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The P1ThSIDENT: I decle!'e open the forty-thirû. n:èeting of t}10 

• fourth s0eaion of the Truetceship Council. 

We have a fuirly crowrled e.genda for thia afternoon, one of the 

items ècing a report on the A.nnual Report of Western Sc.moa. I 

underatand that the r epr eeentative of ·the .Adm:l.niatsr~.n..~ Authority 

concerr.ed, Sir Carl B()rendeon)will not be uble to attend the Council 

meeting to-morrow,' and in ae nmch as this report is of epccial concern 

to the repreeentutive of New Zealand I ·wculd suggeat thnt the Co1.mci1 

give prior consideraticn to that item, 

E:XAMINATION CF 1\!INUAL .REPORTS : 
····------~·----~---.:.._ 
WESTERN SAMOA, YEAR ENLED 31 MAP.CR 1948 

îiëP~tt-~~mcr.-ë'o~. oN_ 1u~~AL m:pc-RTs 

r~ PRESIDEN1~, 

If tnè~ia. .. no-·objection I wou.J.d like to begin with the Dro.fting 

Con:mitt0e 1 a r eport on the Annual Report of Western Semoa, 

,,_,.._, ... - ' -~~.... .... . 
/ ' ,,,,.,-- ........ 

Sir Co.rl BEP.ENDSEN , (New Zealand) ·: I have so fre4uently e.sked 
. ... ~--~----· •• 

and received favoura from thia Cou.ncil th«t I would not, of my o,m 

motion, have aaked for thia additional faveur, which I note with 

appre~iation haa come from the Chair. But I do want to say that I do 

very vro.rmJ.y nppreciate the cons1deration which haa been extended to 

me, and. I ahall be very.happy indeed to diacu.sa the subject this 

afternoon. 

~ ..................... ~ - •,,J • • - . -..· ., • • . ~ . ....... ... 

: ... 'l'he PRESIDENT: ' There appeai·s to be no objection to our taking ... _ 
the Re~o~t- on·t1eé'to~ Samoa firat. We have before us the report 

eu.bmitted by the Dra:fting Cownitteo. We are aware that the Drafting 

Committec is, in fact, a committeo consist:!.ng of ail the membera o:r 

the Council, and that the report has been fornn.ilated after very 

cureful and thorough deliberation. 

I believe therefcre that the drcft report will call for compar­

atively brief debate b y the Council, e.r.d in order to facilite.te the 

adoption of thia report I wou.ld like to ask wheth~r there ia any 

proposed amendment to the d.!'ai't report us aubmitted by: the Drafting 

Comm1ttee; 
/ Sir Carl BEREI©SEN 
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Sir Carl BERENDSEN .(Ne'\'t Zeal a~~): I fully endorse all 

that the President has said . . This Report has been considered by 

a Committee of the \fuol e and there should indeed be fi:,w alter_ations . 

May I commence my r emarks by e:xpressing my deep appreciation of 

the attitude of my fell ow member s of. the Council in adjudcing this 

matter? I would venture to sugg~st tbree small alterations in this 

Report; none of which, I think, ~ril i be found contentious . I n order 

to save time I shall embark on a _very short expl anation of them 

forthwith. 
On page 16 of document T/ 275 I would ask - - for a purpose which ./ 

• ' .,,../ 

I will _indicate in a moment - .- !1:~1,~h.~--l ~st .:paragraph .. on that. i;,age ··"" 

and ~he _begirming of page. J.7 .. bs inser ted .after .. _the second _llaragraph 

-- the paragraph ending with the word. "Estates" . This is merely a 

transposition and I ask it_ for this reason: that as it stands at 

present the last paragraph (which, T would remind the Council, was . 

the first paragraph in the 8pecial Representative 1s statement) gives 

to this legalisti~ point of view an importance far greater than we 

would wieh to attach to it. I feel that it would run more normal ly 

and more naturally if that reference to the legal position came 

earlier in the discussion and not where it does now. Could I pause 

and see whether that would meet with the approval of the Council? • 

The PF.ESIDENT: I believe the pnoposed transposition of the 

paragraphs· would .not affect the substance of the Report . There 

being no objection the proposed amendm~nt is accepted. 

______ ___ ..__ -........... 

Sir Carl Bl:."'RENDSEN • (~fo:W .~e-~_l~;a: ) : Now I want to turn to page 17 

to the referonce to the health services made by the representative 

of the Soviet Union. 

May I say that I am not quarrelling w~th the form that _these 

reports take? I do not myself understand why we have that portion 

of the Report that relates to observations but if the r epresentatives 

of the Council want those observations then, of course, I am alwaya 

ready to sinlc my own point of view. But ;t was discovered during 

the coneideration of this matter in the Committee that the 11st of 
' 

-
observations that were at first intended did not include what seems tous 

to be an essential portion of the prccedur~l observations, namely 

the observations made by the representative of the Administering 

Authority. That point ~av~ng been made, it was willingly agreed by 

the Connnittee that such observations should be included. 
/On this particul ar 
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On t):lis particular m:1.tter -the representative of the Sov:!.et Uri.i.on 

e.:n::l t.11e i:nembcrs of _the . Council will remember tbat after a :!.on0 

phiJ.ipp{c 'by the Soviet Union rep:r-esentati v.0 I exp::::essed the opinion 

- - and ·'! :think I e:x:pressed the general opinicn - - that a grcat part of 

"'·hat he· wao :statinc; wu~ nonsense, that the Council knew i t was 

nom1ense and tl1<1.t he lmew i t ws nonsense and tnat i t d:i.d not se0m 

to me ·to 'be worth while to traveroe the statenents that he made one 

by one . New I do net want to f!,O back on that at all -- I otill hold • 

thooe views :.._ but tho fact re:nains that amongst those statements -wère 

the~è references to the health eituation in tho Tcrritory and placine 

those referèi-lces here , in this wa.y vi th no · reference to the mat ter iri 

the Report itaelf which deàit with the subject does -- and I suggest 

this vcry strongly -- give an entirely f alse impression. Therefore 

I ask that we include this point of reference in the Report itself, 

·- ._ which is _under examination,- ·somethi!l{; to this effoct: 

· > <·-·•··-- ----:ï;Th~-~;~~~~-~-tâtive • of'· the Administerins A~thori ty 
', 
_•. · s te. ted tha t al thou(..ili doc tors are not tra ined wi tl1in -tno 

• -Terri tcry . . . . . " 

Let me pause . for a moillent to call atte?tion to that particu~ar point. 

In the nalJle of ~omon sense and. reason how could anybody suggest that 

doctcrs shoulü b6 trained in a little Territory like Western Samoa . 

The sugcestion is fcntestic ~nd if there ia on0 thin3 that the 

Ad~inistration of Samoa is entitl ed to compliment itself upon.it is 
' . 

the decree to which i t bas trained Sarooans to be medico.l practi tionera. 
-

I srieak of what I lmow. \Te have twenty more of them, ten under traininG 

nef, .and they are a moct admirable pro~uct ~ut they are not· trained in 

some woods. They are trained at a centr~l medical school, established 

for the purpose, whero you can get the clinical cases, where you can 

cet the __ properly- qualified instructors which are quite beyond ·the reach 

' '·· ,,, of a tiny Terri tory such a s Western Samoa. ' ' . • • 

•• Now, may I ?oma back and suggesi:, that we insert here somethinc 
to this effe·c't :- ··-:-··~· ---~. :· •• - ··-· •. • · 

"The representative of tho AdministerinG Authority 

etated that althoU{;h .. doc toro we-.ce :r.ot trained wi thin the 

Te:cri tory the Administration sub scribed to the uJ;>ke13p of the 

Central_ l~edical Sclioo_l in. . Suva "l;here at présent tcn Samoan 

students wer& in traininG as easistant m3dical officera . 

