The PRESIDilln: My unclerstanding was that the pro:!_)osal was wi thdra,-m 

by . the representa,vi ve of the United States, and therofo::.·e we have before 

us only this draft of Rule 96 as it sta...'"ld.S. 

Mr. LIU CHIElI (China): Ver;;,-·:~1:cll, sir . 

.. The PRESIDENT: I take it then, unless I hear objections, that we 

ap:i:,rove i.1ule 96 as it stands without an~• further change. 

(No objection voiced.) 

'l1ho PRESIDENT: It is ad.opted. 

I hor;e th&.t we may dispose of Rule '.17, which concll:. !,,.:,s our d.iscassion 

on visits, before our recess. Rule 49 of Document T/l reads: 

"The Council shall i_)Ublish the finc!.ings of i :ts agents, L,nloss it 

decides that publication should be tem.9orarily postponed in the general 

interest." 

You see that the Secreta::.·iat has sliGhtly modified that. la...'1.[snace 

in Rule 97, at the to::;, of Pace 33, in Document T/4. 

Mr. KHALIDY (Iraq): Mr. Presid.ent, I think I prefer the words of 

-
the Secreta..1 iat draft in this rule. I do not somehow like the word 11 acents11 ~ 

It sives the idea that we are coing t.o institute an intellicence service 

or somethinc;, which is not the case. 

Nowthere ,is another point--that phrase sayinc that"publication should 

be tem:rorarily 1,ost2oned in th0 general interest". I think that is putting 

it too t~ ghtly. . We ca..71..11.ot very well fo:?etell the future or the con-;:ir.c;oYi:::ies 

of the future, and. so I pro2ose to eliminate that r,hrase .completely, and 

substitute for it the word 11 otherwise", so that the whole rule would read: 
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"The Trustee shi:!.) Council shall 1,ubli sh the findings of each vi· s. t. 
l ::m5 

mission unless it decides otherwise." 

We cannot control the future and. say,." In that case we will post!l)one ," 

or, "In that case we ca..'1!1ot -postpone." L,,.t us just say i"f ~-,e d. 
_ v • o not :publish, 

we wlll d.ecid.e ·otherwise. 

JV':r. TJIOivJ.AS (United Kingdom): 1-h", President, as in a :Previous rule, 

I sho:.i.ld like to sucgest that "findin2:s" be altered to "report", as "findings" 

would ci ·,re a wron3 impression of the 1.w~k c.f the mission. 

Sir Carl BERF1illSEH (New .Zealand.): Mr. President, I was about to ralse 
. . 

the point that the representat ive of the United Kincdom has mentioned and 
. . - . . , 

I entirely a.(:,~ee with him. 

I wish to raise one other aspect,- a..rid that is, whether in publishinG 

t:i1ese rei)orts v;o should. not arrange to :i_Jublish at the same time any comment 

on those rel)o1·ts which the adnlinisterinG authority may have to make. I would 

suc.;0est that that might be an advantage, o.nd. we miJht be able to meet that 

:::ioint if ..,,e inserted the word.a "in consult at i on with the adminis t erin:_; 

auti1ority" before the word. "publish". 

lvh·. RYCI{MAHS (Be lsium) (Inter~retation from French): Mr. Pre sid.ent, 

I was about to make the same remark as has just been maie by the 

re~rcsentative of the Uni t ed Kingdom. 

I WOl.tl.d. just po::.nt out that in French the translation of the word 

"find.ines" is "conclusions", whereas "findinc;s" rather means "const a ta'.:;ion". 

But what I am wonderine; is whether it is really necessary to say that 

the T~ustceship Council is 0oing to publish the report of the mission. Wctld 

it not be better to say that the Trustoeshifl Co: . .mcil is going to publish a 

report on the mission, because it is n:>t quite certain in advance that the 

Trusteeshi:p Counc:i,l will endorse every point ma.de in the repo::::-t of i ts mission, 

and this moreover would adequately cover, as it appears to me, the point raised. 
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by the Vice-President, namely, .that the Trusteeship Council,. having before 

it , the report -of ·1ts mission·: anci.. .the comment~ · of the administerin3 · 

authority, may; :tf.' it thinks pro:i:ier, decide to :tiublish .a report •different 

from that which had• been submitted by the mission. 

· ·· Furthermore / I .agree entirely with·:what has:been ·said by the 

re2re•~ehtative -of Iraq,. andlastly, · I · wonder .1f .it~would not be more •: ,: 

advisable to include .this :rule ' inChapter· XVIII, which deals ina general 

way with· the reports : a.."ld p1.lblications •of. the Trusteeshi:p Council~ •. 

Mr. MAKIN (Australia):' Mr. Presic.ent·:,, in general I · agree with .what 

has just been said by the honourable repreHentative of BelGium. , Together 

with the Vice~President; I ·feel tho.t the administorihg authority should. 

have some ol_.>portuni ty to offer ·1 ts .commen-ta and be given an .opportunity for 

thxir inclusion in the re;;iort when it is made, and I d<Fi'eel that w~ should. 

malrn some 2rovision ·r or .it .in that· way . . > 

I would like to say that there are two words here ,that seem :to me 

to be : very vague, a.."'id" .they' ·are the , two , concluding words of this rule, the 

words ".e;erteral interest". · I do not lmow·whether I could receive some 

enlichtenment in regard ,:to ~hy those <two . words · have beeh' included,• and just 

Qtl1er ' than that~ sir, -l' th;i.nk that the ,matter·: is .how ·really ·at a 

stage when it might very well be put into the hands ."bf the Draf-cin.:; Committee, 

for I think that the substantiai· acreemcnt . ·of the Council iis that the 

, ad.r:linistEiring authority should have some right to . comment and -for this 
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Mr. GARREAU (France)(Interpretation from French): Mr. President, I agree 

with the various points which have been made by my;colleagues in this 

discussion in the Cou..,.cil. I s~ould just like to dra~ your attention to one 

point~ The visiting missions have to hand in their report to the T:cust~eship 

Council and it see~s to me that publication on the task of each of these 

missior.s , shou.1d be made by the Council. ivhen the reports come in to us in 

the Council, we shall have to discuss them. We shall have to discuss the .... 

findings of the mission . .. But as bas already been said here, the conclusions 

arrived at by the mission may not be entirely adopted by the _Council itself, . . 

