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The P:S::SID3NT said that the Trusteeship Council had been convened in 

special fession in accordance :n,th the _request made to the Secretery-Ger.erel on 

30 October 1958 by the French delegation~ The Secre_tary-General bad communicated 

the request to the memberf of .the ~ouncil by t~legram on 31 October 1958. Eleven . 
members of the Council had signified their agreement, and the special session 

had therefore been convened. 

rtir. LOBANOV (Union of Soviet Socia_list R~publics) thought that the 

question .before the Council was of .vital .importance. New facts bad been brought 

-t:;o the notice of the United Nations since the Council had considered the situation 

in the Cameroons under French administ.ration at its _last regular session. 'Ihe 
' . • . 

new probl.ems which had emerged were under consideration in the Fourth Committee, 

representatives of the inhabitants of the Territory. It ~as to be hoped that the 

debates there would lead to clear decisions, which the Trusteeship Cou.,cil would 

have to take into account. It was therefore not advisable for the Council to 

examine the problem while the Fo_urth Cornnµttee was engaged on it and had not yet 

completed it_s wo!k. on the subject. 

The·PRESIDENT pointed .out that the question at issue was the adoption 

of the agenda of the special session of the Trusteeship Council. The statement 

of the ·USSR representative did not appear to contain_ any arguments against the 

adoption of the agenda. 

Mr. · LOBANOV (Union .of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that item 2 of 

the provisionaJ.: agenda was ext~emely important,' and the .Visiting Mission's terms 

of reference could not b~ determined until the problem of the Cameroons under 

F~dm:i.nistration had been exa~jned as to stlbGtaoce -­ ----- ----
The' agenda was adopted by 12 votes to none, wit~ 2 abstentions . 

REQUESTS BY PETITIONERS FOR HEARINGS (T/1In6, T/1417, T/1418) 

The PRESIDENT • annotmced that the· Visiting Mission, which was now in 

the Cameroons under British administr~tion, was to ·go to the Cameroons under 

French administration on 14 November. 'Ihe French delegation had requested that 
/ ... 
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the terms of reference of the Visiting Itlssion as set forth in the Trusteeship . . 

Council resolution 1907 (XXII) should be amended in the light of the resolution 

adopted by the Cameroonian Legislative ·Assembly on 24 October· .1958 and the 

statement of the French Government. The Secretary•General had also received thtee 

requests :for hearings by the Ttusteeship Council from. Mr. Moumie; Mr. Ngounga 

and Mr . Doo Kingue; and Mr . Utumazah . ·They were reproduced ·1n documents ·T/1416, 

T/1417_a;d T/1418. • 

V.r . McGREGOR (United States of An:erica) said that his delegation always 

felt that petitioners desi~ing ~o state th~ir views on the· conditions existing in 

the Trust Territories should be hea he Trusteeship Council in the first place . 

If the petitioners bad genuinely desired to pron:.ote the welf'are of tbe inha i,;ants 

of the Territory they claimed to represent, they could.have requested a hearing 

by the Trusteeship Council at a much earlier stage . Their present request indicated 

that they sought to use the Council £or propaganda purposes . 

The statements of the petitioners in e Fourth Committee had been reproduced 
. . . . 

in full, and if the Trusteeship Council decided to hear them again, the work of the 

Fourth Corunittee ~ould be delayed. · 

On the other hand; the Visiting Mission was to go to the Cameroons under 

French adr.u.nistration very shortly, and the Trusteeshi].) Council had met to amend 

the Vi.ission 's terms of reference • . A decision on .the subject sboul.d therefore 

be taken as soon as possible~ 

'I'ne petitioners .who bad spoken in the Fourth comnu..t tee ~ on 

main political questions which were on the verge of being settled. The ! 

Admini~te_rin;;utncfr~nuthe-ilov~~~ ~n 

agreement under which that Territory would. soon attain independence. The 
. . . . . . 

t,io--

reunifica tion_of the two Territories . of the Cameroons ~~uld depen~ on the ~shes 

of the inhabitants themselves, who would be consulted. Lastly, ,one of t?e 

petitioners wh~ described himself as Preside~~ 6n the ,UPC, would have a furt~~r 

opportunity of stating his views in the Fourth Committee· on the matter lf" he · so 

desired. 
'Ihe United States delegation bad no wish to deprive p~ioners of thei~ 

r~ut it consi~ that t~ re_spons_~i ~es _a~d o~lig~o.ruL.oi--the 
United Na • ons must also be . cc.ount and found i t~el.f accor_d:l_n_gJo; 

constrained to vote a~oet granti-ag-the hearings . 
·---------· - • - / 
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Mr. MUFTI (United Arab Republic) expressed·surprise at the obser·,ations 

of the United States ' delesation; which had in the past be~ liberal in its 

attitude towards questions considered by the Trusteeship Council. 