&'mo_ en·'luraes, dr d • 1 b t t t d t .. _essers, _ ::.apensors, a ora ?l'Y assis an s, en al 

officers and assis tant health inspectors were trained loc~lly at 

the hospital _1::1 A,1a , Midwifery ytaa taught to nurses as part of · 

/the general traininG 
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the. •e;eneral training and ench diotrict hoapi t a l and dispense.ry 

was in part an antenatal clinic. The main clinicat Apia 

Hospital was in • • chargo of a qualified New Zealand midwite 

and undcr the direction of . a. European medical officer. Much 

of the work of the distric'.:. nurses wi th the women' s conJ1J1i ttees 

in the villages · we.s in this f:1.eld." 

All of this information was contained in -the Annual Re!)ort under 

review. I ask that that or something similar be inserted aft;er the 

paragrnph '.'Hoal th Services" on pa.se 17. 
on.8 :tïne.l 

May I ju:::t c.dd /point to this? I. have so often said to the Council 

tha t we are de::alinG not wi th smc.rt points, . not wi th diale.cticnl stra tagems 
- . . 

but what we arc dealing with is human bo:l.ngs and · a che.nce word mischosen 

or the chance owission o-f a wo1·d or a pare.graph micht lead to 

irrcparable damage . My feeling is tho.t ruerely to insert the criticism 

here '1-ri thout a reference to the actual_ Report on which the cri ticism 

is based could create that wrong impression und could, indeed, do 

considerable he.rrn. 

The PRESIDEJIJ'i': It appears t .o me tha t this part of . the Report 

repr~èfuê.ètrôîiservat:!.on,s br . individual represontu.ti ves and sinco one 

viewpoint is siven I believe that the represontati ve of New Zealand 

is entitled to h ave bis vim-rpoint inserted at this oame paragraph or 

san:e section. Is there any objection? 

, ~ - ··- -- ·----.. ~~-" 
-·• • -A• 

Mr . SOLDATOV (Union of Sovie~ Sociali.s~ __ . ,l{ep~Ïfoa) ( I.nterpretation 
•. • .... . ..__ . .... • •' ........ _ •.• , ' .... •• , , •• ·•·· . " ,o:; •• • • • • 

from Tiussian): I .should like to have one point clarified: the cornments 

suœested by the representativo of Now Zoaland for insertion. Were 

those .coran;ents made during the consideration of the Report to the 

Counc·n or wcre they not made? I am asking th:ls • question so as to 

avo:i d e.ny need of re81tming the consideration . of the Report of the 

Adr.liniste1•;i.nc Authority on Western Samoa. Of course if the Council 

wishes té resumo i ts consideration of the Report on '\fostern Samoa 

• that is the Councn:s affair; if, _I say, it w:!.shos to resu11e the 

consideration of the Repo:·t. · No such deciston lias been o.dopted . If, 

thercfore, these cor.n:nents of the representative of New Zealand were 

not made •in the coùrse of the discussicn on ·western Samoa I do not 

see how we cnn inc.lude these comme.1.ts in this Report which is supposeaaaaaaaaaa 
to bo a· Report on thosc discussions. '.rbat 1s the first difficulty 

that arises. /Porhaps the commenta 



---- -- ...... 

:::: ::::::= :::-ha:QS the comments ,~uggest?.d. by the representat:.ve of · 

:::: ::::::Lund, though no:1?_ .mad.e_. d.U;X"inc xhe è.isoussion of the 

:::: :::::::::>Y ~he Council, -ar_e inclucled in th~ Anrmal fu:port • 
--·- 1_..,_._ ...,., 

::: ::::::::::::i. i tEe;Lf . In ~ha.t case t of cou:i:~e, such Ool,llll.,ents 

may. be includ.ed in Part r. of the;:Pœsent -do~u..TJJent , 

which is sup:posed to give a pictu.re of the ai tuation in the_ 

Tru.st Terri tory now . That is the ,,ay in which l iook at the 

question. 

• I say that it' 1-1e resume a consi è.eration of each l)'Jint 

in c-::>nnexion wi th the consiè.eration of' the Repcrt of the 

Aclmin:!.stering Authori ty in \Jèste:::n Samoa, we may run the r:l sk 

o1 losili{; mu.ch tir.te, particula.rly since we are su:pposed ·to be 

finisÜ.eà. •wi th that . ile are supposed. to be simply ·connid.ering 

e. re}_)ort <µ'O:wn up by the Draftin.3 Commi ttee a :report on the 
• . -

blia-! s of t hos·e · discussions. 
' I -i1:i.sh to have this point clarified befo:re I venture to 

submi t an;y proposai. · 

The PRESIDEI?l' : 
- ~-- .... ~ .. •:.:,)"-:n,r::,.,;.,'. • 

I am net certain àt this stage 

vhet11er the vie-ws expreseed. by t he repreoentative o:f New 

·Zet:.laud. were ste,ted. c'l.uring the discussion; but I think the 

pa::·egrapll he wn.ntcd. to be i nserted. a.rose from. inîor.lll8.tion 

contained in the fi:nntu:ù Report . Anc1. sinc0 the observations 

in the dreft :report did. not have . to be considered as the 

conclusion of the Council ; a.-rid. since this pa:per ia still in 

drD-ft form, i t is for the Council to give the f'inel touch 
• 

to • the· report to be finally submi tted. -to the General Assembly • .. 

Therefore, if the reIJres~ntative of He-w Zealand. :proposes 

tho.t certain paraGraphs be inserted., I 'believe he 1s qui te in 

orè.er . 

M:r. SOLDATOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Rel)ublicc ) 

'(Inte:::-pretatioél from Russ:Î.an) : How 1s 1 t possible to include 

.in this - re:port things that ·were not saiè. at all du.ring the 
: 

\ consià..e:ration o.f this question 1n the Cou.ne il; which this 

.. :, rè~ort i .s su:p).'.>Ose.;l . to deal •wi th? 

IIow can the~e b~ 1ncluded emong observe,t1ons , commenta 

that ·we:ro not obse1'V'ed. duri11g the observation or question 

/period 
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perioii in the Çouncil at ail? · This would be to.ntamount 

to s~rinc tllat we _are reo~ning a discussion of the Re:port on 

Ueete~. Sélllloa, becauee if ~~e representative of New Zealand 

starts. insc~_tin& new observàtions or obserrations that were not 

maà.e in the Council in Part II on Obse1-Yations -- in particular . . :; ' 

on pe.ce 17 in conneXion ,-11 th the paragraph enti tled "Real th 

s·c·rvièes Il, that is ta.ntamount to seying tho.~ he . f,S . . 

ondeavou:cing to reopen the discussion of' the Aàministëri~-· 

Authority 1 s report in the Council • 

. These observations ·were not made in the Council a.fter the 

cotu:ients of the representative of the Soviet Union who made a 

speech on the sub ject in the Counèil. Therefore the Soviet 

Uniol'l: è.elecc.ti~n now '7ill have to reserve i ts right ei ther to 

submit a rebuttal, if necessary , to the commenta of the · 
. . 

representntive of IJew Zealanà., or to do so toroorrow, after i t 

has hc.è. an opportunity of atudyin{; ariy comrnehts of the 

re,reoentctive of ne-w Zealand. 

i:e reserve tho.t right qui te formalJ...y . You cannot put 

the delecetion of the Soviet Union in this position ·of having 

tl3.d.e p~servationsin the Council, of ha.vine thom included in 

Part II of the report -- as had to be done -- and then 

seeinG the de l egation of Ne,i Zcal and .. - which did. not deem i t 

fit . to mal.~e crcy-- commenta -- have about two months to think up 

some new comnents nnd to have them incl uè.ed in Part II 
. 

ao our observations . 

This is a :practice, I think, which would amount to e. 

de~lo?o.ble prece&ent. If the Council .adopts the procedure 

a cc0rdin.3 to which we -would resume the consideration of the 

Ile11ort of the Adlllinistering Authori ty in Western Sdl!Oa, then, 

I sey, the Soviet Union delegation reserves the right to 

o.dclress i tself 8.{;ain to the s ubstance of theReport on 

\!cotern So.noa. 

This is the only way in ,-ihich we can approach the 

question, ~erl iamentarily s:peeking. 