I would tharefore .like to suggest a slight modification in the text, ~hich 

would ru~ as follows: . 

"The Trusteeship Council, in consultation with the adminis:tering 

authorities, shall publish.the reports on' the work of each visiting mission, 

unless. ' .. ", and so forth. 

In this way we micht be able to include such items as the comments of 

the ac.ministering authority. 

The PRESIDENT: I think there is substantial agreement .among us and that 

the tin:.e is rip·e to refer this Rule 97 to the Drafti:q.g CoLJmi t _te~. If I have 

caught the thought of the Members of the Council, it is in favour of the 

suggestion by the representative -of Iraq, that we ~ubstitute the word ."otherwise" 

at the end of the rule, for the words - "that publication.should be. temporarily 

postponed in the general interest". 

I also, if I correctly interpr.et the thought e,f • the Council, believe that 

all of' us aGree with the United Kingdom representative/a suggestion that the 

word 'findings" be changed to "report". I· _take it that the suggestion of the 
' .•. 

Vice-President that the comments of the administering authority be considered 

may be incorporated in the susgestior.s made by the French representative, in 

some such formula as: "The Trusteeship Cou..-r1cil, in consultation with the 
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administering authority ... ", and _ so forth. I think _a,:is<? tl:a.t the _:nelgian 

re:presentative•s BUGgesticm. that this _rule be included in Ch~pt'-'1r XVIII on 

"ReJ?Qrtej' should. be c~n~ide:red by tJ:J.e Draf~ing Q?IJ:llli ttee. 
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I think I omitted. to include ·the suggestion of the . . 

French re:presentO:tive, th6.t the opening word.a sho~ld'be: "The Trusteeship 

Council, in consultation with the administering authority, shall publish 

a report on the work of ... ". 

I tried. to sun:marize those remarks not to bind the Drafting Committee, 

which should have a free hand on this, but merely to summarize the thoughts 

expressed. in this Council so far as I gathered them, 

Mr. KIIALIDY (Iraq): Mr. President, I do not know if I a~ wrong, but 

I was not · awe.re thf',t the Council was of the opinion generally that we should 

incorporate the words, "in consultation w;tth the administering e.u.thority". 

I would think more than twice before incorporating those wore..s, because 

these :r;eports are the conclusions and the property of the Council. We 

consult the adri1inistering autbori ty on a score of things- -visits, peti ticns, 

al.l sorts of things--but I cannot see bow we could cletm the right, within 

the frame of the Charter and. the :::igreements, to consult them when we want 

to publish our ·own reports. After all, they are our o-wn rEjports. They 

have nothing to do with the v.dministering autbo:city, ez~e:pt of course that 

the territory is theirs in trust ruid we have visit~~ it, but I car:not see 

how it could be justified that when we have vioi ted 0, trust territory end 

come to a conclusion, we have to ccmsult thorn wl.e:n. we :pu.'blinh our r eport. 

It is our report, r>..nd I thin..'lt it would be going far bcyor..d. our mar..ia te e.s 

a Council. 

The PRESIDENT: Although several MeTY.'bers have s -.1 g.'ri:~:i.so. "th3-t:r .'l.esire 

to speak, I think we sha1.l be 1.m.abJ.e to ccm:p}ete 01..,r 0j. ::.1c.·-ut1 s 1 or: b,:: fui"e our 

recess. We had better tal'.::e our reGesa now and meet again. Cun we raeet 

quite promptly at five o'clock end begjn then? 

\ 



W.·J/gpr T./P.V.l8 • 
77-80 

qq 
Mr. THOMAS (United Kingdom): May I suggest that we meet punctually at 

a quarter to five? 

The PRESIDENT: I would reuch rather, if you are all willing. Let us 

mee.t punctually et a quarter to five. 

(The meeting was recessed until-h:45 _pm.) 

• . 
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The PRESIDEifr: 'At the close of our meeting just · before the recess, you 
. . . I . 

will remember we were discussing Rule 97, Document T /4. Several. represeritati ves 

asl:ed to speak on that .. rule. I shall now call on those speakers in the order of 

their req_uests. 

Jv'..r. THOMAS (United Kingdom): Mr. President, I think we are attacking this 

in an illogical order. We are ·oaying, . the Trusteeship Council shall publish 

the report before we have even decided that there is to be a report. I should 

like to suggest for the consideration of the Drafting Con:mittee the following 

text: "Each visiting n:ission shall make a report to the Trusteeship Council,whic:: 

may publish the report together with c..::y observations by the administering autho­

rity and by the Council." 

I think that if the report is published, it is certainly fair that the 
i 

administering authority should be allowed to make its ccrr:ments, and the Council 

itself may v-riF,h to make some add.i tions to the •. re3?ort. 

Mr . . Padilla NERVO (Mexico): Mr. ·President, although I represent a non­

administering State and Sir Carl Berendsen represents an administering State, I 

find myself very often in agreement with him. 

I think the idea he expressed gave me the 1.mpression that he did not think 

it convenient . that a report of a visiting mission should be circulated by itself. 

I do think that the words he suggested -- that is to say, •11in consultation with 

the administering authority" -- probably give a wrong impression. They could 

give the impression that we -- the Council -- could not publish the report with­

out the agreement of the administering authority, which would give the wrong 

impression that the adn1inistering authority also has the right of veto in this 

Counc.ll. 

