UNITED

TRUST
COUN

NATIONS

EESHIP - PROVISIONAL s
| T/PV.1180
(: | L 51 May 1962
ENGLISH

. President:
1.
2.
S
lote:

Twenty—niﬁth Session -
VERBATIM RECORD OFITHE ELEVEN HUNDRED AND EIGETIETH MZETING

Held at Headquarters, New:York,
on Thursday, 31 May 1962, at 11 a.m.

. : Mr. BINGHAM (United States of America)

Opening of the twenty-ninth session:
Adoption of the agenda /[ 17/

Report of the Trusteeship Council: methods of work and
procedure of the Trusteeship Council Z-T_/

The Offiecial Record of this meeting, ise. the summary récord,

will appear in provisional mimeographed form under the

.synmbol T/SR.1180 and will be subject to representatives'! corrections.

6é—12161;
(36 p.)

1

It will appear in final form iﬁ a printed volume.



FGB/rs ‘ T/PV.1180
B 2

OPENING OF THE IWENTY-NINTH SESSION

-

The PRESIDENT: It is my privilege to declare open the twenty-ninth
session of the Trusteeship Council. It is a pleasure to see at the table a

number of familiar faces, aad as President I welcome them. I should like also
to welcome some new faces. I welcome Mr. Corner, of New Zealand, Mr. Morozov,
of the Soviet Union and Mr. Noyes of the United States. ‘

iy personal hope, as President, is that in view of the many other meetings
thet will be faking place in the coming weeks the proceedings of the Trusteeship
Couricil may be brief, while at thé same time giving all necessary time for the
Eonsideration of the Council's probleus. In order to set an exauple of brevity
I shall forgo the privilege that has somefimes been exercised by the President
of making introductory remarks at this time.

AGENDA ITEM 1

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA (T/1588 and Add.l)
The agenda was adopted.

AGEIDA ITEM 7

REPORT OF THE TRUSTEESHIP COUNCIL: METHODS OF WORK AND PROCEDURE OF THE
TRUSTEESHIP COUNCIL (T/L.1038)

The PRESIDENT: We pass now to the consideration of methods of work
and procedure. These, of course, are for the Council to decide, but I might put

to representatives certain suggestions at least for the coming days of our work
s0 that members can plan accordingly. |

It is my suggestion, as President, that at this efternoon's meeting there
should be the presentation of the report of the United States special representative
covering conditions in the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands. The verbatin
record would then be available tomorrow morning and questioning of the special

representative could begin tomorrow afternoon. The questioning would be resumed
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on Monday afternoon and, if not concluded then, could be continued at a meeting
on Tuesday morning. Representatives could then prepare their statements for the
general  debate which, it is proposed, could take place at two meetings on
Wednesday. If the general debate were concluded on Wednesday there would be no
meeting on Thursday. That would give the special representative an opportunity
to prepare his closing statement, wvhich could be made at a meeting on Friday
afternoon,. I would rerind wmembers of the Council that the General Assembly is
to convene on Thursday afternoon and the Fourth Committee on Friday.
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(The President)

In this way, it would béIQOésiﬁle to conclude the examination of conditions in
the Trust Terrluory of the Pacific *slgndﬂ _before the Counczl adJourns at the
end of next week. The plan is then to resume the meetings of the Council to
consider cond tlons in Nauru and.-New Guinea after the close of the ‘Tesumed .
Bession} or, 1f that ahpears to be carrying-on for any reason beyond the end
of bhc mCuth: it hlghu be - necessary. for the Council to resume to consider
condluwcns in" Favrn and New Guigea . gimvltaneously wlth the resumed session of
the G_e_ne_rall Assebbl} « It mizht also be Gesirable,:if members are i;l accord,
Yo have a br::Lef! r:eéti’ng to ccnsider the report on the Trust Territory of the
Pacific Islands in the interim, |

If these proposals for g schecdule for the coming days and for next week are
agreeable to the Council, we could ask the Secretary of the Council to
circulate a memorandum to that effect so that members may be able to make their
plans. |

Are there any observations on this proposed schedule or on any other
metter concerning the work and prccedure of the Council? _

Mr. HOOD (Australia): I wish to take up just one point that you
touched upon, Mr, President. You will understand the position of my delegation
in the circumstances, that as we expect the appearance before the Council of
a few persons in connexion with Nauru and New Guinea, we would like to have not
a firm date ~- that is lmpossible -~ but an approximate date which can be
indicated to the Government., I think you said that if the resumed session of
the General Assembly went on beyond a certain time, the Council would in any
case come back and take up its own session again. Would I be correct in thinking
that this would be not later than the fourth week in June, let us say 23 or 2L June?t

Sir Hugh FOOT (United Kingdom): Mr. President, I wish it were possible
to say exactly when the report of the Visiting Mission to Nauru and New Guinea
will be ccmpleted, but we have only Jjust returned from New Guinea and we have
the bulk of the work of completing that report still before us. It is not

possible therefore for us to state exactly when the report will be completed.

Also, I am not sure what the procedures will be when we have signed the report.
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(8ir Hugh Foot, United Kingdcm)

It has to be copied, it has to be circulated, and there must be some interval
between the signing of the report and the time when we can discﬁss it in this
Ccuncil.

I realise that it is awkward, for the delegation of Australia in particuler,
not to heve a firm date to work to, but I am bound to say that as we look at
our work at the moment it would be very difficult to undertake to say that the

feport can be ccmoleted in time for a meeting in the last wezk of June.

Mr. SAIAMANCA (Bolivia)(interpretation from Spanish): I agree with
what the representative of the United Kingdcm has just stated. We have Jjust
returned from New Guinea, and I do not believe it would be possible to set any
exact date for the presentation of our report. At the same time, I believe it
_might be desirable for us to defer decision on the precise date when we shall
discuss this report until the last meeting of the Council at which the Trust
Territory of the Pacific Islands is discussed. I believe that after a week
we shall have a much better idea of when our report will be completed. We shall
also have a clearer idea of how the resumed session of the General Assembly is
gbing to proceed. Perhaps the Council will have to work during the mornings
while the Assembly, during the afternoons, discusses the matter of Ruanda-Urundi.

In other words, siﬁce I do not believe we can at this time set an exact
date for the Council to discuss Nauru and New Guinea, I propose that we take -
no decision at this time on that date, Within a week we shall doubtless have
a clesrer idea of when the report will be submitted to the Council and the

Assembly, and then we can at least tentatively set a date.
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»?i-‘fVSif'Hugh=F00T"(Uﬁited'xingdom):

I wish merely to say that I entirely
agree with the representative of Bolivia and ‘that it will be well, I believe, ﬁB

postpcnerany decision on the detes fixed: for discussion of ‘Nauru and New Gulnea
for at lecast a week.

' The PRESIDENT: I take it that it is the consensus that we should defer’
consideration of the date of the part of our session dealing with Nauru and New
Guinea until lateé next week. If thet is egreeable, it will beé so decided.

