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QUESTIONS PREPARATORY 'rO TIm CONSIDEIWI'I01f Oli' 11EE SECIillTARY -GmmRA'L IS

sm~i)Jillms AND ANAI,YSES Ol!" INH'OHtvrATION frBANSMI1'TED DURING 1949: (a)

DATE OF RECEIPT OF HlFORIv'JATION (A/AC .28/w .6) (discussion continued.)

I].'he CHA.IRMAN 1 speaking as re];lresentative of the United states

of _~merica, explained tha.t the reason why his Government had been

rather late in submitting i,nformation 101BS that H had not been advised

of the change in the s'Upula'ted period of transmission until

September 1948, and had therefore been unable to prepare the 118"essary

information by 'December of that year" rtful1y intended to transmit

informaUon within the prescribed period in the future.

Mr. LAKING (New' Zealand) stated that information concerning

Coole Island had been transmitted by his Government since the note by the

Secretariat (A/Ae .'2.8/Vl.6) had been issued. He eXJlressed his Govel'nment t s

regret for the delay •

.lvIr. F1E~!CHER ..COOI(E (United Kingdom) pointed out that at the

time the Secretariat document had been prepared his Gover!Ullent had ~ailed

to submit information on onl:y three of the many Non-Self-Governing

'l'erritories under its administration; sjnce that time, it had sent in

information on one of the three territories, Nigeria. He stressed that

the work of compiling data for transmission to the Secretariat and

other organs of the United Nations placed a considerable burden on the

administrative staffs of the UnHed Kingdom Territories} a burden which

llould be incl'eased if it 1'laS decided that such data should be still more

'Voluminous in the futur,e. Re was therefore unable to go further than to

Gay that his Go'Verrunerrt would} as it had done in the past,do its best

to send in the required information within the prescribed perioc1o

Mr. SOLDATOV (Union of Soviet SocialiGt Republics) l'omarked

that the note by the Secretaria-t sholved that many Admlnistering P01vers

hacl SUblllitted information at a very late date, thus complicating

the ",ork of the Secretariat and the Special COlJunittee. Be took note

or the asst~ance just given by the United Kingdom representative that

his Government vlould endeavour to transmit i~formation on time in

the futt~e; nevertheless} in the interests of the Committee's

future work, it shOUld not be oV81'1oo1ced that the United Kingdom

/Government
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Government had not yet submitted information on Be'rmuda and the

Federation of Halaya for 1949, while the information on Nige:ria .

had been submitted so late that the Secretariat had not yet. been

able to ana1yze and SU1lm18J:'i ze it.

(b) TFRRIIfOnIillS ENUMERATED (A/AC •28/W .6)

!.!r. SOI.DATOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) poi'nted

out that documents submitted to the COnlmittee by the Secretariat

includ.ed references to Indonesia and. the Indonesian Republic; Indonesia

was, in fact} listed alllong tho Non-Self-Governing Territories in document

A/Ae •28/H .6. TIe reca.lled that during the 1946 session of the Special

Committee, the USSR representative ha.d stressed that information on

Indonesia should not be Cliscussed by the Committee, since the Republic

of Indonesia he,d become an indepondent sts.te by the will of its people.

At that time, the Secrotal,"iG.t b4d attell\lfte-d to justify the inclusion

01' m::l.terials on Indonesia. 8.l1C.~ the documentation submitted to the
1

COln.'11ittee by a fOl'mal eX'planati<>n tUat, since information on Indonesia

ha.d been submitted by the Netherlands Government, the Secretariat was

obliged to present' it to the Committee. III the current year, h0101ever,

that e:L..'})lanation did not apply, as no information on Indonesia had

been submitted.

The USSR delegat.Ion, therefore, again insisted that information

on the Republic of Indonesia should be excluded from the documents

before the Committee, inasmuch e.s the BelJUblic of Indonesia was an

independent State.