I think that, as has been suggested just now by the representative of the 

United Kingdom -- _and I was going to make a similar suggestion -- the mission 

should make a report to this Council. This Council will study that report, and 
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the comments of the administering authority will ,·be made in this Council. Thie 

C,.)un~il will have to arrive at certain conclusions regarding that report. r · 

think it wot:ld be wise, in case the Council deciles to publish it, that the report 

o:f the mission be ·publtshed at the same time as the relevant concl11sions of the 

Council in regard to that report. Naturally, in . those relevant conclusions there 

would .be the decision of' the Council, after the Council had heard the comments 

of the ac.ministering authority. Therefore, those coI!J!lenta would be in the 

conclusions of the Council, and the whole thing would be published together. 

For that reason, I do not think the word.s,"in consultation.with", .a.re proper in 

the text of the rule. 
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Mr. ·GARBEAU (France) ·(rnterrir~tation :from French): Mr. President, I 

had· asked to s:9eak in order· to re:ply to the ~arious apprehensions' which have 

been given, to us by the representative of Iraq: and I wanted to point out that 
r •· • • • 

the words "in ·consultation·with the administering authority" did not :Imply the 

necessity ·for any :pi·~-liminary authorizat'ion on the part of the administering 

authority in· brder tha.'t the Council might 1mblish a report. The Council, 

naturally_, would not have to seek the preliminary authorization of the 
.. 

administering authority, but it ffeertmC:.. to me that it was at the same time an 

act of courtesy to consult the administering authority and that it would be 

the right thing to do, inasmuch as we should h-ve to add to the re1Jort, not only 

the comnents of the administering authority, but also the conclusions at which 

the Council itself had arrived after examining the report; and I think this is 

the most important thing. The thing which is in the interest of the public 

is not the report itself after the mission has been accomplished, but the result 

of the 6Xc.mination of this re~ort by the Trusteeship Council, and I think 

that my friend from Iraq is in a :posit:i.on to understand that naturally we did 

not intend to indicate that the Council would have to seek any preliminary 

authori ;,t ticn on the :part of the ad.."llinistering authority .. 

I think in this respect that the proposal made by the representative of 

the United Kingdom is :preferable to the one which I had thrown out in the light 

of the discussion I had heard. in the Council, arid I apJ)rove the suggestion 

made by my colleague from the United Kingdom. 

Vir. RYCKMANS (Belgium) (Interpretation from French): Mr. President, 

any intervention on my part would now be useless -- I am entirely in agreement 

with "\-That the representative of the United Kingdom has suggested. 
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Sir Carl BEREIIDSEN (New Zealand.):.. Mr. President , _I am, . as· you lmow ·-,·· 

as everybody knows ,.. ~ the most reasonable soul .alive. I :can say -at once there 

is much force and validity in what the representative of Iraq.has told us on 

this point. I agree entirely with my colleague from Mexico, and with rrry 

colleague from France, and I cordially accept the ~roposal made, by the repre­

sentative of the United Kingdom. 

The PP-ESIDEI<J'T: I would like to lmow what. is the desi_re of the Council. 

As I see it, the draft which has been cir;culated here by the representative of 

the United Kingdom is in accord~nce with the . general desire qf this Council.. 

Now it might be useful to refer it to the .Drafting Corr1!littee to go over in the 

matter of :rhraseoloror. Perhaps that is not necessary. I wonder whether we 

might not _refer this to the Drafting Committee in the light of the remarks which 

have been made just now approving this in principle. Would that be agreeable 

to you, Mr. Thomas? 

lfir. THOMAS (United Kingdom): Perhaps I am not the pers,on to answer 

that question, Mr. President. There seems to be fairly general acquiescence 
formula, 

in the ·/ , ., and I should have thought we could adop~- it now, noting only 

that "observations" should be in the plural. 

The PRESIDE~"T: My only thought, Mr. Thomas, was that in view of the 

observations of the representative from Mexico_, there might, be_ some slight 

changes in the wording so as to accor_d with the views which he expressed, with 

which a number of representatives have agreed, 

Now I wonder if I _ may perhaps tt;:rn to the representative . of Mexico and 

ask him hie desires. 

Mr. Padilla N;ERVO (Mex~co): Mr. President, I wanted to avoid t,he 

impression that the report of this mission was something in the nature of 

a criticism of the administering authority and that we have two sides of 
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the question -- a plain"t;iff and a defendant -- for I do . pot . think that is -tJ1e 
,:Y : •' • • .• 

case. I thi~ that when_ vre:-rec~i:vethe repo:rt ·or the :iission, the Council will . · .• .. . : .. ' . • . •. 

naturally discuss . it and. make some observations or conclusions: . . and that. · 

the cortel.uoiono or,. tho ~ouncilvou:l;.d be. su:fficd.mit, becaur.~ - the o:pinion of the 

administering, authority will be contained in .the Cou.."1ciJ. 's conclusions . . _ -
• • ~•. : • .·-. • .• • • • I ' • : • :, .,, • • • : • • ·• • I • I ' • • • • • • • -

. _ -For that reason,. I tho'l;lght that . it was not necessary to eX}_)resa fll the . 
{ . : . 

rule that .the opinion of the -adm+nistering author;tty, given outside the 
. -,• ·· . . .. . . ' . . · .. 

jurisdiction of the Council, ~hould be_ pubJ,.ished there, ~ecm~sc: y~ giv19 

the impression that it is an accusation, or scme\hing in the nature of .. a . 

cri t _icism in the report of the mission, which I do not believe is the case. 

That -is the only observation that I have on the text -submitted by the 

Uni tid ~ingdom delegation, but~ . of _cour_se, if the rest of the Members of this 

Council .are agreeable to it, I would .not be the only one to b_e aGainst. it . . . .· '·. . . . _ . . ' . : . . 