Although it was true that the petitioners had previously been heard in the 

Fourth Committee and· that the Trusteeship Council was rr..aster of its mm procedure, 

it was not g_ui te correct to state that the petitioners had already spoken on 

the question before the Council. The question on the agenda - the issuing of fresh 

instructions to the Visting Mission - was a nevr .me which bad n_ot been discussed in 
.• 

the Fourth Committee. The Council worked unde~ the authority of the 

General Assembly and should-act in confprmity with the latter ' s decision that 

requests for hearings should. be granted. To accuse petitioners of using such 

hearings for the purposes of propaganda was to call into question the soundness 

of the decision taken by the General Assembly. 

The delegation of the United Arab Republic would vote anting ---
the petitioners a hearing. It considered that the Council would be failing in 

its duty if it voted against doing so . 

Mr . _SMOLDFREN (Bel~). said that the Belgian delegation 1'.ad a lways 

taken the view that petitioners should~ a bearing eitber..J:u:_ the 

Standing Committee on Petiti_9ns or by the_ Trusteeship Council, provided of course 

that the rules_QLprocedure ~re. observed. In the present instance, th~ncil '"""-------
had met to consider a clearly defined question: they had siz::ply to decide whothor 

to adopt or reject an amend.11ent to a resolution. Peti ti-eno:rs conl a not be g_i·.ren 

~partin~~-~-~ f that ).dnd; indeed it was difficult to 

se~hey could have to say on the subject. Furthermore, the Visiting I-u.ssion 

bad been asked to receive petitions and was therefore in a· position to keep 

itself informed of all the currents of opinion in the Territory. lastly, the 

petitioners bad already been given a hearing in the Fourth Com.."littee and would be 

heard again there; and since all representatives in the Trusteeship Ccuncil also 

took part in the Committee's work, a further bearing of the petitioners - who 

incidentally represented something less tJ:i.an a minority view - would lead to new 

delays and be a waste of time . 

/ ... 
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• t•!r. LO:BA.NOV (Union ·of Soviet Soci~st· Republics) stated that .. :for s ome 

time no\1, every time a .requ2st .f'or a hearing was ma<;le -it gave rise · to l engthy 

discussion. Son:e rep~esenta-~ives sought. t of .the essential funct • 

the United Nations. The time vasted on·prccedural discussions could have been more 

us~fully employed in hearing the petitioners~ who had-an inalienable . right to 
.. . . 

be heard by the United Nations~ ' The ' Afuninis.tering Authorities seemed to_ be 

afraid of what- the petitioners might ·say, and preferred to violate .the Charter 

rather than come 'face to :face with t he true · representatives of the-peoples for 

which they were responsible. Hence they had first OIDJ;l0&1ed"-trm--gr:~t.i.J:ig__o:t:...,.... 

hearinG~be Eaurtb Carnroi ttee on __ the ground peti ti~ 

heard by t~~; now ·t he~lso opposing their beipg ·he~;r..d; ~ 

by t~il. It vas an inconsistent· attitude~ If the question.before the · 

Council ,;as already under di~cusei:6"n"Inthe Fourth Comnittee, there wa s no need 
,I 

to convene a special. sessi<:>n• Ir, however, the problem was not t he same, :it vas 

important tl:'>.at the peti tion_ers should be heard, since the .fact that political. · 

liberties did not exist in the Territory and that the parties which represented 

th~ people were J;)!'Ohibited t here made it impossible for :the .Visiting Mission 

to determine the real views o:f the ind;igenous population. I~ 

refuse vv-........ _,_ :poi 

it was impo~ble for. them~et the Yi sti:o,g Mission ill, ~ Terr_tt.ory. 

The. Sov~~t delegation w~~ld ther~:for.e ~our _.o_f granting th~ 

hearings. . 

Mr·. !<EI.LY (AustrJa) drew attentio~ t~ some incons~stencie~ ~n the 

statement r.:ade by the representative of' t he Soviet Union. ·He had first of a l l 

urged the -Council not . to discuss the question . of the Came1:oons. under French •. 

administration and was now advocating the hearing of petit ioners. Contrary·_·to . 

wr.at the representative o.f .t he .Soviet Union had said, petitioners ~id not possess 

an inalienable right to be heard by the -Tr~steeshi-p Council. They bad the: right 

to request a hearing, but the Trusteeship CounciJ._had the right to: make its _own 

decisions and-- was· under no obligation autozr.atically_· to grant a hearing : whenever 

one was requested. 

' • 
. I ... 
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. (Mr. Kelly, Australia) 

It should also be born in mind that the present request for a hear~ng was 

a belated one, and the. petitioners co~ld have put their views before the Fourth 

Committee. They had not previously requested a hearing on the subject in question 

and they had shown a certain lack of respect towards the Council. It was 

undesirable to encourage such an attitude. 

