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1. The PRESIDENT (translated from French): The
General Assembly has before it the seventh report of
the General Committee [A/5131] concerning the in-
clusion of an additional iter: in the agenda of the six=
teenth session, entitled "The question of Southern
Rhodesia".

2. In paragraph 2 of this report the Committee
recommends that the item should be included in the
agenda and should be considered by the General
Assembly itself in plenary meetings.

3. A number cof speakers have asked for the floor in
connexion with the General Committee's recom-
mendation. I consider it advisable to point out that
for the present we are not required to discuss the
substance of the question: the discussion is to bear
only on the inclusion of the item in the agenda and on
the organ to which the'item should be referred. :

4. hale 23 of the
follows: :

rules of procedure reads as

"Debate on the inclusion of an item in the agenda,
when that item has been recommended for inclusion
by the General Committee, shall be limited to three
speakers in favour of and three against the inclu-
sion, The President may limit the time to be
allowed to speakers under this rule."

5. Mr. DIOP (Senegal) (translated from French): I
have the honour to speak from this rostrum on behalf
of the States of the African and Malagasy Union. As
you all know, these States include the Republic of the
Ivory Coast, the Republic of Dahomey, the Republic
of Upper Volta, the Republic of Cameroon, the Islamic
Republic of Mauritania, the Republic of the Congo
(Brazzaville), the Central African Republic, the Re~-
public of Gebon and the Republic of Senegal. These
States have delegated me to request the inclusion of

the question of Southern Rliodesia in the agenda of
this session.

8. We consider that this matter is sufficiently urgent
to be taken up and discussed immediately. What is
Involved here, indeed, is a question of decolonization
In a territory which forms what is commonly called
a colony of settlers.

-
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7. In this territory, a white minority has justdrafted
an anti-democratic constitution and the mere fact of
having postponed until 1963 the elections for which
it provides does not remove its discriminatory
character. Here, as in Algeria, as in Kenya, as in
South Africa, a white minority has monopolized eco-
nomic positions and political power and is endeavour-
ing to maintain its privileged position by including in
the Constitution a system of voting based on both
income and education, the clearest result of which is
to gag, if not to destroy, democracy. _

8. For, if Her Britannic Majesty's Ministers told

these members of the Special Committee of Seven-
teent/ who went to London for discussions with them
that with this system of voting the Africans would
have a majority in about twelve years, it must not be
overlooked that Sir Roy Welensky, unfortunately,
made a contrary statement. He sought to reassure
his white compatriots by telling them that with the
present system of voting it would be 200 years before
the Africans could have a majority in an election.

9. That is how matters really stand. That is why we
now ask the United Kingdom not to give up its re-
served powers until a democratic constitution has
been prepared which allows for the law of numbers
by instituting universal suffrage, with all its political
consequences. We do not think that this is too much
to ask of the United Kingdom, which has already dis~-
tinguished itself in the efforts made over the past ten-
years to bring about decolonization in the world. A
tribute must be paid here to the United Kingdom on
that account. It was among the first to take the lead
in that immense effort of human emancipation, both
in Africa and in Asia.

10. We think that it is possible to give Southern
Rhodesia a truly democratic constitution that will
include guarantees of justice for the white minority,
as has just been done in Algeria. K ‘

11. We shall then turn to the United Nations with the
request that it use all the means at its disposal and
act until this democratic reform has beeu carried
out, in accordance with resolution 1514 (XV) of
14 December 1960 on decolonization.

, :

12. Those 'are the reasons which led the twelve
States of the African and Malagasy Union to ask the
General Assembly to include the question of Southern
Rhodesia in its agenda immediately [see A/5127 and
Add.1 and 2]. , '

13. The question is sufficiently serious and ithpor=-
tant. A tense and storm=-laden atmosphere prevails in
Southern Rhodesia and it is the duty of the United
Nations to prevent the fearful upheaval. This problem
must be settled equitably without delay; -internafional

A/ Special Committee on the Situation with regard tothe Implementa-

tion of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples. ’
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peace and securlty in this region of the world are at e

. sta.ke.

,14 Slr Patrick DEAN (United Kingdom): Flrst g

should like to thank my predecessor at this rostrum; ,
the representative of Senegal, for the moderate tex/:ms ‘

ir which he made his statement and for the generous
words he used abcut my country. The requesi for the
~inscription of Southern Rhodesia on the agenda of the
General Assembly [see A/5127 and Add.1 and 2] has
already been discussed in the General Committse
[146th meeting] and the arguments for and against
have been fully set forth there. I explained my
‘Government's views on the question at some length
during that debate. I adhere to those viewsand conse-
quently am bound to oppose the recommendations of
‘the General Committee.

15. As regards the proceedings of the \‘.;}f)ecia}.‘ Com-

mittee of seventeen members, the Assembly is well
aware of the attitude of my Government on the ques-
tions- of intervention by the Committee in the affairs
of our dependent territories, of hearing petitioners,.
of proceeding by way of resolution to the Assembly.

We have also made repeatedly clear our position in .

regard to the special constitutional situation which
exists in.Southern Rhodesia. I have nothing new to
say about these matters at this stage.

16. It will be well known to the Assembly that, in
the view of my delegation, the activities of the Com~
mittee have in a number of respects been ulira vires.
We -of course understand that other delegations have
different views on this. I do not wish to take up the
Assembly's time now with any further lengthy re-
statement of our position. All that I would say here
is this. Members of the Acsembly will be aware that
my Government believes ti:at a debate in the United
Nations about Southern ’”cmdesm not only exceeds

what is permissible under. .the Charter, but at the.

present stage particularly could do harm in the terri-
tory. I propose to revert to this latter point later in
my statemgnt, .

17. The point on which I would ask the Assembly
first to concentrate its attention is a narrower one,
namely whether, as alleged by the signatories to the
request for inclusion of the item, the situation in
- Southern Rhodesia is so urgent that the item should
be inscribed as an extra item on the agenda of the
resumed session, notwithstanding, the previous deci-
sion by the Assembly to restrict our agenda to the
question of Ruanda=Urundi. It is the contention of my
delegation that in so exceptional a situation the pro-
posers of the item must show beyond doubt that the
urgency is sufficient to justify such a step.

18. In our opinion they have not done so. There is no
escaping this point of urgency. It is not enough, in my
submission, in the present circumstances to assert
abnormahty or gravity. The explanatory memorandum
circulated in document A/5127 flows directly from
the conclusions reached by the members of the Spe-
cial Committee of seventeen members on the situa=-
tion in., Southern Rhodesia. The Special Committee
adopted a report on this questicn which concluded: .

n .. that, in the absence of favourakle develop=-
ments, the situation in Southern Rhodesia should be
conside; id by the General Assembly at its re-
sumed sixtesnth session or at a special session, as
a mafter of urgency. " [A/5124, para. 45.]

I stress agin those final words,
urgency”.

"as a matter of

19. The most important consideration which led to
this conclusion was- that- it was intended until re-
cently to hold elections in Southern Rhodesia in
October 1962 and that concurrently with the holding

of these elections effect would be given to the central
-provisions of the 1961 Constitution. This would have
- resulted in a

new constituticnal position in Southern
Rhodesia. It was therefore argued that the General
Assembly should be given the opportunity to debats
the question before the new constitution had come
fully into force, that to wait until the General Assem-
bly had met and debated the matter in the autumn
would have been too late.

20. But since then the Southern Rhodesian Govern-

‘ment has announced that these elections will not be
‘held before March or April 1963, and the situation

which existed when the Special Committee reached
its conclusions no longer obtains. This means that
there will be no alteration at all in the constitutional
position in Southern Rhodesia between now and some
time in the spring of 1963 and, therefore, that the
whole basis of the argument for urgency has been
removed.

21, It was alleged in the General Committee by the
representative of Ghana that the decision by the
Southern Rhodesian Government to hold the elections
in March or April 1963, instead of in October 1962 as
originally planned, was a political manoeuvre. No
evidence has been produced for this contention and I
do not now propose to go into such arguments, which
I certainly cannot accept. We must come back to the
essential point that the elections are not to be held
until a date five to six months later than that en-
visaged by the Special Committee. Consequently, the
element of urgency in the situation will be the same
during the seventeenth session as it is now.

22, I said at the outset of my statement that ir tis-
opinion of my delegation a debate on this subject at
this moment could do harm. Predictions in the politi=
cal field are always hazardous, and I realize that
many representatives here, in good conscience, be-
lieve that a debate might do good. For this reason
they are prepared to put aside the procedural and
other arguments which I have used here and in the
Gerneral Committee.

23. But surely we can all agree that there is a risk
here that the General Assembly, perhaps from a

- desire to do good, may do precisely what it ought

not to do, namely, raise passions and make more
difficult the task which confronts those responsible
for the political evolution of the territory.

24, What is needed, on the contrary, is the creation
of an atmosphere in which change can be achieved in
order and peace.

25. Surely, in these circumstances, it would really
not be wise to have a debate here on this matter now,
especiaily at a time when, as is well known, the whole
future of the Central African ‘Federation is under
secrutiny.

26. Here we have a complex of questions—political,
economic and constitutional=which is engaging the
close and continuing attention of my Government.

27. My Government regards these questions very
seriously indeed, and is looking again at the whole
complex, It is for this reason that the most senior
Minister in the Cabinet, next to the Prime Minis:er,
has been personally charged with responsibility in

.
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this regard and is devoting sd much of his time to
these problems. :

28. The British influence in all the territories for
which we have any responsilility is vsed toward the
achievement of libsral constitutions. I say this with-
out fear of contradiction.

29, I ask those representatives who are most closely
interested in this. question and who are-—many of
them—~those with the most experience of British
policies and methods, to reflect -once more before
they ask the Assembly to take the responsibility for
having a debate which might do serious harm.

