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AGENDA l"fEM 7 

ARRANGEMENTS FOR A PERIODIC VISITING MISSION TO TRUST TERRITORIES IN THE 

PACIFIC IN 1959 (T/1387, 1400) 

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): The Council has a 

memorandum before it from the Government of New Zealand in which that Government 

has suggested the sending of a separate Visiting Mission with special terms of 

reference to the Trust Territory of Western Samoa. This memorandum is ·contained 

in document T/1387. In accordance with rule 65 of the rules of procedure, the 

Secretary-General has submitted a Note to the Council on the financial 

implications of the suggestion of the Government of New Zealand; this Note 

is con~ained in document T/1400. 

I believe that I can assume that the Council is unanimous in not objecting 

to the sending of this Visiting Mission. 

It was so decided. 

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): Now that the Council has 

decided to send two Visiting Missions to the Pacific area, it now must decide 

as to the composition of these two Missions. For each of the two Missions, the 

Council has to elect four Member States, two Administering and two 

non-Administering. The States concerned will appoint the persons who will 

participate in the Missions. In the first place, the Council will vote for the 

four members of the Visiting Mission to Western Samoa. 

A vote was taken by secret ballot. 

Number of ballot papers: 

Invalid ballots: 

Number of valid ballots: 

Number of Votes obtained: 

France· •. . . . . . • . . . . . . . 
United Kingdom of Great Britain 

13 
0 

13 

12 

and Northern Ireland .....• • 12 

India . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
United Arab Republic .• . . . 
Union of Soviet Socialist 

Republics . • • . . . • • • • • 3 

Haiti . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 
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~ - ?P,E3 ID:2l'iT_ (jnterpreta ~ion .from French): As the '. res.ult of the 

' vote · the i::,ext Visiting M::.ssion to Western Samoa 1rilJ.. corr.p:l:'isc the following 

delegations: France, United Kingc1.om, India and th2 U;:iited. .Areb Republic._ • 
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The PRESIDE!'l'T (Interpretation from French): The Council wi11 now 

proceed to vote on the membership of the Visiting Mission to the other Trust 

Territories in the Pacific . 

. A vote was taken by secret ballot. 

Number of ballot papers: 13 
Invalid ballots: O 

Number of valid ballots: 13 

Number of votes obtained: 

Burma. . . . . . . . . . 
Italy. . . . . . 

Belgium 

China. . . . . . 

12 

12 

ll 

9 
Union of Soviet Socialist 

Republics. . . . • . • • • • 3 

Guatemala .. 2 

The PRESIDENT (Interpretation from French): The Council has thus 

designated the members .of the Visiting Mission to the other Trust Territories 

in the Pacific, excluding Western Samoa. The Mission will comprise the 

following delegations: Burma, Italy, Belgium and China. 

Mr. LOBANOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation 

from Russian): In connexion with the result of the vote which has just taken 

place, the Soviet delegation considers it necessary to draw the attention of 

the Council to the striking fact that the efforts of the A~~inistering 

Authorities have resulted in one permanent member of the Trustee8hin 

Council being systematically excluded f'rom participation in Vis:tting Missions. 

This is the only permanent member of the Council which has never been included 

in the membership of Visiting Missions. As a result, it bas been deprived 

of the possibility of visiting Trust Territories where it would gain direct 

impressions of the needs of the Trust Territories, listen to the desires of 

the populations of those Territories and make the greatest possib~e contribution 

to the cause of the gaining of their independence. 
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(Mr, Lobanov., USSR) 

The notorious voting ma.clrl.ne .. ,hich is ·being abused by some States in 

this Council is being used in· this case in the most gross manner in order to 

disrupt the principles of the international Trusteeship System. One can 

imagine how unacceptable are the· actions of · the Administering Authorities in 

the Trust Territories if, out' of fear of being disclose·a., they .. engage in such' 

flagrant •violations of the principle of Trusteeship. 

Mr. THORP (New Zealand): Before you conclude this item, Mr: President, 

may I e:i~ress b·riefly my Goverrilllent' s appreciation of ·the unanimous · support 

which the ·cour1cil accorded the suggesti'ori that ·a separate mission with special. 

terms of . reference should in 1959 be sent to Western Samoa. -Let me again 

assure the Council that the Mission will be welcomed by the :people of Samoa 

a~d ibat the Administering Authori.ty .ti.nd the territorial government will do 

all in their power to •. assist the Mission in its important ·task. 
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,, 
Mr. JAIPAL {India): I should like to make just e. few observations 

on the results of the voting. We hoped that the Council might have elected 

the Soviet Union to be a member of either Visiting Mission. We were somewhat 
~ ' 

disappointed to see that the Soviet Union had not been elected. This in our 

opinion raises a very important question. As the ~embers are aware, the 

Soviet Unio~Lmember. __ q;E',_j;_bis.. Council a.nd has not been elected 

to go on any Visiting Mission since the establishment of this Council. This 

· is clearly anorr.alous. The Council is, of course, free to decide on the 

membership of Visiting Missions, but the continu exclusion of one , mb..e.F 

is indeed unfortunate. Furthermore, this in our opinion affects the operation 

of75he Trusteeship System a.sit is constituted at present, a.nd we hope that 

this matter will be examined some time later by the General Assembly, for, 

after all, the Trusteeship Council functions under the authority of the 

General Assembly. 

Sir Andrew COHEN (United Kingdom): I should like to make one 

observation in relation to the remarks which we have heard from the representative 

of the Soviet Union. If he alleces that it is a breach of the Charter or 

a breach of the Trusteeship System not to vote for the Soviet Union, this 

see~s to be a most peculiar allegation. I should like him also to look at 

the voting figures and he will see that, although there are only seven 

administering members of this CotL.~cil, the Soviet Uni?n got only three votes. 

Therefore, his deductions from his analysis of the voting system seem to be 

as inaccurate as I thought they were uncalled for. 

U TRANT (Burma): First of all, I wish to offer my apologies for 

being late in attending this ~eeting this afternoon. My delegation was under 

the impression, I am sorry to say, that the meeting was to start at 2.30 p.m. 

as usual and not 2 o'clock. If we had been able to attend the ~eeting in 

time, of course, we would have voted for the SoYiet Union a.s one of the 

members of the Vieittng Missions. ·or _course, n.y delegation ,1ishes 

to associate itself with the remarks just made by the representative of India. 
-----·· · ·•·-·· - ··· - ·-·· - ·-

We feel that the cl?-im$ ... o_f'_tl1~---~9yiei; _tJn:i,q_~ ___ i·?Jth respect to bein_g e..m~t!.11?.~_E__ ___ _ 
--.. . ~ ·- --- ----------- ------ - · 
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( U TIIANT , Burma) 

of a Visi~_.Miss-i-on-"'Eo-. the Trust Terri t6ry···e;ra-:il~n,'-'j~~:Lfied; ~n~ _our 

delegirti~n v1ill continue · to su@_QT±, ao~urther moye ·1n t;;-~fl.lt~;~-:~~:·behalf .· -----of the Soviet Union in seeking election . to -one -of- the Vi$iting Missions, 

Mr. LOBANOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics){interpretation Ji,~o~ ~-'­

Russian): The observations which the representative of the United K:i,.ngclQJ7!. tool:;: · .. 

the liberty of making only accentuate the abnormality of the situation in the 
--------trusteeship Council. The representative of the United Kingdom knows very well 

what pressure is being exerted by some delegations in this Council, and it~~-
• -

be better for him to remain silent as to why some representatives did not vote 
~-~ 

here. That is one point. • ----

Furthermore, the representative of the United Kingdom should lmow that· 

one place of a non-administering fower is occupied here by a delegation which 

is not entitled to that place. That is another point. 
' 

If the representative of the United Kingdom thinks about this, he will 

realize what a blow is struck against the system of trusteeship when it is 

appreciated that it is possible for the colonisers to rule supreme not only 

in Trust Territories but even here. 

Mr. OSMAN (United Arab Republic) (interpretation from French): One 

of the reasons why the Charter established a system of Visiting Missions was to 

allow members of the Trusteeship Council to have a more direct and objective 

contact with conditions obtaining in the Trust Territories. It was f'or that 

reason that my delegation regrets that the Soviet Union, as a permanent member 
-.;;:_,-------c--:-------=--~---=-----~-

of :he Tru~_l, has not been allowed so far to participate in the· 

Visiting Missions. 

Mr. KELLY (Australia): I wanted simply to record on behalf of my 

delegation our regret that any representative on this Council should have 

describedthe Cou...~cil as enotorious voting machine used in a most gross manner. 

Those words, I thinlc,were intended to be applicable to the Council as a whole; 

I think they were uncalled for, and I should like to ask you, Mr. President, 

to request the representative to withdraw them. 
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Mr. KOSCZIUSKO-MORIZET (France)(interpretation from French): I wish 

merely to point out that we have heard two explanations on a vote which, under 

the rules of procedure, is a secret vote. If the Council wishes to change 

this type of voting and make it a public vote, we see no objection to that. 

