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EXAMIVATION OF CONDITIONS IN THE TRUST TERRITORY OF NEW GUINEA: REFORT CF THE
DRAFTING COMMITTEE (T/L.10L4 and Add.l, L.1C53) it
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At the"ihvitation of the President, Mr. licCarthy, Special Representative for

New Guinea under Australian administration, took a place ét the Trusteeship Council

table. ' ‘ by

The PRESIDENT: I invite comments from representatives on the report

of the Drafting Committee. It is for the Council to say whether it wishes to , }
“consider the document as a whole or paragraph by paragraph.
Mr. HCCD (Australia): I agree that = largé part, at any rate, of the

report can be taken as a vhole, as is often done. I would:ask; however, that.
" the pdsition of my delegation in respect of certainly the first three paragraphs
be noted either -- if a vote is taken -- by our abstention, or by a general
reservation vhich I do not propose to ralte in detail, other than to say that
our position with regard to those proposals of the Visiting liission and thel
Council's enddrsement, to a large extent, of them should, from the point of
view of the Administering Authority, be rzgarded in the light of the observations
which have been made by myself and the Special Representative. .These observations
related to the existing plans of the Administering Authority for constitutional
advancement in the Territory. They referred to the action already taken in the
appointment 6f two cormittees of a constitutional character to study and irdeed
prepare for political reforms and the extensicn of the franchise. _

The proposals themselves of the Visiting liission as now taken up by the
Council will, of course, be very thoroughly considered by the Zdministering
Authority. But the Administering futhority, remely,the Australien Government,
obviously kas not yet had time toladopt a definitive position towards these |
proposals. It ig with that reservation that I would approach the first three’
paragraphs of the report.

This is by way of a general remark. I shall have one other point which

perhaps the President will allow me to put & little later.
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lir. OBEREMKO (Unionof Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation from

Russian): The Soviet delegaticn has already explained its positiorn on the

report of the Administering Authority, as well as on the reccmmendaticns
contained in the report of the Visiting Mission. Those ccrments that we exgrgssed
earlier apply also to the report of the Drafting Cocmmittee, in vhich it is
proposed that a nurber of the conclusions and reccrmendations of the Visiting
Iiission be approved.

We indicated earlier, and we wish to reiterate this now, that we consider
those reccrmendations to be inadequate, and that the basic flaw in them is that
they make no provision for immediate measures to be takén for the early
implementation in New Guinea of the provisions of the Declaration on tﬁe granting
of independence to colonial countries and peoples. .Although in the report of the
Drafting Ccrmittee reference is made to the creation of a representative
parliament, nothing is said of handing over all the authority to this parlisament,
in accordance with the Peclarztion of the General Asseﬁbly.

In these circumstances, the Soviet delegation cannct support those
inadeguate reccrmendations, but, in an aﬁtempt at least tc inprcve somevhat the
report of the Drafting Ccnmititee which is now before this Council, the Boviet
delegation intends to introduce scme amendments to paragrapghs 1, 2, 3 and 17.
Accordingly, we do not press for an examination of the whole cf this report,

paragrapn by paragraph, but we would wish separate considesration to be given to

(6]

the four paragrapns I h
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w

ve rentioned, with respect to which we wish to pronose
amendments.

The PRESICERT: May I suggest that, if the Soviet representative has
his amendments before him, he could present them all at this time so that they
will be before the Council,

Mr. OBERTMKS (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation from

Russian): Ve will act precisely in accordance with your svgzestion, lir. President.

Cur first amendrent applies to p&ragraoph 1, and seeks to replace the word

“notes" by the word "endorses", so that the paragraph would begin, "The Council

endorses the views of the 1$62 Visiting lission”.
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(1ir. Cberemko, USSR)

Our next smendment applies to péragraph 2. Ve suggest that the words-
"notes that the Mission believes" should be replaced by the words “approves the
view of the Mission". Thus the beginning of the paragraph would read, "It further
approves the view of the Mission that the establishment of the Legislative Council®,

Since we are now dealing with paragraph 2, we would wish to make the
reservation that the Soviet delegation cannot agree with the target date of
not later than the end of 1963. Ve believe that all measures towards the
establishment of a representative parliement and‘towards the handing over of all
the authority to that body must be carried out considerably earlier..

iith respect to paragraph 3, we suggest that the words "give serious
consideration to" should be replaced by the word "implement". ' Thus, tae
paragraph would begin, "The Council recormends that the Administering Authority
implement the Mission's proposal”. _

Thus our amendments to the first three paragraphs lie, at least in the

procedural sense, in the direction of improving the report of the Drafting

in fact inadequate, not strong encugh, and they do not go fer enough. If the
Council were to approve even these inadequate recommendations in their present
form, and not recommend to th2 Adnministering Authority that they be implemented,
then the effect would ve lost even of those, in cur view, rather limited
provisions. -

With regard to peragraph 17, we propose that after the word "urgency” towerds
the end of the paragraph, the remaining words be replaced by the words "for the
irmediate imglementa%ion—in New Guinea of the provisicns of the Declaration on

the granting of independence to colonial countries and peoples'.
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Thus, with our amendment, paragrapn 17 would read:

"The Council urges the ‘dministering iuthority to establiéh, in the

light of the Charter of the United Nations, the Trusteeship igreement and the

General :sssembly resolution 1514 (¥V) and in consultation with the representative

organs of public opinion in the .Territory, realistic target dates reflecting

the sense of urgency for the immediate implewentation in Hew Guinea of the
provisions of the Declaration on the granting of independence to colonial
countries and peorles.”

e consider this amendment to be absolutely essential since the_Trﬁsteeship
Council is in duty bound to report what measures it has taken for the implementation
of the General Assewbly's Declaration of 14 December 19€0 to that body.

In turn, and as a result of that Declaration, the Trusteeship Council must
recoummend tc the fdministering futhority that it take the necessary urgent steps
in that regard for the implementation of that Declaration. Since we consider this
cmendment to be absolutaly essential, we shall ask the President to be good

enough to submit it for discussion and subsequently to put it to a vote.

tir. HCOD (;ustralia): In view of the proposed . smendments to certain

paragraphs in both the main tody and annex of the draft, it might perhaps be better

if we ccnsidered this text raragraph by paragraph. If wve dc thet, I think pernaps

D
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pay asrrive at a clearer »ict:

a4 !

Sir Hugh FCLT {United Kingdom): T wish first merely to comment briefly

on the remarikable speech which was just made by our friend from the Soviet Union.

On btehalfl of ©

-

e meucers of the Visiting iMission, T should like to say how deeply
touched we are by the enthusiasm which he has shown for the recommendations that
ite have made. I feel that this is a happy day and one, rerhz2ps, on which we may
look back as the beginning of the conversion of tne representative of the

Soviet Union to more reascnatvle approaches to colonial matters. I wish, on benalfl
of the Mission, to express cur appreciation of his support. This represents a day
wien he has begun to see the light and may te compared with other famous
ccaversions. Perhaps the Soviét representative has realized how hard it is to kick

azainst bricks.
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(sir Hugh Foot, United Kingdon)
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T am sorry that he should have spoiled such a charming intervention by nis
final proposal, which is obviously in conflict with his earlier enthusiasm for
our proposals. we,.for our part, are constantly in favour of practical and
immediate steps in the direction on which we are all agreed. He, on the other
nand, has until now favoured a theoretical attitude which disregards the real
difficulties 6f any particular situation. Ve have recommended practical and 1

{
immediate steps in the direction of self-government and independence. - He has been

bound. to support those recomrendations; we are glad that he does so. But it is not
rossible, in the séme breath and in the same resolution, to recommend immediate
implementation of the full Declarétion and at the same time to recommend steps
which must involve actual political preparation along the lines which we have
proposed. '

Much as we are touched by his enthusiasm, I do not consider the
amendments that he has proposed for paragraphs 1,2 and 3 necessary. I myself
am fully content that the Administering iuthority should consider the proposals
which we have put forward and which have been duly noted in this Council. While.
we welcome his support, therefore, I scarcely think that the amendments are
requirad. Wifh regard to the last amendment which the Soviet representative
prorcses, I think it would be much better if he were to continue to devote his
thoushts to wractical ste?s towards the aims which we haye set, rather than to
t

revert, at this late sizge in the resolution, to his old theoretical approach.

Mr. OBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from

Russian){ T must say that the beginning of the statement wmade by the representative
of the United Kingdom afforded us much joy; but unfortunately, he began
enthusiastically and concluded with what is tantamount to a requiem.

FPerhaps such 2 format is typical in the British'Diplomatic School. I'note, in
fact, that when Sir Hugh Fool tegins to praise somebody or something, one must

be vrepared, a moment or two later, for a “however” or for a "but”, after which

there is a complete reversal in his course. The same thing happened this time.
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(tir. Overemko, USSR)

A+t the beginning, I thought that the representative of the United Kingdom
and Chairman of the Visiting Hission would support our amendmenté which, as a
matter of fact, do not af?ect the substance but deal with the procedural side
of the matter. Ve are not setting aside the substance of the proposals of the
Visiting Hission. 7e have already had an opportunity to present our point of view
and have submitted arguments on that score; of course, our respective positions
are different.

At this time, however,.we would wish the Council to give mcre concentrated
thought to these insignificant and not very far-reaching proposals of the
Visiting Mission. But we see that the Chairman of the Visiting Mission has
suddenly become éfraid of resolute support on our part. However, when it comes to
the voting perhaps the representative of the Uﬁited Kingdom will, after 811, find
it possible to vote in favour of these amendments.