30, In all earnertuess, I ask that the Assembly
should take note (£ *he statement I have now made
‘and, on reflection, :a the light'of it, decide not to
adopt at this time the recommendation of the General
Committee [see A/5131, para. 2].

31, Mr. PACHACHI (Iraq): I hav2 asked for the floor
to support the inclusion of the item entitled "The
question of Southern Rhodesia"™ on the agenda of the
present session. I will comply with the President's
wish, and will confine my remarks to the procedural
aspect of the problem, namely, whether it should or
should not be included on the agenda of this present
session. I shall try, as far as possible, to avoid any
substantive discussion of the question. The repre-
sentative of Senegal has clearly and eloquently out-
lined the main issues involved in the problem of
Southern Rhodesia; and I do not feel there is very
, ?}‘uéch Rcan add to that aspect of the question.

782, -v" must confess, however, that we were dis-
appointed by the attitude of the United Kingdom. It
must be quite evident to the United Kingdom Govern-
ment that a substantial majority of the Members of
the United Nations, including almost all of the African
States, have considered the question of Southern
Rhodesia important enough to warrant its considera-
tion during this third part of the sixteenth session.
This factor, itself, should have carried sufficient
weight to dissuade the British Government from
opposing inclusion of-this item on the agenda.

33. The argument advanced by the British delegation,
which we have just heard from the representative of
the United Kingdom, is that the element of urgency
has disappeared by virtue of the postponement of
the elections in Southern Rhodesia. The assumption
underlying this argument is that we asked for the
inscription of this. item -solely for the purpose of
delaying the elections; and the argument goes that
- since the elections have been postpored there is no
need for a discussion now, especiaily since a full

debate is expected to be held at the next regular
session,

34, With all respect, I must say that this assumption
1s quite incorrect. The element of urgency is not
solely connected with the elections. In fact, the ques~
tion of elections is rot mentioned even once in the
explanatory memorandum attached to the request
for inclusion of the item [A/5127 and Add.l and 2].
Urgency arises from the explosive nature of the
. situation in Southern Rhodesia itself, irrespective of
the elections or their date.

35. The Speéial Committee of seventeen members

was fully aware of this fact, as can be seen from -

paragraphs 43, 44 and 45 of its report [A/5124].

.. "The -Sub=-Committee considers it necessary, in
the larger interests of Southern Rhodesia and in the

interests !:I peace and freedom in Africa and on a
broad consideration of the United Kingdom's own
respongibilities and record, that the same pro-
cesses which went into the making of the proposals
now embodied in the constitutional enactment of
6 December 1961 should be initiated again without
delay to bring about the necessary reconsideration
of these proposals in full consultation with the
leaders of all political parties." [A/5124, Annex I,
para. 43.]

| 4 ez

36. This seems to be cime‘,‘,of the main objectives of
the Special Committee of seventeen members regard=

. ing Southern Rhodesia. Further on, it is .nentioned

that: "The situation in Southern Rhodesia appears
to the Sub=Committee to be of great urgency and
gravity". [Ibid., para. 44.] Finally, in paragraph 45,
the Special C~mmittee of seventeen members en-
dorsed the view of the Sub- Sommittee that " ... in

the absence of favourable developments, the situation

in Southern Rhodesia should be considered by the
General Assembly at its resumed sixteenth session,
or at a special session, ag a matter of urgency”
[ibid., para. 45].

37. The question arises: have there been any favour-
able developments to alter the situation and make
urgznt consideration by the Assembly unnecessary?
The answer is "No". The fact that elections have been
postponed does not materially change the situation,
The Constitution of December 1961 has not been re-=
pealed. The British Government has not expressed
any intention of changing its policy. In fact, the post-
ponement of the elections, we are told, was due to
technical reasons and  should .not be construed as
indicating a basic change of policy.

38. In the light of this, and owing to the fact that the

gituation in Southern Rhodesia remains dangerous, it
must be quite apparent that the African populaticn is

deeply concerned by these developments; and nothing

has been done to allay its legitimate fears and anxie-
ties. No African in Southern Rhodesia can ignore the
dark prospects presented by the installation of a
régime domina*ed by a racially=minded and fanatic
minority. It is precisely for this reason that forty-
one Member States have considered it necessary not
to delay any further a serious consideration .of the
question of Southern Rhodesia by the General Assem=~
bly. A full debate will undoubtedly help to clarify the
issues and give the Members of the United Nations
the opportunity to express their views on a matter of
great importance. -

39. If the United Kingdom Government is really
interested in a peaceful and just solution of the prob=

lem, then it should try to make use of the massive -

moral weight that a decision of the General Assembly
has in its future dealings with the minority Govern-
ment of Southern Rhodesia.

40. The contention that a debate in the United Nations’
will do harm is not a new contention. We have heard
it over and over again in thishall whenever an issue==
especially if it is a colonial issue—~has been brought
to the attention of the Assembly.

41, This argument, which I had hoped we should
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never hear again in this Assembly, is generally used

by those who do not wish to have a situation which is

‘embarrassing to them publicly debated. But it is our

sincere belief that a debate in the Assembly would
help the United Kingdom Government in its dealings
with the minority Government in Southern Rhodesia.
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Far from hurting the chances of reaching an agree~
ment, it is our sincere belief that the United Kingdom
Government, armed as it is with a decision of the
General Assembly, can perhaps put more pressure
on the minority authorities in Southern Rhodesia.

42, Moreover, the discussion during this session
will not preclude a further debate next October. In
fact, the debate which will in any event take place at
the seventeenth session will be greatly facilitated and
expedited, we hope, by a preliminary discussion now.
For let us not forget that, with the exception of the
limited and rather hasty debate which took place
during the last two days of the second part of this
session, the question of Southern Rhodesia has not
been adequately considered by the General Assembly
despite its serious implications for the peace and
harmony of Africa.

43, The time has come to rectify a sitnation that
has been allowed to drift too long and is now on the
verge of exploding, with disastrous consequences.
For this reason, nothing should be allowed to divert
the General Assembly from its duty toward the people
of Southern Rhodesia. An early debate may avoid the
necessity of future debates under less favourable
circumstances. Therefore, while there is time, the
General Assembly should do everything in its power
to deal with the problem before it gets out of hand
and endangers the cause of peace in the entire Afri-
can continent,

44. Therefore, on behalf of many delegations that
have asked me to speak, I call onthe General Assem~
bly to give its endorsement to the recommendation of
the General Committee to include this item on the
agenda of the General Assembly,

45. Mr. IGWE (Nigeria): It is my desire to be brief,
because many of the relevant points have already
been made very ably by the representatives of Senegal
and Iraq,

46. The delegation of the Federation of Nigeria has
the honour to be a signatory of the letter [A/5127 and
Add.1 and 2] requesting the inscription of a second
item, the situation in Southern Rhodesia, on the
agenda of the current resumed sixteenth session of
the General Assembly. Together with thirty~-eight
other delegations which signed the original letter
and the several other delegations which have since
added their names to the request, we acted in all
responsibility.

47. We listened attentively to the exhaustive debate
which went on in the General Committee before the
decision in that Committee to recommend to the
General Assembly that the question of Southern
Rhodesia be inscribed on the agenda. We now have
before us a favourable report from the General Com=-
mittee [A/5131]. I must express our disappointment
that the delegation of the United Kingdom has seen
fit to re~open again the debate on the inscription of
this particular item.

48. We do not, however, doubt the sincerity and good
faith of the United Kingdom delegation in this matter.
As a friendly delegation whose country has passed
through all the processes of British colonialism and
tutelage, as the delegation of a country belonging to
an association of independent Commonwealth States
still typified by some common usages and attitudes
as regards just and effective government, and, finally,
as the delegation of an independent African State, the
Nigerian delegation opposes its judgement to that of

the United Kingdom delegation in this most important
matter, which affects the fundamental rights and the
future well-being of three million Africans oppressed
and abused by a small minority of less than 300,000
settlers of European origin, about half the population
of Liverpool.

49, The British delegation has informed us that the
local authorities in Southern Rhodesia—who by the
way are not accountable to us—that those unrepre-
sentative authorities in Southern Rhodesia have post-
poned the so-called elections originally scheduled for
October 1962 to some time in the spring of 1963,
Further, we are told that the postponement of the
“glections" has been decided upon not because the
Constitution which is already in effect is to be re-
vised, not because of the boycott by the Africans of
the electoral arrangements, but purely for adminis-
trative reasons. It has been said that more African
voters have to be registered. There is also mention
of the rainy season in some quarters.

50. But we all know that all sorts of tactics are
being used to register reluctant African voters in
keeping with the provisions of this obnoxious Consti-
tution., These tactics are being resisted. African
political leaders are being arrested and detained;
African political parties are prevented from normal
political activity in their own country, given to them
by God; they are denied access to their supporters in
the African areas and so they are prevented from
campaigning effectively because their purpose is to
boycott and sabotage the present Constitution. At the
same time the settler parties campaign freely among
Africans. African political parties live under the
perpetual threat of banning and the confiscation of
their property; they suffer all manner of harassment
designed to break their spirit and their will togenuine
freedom. Incidents of forcible repression of Africans
peacefully demonstrating against injustice increase
in frequency.

51. We must profit, where possible, from the past
and indeed from the present. It is therefore impera-
tive that the General Assembly examine this item
now.

52, Our intention will be to urge the administering
Power, the United Kingdom, to implement certain
concrete measures designed to set the territory of
Southern Rhodesia on the proper path of evolution
into an independent African State, in keeping with the
solemn declarations of successive British Govern-
ments stretching back to the closing years of the
nineteenth century.