But since the rules provide for a secret vote, all these observations seem to us 

out of order. 
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Ur. _ LOBANOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Rep_ublics) (;i.nterpretation from 

Russian):'-- I have asked ·for 'the floor in order to , reply to the desire expressed 

here by the representative · of .Australia. I woultt be •glad to comply wi"th his --• 

wishes, but the practice i-ihich has been adopted by some members in this Council ' ' 

malces it impossible for me to do·so. 

AGENDA ITEM 16 • ' 

EFFECTS OF THE EUROPEAN ECONOMIC COhMUNITY ON THE DEVELOPMENT OF CERTAIN TRUST 

TERRITORIES (T/L. 865 and. Add. 1, L. 873 )( continued)' 

The PRESIDENT (interpretation frcm French): It' should be recalled 

that this question was discussed by the Council .at its 926th meeting. During 

that discussion, a number of suggestions · were made by the delegations of India, 

Guatemala, and the Soviet Union, but the Council decided to postpone 
. -

consideration to a later date. 

The Council has now ·before j .... tfie propo~al of Guatemala and India - (il'/L. 8T5). 

I will call on the representa.ti;e of Ind:i.a ·to introduce the joint proposal 

of the two delegations. 

Mr. JAIPAL (India) : Actually, I do not think that any formal 

introduction of this draft is necessary. As the members will see, it follot,s 

the lines of the suggestions which were macle in th~ ° Council at its previous 
- I . 

meeting when we cliscussed this question. All we have suggested here· is to point -

out that because of the absence of . certairi · fune;.amentai : i~formation, -the Council' 

has not been ~ble to assess the effects of 'the associati~n . ;f the· Trust Territor'ies -­

with the European Econcmic Comm:mit;sr°. However~ we want. to convey also the 

impression ·tho.t we· regard thi~ as an important matter and that we will continue . . • ' 

to keep this matter under review anG. undertake a more detailed study when more 

information is available. 
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(Mr. Jaipal, India) 

I might also point out that one important essential or prerequisite for 

a detailed examination of this question is information which must be submitted 

by the administering members, The revised draft requests\ the Administering 

Authorities to submit such information at the earliest possible moment. 

That is all I should lil~e to say at the moment. If any further clarifications 

are desired, I shall be glad to oblige. 

Mr. KIANG (China}: I hesitate very much to comment on this draft which 

I think is quite reasonab~e, but there is one paragraph in that draft separate 

section, namely the second paragraph, on which my delegation has some scepticism. 

I will state the reasons. First, I will say that in light of the discussion which 

took place in the Fourth Committee last year, the present text as proposed by 

Guatemala and India seems to be more realistic and to have placed the matter in a 

proper perspective. 

However, the reservations which my delegation has are in relation to the 

second underlined paragraph. As we all know, the association of the overseas 
, 

Territories with the common market is to take place through the establishment 

of a free trade area and through participation by the European States in 

investments for public works in the Territories. Hhe;i:-e we talk about the possible 

effects of the association of the Trust Territories with the Community, we 

naturally thinl;: more of the effects of the ultimate outconie of the arrangement 

for the establishment of a free trau.e area comprising the cormnon marlcet and 

overseas countries and Territories which is expected to be reached only after 

a period of time, say, twelve or fifteen years. During this period of twelve 

or fifteen years, ,there will be changes in the tariffs of the six contracting 

countries d.irectedmainly,, I think, to the common tariffs for imports and the 

elimination of the duty on supplies from the overseas Territories. 
_, 

At the same time, during this transitional period as I call it, we may find 

an increase of production ancl new lines of production in the overseas 

Territories. In view of what I have said, in terms of the various aspects which 

we may have to bear in mind in assessing the probable effects of the association 

of overseas Territories, particularly the association of the primary producing 
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(~ir. Kiang, China) 

areas with industrial countries, I wish to emphasize once more that it will be 

some time before we in this Council can express any sound views on the effects 

of the association of the Trust Territories with the European Common Market. 

It is in the light of this observation that I have just submitted that my 

delegation will vote for the draft sei:arate section, with the r~servatioD I 

have just stated. 

In order to clear up one misunderstanding which could possibly arise from 

what I have said in connexion with the so-called transitional period of time 

of twelve or fifteen years, if we study the Rome Treaty very carefully, we 

know that the implementing Convention relating to the association of the 

overseas countries and Territories in the. European Common Market has been 

concluded for a period of only five years. Of course, we may a_ssume that that 

implementing Convention may be renewed in order to apply the provisions of 

article 133 of the Rome Treaty, in order to invcke those provisions. 

I have tried my best to state in very simple language the implications 

which, to my delegation, are very important. That is to say, it ,rill be very 

difficult even next year for anyone who is very well versed in the economic 

conditions in Europe and in those Territories to make a correct evaluation of 

the probable effects. It is for this reason that I wish to record the 

reservations which we have in mind in voting for this text. 

Mr. OSMAN (United Arab Republic) Uy delegation attaches · great 

importance to the problem of the effects of the European Economic Community 

on the dev~lopment of Trust 'Xerritorl.es and ,non-self-governing Territories 

in general. That is why we are in complete agreement with the idea expressed 

by the representative of India which has_ motivated the amendment put 

forward in T/L.873. Nevertheless, I would like to suggest some modification 

to that draft separate section to bring it more into consonance with 

General Assembly resolution 1210 (XII). -I hope this modification will be 

accepted by the authors of the proposal. 
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(Mr. Osman, 
United Arab Re f? ubli c) 

.. :; ::In· the second underlined paragraph I propose the deletion of the first 

eent~nce reading: 

. "The Council decides to .undertake a thorough study o~ the 

question at its sessions in 1959 and to submit a detailed. report 

thereon to the General Assembly at its fourteenth session." . 

.. _ .. , 

• <:.The second modification I propose is to delete the words "to it" . from the 

third .line of the second . sentence and to add a phrase. at the end so that the te;,ct 

would read: 

"In this connexion, it requests the Administering Authorities 

of the Trust Territories affected to submit at the earliest possible 

·moment detailed information on the association of those Territories 

.with the ~uropean Economic Community ai;\d ori the possible effects of 

such asq.o.ciation on their . q.evel:.opm_ent for consideration by the 

• General Assembly at · its thirteenth session in accordance with 

'. , resolution 1210 (XII) •. ~ • ., . . 
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Mr. KOSCZIUSKO-MOR.IZET _:(France) ( in;terp~etation fpi:)~ French); In its 

• re:solution 1210, the General Assembly .has asked the Trusteeship Council to .. , . ' . . .. ;. . 

include, in the report which it will submit at the thirteenth s_ession, a speci~l 

section 'Which _will deal w.i th the effects .<m the Community of the development of 

certain Trus't Territories. • In making .. t~e report, . the _ information supplied by 
. . . 

the Administering .Authority was to .be taken into account and .also the results 

of any studies wh:i,ch might : be made by the Secr.etary-General, the ,E:onomic and 

Social· Council, the Economic Commis_sion for Asia and .the Far East, an.d the 

Economic Corr~!~sion for Latin Ame:i:-ica. But it so :happened that when we tried to 

prepare the report th~ file was empty or almost empty. However this is a situatio 

which we had foreseen~ In his wisdom, the represen~ative of India notes that the 

information indeed is not avai_lable. On that point, . some delegations -- to whom 

I apologize for answe:dng so late, but the debate was interrupted -- and in 

particular the delegation of the Soviet Union, accuse4 the Administering 

Authority of being engaged in a conspi:::-acy of silence. Their surprise at the 

situation astonishes me, .for it is one which we had for~seen during the 
' ' 

General Assembly, when we v.oted against this resolutio!'l. Why did we vote against 

.this resolution? It was becaus_e we had made a common-sense observation; . 
~-~~;----~---:---::---:-:----.---.-~_.:...­

namely, that the ';rreaty on the E1.n·opean Economic Conmn.:.nity was to take - -- -----------------------effect after 1958. Sinc~1958 was _ the year during which :the instit_~.!-9.!LJt~- tq __ .. 
- - --------·--- --- ---

be established, the' Treaty coLQ,.d _;;!e>_~.::__b?;Jn--forc~ _ip __ .195B,._ ____ There could, 
- ------~- --- ------ - -

therefore, be no question of supplying inf~rmation upon something which did not 

yet ·e;,cist .--- -It. is our habit to submit exact, accurate, serious . in:formation, and 

it vrould not have 'been serious on our part to engage in speculation or prophecy, 

in dealing with situations which have not yet come into existence. 