-- - -- ----· -·-· ,#_.,.,. 

::, ____ The . .?1~SI DEHT : It seems to me that if the 

representc.tive ot He~, ZeaJ.end introduces new ma.tters 

.,1hich ho.ve not corne to the attention of the .Council, then 

/I tlùrùc, 
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I think the rep:resentative of the Soviet Union has a basis 

for his objection; but as far. ~s -I cart seej the proposed 

insertion or additioh i~ not something now ~ut is part of 

the Annual Re;port which has already come to the notice of 

the Council. • And, as I said, the Council 1s now in the 

course of drafting its. report to the General Assembly and 

it does not seem tome that a:ny such :proposed addition could 

be precludeèl. 

If the Council does not adopt the proposed addition, 

that is ruiother matter; but if the Council wishes to 

allow tha+., it s~ems tome not contrary .to v.:ny procedu:re or 

pro;::.:.lt:. ti"'::: c:7 i;Le Council ~n the formulation of a report . 

l'fl.:r·, Ï.Î\)O:t f_A.ustralia): · I think the President is 

entil'3Jy :::•iG,:-it, uni I ·i:,riinlë ',.;bat t!ie 1·epresentative of the 

Soviet Union is ~n cla.,1<~er of :!.~1.~is+.inG O'!l. f'll' toc rigid a 

p:rocc-dure in the comr,:i ,.ation cf t:•1ic :repo:: t. 

The rel)ort, a.fter all, is the report to the General 

Asscmbly on the ·whole range of the discussions in this Council. 

It is not œrcly a summary of a _particular stage in that 

discussion. I notice that . even the heading of Part II is 
11Observations :ma:~e by Individual Membors of the Council •• • " 

Thercfo:re, if a:r~, ind.i•riclual member of the Council at ruiy 

sta.gc of tlle con'1:.deration of the subject of Western Samoa 

mcl~es an ::i..)ser.·at:'..on -- at this staGe or e.t an earlier stage 

i t ctm be ir.se;·wrL in the report wi th the ~pproval nnd consent 

of tD.e Council. And if the ~:p:resentative of New Zealand 

wishes to q,cld e.r:. observation of his ?Wn at this :point, as a 

met:.bs:: · o:: t>- ('::,·;..::i.ci:;_, it is :perfectly open to the Council to 

ho.i_-e ~-t :: , .':\hJ.iL· -·-. ~an see no grounds for disputation 

..,_ .. _,,. _ _ ., • • • • 4 .• -, ... · · - · "'---:-------..... 4 ___ _ 

M·:-? SA'.0:-{E • (t:.,i'.;ed States of Ameri;a) : I also 

• wo·c'.ld ::.il-:û -~li m .. p:ttc.rt t:".lr. r 1.:iing·-of the :Pr~~ident. It 

seen:s t;:i ~.-~ -t:lhl.t t.h~ ::-r0pc .. m.l of the represente.tive of New 

Zeula.ncl j s ne :,; ·-·- a.:~ su.ggcet::1v. by the re:p:resentative of the 

Soviet ·Unio·,.: •· - a re{r .. e•r of th(i consideration of the whole 

A:.m.u.a.J. .RE'I)Y.'tu •• 

/I remcmber 
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I remember very distinotiy and. I thlnlc every member of 

the Council rcmembers d.istinctly - - that when the observations 

were made nt a previous ·stage by the representative of the 

Soviet Union, the re:presentative of New Zealand oaid: •~rhis 

i~ all nonsense; the facts are untrue. 11 

Thon the Cornmi ttee, in d.raft.ing the report, clid in.sert 

this ste.temcnt by the representative of the Se>viet Union and 

the :i:-cpresentati ve of _He-w Zealand UO'W soys: 11P s I said. be fore, 

this is not true; tlùs is nonsense." 

So ·that the repJ.'esentative of Uew Zealand, in now pro1~osing 

an addition.al parugraph isnot introclucing new matter. He is 

introducing again whe.t he said at .an earlior stage. 

No,, I thin.1{ all cf us agl.·ee that ·-we went this report to 

roi'lect the truth. It is the tru.th .that we are after, 

unvarnished by other considerations. If we want the truth, 

i t seems to ·me that we ·woulà. do ill, at this st8,6e of our 

proceedincs, to bar suggestions previously made in order to 

mal:e the report more true • 

/Naturally it 
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Naturally, i t will • be for t:he CQt1ncil i tself to dete,r:.:,ine wllot:-~€•r 

the statement . proposed by the reprosentative of New Zeeland. is to 1)e _. 

i nco:rpo~~ated in the f~port or net. • It seems to me t:1at • i t would. net d.0 

for the Council t .o bar the chance of passing upon that question. 

• -For theae reaso:aa, :m_y- delegation supports the ruling '1hich the 

President has made . 

·- ., .. -. . -~•- • ••• ,- .... ; "••-........... 

Sir Alan BlffiNS (United K~ngdo.m): I agree with averything 

that tas been salè. by the reprosent·atïvéït ·of the United States and cf 

Australie, â:id witb th0 ruling 'tihich the P:resid6nt has gi'Ven. 

I -wo:.ld u;,e to eal.l the atteI1tion of the C0uncil to the :ract t!✓.it 

this document b.efore ug now is net in i ts fi.r.ïal .fo:i.-m; i t ie a draft 

'Whicli cèn be am.e:'lded in thia C0 tu-:.cil. A.:. I unè.e.rotand it, the 

represantative or" New :Zeeland '.hao pro·pcsed an at'lend.ment for the omission 

of a certain. sentemîe or wo fn the r':)port, ar.i I think he is f'ully 

entitled to do so. I perscnally shall vote for it. 
the r.~~resentative of 

It would be quite impossible fc:r)any Aa_:clnistering Authority to 

ans-wer in deta:J.l the catalogue of criticiema that is 

always directed ageinst ap:y report em.anating from an Ao_ministeriiig 

Authority by the representative of the USSR. It is quite impossible, 

and if we are going to allow hie argumer.t-that because a detailed 

deniol was not gi ven at tne tim.e by the represe:ntati ve of N8 ·w Zeeland, 

therefore t~e representative of New Zeeland is not entitled to rebut 

a statement ~hich is obviously ridiculous--then it would be quite im­

possible f0r us ever to set through our work . 
... ·,~ ....... _ .... _ ~ ~ ,,, . 

- M •---• 

Mr. S0LDA'I0'T (Union ~f Sovie.t S0 cialist R8 publiès) (Inter­

pretation from Ruesien): I wish to make one further brief comment, so 

that the I:l)!libers of tr.e C0 u.r.c11 may unders+,and exoctly the point of 

view of m_,v G.el0es·è.icn . ~ dalegation never cbjected te the inclusion 

of ca.."'l'1ll.ents of, l ot us say, an Adminiatering Authori ty to eny statement 

of the USS.R aelegation. We alwaye teck an opportuni ty, too, to say 

that every Ad_mil:.iste:ci:i.1g Au.thori ty, . of cotl!'se, has the right to reply. 

W;ien any quosticn ia considered, there ought to be a bu.lllfness-like 

diocu.asion of' ·t!).e me~tu:::-; there ought to be an exchange of views in 

the Trus~eeship Counèil . . T'~is ie notural, and it is also natural that 

opinions may differ~ because opinions usually re~lect differing interests . 

This is porfectly natta-al. 
/But what is happening 
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:Sut what is happening her0 :la S')Illething ccmpletely diffe:::-ant~ It 

.is not that the USSR delegation is in any ·way af:!'.'aid of a.ny of the 
·ul1,ich , 

coinX.e11ts ·1 the Admlnistering Authority,' New Zeeland., may ,,ish to make. 

The USSR delegation obJ0ct3, not beceuse we do net .;s:!t tnie 

co~ent to be included in page 17 cf document T/275, ~here a USSR 
comment ·is included; it is simply a matter of the orde:-ly conduct of 

our business. 