53. Before attaining its independence Nigeria re-
ceived, tried, and revised many constitutions in co-
operation with the British. We know how lengthy are
these processes, It may require months or even more
than a year to fashion a constitution which is practi=-
cable and attuned to the democratic aspirations of a
people in a particular territory. It is necessary that
a new election in Southern Rhodesia be held under a
just constitution, Therefore, if indeed new elections
are to be held in March 1963, time is very short and
the General Assembly must not only consider this
question now but must do so with all speed so that
the liberal forces in Britain and Southern Rhodesia
may be reinforced and encouraged by the responsible
opinion and suggestions of this solemn and authorita=-
tive Assembly.
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54. There need he no fear that the situation may not
be improved by the actions of this Assembly. Quite
the contrary. We appeal to the United Kingdom dele-
gation to reconsider its stand and let us proceed to
co-operate in constructing for Southern Rhodesians,
of all colours, a true basis for responsible, just and
peaceful partnership in the enjoyment of genuine
independence.

55, The delegation of the Federation of Nigeria sup-
ports the inclusion of this item as a matter of great
importance and of pressing urgency.

56. Mr. STEVENSON (United States of Ameriea); 1
was very much impressed, as [ am sure were all
present here, with the temperance and the respect
for our rules amd procedures that was evidenced hy
the speakers who preceded me this morning. I shall
try to continue the discussion in the same vein and
spirit. T must also preface what I say by expressing,
in advance, my disappointment that I must disagree
with some of the representatives whom 1 respect
very much indeed, in so far as they have expressed
personal conclusions on the basis of the {acts as we
know them here this morning.

57. No one can dispute the importance of the situa-
tion in central Africa and in Southern Rhodesia in
particular. It presents a problem of great complexity
and difficulty, with a bearing on wider issues that
affect the whole future of Africa., As my delegation
has previously indicated in the course of the debate
on Southern Rhodesia in the Special Committee of
seventeen members [15th meeting], we are gravely
concerned by the situation in that country and its
implications, Thus, we agree with those delegations
who believe that the question of Southern Rhodesia
should be discussed by the General Assembly at an
early date. Indeed, we all know that the question of
Southern Rhodesia will be debated at Lhe seventeenth
session of the General Assembly and that this six-
teenth session of the Assembly has already taken
action to that end through its Instructions to the Spe-
cial Committee of seventeen members. The only real
issue that divides us at this juncture is not whether
the guestion of Southern Rhodesia should be included
on the agenda, but whether the matter should be dis-
cussed now or at the seventeenth session of the Gen-
eral Assembly in the fall, It is not a question, then,
of "whether” but of "when".

58. When the Special Committee of seventeen mem-
bers was considering the status of Southern Rhodesia,
it was confronted hy one fact of conspicuous impor-
tance, that is to say, that the new Constitution intro-
duced in 1961 was scheduled to become effective in
October. While representing a gain in some respects,
this Constitution was felt to be, in other vital re-
spects, a step in the wrong direction for the people of
Southern Riodesia. The Special Committee of seven~
teen members acted energetically, in the light of the
danger that it foresaw, In the first place, it senta
special Sub-Committee to London to hold discussions
with Ministers of the United Kingdom Government.
Next, it recommended that this resumed session
take up the question of Southern Rhodesia "in the
absence of favourable developments® [A/5124, annex],
para, 45]. Uuderlying that recommendation was the
fact that by October the situation would have reached
"a point of no return® [ibid., para. 36].

59. Members of the Special Committee of seventeen

members expressed the fear that, once the 1961 Con-
stitution was in effect, Great Britain would have little

chance to stimulate and encourage further constitu-
tional progress in Southern Rhodesia because under
that Constitution, as was pointed out here this morn-
ing, it relinquished even its limited powers, The
representative of the United States expressed the
hope that the United Kingdom would not wash its
hands of this problem. The majority of the Commit-
tee, helieving the Assembly as a whole would share
its views, wanted the Assembly to have anopportunity
to express itself while it might stil]l have some effect.
An early debate was therefore required and this re-
sumed session offered an opportunity,

80. We therefore sympathize with the feeling of
urgency which compelled some forty—-one countries
to request an extraordinary addition to our agenda
[see A/5127 and Add.l and 2], in spite of the sug-
gestion that our agenda should be limited exclusively
to Ruanda-Urundi,

61. In the meantime, however, something definite
and important which can be called "a favourable
development”, to use the language of the Special
Committee of seventeen members, has happened, and
on this score I must take issue with ny friend, the
representative of Iraq, because the October elections
have been postponed until at least March of 1963, The
1961 Constitution, to which the Committee objected,
has not come fully into effect and cannot become
effective until these elections have taken place, To
afford this time for further forward steps and the
appointment of the senior Minister of the British
Government to find a way to take such steps is cer-
tainly "a favourable development?, to say the very
least. This postponement of the effective date of the
1961 Constitution has eliminated the special reason
for urgency on which the recommendation of the Spe-
cial Committee of seventeen members was based.

62, Therefore, I repeat, the question of Southern
Rhodesia is a most important question, one which
causes us great concerw; but extraordinary impor-
tance and extraordinary urgency are by no means the
same thing. The United Nations is confronted by a
number of problems of great importance—nuclear
testing, disarmament, apartheid, and many others.
But these problems are dealt with at regular Assem-
bly sessions, unless there is some overwhelming
reason to the contrary. No delegation favours fre-
quent resumed sessions or special sessions which
have the effect of keeping the Assembly in virtually
constant Session. Moreover, hasty sessions, called
in response to insistent pressures, sweeping declara-
tions and impetuous resolutions, may not serve well
the ends of those who propose them. Precisely be-
cause a peaceful solution of this menacing problem of
Southern Rhodesia is most important for Africa and
for the world, my delegation believes that the United
Kingdom Government should have an opportunity to
pursue further the steps that it has begun to take,

63. That Government, animated by the same sense
of the seriousness of the situation, recently charged
Mr. Butler, the deputy Prime Minister, with the spe-
cial task of dealing with the problems of the Rho-
desias and Nyasaland. He has just returned to London
after extended comnsultatious in those countries. A
start has been made toward the review and solution
of the problems of the Federation. As the representa~
tive of the United Kingdom confirmed in his state-
ment, they ave looking at the whole complex problem
again, It is an intricate and delicate task which de-
mands sympathetic understanding and aid, not im~
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patient or provocative action. It needs, if I may say
so, time, Any such review must include the compo-
nents of the problem of the Federation, including the
grave situation in Southern Rhodesia, where the vast
majority of the people appear to reject the 1961 Con-
stitution. Surely Mr, Butler, the Minister, must have
time to weigh the issues, to pursue his discussions
and, if possible, to find a way to resolve the infinite
and fearsome political difficulties of this mixed
society of Africans and white settlers, many of whom
have been there for a generation or more.

84. Because of the degree of self-government long
exercised by the electorate of Southern Rhodesia, the
United Kingdom is not in a position abruptly fo im-
pose any given solution. It must achieve its objectives
through persuasion which, in turn, requires a degree
of co-operation and adjustment from all elements in
Southern Rhodesia. Mr, Butler and his colleagues in
the United Kingdom Government will be fully aware
in this work of the currents of opinion here at the
United Nations, These were not only fairly aired in
the Special Committee of seventeen members but
they were also presented in detail by a Sub~Comm it-
tee which included three African, two Asian and one
Latin American State to the responsible Ministers of
Her Majesty's Government in London.

65. The United Kingdom is thus well aware of the
gtrong views held by many delegations on this sub~
ject, and no new debate or resolution would add to
that knowledge., What the United Kingdom needs now
is goading, as I say, but time=time for reflection, for
reconciliation of diverse and opposing elements and
for more constructive steps in the direction in which
everyone wants to go, the United Kingdom no less
than the rest of us,

66, Surely Great Britain, on its record, is entitled
to that courtesy and to that confidence, and surely
the rest of us, African, European or Asian, all recog-
nize the imperative importance of keeping Britain
seized with this responsibility, for were she tolet go,
the future in Southern Rhodesia would become opaque
and menacing, to say the least.

67. The United Kingdom has a unique record of
decolonization=this Assembly i1s dotted with repre-
sentatives of countries it formerly ruled, As it has
given independence to country after country, virtually
without violence, it has left behind liberal constitu=
tions and working political institutions based on con-
sent, Southern Rhodesia presents one of the most
difficult problems the United Kingdom has had to face
in this whole process of decolonization. It is by
reason of this very difficulty and this complexity that
it remains a problem today. Untimely and hasty
debate, charged with understandable emotion, is not
likely to reduce the difficulties, It is likely to harden
the positions of the various parties involved just at
the time when a spirit of mutual accommodation and
conciliation is most needed.

68. If, by next fall, there are no further indications
of the progress many of us would like to see in the
direction of a political solution acceptable to all of
the people of Southern Rhodesia, we should have a
better perspective on what the General Assembly
might be able to do to help. The United States sup=-
ports, and has worked steadily for, an orderly and
rapid decolonization in Africa. We congider this to
be one of the great political processes of our time.
Obviously, the people of Southern Rhodegia is entitled
to share in that process. The objective is progressive

liberalization of the franchise in the direction of
universal adult suffrage, so as to permit true self-
determination for all of the people. We hope that all
concerned, and very particularly the Government of
the United Kingdom, will not cease to exert their
influence and their best efforts in that direction.

69. We do not believe that a debate now, rather than
in September or October, will contribute to that
objective. It may well impede its attainment, with
long~term political consequences in England and in
Rhodesia, and to public opinion about the United
Nations in many places, which are unpredictable.

70, 1 conclude that there is no question about whether
there is to be a debate about Southern Rhodesia—the
question is, when; that the urgency which influenced
the Committee's report no longer exists; that hopeful
steps are In process towards constitutional pxogress;
and that what we need now is some time, and not
sweeping declarations that can only make Britain's
task more difficult.