I believe that the representative of the Soviet Union went further than I 

have just indicated,· since he accused us, somewhat gratuitously, of violating the 

Trusteeship AgreemeQt and delaying the economic development of the Territories 

concerned. I shall not reply .tQ this, since I have already replied at the time 

of the General Assembly session. As to the first point, it is quite clear that 

the Treaty of Rome provides for co-op~1~ation with the United Nations, and 

therefore it cannot conflict with the Tr,usteeship Agreements. 

On the other hand, as far as the ~conomic development of these Territories 

is concerned, I shall limit myself to recalling that in the Economic Commission for 

Latin America and the Economic Commission for Asia and the Far East and also GATT, 
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.criticism was directed at the A __ , _ering Authorit~es because un.d:l.l,_~ 
- -~-----~' 01, ' '. . ; ·· •• t.: •, , • , l • _ . :.------- . , 

a.d~_ges had _been granted the Trust __!~!_~itor:i.E:is ·v:J1ich might lea'.d to competition 
w:.Lth.._cYl;,h~~__:~~-~~~t-~_1-~~ •, -~:--.. : • •• --~ • • - • • -~--~~--~-- --'~-~~ - -.. --~----- -~---- • 

.. Thus we see thn.t __ the Administering Autho~ity is being criticized for being 

too ler.icnt towards the Trust Territories .on the one .hand, and on the other 
. . • . • • . ' . . . . . . . ' ' • . 

he.nd is b~ing accused of dE!layirig the economic develop~~nt o-r the Trust • 

Terri~_orie.s, ,but I do not wi_sh: to :enga:ge :Ln debate _upon thi~ . • 
• ~ • • • > - • • • • ·• ' 

We have before us a draft re.solution, sane paragraphs of which we can accept. 

There are otp.e~ paragraph~ w~ich ' w~ ~~nnot accept,· for reaso~s I have already 
• •., • • • C ··· . 

. mentioned. I will ~herefo~e as~ __ for a separ_o.te vote on the paragraphs of the 

. draft resolution . offered by Guatemala and India. In respect to each of these 
. ' . . . . ' . . . ~' ~ " . 

paragraphs, I re~erve my right to expla:j.n. 'tn~ position of my delegation~ 

Mr. JAIPAL (India): As one of the sponsors ofthis' dreft resolution, 

I feel it_ my duty to make a few additional observations, followi'ng those just 

expressed by the previous speakers. There is, ?f course, ~e. good deal of substance 

in the point of view expressed by Mr. Kiang and the arguments made by 
• . . , .. . . " , ; ' 

Mr. KaS(;!ZiUGlm-Morizet. It is because we share those views to . som~ extent that 
' "• ' 

our own draft suggests ~hat _before the Council can undertake ariy appraisal of 

thi::i associat;i.on, it should hav~ not only information of ~- basic charact~r from 
. . . . ,' . . . . 

the Adminis,ter~ng members, but ~so the~r ~:wn assessment of 'the anticipated 

,effects of . this econo~ic associati~n• 
. . . . . . ·: . 

We consi_der that the Administering Authorities concerned -will be in a 
. : • . ' •' . . 

better position than the Council to ~o this, even now. We do know ,that this 

new arrangement has not yet come into effect, but surely the authors of this 
. . . : 

arrangem~nt should be in a position to tell us of its anticipated ·effects ·. 
• . . . · , . : . ' 

As regards t _he ~mendmen1:B proposed by_ the representative of the United Arab 

Republic, while of course we sympath~-ze with the rea~ons which· led •• hizn to reake 

these proposals, we would like to suggest to him, most respectfully that for 
. . ; .· . ; 

technical reasons -we would be obliged if he would not press u~ to accept his 

amendments. For one thing, it would require s'ome time for rne to consult with 

the other sponsor of this draft _resolution. I would be m~ch obliged, therefore, 

if the President could put the ~mendments l)roposed. by -the representative of the 

United Arab Republic separately ~~- \he, vbte. We w~uld n~turally vote for those 

amendments. 
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): If there are no other 

speakers, we can proceed to vote on document T/L.873. We have before us 

amendments fromthe representative of the United Arab Republic. The first of 

these amendments would delete the first sentence from the second paragraph 

of the op~rative part, beginning: "The Council decides" do-wn to the words 

"at its fourteenth session". 

Mr. JAIPAL (India): ~.wish to raise a point of procedure. The 

representative of the United Arab Republic did not put forward two amendments. 

As a matter of fact he put forward one composite amendment which involved 

deletion of one sentence and the addition of a few words at the end. I would 

be grateful therefore if you would put his amendment to the vote as a whole, 

and not separately, because that was his intention. 
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The PRBSII':ET,!T (inter:rr~tation from rrer-ch): I be l::..eve the 

representative of India is i~i;;ht ~ We' can ~rc:rce a't one t:i l::8 . on the amer.:.o.ments 

proposed by the re:presenta·'~ive of the U11ited Aro.b Rep,lblfo. 'l'hes~ awendments 

are interlinl:ed; for if \:;;_1c,.t he e.dd.s is adopted,1 t hen · tl:e fii•st part of the 

second paragraph uill' ~e cont rrdictory (, 

r.1111"' an1i=>,:.,;i1n-"ni·s · , :·2 1~,~· rf 1·,.,c-ted :J''f ~7 ,·o·'-"'s to 6 - ,r-;-1- ,, ·l ~-Ss+q,t-ion _J., ......... J.'..L. -..:::.. J • ..,_ --: • • -, .., • • . ,, v ..... -~· 't •· -: v... . c:. v.._.__ . .,_ -•• 

Mr. LOB,~N(2~ (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) ( interpretation 

from Russian): M1·. Presid.:mt, if you intend to vote on the d::'aft ·proposed by 

Guatemala nnd :i:n :ha;· I n'sk you to take a separate vote on ti1e ffrst sentence 

of the s·econd ra:.·2.g;:2:ph, that io, O!l the part ,-t::lic:h t:.:e 1~i2r:recGn-~ati.re of 

the United Arab RcF;;.blic prcposetl to delete. 

:t-Ji..r. I:OSCZIUS!(O-t~1_9_!\IZE~f (France) (i:1\;ei:pretn-::,ion ' fron French): I am 

very glad thac the re:9rcsentative of the Soviet Union approves and supports my 

p~oposal for a separate vote. 

The _PR~NT (interpretation from Frenc:1): We sha_ll therefore take 

separate votes with regard to the draft separate section (T/L.873) submitted by 

Guatemala and L11dia coataining a conclusion and recommendation. 

The first para,<:ra"".lh was adopted by 13 votes to none, with 1 abstention. 

The first sentence of the second pararraph was re,iected by 7 votes to 5, 

with 2 abstentions. 

Mr. LOBANOV (Union of So'Tie~ Socialist Republics)(interpretation from 

Russian): The Soviet delegation wishes to explain its vote. We abstained from 

the vote on the first sentence of the second paro.gra::_:;h since the recommendation 

contained therein to submit a. report to the General Assembly at its fourteenth 

session is in conflict with resolution 1210 (XII) of the Genernl 

Assembly, paragraph 3 of which obliges the Trusteeship Council to submit a 

report to the thirteenth session inasmuch as the General Assembly at its 

thirteenth session will resume the consideration of this q-µestion. Therefore, 

the Soviet delegation abstained from the vote on this sentence. 
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Mr. SMOLDEREN (Belgium)(interpretation from French): I also wish to 

explain my vote, but I do not ·wish to interrupt :the voting procedure inasmuch as 

the representative of the USSR objected to this yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from 1<·rench): We shall now vote on the 

balance of the second paragraph. 

There were 7 votes in favour and 7 against. 

Af'ter a brief recess in accordance with rule 38 of the rules of procedure 

of the Trusteeship Council. a second vote was taken. 

'l'here were 7 votes• in favour and 7 against. · The balance of the second 

:parap:;ra-ph was not adopted. 

Mr~ KOSCZIUSKO-MORIZET (France)(interpretation from French): I wish 

to explain my negative vote. There is no question of refusing our co-operation 

as Administering Authority to •the Trusteeship Council or to the U.nited Nations. 

We shall submit at the appropriate time the information available to us. 

However, this last sentence made a commitment for the future. We are not 

prophets and we cannot give information on effects before they are a reality. 

That is why we were against this sentence. B~t there is no intention, I repeat, 

on our part to refuse to give information once we have it available. 

Sir An.drew COHEN (United Kingdom): I should like to explain my vote 

on this question. This matter was debated in the Fourth Committee at the last 

session of the General Assembly, and my delegation explained then that in our 

view matters of this sort were functional economic matters which should be 

considered in the appropriate econoJnic organs. There has been discussion, 

for example, in GATT on the subject. I am not so much concerned tvith the 

detailed wording of this sectio!1, but, as now before us., the section appears not 

to be consistent with the:) view which we then took .. I therefore voted against 

the last paragraph of it. 