It is the opinicn of the Chair, however, that we can take definite decisions
with regard to consideration of conditions -in the Pacific.Islands. |

One matter which.the Council may wish to discuss is vhether or not there should
be a drafting committee set up for the purpose of preparing a report, according
to the procedure which has been followed in the past. . If there were sucha
drafting ccmmittee, the Council might adjourn at the end of néxt week and perhaps,
in a veek or ten days after that, hold one or two meetlngs in order to alspose of
the question of the Pacific Isﬁands.

I mlght Just call attentlon to the fact that a working paper has been prepared

by the Secretarlat concernlng some of these questlon The document number is
TL/leS

Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian)' I wish merely to put a éuestion.father than to méke a specifio comment
concerning the question of ‘the draftlng commlttee which you Jjust mentioned _
Mr. President. If I underutand the smtuatlon correctly, it would seem to me to be
preferable not to discuss the question of the draftlng,commlttee_at this time
since it has been mentioned as one of the items connected with certain considerations
dealing with our rules of procedure and 2 possible amendment to those rules. If
ve nov begin consideration of this item, then, within the framework of that general
question, ve might find a solution to the more specific matter of setting up a
drafting committee for the preparation of material on the Pacific Islands. In that
case, I would propose that we should not now take any decision on the question
which you raised, Mr. Precident, but that we should revert to it on the basis of

the discussions which may well take place in connexion with item 5 of the
agenda.
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The FPRESIDENT: 1In ansver to the question of the representative of the
Soviet Union, it is the understanding of the Chair that, at the present time, we

are engaged in discussing the subject vwhich appears as item 7 on the agenda
(T/1568 and Add.l) and that it is this item which covers methods of work and
procedure of the Trusteeship Council. It was the opinion of the Secretariat that
it would pe helpful to have such a discussion at this first meeting so that
members could make plans in connexion with the work of the Council during the days

_ahead .

Mr. SaLsMANCA (Bolivia) (iaterpretation from Spanish): With regard to
the suggestion made by the Secretariat, I should like to have some technical

information on this subject from the Under-Secretary. Why does he now propose that
the Council could make recommendations directly instead of establishing a committee
#o draft them? I know that the Under-Secretary has prepared a document on this
matter, but I should like to know briefly what is intended. If the Under-Secrétary
could tell us briefly what are the adventages of discussing the matter in the

Council rather than establishing a committee, it would facilitate our work.

Mr. PROTITCH (Under-Secretary): In reply to the points raised by the

representative of Bolivia, the Vice-President, I can only refer to document
T/L.1038 of 12 March, which is before the Council. At the-request of the Council,

.consideration was given by the Secretariat to the various suggestions made

concerning the work of the Council.

Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): As a new-comer to the Council, it might be difficult for me to take
part immediately in discussions on procedure, but, from my point of view, I should
iike to answer the question asked by the representative of Bolivia. The question
whether the drafting committee should or should not exidt, whether it should be
created to deal with the Pacific Islands, should be considered from a broader
perspective if our work is to be simplified and facilitated. Those preliminary
rhases in the Council's work during the past were reasonable when the Council was
dealing with a much larger number of Trust Territories. Now, however, when the
sphere of colonialism is diminishing, is shedding its skin, as it were, and wvhen

we are called upon to accelerate the process of the entire disappearance of
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(Mr . Morozov, USSR)

colonialism, it seems to me that we should not support mechanically a system which
existed in the past but should try to simplify the procedure. I should think that
the burden of proof should be placed upen those-who wish to maintain the drafting
committee, and not upon those who, like the Soviet Union delegation, are in favour

.of the liquidation of such a committee.
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(Mr. lorosov, USSR)

We are in favour of the liquidation cf the drafting ccmmittee because we do nof
see any need Tor a duplication of its efforts in the situaticn in which the Council
finds itself, that is, that there will be about only three territories that will
have to be considered. Therefore, at a time when the Council's work will,
accordingly, heve decreased, there will be no need for such duplication
because experience has shown that the material presented by the Drafting
Committee is, to begin with, discussed in the Drafting Committee end then
there is a repetition of the same discussion in the meetings of the Council.
Thet 1s why, as we see it, in enalysing the material sutmitted by the
Administering Authcrities and the visiting missions on the conditions in the
Trust Territory, the Council should now take steps to facilitate and accelerate
its work. One such measure in considering questions concerning conditions in
the Trust Territory, as we see it, is that the Council might follow a simple
procedure and formulate its own recomnendations and conclusions, without the
assistence of that kind of drafting committee.

Another circumstance in favour of this point of view is that such a
discussion within the Council itself would be of a more responsible character;
it would increage the responsibility of the Ccuncil in the preparation of
reccmmendations. This appears to us to be logical also frcm the point of view
of saving time because in the final analysis the same people who take part in
the discussion in the drafting ccumittee would discuss this subject in the
Council during the consideration of these reccmmendations. Thus, it seems to
us that there is sbsolutely no reasonable argument in favour of the maintenance
of this old method in our work. To the contrary, we share the doubts which were
expreséed earlier regarding the eppropriateness of such a sysfem under which a
discussicn of the same matter will invariably be held twice. Therefore, we are
1n favour of not creating a drafting ccrmittee, and this refers also to the
Drafting Ccmmittee on the question which we are going to discuss and which you
yourself, Mr. President, raised. .
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~Sir Hugh FOOT (United Kingdom)°‘ I do not think that now that this
Council itself has shrunk and that the numhe; of Trust Terrltorleu, as the

reprosentaulve of the Scviet Union has pointed uut, are so much reduced that
~this is a matter on which we need have very strcng_or aogmatlc views. But I
believe, in the light of my short_expérience in this Céunci14 that the drafting
ccmnittee has performed :a . useful function in the past jﬁst'as'thé Sta nding
Cormittee on Petitions has performed a useful functicn, and I believe that there
may still be scme advantage possibly in haV¢ng a drafting ccmittee.

On the other hend, much depends on the course of the discussion in any
particular tefritory. I wonder whether it might not-be best to allow the
discus ion to proceed on the Trust Territory of tne Paclflc Is 1ands under
United States administration and to decide at the end of that diSCUSulon whether
or not we think that it will be useful to have & drafting ccnmittee to prepare
8 document for our consideratibn. The same course mignt be followed with regard
6 New Guinea and Nauru. In féct, a decision might be taken at the end of the
discussion on each of those Territories in the light of the discussion which has
already taken place, when wé can best see'whether there are arguments for a
drafting committee or not. ' _ '

I have no very strong views about the matter, but I think that it might be
a misteke to remove the possibility of having a drafting comnittee if ve found:_
later'thét perhzps it would perform a useful function. There are certain arguments
in favour of drafting committees which have been noted in the document prepared
for us by the Secretariat which should not be overlooked altogether.

Thus, it might rerhans meet the point of & Soviet representative if we
reverted to this matter and decided upon it at the ccnclusion of the discussion

on each of the Territories which now are ccming before us.