71. Mr. BOLAND (Ireland): My delegation is not in
favour of the inclugion of this item on the agenda of
the resumed session, and I should like to explain in a
very few words the reason why we take this view.

72, T should like to make it quite clear at the outset
that we doc not doubt or dispute for a moment the
great importance of the question of Southern Rhodesia
in the context of current developments in Africa.
Indeed, the importance of the question is far too
obviougs to need any emphasis, Southern Rhodesia
forms part of what is rapidly coming to be one of the
most sensitive areas in Africa from the political
point of view, Not only that, but there are aspects of
the present situation in the territory which constitute
a serious challenge not merely to the new forces
which are gradually and irresistibly shaping Africa's
future but also to the principles of the Charter of the
United Nations itself.

73. In Southern Rhodesia today the pre-existing
order stands confronted with the demand for change
and reform, which cannot be long dented without
endangering the peace and stability of that part of
Africa, and, much as we respect and appreciate the
earnest efforts which are at present being made to
reconcile the opposing positions, my delegation is
among those which believe that there can be no just
and lasting accommodation between the interests in-
volved which fails to give full satisfaction to the
legitimate national aspirations of the African popula-
tion of the territory.

74. While we are very conscious, therefore, of the
great significance and gravity of the question of
Southern Rhodesia, we cannot regard its importance
as constituting good reagon for taking up the question
now at this resumed sixteenth sesgion instead of
at the seventeenth regular session of the General
Assembly which is due to open in three months' time,
The idea seems to have developed and to have gained
some ground in recent years that, in some way or
other, major political issues gain added significance
and importance from being dealt with at resumed or
special sessions of the Agsembly, We do not share
that view, On the contrary, we are opposed to any
developments or innovations in the practice of this
Organization which tend to detract from the impor-
tance of the annual regular session of the Assembly,
and we think that that is what the course recom-
mended In the report of the General Committee tends
to do.
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75. We fully recognize, of course, that circum-
gtances may arise in which resumed or special ses-
sions are necessary, either because the matter which
it is proposed to discuss is of special urgency or
because deadlines have to be met which make it im~
possible to wait until the opening of the next regular
session. But there is now no such element of urgency
in the present case, and, in the absence of any factor
of urgency, the course which the General Committee
recommends that the Asgembly should adopt can only
help to establish a precedent of a kind which, in our
view, must be prejudicial to the best {nterests of the
Organization,

76. As all of us know as a matter of experience, it
is in September, when our Foreign Ministers and
other political leaders meet here for the annual regu-
lar session, that the proceedings of this Assembly
command the greatest degree of interest and atten-
tion on the part of our respective Governments and,
indeed, of world opinion as a whole, That {s the best
and the most appropriaste time for raising major
political issues, with whatever degree of priority the
circumstances of the time may appear to call for, To
anticipate the work of the annual regular session by
taking up such issues at resumed sessions such as
this, which do not command anything like the same
degree of publicity or attention as the annual regular
seasion normally does, would seem to us not only to
be of doubtful value from the point of view of the pur-
pose which it {s intended to serve but, for the reasons
1 have explained, to depreciate to an undesirable
extent the Importance which, rightly in our view, has
always attached in the past to the annual regular ses~
sions of the Assembly in the fall,

77. For these reasons we are opposed to the recom-
mendation that the question of Southern Rhodesia
should be consldered at this resumed session,

78. The PRESIDENT (translated from French): We
have now heard the last of the speakers who asked,
under rule 23 of the rules of procedure, to speak on
the inclusion of the item in the agenda. We have heard
three speakers in favour of and three against its
inclusion.

79. 1 call on the representative of Ghana on a point
of order.

80. Mr. QUAISON-SACKEY (Ghana): The delegation
of Chana is pained by thefactthat, in spite of the Gen~
eral Committee!'s recommendation to the Assembly
that the item "The question of Southern Rhodegia® be
included in the agencds [see A/5131, para. 2], there
has been opposition here in the Assembly. I have
come here to intervene briefly to say that, should
thare be a vote on this matter, then it is rule 15 of
our rules of procedure which should apply; that is to
say, that the voting on this issue requires only a
simple majority, not a two-thirds majority. [ say
this bhecause at the moment there is no question of a
reconsitderalion of any proposal, as is envisaged
under rule 83 of our rules of procedure: here it is a
question of an additional item, as is made very clear
in the General Committee's report to the Assembly.
Should the Assembly go by the two-thirds rule, it will
mean that issues which affect international relations,
international peace and security or the velations
among Slates cannot be brought before the Assembly
while i is in session. Surely that was not what the
proponents of the rules of procedure intendad; surely
this is not what the Assembly would maintain, Were
the Assembly to go by the two-thirds rule, it would

be inconsistent with the arrangements under which
the Assembly could, in special session, discuss this
item. As is well known, in a special session only a
simple majority would be required to discuss this
item, and therefore the Assembly might put itself in
a very absurd position where, under one rule of pro-
cedure, only a simple majority was required, but
becauwse opposition had arisen to a recommendation
of the General Committee & two-thirds majority rule
might be invoked,

81. The delegation of Ghana therefore submits that
in this particular case rule 15 should apply, andI
now move that the General Committee's recommenda-
tion that the question of Southern Rhodesia be in-
cluded in the agenda should be endorsed by the
Assembly by a simple majority.

82, The PRESIDENT (translated from French): The
representative of Ghana has just asked that rule 15 of
the rules of procedure should apply with respect to
the vote on the question now under discussion, that
is, that the decision on the recommendation of the
General Committee [A/5131, para. 2] should be taken
by a simple majority. Does anyone wish to speak on
the point of order raised by the representative of
Ghana?

83, Sir Patrick DEAN (United Kingdom): May [ draw
the President's attention to operative paragraph 10
of resolution 1743 (XVI), which is the resolution on
the question of the future of Ruanda-Urundi. Para-
graph 10 of that resolution reads as follows:

7Decides to maintain this item on the agenda of
the present session without closing the debate
thereon and authorizes the Commission, should
circumstances so require, to return to United
Nations Headquariers and request the President of
the General Assembly immediately to reconvene
the Assembly to consider exclusively the question
of Ruanda~Urundi."

84, The President, in his closing remarks at the end
of the second part of the sixteenth session, said the
following:

#As has been noted, the General Assembly has
completed consideration of all the items referred
to the second part of the session. It now remains
for me only to adjourn the session until the date
when it will again be resumed at the beginning of
June, in accordance with the resolution which has
been adopted, with a view to considering solely the
question of Ruanda-Urundi and the report of the
Commission which has been appointed at this
meeting.” [L106th meeting, para. 104.]*

In the President's statement, he was referring to that
same paragraph 10 of resolution 1743 (XVI), on
Ruanda-Urundi, to which I have already referred.

85, May I also draw the President's attention to rule
83 of our rules of procedure, which reads as follows:

"\When a proposal has been adopted or rejected it
may not be reconsidered at the same sessionunless
the General Assembly, by a two-thirds majority of
the Members present and voting, so decides, Per-
mission to speak on a motion to reconsider shall
be accorded only to two speakers opposing the
motion, after which it shall be immediately put to

the vote."

*provisional English versien teken from the interpretacion.
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86. In my submission, in the light of the passages to
which I have drawn the President's attention, it is
clear that in order to adopt the General Committee's
report [A/5131] of B June, which recommends the
inscription of the additional item on the gquestion of
Southern Rhodesia, it is necessary under rule 83, to
which I have just referrxed, to have a two-thirds
majority, because such a decision must constitute a
reconsideration of operative paragraph 10 of the
resolution on Ruanda-Urundi,

87. Mr, TCHOBANOV (Bulgaria) (translated from
French): 1 asked for the floor precisely bucause I
had intended to raise the matter which the repre~
sentative of Ghana has just submitted to the Assem-
bly. It is & matter of deciding, before we proceed to
vote, what procedure is to be followed and which of
our rules of procedure is to be applied to determine
the necessary majority.

88. I must stale at the outset that my delegation
wholeheartedly endorses the view expressed here so
convineingly Dby the representative of Ghana. My
delegation maintains that it is not rule 83 of the rules
of procedure which should apply in the case umler
consideration, but the rule concerning changes in the
agenda which are contained in chapter I of the rules
of procedure (Agenda) under the heading "Regular
sessions”, and, more particularly, rule 15,

89. I must emphasize immedialely that the President
himself implicitly adopted this point of view since, if
he had thought that rule 83 of the rules of procedure
applied in the case in question, he would not have
allowed three representatives to speak in favour of
and three against the proposal of the General Commit-
tee [A/5131, para. 2] but only two speakers opposing
an alleged modification of a decision previously taken.

90. I would venture to point cut that when the Presi-
dent implicitly adopted that point ol view, which, in
my delegation's opinion, is the only correct one,
neither the representative of the United Kingdom nor
any other representative in this hall objectod to the
application of rule 23, which [orms part of the same
chapter as rule 15. No one digputed the Dresident's
decision to give the {loor to three speakers in favour
of and three against the inclusion of the item, instead
of calling only on two speakers opposing the motion.
Thus, as I see it, the whole Asgsembly, including the
United Kingdom representative, Implicitly acknow=
ledged that in the case we ave considering it was pre-
cisely chapter II, and specifically rules 15 and 22,
which should apply, and not chapter XII, to which
rule 83 belongs.