Vi.I'• SMOLDEREN (Belgium) ( interpretation from French): The Belgian 

delegation voted in favour of the first paragraph of the conclusion and 

recommendation to be found in document T/L.873 because that paragraph simply 

consecrates a situation which has been ~xplained by my delegation at the 

twelfth session of the General Assembly. 
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(Mr. Smolderen, Belgium) 

My. delegation yoted against the second paragraph because <,.,e 11ere of the 

opinion t :1at it would .?e impossible to foresee at the present time when the 

effects of association with the Common Market will be felt in these Trust 

Territories. Thus, uno,_er preGer;i.t circumsta~ces, we cannot commit ourselves 
. . ; 

to supply to the Trusteeship Council in the next annua_~ report on Ruanda-Urundi 

any information on this matter. For these sarr:e reasons, we voted against the 
amendments submitted by the United Ar~9 R·epubiic. 

Mr. PLAJA (Italy)( interpre"ta. tiori" from French): • The' position of- the • •• ' 

Italian delegation on this question has beei1 clearly stated in the General 

Assembly. I wish merely to ~cepeat here, in associating ·myself with what was 

said by tp.e repres_entative oi' France, that, _as regards the 'rerritory of 

Somaliland1 th,.e Admin_istering Authority will no·t ·fail to submit a.11 necessary 

;i.nfo!'mation and to co-operate with the Council. Siucc in our annual r.eport · we 

have alw:ays given the fullest information on all questions· relating to the 

Trust Territory, t?ere would . be no difficul_ty with regard to including questions 

wh.ich are related to th~ European Economic Community. However, the text as 

for!'Ilulated in the .second pa.rt, on which we have voted, was not acceptable to us 

and that is, why we voted ~gainst it. 
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Since we moved tbis proposal, this ,is not ·by 

way of explaining my vote, which I think is somewhat obvious. ] ~~?xegret .. :v.eci . 
. . --..... 

much that the second paragraph of the draft rs:sol-µt:i,,on bas been rejected qy 
,.------ •• ••• ---·-··-·-··-· -- -- ------ --- .. ,. , , ... . , ...... .. ... .. . "'·' . . ··. ·.• '" ... . . . <-~ .. . ----· . • ----------,--.. ---~--.,,.___:...-.._ _._,._._,.~-.. , ..... _..,...---..--~ -~-- • 

the Council. We havE; listene·a to the . explanation of votes cast by the 

Ad..>ninistering Authorities directly affected by this economic arrangement. lle 

are glad to note from them that it is not their intention to deny_, -to :th~ 
-,-. , ... 

Council information .on this Associati<?n at a prope~_ time. I must_ say that we 

are a little mystified and disappointed by the negative votes cast -by the 

Administering nenbers who are not .affected by this European Economic Community. 

AGENDA ITEM 8 

ADMINIS'.rBATIVE U.'.\F':::TS P.3FECri:'I?JG TRUST TERRITORIBS: REPORT OF. THE STAi"\JDING 

COMMITTEE ON Aul lLii~S':i.:RA'rIVE muons ( T /L. 868) 

The PRESil)I~HT (interpretation .from French): The Council bas before 

it the Report of the Standing . Committee on Administrative Unions, document T/L.868. 

I call on tbe Chairman of the Standing Com.~ittee, the repre3entative of 

New Zealand, who will submit and introduce his report. 

Mr. TEORP (Hew Zealand) (Chairmo.n of the Standing Committee): The 

report in docur.aent T/L.868, which -it is my duty as Chairman o-f the Standing 

Committee on Administrative Unions to present, completes the work of the 

Committee for this year. It deals with the Administrative Union existing 

between the Trust Territory of New Guinea under Australian ad..'!linistration 

and Papua. It is a short r e?ort, which is self-explanatory, and needs no 

further introduction. 'I'he Cor.-.mi ttee does not submit its obocrv:::.tions for 

approval by the Council which may, however, wish to t ake note of them. 

~0_e PJ;E2?DEH'.:' (interpretation from l•'rench): I shall read paragraph 21 

of the r.eport: 
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(The President) . 

•• "The Standing Commi tte·e, : having regard t 'o the previous rec9~~ndations 
. ; . . . ' • , 

adopted by the Trusteeship Council conce1·ning the a&riiqistrative union 

affecting the Trust Teiritory .of New Guinea, decides . that, in .the .~bsence 

of any new significant develo:pmerit,; af:('ecting the • administrative union, • it 

has .nothing .to add to its :previous conclusions and. recommendations~" 

If thei·e ar~ ·· 11'.) f~1·ti1c1· ctmnen-ts, :( :i:,r opose that th,'.! C01.mcil take note of · 
. . 

the report of the Standing Comraittee on A&ninistrative Unions. 

Mr. LOBANO'l (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpreta tion from 

Russian): Ma.y I ask you to :put this :parngraph to a vote? 

.Tbe FRESIDEHT ( inte:.."l)retation from French): Paragraph 21 of 

document T/L.868 contains the conclusionsof the Standing Committee on 

Administrative Unions. These conclusions stand by themselves. They were 

adopted by a corr.."lli ttee which . acted freely. 1\11 that we or any delegation can 

do here· is introduce another p~oposal:; but it is not _ fcir tbe Council to change 

the text of the conclusions adopted by one of our committees. Of course, any 

delegation may -foroulate am:ither proposaL 

Mr. LOBAJ:I.QY (Union o:f Soviet Socialist· Republics) (interpretation from 

Russian): !fay I ask you what the· role of the Council is? As regards the . , 

consideration of this report ·which is in our agenda, what is expected of the 

Council? 

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French); The Council can take 

note of or accept or reject the report of .the Col:lmittee, cir it ·can · forrnulate 

other proposals, i~ deemed necessai-y. 

Mr. LOBAI!OV (Union ofS" viet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from 

Russian): Hence, if I 'understood you co·rrectly, ·•,re have your proposal to take 

note of the report. If you introduced the proposal to talrn note of the report, 

then I ask you to put that proposal to a vote. 
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I should appreciate some clarification either 

from you, Mr. President, or from the Chairman of tbe Standing Committee on 

Administrative Unions. Hnat is going to be the status of this report? Is this 

going to be communicated to the General Assembly as a part of the Council's 

report, or is it simply a routine report for the information of this body? 

Is it open to the Standing Coruini ttee not to put forward any recommendations to· 

the Council? Is that what it has done here? 

In the past, I think the Standing Committee bas put forward certain draft 

recommendations to the Council either for adoption or rejection. · rn this case, 

for certain reasons which I think are obvious, tbe Standing Committee bas not 

comnunicated a draft recomr;1eEda·:.;ion to the Council because, apparently, it has 

nothing new to suggest. Is that the situation? 

Mr. T~ (New Zealand) (Chairman of -the Standing Committee):· I believe 

that this is, by no means, a uni4ue occurrence in the life of the Standing 

Committee. It was my impression that, under the chairmanship of the 

representative of India, we a~?l?ted a similar position in the Standing Committee, . 

though I am subject to correction on this. Certainly, the Standing Coitl!littee has 

never interpreted its functions as making it incumbent upon it to put any 
. . ' . 

proposals to the Cou~cil for approval, any more than other committees which may 

be standing committees working for the Council. 

This is a subject concerning which the Secretariat bas a wealth of 

background. If the representative of India does not find this a complete 

explanation, I am sure that further explanations could be forthcoming. · 

Mr. JAIPAL (India): I ~m grateful for the clarification just provided. 

I think the Chairman -of the Standing Committee confirms my impression that, in 

the light of the information which the Committee bad, it had no recommendations 

to put forward to the Council. That is satisfactory as far as it goes. What 

would be the position so far as reporting to the General Assembly is .concerned? 

Could the Council's Secreta..7 explain that to me? 
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): . .. . . . . · . . In case. the · standing 

Committee on Ad'ninistrative Unions maltes recomrnende,tions or adopts precise 

resolutions, these are normally made part of that.section of the report dealing 

with the Territories to ·"1hich the ,~patter refers. When, a~ is the case here, 

no particular recommendation •is made, our report t? the Gcncro.l Aosernbly 

oimply• i:;ets i'cr·t;h under the head.ing of . Ac1r.:linistrn:tive Unions o.ffecti:1g Trust · 

Territories the conclusions i,·eached by the StandinG Conmiittee on Administrative 

Unions, 

Mr~ L0BAN0V _(Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from 

Russian): Mr. President, ufter . the cJ,,arif~cation which you were good enough to 

give us, there can be no doubt that the C_ouncil must define its attitude as to 

what it will ~.nclude in its re:port to the General Assembly; that is, it must 

either reject or confirm the paragraph which- is to _be included in the report of 

the Council. There can be no other view. 