Mr. SALAMANCA (Bolivie) (interpretation frcm Spanish): After the
explanation given by the Under-Secretary, having read several paragraphs of his
report and having heard the representative of the Soviet Union, I believe that we

should discuss the documents submitted by the Secretariat in general terms.
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(Mr. Salamanca, Bolivia)

I have fcllowed very closely the statement of the representative of the
United Kingdcm dquring which he stated that in his opinion the Council should,at
the end of the discussion of the item of the Trust Territory of the Pacific
Islands,take a specific decision on that particular caese as to whether or not
we should appoint a drafting ccumittee..

Document T/L.1038, submitted by the Secretariat, includes paragraph 11 which
refers to the 1171st meeting of the Council, in which the possibility of
discontinuing the Stending Ccrmittee on Petitions was discussed. There the
representative of India referred to an important point and that is
that in 1962 memvership of the Council would be reduced to ten members and that
if the Council had to appoint drafting committees it would be extremely difficult:
for delegations that are limited in number -- such as mine -- to attend both
the meetings of the drafting ccmmittees or the sub-camittees and the meetings
of the Council itself,

The. representative of the United Kingddm stressed that he had n o firm or final
views on this point, and that is why I think that the decision of appointing &
sub-committee or of not appointing a sub-committee is not directly related to
the item of the examination of the situation in the Trust Territory of the
Pacific Islands. This matter will also come up in the Council with respect to
another Territory we will discuss, namely, New Guinea.‘ In other words, I think
that all the members of the Council should state their views on this document
submitted by the Secretariat. The question is & simple one. We have to take
a general decision and not a specific decision with regard to the Pacific Islands.
iet us take & general decision and establish & working method that will apply
to this Territory as well as to the other Territories which will be considered
by the Council. In this case, I am in favour of discussicg here the final

decisions that we will take, whatever course the discussion may take.
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(Mr. Salamance, Bolivia)

Furtbermore, there is another aspect to this question. The Adminiqtering
Powers that are members of the Councll are now in a minority; in other words,
there are tvo: or three members who would have to be members of the Dzaftlng
Cormittee, and this wéuld: naturally create certain difficulties because scme
delegations, because they are in smell in number, do not have sufflcient members
to attend both the meetlngs of the Drafting Committees and the meetingr of the'
Council. W e

There is another aspect of * the question which is political in character,and:that
is that the Trusteeship Council ‘is probably in the last st;ge of‘1t9 ‘existence
and any work done in ccumittees is perhaps viewed with some suspiéi%p by certain
members of the Council. I thus think it is prefersble to have éompigtely open
discussions in the Council on’the recommendations which we shall mékéiﬁn regerd
to each Territory. = =~ =7 ' ':“'2

In any case, these are the views of my delegation on thigsquesfion which,
in reality, is a matter of procedure, but it seems to me to be very desirable to
hear the views of the other members of the Council. To my mind, the creation of
a drafting committee should be decided bearing in mind the importance of the item
and the nature of the problem; and this should be the decisive factor 1n -
determining whether or ‘not & ‘sub-committee should be established. This 15 not
very important because, ba51cally, wvhatever the course of the dlscu3§;0p? we “have
to reach a decision. BB ' ' ' ' e
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Frequently, in sub-committees, at the end of sowe work, there is no agreement,
and. then the problem of compromise arises; and while I recognize the discussion on
the drafting of recomuendations will not be easy in the Council, in any case,
hovever, I believe it would be well to discuss all the possibilities here in the
Council. I am inclined to accept the suggestions contained in the document
submitted by the Under-Secretary, taking into account the number of members of the
Council. In other vords, the problem cannot be considered on the basis of each
Territory. We have to decide on a working method that will cover both Territories:
both the South Pacific Islands, as well as New Guinea; and on this, of course, we
would like to hear the views of all the other members of the Council; and in
accordance with all these views, we would then reach a decision here.

Mr. KOSCZIUSKO.-MORIZET (France)(interpretation from French): The first
comment I would like to make is that, under the Rules of Procedure, the drafting

committees have no statutory existence. In fact, the Council is absolute master

of its own procedure; and under rule 66, it may form any committees it might deem
eppropriate, define their membership and their mandate, and send to them any
auestions appearing on its agenda. Therefore, the Council has full freedom of
action and can maintain or suppress any of these drafting committees. Therefore,
the question arises on two planes: on the plane of principles and on the practical
plane as well. '

On the plane of principles, my delegation does not wish to go back on what we
had said last year, You will recall that we supported the representative of India
last year who had proposed the suppression of the Petitions Committee; and on that
occasion, we had also said that we wished to see the suppression of drafting
committees for reasons of good order, for reasons of economy, and also because, in
view of the developments in the Trust Territories and the small number of Trust
Territories that the Council had to deal with, that it appeared to us more sensible
to deal with the matters directly. Hence, on the question of principles, our

position is clear; it has not changed.
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_Here{ on the other hand, a practical point of view arises, and this one is
_somevhat different from the previous point. You, yourself, Mr. President, had
expressed -- and we agree with you entirely -~ the point that it would be necessary
to:work_fgst while, at the same time, giving a thorough-going examination to all
the questions; and as it happens, the Trusteeship Council is meeting this year
under very special conditions, because .we have a General Assembly that must deal
with the question of Rusnda-Urundi. Accordingly, as far as we are concerned, the
problem arises as to the working method that would Le iost appropriate.

I would say guite willingiy that, if there were no General- Assembly, we would,
without eny qualification, be in favour of the doing away with the drafting
committees. .

The question arises -- and this is really a question mark that we launch here -~
in viev of the fact that there will be a General Assembly, if the Council cannot
meet alweys at the same tiﬁé as the General Assembly,'is there'not merit in there
gxisting a sub;committee which could work_in the meaﬂtime, during the meetings of
tﬁe Geheral Assembly? This is something of a purely pragmatic nature, and that
is why I would ﬁltimately align myself with the suggestion made by our colleague of
the United Kingdom: namely, that we would take a decision on the Pacific Islends
Territory at the close of debate which we will have on that subject, in ofder to
decide at that time whether we are going té embark directly on the drafting of
the recommendations or whether we are going to éntrust it -- bearing in mind the
meetings of the General Assembly -- to a special committee established for the

purpose.

Mr. RASGOTRA (India): In the Working Papers of the Secretariat on the
subject, there are specifically three questions that are_raised, The first is

in reletion to the number of sessions that the Council should hold for the year.
The second deals with the method of the Council's vork in relation to the
preparation of its conclusions and recommendations; and the third, with respect to
the consideration of petitions. _ _ _ _
In cne vay or another, each of these three questions has been discussed
‘previously, but no decisions have been reached on them;'hence, this fresh

consideration.
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Now, I think the question of the number of sessions to be held every year
in the future is not very pressing at this stage. I trust, a decision can be
taken on that, intelligently, perheps a little later. -

The renresentative of France very correctly pointed out that this Council
is not under a statutory obligetion to appoint a drafting committee. The
representative of the United Kingdom, I think, had also said, as had the representative
of the Soviet Union, thut the amount of dralfting to be done can be determined
only after the Gebate has taken place; and the nature of the debate, the volume of
speeches, the volume of material in those speeches which need to Le stated for
the consideration of the Assembly can be determined intelligently only at the end
of the debate.