91, 1 should therefore like to ask the President now
to give a ruling, with a statement of his reasons, con-
firming what he has already implicitly recognized by
applying rule 23. T ask him, consequently, to state
that the decision on the question now under discussion
will be taken by a simple majority and net by a two-
thirds majority, which applies in othur cases,

92. The following are the reasons for the point of
view [ have just expressed. The lawgiver—in this
vase, the General Assembly—devmed it appropriate
to eslablish special rules governing decisiuns eon-
cerning the agenda, In accordance with the Latin
term, we have special rules (lex_specialis) for the
inclusion of ftems in the agenda, which differ from
the general rules (lex pencralis) applieable to all
other decisions, As 1 sald just now, the DPresident
himsell implicitly acknowledged the correctness of
this view since he applied rule 23, and not rule 83.

93. In drafting its rules of procedure, the General
Assembly made certain stipulations with regard to
apenda items, I venture to remind all Members of the
Assembly of the terms of rule 15 of the rules of
procedure:
fadditional items of an important and urgent
character, proposed for inclusion in the agenda
less than thirty days before the opening of a regular
session or during a regular sessivn"—in other
words, at any stage of our discussions—"may be
placed on the agendu, if the General Assembly so
decides by a majority of the Membaers present and
voting®—that is to say, by a simple majority, "No
additienal item may be considered until seven days
have elapsed .. ."

94, There is a different rule for speclil sessions,
namely, rule 19, which reads as follows:

*During a special session items on the supple-
mentary list and additional items may be added to
the agenda by a two-thirds majority of the Members
present and voting,”

95, That provision relates to special sesgions, It is
not by chance that at the last meeting of the General
Committee [146th mesting] certain delegations (ried
to persuade the Committee that the present session
wias not the continuation of a regular session but a
sort of special session or emergency speclal session.
Nowever, it is clear to us all that at the present time
we are not meeting in a special session; we are
meeting in continuation of a regular session. Conse-
quently, it is not the provisions of rule 19 which
apply at this time, hut those of rule 15,

95. What do the rules of preocedurse say about the
resumption of sessions? We seo from rule 6 that *the
General Assembly may decide at any session to
adjourn temporarily and resume {ts meetings at a
later date™. At the sixteenth sesgsion, the Assembly
his twice already decided to do this. In December
1961 [1083rd meeting], it decided to adjourn its work
which it had been unable to conclude before the
Christmas and New Year holidayvs, and o resume in
mid-January., At the eml of February 1962 [ L1u6th
meeting}, the General Assembiy, at its resumed six-
teenth session, again applied rule 6; it again rdecided
to adjourn at the end of February amd to pesume in
June, Both in January and February of this vear we
held andd now in June we arve holding mwetings of the
resumed sixteenth regular session: there can fw oo
question gither of a gpecial session nr of an emer-
geney special session, as gome speakers claimed @t
the last meeting of the General Committee,

97. Since it is meeling in regular session, the
Assembly may at any time in its procevdings ansd
pursudant to the provisions of chapter [ of the rulss
of procedure, more particularly rule 135, decide o
include an additional item in ils agenda.

98, Could any question of changing a previosus deci-
sion e involved in the case before us? Rule =3, o
which the United Kingdom represeniative hidd re-
ferred, reads as follows:

"When a proposal has been adoptesd or pencted it
may not be reconsidered at the same sessionunless
the General Assembly, by a two-thirds majority of
the Members present and voting, so slecides, Por-
mission to speak on a motion to reconsider shail
he acceorded only to two speakers opposing the
motion, after which it ghall be immedialely put to
the vote.”
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99. The President himself, however, did not apply
this rule and the United Kingdom representative
did not object to that procedure. Of what proposal,
already adopted or rejected, indeed, could there be a
request for reconsideration at the present time?

100. Could the Assembly, at its sixteenth session,
at any moment In its proceedings, validly adopt a
decision not to include any additional items in its
agenda until the closure of the session? Did it adopt
such a decision? Could it have done so and have still
acted in conformity with its rules of procedure and,
indeed, with the general rules of common sense? I
think that for all delegations the answer to this ques~
tion can only be in the negative, The General Assem=~
bly did not and could not validly take any decision of
the kind since to do so would have been truly absurd.

101. Reasonably speaking, therefore, there is no
proposal, previously adopted or rejected which would
now require reconsideration pursuant to rule 83. I
wish to repeat that for matters relating to the inclu-
sion of additional items in the agenda the drafters of
the rules of procedure established a special rule
constituting a departure from the general rules
governing the adoption of proposals of all kinds, In
accorcdance with a Latin expression known to all
jurists, lex specialis derogat legi generali.

102. Chapter IT of the rules of procedure, concern-
ing the agenda, derogates from the other rules and-—
I venture to remind you a third time—at the opening
of this meeting, without the slightest hesitation, the
President began by applying the rules in chapter II,
and not those in chapter XII. The United Kingdom
representative did not raise the least objection; he
was not disturbed at the fact that the President gave
the floor to three speakers in {avour of and three
against the proposal, instead of calling ouly on two
speakers opposing it, He undoubtedly acknowledged,
therefore, like all other representatives here present,
that it is chapter II that is applicable in the case
under consideration.

103. I shall accordingly ask the President to give a
ruling, to take a position on the arguments Thave
advanced and to rule that the decision about to be
taken on the General Committee's recommendution
will be taken by a simple majority, in accordance
with rule 15, and not by a two-thirds majority in
accordance with rule 83.

104, Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
publics) (trunslated trom Russian): Merely from the
objections raised by the United Kingdom representa-
tive to the proposal made here by the representative
of Ghana it is clear that this matter—even [rom the
standpoint of the United Kingdom delegation and of the
arguments which have been adiduced against that pro-
posal—is only in the slightest degree controversial.

105. I shall endeavour to go further and show that
the question raised here by the delegation of Ghana
is completely uncontroversial in the specific sense
ol the proposal made by that delegation.

106. Paragraph 10 of the Genera]l Assembly resolu-
tion [1743 (XVI)] on the question of Ruanda-Urundi
has already been quoted here. In view of the fact that
this paragraph is of cardinal importance for the
United Kingdom representative's argument, I venture
to quote this short text once again, in order to draw
altention to certain (acts which were not brought out
gt the time when the United Kingdom representative
made use of it=facts of great importance for the

whole course of our consideration of the proposal
made by Ghana,

107. Paragraph 10 of this resolution states that the
Assembly "Decides to maintain this item [i.e., the
question of Ruanda~-Urundi] on the agenda of the pre-
sent session"., I wish to stress these words: "on the
agenda of the present session."

108, T shall not guote any more from this document
for the moment, in order to try to explain what we
are lo understand by the words: "to maintain this
item on the agenda of the present session.”

109. They mean that at the time when we decided
this question, when the resolution on Ruanda-Urundi
was adopted, the Assembly had before it the whole
list of items which had been placed on the agenda of
the sixteenth session. They mean that, out of the whole
list of items on the Assembly's agenda forthe current
session, the Assembly decided to retain one item on
the agenda of the proposed summer portion of the
session. That item was the question of Ruanda~Urundi.

110. They mean that the Assembly decided not to
retain on its agenda any of the items which had been
placed on it other than the question of Ruanda-Urundi.

111. Having given this, the only possible interpreta—
tion of the words "to maintain this item on the agenda
of the current session", I shall quote further from
this document.

112, The resolution continues with the words: "with-
out closing the debate thereon and authorizes the
Commission, should circumstances so require, to
return to United Nations Headquarters and request
the President of the General Assembly immediately
to reconvene the Assembly to consider exclusively
the question of Ruanda-Urundi."”

113. Let us now pass to the interpretation of this
second element of great importance for our present
discussion—the word "exclusively”. It is, of course,
possible to remove any word from its context and to
read only the word "exclusively" in this text. This is
precisely what Sir Patrick Dean, the United Kingdom
representative, did when he decided to read out and
hase his entire argument on the word "exclusively”,
interpreting it to mean that no other guestions of any
kind can be placed on the agenda for the resumed
session of the General Assembly.

114, He did not go so [ar as to assert that para-
graph 10 of the General Assembly resolution on
Ruanda-Urundi abrogates rule 15 of the Assembly’s
rules of procedure. He did not say that in so many
words, but the conclusion to be drawn from his state-
ment is undoubtedly that rule 15 of the General
Assembly's rules of procedure—and he asked us not
to apply it—is abrogated by paragraph 10 of the
resolution on Ruanda-Urundi, since that paragraph
contains the word "exclusively"®,

115. This whole chain of logic is flawed throughout,
bhecause the word "exclusively™ must not be removed
from its context but must be taken in conjunction with
the beginning of the sentence, which states that the
General Assembly examined the agenda of the current
session—an agenda which already existed, had already
heen approved—and, of that agenda, decided to retain
mexclusively” one item—the question of Ruanda-
Urundi.

116. So, if anyone today mounted this rostrum and
proposed the inclusion of an item not from the old
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agenda, the agenda that existed at the time when the
Assembly considered this matter, but some other
item with which the General Assembly had already
dealt, and not merely the question of Ruanda-Urundi—
in that case a two~thirds majority would be needed to
alter the decision we took with regard to the question
of Ruanda-Urundi.

117. However, no one is making such a proposal, It
is not being argued that some other items ought to be
retained from the agenda of the sixteenth sessionwith
which we have already déalt, and not only or exclu=
sively the question of Ruanda-Urundi. No one is pro-
posing this.

118. Consequently, the whole argument of the United
Kingdom representative is completely wide of the
mark and has no bearing on the problem now raised
in connexion with the inclusion of a new item,

119, Let us go on from here. What we are dealing
with as a concatenation of juridical arguments and
interpretations relating to the exact meaning to be
given to this text on the basis of analysis.

120, From the standpoint of plain common sense,
who could assume that the Assembly, in taking a
decision on Ruanda-Urundi, was taking Into account
not only the considerations that were known to it and
not only the agenda for the sixteenth session of the
General Assembly which the Assembly had approved
and of which it knew, but all considerations of every
kind of which it could not be and was not aware at
that time?