Nr. SPITS (Netherlands) recalled th~t ;-lhen that point had·

been raised by the USSR representative in 1948, the representative of

the t>Tetherlands had explained that his Government had transmi tted the

in:f'ormatiol1 in question because the whole of Indonesia wa/? still under

the sovereignty of the Netherlands; indeed, the RGnville AGreement

made. it clear that the sovereignty of the Neth~rlands 'IV'as recognized

even by the Republican Goverrnment itself. The question of sovereignty

was no longer governed by the Renville Agreement but by the Van Royen~Rurn

Agreement; a round-table confer~nce was taldng pl~ce in the Hague on

-thc.t issue. It 'Has clear that sovereignty over the 'Hhole of Indonesia

'Was still in the hands of the Netherlands Government: ··conseQ.uently, it

was quite in order for the Netherlands Goyernment to transmit informa,­

tion on that Territory in accorda.nce :with Article 73 e.
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Mr. SRNA RAO (India) endorsed the viewTs expressed by the USSR

representative and recalled that at the third session of the General

Assembly the Indian delegation had, in the Fourth Conuuittee, expressad

strong disapproval of the inclusion of references to the Republic of

Indonesia in a report dealing exclusively with Non-Self-Governing

Territories. Without wishing to maIl:e any addi.tional remarks on the

sUbject so as not to influence in any way the outcome of the Hague

conference, he nevertheless stressQd that the USSR representative1s

arguments carried considerable weight.

!,;Ir. SOLDATOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) resGrved

the right to make a proposal on the subject of Indonesia later if the

lleed arose.

1,11'. FL1!iTCBER-COorill (United Kingdom) said that, if any such

proposal was macle, he vTOuld wish to make e. statement, not on the merits

of the case but on the principles involved, and reserved his rights
accordingly.

The CHAIR~ffiN stated that all members would be free to eA~ress

their view's when and if a proposal was made.

(c) INFORl'iATION CONCERNING THE CESSATION OF TRANSMISSION OF INFORMNl'ION

IN VIRTUE OF GENERAl" ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION 222 (Ill) (A/915 and A!915/Add.l)

Mr. FABRAG (Egypt) recalled that the question of the enumeration

of Non-Self-Governing ~erritories had been raised during the Committee's

session in 1948, and that the definiUon of Non-Self -Governing Terr!tories

had been consid.ered by Sub -Committee 2 of the Fourth Committee during
(.'!/',,:'

the tiis.t,part of the -6h41'd session of the General Assembly. The same

question arose again from the terms of paragraph 2 of' Resolution 222 (III).

The Con~ittee was seized of communications received by the Secretary-General

from the Governments of France, the United Kingdom and the United states

of America concerning the cessation of transmission of informat~cn on

certain territories. The French communication stated that und,er Article 73
the determination of 'Thich territoriefl whose peoples had not yet attained

a full mensure of self'-government, lay exclusively within the competence

of the states Vlhleh had responsibill ties for the administration of such

territories. Mr. Farrag remarked that that had, been true in international

law before the cOlllinG into force of the United Nations Charter; 1-Ti th the

Charter, however, a new conce~tion of international law had been crea~edJ
which might properly be described as the theory of international accounta­

bility. In that connexion, he quoted from statements made at the twenty­

seventh plenary meeting of the General ASSelllbly by representatives of' the

Un:i.ted Kingdom and the United states, the first of whom had welcomed

CooJ?te:r XI of' the Charter as an "inte:rnatU?nal e~lon1al convention".