With respect to his comments regarding our amendment to paragreph 17, ‘I must
say that ' ours really is 2. different approach. The representative of the
United Kingdom.calls it . a theoretical approach; we call it a Jjust approach. Ha
is trying to ignore the Declaration of the General -ssembly. He is trying to
dismiss it as a theory which is inapplicable to New Guinea, vhereas we consider
that it constitutes a practical approach and that the Declaration should ke

applied to Wauru, New Guinea, the Pacif'ic Islands and all other colonies. That i

L6}

the differsnce between us.

Trne United Kingdom abstained from voting on the Declaration at the fifteentn
session, whereas the Soviet delegation supported it. That is quite natural; the
United Kingdom is a colonial Pover, ﬁhereas the Soviet Union represents an
anti-colonial Power. Of course, at the next session the United Kingdem, I think,
voted for the resolution or at least said that it favoured the implementation of the
Declaration but when the time comes for a practical decision, the United Kingdonm
asserts that the Declaration is a theoretical kind oflapproach which is inapplicable
in the present instance of New Guineé. The United Kingdom says that the Declaration
cannot te applied in New Guinea - and that we ougnt not to approach it in a
theoretical fashion. They say that we ought to take a practical approach and ve
saw what that practical approach amounts to when we discussed Nauru a few days ago.
The practical approcach occurs when phosphates are being removed from the country;

wken the Declaration is not to their liking, they try to sidestep it. ~.
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The Soviet Union, on the other hand, believes that the Trusteeship Council
is obliged to implement the PCeclaration tecause this Council functions under the
guidance of the General Assembly. For that reason we consider this amendment to
be justified and believe that it reflects a practical approach to the solution of
the colonial problem, which solution was approved by the overwhelming majority of
the Members of the United Nations. The Declaration has tecome a rather significant

weapon and a moral means of supporting the struggle of colonial peoples.
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(€5 ccurse, Tor that reason, that Declaratioﬁ is not to ycur liking, you
representatives of the colonial Powers. That is, of ccurse, why you will
Oobject to the Soviet amendment.

I felt it necessary to make these explanations in order to show once again
that the intrcduction of amendments to paragraphs 1 tc 3 is scmething wvhich
affects the procedural side of the matter. Cur views.on the substénce of the
proposals of the Visiting lilssion remain the same. Ve consider these
proposals to be inadequate, nor far-reaching enough) althcugh the representative -
of the United Kingdom does believe that this is virtually the latest practical
word to this,and that nothing can be added to it. Ve consider that scmething
shculd be added, and, indeed, scmething should be changed in it., That is the

sense and purport of our amendments.

Mir. SEIAMANCA (Bolivia) (interpretation from Spanish): I listened very
attentively to the changes proposed by the representative cof the Soviet Unicn.
He, himself, in putting forward his changes,was telling us that they really are
not so important; and I shall employ wmore or less the same language as he did .
when he submitted an amendment in ccnnexion with the prcblem of Nauru. He said
thet that amendment of mine was ~- and I quote in English: "a meek kind of
arerdment’”. 1In this case, I must say that the proposals put forward by the
representative of the bSoviet Union in no way a2ltered the substance of the draft
we have before us.

How, obviously, there is a difference between "to note" and ¥to endorse”.

It does mwake scme difference if we spell ocut concretely that the Council has
accepted the Visiting lMission's recormendations; and in the various statements
that have cccurred when we discussed the prcblem of New .Guinea on this point,
I believe there was unanimity in the Council. _

I should not like to offer any opinion irmediately cn the importance of the
propésals that have been advanced by the representative of the Soviet Unicn,
but as he has raised scme issues of substance -- particularly, in his last
amendnent to paragraph 17 -~ in a purely technical spirit, a spirit of logic,

I should like to point cut a few questions which the representative of the Soviet

Unicn may answer or not, as he likes.
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During the debate, I have ventured to ask: If there vere immediately a
transfer of powers to the Territory, in accordance with resolution lﬁlh (xv) and
other provisions of the Charter, to whom would this power be transferred, and in
whose hands wculd it be put? It would have to have some government or autherity
that would represent the people of New Guinea. Forfunately, the Soviet-Union
stated quite clearly thﬁt, of ccuree, it would have to be that parliament of ths
people that should receive this political édwer. This sfands in the records;
there is no need for me to reopen the dialogué'we have had on this point,

Having said this, I think the problem is very simple. Ve are living in
the year 1962. How much time is required to set up, organize, form and instruct
and carry out a mass-indcctriration of the Territory for the organization of a
hurdred representatives? Con this be done in qne week? Can it be done in two
days? Cun it be done in five months, even? Does it not seem to the Soviet
Union that even cne year, frcm the technical view-point, which is involved in
this problem, is actually the very mimimum that we can ask as the pericd within
vhich to carry cut this political evolution? - Y

This is, of course, a preliminary question; this is a real issue, an actual
problem. e are not acting in accordance with resolution 1514 (XV) and the
Charter, with any idea of advancing immediately and forthwith as quickly as
possible. Hewever, we mast be realistic; we want to fix the most realistic
pcssible time-limit so that this parliamentary government can be set up in the
Territcery and so we can act in accordance with the trends in the United Nations.

If we accept the idea that this is what we are trying to achieve, I must
revert tothe amendment submitted by him; and now I would cut my second question
to the Soviet representative: : '

In the draft resclution, or the draft prepared by the Drafting Committee, I
must say that in the Drafting Ccumittee we were in agreement on the inclusion
of this paragraph which, as a matter of fact, already existed in previcus

resclutions prepared by this Council; and T shculd like to read out the sense of

this paragraph. It says:
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(iir, Szlowanca, Bolivia)

(continued in .nelish)

"The Council urges the Administering Authority to establish, in the
light of the Charter of the United ilations, the Trusteeship Agreement and
the General Asserbly resolution 1514 (XV) and. in ccnsultation with the
representative organs of public opinion in the Territory, realistic target
dates reflecting the sense of urgency for the rapid znd planned advance of

the Territory in all aspects of its political life."” (T/L.1G53, page 5)

(continued in Spanish)

Now he goes cn to add -- and @y attention is dravm to the fact thet the
United Kingdcm representative, in ccmmenting on this Soviet amendment, stated
that he thought this amendwent was a text containing én ideclogical posture,
a doctrinal apprcach vhich, in reality, already does appear in the text as we
have submitted, because all that it says is this: |

(continue& in English)

s« implementaticn of the provisicn cn the grenting of independence to
colonizl countries ...".

(continued in Spanish)

If we hzve esteblished a realistic gcal, which is 1965, to allcw for the

setiing uo of a parlizwent; and if at the same time we talk abcut the sense of

urgency -- just take these words -- what in the wvorld is the difference retwe=zn
“"sensge ¢f urgency" and the words "the imrediste implementaticn™?

New, I knew that arcund this table we have representatives ~- experts ~--
who have been discussing this prcblem for scme time; but from the strictly
legal standpoint, the word "imwmediate", without any ccncrete date, has no meaning'
whatscever; and the date of 1663, in paragraph 3 of the draft resdlution, deoes
establish the cnly pcssible realistic gceal.

Having said &1l this, in the light of this logical apprcach tc the prcblem,
I sheculd like to ask the Soviet Unicn representative -~ in the utmost geocd faith:
If this

=)
v

the Tact, then, what in the world dces this text add? I am referring
ncw to his amendment to paragraph 17.

There is a further point: If the Goviet Unicn representotive really can i
convince e that by adding this text to pavagravh 17 we are speeding vp -- by the

vord "immediate™ ~-- the date fixed as 1653, which is a minjmun limit, fine.
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The Administering Authority, however, has:expressed reservations regarding
the Soviet amendments. If the Administering Authority were to accept the date
of 1965, taking into account the inherent difficulties in the Territory, and the
problems that arise there, and the question of distance, need to organize
and expand the Councils and to create a really solid campaign from which this
parliament shculd emerge, I think, in all due logic:and reason, this is a time-
limit within.which the Administering Authority would have to work to its utmost
if it is to ccmply with the request of the Council. With these words I have
concluded my statement. I am raising this point once again because I do feel
that in-the light of the ability and intelligence'which we know lMr. Oberemko
has, he nust agrée with the lbgical apprcach td this problem. I hope you will

agree.
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lir. OPEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation

from Russian): The questions raised by the representative cf Polivia are’

deserving of our attention and we shall endeavour to give what explanationé e
can in order to establish mutual understanding between at least the two
delegations of the Scviet Union and Bolivia.

First of all, I should like to read cut our amendment. ZEven in listening
to the Spanish of the representative of Bolivia T hear certain wérds used;
I heard him, for instance, use the word "irmediate", which was translated
into English as "without delay". This must be very carefully interpreted. Ve
shall try to state exactly what our amendment contains. In paragraph 17 they
say that the "Council urges the Administering Authority to. establish ...
realistic torget dates reflecting the sense of urgency...". But a sense of
urgency for what? Ve are specifying the exact purpose for which all of these
measures should be carried out, all the measures provided for in the Declaration
of the General Assembly, and we are speaking of the sense of urgency for the
immediate implementation, without delay, of the Declaration. Ve wish the
Trusteeship Council clearly to indicate to the Administering Authority that the

Courcil will breock no procrastination, no delay, that we insist that steps be

The representative cof EBolivia raises the question; Does the representative
of the Soviet Union really believe it possible to create a parliament in five
days? Ve are not saying 2 parliament can be created in five days. Vhat we
insist upon is that measures for such a parliament be taken without delay. of
course, it is necessary to prepare electoral rolls,polling-places have to be
set up, an electoral campaign must take place -- and that all takes tirme.