Mr. KHALIDY (Ira~): J'he ,only obse;rvation I have, Mr. Presi_dent, is 
· ·: • • • only • • 

on the only :phrase which/the honourable representative of Mexico _has spoken 

about so far. 

I ftnd myself in . agreement with -him. I cannot fail to observe that the­

adnL-Lnistering authority has many cJ1annels and wa._ys t,o make . its :point of view 
:,· . · . .·_:· , • . • . • ' : 

known. We'do not. · we have only this channel. That is :point number one. 

Poin,t number t,:o --· and that bears re];)eti tion is that this. refort 

-is your :property and your property alone. After all, the administ~ring 

authority has a Memb~r on the Council.. We can get their poin~ of ytew.~ as we 
. 'but • · • •• • · 

always do,/with the utmost _respect and consideration, )_ you cannot include 

into your own report . the administering autho:ri ty' s own. point of view... Then 
• . ' ' ' ~ . . . . 

you are' oixing a · goverr'iment, a state ;with a 1ihole Council. The administering 

authority is' an au.thori ty entrusted with a territory. You are entrusted with' 

the International Trueteeship-Syst~m. • I must say that I fail to see . the 
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relation pet,r~en the two in that case. This is your report and your report 

only. If the afuninister.ing authority wishes to comment on it, by all means. 
• ., • ' < . 

They have: a h?.:::d,rec.. and 0110 means and channel:?. It surprises me -·· there is 

no relation between the twc, and. I do not see how it could be given here. 

Mr. THJV.J\S ('J:ni ted :K:i:::1gdom): Per.haps I was wrong, Mr. President, in 
thinking 
/ there wee gone~al acg_uiescenJe in this tsxt, c:nd perhaps. it should, 

therefore, . go to the Drafting Committee. 

With respect to the observations mad.e _by the honourable representatives· 

from Mexico and Ir_aq, I sho~;J.d not dispi.::te the pro:poEi tion that the Council 

is entitled to !nakc Hs own :r.epo1·t on the natter. The report is the :property 

of the Council, as t}.1e honourable representative from Iraq says, and it can 

do ,-rith it what it 1-i:1.eases. But I thir:k there, is a miscm~ception of what will 

hapJ:len •. The obcervattons cf the administering authority would normally consist 

of measures taken to Give effect.to recommendations by the vfoiting mission, 

or reaao:r:is -why such recomne~.1d.ations cannot be carried out,_ and the Trusteeship 

Council will w:1,sh to have !them before it, _as well e.s the report, in making up 

its own nind on the subject. I do not envisage this as a conflict bet,-reen a 

visiting mis1;:ion and _the s.dministering authority, and. I am sure that no one else 

in the . Gocricil dues, eitr.er. 

·-

. .. . 
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The PI'.ESIDENT: Unless there are objections·, Rule 97' will be referred 
J ! ,.,_~ 

to the Drafting Committee with. ~~t;~~~;~~r- . ~~~ ~~k~ ·-i~t ; ·· ~;~e,id~~~t{~~ ~ th~ '. 
; , • : :~ .. 1 ! · • •• • I ~• , ~ ' - • • ; r .. ,. ... r •• ,', < • , . I.... ~ , ••i • :.. • • • )' ' ,... • • "'": , .- ,• -

rule as draftsd by the United Kingdom representative and the remarks wnich 
··· ·; · ·:•· .~ , -\ ::·•:; ,. _ [ • , . .... f, 'I' ~. . ... ·!· •· ., ...,. f'. · , ,,.~ .. .. . •. .. · ,._ ... ,!- ~ 

have been ms.de by the various representatives in discussing that draft . · Unless 
' I hear objections, it is so ordered. 

• - · •· ~ ,·~ . .. ~ .. ,_ ' -"'! ~- ,. :· . ,. ~ , , . ' ,,., -. ..... .... .. • - , • -~ " •-, ,, .. 

Mr. GERIG (united States); Mr. President, as to referring it to the 
...... t . •. !! ... -.-· """ • , . : • 

Erafting Co!.:llllittee, I wonder if you would agree that th~y might look ~t Rule 66 

which we adopted the other day and. which says: . "A statement of minority 
- • • • .. ., - • , . , ,,. ~ ~ ; • ~-- • . ~ . _, . • , ·r •. , ! ..... ~- ... .. r. f ,., . ! --~ ~ ' . , ... t .. -. . . . • ,. .. ► .. 

views may be appended to a repcrt or recommendation of the Trusteeship Council 
., . I _. . , •., •, ,. ...._"' •• • I 

at the request of any Member. 11 That would. seem to give a certain amount of 
• ._ ·•~ '/'' ,. .'''"' ' • • ~• •- · ,,.,_"! r • -- •••r . ••.~ · ·• ~• ,.,.,.,,, ._•.• ,;, •- ,. · •.-- •: .._, ,. ..- . ,,- . . . , l ' ? , t"• ~ 

opportunity for any administering authority ¥hi eh had any obs t:Jrv~-{i·~~~ to make 
-~ • ·- . • .J.", 

which differed from those or the Council, e.lld therefore, it might be possible 
--· ! •• , •• ~ .. . , ·' · ': - . ... . . •,•: ! ~- ... .. . . .. • -~-~ ~ .-.. ... ~ --: . ... .. ,.. . .. t •.•. t-, :" • . • ..... , (' . r ~ r .. , ... .. . .. . . . . , ., , ' f' • 

for the Draftipg Committee to admit the words, 11by ·the administering authority", 
• t • ; • ---: _I ~ 1 ' - ,• ;! •: • ..- •: : ' ' , .... •.• ••• '\ • •! ,,.._ - ·l • ~ f , : •• ~, ••• - · ••• •• . , , ,,_ •• . -. . ~ , 

having the adminiatering ~uthority,, if necessary, reiy -~n Rule 66 br on a ' 
• : • I .• ' f ' • . ;.'· -: ~ _tl. ' •~ • • .._ • .- • • ~ #> # - ' .' • 

minority view. But normally, one woulJ suppose that the observations woilld 
,·· r 

be included. with those of the Council, and. therefore the two would rn>t be 

included in juxtaposition. 