IThe United Nations
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'l."lhe United Nations could not shirk its responstbil:lties to arlj

NonwSelf'-Governillg Territory simply because. the Netropolitan Power had

ceased to submit information regarding H. Cessation of transmiss:i.on

of information could be permitted only if the Territory concerned heel

!lttained self-government. Mr, Fal'rag was therefore unable to share

the vievs expressed bJ:" the French Government in its letter of 29 April

1949. He felt J however, that the issue was not vithin the com;pstence

of the Special Committee, and felt that a recommendation might be made to

the General Assembly to l'sfer the matter to the Fourth Committee,

Mr. FLETCHER-COOI\E (United Kingdom) emphasized that nothing in

its terms of reference entitled the.Committee to discuss the substance of

questions included under item 4 of the a.genda; still less was the

Cornmittee empoH'ored. to' mu.ke :rl)ctm:ll:Mendstions on any of those items,

The Egyptian representativQ hall. implied th~,t the United Kingdom

rel)resentatiVe at the flrs·t us.don of the Genoral Assembly had accepted

the principle of international accountability ,-rit"h rogard to colonies.

But it vas Sufficient to review the vTOrk of the Oommittee in 1948 to

roalize that the Unitod Kingdom Governmont did not recognize suoh a.

principle as applying to :Non-Gelf-Govermng, TerritorioQ.

The United KingdclIl Government had assumed certain limited obligations

under Article 73 e of' tho Charter; it had honoured those obligations in

the past, was stUl doing so, and vTould continue to .do so. It did fot J

hm-revor J rocogni zo tho· right of a~r organ of the Dnited Nations to oall

l:otropolita;n Powors to account for their policies or actions in

Ibn-Self-Govcrning Territories under. their administration. It thorefore

8nt;irol.:r shal'od tho view of th.e French Government that J.t was i'a:r the

AdministeX'ing,"1'owol" 0.10110 to dGcide which Qf the torrHories undor it.s

D.cbninistrat:f.on we!'Q non-self-governing and which had reached suoh a degreo

of' solf-government that it was no longer nocessary to transmit information

in -thoir rospect.

Mr. SHIVA BAD remarked that the question had .boon discussed at

length the pl'ovious year. Hevortl1eloss, he wishod to mako a feN roruarlrs

in connoxiol1 With the communioation from the Fronch Govornment und tho

statoment by Hr. Crooch.....!onos quoted in dOCUffiont A/915 , The latter

said, in particular: IIThere vrerc Br:ttish torrHol'iGs whioh, vThile not

yot in· full control of their external affairs} woro nevertheless fully

res ponsiblo for the conduct of' their intornal affairs" I and indicated

th~t Malta was ono of thom. Mr. Shivo. Bo.o questioned that such Do

torri tory could bo said to enj ay full spU"govornmcnt under tha torms of

/ Art! cle 73 0
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Article 73 c of the Charter. The French GoYor~~ent, in its

communication, app:roe,chod the question from El. difforent ~mgle uno..

sto.tod that the provisions of that Article should norma.lly "coaso to

apply to territories whoso peoples have attained n sufficient c0groo

of culturo, prospc:dty and solf~goYernmentrr. In spite of their different

approach, the two GoYornments agrood. that the decision which torritorios

wero non-sclf-govern:i:ng lay ontirely vith the ACL.'1linistl3riug Authoritios.

In tho vimv of the Indian delesatiQn, the quostion at Ivhat stago of

development of a Non~SGlf~Govorning Torritory an Ad.mins.tering Authority

could, without reference to tho Unitod Nations, docido that it was no

longor non·self-govorning waG extromely complicDxod and involved logal

and constitutional considerations far bOYO!ld the competonce of the

Committee, which was severely limited by its torUls of Jr'oferencu. Ho

noted in passing that, ovan within thol?o, limitc:.tions, the Conunj.ttcG hc.d

nlrecdy performod useful ~ork and hud justifiod its existence by tho

help which it hud boon e.ble to give t~ the populntions of Non~Solf~

Govorning Torritorics. It WQ.S in the beliof thc.t the Coramitteo 1-rould

bocomo of incroasing va.lue to tho~:lO populo.tions thot the Indian dologction

tool~ p;rt in :i.ts work.