121, Who can assert that paragraph 10, as it is to
be read and interpreted correctly, means that the
Assembly a priori deprived itself of the rightto apply
rule 15 of the rules of procedure and, in accordance
with and on the strict basis of that rule, to include
any other items of which there could not be any ques-
tion at that time because they did not exist, at least
as items to be included in the Assembly's agenda?

122, There is therefore no foundation whatever for
the attempt to prove that in adopting paragraph 10 of
the resolution on Ruanda-Urundi the General Assem-
bly so to speak renounced the right of primogeniture
and the right to regulate its proceedings by means of
the rules which exist for that purpose,

123. That is why I consider that the proposal that
has been made here by the representative of Ghana is
perfectly in order. I do not, of course, think that this
is a matter for a ruling, for rule 15 states that the
General Asgembly decides whether to place any addi-
tional item on the agenda and this item, after the
General Committee has submitted a report and a
recommendation on it, must be put to a vote; for this
vote a two-thirds majority is, of course, not needed—
here I agree with the relevant portion of the Bul-
garian representative's statement; what is needed is
a simple majority of the votes which, if it is in favour
of the General Committee's recommendation, will be
sufficient to have the item in question placed on our
agenda.,

124. That is how matters really stand and that is
why the Soviet delegation will vote for the proposal
made by the representative of Ghana.

125, Mr, JHA (India): Naturally, I do not propose to
gpeak on the substance of the matter, nor do I wish to
refer to the substantive points in this question.

126, It seems to me that the point of order raised
by the representative of Ghana is a very interesting

one and has a great deal of substance. Rule 15 of the
rules of procedure relates to additional items, Such
additional items can be proposed "less than thirty
days before the opening of a regular session or
during a regular session". We happen at the present
moment to be "during a regular session". The rule
states:

nAdditlonal items of an important and urgent
character ... may be placed on the agenda, if the
General Assembly so decides by a majority of the
Members present and voting."

The rule states further: " . unless the General
Assembly, by a two-thirds majority of the Members
present and voting, decides otherwise", such an item
cannot be considered within seven days of its being
placed on the agenda,

127. There is a distinction in the rule itself in that
a simple majority is necessary for inscription,
whereas a two-thirds majority is required for a dis-
cussion of the matter within seven days.

128, Resolution 1743 (XVI) was adopted at this ses-
sion. That resolution was in reference to the "Ques-
tion of the future of Ruanda=Urundi® and, as has been
pointed out by the representative of the United King-
dom, paragraph 10 of that resolution states:

"Decides to maintain this item"=—that is, Ruanda-
Urundi—"on the agenda of the present session...
and request(s) the President of the General Assem-
bly immediately to reconvene the Assembly to con-
sider exolusively the question of Ruanda-Urundi."

129, The question that we have to consider is: what
is the effect of that resolution on rule 15 of the rules
of procedure? It seems to my delegation that, what-
ever might have been the intention at the time when
that word was embodied in paragraph 10 of resolu-
tion 1748 (XVI), we could not, by virtue of the word
"exclusively”, nullify a very important article in the
rules of procedure, that is, rule 15, which relates
to additional items, That rule gives the Members of
the General Assembly the right to bring an additional
item before the Assembly for consideration, and the
description of that item is, of course, to be regulated
in a particular manner, given in the rules of pro-
cedure. As I have said, this rule is specific.

130. The question is, whether paragraph 10 of Gen-
eral Assembly resolution 1743 (XVI) had the effect
of changing the words "majority of the Members
present and voting" to "a two-thirds majority of the
Members present and voting". My submission is that
it cannot possibly have that effect, because that would
be tantamount to an amendment of rule 15 of the rules
of procedure, and rule 164 of the rules of procedure
states: "These rules of procedure may be amended
by a4 decision of the General Assembly taken by a
majority of the Members present and voting", only
"after a committee has reported on the proposed
amendment,"

131, It does not seem to us that by an incidental
resolution—incidental in the sense that the word
"exclusively” was used there in reference to a com-
pletely different set of circumstances—an important
rule of procedure can in effect be amended in this
fashion,

132. Another point that strikes my delegation is that
this is really not a reconsideration of any particular
proposal, The proposal is not to reconsider para-
graph 10 of General Assembly resolution 1743 (XVI).
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That, of course, would require a two~thirds majority.
Actually, there could be no reconsideration of that
because there is no paralle]l between the context of
circumstances at the time resolution 1743 (XVI) was
adopted and those at the present time, As a matter of
fact, the particular question that this Assembly is
congidering now could not very well have been pre-
dicted at that time. Therefore, the two really do not
stand on the same footing. You cannot reconsider
something which it is not possible to reconsider in
the context of the present circumstances.

133. There is yet another point. That is, if for
the inscription of an additional item a two-thirds
majority is required now, then the Assembly will be
reducing this regular session to a special session,
In this connexion I invite attention to rule 19, which
gays that supplementary or additional items in a spe~
cial session can only be added to the agenda by a
two=thirds majority.

134, These are the points which seem to be very
important. As I said, I am not speaking on the sub~
stance, but there is a very important point of prin-
ciple involved. 1t seems to us that the Assembly
cannot, by a blanket decision of an incidental nature,
rule out of consideration additional items whose con~
sideration may be very well justified by the circum=
stances referred to by the representative of Ghana,
circumstances which, for example, give rise to diffi-
cult relations between States, international frietion
and very many other things. This is a kind of demo-
cratlc right of the Members of the Assembly. Of
course, if the Assembly wishes, it can decide by a
majority vote not to have this item on the agenda at
this resumed session by virtue of what Members
themgelves thought in paragraph 10 of resolution
1743 (XVI). That would be perfectly understandable
and would be perfectly legal. But to say that just
because the word "exclusively" was used in para=-
graph 10 no future discussion of any matter, even if
it 1s urgent and important—and rule 15 refers to
important and urgent matters—can be undertaken
without a two~thirds majority in the General Assem~
bly 18 unjustified.

135, I am speaking only on the principle and I feel
that that principle is important. Either the President
should make a ruling or the Assembly should take
a decision as to what the exact situation is with re-
gard to the rules of procedure.

136, Mr. BARTON (Canada): I shall be very brief,
because I think the point is a very simple one. We
were discussing a report of the General Committee
[A/5131] and the procedure for discussing that report
is laid down in rule 23 of the rules of procedure. But
!:he fact remains that we are also ineffect reconsider=-
ing a resolution which we adopted earlier during this
session, I do not share the doubts about the meaning
of the word "exclusively" which the preceding speaker
put to the Assembly. We certainly had no doubt
about what we meant when we voted for the word
"exclusively" at the resumed session before. It was
aimed exclusively at trying to keep the discussion to
Ruanda=Urundi and nothing else,

137._ Now we feel that, irrespective of whether rule
16 is to be applied one must first apply rule 83.
Therefore, we feel that the first vote that must be
taken requires a two-thirds majority, in .arder to
constitute a reconsideration under rule 83.

1388. Mr. ZOLLNER (Dahomey) (translated from
French): My delegation has listened very carefully to

the statement made by the United Kingdom repre-
sentative. I noted that his entire argument was based
on General Assembly resolution 1743 (XVI) adopted
at the second part of the sixteenth session and con-
cerning the question of the future of Ruanda-Urundi.
It is on the basis of the provision in that resolution
which states that at the second resumed session the
Assembly would consider exclusively the question of
Ruanda=-Urundi that the United Kingdom representa~
tive involkes rule 83, which reads as follows:

"When a proposal has been adopted or rejected it
may not be reconsidered at the same sessionunless
the General Assembly, by a two-thirds majority of
the Members present and voting, so decides."

139, But did the Assembly, at any time during the
session, decide not to consider the question of South-
ern Rhodesia? Quite clearly, the answer is "No", The
Assembly did, however, decidetoconsiderexclusively
the question of Ruanda=Urundi at the second resumed
session. It could decide validly to consider ouly a
particular item of its agenda at that resumedsession.
That is what it did when it adopted that decision. It is
in that spirit that the resolution in question was
adopted, Was there any question of prohibiting the
Assembly from placing any additional item on its
agenda? Certainly not, for such a decision would
abrogate rule 15 of the rules of procedure, which
states categorically that:

nAdditional items of an important and urgent
character, proposed for inclusion in the agenda
less than thirty days before the opening ofa regular
gession or during a regular session"--and I would
point out that our sixteenth regular session is still
continuing~"may be placed on the agenda, if the
Assembly so decides by a majority of the Members
present and voting,"

140, The word "exclusively" therefore did not relate
to the inclusion of an additional item, but to the
consideration of items already on the agenda. The
Assembly accordingly could not, without contradicting
itself, have voted for the word nexclusively" in that
meaning; otherwise rule 15 would have fallen to the
ground.

141, 1 would observe, however, that rule 15 still
appears in the rules of procedure of the General
Assembly. It was in quite a different spirit, there-
fore, that its terms were adopted and it is in that
genge that my delegation supported the resolution in
question.

142. Accordingly, my delegation formally supports
the view expressed by the representative of Ghana,
which is that. rule 15 should apply in the present case.
1 would also ask the President to give a ruling to that
effect.

125, The PRESIDENT (translated from French):
There are no further speakers wishing to address the
Assembly on the point of order raised by the repre~
gentative of Ghana. Several representatives have
spoken in favaour of the motion, others against it.

144, It seems to me that in view of the complexity of
the arguments advanced for and against this motion
it would be appropriate to ask the Assembly to decide
by a vote whether rule 15 of the rules of procedure 1s
or is not applicable in the present case.

145, 1 therefore invite the Assembly to vote on the
proposal of the representative of Ghana, who has
asked that the recommendation of the General Com=~
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mittee [A/5131, para. 2], to the effect that the ques-
tion of Southern Rhodesia should be placed on the
agenda, should be decided by a simple majority vote.
A roll-call vote has heen requested.