The Coun~il was responsible to the General Assembly in a number of ways and 

it should do nothing which would delay-the work of the other organs of the 

United Nations • . Moreover, the question be~ore it was entirely a matter for the · 

Council I s members . lastly, the .Visiting Mission could receive oral and written 

petitions and it was .therefore wrong to argue that petitioners would be deprived 

of the right to state their points of view. 

The Australian delegation would oppose grant~he hearings requested and 

urged the other members of the Council to take the saffie view.in order tc ~aintain 

the authority and dignity of the Council as one of. the principal organs of the 

United Nations. 

Mr . MUFTI (United Arab Republi'c). stated that he also was anxious to 

maintain the dignity and authority of the Trusteeship Council, but if that was to· 

be done, the Council must act with justice and equity. 

Mr . LOBANOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics), commenting on the 

statements made by the Australian delegation maintained that there was no reason 

for holding the present meeting of the Trusteeship Council, having regard to the 

stage of advancement of the Fourth Committee's work. However, as the discussions 

had begun, it was the usual procedure for all the members of the Council to set 

forth their points of view. Apparently some delegations wished the Council to 

be nothing more tb~n a ru~r-s~ol." flj?p:-oving Feaoltreionc drafted by the 

Admini uthorities. In everything it had said, the aim of the delegation 

of the Soviet Union had been to maintain the dignity of the Council, whose prestige 

would be enhanced by agreeing to hear the petitioners . 

Mro KOSCZIUSKO-MORIZET (France) flatly denied all the allegations which 

had been made with regard to the situation in the Cameroons under French 

~dministration; the Frenc 

.th~~-!_llake. 

legation has nothing to fear from any statenents 

/ ... 
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Nr. RASGar:RA (India) said it had not surprised him that Belgium and 

other delegations were opposed to· gran,ting -the hearings. They had used aJmi J a.x---arguments on p:reVious occasions, but the .inte11>reta:tion which ·their delegations 

gave to the Chsrtex- and to the Council's rules of_:procedure was bard;J..y acceptable. 

He also regretted. that for the .first time, th~itgd s~ delegatio~ 

h depa:::-tecl f'rom ijcs liberal attitude towards hearings. There was nothing in 

the terms ·of the Charter or 1n sor°procedure to pr~vent the 

c:i'rusteeship Council f:::om hearing the petitioners and the Council nad already 

granted such hearings in the past. 

The Indian delegation ·cou t that the etitioners 

wished to n:a.l{e use of the. Trusteeship Coun~il for. propaganda purpos~ None· of 
--------the statements they had so far r;;ade before the Con~nittee justified such 

derogutortJ allegations. 

The hearing of petitioners was the only way in which the United Nations 

could ascertain the views of a. co11siderable section oft :i.on· o ... the 

Territory in q_uestion, since the party ·which 'represented those views had been -­

dissolved. It ,~as quite obvious that the- petitior;.era coul_d not J:\OV return to 

the Territory and submit petitions to the. Visiting Mission. The fact .tb~t they 

had already been given a hearing in the Fourth Corr.mi ttee 1Jas no reason -why the . . . . . 

Trusteeship Council should refuse to grant them a ' further hearing: they might 

have new ini'orreation to communicate to the Council, since the quest~on under 

consideration bad not been discussed in the Committee, 
The Belgian r _epresentati. ve claimed that the :petitioners only represented 

a~art. of the ~~lation. _ _2here ,~ ~othing t-~-j-us-:t-ify--t-_h-. --.. -. - _.--­

end in any case"""t?Ieie was no reason to deprive a minori y _of the people of . the 

l'ight to express its ~e~ugh tmr.lt~te!'fflediario°..f._1h~:;ietitione_rs • The 

Ind~ dcie~0¾o1f"would therefore v~te i'or-grani~he hearings. • 0 . 

Hr. HcGREGOR (United State~f America), replyin~ to t~e r~presenta.tiv~ 

of India, said that the reason ,..,by his delegation was aC!:ainst granting :the . 

hearings ,,as that_ the petitioners had -~lready been heard in t . 0 
.. . h 

Corom~The Trusteeship Council must take -~he decisions calfed for at any 

given time if it was to do its vork prope1·~. 

I ... 
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(Mr. McGregor, United States) 

He assul'ed the r~presentative of the USSR that the Administering Authorities 

were in no way uneasy at the idea of the Trusteeship Council heari~g the 

petitioners; the full text of th~ir statements in the Fourth Committee had already 

been distributed. _There was no question of making the Trusteeship Council a body 

run by the...._Administeri~uthorities; but care shouJJLbe-t that itd:~ not 

serve aims other than those for which it had been established. 