Let me tell you that in the E:rafting Committee a fe-w deys ego 

one of the delegaticns su'bmi tted a :four and a half paga document, ·w!iich 

contaiLed varioue state:nent s ~hich ~ere not made on the floor of the 

Trusteeship C0 u:ncil_, and that delegation pressed the point that tllose 

co~rments should be included in the re~ort. 

T'ne Drafting Con:mi t t ee rejected thet reque~t, because those cœ.r.ents 

·were not made during tl:.e discussion of the matter _in the Council, which 

the report is supposed to report ebout. How cen you include the 

matter in the r eport if the observations were not made in the Council? 

The Committee took the po:'.!ition thot if we adopt this policy of 

inoluding in our report some ~ gert~ st~tel!lents ~hic~ were not made 

during the discussmon of the matter in the Council, then we will have 

not a report of tho discl1ssions of the C0 u=icil. . It v.ouJ.d r.ot be _a 

report on the points of view that were exp:raseed in the Council; it 

would mo:::-ely be en incorrect compendium "11hich would not reflect the 

true course of the discussions. 

'I'h.è representative of Australia says that we have ·to subndt ~-,·-

report to the General A8 sembly. 

the report has· to be a report. 

Of course we do. He also adda that 

l'!a tura.lly ! I quite agree that the 

re}lort hes to be a report, and this report has to reflect what has 

happoned in the Trueteeship C0 uncil during the ~iscussion of any item. 

'I'he representativa of the U:nited States is rignt ,,hen he saye that . 

the repo~t hao to be correct and truthf'ul; it has to reflect what . 

happened in the Trusteeship C0uncil during the discuss ion of any item. 

Eut, after ell, the representative of New Zealar.d did not make any euch 

statement during tne discussion of the report. WhY should w~ n_o-w 

include a statement thot was not made by the representative of New 

Zeeland during the discussion of the report? If ~e do include it, it 

means that we are re- operiir.g the question of the discuasicn of the 

:Re-port of the Aaministering Au.thority on Western Samoa . That is what 

this is t~ntamount to1 and if, of course, ·we re-open the ·Rapcrt on 
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Wester:r;i S8:no~, -we would have ,to have :~ vote about that, and ,,e . havo to 

decide ,1hether, '(:ié: are re_-opening hereby .the discuei_s:i.on on the Repo!•t 
. . 

or.' lfostorn S8moa . . ' . 

.As regards the stetemonts of the representati-ves ·who ag:rea on t!1e 

inclusion of ·the .statement of the representative of New Zealond in 

Pa:l;t ! :,, •. IJ: rather than in Part I,_ if this pre'Vails, I reserv:e the 

right in the naree of the USS.1:l aelegetion to subnrl t ei ther this. afternoon 

or toruorro-w a re:buttel. In other ·words, after the paragraph -which would 

con;:prise the commente .of the represen~ative of New Zeeland on health 

services, I -would reserve the right ._to. have another -paragrap:h containing 

my statement o~ that point, becatlee I shell have to shov that our 

observation is fully baseà on the ma:erial submitted in the report of 

the Admi_nistering .Authori ty i tself . 'n1at could go on ad. infini t~.r 

))ecause tomorro-w the ra_presentative of. Ne-w Zenland will ~.ay ,that he 

does not agree ·with the rebuttal of the representativ-e of the œsn, and 

he will -wish to su~mi t a re- re-rebuttal . .. 

Would it not be more reascnable not to re-op~n this completely 

unneces ~ary question? If you wish, ho;,eyer, tb.e factuel si tuat~on that 

prevails in the Trtlst Territory may be reflected in :r:c.rt . I of the 

report on the basis of the materiàl included in the J\:i~ual P.o~ort, so 

that ,,e shall not have_ any unnecessary repeti tien or any unnecessary 

debat-9 on paper. This -would be the most reasonable way of dealing 

·wi th the matter. 

As regards the intimation that .it would behoove the Council to 

re-open the dis.cussion on t.he R·eport o.f the Admil1istering Authori t.v fo!" 

Western Sam0a, such an in·t·.'.1llat5.on, I say, -would be _'.;.1.;;iractical ani 

unworkmanlike . We . do. not have thé tiine for suich a re- openêù dispute tien . 

. The point _ia _that the represe~teti ve _of New Zeeland wants to 

clarify the s i tuation in the Trust T~r~itor;r -- or as -he sees it -- on 

this item. . .Ali" righ_t, let us take th_e report. of the Aaminister:!.:t:1.1$ . 

Authority and then include any relevant material .from tha~ report in 

Part I of the present document, 'l'/275 . . That is the place for i t, not 

page 17 . . 

You cannot remake what itas done alre.ad.y in the fyusteeship C_0 unciL 

You connot submi t a document which. ,-10uld also,- include cOllll.llents ma de 

later on as an efterthought half- ~-month or a month after th9 discussion 

of the matter in the Council . Tl>~ report is auppos~;Îreport on th~ 

disc~ssion in the Council. .If such co::mnents -were not l!lelde d::.ring the 

• /ais cussion 
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discussion in the C0uncil, • ;y-ou car-'1.ot incJ.ude the.:i. 

merely some ai'terthoughta. 

You cannot,inclu.de 

I think that this pQ:int of vieu of t:!:le USSR êiel0gation now 0~1gb.t 

to "ùe cleor. It is a m,:rë;ter of ari -~rè.erly co.nduct of o-:u~ busim·,ss. 

Yeu cannot have er.y discrimination in t~is matter. 

If the Trv.stoeshil) Council ê.ecidea to include this comment of' 

the representati ve of Ik,w Zealancl, of com~se the USSR . aelegètion -will 

have· to reoerv-<:i i ts ri~1t to include in Part II, · right after the coTJmlents 

of the representati ve uf New Zealen1, our o·wn rebu.ttolo, and . -we -will 

"be in a position to subnit thei3e comzoo~1ts ei"ther this ef"ber110011 or 

at tomorrow's meeting of tha Council. 

. The PlIBSIDENT! May I ask ·wl1.ether the inse:i:•tion of the 
' · ... 

informatior. ;~garding .IrJF.id.ical servic3 in Part I -would maet t:ie 

situation? 
-----·--.... : ........ , . 

Sir Carl J3EPENDSEN (!IIew Zoeland): • Mo, not entirely. I 

do not -want to be difficult on tl~;, ana I can qui te eee the 

logical point made by the ropresentati~ro of the USSR. He is quite 

:r-i~1.t in seying that I did not, point by point, rebut b.is iongtr.y -list 

of è.efects when the y a:~Os0, and I expla.inecl why. I dO not ·want· to 

rei terate by saying egain why . People wno are reading this . a:id 

-we have got to consider that this. j_s going to be read wi th the -very 

greatest of interest by thG people primarily co:ncerned, the Samoans 

may turn to Part I 8 :ncl say, 1;Well, ·we lœow all ab~ut the geogr:rphical 

situation and thé nistorical develcpment o~ Samoa. Lot us see -what 

the Council soid and did." And they may never read ·that particuler part 

Part I -- to which the representative of the USSB auggests -- and I am 

grateful to h:tm. - - ·we might import th!s mat ter . 

What is it that we are being asked to do? I have said that I 

do not like this observation business, but I acce~t it because my 

colleaguea want it . W'e are bei:1g asked to acc'='pt this situatlèn, a 

situation under ~hich the representative· of the USSR, or anybody else, 

can say· that 2 plus 2 m.akes 5, and 5 is a very ·wicked tl;ling. And then 

he can say that 3 ~J.:1'.lS 4 makes 8, and 8 is a ·wicked thing, a!ld :he can 

go on fo:r an· b.ot;.r-- as he did go on fer ru~• llon.r-- making theee atatements. 