I am not inclined to express an opinion here and now as to whether we should
or should not appoint a drafting comwittee; I am not sure whether a drafting
committee will be necessary. I am not sure that the contrary will be the case.

I think we could decide that after we conclude the debate on the Trust Territory of
the Pacific Islands; and if the nature 6f the debate demands a drafting body of
two, four or six members -- and I pérsonally think six is out of the question -=-
keeping in mind the present composition of the Council, probably, a committee of
four members could be appointed, or even two; or if we find that the debate is
not so exhaustive or so vast that the drefting committee is necessary, probably,
the Secretariat could be entrusted with the task of formulating for the Council's
consideration a text of its conclusions and recommendations; or, alternatively,
if‘the debate is a brief one and the points that emerge are not too numerous,
possibly, some members might feel persuaded to bring in their own draft texts of
recomrendations. One or the other of these methods could be adopted at the
appropriate time; and I think, having given a general consideration to this
paper prepared by the Secretariat, we may leave it there and come back to this

matter on Wednesday or Thursday or Friday, as you may choose, Sir.
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(Mr. Rasgotra, India)

There is, on the o»her hana, a SUatutoxy obligation concerning the Standing
Committee on Petitions. belleve 13 is in suspension nov. as a consequence
of one of the pronusals whlch vas mede by me at the last seééicn. Rule 90 says
that the Trusteeshipp Council shail establish a standing committee. Iﬁ faét, it
is this rule waich provoked the discussion lest time on this metter: whether
or ngi_there siaould be-a Standing Committee on Petitions. I believe I put before
my éolleagues here a numver of erguments as to why this provision was no longer
necessary, aend exrerience has borhe out the validity of those considerations.

Ve do not have.a large nunber of petitions; in fact, we have a smwall number
of petitions. If the paper appended to the Agenda-is an indication, we have
about eight petitiéns. i, therefdre, feel that I should perhaps revert to that
suggestion -~ thgt matter -- flrsu, which is of greater 1mnortance. that the
number of petitions veing very small, the numver of Trust Territories being only
three,cof Wh;ch ve are going to tegin active cons*aeratlon, tberekore, a Petitions
Commltten is not necessary. I do not know what the atauug of that Committee is
now: whether it is in suspension, whether it is finished, or whether it still
lurks eowewhere beh1nd and coula be brought forward. The difficulty is: with
our present memoe;shlp, a committee of six *s no longer feasible, and the nature
of petitions is such -- and so is their number -- that these should be examined
directly by the Council hLere. Therelore, if 1t is necessary now to go back to
that netter, I should have no h951tat10n in recommending to the Counc1l that thau
Committee be flnally brought to a Clan, that it be dlspensed with; and that
should be the end of that aspect of the matter.
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As regards sessions, I have referred to that briefly. I think our rules
of procedure require us to meet twice a year. That is what we have done in the
past, with the winter session being a very brief one, mainly prccedural, and the
sumner session belng more substantive, I do not know what the views of Council
members are. Most members have been reticent on that aspect of the matter.
Perhaps in the future we could do with one session., But the question is when
that session should take place, vhether in the winter or in the summer -- or
vhether, in the view of some members, two sessions are necessary., I do recall-
a suggestion at one ftime by Mr. Oberemko, the representative of the Soviet
Union, that one of the sessions -- I think he had the winter session in mind -~
might be devoted exclusively to the consideration of petitions. There seemed
some merit to thet suggestion at the time, but it may not be valid today
because, if the number of petitions is only eight or ten, or even twenty or
thirty, then the convening of a whole session and the summoning of special
representatives from various Territories might not be worthvhile. But on tﬁat,
also, I am not in a position to express a fairly well considered opinion now.

I think I might leave the Council with that thought and, as we go along,
ve might think over these matters in greater detail, bearing in mind what the
Secretariat has stated in this paper, and as and when occasion arises in the
course of our meetings later on -- maybe much later -- a decision could be
taken on this matter as well.

I should like to know from the President or from the Council Secretary
vhat the status of the Stending Committee on Petitions is, What I am anxious
to ensure 1s that we do not have to provide personnel for that Ccmmittee.

It is going to be difficult for many delegations to be present in the Council
and also to find bodies to man that Cormittee, And I do not think there is
any merit in continuing that Committee -- or reviving it, if it is a case of
revival -- because the mumber of petitions, as I said, is small, and we can
well dispose of them here.
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" The PRESIDENT: Before giving the floor to the next speaker, I would
simply say to the representative of India that it is_the_understandigé of the
Chair that, while the rules which call for a Committee on Petitions to be a
stahding committee have not been changed, there are no members of that
Committee because the Council took no action to appoint members. Therefore,
vhile the Cormittee exists in theory, it does not exist in practice.

' Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Repiblics)(interpretation from:
Russian): In the light of the paper that the 'Presiaent circulated after making
his orecl statement on the programme of work, I sﬁould like to ascertain vhere
we stand now and what we are discussing and how we are going to proceed further
in our work. The point is that in today's Journal it is indicated that we are
going to discuss the question of methods of work and procedure on the basis of
document T/L.1038. In the paper which the Pfesident has circulated, the
subject is somewhat different; there is a mere reference to the document
indicated in the Journal, . ' ' |

When I first made my comments on the subject of the Drafting Commlttee,
I was profoundly convinced that we would be dlSCUuSiDg the guestion of the
creation of a Drafting Committee in application to the discussion of the
Trust Territory of the Pacific, Islands, and at that time I said that it might
perhaps be better to postpone a decision on this question until such time as
we had considered what is indicated here in our agerzda in the Journal as
item 2 and vhat is given in the provisional agenda, document T/l588 as item To .
The President has indicated, if I Junderstood him correctly, that we are
discussing agenda itéem ‘7, and the course of discussion shows apparently that
we have already embarked upon the discuss:.on of that. :Ltem.l In that cozmexion, .
I am not certain whether we,will be able to conclude that item at the present
meeting and therefore whether we will bg_gble t§ gdopt thelprogramme which the
President has presented in the informal docuﬁent'which has been circulated
and whether wve will be able to embark this afterncon hﬁoﬁ'the-kind of work that
the President has suggested. '
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It seems to me that it would be appropriate to follow the order which has
been laid down and, having already begun discussing one item, namely, the
one dealing with methods of work and procedure, to conclude discussion of that
item and come to scme decisions end tihien proceed to the next item. - It is not
quite clear to me why we are going to devote only one meéting to the questions
falling under item T although questions have emerged here which the Councii
will probably decide upon. It seems to me that, having begun discussion
of this matter,we should ecnclude it,

In connexion with the questions which have been raised in the course of
the discussion under item T of the agenda, which appears'as item 2 in today's
Journal, the Soviet delegation would deem it essential, in addition to those
considerations which have already been expressed, in particular by the
representative of India, to make the following comment: Ve have already stated
that we are approaching the question of procedure not as something that is an end
in itself but only as a means which should assist in the fulfilment of the
basic problem facing all of the organs of the United Nations at least in the
field of the liquidation of the colonial system and its vestiges. We are
and will be in favour of those changes in the working methods of the Council
which will contribute to the achievement of that purpose.