• _The PRESIDENT (inter:preta.tion from F:r:encll): W~ shall now vote on the 
· '. 

l)roposa.l· that .we take note of tt.e · report of the .S~anding Committee on 

Administrative Unions :j.n order that our re:port to the Ge:.i.eral Assembly will refer 

to this matter ' in its pro:_per place. :. 

The Trusteeship Council took note of the report of' the Standing Committee . 

on Administrative Unions (TfL.868) by 9 votes to 3, yith 2 abstentions. 

Russian): 

Mr. LOBAWOV (Union of Soviet Socia.list ·Republics) (interpretation from 

I should like to explain my vote, 

The Soviet delegation voted against the . proposcl to include in the report 

of the Trusteeship Council the parricraph whic11 was drawn up by the Standing 

Committee on Administrative Unions. The reasons which led us to vote against 

this p'.".'oposal are stated at length in the statement of the representative of 

the Soviet Union on · 7 July, a statement which Wa$ ma.de duririg the discussion of 
, 

the situation in the Tl·ust Territory of New Guinea.. At this tirne we feel that 
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(Mr. Lobanov, USSR} 

we must '.stress : the ta.et that the Committee's reference to· the· la.ck .of.. any new 
. . ' • • . _____ __:.:_:_ ._,-_.:.....:... ~~ _:. __ 

facts concerning 0a.dminietrat1ve unions is unjustified since the Committee lul.s not--· --- ·· .. .. ----'- ·•· · 

taken··rnt-o-·acc ount' -m-any--stia:ten~nta . whic'h·-were--:~~d~--d~i~g the -ge~~ral discussion. . :' • 

Irt parti;ui~:;.r;·th~ ·committ;;-·;;i;o-~nju~t-i~nore~ ,t~~- joi~t. ~ommi:niq~~--iJ,te.u~d .· .. 

by the Nethe::,~~??:c\S~.g. __ tm_~a which proclaimed the eneral princip~es_un~;r_:I,yj.ng_..._ 
---:-·•··· -· ------ ' 

the policie~·_.91,'_.the two-Powe1:l}___j,~__!~1;;p_~_~j;_,_of:__i;i.'!:!'._Qf __ New Guinea, includ,ing West .:, -. ...___. ________ ... - . 

Irian which is an inalienable part of' the sovereign State of Indonesia • . - The 

j~ommunique that I have just mentioned had. as its aim . the legalizing of the · 

colonial statµs of West Irian; this is inconsistent with the Trusteeship Agreement 

on New .Guinea. 

In view of. everything which .it ·bas stated, the ,. Soviet delegation voted 

against the conclusion of the Committee. 

' Mr. • URRUTIA APARICIO (Guatemala) (interpretation from Spanish}:-.- - In . 

paragraph ·22 of the report before us, it will be noted that the delegation .of · 

Guatemala voted· in the negative in the -Standing Committee both with . regard to the 

conclus'ion· to be :found in:• paragraph 21 as well as with regard to the report .. as _ a . 

whole because of the reasons which we stated in records 89, . 99, 116, 117 -ancl. 118. 

The delegation of Guatemala maintains the point of view that the Standing 

Committee ·on Ad.min'istrative Unicne bas as .its primary function the study of the •, · 

basic practice of o.cbinistro.tive unions as they pertain to ,Trust Territor~~s, 

in ·conformity with the principles of the Charter of• the United Nations aµd the _--

International Trusteeship System. Since in the present case the Admini,strative 

Union affecting New Guinea is a union of a political nature and contrary .t _o . the .. • _ 

Trusteeship System, my delegation is of the opinion that the report should contain 
/ 

a resolution or conclusion pointing out the political nature of ·that Union as well • 

as the danger which it represents for the future development of the Territory. 

We feel that in the case of New Guinea an inaccurate explanation is being 

made, an exc_essively extensive application of the concept of Administrative Union, ----an application which is contrary- ~t-o-,..t~h-e~1Tusteeship System becauae>t'-constitutes 

an obstacle to its political development ina~much as it does not provide the 

Territory With its own representative organs. 

All this goes to explain our negative vote. 

' . 
\ 
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Mr. KELLY (Australia): I -think it is sufficient for me to observe 
, . • • . • r~ . . . 

initially that article 5 ' of ·the Trusteeship Agreement quite.· clearly gives the 

Administering Authority; Australia, ·a··'discretion to establish common services 

between the· Trust Territoi'y of New Guinea and other Territories dependent on 

·Australia if, in the opinion of the Administering Authority, it is in the 

• interests ·of the Territory i3.nd not inconsistent with the basic objectives of the 

Trusteeship . System to do so. 

In the opinion of the Administering Authority, the action it has taken to 

establish an Administrative Union between the Territory of Papua and the Trust 

Territory of New Guinea is in the interests of the Trust Territory of New Guinea 

and is completely and perfectly consistent with the basic objectives nf the 

Trusteeship Syet~m. 

Secondly, I should observe that the joint declaration or the parallel 
' 

statements' made by the Govei•nrnents of Australia and the Netherlands with respect 

to these several Territories in the island of New Guinea did not il:lvolve the 

establishment of anything in the nature of an adminir;trative union. To that · 

extent, therefore, it seems to me that the. observations of the representative of 

the Sovi et Union ar·e completely irrelevant. 

I need only conclude oy·--rea:ffirming that, in the opinion of the Australian 

Gov·ernment_,, the Netherlands exercises sovereignty in the Territory of Netherlands 

New Guinea~ion taken by the Administering Authority to co-operate 

with the Administration of that neighbouring Territory, Netherlands· New Guinea, 

is perfectly consistent with, ls almost implied in and springs from the principles 

and ideals of the Charter. 
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AGENDA ITEM 4 

/ 

EY.AMINATIOij OF PETITIONS: • 221ST AND 222ND REPORTS OF THE STANDING COMMITTEE 

ON PETITIONS. (T/L.861, L.862) . '· .· ·: 

,The .PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): We shall vote first on 

the dra'ft resolut·ion appearing ii'l the annex to • document T/L.861. 

Mr. BENDRYSHEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation 

from Russian): • I yish to propose the following text as a separate paragraph 

to be added to the draft resolution. This amendment may be found in paragraph 25 

of the Committee I s report and reads as follows:' 
11The Trusteeship Council recommends that the next Visiting Mission 

to · the '.rerri tory Should take the petition into account and: that. it should 

exainine on the . spot how the Tolai Cocoa Pro;ject operated, evalua.t~ this 

operation from the standpoint of the benefits gained by the indigenous 

inhab:j.tants from the scheme and report its views there~nto the Counc:i.1. 11
• 

The . USSR amenc1ment was ~ejected by 7 votes to 6, with l abstention. 

The draft resolution was adopted by 7 votes to 2, with 5 abstentions. 

Mr. BENDRYSHEV (Union of .Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation 

from Russian): My delegation voted against the draft resolution because it did 

not find it to be satisfact6ry. 
. I 

The present vote shows · once again the attitude 

of the Administering Authorities to the consideration of petitions in the 

United Nations. By the vote of the Administering Authorities a proposal 

was rejected to the effect that the Visiting Mission,· whichwill visit the · 

Territory in the near future, should investigate, on the spot, serious complaints 

in respect of a project upon which depends the well-being of a large group of 

indigenous inhabitants of the Territory who are producers of cocoa. 

Ml'·. KELLY· (Australia): . With reference to the observations just made 

by the representative· of the USSR,· I might remind him and all the members of t .he 

Council that no indigenous inhabitants have sent any petitions to the Council 

respecting the operations of this Tolai cocoa co-operative project. But if I 
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(Mr. Kelly, Australia) 

wanted any ground for voting against the addition proposed, as ~uggested by the 

representative of the Soviet Union, I could find it in the language he actually 

proposed. - At great c_ost to the Ad~inistering AuthorH,y and at great cost to the 

United Nations, the special representative of the Trust Territory placed fully before 

this Cotmcil and before the Standing Committee on Petitions all the facts relative 

to the Tolai Cocoa Project and notwithstanding that the representative of the 

Soviet Union proposed an amendment which made no reference to the observations 

of the Administerin~ Authority, once again betraying that lack of objectivity 

which, continued over the years, has possibly had the effect of discouraging 

some of the non-administering Powers at least from voting for the selection 

of the USSR for a Visiting Mission. 

Mr. BENDRYSHEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation 
. • -

from Russian): I wish to apologize for taking up the time of the Council, but 

the representative of Australia has once again confused everything . . He speaks 

of the Soviet representative excluding some reference to the observations of 

the Administering Authority. But this is contained in paragraph l of the 

resolution. As regards my proposal, I said tba.t I wished to have an additional 

paragraph and I proposed a text. Apparently the representative of Australia 

has once again been confused, as he has been previously. 