I think there is that difficulty .uith the draft as it stands, as pointed 

out by the representative of Xexico. It looks a little bit as if in each 

case you are expecting an observation, both by the administering authority 

and by the Council as a whole. I Just throw that out for the con~ideration 

of the Drafting Committee, not to raise any further discussion. 

Mr. Kll.ALIDY (Iraq): Vu-. President, I believe the suggestion of the 

representative of the United States is very worthy of consideration. 

I want to say .... this. May I remind you of a fairly similar case which 

we discussed. the other day when considering visiting missions. We said that 

it would not be in order to disclose or to give all or part of the report of 
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a Visiting mJssion on the spot to the local authorities, if I remember rightly, 

partly because we said the report of such micsiona is the property of the 

Council and no one has the right to dispose of it except the Council. Should 

not that be similar to this case? Peo::,le would say -- even the ·whole world 

would say -- "In that case why do you senJ. a mission if you are in such close 

touch with the administering authorities, and if you are including the point 

of view only of your own conclusions, why do you send the mission? You might 

as well have asked their opinion." 

May I assure the Council that I have in no way any idea of suspicion 

between the Council and the ad.ministerina authorities; I am quite confident 

that such cases reay never arise. If they did they would be one in a hundred; 

they would be very rare, I am sure. I envisage in general the most reasonable 

accord between this Council, and the ad.ministering authorities. I am sure 

that otherwise we cannot work, and we stall have to take the ad.ministering 

authorities into our confidence, and vir.e versa. 

It seems to me a question of working within the frame of the Cbarter 

and. within ''reasonableness", if' I may be allowed to use this word. in general. 

Mr. THOMAS (United Kingdom): _Mr. President, I shall keep tr-e bulk of 

my remarks for the Drafting Coiumittee, but I want to say that I do not think 

Rule 66 can help us in the rr'8.tter because the administering authority will 

not be a member of the mission visiting its own territory -- and I hope also 

it will not be a minority. 

Mr. KHALIDY (Iraq) : 
it 

allow ree to say/ by way of 

Mr. President, just one word. if ~.ir. Thomas will 

clarificc:..tion. ~he ad.ministering authority r:.ay 

be a :rr.E'lmber of a visiting mission -- may be, I think, according to the draft 

we f·tn:icihi:.ri this .n:orning a:n.a. the point our Vice-President raised. 
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The PRESIDENT: I take it that we may refer this rule to the Drafting 

Coruni ttee to draft a rule in the light o! the observations which have been . 

made. 

That brings us to Chapter x-\t[on the Reports of the Trusteeship Council, 

and you see before you -- I think I will not take the tiree to read them -- the 

rules in Document T/1 on page 18.. Those rules, as you noticed, have been 

revised in a suggestion by the Secretariat which you will n.nd on page 34 

of Document T/4 under Rules 98 and 99 in the footnote. I wonder whether it 

would be agreeable to this Council to take as the basis for our discussion 

these two Ilules, 98 and 99, proposed by the Secretariat in place of the rules 

drafted by the Preparatory Committee apf0aring on page 18 of Document T/1. 
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The PRESIDEN'r: Unless I hear objections, we will then use as the 

basis for ou.r discussion Rules 98 and 99 as they are set forth on page '34 

of DocUlllent T/4 in place of the other rules, concluding with·Rule 102 on 

pege 36; 'that is, Rules . 98 and 99 in the footnote en page 34 include the · 

subst?..r..ce of the various rules 1 including Rule 102 on page 36. 

Mr. GERIG (United States): Mr. President, the re-grouping and the 

:formulation propcsed by the Secretariat in Rules 98 ar..d 99, I think, are 

e great improvement over the collection. of rules as they stood before. 

I should ·just like to suggest an· addition. The Sec:..·etarlat pas 9irculated 
in writing, 

a brief pHragra-ph/ and I asf:;_ure S1r Carl that this is the last one that I 

am going to circulate to this Council•~. • It pertains to strategic 

areas. As I have indicated once beforE} on this cha:pter ·cn reports we 

would like to suggest the addition of an additional paragraph which is 

really required under the Charter, because certain reports perhaps may have 

to be made to the Security Council. 

Unr1er Article83 (l) "B h ft b i t d t th t • -~ u as o en een pone ou, ere are cer a1n 

functions in this field of strategic areas which are to be performed by the 

Security Council, and therefore certain reports may have to be made to it . 

with regard to strategic areas. 

I think the Council will f'ind no difficulty adding this paragraph. 

Mr. THOMAS (United Kingdom): Mr. President, this text of the Secretariat 

is quite a gocd working draft, but I think it might be simplified a great 

deal. 

I seen reference to a very large number of separate reports, which, 

I think, is going to be very confusing to the General Assembly. I am not 

quite qertain what is going to be in the general report or in the anr.ual 

report if you have to make separate reports dealing with petitions, with 

visiting missions, and special reports on any matter related to observance 
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of the Charter • .. : In f act, the general report .and . the annual report would 

contain very little, and I should prefer to run some of these things _to'." 

gether and make Rule 98 read . • r-fter this form: "Tha Trusteeship Co,tu'l.ci~ shall 

prese:it to the General Assembly at each _of 1 ts regular sessions a generel .. 

report -on ·its activities and on the discharge of its responsibilities under 

the International Trusteeship S?stem, which shall inc'l-tt~e an ahnual report 
' 

on ee eh true t ten"i tory." That would. be the end of my rule. 

In the R.nnual report, ·as T have ea.id, there would be all the .. other 

material which is relevant to the trust territory.- In the case · of Tcc?ganyika, :. 

for example, the annual report would be based on the _annual report of the 

administering au.thor~ty and -would include the petitions that we should be 

dealing wtth now :and a vis1 t, if' there were a visit to the terri t~ry in . 

question. , .It would be quite an interesting document and one that the 

General Assembly could assimilate more easily. 