But that all must be done and it must be done without any delay, without any
postponements. That is the point of our amendment, and I think that in this
respect cur position does not differ from that of the representative of Bolivia.
He also wishes there to be no delay, no procrastination. But I repeat, we

do not say that a parliament can be created in two days or five days or that this

should be done. In regard to this, the representative or Belivia and certain
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other members of the Visiting Mission have concluded that all of these

measures could be carried out no earlier than by the end of 1563. We hold
another point of view on this subject. Perhaps here there is a difference

of opinion concerning the exact date. But let us leave that matter aside; they
hold one point of view as to the date and we hold another. I think, however,
that all of us nust agree that measures have to be ﬁaken, at least, towards the
attainment of these goals and that these measures must be put into practice
without postponement or delay. That is precisely the point of ocur amendment,
that is what we are advocating. '

The representative of Bolivia has quite rigﬁtly-pointed out that the

Soviet Amendment raises concretely the question of the transfer of all authority
in accordance with paregraph 5 of the Declaration, and he asks to whom this
authority is to be handed over. In reply to this question we point out that

it 1s necessary to read paragraph 1 of the Report of -the Drafting Committee, the
Annex theretc, where reference is made to the creation of a parliament. Our

rwendment constitutes a supplement te this. Paragraph 1 of the Annex proposess
the establishment of a parliiament, and our amendment is intended to indicate
quite clearly that cnce this parliament is created, all authority should be
transfarred to it in accordance with the Leclaration. Thus two necessary elements
are laid down: "Tirst there is the organ to which authority is to be handed over,
and then our amendment provides for the implementation of the Declaration in
regard to the handing-over of authority to that organ. We have a difference

of opinion as to dates; but that is not what we are discussing now. The
Visiting liission has its views on target date and we have ours, but that
quastion we are leaving aside for the moment. We simply made a ﬁroposal with
regard to target dates and now we say that we must indicate that it is

necessary vithout delay to implement the Declaration. That was also mentioned
ty the representative of Bolivia; he also, as I understand him, is in favour

of having no postponement or delay so that the measures to be carried out may
b2 carried cut right now. I hope this explanation satisfies the representative

of Bolivia.
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lir. SATAMANCA (Bolivia) (interpretation from Spanish): The explanation,
I must say, does outline the position of the Soviet Union delegation with
complete clarity. I would have no objection, nor do I thinl: any member of the
Council would, to replacing the word "notes” with the word "endorses". I think
Tthis is quite a simple matter and that a change of this tyve does not really
alter the meaning of the draft resolution. But there is cne point which is
not so simple, which is a legal and not a political point on which our views
diverge, and so I have taken the floor to point out scmething that kas already
been stated by the Special Representative and by the iustralian delegatlon Ccf
course, in connexion with this matter of political goals. ard target dates for
the Territory, what we needed was to have the statement of Justralia in this
Council. How, of course, here we come to a point where my views differ from
those of iir. Oberemko, and it is a legal point. In the deliberations both of
this Council and of the Fourth Committee, any resolution of thekCouncil'carries
great weight, particular vis-&4-vis sissembly resolutions, for when we have the
corsent of the administering Authority to a text, our resolutions acquire alimost
a laglslatl"ﬂ character. 1Irn this case, of course, we do not really know whatl
the attitude of the Administering Authority is in this matter, but in any case,

13

if we decide upon the words "without delay" or "immediately”, these words might

"alter that attitude, might alter the Australian positicn. This is the crux of the

=y

watter. If the consent of the Administering Autkority has not been given on this"
specific point and if we use the terms "without delay”, "immediately" or’ - -
as soon as possible", and if at the same time the Administering Authority tells
us ‘that on this particular point the delegation has no instructions and does

not know what will be its Government's final decision, in that event how can we
say we have the consent of the Administering Authority? I we use the terms
"yrithout delay” or "immediately”, can we tell the idministering Authority they
have to comply with them? With HMr. Oberemlio’'s knowledge of how such things

work at the international level, he must agree with me that, after all, agreements
in this Organization are voluntary in nature, that the United MNations is not

a super-state. We all know, of course, that there are certain Administering
suthorities which do take a negative attitude indeed, but we of course hope that

Australia will understand and see the validity of our reccmmendations.
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So along these lines I would point out that my difference with thel
represeht&tive of -the Soviet Union is purely legal in nature. The words
"irmediately” or "without delay" can rrcduce no effect if the Adﬁinisfering

Authority does nct give its consent to such a decision of the Council.
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low ve are asking the )dministering Authority to be good enough to accept
the views of the Visiting Mission. Of course, this item will be considered again
in the Fourth Committee. Perhapé on that occasion the Australian Government will
be able to tell us frankly what its final position is on this problem, which is
of great importance and wkich has been examined wvith the utmost clarity in the
Council, _ | _

I do not wish to delesy the work of the Council, I have merely offered these
few words of explenation to analyze the sense of the amendrent advanced by the

Soviet representative.

I would avail myself of this opportunity to express my gratitude to the

Soviet representative -- and I would emphasize that I am not in any sense being
ironic -~ for heving supported even partially the recommendations of the Visiting
fission,

Sir Hugh FCCT (United Kingdom): I should like to have read out the
amendrrent which is propesed to paragraph 17.

The PRESIDENT: As I understood it -- and I am cf course subjéct to

correction by the Sovist representative -- the amendment wes to replace the phrase
which eppears after the words "sense of urgency" by the thrase "for the
irmedizate implementation in Ilew Guinea of the provisions of the Declaration on

the granting of inderendsnce to colonial countries and peogples"”,

iir. OBERCIKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from

Russian): I should like to read out my amendment in Russian once again, and I
shall ask the interpfeter to Te very careful in translating it into English,
because e must have an sccurate translation of the amendment.

The arendment is te replace the concluding words of paragraph 17 by the
following phrase: "realistic target dates reflecting thes sense of urgency for
the implementation without deley in New Guinea of the provisions of the
Declaration on the granting of independence to colonial gountries and peoples".

I have listened to the English interpretation of my amendment and would say
that this time it was correct.
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Sir Hugh FOCT (United Kingdom): I regard the wording prcposed by the

Drafting Cormittee in this paragraph as entirely satisfactory and'accurate.
However, in fairness to the repfesentative of the Soviet Union, I think that T
should apologize to him for what T said previously. I apparently sas deéling vith
an inaccurate translaticn into Eﬂglish of his amendment, I wés speaking on the
understanding that the Soviet representative had proposed the words "irmediate
implerentation”. Of course, "implementation without delay" is a very different
ratter, and I therefore do not wish to maintain what I said previously.
Nevertheless, I would repeat that I believe that the wording proposed by

the Drafting Committee is in all respects satisfactory and accurate,

Mr. KIDVAI (India): My delegation has exeamined the report of the
Drafting Committee on liew Guinea.
We ourselves have some doubts about the words "give serious consideration”
in paragraph 3. e think that this a very weak phrase and does not reflect the
sense of “the recomrmendations in this regard mede by the Visiting Mission in its
report; we do not think that the phrase reflects the point of view of most
mexbers of the Council in this regard, Ve had intended, therefore, to suggest
an amendment to that wording, bul the axendrment which has now been proposed by the’
Soviet representative islsatisfactory to my delegation,
T would suggest that in paragraph 3 the word “proposal® in the phrase
"the Mission's proposal" te changed to the word "recommendation", because in this
resrect we are considering the reccrmrendation of the Visiting Miséion.
My delegaticn will have no difficulty in accepting the arendments proposed
to paragrephs 1 and 2,.since they are merely draftinglchanges.
I come nov to paragrevh 17. In its report the Visiting lMission stated that: ~
"Rapid'and sound progress tovards the accepted goal of self-government or
independence can be made only if three prerequisites are ret ...
"That is why we propose that the target for implementation of the
three plans which we have advocated should be set no later than

31 Decenber 163", (T/1597, paragraphs 267 and 269)
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Iy delegation was a rerter of the Visiting Mission and naturally concurred

l_.l
o

its reccmrendations, Ve should therefore like to see paregraph 17 arended

(&
P
=

order to reflect the lMission's recommendations. Thke words presently contained

e
i
’

paragraph 17, "realistic target dates reflecting the sense of urgency ... ",
4o not fully express the Visiting Mission's recommendations, Uiy delegation,

therefore, wrould support the Soviet amwendment to paragrarxh 17,

The PRESIDENT: I would ask the representative of India whether his

suggestion vith regard to paragrank 3 is a formal arendment to change the word

proposal® to " recommendation®™?

lir, KIDWAT (India): Yes, it is..
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Mr. SAIAMANCA (Bolivia) (interpretation frem Spanish): It seems o

me that I have not fully understocd the changes which the representative of
India suggests shculd be made in paragraph 17, and I wculd ask him kindly to
give scme further explanation of the amendrents which he wishes to intrcduce;
The representative of India referred to a raragraph of the Visiting Mission's
report which stated that three prefequisites rust be met if progress is to

be made towards the gcal of self-govermment or independence. It is a question
of training mofe professicnal staff, making & full study of the econcmic
potential of the Territory and, finally, of creating a Farliament.

Vhen we discussed this point in the ccurse of the general debate I ventured
to explain to the representative of the Soviet Union that these three
conditions were complementary. In other words, if we take the Hypothesis
that a parliament wculd begin functioning in 1563, since the
training of professicnal staff will take scme time,_it is logical to assume'
that such a staff wculd be available possibly in ten years. The possibility
that an econcmic survey of the resources of the Territory might to scme extent
clarify that point is, of course, true, but even on the hypothetical basis that
a2 politicael eccncrmy is set up in the Territory in the near future, these two
prctlems would ccntinue to confront the Territory. If we tackle this problem
of prerequisites and, at the same time, support the Soviet prcoposal, which is
not very far removed frcr the idea of a sense 01 urgency, ve should be
ccrrlicating the drafting of paragraph 17 to such an extent that actually
the phrase "the sense of urgency" would disappear ccmpletely since, as I have
said, the matter of stepping up education in.the Territory and carrying out .
an econcmic survey creates ccrplerentary rrotlems. They are not, hcweven
prerequisites for iﬁdepehdence.