A vote was taken by roll-call.

Tanganyika, having been drawn by lot by the Presi~
dent, was called upon to vote first.

In favour: Tanganyika, Togo, Tunisia, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviel Socialist
Republics, United Arab Republic, Upper Volta, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Afghanistan, Albania, Bulgaria, Burma,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cambodia,
Cameroon, Central African Republic, Ceylon, Chad,
Congo (Brazzaville), Congo (Leopoldville), Cuba,
Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Dahomey, Ethiopia, Federa-
tion of Malaya, Gabon, Ghana, Guinea, Hungary, India,
Indonesia, Irag, Jordan, Lebanon, Liberia, Libya,
Madagascar, Mali, Mauritania, Mongolia, Morocco,
Nepal, Niger, Nigeria, Philippines, Poland, Romania,
Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Somalia, Sudan,
Syria.

Against: Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, United States of America,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Argentina, Australia, Austria,
Belgium, Bolivia, Canada, China, Colombia, Denmark,
Dominican Republic, El Salvador, Finland, France,
Greece, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy,
Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nor=-
way, Paraguay, Peru, Portugal, South Africa, Spain,
Sweden.

Abstaining: Thailand, Brazil, Chile, Costa Rica,
Ecuador, Guatemala, Haiti, Iran, Ivory Coast, Laos,
Mexico, Palistan, Panama,.

The proposal was adopted by 55 votes to 35, with 13
abstentions.

146. The PRESIDENT (translated from French); I
accordingly consider that the General Assembly has
decided that the simple-majority rule provided for in
rule 15 of the rules of procedure will be followed in
the vote on the recommendation of the General Com-
mittee [A/5131, para. 2].

147, T call onthe representative of the United King~
dom on a point of order.

148, Sir Patrick DEAN (United Kingdom): If I under-
stand its position, the General Assembly has just
decided, by a majority vote, that rule 15 of the rules
of procedure applies to the voting on the recom-
mendation contained in the report of the General
Committee to the General Assembly[A/5131, para. 2].

149. May I ask the President, also, to put to the vote
this proposition: that there is a previous question
which requires consideration? Under rule 83 of the
rules of procedure, which has been referred to
earlier, an earlier decision of the General Assembly
can be reversed only as a result of two-thirds
majority,

150, May I ask the President to put to the vote
whether this rule applies and must be voted on, be=-

fore the voting under rule 15, on the General Com-
mittee's report?

151, The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I
should be glad if the United Kingdom representative
would explain his point of order a little more clearly.
What exactly is it that he is asking me to put to the
General Assembly? I should be grateful if he would
explain what he has in mind.

152. Sir Patrick DEAN (United Kingdom): My point
of order is this: that there is a prior question which
must be put to the vote by the General Assembly
before it proceeds to vote, under rule 15, on the
report of the General Committee. That prior question
arises under rule 83 of the rules of procedure, and
concerns paragraph 10 of the resolution of the Gen-
eral Assembly on Ruanda-~Urundi [resolution 1743
(XVI)].

153, I do not want to repeat the arguments which
have already been placed before the General Assem~
bly on this point; but in my submission—and I ask the
President to rule on this—this prior question should
be voted on first: whether the decision which was
embodied in paragraph 10 of the Ruanda-Urundi
resolution should not first be voted on=~and that
requires a two=thirds majority before it can be
reversed.

154, The PRESIDENT (translated from French): Is
congideration of General Assembly resolution 1743
(XVI) on our agenda? I do not believe so and I frankly
admit that I have still not clearly understood what is
at issue. Is or is not the United Kingdom representa~
tive asking the General Assembly to decide whether,
by voting on the General Committee's recommenda-
tion, it is reopening consideration of resolution 1743
(XVI)? Is that the motion he wishes to make, since
the Assembly has just voted in favour of applying the
simple-majority rule in voting on the recommenda-
tion of the General Committee?

155, Sir Patrick DEAN (United Kingdom): 1 under-
stand very well the decision which was just reached
by the General Assembly; but, in my submission, the
recommendation of the General Committee involves
reconsideration of a decision previously taken by this
Assembly. Therefore, before article 15 can be held
to apply, a decision must first be taken under rule 83
of the rules of procedure, agreeing that this re-
consideration should take place; and under that rule
a different majority is required from that specified
in article 15. That is to say, thisis a special circum-
stance: the decision of the General Committee is, in
fact, a recommendation to this Assembly to re-
consider a decision it already has taken and, there-
fore, rule 83 of the rules of procedure clearly applies
and must apply before the decision to proceed under
rule 15 and vote in accordance with that rule.

156. The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I
think I now understand the idea expressed by the
United Kingdom representative. It is his view that
the recommendation of the General Committee im-
plies a reconsideration of a question on which the
Assembly has already taken a decision by adopting
resolution 1743 (XVI), He therefore wishes me to ask
the Assembly whether it agrees with that interpreta-
tion and he considers that to vote on the General
Committee's recommendation would be to reopen
consideration of the decision which the Assembly took
when it adopted the resolution in question.

157. I call on the representative of the Soviet Union
on a point of order.

158. Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
publics) (translated from Russian); Difficult times
have come for those delegations that are defending
or trying to defend an unjust cause; I am thinking of
the policy of the United Kingdom Government with
regard to Southern Rhodesia and the whole complex
of related questions. But one cannot descend to the
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extremes of desperation to which the United Kingdom
representative is now going, with the last shreds of
logic now disappearing from the proposals which lie
is once again persistently attempting to have voted
upon in the General Assembly.

159, This is not a circus for legal hocus-pocus and
acrobatics, This is the highest organ of the United
Nations, I do not doubt what the result of the vote will
be, Mr. President, if you put the matter before the
Assembly in the form in which it has now, finally,
heen formulated as a result of the fourfold exchange
of views between you and the United Kingdom repre-
sentative. I have no doubts as to the results of the
vote, at any rate in the sense that all progressive
delegations which support the Declaration on the
granting of independence to colonial countries and
peoples will, even in this inverted and distorted pre-
sentation—when the pyramid has, so to speak, been
turned upside down and they are trying to make it
balance—vote in favour of the elimination of colonial-
ism and against legal acrobatics of this kind.

160, However, a question of principle arises: how
far is it possible to play with the will of the majority
in the General Assembly, which expressed that will
in the decision taken by the Assembly just a few
moments ago? For if we took a vote and decided that
rule 15 would apply in the case of the present spe-
cific instance in the present specific circumstances,
the argument on lhe basis of which the United King-
dom representative, presenting the matter in a
wholly ubsurd way, is calling for a [resh vote would
mean that we should somehow have to alter or re-
consider the decision which we took just now, when
we decided to reject the entire argument of the United
Kingdom delegation and of the few delegations, I am
happy to say, which attempted to supportthat position,
We decided just now that we would apply the simple
majority rule in the present instance precisely be-
cause there is not the slightest questionat the present
time of reconsidering the resolution on the question
of Ruanda-Urundi which we adopted at the second
part of the sixteenth session.

161, We are not reconsidering paragraph 10 of that
resolution, For preeisely that reason the Soviet dele~
gation and other delegations resolutely voted in favour
of having rule 15 apply, because we are not engaged
here in any experiments or legal acrobatics such as
those to which the United Kingdom delegation is
resorting—a fact that does nothing, of course, to
enhance that delegation's prestige in the eyes ol the
peoples of Asia and Africa, but that is its own con-
cern. It has already thrown prudence to the winds,
but we, Mr. President, and you in particular, as the
presiding officer at this plenary meeting of the high-
est organ of our United Nations, must give a ruling to
the effect that the United Kingdom representative's
statements and his proposal that we should vote in
the manner he expounded are out of order and are
aimed at reversing the decision which we have just
taken, when 55 votes were cast in favour of certain
specilic conclusions.

162, 1 accordingly ask you, Mr. President, to exer-
cise the right you possess and to declare that the
proposal of the United Kingdom representative, at
any rate in the form in which it has been put forward,
is out of order and may not be put to the vote. If you
do not do this, Mr. President, I shall move, ona
point of order, that, before voting on the United King-
dom proposal, the Assembly should vote on my pro-

posal, namely, that that proposil is out of order and
cannot e put to the vote., This will truly be a pre-
liminary question which has a right to exist by the
laws of logic, politics and common sense.

163. The PRESIDENT (transiated from French): I
call on the representative of Bulgaria, who has asked
for the floor on the point of order raised by the United
Kingdom representative,

164. Mr. TCHOBANOV (Bulgaria) (translated from
French): My delegation fecls that this is too serious
a moment—for we will soon be discussing the in-
dependence of a people which has long been under the
colonial yoke—for us to indulge in jokes that are in
doubtful taste, I regrel that this is how I am forced
to describe the proposal made by the representative
af the United Kingdom.

165. What was it that we voted on a few moments
ago? If I understood the issue correctly, asthe Presi-
dent formulated it hefore the vote, we voted to decide
whether it was rule 15 that was applicable in the case
before us, i.e., whether this was a question falling
under chapter Il of the rules of procedure, or whether
it was a question of reconsidering a decision already
taken by the Assembly. It was on that specific ques-
tion that we voted and, by amajority vote, the Assem~
bly decided that it was rule 15, and not rule 83, that
was applicable—that it was a matter of including an
item in the agenda, as defined in chapter II, and not
of reconsidering a decision previously taken.

166. The Assembly has given its decision on this
matter and the United Kingdom representative has, I
repeat, just inculged in humour that is in very poor
taste, He is asking us to vote once more on a ques-
tion that we voted on just a few moments ago.