. t!::..· K~G ( Ch~ sa_id that the Trusteeship Council had met in special 
session at the request of France in order to discuss the terms of reference of 

the Visiting :r.'Jission which· was shortly to go to the Cameroons. In his view, 

the reg.vests for bearinss--b",y Lhe pet:;H~-..di!L._not come within the scope of 

rule 76 of the rules of procedure, and he wast erefore unable to support them. · -Mr. SMOLDEREN (Bel~) said that certain delegations ques\ioned the 

intentions of the Administering Authorities, and maintained that the Trusteeship 

Council and the Fourth Committee were shifting the responsibility from one to 

the othe:,.4 with regard to the requests for hearings. Actually, it was the 

Trusteeship Council that should grant hearings, provided that rule 76 of the 
---...::__ , ----

rules of procedure was respected. In the present instance the Council bad before 

it an amendment to a r esolution, and that was a matter on which petitioners had 

never been asked to give their views. 

Sir Andrew COHEN (United Kingdom) pointed out that the Trusteeship 
.._,/ 

Council bad rr.et in special session as a result of a decision, jointly agreed on 

by France and the Government of the Cameroons, which made i~ necessary to review 

the terms of reference of the Visiting Mission to the Cameroons under French 

administration. The petitioners were not being refused the riGbt to be heard, 

since they had been heard at length, and would be heard again, in the Fourth 

Committee, where the real debate was taking place. The United Kingdom delegation 

therefore considered that it would not he appropriate to grant them a hearing -in the Trusteeship Council, 

--------~---Mr. VJ\LADORE~ ( Guatema-B4 considered that the terms of reference of 

the Visiting Mission were not wholly unrelate~ to the requests for bearings from 

petitioners; it was on that point that they wished to be beard, and they might 

I ... 
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(Mr. Valadores, Guatemala) 

perhaps·. :furnish the Councii with· in:forruation tbat had not been supplied to 

the Fourth Con-..rni ttee . Tlie T-rusteeship Council ,.c~uld no,,' for propaganda 

~nee_ the President could '1ceep the deb~te-· u_;ider: "'control. }'urtbermore, 

it bad-been stated in the Fourth Committee that the petitioners would be heard 

by the Trusteeship Council,_ and that right could not be infringed·. · 

Mr . MUFTI (United Arab Republic) felt sure that_ the petitioners w~ 
. . 

confine their statements to the clear:1,-y- defir,~d questions on which · they bad asked 

to be heard. 

Replying to the representative of China, he pointed out t4at the terms of 

existing in the Territory it was to visit; ~y giving· tbe· .tJission ·terms 0£ 

reference which were not relevant to tbe situation, the Council would r~ the 
~ 

risk of' receiving a re:port which was not in- line with tbe actual circumstances. 

The United Arab Republic therefore considered that in the present case th~ 

petitioners would be able to provide very user~.: a -; tionaJ. information.!-
. . 

The PRESIDENT said that_ he would put the re~uests for hearings 

(T/1416, T/1417, and T/11~18) to the vote • 

. Mr . MUFrI (United .Arab Republic) ·asked for a_ roll- call vote. 

Jv:r. DORSINVILLE (Haiti) - asked for a separate vote on each request. 

The request by Mr, Moumie for a hearins (T/1416) _;a~ put to the vote. 

Balgi um, having been drawn by -lot by the Pre s:Ldent, was called ·upon to vote 

first. 

In favour: Burma, Guatemala, Ind~a, Union of -Soviet Socialist . . . • . . 

Republics, ·united Arab Republic. 

Against : Belgium., France., ~taly, l{ev .. Z:aland, United Kingdom Qf 

•Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of 

· America, Australia , 

Absta1n1ng: China, Haiti . 

:trir. M.oumiets request for a hearing was re,jected ' by 7 votes to 5, with 

2 abstentions . 

'!be request by l<'ir, Nt~azah for a ' bearing' (T/1418) was put to the -~ote. 

···.·.; 



T/SR -940 
English 
Page 11 

China, ha•,ing _ been drawn by lot by the President, was called upon to vote 
first. 

In favour: Guatemala, Haiti, India, Union of Soviet Socialist 

Republics, United Arab Republic, Burma. 

Against: Frence, Italy, New Zealand, United Kingdom .of Great 

Britain and Northern Ireland, _United States o~ America, _ 

Australia, Belgium. 

~aining: China . 

Mr• Ntumezah 's request for a hearing was re,jected by 7 votes to 6, with 

l abstention. 

The request by Mr. Doo Kingue and Mr, Ngounga for a h':laring (T/1417) was 

put to the vote. 

Haiti, hav:i.ng been drawn by lot by the President, was called upon to vote 

first. 