I would be grateful if the representativé of India would explain a little
more fully his quotation frcm the Visiting Mission's report. I interpret it
in a certain way, and I hope that other representatives agree with me. I think
that this reccmmendation with regard to the prerequisites concerned ccmplementery
requirementé, but not prerequisites for inderendence. The problem which,

of course, most concerns us, is the questicn of political advancement.
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Mr, KILWAI (India): Vhat T mean is that in the raragraph to which
I have referred mention is made of the accepted gcal of self-goverrment or
Independence. That is the aim tcwards which the Visiting Mission proposes
certain steps. The steps proposed are three and are leid dcwn on vage 88 of
the report. These three steps are to lead to the goal of self-government cr
inderendence. I agree with the representative of Bolivia that the two are
not inter-derendent. Even if these three proposals are not implemented,
there cen still be & grenting of independence. My point is that in the last
raragraph of the Drafting Ccmmittee's report no mention is made of the accepted
gcal of self-government or independence. It only refers to "realistic target
dates reflecting the sense of urgency for the rapid and planned advance of the
Territcry in all aspects of its political life". It cmits any menticn of the
aim of self-government cr independence, and this fact has been brought cut by
the amendrent presented by the representative of the Soviet Union. TFor that

reason, my delegation will have no difficulty in supporting that amendment.

The FRESILENT: If there are no further ccmments, I think that ve

cen no rriceed to vote on the amendments prcoposed to the various paragraphs and
to have & serarate vote on those particular paragraphs, after which, if there is

no 2bjecticn, we can vote on the remairder of the report.

lir. HCOD (Australia): My delegation would request separate consideraticn
by raragraphs. This khes often been done in the past. I ask this particularly
in view of the fact that amendments have been sutmitted to seprsrate paragraphs
alre=dy and it may be that cther amendments will be proposed in the ccurse
of the discussion.

The PRESIDENT: That is, of course, for the Ccrmittee to decide. Is

there any cbjecticn to the request of the representative of Australia for

voting raragraph by raragraph throughcut the report?
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Mr. KILWAT (India): TVhat would be the procedure as regerds the

arendments?

The FRESILEET: I would proposs that each pafagraph be considered

separately. The Tirst paragraph would be ccnsidered first, with the amendment
to that paragraph, and that paragrarh voted upon, and so cn. W/here an amendment
has been proposed to a rarticular paragraph it,will be voted on first, and then
the paragraph voted cn a2s amended or otherwise. Is that satisfactory to the

~ Council.? )

Since I hear no cbjection, we shall proceed accordingly.

Mr. HOOD (Australia): Before peregraph 1 is put to the vote I have

a ccrment to make -- not a proposal, but a ccrment.

lle observed with ccnsiderable interest, if not a degree of curicsity,:
the use in paragrach 1 -- and, of course, in the two succeeding raragraphs --
of the term "Parliemeri". Could I ask, by way of elucidaticn, vhether the
mempers of the Drafting Ccrmittee had scme particular reason for using this
terr "Parliament"? Ferlizment has a ccnnotetion which perheps is hard to -
define, t would certizinly take a long time to attempt to define the
sctual constituticral connotaticn of the term "Parliement". It dces carry
constitutional implicaticns, I think -- certaialy in Trglich and ir political

sege in English-speelirng ccuntries. Moreover, the reiterated use of the

o

term “Parliement of Ferxua and Few Guinee" in this draft repcrt dces appear
to attempt to predetermine, to scme degree the ncmenclature which weould, of
course, have to be adopted in due course in one or both of these Territories.
In cur view, such final terminology cught to be a matter for the people of
the Territory themselves. It would perhaps be premature for the Council, if
it does mean to do so, to attempt to lay down in advance such terminology,
particularly -- erd the Council is well mware of this -- as tke

teople themselves have not yet decided on the name of the Territory. 1le do

nct know what the pecple will finally wish to call the Territery.
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(tir. Hood, Austrelia)

Turthermore, =2s far as I am aware, in the case of previous Trust Territories whiech
Were in the process of attaining self-government in due course, the actual term
“Parliarent®, I think, has not been used.b§ the Trusteeship Council. VWe hkave
doubtless used terms such as "Legislative Asserbly" or "Representative Assembly"
or +the "Central /ssembly”. Hence my curiosity as to the reason for the very
clear choice of this term in this draft report.

lir. SALZMANCA (Bolivia) (interpretation frem Spenish): As a member of

the Drafting Cormittee, I should like to satisfy the curiosity of the
representative of Australia. On page 67 of the Visiting Mission's report, when
we talk about political advencement of the Territory, the text reads: "Chepter IV"
and the term "representative Parliament® is used. In paragraph 208 of the |
Visiting Missicn's report the term "House of Representatives" is used and the
Mission goes or to state:

" +ss That ... for many reasons, pricipally because it gives a rore

accurate picture of the composition and function of the Parliesments proposed”.
Paragrarh 211 of this same report states:

"Trirdly we balieve that the establishment of a central representative

= discussed tkis perticular issue in the Drafting Committee. The
representative of HNew Zeeland and the representative of the fdministering Authority,
ventured to offer this interpretation. I said that what the Visiting liission had
in mind was & representative Parliament from which eventually a government could

be torn. T2 thought that the word "Parliament” carried this connotation;
naturally, this was the very intenticon of the Visiting ifission. We also know,

of coursz, that on the political plane and at tha constitutional level organization
there ure two forwms of constitution. You have the British type in wnier all powesrs
erxanate Trom Parliament. Ve slsc have the North American type of constitution

where the povers asre dividsd. Taling into account the historical past and the

p

o

ct

intecedants of the Administering Authority which has teen following the British

Lo

appreach, we thought that this would be the rost logical and clearest course and the

test terrm to use to reflect precisely what was the Visiting Mission's intention.
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(Mr. Salaranca, Bolivia)

I know indiréctly that meny publications and wany important newspapérs iﬁ
Australia have viewed this particular recommendation with alarm. OF course, if
we were to use the term "House of Representatives" or "Asserbly" in some manner,
we might be suggesting the possibility that that Assembly should proceed by
gradual steps and stages, that first it should be a House of Repfesentatives and
then perhaps a Senate and then perhaps an Executive Authority. On the other hand,
if we use the term "Parliament" from the British stendpoint, this would mean that
as soon as a Parliament begins to emerge, at the same time political power is
being born. :

I must state that the Special Representative made a few comments from
the viewpoint of constitutional trends in Australia. This ié a point-on which I
consulted various persons, paerticularly the Chairman of the Visiting Mission,

My view 1s very simple. TVhat other authority or erirent source in this Council
is more qualified to give us the precise, clear and exact meaning of the term
YParliament” +than the United Kingdom representative? I would be grateful if he
cculd tell us, in his capacity as the Head of the Visiting liission, whether he
agrees with the terms in which we drafted the sections of the report and how I

beve interpreted the term "Parliament” as it is understcod in the United Kingden.

Mr. COREER.(New Zealand): As a member of the Drafting Committee X feel
that I alsc must comment in response to the question put by the representative of -
fustralia, eamplifying the comments made by the representative of Bolivia,

As he has said, we bad a considerable amount of discussion as “to the term
that should be used. The report of the Drafting Committee was inevitably ﬁased
upnn the report of the Visiting Mission, and you will note that a large part of
the report is an attempt to summarize the report of the Mission itself. - Therefore,
w2 only had a limited amount of leeway in choosing terms. If we were sumrarizing
the rerort of the Visiting Mission, we had to use their terminology, not ours,
sven if we might have thougnt that we could have devised terms which would
perhaps express the meaning more clearly. Therefore,:we turned to the report of
the Visiting Mission and found that the word "Parliament” was used perhaps in a
rurher of different ways. We found, for instance, in one section, that there was

o reference to a "Central Parliament"; then to a "Central Representative Parliament";



DR/rh T/PV.1202
55-35

(Mr. Corner, New Zealani)

to a "representative Parliament”, then to a “truly representative Parlisment® or
a "fully representative Parliament". Then, as the representative-of Bolivia has
said, in paragraph 208 some doubt was perhaps thrown on the use of the word
"Parliament" because this paragraph refers to the "composition of the new House of
Representatives”. Then it says in brackets: '

we suggest that this title is preferable for many reasons, principally-

because it gives a more accurate picture of the composition and function

of the Parliament proposed”.
In other words, the term "House of Representatives” might have been & tetter term
to use for the Parliament which the Mission was proposing. Then we took note of
paragraph 218 which states: ' - _
"The proposals which we® -~ the Mission -~ "now put forward (which

are made possible only by the groundwork already done)"” -- that is, the

proposals the Mission put forward for a Parliement -- "will, we believe,

éonstitute a most important step towards the development of the full

parliamentary system ..o "
In other words, this proposal for a Parliament is a step on the way to a full
parlianentary system, So the Mission has in mind scmething less than a full
parliamentary system. Thus, in balancing'up these varicus expressions used, we
considered possibly substituting other terms to express the meaning xore cleariy;
- for erample, would the term "more fully representative central legislature” be
vhat the lission had in mind? I thought that perhaps it would, but.nevertheless
one constantly got tack to the point that what we were purporting to do was to
surnarize the report of the Mission and that as the Mission used fhe word
YParliament”, that wofﬂ has gone into the Drafting Committee's report.