We have already indicated that the Trusteeship Council must simplify its
work and concentrate its efforts upon those steps which will ensure to the
peoples of the three remaining Trust Territories the .speediest attainment of
independence.,

Three questions have been touched upon now, and they are also basic in
those considerations which have been presented by the Secretariat in the
document to which reference has already been made., The first is the order of
the consideration of petitions from the indigenous populations of the Trust
Territories. The second is the appropriateness of the creaticn of Drafting
Cormittees, a question which may be considered as having already been thoroughly
discussed after the statements made by several delegations, so that I shall not

revert to it but shall simply confirm what I said at the beginning of the
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meeting.. Thirdly, there is the question of the number of sessions which must
be held by the Council, and that question has been raised in the statement of
the representative of India. 7 ) P

I think that in the light of the statement made by the representative of
India, and on the besis of the explanation given by ‘the President, the question
of the Committee on Petitions mey be disposed of. The Committee on Petitions
should not be created, and petitions should be considered directly by the
Council. That is one decision that I would call upon.the Council to adopt
without very much discussion. It seems that the-decrease in the number of
petitions, and also tﬁe fact that as a result the Council itself could. quite
capably carry out the existing volume of work, have not been challenged here.
Such a decisien could therefore be adopted directly and speedily.

In regard to the Drafting Committees, I wish to repeat that, for reasons
vhich we have already adduced,. we are in principle against the formation of .
Drafting Committees., Ve believe that such a decision should not be postponed.
until the consideration of concrete matters, but we should decide upon it in
principle, as has been poirted out by .some representatives who have spoken.

The experience in the other Committees has shown that lack of clarity in
procedural matters, or attempits to connect procedural matters with the
substance of this or that discussion, may later lead to lengthy delays in the
work of the Committees and to lengthy debates, That has happened in particular ..
in the Committee of Seventeen, which is working on the implementation of the
Declaration adopted at the fifteenth session on the granting of independence to
colonial countries and peoples.
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Therefore, as we see it, this ques%ion should not be postponed, as was
suggested by the representative of the United Kingdom and, I believe, by the
representative of Australia, if I am not mistaken. I must apologize for not
remembering clearly who the second party to this suggestion was. It is my
feeling that we ought not to postpone this question until such time as an
examination of specific items or territories is made; we should dispose of it
now and decide upon it in such a manner as will enable the Council to discharge
its task. |

Regarding the question of the numbe:r of meetings to be held by the Trusteeship
Council, I must regrevfully express some doubts concerning the need to convene
two sessions in the course of a given year.for the reasorns vhich have been given
here in cohnexion with the great decrease in the worit of the Council. The

representative of Indla was kind enough to refer to the views that were expressed
' by the representative of the Soviet Union in the Trusteeship Council earlier.
We adhere to those views and the belief that a single session in the course of
a year, which could be convened in May most conveniently, would be completely
adequate for the disposition of its ever-decreasing functions.

We believe that if these three decisions were to be adopted at the present
meeting, that would be a great step forward. We would then have concluded
congideration of this item on the agenda, which will to a large extent ensure
that we do not revert to discussions on the same item each time we consider a
particular question. We ought now to take a decision in principle which will
govern the rules of procedure that the Council deems necessary to adopt ultimately.
Such a method of work would assist and accelerate the Council's activities and
we therefore support it.

Mr. CORNER (Wew Zealand): I fear there is a certain amount of
confusion with regard to this question because some of us are under the impression
that we are following the order set out in the provisional agenda, document T/1588:
which, I thinl;, would be a normal presumption, and others of us are assuming
that we are following the order set out in today's Journal. The two documents
do conflict and I fear we are getting a little bit at cross purposes.
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TFor nmy parﬁ, I assumed that we had been following the provisional agenda
as set out in document T/1588.. I was nct aware of any motion to alter that
particular order. The matter is not especially important’because it does not
really matter in which order the Council discusses the items before it, as long
as we are all agreed on the order that we are following. If we are following
the order set out in the provisional agernda -~ and no motion hés been made to
change that order -- then I would have thought that we are at the iroment
discussing the question of whether we will have a drafting committee for the
examination of the question of the Pacific Islands. On that question I would .
agree with those regresentatives, including those of India and France, who have
said that there is some point in waiting to see whether it becomes necessary to
have a drafting committee. For my part, I think wé may find that in this
particu;ar case only, with the meeting of the resumed session of the Assembly,
and since that session involves a number of the members of this Council, it might
turn out to be quite useful to have a drafting committee. There is, after all,
nothing sacrosanct aﬂdut either drafting committees or any other sub-committees
of this Council. They are set up werely to assist the Council to do Iits work
efficiently and if there is no point in a drafting committee on a particular
occasion, then we should not stand on ceremony and insist upon having one. As
I have said, in this particular case and under these special circumstances, we
may feel that a drdfting committee 1s a good idea. If we go on to the more
generai question of-whéther, in principle, drafting committees should be
constituted, then on the one hand, T can see a great deal of nerit in the
arguments set forth by the representative. of the Soviet Union and others that,
in view of the small size of the Council, drafting committees may no longer assist
the Council in functioning efficiently. On the other hand, while seeing the
merit of this argument, and with limited experience in these matters because I
am new here, I am still more impressed with the idea that, in certain
circumstances, drafting committees could be a useful aid to the work of the
Trusteeship Council. Thérefore, on the general question of pfinciple, I think
that I, along with the representatives of India and France, would proceed along
the line of combining principle and realism and decide that it would be

unfortunate to take a general decision,either now or if the main item comes up
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for consideration, that there should be no drafting committees. It is my
feeling that we should determine in each case whether a drafting committee would
help us to perform our work. If it would, then we should have one; if it would
not, then let us not bother about having one.

I can envisage a number of cases where drafting committees probably would
be a very good idea indeed and would save the time of the members of this Council,

rather than a burden and a duplication.

Mr. HOOD (Auctralia): In the light of all that has been said, I
find that I have in fact very little to add. I would hope that the suggestion
to take any decision, even in principle, at the present time would not be pressed
at the Councll today because that would be unwige anrd would only lead to future

...@ifficulties.