In favour.: Haiti, India, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, 

United Arab Republic, Burma, Guatemala. 

• -Italy, New Zealand, United Kingdom of Great Britain and 

Northern Ireland, United States of America, Australia, 

Belgium,· France. 

Abstaining: China. 

The request by Mr, Doo Kingue and ~.r. Ngounga for a hearing was rejected by 

7 votes to 6, with l abstention. 

TERMS OF REFERENCE OF THE UNITED NATIONS VISITING YJ:SSION TO TRUST TERRITORIES 
IN WEST AFRICA, 1958 (T/L.888) 

The PRESIDENT pointed out that a correction should be made in the 

second preambular paragraph of draft resolution T/L.888 submitted by Italy: 

the date of Trusteeship Council resolution 1907 (XXII) was 28 July 1958, 

not 29 July 1958. 

vir . .MUFTI (United Arab Republic) said that be had not received the 

document in question. 

I ... 
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• • V.!r. Eor:TCR (Undi;r-Sec~etary· f~r- Ttu~te~ship. and' Inforrr.at:.on· from .• 

Non-Se:!.f-Govcrning Territories) said that ·two general distri.butiona of' document· 

T/L .888 had been· made to de.J.egations, · one on the previous evening, and -one that day, 

before the Council met. In additicn, • to· :facilitate· the ·r,;ork · of members of the 

Council the Secreteriat had had the document specially distributed to -t~em during 

the meeting of the F~urth Ccmmi ttee; as w~s the pr~ctice ·in such cases . 

Mr. ~!l.JFTI (United .Arab Republic) ~onsidered the distribution of the 

document as a violation of' the rules of procedure, sinc.e it related to an i tem 

on the a~enda of' the Council ~,hich hac:1 not ·~et been ·adopted. 

Mr. KOSCZIUSKO-!IORIZET (France)' sai.~ that the terms of' reference of 

the Visiting t-lission shortly to go to the Camcroons under French administration., 

as established by tqe Trusteeship Council in i ts._resolution 1907 (XXII), and 

fully accepted by the French delegation at that time, were no longer in keeping 

with exi5ting circumstances, in view of a major developreent i n pol~ticui · 

conditions in the Caw?-roons. 

At the proposal of the Government of the Cameroons, the Cameroonian 

Legislative Assembly had on 24 October 1958 adopted a resolution which he had 

already transudtted to the Fourth Committee (A/c.4/381) and vhich ·he felt it his 

duty to subuit officially to the Trusteeship Council, The text of th~ resolution 

was as follows: 

"'Ibe Legisleti ve Asserr.bJ.y of' the Cameroo-ns, aware that it is 

expressing the unanimous feeling of the peo:pl.es of all the regions of 

the Cmr.eroons i 

"Notes with satisi'ection: 
"The negotiations carried on .by the Prime Minister. which .have resulted 

in confcrrnity with the resolution of 12 June 1958, in tbe transfer to tbe 

State of the Cerr.ercons o:f all pcwe.rs relating to the · conduct · o-J: internal 

affairs &s frcm 1 January 1959; 
. "Tbe agreen:ent of tl:.e French Governmc:nt 'that ~he J)rccedures for the 

termination of international trusteeship should be initiated; 
"Solemnly proclai~s tbe will of tbe Cameroonian people that the State' 

of the Carriercons should attain full national independence on l January 1960; 

I . .. 
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(Mr. Koscziusko-l~or izet, France) 

"Reaffirms its attachment to the pr inciple of the reunificntian of t he 

two Cameroons and urges that all steps be taken to ensure that the peoples 

concerned may, in comple~e freedom, express thei r will concerning such 

reunification before 1 January 1960; 

"Therefore calls on the Carneroonian Government to request that France 

should bring before the General Assembly of the United Nations, during its 

present session, the matter of the abrogation of the Trusteeship Agree~ent 

concomitant with the i ndependence of the Cameroans; 

"Opposes any attempt which may be mad~ to delay the attai nment of full 

sovereignty by the Cameroonian people; 

"Pays a tribute to the work accomplished by F;.-ance in the Cameroons and 

renews the wish which it expressed on 12 June that an independent and 

sovereign Cameroons should participate in a free and amicable association 

with France in the interest of the two countries. it 

After the resolution had been adopted, the French Government had published 

the following statement (A/c . 4/381) : 

"France intends to present to the United Nations General Assembly, at 

its present session, a memorandum in which it will affirm, with the complete 

agreement of the Cameroons Assembly and Government, its desire that trusteeship 

should be ended through the accession of the Cameroons to complete independence 

after consultation of tbe Cameroons population, under United Nations 

supervision and under conditions of which the pri nciple might be decided by 

the General Assembly and the specific forms of application determined by the 

Trusteeship Council, account being taken of the report of the Visiting Mission 

which is to go to the Cameroons in November next ." 