May I say that my understending is that in using the term "Farliament™, one
is using a generic term; within the framework of this wordl”Parliament", anything
may develop. The Parliament at Vestminster is known at the Mother of Parliaments
and the Parliament at Westminster has spawned many Farliaments in different parts
of the Commonwéalth. /11 of those Farliaments bear a certain relation, particular
in their form of proceedings, to the Parliament at Westminster. But every one
has evolved in a different way according to the genius of the people of the
rarticular country.
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(¥r. Corner, New Zealand )

The Parliament in New Zealand, starting from the Pariiament at Hestminster,
‘mey eppear to be the same, but its procedures in the course of nearly one
hundred years have undergone a considerable number of modifications. Siﬁilarly,
in Vestern Samoa you may see the ancient Stuart rituals being carried out

in a thatched meeting-house under the cocosnut palm trees, but the spirit of
this Parliament has many differences from the spirit of the Parliament at
Westminister. And so, in the case of New Guinea, what I had in mind.was that
one was using the words "parliament"” as a term with a big’enough-framework to
enable the development withcut that:framework of whatever kind of parliament

the genius of lNew Guinea eventually brings up.

Sir Hugh FCOT (United Kingdom): I do not think that we need to spend

very much more time on this disertation, very interesting as it is, but I should
like to confirm entirely what has been said by the representatlves of Bolivia
and of New Zealand. There is no more honourable or anCLEﬁt term than the term .
of "parliamenﬁ". That term is widely understood, and we used it because_we
intended to give exactly the impression which the two members of the Drafting
Cormittes have conveyed to us foday. Ve wished to use the widest possible
term, ve wishea to use a generic term, we wish to use a general term which would
be familiar to the people vko were mainly concernsd. We did not wish, aﬁd i
would like to assure the representative of the Administering Authority of this,
- in any way to impose a name on the peopie of New Guinea. I would like to say,
.end I am sure that every_me&ber_of the Visiting Mission would agree with me,
that that must obviously be a matter for the people of New Guinea, in
onsultation with the Administering Authofity.
_ Vle were intending to convey the sense of the recommendation, and we tbougb*
that the use of the widest possible term was the best way to do so. We did .
make a passing coument that the name "House of Representatives” mlght be mwore
suitable for what we proposed than the existing term "ILegislative Council®.
I still think 50, but I télievé the best attitude for us to take, arnd I
think that perhaps it would put the mind of the Australian representative at
rest, 18 to say that these are terms used in our report, but a decision in a
matter of thié kind, more than any other matter, must be a matter for the people

concerned.,
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br. KIANG (China): Like the representative of

the United Kingdem, I
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7ish to suzgest something to set at rest the mind of our Australian collengus.
vay I propose that we just use the word "Legislature” instesd of "Parlizment®.

I think that would be acceptable to all the members of the Council.

kir. SATAMANCA (Bolivia) (interpretation from Sgsnish): In my first

statement, I omitted to deal with a point upon which the United Kingdom

representative has touched. This is the issue which was rzised by the sustrzlian
\

representative when he said that the Territory still had no nawme. In this
instance, I should like to recall that at orevious sessions of the Council this
particular point was discussed, and, as I remember, I was =zrong the wminority with
my vote. '

I do not think that it is necessary for a population to baptize itself.
The Administering Authority has an ecquivocal position tcvards this Territory
vith regard toc its name. It does not like the name of Iew Guinea, and it hozes
that the people will find another neme. Heverthelesé, the idministration, in
all its documents, uses the term "New Guinza'.

I should like to drav the attention of the Council zrd of the Administering

Authority to a very inrortant point. In the second linsz of the first paragrzph
of the drafi{ conclusions and recoumendaticns of ths Drafting Committee

(T/L.1053), we use the term "Parliement in Papuz wnd New Guinea®™. That is to

say, we zre not restricting this development solely to the Trusth Territéry, erd, .
of course, if in future such a representative parliament were to be created,

both sectors of the population probably would have to.accept the fact that the naxe
already existed. It way very well be that the name of the parliament would be
"Pepuan Perliament” or "New Guinea Parliament”, and perheps toth terms would te
used. But that is rot particularly imrortant.

Turning to the point made by the representative of China, after t

=g
w

cornrents made by the representatives of the United Kingdom znd lVew Zealand, 1

el
==

feel that the term "Parliament” hes more historical validity znd implies tha

eventually such a parlisment will be created frowm which will emerze a Covernment

in the Territory itself.
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lir. . NUCKFR (United States of .merica): I wish merely to associate
myself with the comments mede by the Chairman of the Visiting Mission, the United
Kingdom representative. As a member of the Visiting Mission, I want to make
clear my thinking with respect to the use of this word "Parlisment". As we
travelled through New Guinea and discussed this new body and referred to it in
different terms, and used the term "House of Representatives”, vhich might have
been the influence of North American thinking, ﬁifh respect to the legislative '
body, it became apparent to me that New Guineans and Australians aslike undérstood
and were at home with the word "parliameﬁt", and for this reason, more than any
other I believe our Visiting Mission unconsciously agreed upon the use of the
vord "parliament” because it was understaﬁdable to the peopie involved.

" I fully agree that there was no intent on the part of the Visiting Mission
to predetermine the precise meaning of the word "parliement" in terms of the
method of operation of this "Parlisment” in its beginning phases. I fully believe
that the word "parliament" permits the body of men to develop, as suggested by
the New Zealand representative, in terms of their desires, their skills and
their genius, as was so aptly put, but there was no connotation given to the
word "parliament" by the Visiting lMission which would deteriorate in any way the
2bility of that body to develop in the manner in which their ovn skills and

dictates would cause it to develop.

The PRESIDENT: NMay I ask the representative of China whether he wishes

his suggestion to be considered as a formal amendment?

Mr. KIANG. (China): I myself find ro difficulty vwith regard to the term
1’};:ar-l:i.an':e}:rl:", and I do not feel any concern about that word. It seems to me that
the Visiting Mission is very much inclined to retain the word "parliament” in the
recommendation and I will certainly go along with that; in fact, I am prepared to

vote for it.
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Vhen I heard the representative of Lustralia wake his comments, I was
surprised that apprehension should have been expreséed so late in the discussicn
in the Council. As a matter of fact, in nmy statement in the general debate I
used the words "lLegislative Lssembly”. I am not prepared to press for that, but
if the Australian delegation vants to change the word, I will support ié.

The PRESIDENT: The Council will now vote on the Soviet amendment to

paragraph 1, which seeks to replace the word "notes" by the word “endorses™ in
the first line. '

The amendrent was adopted by 5 votes to nones, with 3 gbstentions.
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The PRESIDENT: We shall now vote on paragraph 1, as amended, A roll

call vote has been requested.

A vote was taken by roll call.

The Union of Soviet Scecialist Republics, having been drawn by lot by the

President, was called upon to vote first.

In favour: Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
' Kingdem of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United States of America, Bolivia, China, France,
India, New Zealand
Against: Ilone |
Abstaining: Australia

Paragrach 1, as amended, was adopted by 8 vcobes to ncne, with 1 abstention.

The PRESIDENT: We shall nowv vote on the amendment proposed by the

Soviet Union to paragraph 2, which would change the words "notes that the Mission

believes" to the words "zpproves the view of the Mission".

The zmendment was adopted by 5 votes to none; with 3 zbstentions.

The PRESIDEIY: We shall now vote on paragraph 2, as amended.

Parazrarh 2, as awended, was adcopted by 7 votes to none, with 2 abstentions,

The PRESIDEIT: The Council will now vote on the amendment to

paragrapn 3 which was proposed by the Soviet Union. This amendment would
- . : s . s =T . s
substitute for the words “give serious consideration to",the word "implement".

There were 2 votes in favour, 2 against and 4 abstentions.

Tne PRESIDEET: Under rule 38 of the rules of procedure, it is

provided that another vote should normally be taken after a brief recess. Is it
the desire of the Council to have such a brief recess, or does it prefer to

proceed to the vote immediately?

lir. OBEREMKO (Unicn of Soviet Socialist Republies)(interpretation from

Russian): I suggest a five minute recess. We feel that it may be possible to
hold informal consultations in that time. I do not understand, for example, why

all the members of the Visiting Mission could not declare themselves in favour
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(Mr. Oberemkec, USSR)
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£ this amendment so that their own reccrmendations may be put into effect.
I think that perhaps further reflection and consultation may be reguired at
this time. It seems to me that we couvld utilize these five minutes-precise?ly

for such consultations.

The PRESIDENT: Since there is no objection, we will have a brief

IreCescs.
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Mr. OBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation freon
Russian): There was some dount in the minds of the Secretariat as to who voteg T
in what Tashion on this proposal, since only eight members turned out to be voting,

:
Perhaps we could have a roll-call vote in order to have this clearly ascertained. |

Mr. SATAMANCA (Bolivia)(interpretation from Spanish): I think that my

statement will facilitate the voting in this case. As a matter of fact, the word
"implement" was suggested. Ve want the Administering Authority to implement the

Mission's proposal. But, after all, when you are making a recommendation, what you

. are doing is asking the Administering Authority to carry out the recommendations.
I abstained from voting because I did not think that the Soviet amendment
really changed the basic meaning of the text. I would have no bbjection to voting J
in favour of this amendment in order to facilitate a solution of this oroblem.

The meeting was suspended at 12.25 p.m. and resumed at 12.35 pb.m,

The PRESIDENT: A wvote by roll call on the Soviet amendment td

paragraph 3 has been regussted.

A vote was taken by roll call.

France, having besn drawn by lot by the President, was called upon to vote

Fivgt.

In favour: India, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Bolivia

Agginst: New Zealand, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America, Australia

Abstaining: France, China

The amendment was rejected by 4 votes to 3, with 2 abstentions.

The FRESIDELT: L now put to the vote the amendment to paragraph 3

moved by the representative of India -- that is, to replace the word "proposal™ in
the second line by the word "recommendations".

The amendment was adopted by 6 votes to none, with 3 abstentions.