In viou of thoso limito.tions, he fully ondorsod tho romc.rks of the

Egyptinn roprosontc.'~ivo o.nd in pnrticulc.r the suggClJ'stion thc.t the Fourth

Committoo shoulcl consider under Ivho,t condHions 0. Non-Solf-Governing

':f.1orritol'Y might bo said to hnvG outgrown its s·co.tus. It WC'.8 of vitc..l

imporknco to the populo.Uono of thoSQ Territorios that they should

onj oy the protection extondDcl in Chnpter XI of the Cho.rtor until thoy hud

;Pl'ogressed to a point o,t 'VrM.ch tho:,.' could apply for mombership in tho

UnHcd No.tiol1.s. Cessation of tra.U(~miBsion of informa.tion should. not

bo bused on o,ny othor rongon. Tho wholo question "98 ) howDvor, for the
Fourth Committo,o to cons:tder.

In conclusion, ho said tho,t roprosontc.tivos on tho CommHtoG of' countric

which ha.d no Non-Solf-Governing Territories undor their c.dministrntion

had boon OndOo,v01.ll'ing to observe loyally the limitc.Mons .of Article 73 o}

and appealed to representativos of the Administering Authorities to

nct in th0 snmo spirit and to give the most liboro.l and C:l!l1ightonod

intcrpl'etution possiblo to the torms of tho.t Article. T110 Corr,mittoo

should not permit its jurisd-ictiol1. to be :l;'oducod by the graau'1l

disnppouro.ncQ of Non~Solf"GoverningTerritories whioh tho fldministoriI).g

Authorities no longer wishod to c011sider o.s 8uch. No Stnto could
ufford to ignDre the recontmnrch of ovonts in Asia. r~d Africuj no stato

!should £look

, '



should suck to cvo.dc its rosfionsipj.1ty by lega3.:f.sticilltC!':i.:,rotGtions

of Ch(~ptor XI vrhich, th::>ugh they might ho.':,-, been vo.Ud o. f'C1,T yonrs

p,;:cviou81y he.d lost much of thoir validity in tho light of tho currant

str.to of Yl'Ol..'ld c.ffeirs. Tho widosprcc,d uru~est in Asia a.nd Africa,

,,,hich might "Woll become 0. throat to J.102CC;, had boen cau.f,cd by political

supprossion oven morc than by po'rerty cmd i'c.mlnc. It 'Wc.s to

C0unt~:ro.ct tho.t unrest th~t thu most liooro.l (md genorous vimV' should

be tukon of tho mco.niL.g of Cho.r.~tcr XI.

i':r. FLETClrER"COOKE (U::J.itod :~ingdom) so.id that his Govc;rmnont 0180
-,.....-"...

lookod. i'onrn.rd to the d.rW "rhen Non-Solf-Govorning Tor:l:'itod8S would bo

a.blo to cl~irn membership in thQ Unit(;d r:;a.tions, but rominded tho Indinn

l·GI·'rGsc~l.tutivo that Co~rlon, which ha.d recontly o.tta.ined its indo'l-lendollce,

h .....d not j'ot boon r~dmit-tod to tho ljnitod No..tiollG in spitCJ of ropontod

C_Drlica.t:l.ong.

Ha f1.\ll...v agrood tha.t the qucst:'.onmisod by the Egyptic,n ~'op:rosontntivo

lr.~r outsic.o the compotonco of tl'~c Cor.lIl1:Ltto4l). Furthormore, it wo.o boyond

tho competonce of tho Goncrol A$~ombl~ itsolf to nttGmpt to dofine which

t.}rrito:!.'ics fall within the SOOP0 of Article 73 0 or to establish D. list

of thoso territories) 0.8 the cQPlitit1.l.tionnl relationships betweon

fU:lllinistcring .i~tlthoritics und tho !Ton~Self-GoverningTorritorios foIl

ul1.tircly "r1thin 'tho forlilor IS domontic jurisdiction.