/I:r he 1s entitled · 
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If ho ia ontit:!.ed to huYo ovc:..~y' one of thosc prin-l;cd in _the 

. obsoinrtions, tbcn wc oro o.;Ll of_ us -- ov9-r.y roproocntc.t:!.vo of un · 

Ac'l..ni:1.istcrin13 Authoi-i ty -~ bound to c.nswor cc.ch one of tllooc, the 

two nnd two, t he thrco o.nd :four, the _x end x, to infinity= . T'no.t wil.l · 

ccrtcltùy spin out· the nlreudy too l.~t:r.y discuasiono of this Council,, 

• I on not putting in cny :fu:cthor a.rguuontso I uosuro the 

rcproscnto.tivo of tho USSR tho.t thorc. ia not one word of a.rgtment, 

thcro is not one ·word tho.t I ClJ uskina. to be includcd, thnt is not 

printod in b;J.Ô.clc urid. uhi to in the docur~ont in front of uso 

I ucroly o.ok tha.t, c.t the sat10 t:i.uc c.o wo print the cor.1nouta of 

the ropro·acnto.tivo of the usœ, wc should olso print cxtrc.cts frou ti:ic 

ropo~t which is undor consid.cra.tion end invcEJtiG'.1tion and criticim.1. 

lvf.r. GARRE.AU ·(Fronce f (Info:rprotntion fron French): I c.clmowlodGO 

thc.t I o.pprccio.tè the logico.l chox·c..ctor of the dononstro.tion uhder~".kon 
. . . 

by the ropresonto.tivc of the USSR. Hio loGiC ho.a ond0:d in a. kind of 

threc.t ol::' warninc; that ~rc would ho.vc "to rcconsider the Report on Sc::1oc .• 

I do n.ot think thc.t tho.t io the consequunce c.t . o.11. In cny cc.oc, 

I would still bo r ea.ey to undcrtclco the rcconsiderction of cll the 

. R,ports, o.nd I would tc.kc o.ll the tine tho.t this ·would rcquirc. ·r on· 

su:re tho.t the rcproscnto.tives of tho Council would also be· viillil1{s to • •• 

undortcJco rocons1doration of the discussion of o.ll Reports. 

•• - I would. thcreforo . i:rifon.1 the rcprcsonto.tivc of the USSR tha.t I 

an rcc.dy to undertako the re~cxc.nina.tion or roconsidorntion of cil the 

reports, if tho.t is nccoss~~y. 

t.ot us tako the proccduro.l · situa.tion o.nd the situa.tien of principlc, 

tho.t has been wcll put by the rcprcscnta.tivo of the USSR. I, nysolf, 

1,ould likc to rotu.rn to Po.rt II of. our report. 

Po.rt II of our report hc.s not only -seoticd to ne ~~ be superfluous, 

but ho.a ulso socncd to be ha.rnful, for . the. ·rco.oon tha.tJ ;ives rico to 

nn cbsurdity., c.n inconsistcncyG It incJ.udos in . the report to the 

A.sscubly all the obsorvctions, ·howcvcr trivio.11 thc.t wcrc tic.de in tho 

course of. our session. And God .knowo wc hnvo hca.rd soue o:bcurdi tics 

and trivia.litioo in the coursç of our doba.tc. 

Moreover, I bolicvc;>.; ns · :the rcprcsonto.tivo of t~c Uni tcd Stq..too . . ' , .. . 
ha.a just r eui?dod us, .tho.t the . reprosontativo of New Zcnlc.nd. ho.s in o. 

Gcnora.l wcy roplied to the reqarlcs foruula.tcd by the rcproso_nto.tive . 
.. 

of' .th::i USSR ~ 

/rlo sta.tcd the. t 
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He stated that it was ''nonsensical". ·r · bope tbat the verbatim 

records took this word down correctly. • 

In any cape each one of ua will be able to see inserted after thé 

ooservations of the representative of the USSR . on the Wes~ern Samoa. The • 

representati:ve of New Zealand bas replied that _ the. stateinents qf the repre- • 

sentative of the USSR amounted to soreething nonse11sical. 

f ound ,. I hope , in the report to ·the A ss emb ly . : 

This will be 

A question is going to arise again when we consider the ~eports on 

the Cameroons ar.d. Togoland. My delegation has submitted a series of 
• \ 

proposals for the insertion of paragraphs that are to follo-:,r the para­

graphs bearing upon the ·remarks of the· representàtive _of the USSR . 

As -of now the represèntative of the USSR has stat~d that such 

insertions are inadmiss:l.ble. According to bis logic, when we come t ·o 

the discussion of our reports, I will propose, if the Council does not 

agree to accept the paragraphe that wè are moving to inser~, reference 

to the verbatim records of our discussion, and I will_ prop?se ind.1catfon 

that at the time of the general discussion I said that I _questioned and · 

mistrusted tho observations of the representativè of the USSR, and 

condemned them, because they wére so unjust and vague -that they could 

not be replied to point ~y point. 

The· representative or" New Zealand stated récently that the USSR 

etatements were nonsensical. I am going to say the same thing, and _I 

am going to ask for thie word "nonsensical" to be appended in reply to 
- . 

every remark formulated by the USSR delegation concerning our report . 

If we are to refer, then, to the statements made in the course of 

the debate, we shali have all this in the 'verbatim reèords. ·we have 

a means of redress before the General Assembly, and the Assembly will 

be seized of the general ch~racter of our debate. 

If we follow the formula auggested by the representative of the USSR, 
.-

this is the kind of thing that we are going to have: I have not co~ted 

the • numbe·r of linos, but in Part' II of the report there is a series of • 

observations that are unrestrained . They are simply statements 

contrary to reality and contrary to. the indications .of the report itself~ : 

They have remained uncontroverted. They are contrary to the epecific 

pointers . furnished by the àccredited r epresentative of the Administration_ 

responsible. They are based on nothing except the will to criticism, 

and. the will to_ propngandize in respect of the indigenous population. 

file recognize of course, 



i-Tc rccoe.nize, :of courue,, th:i.t wè 9yTh7.0t prcvont n r.,onbor of tho 

:CJuncil f~•ou a~rin3 . o,ny ouc'h _things/ or :f'ron no.kinc oto.tor.1ori.ts thùt ·ha.vc 

po other pti:rposo thcn ~itntion. Tho.t wo c91mot prevont, nor, if wo 

uo.intain ?t:-.rt II of thefrgi~rt, Ciln wo p;èvor.t those sta.t~-në~td fron . 

being_.rep1•odaceèl. at the cost of the Unitoé!. Na.tions, 0..1:.d thon béiÙG b!'ouclrt 

to tbo no_ticc of tho p0pulntions ~ntoros-ted, 

· • - This, I . tldnk, • io hnrnful4- I repent tho.t I on 1·0:i.üy to 11ovo tho.t ' . a,...,.. f~ 
• the who:to of .Part II of thC; /~~~rt should be doletod. Tho Assonbly irill 

ho.vo to lmow -of the nctivi tioo of the Cour..cil o.nd, principo.lly', i tfl 

rocomond.n.tions, '.fuat i s ~ll . 
. If ony o·onbor of tho • Gonoi•o.l Aeseubly w:!.ohos to rofor to tho 

dotD.ils ·o:r t..-io dcbo.to, ho "\,."ill ho.vo to ·rofor to the ver butin records • 

.liow that the dobato ha.a bccn preaontca· in a.bridGud forn, in Part II; I . 

do n6t thüik th~t t!1is su:1t.1a..-y g1voa the ntr.1ocphor·e of the dcbc.to. 

• :_ This P~t is· con~oquontly unbalc..nccd a.."'ld har..lfuJ., and I nove tho.t i t bo 
•. -- ·-----... ~d~Îëtta.·--o~r~rr,-·an:a- ·tïïët 'wo ., kë-;p-. ~tily i~;~t~---i and IÎI ••• .. . - , _ ........ - , .. . ~., ... . , ... 

........ -,,, ... -· 
• . ... '~ ' ,. '. ' 

M1·. EDL.UAT~ (Union of _Soviet Eoc:l.ali~t I{cpublico) (Intcrpretntion 

. . ~on Rusainn): • I sh;~1cf·1:tkë:•ttY-Uo.l~cf··1t·~-èiéo.r ·thut the dolc·gntion of 

the USS..R has _no objcctio~, - o.nd nover ho.d o.ny objoction, to any noabcr • 

or the Couné1i rebuttiilG nny cobucnts uc,dc by tho rcprosonto.tivo of 

the USSR. 