Paragraph 3, as amended, was adopted by 7 votes to none, with 2 abstentions, -
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The PRESIDENT: The Soviet representative has asked to speak in

explanation of his vote, but I think the anpropriate procedure would be to have all

explanations of votes after the voting has been concluded on all the paragrapns
of' the renort.

Paragranh 4 was adopted by 7 votes to none, with 1 abstention.

Paragranh 5 was adopted by 7 votes to none, with 1 abstention.

Paragraph & was adooted by T votes to 1, with 1 abstention.
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Paragraph 7 was adopted by 8 votes to none.

Paragzrarh 8 was adopted by 8 votes tc ncne.

AP .

Parasraph 9 was adopted by 8 votes to none.

The PRESIDENT: Before putting paragraph 1C to the vote I call on the

-l L
representative of the Soviet Union on a point of order in ccnnexion with “the-

voting.

Mr. CBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from

Russian): DNot only in connexion with the voting, Sir. We have a question'with
regard to paragraph 10, We do not know whether this watter was discussed in
detail in the Trusteeship Council. It seems to me that it was not actually
discussed. Vhy do we find here the sudden statement that thke Council
recommends the paving of the highway linking Lae and Goroka as a wajor step in
the development of the Territory? Perhaps the Visiting Mission was particularly
shaken up on this road and still remembers what 'an ordeal it is to travel over
the highways of New Guinea., But we cen hardly regard this as a seriocus '
reccmmendaticn -- to speak generally of the economic znd political development
of the Territory, and sc cn, and then all of a sudden to ccme out with' the
reccrmendation that it is necessary to put one particular rcad there in gocd
crder. Cn whut basis is this reccmmendation made? Is it the view of the
pooulaticn? If it is, then perhaps we shculd say so. And if it is the ﬁiew of

the Legislative Council, then we should also mention that.

The PRESIDENT: I call upon the representative of liew Zealand on a

point of order.

iir. CCRHIR (Mew Zealand): I do not regard this as a particularly sericus
ratter, but is this a point of crder in comnexion with the voting? I thought

there had veen time todiscuss the report before the voting started.
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The PRESIDENT: 1T was asbcut to say thet in the normal ccurse ths rules

provide that there is to be no discussion after the voting starts. I suppose
that it is up to the Council; if the Council wishes to waive the rules in this
regard and permit discussion on this item, that is for the Council to decide.

3ut the normal procedure weuld be to have no discussion after the start of the

vooing.

kir, OBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation frem

Bussian): How can I fail to be surprised, lir. President? The representative of
Wew Zealand started a technical discussion on paragrapn 1 with regard to the
exact meaning of the word "Parliament”. Everyone spoke, although you said that
we were then about to start the voting, and questicns vere put. Uhy then can
we not put a question with respect to paragraph 1C. .

You have not yet declared that the voting on paragraph 1C hes started. Ye
asked for the floor before the voting started, and if any question arises why should
it not be clarified, particularly as we agrezad to consider this paragraph by
paragraph? If you will lock at past records of the Truéteeéhip Council's
meetings ycu will see that it has always been pérmitted for mewbers of the Council
to put gquestions and express their points of view, and this was also done at the
present meeting as well. But of course, you may rule as you see fit. I the
Draftiaz Ccrmittee dozs not find it possitle to provide a reply to our question,

then we can of cocurse prcceed.

The FRESIDENT: I would say to the mrepresentative of the Soviet Union

that the discussion on the word "Parliament" tcok place before there was any

voting, in the recollection of the Chair. )
It is up to the Council to do as it wishes. The norizal procedure is te go

right through the voting once the voting has ccwmenced, but the Council can

2cide o© rvise if it wishes.
decid the iy h

lir. CATAMANCA (Bolivia) (interpretation frem spanish): I would not

copose the idea that the Council may alter its rules of vrccedure -- if this is
indeed an alteration of the rules -- so that I cculd imirediately answer the
question raised by the representative of the Zoviet Union. I must, however,

confess that I did not quite grasp the precise point that was bothering hinm.
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: The PRESIDENT:: I must insist that if there is to be discussion of

this question, the Council decide to waive the rules in this regard.

Sir Hugh FCOT (United Kingdcm): A point of order, lir. President. I

would suggest, for your ruling, that we might listen to the answer on this
particular point which has been raised, so that,having been raised, it should
be disposed of , and that we shculd then decide to vote on the remaining sections
of this draft report without further discussion. If anything is to be said,'
it can be said in explenation of vote. I subrit this as a formal proposal, if I

am entitled to do so.

The PRESIDENT: The representative of the United Kingdoﬁ has moved that

the rules be waived,wvith respect to paragraph 10, to provide for discussion

on this item.

Sir Hugh FCOT (United Kingdcm): If I may, I would like to amend that,

Sir: only to permit a representative of the Drafting Ccwmittee to wmake a

reply to the question which has been raised, and that we should then proceed

— e —
—

without further discussicn.

The PRESIDENT: Ycu have heard the proposal of the representative of

the United Kingdcm. Is there any objection?

lir. OBERENMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation frem

Russian)£ Ve consider this to be a quite arbitrary proposal. I. there is
anything to discuss, then let us discuss it. C(therwise, what sort of democcracy is
-this, this recommendation of Sir Hugh Foot that we shculd receive only this one
explanation? If this explanation happens to be inadequate and if we wish to
discuss it further, then by all means let us discuss it. But youbare
apparently.trying to limit discussion here, li-. President. Cf course, you way .
do so; the majority of the Council is under your ccntrol. But then please do not
play the democrat and pretend that ycu are in favcur cf freedcm of exgression ang
discussion. We ccnsider this an absurd and unacceptable propcsal, that a certain

person be permitted to speak and that everyone else then be denied the right
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.’
either to put question or provide answers. This is scrething you could perhaps

do in the colonies, but not in the organs of the United Hations. Ve strenuously%
coject to this attempt of the cclcnial Powers to limit the right of any i

i
delegation to speak here.

Either there should be no discussion at all or else

the discussion should be on an equal footing, with equal rights for all
delegations.
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The PRESIDENT: I call on the United } {ingdom rcpreuentatlve it

exercise of his right of reply.

Sir Hugh FCOT (United Kingdom): I do not think +hat we should waste

any further time on this matter. The representative of the Soviet Union told

_the Council earlier that he wished to raise questions on only four paragraphs
of this report. Ample opportunity was provided at the right time to discuss
the report. The Soviet representative has had the same opportunity as everyone
else. I suggest that when I put forward, out of ccurtesy to him, the
suggestion that he should have an answer to his question, 1t is unreasonable for
his to return Wlth an attack.

I adhere to my proposal-thatd.represeﬁtative of the Drafting Committee
should answer the specific question that has been raised and that the Council

should proceed to vote on the rest of the Drafting Committee's recvort.

The PRESIDEIT: Since the Soviet representative objects to that

proposal by the United Kingdom representative, I shall now put it to the vote.

The vproposal was adopted by 4 votes to none, with 4 abstentions.

lir. SALAIANCA (Polivia) (interpretation from Spanish): After this

procedural debate I am rot quite sure what question the Soviet representative has

put. I would therefore ask him to pose a concrete question that I may ansver.

lir. OBERELKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation

from Russian): I address this remark to the representative of Polivia:
As a result of the decision which the Council has just tauvn, I have been

deprived even of the right to repeat my gquestion.
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The PRESIDELT: The questicn related to the inclusion of specific

references in paragraph 10 of the Drafting Coumittee's revort. )

Lir. SALAMANCA (Bolivia) (interpretation frem Spanish): In the Visiting

lMission's report mention is made of some of the difficulties in the Territory's

means of communication. I regret very much that I have tc speak on behalf of the

members of the Visiting lMission; it would have been preferable for this gusstion

to have been raised earlier. In any case, I shall now guote from the Visiting

Mission's  report:

(spoke in English):

"By 1661 nearly 5,0C0 miles of road in the Trust Territory were cren
to traffic; existing roads are, however, mainly rough rural roads, and no
one wiio travels in lNew Guinea can Tail to be impressed by the difficulties
which arise from the absence of road or rail communication. In many parts

of the country -- particularly in the lighlands -- all communications and

m

11 commercial activities must be undertaken by air. This of course puts

a very severe limitation on all kinds of development including.agriculturél
development. VWau and Bululé have greatly benefited from the road which

links them to the port at Ice and there is already a very rough rocad connecting
Iae on the coast to Goroka in the Highlands. :

“Yfe realize the very heavy cost of building good roads in the rough
country of the New Guinea mainland (e estimate that on an average the
building of a gocd standard road in the mountain aress wculd not be less
that 220,000 a mile)... We feel sure that the next wain road to be put in
gocd order should be the one linking Lae and Goroka and we understand that
this rcad should present no great engineering difficulties at least for the
stretceh of road nearest to Lae. This road will have the additional advantage
of opening up the Markham V2lley which holds out valuable prospects for
agricultural development, particularly in the raising of cattle. iie believe,
morecver, that once the road is established development will quickly follow

in ths Ilighlands and along the rocad as well." (T/1597, paragraphs 174 and 175)
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(continued in Spanish):

That is the specific recommendation made by the Visiting liission. For.the
further information of the Soviet representative, I should like to say that
there are 500,000 inhabitants in the Highlands of New Guinea, who have a strong
community sense. The scil is fertile. This could really be exploited in depth.

In this connexion it was felt by the visiting Mission that a link with
-the coast would be of great political importance; and not merely of economic
importance. The Drafting Committee therefore included this recommendation from
the Visiting lission's report. It would after all mean linking 500,000 people
with the rest of the Territory. This seem to us of great importance, and that
is vhy we made the recommendation. '

To satisfy the curiosity of the Soviet representative, I would say that
we consulted the Administering Authority on this point, and it told us that it
was prepared to undertake all of the necessary work -- repairing bridges, and

so forth -- in order to establish this necessary and useful link.