In view of the functions of the Trusteeship Council , the French delegation had 

thought it necessary to bring those documents before it since it considered that 

some addition should be made to the Visiting Mission ts terms of reference , to enable 

it to concentrate more especially on the problems arising from the irr.rninent 

attainment of the objectives of the Trust eeship System, and to report on the ~atter, 

That was why his delegation had asked for a special session of the Council. 

Mr , VITELLI (Italy) , presenting his delegation 's draft resol ution 

(T/L .888} , said that at the r equest of the United Kingdom the Council hed adopted 

,operative paragraph 5 of r esolution 1907 (XXII) to make quite clear the t erms of 
I .. . 
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r ef'erence o-J: the Visiting Misslon to the·· cainer6ons· under British adminis·tration . . . 
The draft resolutio11 was designed·to add to the operat:ive part ·o:f resolution 

1907 (XXII) a sixth paragraph establishing the ··te!"ms of feference of the 

Vi si tin[! Mission with regard to the Carr.eroons under F-.cench· administration . The 

slight differences between the wording of paragraph 5 of' th~ resolution and the 

proposed paregraph 6 were due to the fac t that conditions in the Cameroons 

under French administration were somewhat diffzrent· from those prevailing in 

the Carr:eroons under British administr.ati'on·. ·His deiegation hoped that its 

dra:'t resolution would secure wide support~·· 

~,:r • RASGCII'RA (India) sugges~ed tb8:t the last two lines of the draft 

resolution be_ arr:ended, the uords ."to express their views concerni~g the · 

term.i.netion of the tru?teesbip" to be replaced by "to ~xpress, at the . appropriate · 

tirr.e, their wishes concerning their future. 11 The text , es amend.~d, wouJ.d be 

more in ke~ping with the resolution atlopted concerni ng the Cameroons under 

British administration and with tbe provisions of' Chapter.XII of the Charter. 

'Ihe pr.oposed. consultat!.ons should enable . the pec,ple ·of the Cameroons to express 

tbeir Wishes concerning tbe att~inment of the objectives of the trusteeship . ~ . . •. 

system, i.e., self-govermtent or ,tnde;pendence , , a~d not in rega:i:d to the question 
. . . 

of the termination of that system, a question which wo1;1ld settle itself when 

either of those cbjectives had been attained. 

!:I!· KOSCZIUSKO-MORIZET (France) thought that i:t was contrary .to all 

democratic principles to say that the people of the cameroons: should not express 

their views concerning the termination of trusteeship. Accor9-ingly, be could 

not accept the Indian amendment, especially as the Togoland Legislative Assembly 

had itself raised the question of the abrogation of the Trusteeship Agreement. 

But he would agree to amending the end of the draft resolution to read :. "to 

express their views concerning their future and the termination of the 

trusteeship". 

ll'rr . VELA (Guatemala) supported the Indian amendment . • The termination 
. - - • ----·- .. 

of trusteeship woUld be tbe nat•..iral outccrne of the attainment of the objectives 

of the Trusteeshi p System. ~·he situation was 'not clear :enough•, particula~ly 
I.:. 
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With regard to the question of the unification of the two parts of the can:eroons, 

to refer exclusively to the abrogation of the Trusteeship Agreement regardless 

of the measures needed before that abrogation took place. 

Mr. MUFTI (United Arab Republic) thought that the object of the 

Italian draft resolution was to restrict the freedom of action of the Visiting ________ _ ____ :.:._:...:;.:..::.;~.:.::.......:.....:....:..::..:.::_:.:.....:==-....:....:.==:...=~--

.Mission by limiting its investigations to the question of the termination of 
..-------===-----=-- --~-=~...:.::..:;.:.:;....;:;.:___..:.::.:.-=-=~:=..::.=.:.:~ 

trusteeship. In order to supplement the terms of reference of the ~~ssion -- , 
the Italian draft resolution drew upon the resolution adopted by the Cameroonian 

Legislative Assembly on 24 October 1958 and on the statement made by the French 

representative in the Fourth Committee. The resolution of the Cameroonian 

Legislative Assembly (A/c.4/381, pages 2 and 3) referred to several questions, 

in particular the 

to the conduct of internal affairs, the will of the Cameroonian people to attain 

full 11idep~~dence, its attachment to the principle of the reunification of the 

two Cameroons and the consultation on that point which was to, be held before 

1 January 1960 . . The statement of the French represent~tive (A/c.4/381, page 3) 
indicated that the Administering Authority intended to present to the United 

Nations General Assembly a memorandum in which it would affirm its desire that 

trusteeship should be ended through the accession of the Cameroons to complete 

indepen~ence after consultati(A of the Cameroons population, under United Nations 

supervision and "under conditions of which the principle might be decided by 

the General Assembly and the specific forms of application determined by the 

Trusteeship Council". The Italian draft resolution ccmprised an initial decision 

on those forms of application, whereas it was n<?t desirable to take up any 

position on them until they had been examined by the Fourth Committee, and 

until the General Assembly had given an opinion on the principle of consultation • 

Conseq~ently, his 

stress the termination 

a:Q__tllf!.....IIlill~U~~imen:t~whi c h did not 

restrict the freedom of action 

of the Visiting ~lission and was in conformity with the terms of reference laid 

down for that Mission with regard to the Cameroons under British administration . 