The representative of the Soviet Union stated that, in his opinion, the
burden of proving the necessity for the retention of drafting committees lies
with those who wish to retain them. Without wishing to be argumentative, it
seems to me that the reverse is the case, 'Drafting committees have invariably
been part of the method of work of this Council since it first began to function.
It would be unusual, I think, for any long~established method of work to be cast
aside without strong and convincing arguments on the part of those who wish to
discontinue it. It seems to me that those who, for various good reasons, favour
the retention of a practice should not be called upon for any further justification
of 1t, other than the fact that it is a convenient method of working. It has
been found useful in the past and may well be found useful again in the future.

The representative of France pointed out quite correctly that there is no
statutory provision for drafting committees. Therefore, the Council can quite
safely be pragmatic about this matter. I trust that when the contents of reports
and debates are known, a decision can then be made which would be followed both
in the case of the Territory presently under consideration and in the cases of
the remaining Territories to be examined,
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_ Mr. KIANG (China): I am 1m0t at all sure at the present stage of
discussion whethier we should confine our remarkslto.the_generql guestion, the
methods of work and procedure of the Trusteeship Council; or_tg the-sﬁecifié r
question -whether the drafting committee should be decided-upéﬁlnow. Théréfqré,
before I submit my views, I would very much like for you, Mr; President, to
indicate to the Council whether we should confine our observations to the specific
question or to.the:general question.

The PRESITENT: In answer to the representativé of China, I would se)
that this is up to the members of the Counecil,. In putting down this item for
consideration at this morning's meeting, it was obviously open to mem%érs of the
Council to comment on any or all aspects of it. On the other hand, it was thé '
thinking of the Bureau that the most immediate provlem perhaps was the problem of
how to proceed with regard to the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands. I_might
add, since the question was posed to me, that. there was no thought that any '
definitive decisions would have to be taken on the matter at this meeting, or today,
but that this item on the agenda was simply open for discussion and could be' -
kept open as long as the Council wished.

Mr. KIANG (China): I thank you, Mr. President, fpr'the_clarification
you have given, We would like to defer-our comment on the 5ther éépects of the
general question to a later stage. At present.l would like to say that we do noﬁ

”have very strong views on ‘the question whether a drafting committeé should be
decided upon and appointed before the consideration of the Trust Territory of the
Pacific Islands. Under the circumstances, and as the representative of France
has sgid, ‘since the Council is now meeting and the resumed session of the General
Assembly ‘is about to begin, it may be,. for practical considerations, that we .
should have a drafting committees - But even for that question I think it would
be wiser for us to defer the decision with regard to the drafting comﬁittee. _Wé
would prefer to sse the decision made after the conclusion of the debate on the
Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands,.. If the majority of the Council would _1
like in principle to have a drafting committee established, not only for the
Territory of the Pacific Islands but also for Nauru and New Guinea, my delegation
would also be willing to go along with it.



AY/rh T/EV.1180
37

Mr. HOYES (United States of America): I am also new to the Council
and I am somewhat hesitant to discuss proceduiral questions., But I feel I should
say something about the discussion of the drafting committee which has been
taking place. It would seem to my delegation that a drafting committee is only
a métter of convenience, that it is hardly necessary to make a decision on
prineciple, particularly since there are only a few territories left. Ve would
be quite prepared to leave until a later date a decision on whether there should
be a drafting committee for the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands.

But I would like to put forward cur thinking on this matter for the
benefit of the delegations in case they should like to consider it in the
interval, We had thought, with the Assembly almost upon us +that if the
discussion of the Trust Territory could be completed before the Assembly was
well started, it would serve the convenience of the representatives if there
were an interim cf a week or ten days during which a small drafting committee
could work and the other members of the Council would be dealing with matters
in the General Assembly. This should shorten the meetings of the Council on
the drafting committee's report and we felt that it would serve the
convenience of% the Council and its membership., Therefore, while we favour
a drafting commitiee in this case for these reasons, I do not see any need to

decide the question at this moment.

Mr. KOSCZIUSKO-MORIZET (France) (interpretation from French): I
believe that this discussion has nevertheless introduced a certain clarity in

our positions. Actually the three questions raised with regard to the

procedure and the working methods of the Trusteeship Council are quite different.
It has been said that there are three questions: that of the Petitions Committee,
that of Council meetings, and lastly the drafting committees. But we must

point out that there are two matters which, strictly speaking, bear on the
Council's procedure because they would imply a change in the rules, It is the
Iquestion regarding the Petitions Cernittee, which, as was pointed out by thé
representative of India, figures in the rules of procedure of the Council and,
furthermore, refers to the number of meetings of the Council and the fixing of

dates. This is the subject of rule 1 of the rules of procedure.



M /rh -~ T/PV.1180
X %8

(Mr. Koscziucsko-Morizet, France)

Therefore, on these points of procedure a ﬁecisiop;mugt be taken since the

rules of prohedufn‘of the Council wculd then have to be altered; and on this

'p01nt e - agres entirely with the representative of the Sovict Union and others
wlﬁh regard %o the abolition of the Potitions Committec and that-the Council
sessions be limited to one session in the month of May. But the question of the
drafting conmitteé is quite different because we do not have to decide anything
in & general way since no rule of procedure refers to drafting committees, Since
no one is thinking of suppressing rule 66 of the rules of procedure, which leaves
thé Council free to decide what it wishes, and since this is a specific case
where we can take & decisioh in due course and at the right time, as the
representative of India said, I have an open mind. .

‘ I do not know whether in the light of circumstances after the discussions,
it will be desirable to set up a drafting committee or whether it will be enough
for the Secretariat to submit a report on any recommendations which we might
discuss in the Council, But here no general decision is called for since there
is nothing in the rules of procedure to be altered; whereas on the other two
points we must, on the contrary, take a decision. Whether we take it now --
.aﬁd I thihk this is possible -- or whether we take it at another date, it is for
the Council to decide.

But in sny case, to sum up, there is here a difference in kind between the
questionu that have been brought before us. On the one hand decisions nust be
taken, but in the other case'it would: be @‘purely pragmatic decision without any
alteration of the rules of procedure,’ S

Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): The lgét statement of the representative of France has introduced much
clarity into the question. In any event there is absolutely no nced for the
formation of a drafting committee, unless the Council were to decide otherwise.
_So that the questioh of the creation or non-creation of this Committee does not
arise since it is rot provided for specifically in the rules of procedure. This
further gonfirms the theéis that I presented-that the burden cf proof lies upon
those who wish to establish these Cormittees independently of whether they
committees have been established in ‘the past.or not each time. We can in new

circumstances exemine the question each time.
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I suggest, nevertheless, that we decide now that the drafting committee
should not be established, for the reasons that have been pfesented here, in
view of the fact that this wouldsave time and would not lead us into new
lengthy discussions after having already exchanged views in some detail on
this question. I think that we could decide upon it now,

As for the other changes in the rules of procedure, I cannot agree with
the interpretation that was given by the representative of New Zealand, nor
with the last interpretation that was given by you, Mr. President, that we are
allegediy considering only the question of what procedure we should adhere to
in the examination of the Territory of the Pacific Islends. This does not flow
from what you started the meeting with, nor from the documents which are before
us - in the Journal, nor even from the document which is somewhat different from
the Journal and which you circulated, Mr. President, as a provisional document
pertatining to the methods of work and procedure of the Trusteeship
Council, _

As a matter of fact the discussion itself has shown that we are discussing
the question in a different light. So that your interpretation, Mr. President,
regarding the fact that we are iimited to a discussion only to the Pacific
Islands is not sufficiently well grounded, I believe. Therefore, I think that
as a result of the course of this discussion, we must adopt specific decisions
which have already taken shape, to which I have referred here cearlier and to

which other representatives have also referred.
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Indeed, it would be quite unreasonable to begin discussion of the procedures
end metheds of work of the Council, interrupt it, and then revert to it again.
That would be repetition such as that of which I em guilty myself at. the moment -~
and I am speaking in terms of self-criticism. It would lead to othe?.examples
of the kind that is teking place now where we-do not take any specific decision
and ultiuately lose time as a result.