. The .PRESIDELET: The Council will now continue the voting on the

Drafting Ceoimuittee's report.

Paragraph 10 was adopted by 6 votes to none, with 2 abstentions.

Parazraph 11 was adopted by 8 votes tc 1.

Paracranh 12 was adopted by T votes to none, with 1 abstention.

Paragraph 13 was edopted by 8 votes to none.

Parazraph 14 was adopted by 7 votes to none; with 1 abstention.

Paragreph 15 was adopted by 7 votes to none, with 1 abstention.

Paragraph 16 was adopted by 7 votes to none, with 1 abstention.
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The PRESIDEERT: We shall now vote on the Soviet Union amendment to

raragraph 17, vhich amendment I shall re-state. The words after "the sense of
argency" would be replaced by the following: "for the implementatian without
delay in Nevw Guinea of the provisions of the Declaration on the granting of
independence to colonial countries and peoples.”

A roll-call vote has been requested.

A vote was taken by roll-czll,

India, having teen drawn by lot by the President, was called upon to vote

In favour:: - India, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics

Against: Australia, France, Hew Zealand, United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Island, United
States of America

Abstaining: Bolivia, China

" The amendment was rejected by 5 votes tb 2, with 2 abstentiocons..

Paragreph 17 was adopted by 6 votes to none, with 3 abstentions. -

The PRESIDENT: Ve shall now vote on paragraph Lt on the first page

cf the Drafting Committee's report, which accepts the working parers
Z/L.10k4  end T/L.10kk/23d.1 as the basic text on llew Guinea for the report of
the Trusteeship Council to the General Asserbly.

Trot parasrerh wvas adopted by 6 votes to none, with 2 sbstentions.

The PRESIDENT: I am advised by the Secretary thet it has not been

rossible to circulate at the present time the corrected text of the individual
cbservations on New Guinea. It is suggested that the Council should adopt these
opservations as approved by each delegaticon and those approvals communicated to

the Secretariat. , These observations can then be included in the report under the

relsvant headings.

llr. DOISE (France) (interpretation from French): I wish to speak on a

voint of order., Are we nov going to vote on the whole of the repcri?
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The PRESIDENT: It was the intention to put the report as a whole to

the vote, if this procedure was adopted providing for the approval in this vay of

the individual observations.

Mr. SALAMANCA (Bolivia) (interpretation from Spanish): In the course

of the debate on lew Guinea my delegation did not intervene because our views
coincide with those in the Visiting Mission's report. In the course of the deba e,

however, particularly when the representative of the Soviat Union offered some

J
criticism, I ansvered him, expressing some opinions which I considered to be
relevant to the contents of the report. I would now request that these remarks
should be included in some Tfashion in the text of these statements of the positions

of delegations,

The FRESIDENT: I am advised by the Secretary that this will be up to

the representative of Bolivia when the draft of the summary of his observations
is submitted to him, '

Is there any objection t0 the procedure which has been suggested? Since
I hear none, it is so ordered. Therefore, we shall vote on the report on the
Trust Territory oi lNew Guinea as a wvhole,

ke report as a whole was adopted by 7 votes to ncre, with 2 abstentions,

=1

The PRCSIDENT: I shall now call upon these representatives vho wish to

explzain their votes,

Sir Hugh FCCT (United Kingdom): I merely wish to say, in explanation

of my vote, that in the wording of the first three raragrarhs of the report, T

preferred throughout the wording proposed to us by the Drafting Committee.

Mr. DOISE (France) (interpretation from French): I should like %o
éxplain iy vote on the amendment proposed by the representative of the Soviet Union
with respect to paragraph 3. Ve voted in Tavour of that amendment because my
delegation has alwvays felt that the Trusteeship Agreerment was a ccntract between
two parties. Therefore, ve must have the Administering Authority's reply to the

liissionts proposals, and this reply has not yet, quite understandably, come forvard,

e
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e are also convinsed that fustralia will contisue its co-cperation vith tha
Council, Therefore, since we still do nct know the view of the Administering
Authority, which is important in view of the technicel prcblems involved, ve
could not decide whether or not a proposal for elections, for example, cculd be
-implemented quickly. That is why I took the position T d4id with regard to the
amendrent of the Soviet delegation.

. With regard to paragraph 17, we vwere not able to supgort this, aﬁd on this
wve have exclaimed our position meny tires. Ve do not vcte on qértain resolutions
in the United [Hations in general terms only, but in view of the realities invclved

in each problen.

=
an
(my
i

I sbstained from voting on varagraph 10 because I thought -- a2nd this
point raised by the Soviet Union -- that this problem of the rozd linking Lee
and Goroka should have been discussed in the general debzie, IT there_is no
at least there is a tradition in thes Council that proposals and

written rule,

5

solutions adopte { d of a debate should be in accordance wi ne idesz
resolut dopted at the end of a dsbate should bhe in accorda rith the ide

f giving resunné of the agreement rezched in the genersl debate and that such
of g a resun ag

OJ

proposals can only be adopted alfter conclusions have been expounded Tormelly during.

the general debate,

1. SALAMAKCA (Bolivia) (interpretation frum Spanish): I should like

to explain the reascn wﬁ“ I ebstained from voting cn parzgrarh 17 and the Soviet

In the original dreft ve spoke of a "sense of ur and I thought that the .

EI»i
(‘J
e

terminolcgy was strong enough tc convince the Ldminister "ing Authority that it should

accept the recommendations of the Council., The addition of the words "irmediate

(

implementation", whether or nct this would speed up rositive action by the
Administering Authority, seems to me to be a matter of rhetoric. Therefore, T

abstained frem voting on this text.

Mr, KIDVAT (India): My delegation voted in favour of paragraph 3. At
the sare time, we should like to go on record as stating thet the words "give
serious consideration to" are rather veak. Ye s%ill think that the Administering
Authority should implemecnt, rather than give serious consideration to the liissioils
proposal. In that belief, and hoping that the Australian delegetion will imxplerment
the propcocsal

, we voted in favour of that paragraph.
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We abstained from voting on paragraph 17 because it contains no mention of

the ultimate goal of independence from which is a very important matter.
: i '
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Mr. CBEREMKO (Unicn of Soviet Sceialist Republics) (interpretation

frer Russisn): The Soviet delegaticn cculd not agree with the report of the
Drafting Ccmmittee since it did not meake yrovisicrs for measures towards the
attainment of independence by New Guinea. No mention is made of independence
in this report; therefore, ve consider that this report is a further element
of evidence that the Trusteeship Council should bear in mind its present
memcership when the majority in it belcongs tc the colonial Powers and their
closest allies and that therefore-the Trusfeeship'Council is unable to and

is incapable of taking steps towards the fulfilment of the decision of the
General Assembly with regard to the liquidation of colonialism, including
the liquidation cf the Trusteeship System which is but a wvariant of

colcnialism.

ACENDA ITEM 3c
EXAMIDATICN OF CCNDITICHS IN THE TRUST TERRITCRY COF NAURU: CBSERVATIONS COF
MEMBERS OF THE TRUSTEESHIP COUNCIL REFRESENTIIG THEIR INDIVIDUAL CPINICHNS

OHLY (7/1..1052) ~

The FRESIDENT: These observations have been approved by the members

of the Ccuncil and they will of course be inserted as usual. under the varicus
headings of the repcrt. I understand that all the individual cbservations have
been approved by the members in consultation with the Secretariat. As I see

no cbjection, I take it that this docﬁment_is approved.

It was so decided.

-The PRESIDENT: I think it will ncw be appropraite for the Council to

vote on the report of Nauru as a whole. We shall ncw vote on the adoption of

the report on Nauru as a whole.

The report of Nauru as a whole was adopted by 8 votes to none,

with 1 abstention.
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AGENDA ITEIM 5

REPCRTS OF TEE UNITED NATIONS VISITING MISSICN TO NAURU ATD 1LV GUINEA! 1962;
DRAFT RESOLUTICN (T/L.1050)

The FRESIDENT: I should like to point out thet the draft resoluticn

sutmitted by the delegatiocn of China, contained in docurent T/L.105Cs is

similar to resolutions adopted in the past concerning other visiting missions.’
The principal purpose is to authorize the printing of the report in

accordance with rule G9 of the rules of procedure. Is there any objecticn

to this proposal?

Vr. CBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation

_frcm Russian): The Scviet delegation dces not see that any proposal has been
intrcduced on this subject. I believe that the delegation of Irdia intended to
make certain propcsals cnthis subject and if that delegation does make its
vroposal, we are prerared to ccnsider it and to act accordingly. But at the

presant time we see no rrerczals tefcore us on this subject.

The FRESIDENT: As there are no further cbservaticns on this subject,

we shall vote on the draft resclution submitted by the delegation of China in
dccument T/L.1C50.

The draft resoluticn was =2dopted by 8 votés_ﬁo ncne.

AGENDA ITEM 12

CRAFT REPCRT CF TEE TRUSTEESHIP COUNCIL TO TEE GENERAL ASSEVBLY 'COVERING THE
EERIOD 20 JULY 1961 TO 20 JULY 1652 (T/L.1ck8 and Add.1)

ir. CREREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpret@ticn

frcm Russian): The Soviet delegation will abstain on the draft report of
he Trusteeship Council to the General A sembly as a wvhole for the reasons
we stated earlier during the discussicn cn the separate rarts of the report.

e ccnsider that if the separate rarts of the report are unsatlsfactory
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then the sum resulting frcm the additicn of these separate ﬁarts is likewise
unsatisfactory.