, Moro th:m tha.t, wo ha.ve n.lweys wclconcd cny clc..rifici:l.tion or 

correction of fnct·o. All. ucnbors of the .Council oUBht to be wol l n.wore 

oi' thn.t 1~ot1 experiencc c.t the prcscnt cession, 

- As rogo.rds the counent of the roprcaenta.tivo of New Zco.J.o.nd, ·r 
wcnt to 110,ko i t cleo.r that his proposoJ.. :::-a.ioed o. proceduro.l g_uostion 

which no.y :.end us· to thq si tuo.Üoù. whoro wc will wo.stc o. srca.t donl of · 

tiuc. Wc ought to clarify this poiht which ia ro.1scd a.t the suggestion 

. of the. rc~re3ar.tu:ti-vc of m::w Zoclnnd. , 
Wo can cl.o.:dfy tho • issue which ho raised by including the no.i.tcr 

. in Part _r; ·which refera to the factuo.i si-tuo.tion on tho bo.sis of tho 

. -info:ruution f'urn.ie:hod by· tho Adninistoring Authori ty. We cnn add there 

f':ny nunber o~ linès, which would give ·the inforuc.tion tha.t tho roprooentut.:!.,c 

of· Now Zealo.nd wishc·s to fm•nish. ihio is all tho.t I no.inta.inèd. -

I also sa.id that if, we now ·und.ertake. to dise.usa the wny in whi ch our 

• r eport ia to . be compiled, tha t will take · a very groat amount of time , 

/ I sugge s t tha t ·· wè ehou.là. 
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I ougE,-cst tho.t wa shou.lè. not resuoe the considerc.tion of oJ.l tho 

J.nnuc.l P.eporto, Terri to~y _by Terri tory. This t0ndency ➔.;o reopen every 

queotio.n o.ftor it hc.o boen closed is o. dèplol:'o.bie one and it ho.o been 

shmm c. nuii1ber of times. As fo.r o.a , the delego.tion of the USSR io co~­

corned we do not lc.bour under c:ny oÜch tcndency _and wé should consider 

it deplorêble if the Council resuned o.11 these discussions. The end 

result mo.y or IJf1Y not be o. good one but ürJY gc.in which night ho.ve 

resulted would bo nullified by the enoro.ous wo.ste of tille. 

If the repr.esento.tive of New Zoo.land does not inflist on the complote 

inclusion of his sto.te:nent in Pert II thon we nrl.ght · just include it in 

Part I nnd. ·close the inciè.ent on tho.t point with o. vicw to p~oceeding to 

the r enninder of thio docur.ent . 

I wish to r euind you tho.t the Co:uuittée l-rhich wc.o con.pooed of' twelve 
c.l.ro.f't 

r:1enbers opent o. lot of tilJ.e working on the /:t'è:port on West.ern San.oc.. We 

epent 11ore tir!o on thc.t :.;•eport thc:n on c.ny other report boco.use i t wc.s 

our first one. Woul& it bo o.dviso.ble to lose still nore tille by repecting 

thc.t whole • diecuosion in the Truetoechip Counc11'l 

.. 'rhe PRESr.JENT; Mc.y I c.sk the Cho.in:lr'...n of the Drc.fting Conmi ttee 

whether thie pcrticulo.r pc.ro.gra.ph involved very .lengthy debc.te in the · 

Dro.fting Co1"1."'litteeî 

Mr. LIN (Chino.) (ChnirJJD.n __ O.f .. the, Drc.f.ting .Co111.1.i~te~ on Annuel Reports): 
. . _ .. _____ . ... . • 

This po.ra.gr::-.ph é\.id not cane up before the Dro.fting Connitteo . The 

Drc.:t'ting Col!'.:ù ttee did spencl two c1.o.ys d.iscussing the foru of the Report 

end this queotion cane up when the ro:presento.tive of Fro.nce proposed c. 

eeries of i::to..te::.-1en-cs to be:, incorteèl. in Pc.rt II of the drc.ft report on 

the C~:ieroons uncler French Acù:ùnictro.tion. 

It wc.s c.t tho.t tine thc.t the Co:ar:ûtteo decided ta let tho Trustooship 

Council itoolf decido this question; whethQr ndditiono.l na.teric.1 r.ic.y be 

includod in Pc.rt II or not . So fer o.s the Dro.fting Connittee wo.s con­

cerned, it confinod itse-1:f to p!"e:pnring obcorvo.tions frou the verbe.tin 

reports . 

The PRESIDENT: I should liko to c.sk whether c...-iy insertion ,a.s e. 

foot;Ôtë '•on"pnge 17,of tho inf'or.ü.D.tion proposed. would ooet t~e, point. 

Sir Ccrl BERENDSEN (New Zoo.land): If thnt would bring thie lengthy 
....... ...----·- ····· 

debo.te to en end, then in the interosts of pec.ce C.hd hc.r.nony I e:.n pr0-

pc.red to nccopt that but not otherwioo. 

/The l':RESID:E:rlT 
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• '.rho PR];SIDE~"T:·'-. Io the r epreoonto.tive of tha UE:SR c.g.roec.ble to the 

c.cldition of n fcotnote to p~ge 17? 

Vir. SOLDATOV (Union of Soviet Socio.list Ropublico)(Intcrpreto.t1on 

fron Russinn): -I an agre~'o.ble on condition thc.t the ëlelegntion of JGhe 

USSR will ho.ve nn opportunity • to subr.rl.t ite c01:u.1.ente uloo in the forra 

of c. footnoto. In tho.t cnoe the dologo.tion of the U.SSR coulcl occept 

But be1'ore we eottle thio point, I should liko to se.y tho.t 1 t 

seons to ne tho..t it would be better, both for the CoUncil and for the 

s['.ke of our future drc.fting co:t:1D.i ttooe, to donl wi th the unttor logico..lly; • 

thc.t io, to oubui t thie infon1.0tion in Pa:.-t J: . This would be 

jnd.iEputa.ble both fron the point of viow of connon sonse and from. the 

point of vio-w of pr ocedure. Since thio is fo.ctuc.l infor1'1C.tion subni tted 

by the Aèlninistering Authori ty, why not e:ubr.ù t 1 t in Part I 

rn.ther thc.n r eopen tho wholo iocue of the wc.y in which we c.re going to 

conpil0 Pa1·t II • of th0 report c.nd whether we are goi~g to reopen 

. th9 question of tho d.iccucsion of' the roport of the Add .. niptoring 

Authorityî 

I hc.ve ·c.1roc.cly pointed out tho.t the roprosentutive of New Zoo.lnnd 

will now cubr.dt hic con,onts in tha forn of1 o. footnoto c.nd the delegntion 

of the US:ffi 'Will otib~'lit its footnoto . The :t-op:::-osentntive of New Zo1üa.nd 

will then sC'..y: ttNow I ho.vo nore corinonts to inclucle us o. footnote to the 

footnote, " n.nd the fü:ilega.tion ·of the USSR will c.lso ho.ve its now footnote 

to the footnote to the footnote . Tha.t will go on o..d infini tu.i-:t . . 

Wo hc.ve to ho.ve sono order in our work end we shoulà. o.dhor e to it . 

Sir Ccrl BERENDSEN:\ (New Zecùc.ncl): I now withdrc.w DY com,cnt. The 
'\ w •••• -

r eprosentc.tive of the USSEf is···quite right in describing the procedure o.nd 

tho.t nonsenr?e will go on until tho Counc11 ·decideo to tnko hold of the 

no.tter itoelf n.nd toko .a. sensible doc!eion .. 
. .. ···,· •-,.~ ...... __ -..... 