The PRESIDUIT: Before calling upon the next speaker I should like to
say 1o the representative of the Soviet Union thet I think that there must have been
a misunderstanding o that perhaps the interpretation of my rerarks was not clear.
I very precisely did not say that the discussion should be limited to the
question of procedure with regard to the Pacific Islands. What I did say was
that the listing of that item in today's agenda opened up to the members of
the Council the possibility of -discussing every aspect of it. I did say that
the irmediate problem that was confronting us was the question of dealing with
the Pacific Islands, but certainly I did not in any way suggest that

representatives should limit themselves in their remarks to that phase of the
problem of procedure,

. 8ir Hugh FOOT (United Kingdem): It seems to me that the useful
d¢scussion which we have had this morning has cleared the air and, indeed,
that we are all in general agreement, I wonder if it would help were I to
make a formal proposal that, with regard to sessions, we should aim at a single
session once a year, in May; that, with regard to petitions, we shculd not
reappoint the Ccnmittee on Petitions unless scme good reason were subsequently
seen for doing so; and, with regard to drafting ccmmittees, that we should
not appoint a drafting committee unless, in any particular case, we saw cause
to do so later. I believe that we might be able to agree on those three

propositions and proceed with our business this afternoon as the President
had planned,

The PRESIDENT: Are there any observations in connexion with the
proposal made by the United Kingdom representative?
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Mr, HCOD (Australia): I should like to be quite clear about the
third proposal made by the United Kingdom representative. Did he say that the
Council should decide not to appoint drafiing ccmmittees unless it decided
otherwise? '

Sir Hugh FOOT (United Kingdom): I thought that my proposal was quite
clear. It was that we should not now appoint any drafting committee, but should
be free to do so in any parcicular case if we found good reason to do so when

the time came,
Mro HOOD (Australia): Thank you.

Mr. CORNIR (New Zealand):  There is hardly any need for me to
intervene in view of the revised formulation by the United Kingdom representative.
However, 1 have one question on his first two points. Will a specific proposal
for the'amendment of the rules of procedure be made? I am quite in agreement
with his proposals, and it is merely a matter of the machinery whereby they
would be accomplished,

Sir Hugh FOOT (United Kingdom):' As to how the purposes which I have
suggested might be achieved I would bow to the President's decision. I merely
Qished to set out these suggestions which seemed to cover the wishes of all
members of this Council, '

Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Sccialist Republics)(interpretation from
Russiap): The representative of the United Kingdom has made a great contribution
ﬁo the discussion by endeavouring to present forﬁally for our consideration the
Qecisions that we ccould come to. I must say that.I am prepared to accept his
proposals with regard to the number of sessicns and the Committee on Petitions,
I am in egreement also with the first part of his proposal concerning
drafting committees =-- namely, that the Council should decide not to appoint
a drafting committee. With regard to the rest of that proposal, "if the Council
finds no need to act otherwise", I would request that in the event of a vote

those words should be put separately for our decision. I would vote in favor of
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the first part of the proposal but, for ‘the reasoéns which I have aliready
explaenee, I would have to obgec» to its second part. Peraps it might be
possible to persuade the United Kingdom representatlve -- who has made such
a valuable contribution to our work -- not to insist upon the qualification
that he has introduced in his third proposa;.

t.Mr. RASGOTRA (Indie): Earlier I hed suggested that we micht defer
cur decieions on thesc points until a later date. I £ind myself in the unhappy
position of being sble to vote only on the third of the proposals put forward
by the United Kingdou representative. My inclination is to vote in support of
the first two also, but if I am called upon to do so now I shall be acting in
violation of the rules of procedure, vhich I am most most unwilling to do. Two
eessions are requ¢red by the rules of procedure. The app01ntment of a Committee
on Petitlons, on paper, is in theory also required by the rules of procedure.
Therefore, if we take ‘decisions now to have one session or not to have a Committee
on Petitions we shall be g01ng against the rules of procedure -- unless the
Pre31aent s interpretatlon is' going to be that these are mere dec;sions of the
Ccuncil and that the necessary mcdification or amendment of the rules of
procedure will have to be carried out later. Rule 107 of the rules of proccedure
says{ 55 _ ' o _ ) B

*These-rules of procedure may be amended by the Trusteeship éouncil.

Normally, a fote shall not be taken until four days after a proposal for

amendment has been submitted". | -

If we act on the first two proposals we shall, I submit, be acting against
the rules of procedure. - I agree with fhe-sdbstance of the pronoSals, as“I have
said, and I am prepared to support them, but I think that the rlght procedure
would be to have these proposals circulated and let them lie for four days.
They will be tantamount to suggested emendments to the rule, and a vote could
be taken after four days, as required by the rules. HOWever} the vote on the

third proposal, vhich does not 1nvolve emther a rule or an amendment to a rule,
could be taken right avay. '
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Mr. SAIAMAICA (Bolivia)(interpretation from Spanish): I have listened
with great interest to the views of all the Council members on the third proposal

put forward by the United Kingdom representative, and I agree with the Soviet

representative that Sir Hugh has made a very constructive endeavour in proposing
a solution that cculd meet the wishes of all members of the Council. The Soviet
representative sald that he wished to have a separate vote on the second part

of the third proposal. The United Kingdom representative, for his part, said

" that he had left the way open for the Council to decide whether or not it wished
to establish a drafting coumittee in any particular case.
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.My_frienanr. lorozov said that fhe Coﬁngﬁi shbuld'vote-and~take a final
decision now on whether ve are to‘havé any drafting committeeé 6r'ﬁo£; The
_v1eus ‘expressed have been very intelligently discussed by the Coun01l, and in
particular I recall. the views expressed by the representatlves ‘of France and
India.