Mr. KELLY (Australia) ; I once more point out for the record that the 

representative of the USSR asked the n,~~-t __ yisiting M!_ssion to _take the petition .. - • -- ------- -----------

into account. He did not suggest that the next Visiting Mission ~hould take 

. into account the observations on this petition furnished by the Administering 

Authority. 

Mr. de CAfv'T..ARET (France)(interpretation from French): The representative 

of Australia was very .clear and there is no confusion about the statement which 

he made concerning the :petition. My delegation voted against the amendment of 

the Soviet Union because in the debate in the Committee it was established that 
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(Mr· .. de Camaret, France) -

the Committee was well informed regarding the policy which the Administering· 

Authority is following in the _Territory. We spent about an .ho.ur .,or an hour . 

and a half considering this petition and I believe that the Austr~lia.11 delegation . 

can -~n 1?-0. way be criticised as far as the documents which were submitted to ·. 
·-· · • 

the Council are concerned. 
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The recommendation contained in the second sentence of paragraph 27 was 

adopted -by 7votes to l, with 6 abstentions. 

The PRESIDEl\i"T (interpretation from French): We shall ' now vote on 

the draft resolution which appears in the annex to document T/L.862. 
The draft resolution was adopted by 8 votes to none, with six abstentions. 

The recommendation contained in paragraph 10 of the report (T/L.862) 

was adopted by 7 votes to none, with 7 abstentions. 
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~ . .'meeting ,1.~s suspended at 3', 50 p.m. and resumed at 4.15 p.m. 

AGENDA ITEM 22 

REVISION OF RULE 21 OF THE RULES OF PRCCEDURE (T/L.871) • 

The PRESIDEtiT ( inte;rpretation from French): We come now .to the last 

item -on our agenda· for the day. The Council has before it the draft resolutiott 

submitted jotntly b:/ the delegations of Belgium and Guatemala, document ·T/L.871. 

I call upon the representative of Guatemala ·to explain the document. -

Mr. URRl>'TL-1\. APARICIO ( Guatemala)( interpretation -from Spanish): On 

10 July 1958, the representative of Guatemala in the Trusteeship'Council requested 

the President to include in the agenda -of the Council an item relating to the 

amehdment of rule 21 of the rules of procedure·; It was recalled that that rule_ 

referred to _the procedure to be followed in case of the absence of the 

President, and that it was added that the absence of President Arenales Catalan 

of Guatemala, who was to preside over the Council this year, was not the 

first case in the history of the Trusteeship Council where this had ·occurred. 

• MY. dcilegation • observed that no one could· replace the Vice-President who-

might temporarily be serving as President of the Council if the Vice-Presfcient 

himself had to· be absent. It was indicated, further:, that there were serious 

doubts with 1;ega.rd to the aforementioned · rule 21. • The representative of - - · · . 

Guatemala also stated -- and I take the·liberty· of emphasizing-his statement 

now· .:. .. ' that the present language of rule·· 21 did not reflect- with sufficient 
-- -·--

c4lxi-t-r-the-:.ar-r-angement-:t.hat.._eJl.ch year the office offlresident should 
. ~ ,. . ·--- --- ----- . ---·-- - -------

alternate between administering cbuntries and-nol'l-administering countries. ·· . .. 

I w:tif take the liberty of adding that rule 21 does not draw a distinction 

between the·:tem-pcirary absence of the President, in which case the Vice-President 

shall act temporarily ·as President, and a definite absence of the President • . 

In sucha. -case no one could replace the Vice-President who was acting : 

temporarily as Pre_sident · if the Vice-President himself should have to be 

absent temporarily. 
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(Mr. Urrutia .Aparicio, Guatemala) 

The delegation of Guatemala would ask that all Council members consider . ' ' • . ~ 

that in a case ,,here the Vice-President wns serving as President during the 

temporary absence of the President himself, the balance bet,-reen 

administering and non-administering countries ;.,ould not be Y!'.ninteined. 

In view of these circumstances the delegations -of Belgium and Guatemala have 

prepared a draft resolution, document T/L.871 dated 24 July 1958,designed to 

overcome these difficulties and provide a much better drafting of rule 21. 

We should like to emphasize that in suggesting ·these changes we are inspired only 

by a desire to perfect the procedural operation of this Council. That is why 

the represent ative of Guatemala; on 10 July, said: 

(continued in English) 
11
:. ~ my delegation did not consider it either tactf_ul or proper to 

asl-: for the inscription on the agenda of a new item relating to the 

amenc:1ment of rule 21 1 :ror we would by no means wish to give any impression, 

however faint, that we were animated by any personal motives in proposing such 

an amenc1ment. For that reason we waited to submit our proposal until today 

when the Council was at last approaching the end of its work. In this 

connexion we should like to place on record the expression of' our respect . 

and esteem fc:ir Mr. Claeys-Bouuaert, who has presided over the Council at its 

twenty-second session with his well known experience and ability. 11 (T/Pv.916, 
p. 116) 

Hr. SHOLDF.JIBN (Belgium)(interpretation from French): The Belgian 

delegation is very glad to be able to present jointly with Guatemala clraft 

resolution T/L.87lwhich calls for revision of rule 21. My colleague and friend 

from Guatemala has commented on the provisions of the draft , and I have little 

to acld to what he has just saic..i.. _ We were anxious to draft a text which would be 

as simple and clear as possible. Anything which pertains to the Presidency is 

indeed a delicate matter. Therefore we felt that we should have discussions 

later in this Council concerning these personal questions. In this connexion 

I wish to point out that when.we say, in the second paragraph, that "the President 

could no longer discharge his duties" we had in mind the resignation or recall 

of the President, without howeve~ excluding other possibilities. The ideal rule 
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certainly would. be one which . would make· possible, as 'far as practicable an 

automatic application of the rules of procedure and one which would a•roid the • 

ambiguities which so often give rise to diverg-=nt interpretations. • 

•. - In ma.:ing this statement I a."D. not losing ·sight of the fact that the intentions· 

of the authors · of thfs draft are · of some importance if one should. attempt to 

understand the text in the light of d:Lfficulties which might arise in the future~ 

'. Finally.{ I wish to poir..t out that while I a.-n in full agreement with my 

colle·ague from Guatemala as regards the draft resolution and the meaning which is 

to be given to it, I cannot share fully scme ·of the opinions put forward by him 

as regards the motive for this proposed change. In my· view, rule 21 in its 

present wordini:f i1/•'ent:i:rely clear, arid does not contain any gap ... In.:case of the 

temporary or f'.ina.i absence of the President, it is the Vice-President who 

discharges his funttibns. This rule has never been contested by anyone. • This is 

perhaps the only rulE; of our rules of procedure, the application of which has 

never been contested. If I felt that I should. associate oyself' with the 

proposed provision of this rule, it was mainly to provide for the convenience of 

the President, vihen -the Vice-President is not available, or the convenience of the 

Vice-Pres~dent when there is no President. 

Irt fact, my delegation is in a better position than any other to judge the 

magnitude of the President's burclens, and we realize that the absence of 

the one who · is nm1 solely re·sponsible for the conduct of business of this Council 

would have left the Council in a difficult position. Nevertheless I feel that 

the revis•ion must, be aclopted by the widest possible majority. 

Sir Andrew ·coHEN (United Kingdom): I intervene only for the purpose 
... 

of clarification. I may say that this revision of the rules seems to my Qelegation 

to be quite acceptable, upon one understancling, and that is the assumption which 

I believe I would be · correct in making -- I jur;t want to confirm this -- that it 

would be the intention that if adopted by this Council this rule would come into 

force on 1 January 1959. I shciulcl like to ask the authors 6f the resolution 

whether I should be correct in assuming that. 
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): At this stage of our 

debate I beiieve .it will be ·useful for me to say that uncler rule 21 I have tal~en 

the place during this session of the ·distinguished <ii:plomat Mr. J',renales c~talan. . . . 
\fe all haye an exceiient memory .of him, and the ~ouncil elected him for a year 

at the beginning of its regular GCGsion in January. I am anxious to say that . in 'my 

sine.ere op.inion the question or' the d~te on.which our new rule should be introduced 

is one which should be settled without any consiCJ.eration for personalities. I am 

at the disposal of the Council, and I \iish in conclusion to thank the Guatemalan 

re-oresentative for what he has said about me . . 
~ . ' 

Mr. K0SCZIUSK0-1,i0RIZET (France )(interpretation r'rom Fi·ench): First of . . • • ' ~: : . . : . " 

aii I should lilte to make an observation as to the drafting of the text submitted 

to us · in its French version. • In paragraph 2 we see the \10.rds , ''in the event for 

any reason the· President is no longer able to act, the Council shall elect . 
··.:/ 

"pourvoiro.11
• He should ha.ve the present tense in French, and therefore to .be 

• • I,. • 

logical we ·should use the present tense in the first paragraph. In Enslish we 

have the future tense, but we should have· the present tense in French . . 'l'his was 

'the atat,:s of the former rule 21, which used the present tense in French. 