The PRESIDENT: May I interrupt to ask the representative of the United 

Kingdom: Does he mean the proposal to take the place of b:>tb Rules .. 98 and 99, 

or simply . of Bu,le 98? 

Mr; TRO~.AS (United Kinsdom) : . I put it forward as taking the place of 

Rule 98. 

I have not yet formed en ,opinion about .Rule 99, and. I will reserve 

judgment en the.t. 

The .PRESIDENT: · May we haye your suggestion circulated then, sir? 

• Mr. THOMAS (United Kingdom): - Yes. 

Sir Carl BERENDSEN (New Zealand): Mr. President, as Mr. Gerig has so 

touchily . referred to me, I wented to take .the first opportunity of 

assuring him that I see no difficulties at a.11 about this last S1Jorting 

e ii ticn. 
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I ~ tempted to apply to tht s the· word.s of the poet on one of our ., 

Ibw Zealand. cities: ...!'Last, loT.JBliest, lovliest, and last." · 

On the point raised by Mr. Tho~s, on the whole I am inclined to agree 

the:i:; tha effect vculd be more useful if we made • .one report rather than a 

number of reports:..~one report co-.rering all the isu;;jects referred to in this 

I wanted to ma.lrn much the seme ooservations as the representative for the 

United Kingdom and those observations which have been agreed to by' the 

representative from New Zealand. 

The Trusteeship Council is to make a report to the General AsseD!bly 

on its activities. Ths activities of the Trusteeship Council under A1ticle 87 

of' the Charter are: 11 (a) consider reports submitted by the administe:..·::.ng • 

authority; (b) accept petitions and ex~ne them ... ", and so forth, "(c) provide 

for periodic visits ... 11
, and "(d) take, these and other actions ... " •• 'L,erefore, 

I think our report should contain four che,pters. The first chapter wm.1 ld be 

reports from the a.dminis tering au tbori ty; the second chapter, petitions; the 

third cbaptor, periodic visits, and .so on. Therefore, we would have a full 

report. 

Where I differ with the representative of' the United Kingdom is that 

I fail to see why the report should have a chapter -dealjn.g vitb P.uande U~undi, 

New Guinea, or Tanganyika. The -Trusteeship Council, is ,not entrusted with 
.. 

the administration of.these territories. In fact, what the General Asso~bly 
' , -. 

wants and needs to have is, on the one hand, the annual report of the 

administerine authority-tbat the Assembly already has-and, en the otbar hand, 

\ 
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'I'ho~:efore, Mr. Presid.ont, I think that all these rulf!s. 
' 

c.ould easily 

which wo~Ll.d in.elude 0::1.ly fov :c linoe, d.2-'.lfted 

T;le P:S..":':3TDE1\"I': : I take it that we c.re in. geno1:2.l agreement wit:1 the 

proposal cfthe Ur..it0c. Kingdom thit we condemi'e ?.'.lle 98 so as to prov-id.e for 

the m&kir.:.g of a g0nc.ri=:.l _report. As~dn, I tak~ J.t that wo e.::-e la:rg0l~· in 

should cover the • t,):pics listed in Articla 87. I wond.0r if w-e would. L• content 

to refer this rule to ou:c a r,le DrcSti ng Gc:t:'J;;ii ttee to d2-aft a rl:.J.e ale 2: that 

I 

line. Do I ha:i;t'. an.y o1)je~-:tLmo? 

together with ~<le 93; uno.er one ri1le which ,..-1.:.1 have a:c,ci:t four lines. I do 

not see why it has bsen so set aj?e.rt. 

T:t.ar-e rs one item, the necs"usity of which I fail to oee: Why is it 

mandatory the.t: "Thia re:port she.J.l inclt,de ... sucgesti,ns and reco:n:mondations 

for the ir.1.provG::iient of the adminj_stra tion in the truot te:r:ci tory ... "? Suppose, 

Mr. Presid.e_nt, that tb.e ex::i.mination by the Trusteeship Council of tb'.3 report 

of the as."'linistering autho:r-Hy reveals that the Trusteeship Com1cil ::.s satia.fied 

in every respect with what the autitiori ty b.a.s done in its territory. :!hy should 

the TrusteeohiJ, Council be CCI!l.J'0.1.lei to try -to find. some cri ticiem to make 

a.nn. '3uggesticns to put forwa:.cd? 

I think what ths Trusteeship Council shouJ.,i lio is wbe.t any counc::.l does 

in it~ report -- that i~, to repor.-ton its examination of -!:.he annual r .porta 

by the ad:rl.inister1ng 2.u.thority, tr..e;i present i-ts conr-lusions, and. that .::.s all. 

Mr. GARR~.TJ (I'm.nee) (I:1ter1-•retE. tion from French): Mr. Pres.ldent, I 
. . 

tr.ci:nk tbat the .formu2e. proposed ·~y the" representative of the Un:. ted Kiv::;dom 
' - ' 

could be :ma.de shorter by deleting the last words. Those words are: " ... which 
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shall .include an annual report on each trust territory." It seen:s to me that 

our annual report includes all our activities, including what we Iray have to 

say about the trust territories and the various activities carried out during 

the year. Therefore, I think that thi$ rule should read as propos9d by the · 

-United Kingdom, but with the deletion of ~he last ten words. 

Mr. THCMAS (United Kingdcm) : Mr. President, the~e are questio:is of 

:presentation of the re:por:t, and I am not able to grow enthusiastic about any 

parti ~ular form. What I ha·,e in mind. woul?,, in fact, be one report wi t h . 

sections on each territory. In that report, under a particular terr:l.tory 

sa_y, .Tanganyika -'." you would include r61uarks based on the administering . 

authority's report, petitions, ~d. visits. But if it were desired to divide 

the general report under the heao.ings of visits, :petitions, or in any other way, 

tr.at would be ~uite agreeable to me, 
is 

I thiri.k that/t he suggestion, . A.S I understand it, of the honourable 

representative of Belgium. 