As regards the intrcductory rart of the report of the Trusteeship Council
as prepared by the Secretariat, we should like to draw attention to the fact
that the Secretariat might rake a better vresentation cf the secticn dealing
with retiticns because at the present time this section is drafted in a rather
unsétisfactory menner and bureaucratic fashicn, I would sz2y. If this section
vere tc be read by pecple vho rad not attended the meetings of the Trusteeship
Council, they would not really know if the Trusteeship Council did or 4id
not in fact ccnsider the petiticﬁs. e consider that rccm should be made in
that tart of the report for the reflectiocn not cnly of statements of the
Srecial Representative of the Administering Authority but that rocm shculd be
made for the exchange of owinicns that tock place in the Cocuncil. Ve consider
this to te important, and I think that the Ccuncil c¢culd entrust the
Secretariat with the task of exzranding the secticn dealing with the ccnsideration
of petiticns. This is particularly necessary because at the present sessicn
he retiticns were examined directly in the Trusteeship Council and not in the

th
Standing Ccrmittee on Petiticns. That fact must be reflected in cur report.

The PRESIﬁEHT: In view of the fact that the representative of the

Soviet Union has made a proposal to leave certain matters to the Secretariat,

I think that it would be wise to call on the Council Secretary to ccmment cn

this proposal.

Vir. RAPOPCRT (Council Secretary): The report has been prerared

in the usual fashion. It is true that in the past there were rerorts of the
starding Ccrmittee on Petitions which contained more information. It is also
true that this present report gives as fcot notes the suvmmary reccrds of the
neetings of the Council where the petiticns were discussed. But if the Ccuncil
vishes at any rate the Secretariat to mcdify this report or to include anything,
en cpporivunity should be given to the Council to do this cr scme other procedure
should te fcound to approve whatever changes the Secretariat would make in the
draft because I do not think that the final prcduct of the Ccungil can be left

to the Secretariat on its cwn responsibility.
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The FRESILENT: If the Chalr may meke a suggesticn, would the

Council be agreeable to leave this matter to the Secretariat subject to the

approval of the Fresident and Vice-FPresident?

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

frcm Russian): Ve agree to this proposal bearing in mind that the Secretariet
will, of course, carry out the necessary consultations with the delegaticns
before actually presenting this text for the approval of the President and

Vice-Fresident. Ve agree with your propcsal, Mr. Chairman.

The FRESIDENT: As I think that the proposal of the representative

of the Soviet Union is clear to the Council and as there is nc objectién To
it, it is so decided.

- It was so decided.
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The PRESIDENT: The Council ncw has before it the question of the

Edoption, subject to the reservations mentioned, of the preliminary parts of the

T
i i

usteeship Council's report contained in documents T/L.10L3 2nd Add.l.

The report was adopted by 8 votes to none, with 1 abstention.

CLCSING OF THE SESSION

The PRESIDENT: That concludes the business of the Trusteeship Council

Tfor this year. I should like, on behslf of the Council, to take note of the fact
that the terms of Bolivia and India will expire at the end cf this-year. I inow
I express the feelings of all the members of the Council when I say that this
an event which we deplore. Since there will be an election Qf ong meuber of
the Council at the seventeenth session of the General Assembly, it wculd not be

eppropriate to ccmment on the future membership, but I am surs that I express the

il

eelings of all the members in expressing the Council's appreciation to those
two distinguished delegations for the worlk they have done on the Council cver a
veriod of many years, toth as members of the Council and as countries which have
supplied members of Visiting Missions.

I should like to express tThe graat appreciation of the Chair to the nercbers
cf the Council for their ccurtesy and co-operation, particularly to the Vice-
Chairran for his invaluasble assistance, and to our very capable staff --

Dr. Protitch, who bas had to be away for this past week, llr, Cottrell,

iir. Rapoport -- and to their staff and to all the members of the supporting staffs,
the interpreters, the verbatim reporters, the précis writers, the conference
officers, and the engineer, and the others whanI may have neglected to mention who
rade absolutely essential contributions to our discussions.

I think it has been a frultful session and one that has contributed one more
chapter to the sober and constructive work of the Trusteeship Council throughout

its history.
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Mr. SALAMANCA (Bolivia) (interpretation frem Spanisﬁ): T wish to 4hs-.

you, Mr. President, for your kind words, and to say, on behalf of my Governrent,
thet we have fulfilled an international obligation here in the Council and durir-
the two opportunities I had of having the honour of being & member of a Visﬁin;
lission. I was the Chairman of one of them, and I went to the Territory of New
Guinea. I wish to say that in the various activities in which I have had the
honour *o participate in the United Netions, I was ﬁery pleased to be able to t

contribute to constructive solutions with regard to the development of the

territories which we have briefly visited, when we acquired profound sympathies

for the inhabitants.

. As is no doubt knowm, my Government 1s extremely interested in this work.

And in this Council, of course, we have not only represented our country but we
bave represented a geographical region. Ule hope to represent this continent

subsequently.

Mr. OBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socieslist Republics) (interprétation froo

Russian); Normally, at the end of a session only pleasant wcrds are‘said, and
people congratulaﬁe each other and express their happiness at the fact that the
session has concluded. Unfortunately, it is ny task to draw attention to certain
unplezsant matters,_but we will try to do this without any unﬁecessary

exacercation and in a constructive spirit, so that similar events may perhaps be

avoided in the future.

Just a few minutes ago,my attention was drawm to a statement made in the
University of Nebraska. This statement was made on 19 July of this year by the
President, and though I have read the statement, I shall not speak of its content
because the President has the full right to say everything that he might deem
ﬁecessary to say. ‘But I should like to draw attention to.one circumstance, namesly
that in the heading of the Press release contaihing this statement it is indiceted
that it was made not cnly by the United States representative in the Trusteeship
Council, Mr. Bingham, but also by the President of-the Trusteeship Council,
and that officigl title is mentioned. Therefore, we cannot fail to draw attention
to the fact that in that address there are passages which distort the position of
the Soviet Union in the United lNations, as well as outside the United Nations;

Groundless assertions are made with regard to the Soviet Union and the socialist
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countries, and since in the heading it is indicated tkat the statement was that
not only of the representative of the United States but also of the President of
the Council, we deem it necessary to draw attention tc the abnormal nature of
_the situation. In the past, also, we have had occasicn tc speak on this subject.
Ve wished to do so during the meetings of the Fourth Ccrrittee in connexion with
a statement made by Mr. Bingham oh a United States television broadcast in
February of this year. But we reflected on the matier then, and decided not to
draw any special attention to the matter. You will recell, Mr,., President, that
in February you spoke as the representative of the Unitzd States but, at the sanme
tinme, you could not avoid your official capacity as President of the Trusteeship
Council. . )

Lt that time, you stated on the television broadcast that the balance of
forces was such in the Trusteeship Council that the Soviet representative was not
even listened to there. I think you said something-to the effect that when the
Soviet representative spoke everybody immediately began to fall asleer and to
continue sleeping while the Soviet representative was speaking. That, I think,
is what you said, but I did not hear very much snoring in unison during cur

da

taterents here in the Council, and it secems to me that the United Stetes

wn

representative and you, iir. President, were very much on the alert when the
Soviet represenfative spoke. There were no symptoms of sleepiness notzd by us
here. But these perhavs were words which were provoked and which slipved out
during the broadeczst. -

However, we wish to draw attention to the question of principle involved
and the wish to avoid instances in the future in which you might make statements
as representative of the United States that should not be associated in any way
with your official position as President of the Trusteeship Council, if only for
observing the most elementary norms of pfoper béhaviour. It might perhaps be
possible to avoid mention in the heading of the fact that you are acting not only
as United States representative, but also as President of the Trusteeship Council,

As I have said, I would bhave preferred not to have rade these comments,-but
I was obliged to dc so because these cases have recurred and we would not like
ther to occur agair in the future, particularly as yocu will retain your office

as President of the Council until the end of the year.
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T should like nov to pass on to a more pleasant subject and to éxpresa our

gratitude to the two delegations of non-administering Powers for the co-operation
which they bave extended to us here in the work of the Council. Unfortunately

< 2
the anti-colonial Powers in this Council are rather scarce, and three delegations

cannot do much here.
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Ve regret that at the end of this year India and Rolivia will leave the
Trusteeship Council. This is particulerly unfortunate tecause, as of 1 January 1963,
in place of these two outgoing non—administering btates, only one non-~-administering
State, to be elected by the General Assembly, will return to the Council. Ve
believe that that will even further emphasize and worsen the existing situation
in the Trusteeship Council.

But perheps we ought not to be toco sad about that. Such a state of events
simply demonstrates the fact that life goes on and that the colonial system is
being shattered and is falling apart within the sight of 2ll, Whatever role,
significance ard prestige the Trusteeship Council may have kad in
the past is progressively diminishing. Perhaps the Trusteeship Council -~ as
indeed the entire trusteeship system -~ should now disappear from the international
scene. The sconer this haeppens, the better. I do not think that anyons will
regret such an event because the liquidztion of the trusteeship system will wmean
that the purpose of the Trusteeship Council, as set forth in the Charter of the -
United Hations and the Leclaration of the General Assembly, has been achieved. -

We shall conclude cur statement oan this note but we wish first to thank
the President for having given us the opcortunity to express our sentiments at

the end of this session.

lir. KIANG (Chinz): Before the commencement of this meeting, the
President of this Council, through the Secretarist, advised us to forgo our
usval practice of paying tribute to the Fresident and Vice-President. Ue shall
avide by that wish.
I would, however, propose toc all of my colleagues that, at the end of this
meeting, we should all rise in expression of our thanits to the President and

Yice~Fresident.

It was so decided.

The PRESIDENT: The twenty-ninth session of ths Trusteeship Council is

ad journed.

The mesting rose at 1.35 p.m.