The only factor indicating the necessity for the estsbiishment of a drafting
committee is the possibility that there will be a very long session of the Fourth
Commitiee and that there will be pressure of itime on the Council'members,uénd |
that therefore the Council will not be able to meet and will have to delegate
some of its functions to drafting committees. This is a wise and practical
suggestion, but it may be that the situation to which it applies will not arise.
Ve do not know whether the Fourth Committee will be meeting continuously on
Ruanda-Urundi, and it is quite possible that the Council could meet during the
nmornings while the Assembly meets during the afternoons. We do not mow much
about this at present since the Fourth Committee has not yet discussed its
schedule of work in connexion with Ruanda-Urundi.

I asked to speak at this time simply to ask my friend Mr. Morozov not to
press for a vote on this matter at the present time. I believe that the Council,
if it has sufficient time, would possibly prefer to discuss freely the
recommendations ~- since we are now discussing the last Territories -- and that
therefore, in this manner, we would be able to reach a unanimous decision,
whereass if we were to vote now we should be hastening the decision of the Council.
As things stand, only. two members of the Council have stated themselves as
definitely opposed to the establishment of drafting committees, and it is quite
possible that if there is a vote, the Council will decide not to do away with
drafting committees. This is not in accord with the views of all members of
the Council, some of whom have not yet taken a final stand on this matter, and
under these circumstances the Council should not undertake to do away with
drafting committees. Iater on a wiser final decision could be unanimously taken.,

I am addressing this appeal to the representative of the Soviet Union for
the reason that his delegation is one of the two that have indicated final
decisions on the matter of the establishment of drafting committees. In the
case of the delegation of Bolivia, the reason is simply lack of sufficient staff,
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Ve do not wish to have a drafting committee meeting at the same time that the
Council is meeting. In addition, there is the problem of the Fourth Committee.
' I do not wish to force an interpretation of the views stated, but I believe
that we are basically all in agreement. In fact I fully agree with the views
© expressed by our colleague from the Soviet Union when he stated that the three-
point proposal submitted by the representative of the United Kingdom was
very constructive and useful end tlat ke wiehed simply to rake one minor change in
it, namely that the Council take a final decision at this meeting. I think that
vhen the views of all wmembers of the Council have been clearly indicated, it
vill be very simple to reach a decision. But if we press for a vote now, many
delegations will feel themselves bound to vote for or against the abelition of
drafting coumittees. So far only two of them have advocated doing away with
- the drafting committees, but many delegations have not reached a final opinion
on this matter, and therefore it seems to me it would be more useful to adjourn
this meeting with a wmore or less unanimous agreement to leave this matter
pending until such time as we can see hov the work of the Fourth Committee is
progressing -- this is the principal point to be considered, as indicated by
the representatives'of India and France -- and whether the pressure of work of
the Fourth Committee wakes it necessary for us to establish any drafting
committees. This solution could be accepted without setting any precedent. And
of course, as I said, we do not yet knov definitely whether we shall be able to
meet at the same time as the Fourth Committee when it discusses Ruanda-Urundi.
Cuite possibly the Fourth Committee will meet only in the morning or in the
afternoon, and in that case the matter would be open for the Council to decide
accordingly. ’

If my friend Mr. Morozov will be good enough to accept my suggestion, we

could adjourn this meeting having arrived at a clear statement of the situation.

Mr. KOSCZIUSKO-MORIZET (France) (interpretation from French): I believe
that the suggestion of our colleague from the United Kingdom does in fact enjoy

the agreement of the Counecil and summarize all the opinions expressed here.

"I also believe that the change requested in that suggestion by the representative
of the Soviet Union would limit the rights of the Council as provided for in
rule 66 of the rules of procedure, and that that is not possible. I accordingly
hope that, as Mr. Salamanca has requested him, he will not press this point.
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bages B (Mr. Koscziusko-Morizet, France)

Also, I w*sh to say that I think our colleague from Indla is completely
rlghL from the pomnt of view of the rules of procecvre, but I do: not believe
here 1s any 1nc0mpat10111ty between a decision of principle which we can
take now, and, the implementation of that decision of principle. It seems to
me that, ha¢1ng taken this decision of ‘principle now, we cculd, within a few
days =-- that is to say, after the time.ﬁécessary_fcr the delegations to present
their prcpoSais cr, more exactly, for the Becretariat, with the help of the
legél:scgvices,.tc'put in proper form our decision corcerning the meetings and
the Committee on Petitions -- we could, after thaﬁ time, review the form of
the rules of procedure, ard that would be but the application of the decision .
we are taking now. I believe that on tiiat basis we could very easily arrive.
at an'égreemént.

“Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation ffcm |
Russian): As for the matter of a formal vote, it would seem that in accordance
with the democratic rules of procedure which we have set up we could not fall
to make refereace to the statements of the representatives of Indla and 3011V1a,'
qplte a51de from vhether all the other members are prepared to vote or not. It
is for each member to decide how he will act in such a situation. Unfortunately,
for:reccons laid dovn in rule 107 of the rules of procedure, a formal vote
tc@a& cannot take place. Nevertheless, a very useful exchange of opinions has -
taken place. It is clear, too, that a vote on at least the so-called third
proposal of the representative of the United Kingdom, particularly in view of.
the fact ?hich has been touched upon -- that this might affect or be affected
by the rules of prcceﬂure -- should not teke place now, but should rather be
at & time when the representatlve cf India is prepared. A1l other members of

the Council will also, I think, after the period of time prescribed by rule 107,
be prepared to vote on the matter.” ’
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(Mr. Morozov, Soviet Union)

I thank the representative of Bolivia for his words addressed to me
personally. However, I think that we now have no great divergence of opinion.
The representatives of the United Kingdom and the Soviet Union believe that the
question of establishing a drafting cormitiee, on the Pacific Islands in particular,
does not arise at all at the present time, that there is no question, as a matter
of fact, requlring the establishment or composition of drafiing committees. Thus
we could decide now, and if at a later stage it is proposed to change the decision
adopted earlier, no one would prevent members of the Council from maeking such a

proposal,'énd if such a proposal were subsequently to be adopted, we would then
adhere to our last decision. '
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(Mr. Mcrozov, USSR)

In analysing this diféfgéﬁée which exists between the representative of
the United Kingdcm and myself, even if we did not adopt. that wording, the
representative of the United Kingdeom cculd simply present it lafer and the
Council then examine it. The discussion has shown that we are-clcve to agfeement,
and I think that when we ccme to vote on the other items 1u w1ll be possible for

us to reach unanimous agreement on this question.

'Sir Hugh FCOT (United Kingdom): I eam happy to. find myself in agreement
with the vepresentative of the Soviet Union and I would suggest that, after this

uoeful ewchange of views in which we are very near to full agreement, the matter
night be deferred for possibly a few days. 'Then it could be reconsidered with
specific proposals for a variation in the rules which might be prepared in the

interval. If we could consider the matter again next week I believe that we could
come to full agreement.

The PRESIDENT: I take it that the representative of the United Kingdom
is suggesting that no ection be taken on his proposals at the present time, that

those which require possible change in the rules of procedure will be submitted
in precise form at a later time, and that the item under discussion be deferred

to a later stage in our proceedings for final decision.

The meeting rose at 12.55 p.m.