He would vote against the amendment proposed by France, because he thought that 

the matter of abrogation of the Trusteeship Agreement should not be taken up 
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bef'ore the Administering Authorityts memorandum had-been received and the 

statement \Jhich the Prime Min:i.st.er of th~ Cwr.eroons was shortly to make in 

the Fourth Comn:i ttee had been heard. If the Indian amenament was not adop ted ., 

h is delegr:;tion would. vote against the I talian draft resolution. 

l•ir . DORSII~VILLE (Haiti) said he bad noted uith satisfaction the French 

representative:s stat2nent and the resolution of the C&meroonian Legislative 

/~ssczr.b:y eppeari.ng in document A/C .4/381- but be thought that essential data 

were still lacking. They would be provided by the ·merr:orandum o:r the Adminis tering 

Authority and by the Prime Minister of' the camer0ons, wbo would inform the 

Unite d l,:!ticns direct as to the measures proposed f01• the attainment of 

ir.depend~nce by 1 Januery 1960, 

'foe Ita.1.ia.n d1•af·c resoJ.ution emphasiz~d only the termination of' trusteeship . 
,.,.._________~. ••• • --·- --,.--,-- ·------- ----

Tl1at vculd raise no pr ob~e?n once the Cameroons had attained ind.ependence . The 
·----- ·-·-·--~-- --------- ----·-·---·-- ·-

pritT;s.r~r concern was to enable the Visiting :Mission to deal with the measures 

to be tal:en prior to independence . 

He sa..._. nc cbjection to the Indian an:e:ndment, wh1.ch gave the United Nfltions 

an cpportuni ty to judge whethe:c such measures ve~e satisfactory. As, however, 

the repre sentative of Frs.nce h ad p:?:'oposed a form of '1ording which would make 

it possible i'or him to accept that amen..rlment, the Hait i an delegation would 

now propose a f urther chan£3e by the addition of the word "possible", making it --read: "to express their views concerning their future and the possible 

te~rdnation ·of' tbe trusteeship" , 

Mr. KOSCZIUSKO-l-!ORIZET (France) pointed out that ·the French Governme nt 

was only concerr;ed with meeting the wis:1es of the Cameroonian :people, and 

want~d the Visiting Mission to have full :freedom of action, He would accordingly 

accept t:.1e proposal put forward by the representative of Haiti, 

t,fter a~ exchange of views in which 11£.:._RASGCII'RA (Ina.ia) and 

Sir P .. nd:rew COHEl'I (United Kingdom) took part, the FREcIDENT prop0sed that the 

debate on tbe Italian draft resolution should be continued the following day. 

It was so decided . 

• .. , 
The meeting rose at J. p.m . 
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TRUSTEESHIP COUNCIL CONSIDERS ADDITIONAL INSTRUCTIONS -- • 

FOR VISITING MISSION NOW IN WEST AFRICA 

The Trusteeship Council met in. special session this morning to consider a 

French request for the. issuance of additional instructions to the Council's .visiting 

mission to west Africa. 

• The mission, which left New York on 18 ~ctober, is now in the British Cameroons 

and is d~e to arrive in the French Cameroons on 14 November. 

Jacques Koscziusko-Morizet (France) explained this morning that be had re­

quested the special ~ession because of events ·which had taken place in the French 

Cameroons since the terms of refere~ce for the mission were approved cy the Council 

at its last session on 28 July 1958. 
He recalled that he had informed the General Assembly1s ·Fourth (Trusteeship). 

Commi'f:?-tee ;(?n_.2? :0ctober of the motion adopted by the Cameroonian Legislative Assembly 

on 24 October. In that motion, the Cameroonian Assembly proclaimed the will of t _lle· 

people--that the state of the Cameroons should attain full national independence on 

l January 1960; ·rr:uffirmed attachment to the principle of the reunification of the 

two Cameroons; and requested France to propose to the current UN General Assembly 
the termination of the trusteeship simultaneously with the attainment of the inde­

pendence of the Cameroons. • 
Mr. Koscz'iu·sko-Morizet also Ncalled that, following negotiations between 

the governments of France and of the Cameroons, complete agreement was reached on 

1 January 1960 as the date for independence. France had also agreed, in accordance 

with the -wishes of the Cameroonian Government and Assembly, to propose that the 

trusteeship be terminated through the accession of the Cameroons to complete inde­

pendence after consultation of the population under United Nations supervision. 