I certainly think we should avoid .presenting a very large number of 

separate reports for all these items. I ·should like just an. annual report, 

possibly with sections on each trust terr;I.tory 7 -a sinsle report to the ­

General Ass_embly whicp. shall include an ari.nual repor~ on. each trust t erritory. 
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The PR"ESIDENT: I wonder if I m5.c}lt ask the representative of the United 

Kingdom the following: In h's draft I run not too sure what the word "its" 

refers to in the second line, whether that refers to sessions of the Trusteeship 

Co_tincil ·or of the Gei:,eral Assembly. 

MR. THO:VAS (United Kingdom): Mr. President, I took the words from dJraft 

Rule 98, but the same query· passed through my mind and I came to the conclusion 

that it m:.mt be the regular session of the General Assembly. It might be 
. 

better, howsver, to make that clear by saying, "The Trusteeship Council shall 

present to t:l;le General Assembly·, year by year ... " er something of that sort to 

rr£ke it clear that it is one a..-mual report. 

'Ihe PRESIDENT: Doubtless that ca."1. "be clarified by the Drnf'.:;ing Co:..i;m.:f..!;ee 

I simply raised the point for their benefit. If it is agreeable to all, I 

think we can refer Rules .98 and 99 to th6 Drafting Committee, askinc that 
to 

Committee to prepare a draft somewhat similar/, or following the proposal of the 

Unit_ed Kingdom, and. taking into acc01mt the various observations which have 

_been made, and also, unless I hear objection, te.kJng care of the suggestion o:f 

_the UnJted States with regard to strategic areas . 

. ( No ob.jection voiced) 

The PRESIDE~'T: It is so ordered. 

That brings us, then, to Rule 57 of document T/1, which reads: 

"The reports of the Council to the General Assembly mentioned 

in Rules 51, 52 and 56 shall be su~mitted to the Secretary-General at 

least twenty days before the regular annual session of the General 

Assembly." 
Rule 103 of 

You will see in/a,)cument T/4, on page 36, that :Rule slightly re-drafted 

into this form: 

"The reports of the Trusteeship Cotmcil to the General Assembly 

mentioned in Rules 98,99 and'lOO shall be transmitted to the Secretary­

General at least twenty days before the regular a.."1.Ilual session of the 

General Assembly." 
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Of course the numbers of these rules will have to be changed in accordance 

with the final number of the ruies. 

Are there nny suggestions or observations? 

Sir Carl BEP-ENDSEN (New Zealand): I do not mmt to be persistent, sir, 

and I am rath0r terrified with . what I am about to say; but twenty days, twenty 

days:.._ how on earth are the countries represented on the General Assembly 

going to see this document, consider it, and instruct theirrepresentati-ves to 

. the General Assembly? 

Now I am not going to say e:ny more about it except-"'twenty days: 

Mr. RYCK!,IA.NS (Belghmi) ( Interpretation from French) : .M..r. President; as 

to the observe.tions just made by the Vice-Fre.sidEJnt, I shall answer -very simply 

that as far the report that the ·visiting mi·s·sions submit to the Members of the 

General Assembly, the Members will have about one day to c·onsider these reports. 

Mr. THOMAS (United Kingdom): It will depend surely, Mr. President, on 

the date we fix for our regular sessions, ·for these reports are to be drawn ,ip 

by the TrusteesMp Cou__-r1cil, and that presumably means by the Co1.1ncil :ih sessi.on. 

As I understa..--id the tentative plans we have in mind, it will be well in advance 

of the regular sessions of the General Assembly, so that in practice I should 

expect there wou:!.d. be a considerable longer interval than twenty days. Of 

course, it does not matter so much in the case of New Zealand, because New 

Zealand is so intelli3ent and can read these reports quickly. 

Sir Carl BERENDSEN (New Zealand): If we get them. 

Mr. KRALIDY (Iraq): Mr. President, I think . once again ou;r- V1ce-President 

is very risht, and I lose no opportunity, whenever I can, to agree with him 

to run for it. ~.ay I do so now. I think twenty days is mw;h too short a time. · 

If it 1.s meant that it would be sent by .whatever means, before the ' convening of 

the General Assembly here, well, then, even airmail would. take ·ten days, either 

to New Zealand or to my country.· 
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It always sur:9rises me why I can· come to New York from Bagdad in fifty 

hourG but my letter gets to my mother in ten days. I do not know why. But 

then we are not a council of postmasters here. That does not concern us. If 
this 

you want to take /into consideration then it takes you ten days .at least by ·· 

mail, butif you want to present it here, then there is no t t me·. 

:V.ir. GERIG (United States): Mr. President, I think we ought to look at 

this ,rule, having in mind actually the calondor by which we are going to work. 

We have not yet c..ecided when we will have the meetings. But ass1.unine that we 

huve them becinning with 15 June, for example, the meetings would probably .be 

over toward the end of July. At the end of that time we will have had, ' I 

suppose, to adopt a report cy. this Council, end therefore the Members from 
' ' , 

N'ew Zealand. and Australia will he.ve helped to adopt a report by the end of July. 

That report could be put out , I suppose, in a number of mimeographed copies and 

i~.mediately sent to their own Governments and to all the other Members . of the · 

United Nations. That would give us at least seven weeks before the Assembly 

meets. As the representative for Be lei um said, in the Assembly we would have 

to deal with weighty matters within twenty-four hours in any event. 

It seems to me that in practice this should not present too difficult a 

:f'.t'Obl e:m. • It is at least twenty days, but we can foresee already seven weeks. 