Nr. Gl'.:RRE!.U (Frcmco) Iloi.ntcd out thct tho tOl'm "Non-Solf"GoYQrnix:lJJ

Terr'..torj_c~~If W[~S not d.efinod in tho Chc.rtor c..nd did not nocoGso.J.'Hy rofol' 'to

colonioJ. torritorios clone. Tho lint of ,:)1,10h torritorj.os ho.d boon drm-m

up on tht"J br.sis of' stC'.toments made by carte.in Govcrmr.cmt's of thoi.r own

froe will c.nd Wf;.S cons0Cluontly by no moans oxhaustive. Mo.n;)T 110n~Qatonomous

r:o p1.tln.tions woro not includod in it simply bocc.uso the GoV'orl'llllonts

concc:rn(;d ho.d not seen fit to trc:nsmit inforrao.Uon concorning thom.

Tn.o Fronch Govcr1J1ncnt hc-a. voluntarily end loyally submittod informcotion

cO!"4ccn'ning 0.11 itr.; OV01'800.8 torritories without excoption, inoludingM1;m the

islc.ntis of Si). Piurro and 1I1iquolon, the' entire populo.tion of ''1hloh ,ms

Fl'onch l"'.r~d onjo;yod tho acmo rights as the citizens of Frr.l1ce itsolf.

Since thEm) fe:.r-rao.ching changos in tho politicc.l relationship bGtwoon

li'l'::,ncu cmd its ovorsoes torritories had taken plnea; tho Intter J for

ux['mr:,loJ 'W01'O governed in all intern['~ matters by thoir own freoly

clectod C'.SSClilblios. They could. no longor be considorod Non~Solf-Govorning

Torritorios; the quostion of tho constitutionnl tios which bound

thom to Nctropolitan Franco wc-a one of domostic jurisdiction Clnd thorefore

could not bo discussed oithar by tho Cqmnittoo or by tho Gonoral

i'.SSCl'.lbly.

!Nr. Ff.Iffi.l\G (Egypt)
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Mr, FARF.AG (Egypt) proposed that the COlT!lni ttOG sLouJ.l request

the General Assembly to instruct the Fourth Commit~ee to e:efine the

term IINon~SelfMGovel'ningTerl~itol"yll with a vj,ew to determining tho::::e

terri tor:l.es cQncerning which infonlation shonl<l be -tronsmitted undor

l,rMc le 73 e.

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the ESytltian representative mi3ht

submit his proposal in writing ..

Mr. RYCRMANS (Belgi~l1ll.) recalled that the Egj1,Jtian l'8presontati;e

himself heel stated that the Civ.Gstion was outsid.o the compe-tonco of tho

.Committee; logically, therefore, the COll~ittee ~as not yompetent to
adopt a resolution on it. The Eg;Ylltinn representative was free J hO~'lcver,

to request his Government to place the question on the aeenda of the

General Assombljr.

Mr .. FARRAG (Egypt) rellUed. that it ~fas precisely becanse the

Committee itself was not competent to establish a definition of the tero

"Non..SeU-Coverning TGrritory" 'lihat it should. ask the G<':meral Assombly to

do eo. Such a definition was indispensable; the Conunittoe could not cl,o

its work properly \.mless it kno'v exactly which tOl:'l'itories it was expected
to deal With.

Mr. HOOD (Australia) said that uncler l\.rticlo 73 eStates ha(l

'bound thelUSelves to transmit information conooJ,'ning territories for vhich

they were "respectively responsible". There was nothin.g in that Article

to s'UBtjest that the Committse MM or for that matter the General AS8orobly, . , ..

. . itself - .. had any riglrG to indicate to thoso S'Gates the extent of their

responsibility. That right beloUGed exclusivoly to the States themselves.

It,was howev~r the opinion of the Australian Government that

Administering Authorities should interpret Article 73 e in the widest

sense and should transmit information regarding all the territories under

their achnini~tl~ation which were not fUlly autonomous in internal matters.

The Australian Government fully intended to purS\.lG that ~ourao.