The IRESIDENT:· I ho.ve five reprosentntivee on ny 11st o..o wiohing • 

to ope~ ··ori--thlo 1:10.tter but the r eprescnto.ti ve of Frc.nco n oved the 

deletion of Pc.rt I~_ 17: its cntir0ty. Is tha.t n fomo.l ootion1 

Mr. GARRE.AU (France )(Interpretntion frou French): I wontecl to a.ok 

tha.t the rolee bé n;t'· inverted.. I did not nove -.: 1·oconsiderc.tion of the 

. of the r eJ.)ort, 1 t wa.o the representativo of .the USSR who ouggested .tha.t . 

I linited r~yself to sc.ying thc.t if we decided to reconoider the .'illtl.ua.l Reports 

o..ccor~ing to t ~e propoonl of the delego.tion· of the USSR, I wns rec.i3.y , 

But I c.r.1 not uoving the reconsiclero..tion of' th0 Report. I do not wii:::h to 

/lose another 
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loo e o.nothor i.,onth in vcin cliocuosion, We nùst no·t; blm:..:o the ,,rong 

peoplo . 

• The PHESTI)ENT: I wish to noko sure that you did not uove the 

deleti~;;-·of -·tiie en tire Por t II. • I eoem • to r eneobor the. t _you did so 

fon:w.lly nove. 

Mr. H00:O (Aust:r·c.lic.): A point . of orde:r. Ia i t not the case th.:it 

the whole of the-report -- each of 1ts coctions a.nd the roport o.o n 

wholo __ hoo cone forward, by way of sv.b::d.osion to the Cou.-i.cil, for o.pprovnl , 

Ther eforo the Counc:n, if it votes . o.t o.1'1 on tho adoption or suppr ession 

cf w..y·part of tho report, 1s voting on the subtu.ocion fron the D:-a.fting 

ColJOi ttoe. I t cke i t thc.t tha t i o the p:r-ior natter be fore the Council. 

The ~-ŒSI:üENT: A deletion ia on c..ncndnent o.nd the~ofo~e t he propcsc.l 
-·---.... 

to è.elete io an ~endne11t to ths ?"13pcrt . 

It ae:e1Je to ne that thc.t hc.s to be deter.:uned bocc.use if the L'lOt.i on 

ia co.rri ed, tr.en tha !'Elil~'.:.rdng . m::.enènent would hc.ve noth:L-ig to which to 

be o.tto.chcd. 

Sir Alon BUfüiS (United Kingdo11): A point of o~der. Surely thie: 

r eport ha.o boèn put before us to vote, and t.ho.t is t he p:.:•c:pooal. If a~o:io 

wiohes to voto o.gc.~.not Pœ-t II 1.t i s o. nego.tive vote for tto.t .' But the 

propo0cJ. 1s now th~t th1c report should be po.ssed by the Counr,il . 
•• •----~-~ 

•• The PRESIDENr: 
~ --· ' 

Pr-o(;cduro.lJ.y, I or:ouJ.cl ho.ve thought thn t o. foninl 

noti on to dolete is on or.0nGI.l:3nt . 

Mr. RYCXHJ\NS (Bol g:'l u~,) .: :::·:_; ·,ms .:.ot ;;. :,1.-,-t;Jon to delo te but i t was 

ad.vice to the nH1.b·;;,:·Ô-·Ôf t he Ci::u..cil to vote cgn.inst Part II whon Port II 

1a put to -~he __ yotc . 
.. ....... ~··... •. " 

··,.._'.J:'he PRESIDENI': In thc.t co.co I nust hO.Yù nisundorc:~oocl the rep!'e-....____ _____ · .. 
sentuti ve of Frc.ncc . Iloïfo ver, I clld hec.r :1:tn nove clelctlon nnè. I wi ohed 

to nsk. It e:oens thn.t I cnn got c.n c.nm1~r fron e,;-c1•y r,3prcoentnti ve 

except the r epreoonto.tive of Fronce . 

Mr. RYC.Q.·il,!'I~ ~~':icl ginu) : I do not nove deletion. 

_Ttc .PRESIDENT: I d1.d not eny thc.t y ou noved dcletion. 
• ------------- -· 

Mr . RYCKMANS (Bclgi~j: I tl!'god ny colleaguec to yote c.eo,inot this · 

chcpter if we c.::·e unnble· to cono to c senc1ble cg::-ee:cont. I ehould. liko 

to sa.y c few words on th:!.s c. little le.ter . 

/Tr..e PRESDE!Il' : 
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Tho .PBESilliCl\'T: I w:toh to cloc;r thic point bcca.use I cortr..inly 

hec..rd n •• ~~ti~~ -to clclcto the whole of Po.rt II. 

Yir. · C'JIP.BEAU (Fr~nce) {Interpretc.tiçm fron Fr0nch): My 1,ropo0c.l 
\ ·-~ 

clooo not only onvisc~gc tho !'oport thct we hc.ve in honcl_, it le c.lso 

o. propoool of principlo upon the procoduro to be followod for tho 

ro:port to the Gonero.l Aosenbly . 

. I boli0vo tho.t, in kccping thio Po.rt II v.ncl g1 von the e;cncrn.l wc.y 

our r ororto c.re prc.lJored, we 0hould be_ in grec.t difficulty . I hc.ve 

olwo..yo boliovèd thnt thic !)l'.rt iei uselecn end ho.raful c.nd I un proved -

noro cmd. noro correct. •· Tha.t is wlly I put the question of principle to 

the Council . • 

It ie not cm 0.11.endnont to the drc.ft roport thl'.t hns becn r:::u;,ni tted 

by the Drcfting Coi:ir:ittoe in cor..ncxion with \fostcrn Srn·.1on, but it io c • 

. vote on the ciucotion of principle.in respect of the wcy in which wo o.re 

to p!'opn.ro our report to tho Generc.l l'.soe6bly. This vote ,1111 c.p:r,ly to 

nll forthconir.g rororts . 

This Pert II ocouo to 1:1e to be unjustific.blo. It ceo?.1s to hc.vo no 

roc.con for exi ctencc and no use. It is not only ucolo so but I thinl, 1 t 

1s nleo hnrn:ful. Experience lms 0hown end will show thc.t tl;e grec.te et · 

difficulties c.rise fron koeping this Pert II end fron upholting it. 

The Genora.l Aoconbly doos not nceè.. to know the detc.ilo of o-.ir intoritc.l 

d1scuaoionc. The Gencrcl Ascenbly is principnl.ly intercoted in r csoluticno , 

rocorn:1endo.tionci end conclusions thut e11enute fron the Truotecohip Council. 

/1~0 fnr no our deb~tes c.re 
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Bu·l; as far as· o~!.t' debates a r e concorned and the observations made 

therein, the General Aasembl y woul d we.nt to act l iko everJbody else, . 

as we do. It would r efer to the verbatim records of those sessions . 

The principal disadvantage of thia Part II ia, as I have said, 

that it does · not properl y and accu.rately communicato the atmosphere 

of our sessions and meetings and. debates because it is an amal gamation 

of fra@ne:itary r ema.rke, more or l ese well condensod. The genera.l 

repl ies are not added to the criticisms; emphasis is put on the 

poin.ts, not always on the r epl ies made or vice -ver sa, but my point_ is 

t hat after every cri 'tic.ism the r eply should f igure . This is a r ight 

of t ho na•è.ions involvcd. 

Thus Part II, by its na.tu.ré, can harè.ly be exact.· I t is . 
necessarily fragmcmt ary. To be correct i t would have to be much 

longer, but, to achieve thié accuracy, vre woul d have to incluùe all 

of the verbatim r ecords. 

To s,umna.rize, I would say that i t is an impossibl e task to 

cxpect tho Drafting Committee to draft Part II of the report with any 

accuracy a t all . It 1s o.n impossible t ask, and I thin.~ most of w..y 

colleagues share my view. It is impossibl e to do better thaa the 

Izrafting Committoe has done , but the r esult is neceasaril y bad. 

Tnat 1s why, with all consistency and l ogic, I pr oposo to t he 

Council puroly and .simply to deleto Par t II of the report . This is a 

!ormal proposal of my del ogation. 