The PRESIDENT: Are there any further observations? 

Mr. Padilla N.ERVO (Mexico): Mr. President, I think we ought to take into 

account that the Rules of Procedure of the General Assembly oblige the 

Secretary-General to present to the Members of the Assembly the Provisional 

AgendB . sixty days before the opening of the regnlar session. The Provisional 

Agenda always includes as one fixed item, among the reports, the Report, of the 

Secretary-General, the Report of the Security Cou.~cil, and the Report of the 

. Trusteeship Council~ • 
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• I believe that at least th1s. report ·should be sent ·with the same dispatch 

as the Report of the Secretary-Ge:n:01;al on the work of the Organization, and the 

reports of the other organs of the United Nations·, so that the Members of the 

General Assembly will have the opportunity, at the srune ·time, to examine any 1one 
. - . . 

of ·the · main reports of the organs of the United Nations, 'before coming to the 

Session. · 

Mr. THOtvl'AS (United Kingdom)': Mey I ask, Mr. Pres ... dent, if there is any 

corresponding-rule ·in•the other principal organs? 

'Ihe PRESIDENT: ' The Provisional Rules for· the General Asseinbiy, in 

Rules 11 and. 12, have a bearing ori this c;_uesticin, ·sir. Rule 12 provides that 
' ' 

the Provisional Agenda. of a regular sessiori shall include', among other things, 

reports from the Trusteeship Council; and Rule ·11 provides , "The Provisions.I 

Agenda :for a. regular session shall be co~unicated "to the Members of the 
' . . 

United Nations at least sixty days before the opening of the session ... " 

I have just asked what the rules are with regard to the Economic and 

Social Council, and I am told there is no corresponding rui~. 

Mr. LIU CHIEH (China): Mr. President, I fail to understand the objections 

to the period allowed in Rule 103 here, As I see ;l. t, the report would be one . 

from this Council to the Assembly, and the most appropriate time for it to be 

drawn up would be at the June session of the Council. Possibly at the end of the 

June session, the Council . could go through that report and approve it, and then 

the Secretary-Genenal :wpuld. transmit it to the General Assembly. So, e.:, long . . . . . - . . . . . . . 

as the report is made ready at the end of the Council's June session, the 

question of submis sion is one of mechanics by t }1e Secretary-General and it is 

different from the r eports which have to be sent ., . bY . • the administering States 

for examination. I mean it is a report from this Council to the General Assembly, 

from one organ of the United Nations to another. I fail to understand the 

difficulty here. 
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Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium) (Interpretation from French): Mr. President, does 

the Secretary-General corr.municate his own r :eport, the one he reads to the · 

General Assembly, at the opening _ ,eesslon? Does he communicate this ~eport to 

the Member States twenty days before the opening session? 

The PRESIDENT: I will ask the Assistant Secretary-General to reply. 

Mr. HOO (Assistant Secretary-General): In the Provisional Rules of 

Procedure for the General Assembly, there ;is Rule 47 which runs as follows: 

"'I'he 2ecretary-General shall make an annual Report: and such 

supplementary reports as are required, to the Genera~ Asseubly on 

the work of the Oreanization. He shall colllmtmicate the aremal Report 

to the Members of the Uni~ed I-rations at least forty-five days before 

the opening _of the session." 

So there is a time limit of at least forty-five days for the first Report, 

and then, of course, in between the time he hes sent out the first Report and 

the Assembly has been convened, there c~n be a supplementury Report. 

The PRESIDENT: Are there any further observations? 
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lMr. GARREAU: (F_rance.) (Interpretation from French): Mr. President, I do 

not see the relationship. between this ti11e limit of eixty days for the eending 

of the Provisional Agenda to Members of the General Assembly and the sending out 
. . . . 

of the Report of the Trusteeship Council. , It · seems .to me that,, . whereas the 

Provisional Agenda provides sixty d.ays because the governmE?nts rr.ay have to pre­

pare certain queetions contained in thie Provisional Agenda, our Report, which 

should be sent out as close as poesible to the actual date, can 'be studied in 

Ccmmittee Four . of the Assembly itself. 

The PRESIDENT: Are there any further observations? 

(No response.) 

If not, I wonder if we can ask our Drafting Committee to wrestle with this 

question, which I think can be resolved without too IliUch trouble, Ae has been 

pointed out, presumably we will hold our :meeting about the middle of June and 

conclude it eorr..etj_rne in July. There is ample tin:e between then and the opening 

of the Assembly to get theee Reports out. All of us will be interested in • get­

ting them out as soon as possible, eo I do not think there is any real pr9blem 

here apart from the question of the drafting of the rule. If it is agreeable to 
the 

everyone, I euggest that we turn this over to/Dr.a;f~ihg Committee as one of its 

additional headaches to wrestle and bring us a report either tomorrow or at an 

early date. 

It ie now aLaost a quartor past eix, and I think we must · conclude our dis­

cussions for the day. 
; 

Tomorrow I hope to conclude our discussions on euch rules as remain, and 

also I hope to adopte the rule3 as submitted by the Drafting Committee. You 

remember there are still eore.e of those outeta.nding which we have not adopted. 

I expect to have the Tanganyika· examina.tions begin on Mgnday, and I think, 

in view of the whole situation, we will not hold a meeting on Saturday. 
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• I have a brief ·a:nnouricerr.ent to rrake. • The Drafting Co~
0

ittee will meet 
. . • ·~. ,~ - 7 , · : 

'tomorrow at 11· o'clock instead of 10:30 in Con:rerence Room 10. 
. .. . : . . .. . ; ·. 

The Questionnaires Colllillittee will meet at 10:30 in Room 13. 
. ' 

Tho COU-.-lcil will ,n:.eet tomorrow afternoon at 2 o 'clocR:. 

The meeting is adjourned . . 

(The · n:ee ting adjourned at 6:15 pm) 

. ·.· . 