167. 1 accordingly ask the President to use the
powers vested in him and to refuse to submit to the
Assembly a question on which we have already voted.
This is a4 matter that involves the respect that is due
to this Assembly and io the colonial peoples awaiting
their independence.

168. The PRESIDENT (translated from French): Does
the representative of the United Kingdom wish to
press his motion? May I appeal to him to facilitete
thie work of the Assembly?

169, 8ir Patrick DEAN (United Kingdom): T am very
loath to continue the debate, and I would like to re~
spond to the President's appeal-~hut there is a point
of principle here which is of importance. I would ask
the President to put to the vote the [ollowing proposi-
tion, which I formulated earlier: that since the recom-
mendation contained in the report of the General
Committee [A/5131, para. 2] involves the reconsider~
ation of a decision of the Generial Assembly there
must therefore first be a decision under rule 83 to
re-open this question. I think that is an important
point, and a2 number of legal arguments have been
addressed to it by a mumber of delegations. I do not
think it is unreasonable of my delegation to ask that
that should now be decided by this Assembly.

170. The PRESIDENT (translated from French): The
United Kingdom representative presses his motion to
the vote, I shall therefore put this motion to the
General Assembly,

171. I call on the representative of the Soviet Union
on a point of order.

172, Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
publics) (translated from Russian): Perbaps it is my
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fault for not stating clearly enough what I hadin
mind, I shall therefore repeat it.

173, I think that we should vote on the preliminary
question whether it is possible to put to the vote the
proposal made by the United Kingdom representative,
in view of all the arguments that have been advanced,
partly by you, Mr, President, from your rostrum-—
several times you tactfully pointed out that the pro-
posal we are about to vote upon wag out of order—
and also by a number of delegations.

174, 1 accordingly ask that as a preliminary ques-
tion the Assembly should decide whether the pro-
posal mads by the United Kingdom can be put to the
vote or is out of order.

175. 1 consider that this is a perfectly normal pro-
cedure to follow in dealing with this quite extra-
ordinary proposal which in essence calls upon us to
reconsider a decision we have just adopted, For it
does in fact amount to a reconsideration of a decision
just taken, Completely unsuccessful attempts have
been made to prove that the decision adopted by the
majority in the Assembly amounts to a reconsidera-
tion of paragraph 10 of the resolution on Ruanda-
Urundi. However, the utter worthlessness of these
agsertions has been demonstrated here.

178. Yet now a real attempt is being made by means
of this proposal to force us to reconsiderthe decision
we have just taken. Since the United Kingdom repre-
sentative nevertheless does not say that this will be
a reconsideration of the decision we have just taken,
I think that on the basis of the arguments that have
been adduced here just now this proposal cannot be
put to the vote,

177. I ask you, Mr. President, to put the preliminary
question to the vote first of all, and then, after it, the
proposal of the United Kingdom representative.

178, The PRESIDENT (translated from French): The
Agsembly has just heard the proposal, in the form of
a preliminary question, made by the USSR repre-
sentative, I must now rule on that proposal,

179. The United Kingdom representative has made a
formal motion and has asked that it be put to the vote.
Since that motion constitutes a reconsideration of the
decision which the Assembly itself took a fewminutes
ago, to the effect that the vote on the recommendation
of the General Committee falls under rule 15 of the
rules of procedure; since, in other words, the motion
of the United Kingdom representative formally re-
opens consideration of a proposal which the Assem~
bly adopted by 55 votes to 35, with 13 abstentions,
the vote on it must be taken in accordanee with rule
83 of the rules of procedure. This means that the
majority required for the motion's adoption must be
a two-thirds majority.

180, We thus have two proposals before us, sub-
mitted by the United Kingdom representative and the
Soviet Union representative respectively. I hope that
neither of these representatives will press the Chair
to put this proposal to the vote. That would greatly
expedite the work of this Assembly. May I appeal to
them to take this course and may I have their agree-
ment on this point?

181. Sir Patrick DEAN (United Kingdom): I think I
must make it clear that what I am asking is not, in
fact, a reversal of the previous decision of this Gen-
eral Assembly. I am asking the Assembly to take
note of the fact that the recommendation contained in

the report of the General Committee [A/5131, para. 2]
involves reconsideration of a decision of the General
Assembly, and the General Assembly must, there-
fore, first agree to this reconsideration under rule
83 before it votes on the report of the General
Committee.

182, There are, in fact, two questions involved, as I
hoped I had made clear. Qur contention is that the
prior question, which should be dealt with first, is
that which arises under rule 83. That is the situation,
and that is the matter on which I asked to have a
vote; it is not a reversal of a decision by the General
Assembly to proceed to vote on the report of the
General Committee under rule 15,

183, The PRESIDENT (translated from French): The
United Kingdom representative presses his motion to
a vote. As I explained, it is clearly understood that
this proposal constitutes a reconsideration of the
decision just taken by the General Assembly and, that
being so, that the applicable rule is the two-thirds
majority rule specified in rule 83 of the rules of
procedure.

184. 1 put to the vote the proposal of the United
Kingdom representative, that the Assembly, before
voting on the recommendation of the General Com-
mittee, should decide to apply the provisions of rule
83 of the rules of procedure tothe vote on the General
Committee's recommendation [A/5131, para, 2].

The proposal was rejected by 54 votes to 28, with
12 abstentions.

185, The PRESIDENT (translated from French): We
shall now proceed to vote on the recommendations in
the seventh report of the General Committee[A/5131].

186. I put to the vote the General Committee's first
recommendation, that the Assembly should place on
its agenda the item entitled "The question of Southern
Rhodesia™, A roll-call vote has been requested.

A vote was taken by roll-call.

Venezuela, having been drawn by lot by the Presi-
dent, was called upon to vote first.

In favour: Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Afghani-
stan, Albania, Bulgaria, Burma, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Cambodia, Cameroon, Central
African Republic, Ceylon, Chad, Congo (Brazzaville),
Congo (Leopoldville), Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Dahomey, Ethiopia, Federation of Malaya, Gabon,
Ghana, Guinea, Haiti, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran,
Iraq, Israel, Ivory Coast, Jordan, Lebanon, Liberia,
Libya, Madagascar, Mali, Mauritania, Mongolia, Mo~
rocco, Nepal, Niger, Nigeria, Pakistan, Philippines,
Poland, Romania, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone,
Somalia, Sudan, Syria, Tanganyika, Togo, Tunisia,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab Republic, Upper
Volta, Uruguay,

Against: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Den-
mark, Dominican Republic, El Salvador, Finland,
France, Greece, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Italy,
Luxembourg, Netherlands, Norway, Paraguay, Peru,
Portugal, South Africa, Spain, Sweden, Turkey, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United States of America.

Abstaining: Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, China,
Colombia, Costa Rica, Ecuador, Guatemala, Japan,
Laos, Mexico, New Zealand, Panama, Thailand.
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The recommendation was adopted by 62 votes to 26,
with 15 abstentions.

187. The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I
Invite the Assembly to vote on the General Commit=
tee's second recommendation, that the item should be
considered directly in plenary meetings, without
being referred to a Committee, If there is no objec~
tion, I shall consider that the Assembly adopts this
recommendation,

The recommendation was adoepted.

188, The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I
now invite the Assembly to vote on the third recom-
mendation of the General Committee, that the Assem=
bly waive the requirement contained in rule 15 of the
rules of procedure for a seven-day interval between
the inscription of an item on the agenda and its con-
sideration by the Assembly. If no representative has
any observations to make on this recommendation, I
shall consider it adopted by the Assembly,

The recommendatinon was adopted,

189, The PRESIDENT (translated from French): I
call on the representative of Israel, who wishes to
explain his vote.

190, Mr. COMAY (Israel): My delegation is not un-
mindful of the difficult problems which now face the
United Kingdom Government regarding the future of
Southern Rhodesia in the context of the future of the
Central African Federation. We have lheard an impor-
tant and somewhat encouraging statement from Sir
Patrick Dean expressing the willingness of his
Government to re-examine the whole complex of
problems involved, and we cannot doubt the sincere
desire of the United Kingdom Government to promote
peaceful and liberal constitutional progress in that
territory, We have also listened with respect to the
view that this debate might well be deferred to the

nex} regular session of the Assembly having regard
to the postponement of the elections in Southern
Rhodesia as well as to the original decision to con=
fine this resumed session to the single subject of
Ruanda-Urundi. However, misgivings about the politi-
cal developments in Southern Rhodesia are go strongly
felt by a number of other States that they are unwill~
ing to delay examination by the Assembly of the
issues involved, Those who maintain that position
include all the African countries, which feel a natural
invelvement in the affairs of this African territory
and a special respongibility for ensuring the rights
and status of the African majority.

191, Under these circumstances, my delegation was
not persuaded that it would be helpful to thwart the
request for a debate. We have therefore voted in
favour of the inclusion of the item, thereby acting in
line with our traditional practice in such matters. In
doing so, we express the hope, the earnest hope, that
the debate will be carried on in a moderate and con-
structive manner which will do good and not harm.,
We are deeply convinced that the most hopeful future
for Southern Rhodesia lies in promoting multiracial
equality and harmony instead of interracial conflict.

192, The PRESIDENT (translated from French): Be-
fore adjourning the meeting I wish to announce to the
General Assembly that we shall begin debate on the
question of Southern Rhodesia on Thursday, 14 June.
All Memhers are aware that we would like to com-
plete our work as quickly as possible, To facilitate
our task, I wish to make an appeal to all delegations.
Firstly, I would ask all who wish to participate in the
discussion to place their names as soon as pos-
sible on the list which is now open for the purpose.
Secondly, in order to facilitate and shortenthe debate,
it would be appropriate for two or three draft resolu-
tions to be submitted ag soon as the debate opens.

The meeting rose at 1,45 p.m.

Litho inUN,
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