/Mr. FLETCHER..COOKE
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Mr. FLETCBER-COOEE (Unitod Kingdom) re:ma.rked that it was plain

from paragraph 2 of General Assembly Resolution 146 (III), "Thich oontained

the Committee's terms of reference) that the Committee was not competent

to adopt a resolution such aB proposed by the Egyptian representative.

The remarks 'If the Egyptian and Indian representatives on the subject

,vould, however, be duly recorded in the Cornmittee I s rSJ?ort to the

Gen.eral Assembly.

Mr. FARRAG (Eg;YJ?t) cm,lld not agree that it \Vas outslde the

compet·ant:e of the Committee to requost the General Assembly for the

definition of a term which was J?art of tho Committeels very name and which

had to 'be cJ.aJ:.'ified to enable it properly to accomplish its t-Tork.

1-1r. GARREAU (France) felt that the whole di.Bcnsaion was not in

order, and should have taken place in the Fourth Connnittee. He endorsed

the obssl"vatione of the Unitod Kingdom rsp~esenta"bive with reslJect to

the Egyptian J?ro];Josal.

,If the General Assembly were to establish a list of 1Jon-Se.lf..GQverninG

Territories, it might well db so on tho basis of complaints -- such as

were being daily received by the SecretaJ.·j,a"b -- from peoples who consid,erea.

themselves to be in subjection to foreign Powers. Not all those Powers

had recognized, however, that they were administering Non..Self-Governint] .

Territories. It would therefore be a dangerous course for the

Gene::r.~al Assembly to embark upon.

Mr. STOLK (Ven,ezuela) supported. 'I;,he proposal of the ESYJ?tian

repr6sentative. It was difficult to see how the Cornmittee could. oarry

out its terms of reference unless the meaning of the term "Non-Self ..

Governing Territory" waB clearly defined.. The J?roposal was not one of

substanoe and he considered that it WaS within the Committeels terll18 of

reference.

Mr. SHIVA RAO (Ind.ia) agreed. with., the ~presentatives of the

United Kil1gdom, France and Australia that the Committeefa terms of

rciference vere strictly limited; it must oonsicler the information

submitted and it might suomit reports on that information to the

General Assembly, make procedural recommendations and such Elubstantive

Irecommendations as

,.:'.
.I,
H
l~
. 1

!
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recommendations as 'seemed <iesirabJ..e generally; 'but not with rO"il)Oct to

individual territorios. Nevertheless the Committee' El l'I)}Jort woulcl

contain a, reference to t.he cUl'l>rent CliScuBsion, and it would be open

to My momber of the Fourth CODlm:i.tteG to draft El. resolution on the

sUbjeot for consideration by the Assembly,

proposal.

prefer that

Hr. FAlffiAG (ESypt) "rould lik;e to hear me::nbers l views on his

If it was not JJJrely to be aocepted b;}' the majorit;r he would

a vote should not be talron and that a reference to tho

/M1'. RYCEMANS

Mr. FIJ!;TCmm~COOKE (United Kin3\.l.o:llJ.) SUPPorted the representative

of 1n(lia. It was for the Committee to deoide Whether it was QOIDpotent

to consider a prollosal on the iljnes indica'ced by the representative of'

EgYJ?t, and '\olhethel' it Wished to do so. As he had already stated., in the

view of the trni ted Ki:nedom delegation th~ COll1l!li ttee was not cOIDIJettent to
oonsider suoh a proposal.

Mr. SOlDATO\[ (Union ot' Soviqt Socialist R€lpublics) requested that,

in accordance with rule 109 of, the rules of pl'ooedure of the General Ass0mbly,

a final decision should be deferred until Monday' El meeting.

The CHAIRMAN asked whether there ware an;y objections to the

procedure }?l'oposed b;r the rS];lt'e-sentative of Indla, with which the

representative of EgJrpt aSE\-ociated himself.