To go now to a matter of substonce, I would .like to say that the French 

delegation is very gratefal to the President for his pr~se:, ce here. He know that 

this debat~ should reach a conclusion without talcing into account any questions of 

pers6nali ty. m1en we legislate here we must legislate without nc•:::cssm·ily ·cu] .. ::Lug 

into account present circumstances or personalities. Ue must somehow overlook the 

present circumstances ·, and in this connexfon I would support the comment made by 

the representative of the United Kingdom with regard to ~he date on which this 

,revised rule should come into force. 

.. 

1-ir. SMOLDEREN (Belgium)(interpretation from Frenci1): I am very glad that 

my French coJJ.ea:2,-.. 1.e me.c1-e . an . observation concerning the future tense used in th~ 

• new wording of , rule 21. This question was debated at length between the Guatemalan · 

delegation and my own. In fact, I pointed out that in the old rule 21 and in all 

the rules of our rules of procedure we use the present ten~e, and in a very general 

sense, as if we were affirming a philosophical truth. Unfortunately this is not 

the case with the English and Spanish versions of the rules of procedure. Hence 

in order to bring this text into line 1,e were faced wi·ch a slight p:coblem. 



THC/kkt 1/PV~933 
46 

(Mr. Smolderen, Belgium) 

However, ·we have maintained the future tense for .. reasons of clarity.· · Indeed,· .. 

ill' the first paragraph, we read that the Vice-President shall have the same. • 

powers and duties as the President. This of course is the case where the 

Vice-President takes the place of the P:cesident, but not in the normal case 

where there is a President who is acting in that capacity. If we put this 

sentence in the present tense,.then we have to redraft paragraph 1 ·and say, 

for example, "If the President should be temporarily absent, his functions will 

be carried out in the same conditions ·by the Vice-P:cesident." We wish to 

adhere as closely as possible to the oricinal wording, and we have this 

language in the old ,rule 21.- 'l'his is why we use the future tense. However, 

if the -representat:i.ve of France feels that we have to make this chcl~ge in all 

rules, · then I'ain all for it. I merely wish to tell him at this stage ·that 

we did not ·overlook this point. 
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Mr. KOSCZIUSKO-MORIZET {France) (interpretation from French): I see 

the point of. the observations of .my; colleague from Belgium .. In that case, 

however,· we .will have a rule 21 wbicp. uses the future tense, whereas the balance 

of the rules , of procedure in the French. text will use the present tense~ .. · If,. 

in :pnrogroph 1, thorc is no grrumr:atical or stylistic ob,jq9tion to putting 

these two V(=rbs into the future tense, there is something which sounds 

disagreeable to the French ear in the French text of.paragraph 2, which states: 

• . "Au·• cas ou, pour une raison quelconque, le .President n 'est plus 

en mesure ..• le Conseil ,pourvoira 

We have a. small .difficulty there. 

II . . . . 

Nr . . 81·:0LDEREN (Belgium) (interpretation from ,French): If my colleague 

from Guatemala .agrees, I shall propose the following: for aesthetic reasons, 

as far as the French text of our rules of procedure is concerned, we can make 

the purely stylistic changes proposed by the representative af France; but in 

the English and French versions, the text will retain the future tense. We 

should not have a text in the present tense in the English version when all 

the other articles are in the future tense. Article 21, in the original French 

version, will then read: 

"l. En cas d'absence te:rnporaire du President, ses fonctions sont 

exercees, dans les memes conditions, par le Vice-President." 

The rest is omitted. "Dans les memes conditions 11 will replace the words 

'"qui aura l 'es memes droits et les memes devoirs que le President." Paragraph 2 

will be put entirely into the present tense. I think this will not affect the 

substance of the proposal. 

Mr. KOSCZ~USKO-NORIZET (France) (interpretation from Frerich): I 

entirely agre~ with the suggestion of my Belgian colleague. 

Mr. KELLY (Australia): Nobody having dissented from the view expressed 

by the representative of the United Kingdom, I take it •that in voting on this 

proposed amendment to rule 21 the Council is unanimously agreed that the amendment 

will come into effect on 1 January 1959. 

,...,. 
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That having heen said, I want to indicate rrry general _approval of this 

proposed amendment, but I .do see in the language of it a couple of minor 
, ' .. . 

inconsistencies. It seems to me that the second part of the proposed amendment 

could be held to conflict with the first part because in the English text the 

seco:nd _part ma.'{es it clear that if the President, for any reason, including 

temporary absence, is no longer able to act, "the Council shall elect a new 

President for the une_xpired term." The Spanish text has the phrase . "por cuaiquier 

razo_n" which is just as s-weeping as the English phrase "for any . reason". _ I 

suggest that the sponsors may be disposed to include after the words . "for any , 

reason" the words "other than temporary absence" to make the text incontestably 

clear. 

I have a difficulty with regard to the second sentence of the secon~ part 

of this proposed amendment. It has the effect, in my opinion of prescribing 

that 

"The same procedure shall be followed in the event that the Vice-President 

for any reas_on is no lcmger able .. to act in that capacity." 

In other :words, unless we insert the ·words "other than temporary absence" after 

the w.ord$ . "for. any reason" in the .second sentence of paragraph 2 of the 

propos,ed new rule .the Council will be free to elect a new Vice-President if 

the ~xisting Vice-President is · absent for only half a day. 

, I offer these observations to the: sponsors of the draft resolution without 

formally committing myself to them . . · But I .think that even this proposed amendment 

is capabJ,.e of .being .the subject of comment later to the effect that gaps have 

been creat~d. which have not been taken into account. 

I also observe that th~ proposE:?d . new rule .makes no provision for the. 

temporary· absence of'. the Vice-Pres:ideut · when -that ,occurs on the occasion of 

~he .temporl:l.ry absence of the ·President~ . But I assume that we ·need not mal{e • ·; 

provision for such a conjunction of absences. 

Mr. THORP (New Zealand): There ~eems to be no diff ererice . of opinion 

about the time of .the '. coming ·into force of this amendment. But we di'.d 

understand that when it was to be introduced it might be an agreed text which 

we could adopt without further drafting changes. Since the representative of 

Australia has put forward recent changes, I wonder whether we could not transfer 
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this i teni · to our special session, wheri we could have a text which we could • 

put through the' Council in a few minutes rather than have a draftit1g committe'e 

at the end of this session on the floor of the Council. • 

~~OLDEREN (Belgium) ·{interpretation from French): As far as I 

am 'concerned, I am in a position to reply to the remarks which have been made 

, by the representative of Australia. First of all I would· say that in the case 

of temporary absence it has always been custoir.ary for the President and Vice­

President to agree. When the President must ·absent himself for two or three 

days, he conshlts the Vice-President to see if he is available. I do not think 

there is any real difficulty there. 

More ira:portant is the objection raised by the representative of Australia · 

with regard to paragraph 2. He wants to insert a phrase . reading 11other than 

temporary ·absence. 11 But when we say that the President is no longer ·able 

to act in that capacity, we are really thinking of a quite different case. If 

it is only a temporary absence, then the President is still in a position to 

discharge his functions. That is why I indicated in my recent statement that ·. 

according to the sponsors of the draft resolution and their statements will 

be, I hope, in the verbatim record - ~ the expression 11the ;president for any . 

reason is no longer able to act in .that capacity" appearing in paragraph 2 of 

the draft resolution referred to the hypothesis of the death or the recall of 

the President, without excluding other possibilities. 

·I believe that this statement which I have just made is an explanation 

which will also serve for the future. When there exists a doubt on this 

subject, one can refer to the opinion of the sponsors. It is what we had 

in mind, and not a simple teffiporary absence. I am sure that my Australian 

colleague will understand my reasons .and will be satisfied with these explanations. ,' 

Mr. KELLY (Australia): For. my part, I am satisfied with the explanation 

of the . representative of Belgillrn. I had refrained from making any proposal to 

amend . . As fa~ as I am concerned, I am quite happy to vote on this proposed 

amendment now. 
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): In that case, we need 

only ask the representative of New Zealand whether or not be ho.s made a. 

formal proposal to consider this at a later date. I believe that the 

Council is ready to vote immediately. 

~~. THQ!il?(New Zealand): If we are voting on the assumption that th1S 

;°,ill come into force on 1 January and there are no differences of·opinion on 

the ~ext, I certainly make no formal proposal. I put forward a sug~estio~_: in 

case we got into drafting difficulties. 

The PRESI~ (interpretation fr~m French): The representative of 

New Zealand therefore does not press for a postponement of this item. 

lv'.ir. SMOLDE~ (Belgium) (interpretation from French): Before the -

vote,. I wish merely to repeat that there is a slight change in the original 

text according to the suggestion of the representative of Frar1ce. The first 

paragraph reads as follows: 

"En cas d'absence temporaire du President, ses fonctions sont 

exercees dans les m@mes conditions par le Vice-President." 