Before the Council was a draft resolution (Doc.T/L.888), submitted by Italy, 

which would bave·the Council decide to send the following additional instructions 

to the vis:i,ting ·mission now in west Africa: 
"Further requests the visiting mission to set forth its views en the procedure 

for organizing the consultation which will enable the people of-the ~amero~ns under 

Fren~h administration to express their views concerning the termination .of the 

trusteeship." 
(more) 
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Girolamo Vitelli (Italy), who was 'the sponsor of the original terms of' refer­

ence for this visiting mission, recalled that the terms as approved provided that, 

at the request of the ~nited Kingdom Government, the mission should study the method 

of consultation which should be adopted when the time came for the people of the 

Britiah Cameroons -to-express their.wishes concerning their future. 

For the reasons explained by the representative .of France, Mr. Vitelli said 

he was now pro~osing, at the request of France, that the Council approve additional 

instructions to the m:!.ssion in_ the form set forth in his proposal. 

M. Rasgotra (India) felt that the terms proposed by Italy were too restrictive 

and he proposed that the text be amended. His amendment would have the proposed 

consultation enable the people of the Fr~nch Cameroons to express, at the ap_,nronriate 

ti 't:_0 • t hE:!E_ vievs _££~:cnin£__ :their future. ( The underlined words would replace 
the last Fart of the Italian text.) • . 

Mr. Koscziusko-Morizet (France) said the version :propo~ed by It~ly was more 

in line with the ~otion adopted by the Ca~eroonian Legislative Assembly. Howeve~, 

in a spirit qf compromise, he ~ould accept the Indian ame~dment if, after the words 
11concerning their future," the following -words were added: and the termination of 

the trusteeship .-

This wording, however, was not acceptable to the representative _of India. 

¥ax H . . Dorsinville (Haiti), after pointing out that,although the United 

Nations had been informed of the motion adopted by the Cameroonian assembly and the 

agreement reached between the Cam~roons and France, . that did not preclude the United 

Nations from appraising the various elements involved concerning the independence of 
II 'bl II the Cameroons. As a compromise, he suggested the addition of th~ .word possi e 

before the words "termination of the t:i;usteeship. 11 

V.ir. Rasgotra (India) suggested that members be given time to consider the 

various amendn:ents; and the Council then adjourned .until 10 a.m. to~orr~w, 7 Nov~m-

. . 

[The members of the visiting mission to west Africa. are.Benjamin Gerig (U.nited 

States), Chairman; Rikhi Jaipal (India), Georges Salomon (Haiti)., an~ W. G • . Thorp 

(New -Zea.land). Further details, in.eluding the terms of reference and tentatiye .. • 

itine;ary of the mission, are given in Press Release TR/1442 of 16 October 1958;] 
At the outset of the meeting, the .council rejected the requests .of Cameroonian 

petitioners, now ·being heard by the Asserobly 1s FoU!th (Trusteeship) .Committ~e, for 

hearings in the Council in connection wi~h the ques~iop under considerati~n • . These 

(more) 
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petitioners are: Felix Moumie, of the YE.!_~ <'!,_es_p_0_EuJalli_ns du Cameroun; N1deh 

N1tumazah, of the One Kamerun, an~ Jean Ngounga and Doo Kingue, of the~ 

Nationale des Etudiants Camerounais. 

The Council rejected Mr. Moumie 1s request by a roll-call vote of 5 in favor 

(Burma, Guatemala, India, USSR, United Arab Republic) to 7 against (Australia, 

Belgium, France, Italy, New Zealand,United Kingdom, United States) with 2 abstentions 

(China apd Haiti). 
Mr. N1turnazah 1s request was rejected by a roll-call vote of 6 in favor (Burma, 

Guatemala., Haiti, India, USSR, United Arab Republic) to 7 against (Australia, 

Belgium, Frapce, Italy, New Zealand, United Kingdom, United States) with l absten­

tion (China). 
The request of the other two petitioners were rejected by the same vote. 

During the discussion which preceded the voting, those opposing the hearings. 

emphasized that their o,po3ition was not motivated by a wish to stifle the bearings. 

In their view, the petitioners, in their hearings before the Assembly's Fourth 

(Trusteeship) Ccmmittee, had already been fully heard. 
Those favoring the hearings contended that the question under consideration 

by the Council was new~ that it bad not been discussed in the Fourth Committee, and 

that the views of the petitioners should be heard. 