Iv'w. SOWATOV (Union of Soviet SOlJialiat RElp,ubl.ics) pointed out

that the Chail"IllaIl hao. BU8i3ested that the Egyptian rElpresentative should

submit his !J:Nposa.l in writing. He thought that that proc.6clure shou.ld

be folJ.mmd and. that a decis1.on on the matte!' should be def'errecl until

the meeting on Monday, so that· I118mbc~re vTO'1,1ld have time to study the

do0 ument,

discussion should.~psa:r in the :t;'6:PQl"t.

:,'.\

Hr. SOIJ)ATOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) stated that,

if' the Juajol'ity of the members disa:3reed with his proposal that a dec i~;lon
shOUld be :postponed until Mondayl s meeting, he vTOuld rescJ:'ve the right to

mw~e further observations on the lnatter later.



rl'he CIIAIIU-1..'N rulrJd that a vote: would not be talcen.

/If, in accordanoe

Mr. HYC:{nfl1lTS (BolCiuu), Mr. FLET()ID!:H~COOI(E (United Kingdom)

and Hr. Sm:VA RAO (Ind:i.e.) considE;red that the Indian proposal did not

call for a vote.
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Mr. FAHlUG (E.3J'P't), reforrin::; to the rOl1Jarks of the

representative of B<:>lGinm, satd that, in order that the Connnittea

might. procood ,vith its ,,'ork, it '~::.~s essential to have a dofip;lt1Qn.Q;Lj~h!;1....

term "Non-Self-Go'V'ernil1G Turr:1.tol'yl1. It \,ro.a within the competence of

the General llssembly to draw t:.1' OUch a definition.

Mr. RYCI(J.1fJ~S (BelgiUl1l) poin+.ed out that the t01.~ of the Charter

were not entiroly specific.. TbJ dofinition which th3 Emr.vtian delegate

dssired had two aopects: first, which l,!smuera of the United Nations had

or assumed reopo~sibility for the atUniniBt~ation of territories whose

noollles had. not Y0t attu:lned a. full measure of seJ.f~governmantJ secondly,

\.,hich were the territor::'(;s for "1hlch z..1tJnib9l"8 of the Uuited ITatioIlB

imre refJponsibIe? The AS8embly should co;r.e to a decision regardinu

both points 0

The CIIAIRN.,\U proposso., unless a majority vTished to proceed at

once to a vote, tr~t a decision on the Indian representative's proposal

should be 11ostponed tmtil ~.londay'a meetinG, in order to comply with t.he

uishes of the rel)l"Osentativo of the Soviet Union.

Mr. LI (China) quotud the statemont of th0 United Sta'bes

Governmont in document A/9l5!Add.l that the Panama Canal Zone "could not

be considored Il !';on-S0lf-GovOl'Ili~Territory and that sovereignty OVGl'

the Cenal Zone rested in the R8puulic of Pa.nema.", and that fot' tha.t

reason the Canal Zona had 00cn onitted from the list of territories on

~hich inforntation was transmittod, ~

In that connexlon 118 rcfe:l:.'red to document A/90e!Add.3 .. - information

tl'ansm:t ttecL by the Governmont of the United Kincdom oonoo:l:'nin13 Rong KonG

Which statod thut the Colony of HonG KonG comprised the island of

lIong KonG, the Km-1loon Tel'l"itory and the Ne\-1 Territories. SovereiGIlty

ovel' Kowloon and the Ne,., Tar);'itories \-18,S vested in the Republic of China.
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If, in accordance with the position tal;:en up by the Uni tacl ;"+,ates, the

fact that the sovereignty OYer El, territory did not be lonG to the

A(;minister:tnc!: Authoritjr was a 8ufficient reason i'Ol' ceasing to transmit

information, the Committee should take note of that fact lTith reference

to Kowloon and the New Territories.

The CHAIHM:.~ obsel'ved that the opinion attributed to the

United States in document A/915/ACd.l was in reality rather that of
PanQ1lla.