The words 11 dans les m@mes conditions" replace the phrase _which will be 

deleted, and paragraph 2 will be put into the present. 
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The.PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): After the statettents made 

by the various delegations, I consider that the propos.al can now be put to a 

yote immediately, it being .understood that the Council is deciding that this-·. 

change in the rules will become effective on 1 January 1959 
The drnft resolution, as amended, ,,as adopt ed by 13 votes tci 1, ·,6th no 

abstentions. 

·c: • ¥ir. DORSINVILLE (Haiti) (interpretation ·from French): I ,-iould like to 

explain my vote very briefly. .I voted against the draft resolution submit:ted . 

by Belgium and Guatem~.la because I was satisfied with the previous rule 21 .. 

In his recent statement, the representative of Belgium emphasized the fact that 

the provisions of rule 21 were perfectly satisfactory because they haq. worked 

very well during .the course of time and no di;fficulty had_ever arisen. My 

delegation is -of .the same opinion, p.nd that is why we voted .against this draft 

resolution submitted. this afternoon. 

Mr. SMOLDEREN (Belgium) (interpretation from Fren·ch): I ,-dsh to thank 

the representative from Haiti for the statement which he just made, I can 

assure him that I understand his reasons fully. 

The PRESID,ENT (in.ter:pretation from French): The Council will meet next 

on Thursday at 10.30 a.m. and 2.30 p.m. 

The meeting rose at 4.45 p.m, 
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TRUSTEESHIP COUNCIL -- TAKE 1 

The Trusteeship Council this afternoon considered the question of arrangements 

to be made for sending a periodic visiting mission to the trust territories in the 

Pacific area in 1959. 
The President, ALFRED CLAEYS EOUUAERT (Belgium), pointed out that the Council 

had before it a request (Doc.T/1387) by the New Zealand Government for a separate 

visiting mission with special terms of reference to be sent to Western Samoa. 

There being no objection, the PRESIDENT said that the Council unanimously 

agreed to the New Zealand request. 

New Zealand had stated in its request that Western Samoa was fast approaching . 

full self-government. At the present :rate of' developn:ent, it considered that with­

in the next few years the a:;;:,propriate UN organs must be asked to give consideration 

to the termination of the trusteeship agreement for Western Samoa. 

New Zealand suggested a separate visiting mission to examine all matters which 

would have to be taken into account when the question of terminating the trustee­

ship in Western Samoa was considered. 

As a result o._f t,,day1 s decision, the Council therefore will send two visiting 

missions to the Pacific next yeax. In addition to the visiting mission to Western 

Samoa, a mission will visit the remaining three territories in that area, namely, 

Nauru, New Guinea, and the Pacific Islands administered by the United States. 

The Council then proceeded, by secret ballot, to elect the countries which 

will nominate the members of the visiting mission to Western Samoa. 

It decided that these countries should be France, the United Kingdom, India and 

the United Arab Republic. 

In the balloting, 13 valid votes were cast. The results were: France, 12; 

United Kingdom, 12; India, 11; United Arab Republic, 10; USSR, 3; and Haiti, 1. 

(Burma was absent,) 

(END OF TAKE 1) 
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The Council then proceeded, by secret ballot, to elect the countries which 

will nominate the members of the visiting mission to Nauru, New Guinea, and the 

Pacific Islands. 

It decided that these countries should be Burma, Italy, Belgium and China. 

In the balloting, 13 votes were cast. 

12; Italy, 12; Belgium, ll; China, 9; USSR, 

absent.) 

The results were as follows: Burma, 

3; and Guatemala, 2. (Burma was 

The Council will ta.l{e u:p at a later stage, either at the current session or 

at a subsequent session, the nominations of individuals for membership in the two 

visiting missions. It will also eatablish the terms of reference of the two mis­

sions. 

Following the balloting, W.G. THORP {New Zealand) expressed his delegation's 

appreciation for the Council's unanimous support of New Zealand's reg,uest for a 

separate visiting mission to Western Samoa next year. 

He assured the Council that the mission would be welcomed by the people of 

Samoa. The administering authority and the territorial government, he said, 

would do all in their power to assist the mission. 

. rt/AN I. LOBANOV {USSR) protested against what he called the "systematic" 

exclusion of the USSR from participation in the Council's visiting missions to 

trust territories. The US~R, he noted, thus far had never taken part in any of 

the visiting missions. He charged that this wa.s another evidence of the "abuse" 

by certain Council members of the "notorious voting machine." 

RIKRI JAIPAL (India) said he had hoped that the USSR would be elected to 

nominate a member of one of the two missions to the Pacific. The exclusion of 

one Council member f'rom participation in the visiting missions, he said, was 

"indeed unfortunate." 

Sir .ANDREW COHEN {United Kingdom), replying to the Soviet representative, 

said he thought it was most peculiar to allege that failure to vote for the USSR 

was a breach of the UN Charter. 

(End of Take 2) 
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l 

U TRANT (Burma1 in explaining his absence during the voting, said he had thought 

that today's meeting was to start at 2:30 p.m. Had he been present, he would have 

voted for the USSR. He felt that the claims of the USSR for participation in visit­

ing missions were "very justified." 

AHMED OSMAN (Un::!.ted Arab Republic) expressed regret that the USSR, a permanent 

member of the Council, thus f'ar had not been permitted to participate in any visit­

ing mission. 

KEVIN T. KELLY (AustraJ.ia) asked the USSR representative to withdraw his re­

n:arks describing the Council as a "notorious voting reachine" which had been used in 

a "grcss manner." This, he said, was uncalled for. 

JACQUES KOSCZIUSKO-MORIZET (France) said the statements just ma.de amounted to 

explanations of vote. Since the votes in question were secret ballots, the obser­

vations, in his view, appeared to be out of order. 

The Council then took up other business on todayrs agenda. 

Effects of the European Economic Community on the 

Development of Certain Trust Terr.itories Associated with It 

Last year, the General Assembly invited t~ administering authorities concerned 

to submit information on this subject. It also reque~ted the Council to include a 

separate section on the subject in its next report to the Assembly. 

The Council decided to inform the Assembly that it had kept the question under 

review but that, in the absence of detailed information of a fundamental character · 

not available at present, it was not yet in a position to express its views on the 

effects of the association of the trust territories with the Community. 

Report of the Standing Committee on 

Administrative Unions Affecting Trust Territories 

The Council took note of the report (Doc.T/L.868) which relates to the opera­

tion of the administrative union between the trust territory of New Guinea adminis­

tered by Australia and the Australian territory o~ Papua. 

(END OF TAKE;) 
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The Council continued consideration of other items on today's agenda. 

Repor-t.·e of the St.anding Coro.1P.it~n Petitions 

The 221st report (Doc. T/L,861) deals -with a petition concerning conditions in 

New Guinea, The report proposes that the attention of the petitioner be drawn to 

the observations of the ach.··rl.nistering authority, 

The Council approved this p::oposal by a vote of 7 to 2 with 5 abstentions, 

The 222nd :c:1port (Doc. 1'/L.e6?,) deals wlt!1 a pet::..tion concerning conditions 1n 

Western Samoa, The re?ort p~oposes that the attention of the petitioner be dram 

to the observat.ions of the special representati~re of the administering authority, 

The Council approYed this proposal by a vote of 8 in favor, none against -with 

6 abstentions. 

Revision of RuJ;e 21 of the Q,:,uncil: t s RuJ.e s ot.J7ocedur~ 

Rule 21 is one of four rules which relate to the election of the President and 

Vice-President of the Council. 

They provide that- in the abse:nce of the PrAsident, the Vice-President shall 

act as President 0 In the e~ent the President for any reason is no longer able to 

act in that capacity, the Vice-President shall serve as President during the un­

expired term. 

However, the rules as they now stand do not provide for new elections to fill 

the unexpired term in the event the President or the Vice-President for any reason 

is no longer able to serve~ 

The President and the Vice~President, under the existing rules, are elected by 

the Council at its first annual session at the beginning of each calendar year and 

they serve for one year, 

To meet the above problem,the Council decided, by 13 votes to one (Haiti), to 

revise rule 21 by providing for by-elections, should the need arise. The Council 
further agreed that this new revised rule would come into effect on l January 1959. 

Max H. Dorsinville (Haiti) axplained that he had voted against the revision 
because he was satisfied with the existing rule 21, 

The Council will not meet tomorrow, ,30 July, but will meet t-wice on Thursday, 
31 July, at 10:30 a.m. and 2:30 p.m., when it will take up the reports of the draft­
ing committees on Western Samoa and Somaliland. 

(END OF TAKE 4 AND OF PRESS RELEASE TR/1435) 