I do not knO'l-1 vhetber wa Will get a majori ty in favour of this 

del otion, but I wQuld still l ike to f~rmulate this propoeal because i t 

is a quest1on _af principle of the highest importance to me. If i t 1s 

r e j ected, so much t he worse for us, but I hope I have boe_n clear and 

that the Cou...~cil will support my dol eticn of ?art II. 

'The PRfSIDENT: Now I understand that ther e is a for.mal 
moticn.-

Mr. RYCKMA.1\JS _(~el gimn.) (Interpreta.tion from French): Dl 

examining the suggestion of t he representat 1ve of New Zealand, we ought 
to r eoall two points . 

First of all, thè r epr esentative of New Zeal and, whcn certain 

comnonts wer o made, coull not foresee that they _would be included 

bodi~y in thia report. There might be commenta which are 'àtterl y 

erroneous. Anybody who r eads the r ecord of t he discussions and the 

/Report 
! 
1 
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Report of the Administeririg Aut hority mue t r eal i z,e that eome allegat1oil8 

horo do not corroepond to .r eality. 1-nien it is eaid, for instance , that 

the Gover.nment of New Zeal.and hae done nothing to draw t he indigenous 

population 1nto the economic life of the Torritory, anybody who has ·read 

~he R:opor-t; will reali~e that thie ia not ao. It ie porfectly usel ess to 

d1gn1fy such a ccmimeut with an onewor, but vhen such a camnent i s included 

in the Boport to the Generàl Asaembly wi t hout the framework of the 

discussion and without the adjunct{on of thé whole of the Report of the 

Adminietering Authority an Samoa, t l:Jen t he (.':· t,v':tion and :tho inprùF'sion 

glv~n cbange a l together . 

What i e 1l1.ad.miesible is that the officia l s working i n Samoa and 

the Samoar..s t -hem.sel:~ee ehouid b(l g:ivar: the impression that s uch ccmmante 

were made without any r ebuttal as if auch failure to r obut amounted to 

a concession of the truth· of euch a comment. 

On the contrary, . therè was no rebuttal because the evidence of the 

incorroctnose of the original. c ommont <t-1as su.ch that it vas deemed un­

neceseary to dignify . i t wi th an anewer. But· peopl e who di d not lis ten 

to tho discussion and did not r ead the r ecords of the discussion cannot 

realize ~hat, of course, and, they juet think tha.t the lack of any re­

buttal means t hat thé Administoring Authority conccdes t he criticism. 

Furtbermore , I à.o not knO\-r by what chance, but · it 1s a :fac't that 

wc havo adoptod the cus tom of hav1ng the special r opr esentatives present 

only atone phase of our discussion --· or even, I might say, boforo t he 

regu).ar discussion. The rules say that the special r opresentative of 

the Terri tory whose Report 1s being cone1der ed can ·uttunù the wholo 

dieèuasion of t he Report, except t-1hen the conclusions ar e consider od 

an?-, 8.dopted. But in the discÙss1on of the Annual · R·oports thia yea:r 

epecial r epresen-'œtives were pr~sent only duri ng one of ·the phases of 

the discuss1on of those Rep~rts . They wer e thère to roply to ~ueetions 

and then they left. When criticisnis wer e made · in the form of questions 

thoy had the oppo~tun1ty to r eply, but when comments wor o made after t he 

question phase when the special r epreeentative had returned -- ond such 

criticisms and obsorvat1ons were made and tbey arc on the r ecord --

the special r epr esentat1ve wae not ther e to r opl y. 

The r epresentative of' the Aèlnin isterillg Authori ty, vho is a member 

Ôf the Trusteeship Council, ·1s, of ·course:, in a very à.ifficult position 

because, ~ftor all, he ie her e in Lake Success . ._.. a member of t he Council. 

It ia hie job se a membor of t h~ Council to Judge the actions of t he 

Adl!linistering Authority· on t he same footing as all his other col leagues . 

/The man 
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The man who is suppose·d to defe·m tho Roport 1s the special 

r epr esentativo, not t ho r epresantativo of: t he Adlninistering Authority 

on the Trus t eeship Council. • But the special reprosentat1ve was not 

present the whole t:i.l:10 t o reply to cri ticiems. 

U::1dar the circumstance·s 1 t is simply a matter m' elementàry fair 

play to pormi t t he representat1ve of New Zealâna. to have inserte d in 

the Report after cer tain observations of a member of the Council 

,,bat he has just told us or what he ma.y say at any moment of the 

discuss ion with respect to that comment by a member of the Council. 

The r epresentative of t he USSR says tha t undér such conditions he 

reserves the right to make a r e -rebuttal, and he c antemplates ~bat the 

represcntative ·or New Zoal ana. will deom it f i t to make a re-re-rebuttal, 

and that that would t hen go on ad i tlfinitum. However, I suggest that that 

has to end some day. 

L~ all civilized countries it is the defence t het has'tho l ast 

word. Now Zoaland is being indicted or 'atte.cked .. : it is incumbent on 

the r epr csentative of the USSR to make that at.tack, i t 1B 1ncumbent on 

the r opr osentative of New Zoaland to repl y . That ehould be the end of 

it . 

If we ca.r.n.ot reach agr eement. on a formula of that kind, if the 

r op~esentative of the USSR dces not agr ee to authorizing the r epresen­

tat1ve of New Zeal and to inscrt, t\,ftor tho observa t i ons of the 

r eprosentative of the USSR, what ever robut tal the r epresentative of 

Now Zeal e.na. finds fit to 1naert, then thora is Just one thing we can 

do. We will have to vote against the •i nclusion of Part II in t he 

iopo~ altogother, and t ha~ ie oxactly wi:'.at I proposo to do. 

I do not think that the r epreeentati ve of France formulated this 

proposai as it ought to have been formula+.ed. It ought net to have 

been a mot.ion for the doletion of sœething that doos not exist --. 

because, after ail, 1t does 11ot s o far exist. The drafti ng committee 
6 imply sugses ts to the Council that the Council adopt the report, in 

wh1ch report ther e woul.d bo a Po.rt 1, a · Pe rt II and a Pa r t III. 

When the t1mo coinos , I shall ask the President that we vote separatel y 

on the adoption or r ejecti on • of Pnr t 1, on the adoption or r ojection 

of Pa rt II and tben on the adoption or r ejoction of P:~rt III. - -

or rother, of each of the r esolutilli~s in P~r t III. 

That 1s the way we ought to proceed . Thore is no neod of a 

motion for the del e t i on of anything: ther e is nothing .to delete. 

Thel:-8 is a suggestion b y - thG -drafting committee. We have to vote on 

/whe.t 
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what wo are going to a.ccept of that report and what wo aro going to 

rejoct of that report. That is all. 

Mr. SAYRE lUnited States of America): It seems tome very 

- evidont that we are b;ggÏngd.owrr,..on·~·pa:rt· II. I suspect we always will 
• bog down on Part II of -ovory report if Part II retains i t~ 'presont form. 

I s~spec~ that the Part II idea is unworkable, and I suspect that most 

of us are n0w realizing it. 

I think my Soviet colleague-1s. right tha t ·5_r we retain Part II and 

givo to one rop~osentativo a chance 1n the Council discussions to amèncl 

it in part, thon thora will bo a..ï er.dless succession of amendments 

offered and this Council will find itsolf in an impossible position. 

Again it seo:ms clear,· as has alroady been suggoated, that whcn. 

·we come to write future ror,orts, if the principle of the Cou.T').cil. shoulcl 

be mintai ned that all observations made at an carlier stage are to be 

_ autamatically written 1nto Part II and no others al.lowed, it will. 

follow almost as e.n inev1tabl o consequence that during that examination 

period every special roDresontativo and evory roprosentat1ve desiring to 

attack _the .!'Cport will seek ta i:nsort; I might almost say,hundreda of 

observations so as to sot them w:-itton into the report • 

./The resul t of i t all 
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The rasult of it all will be that we will waste endl ess time here 

end we will not get the kind of report which will do credit to this 

Council. We will not ·get a report r eflecting a true description of 

the situation in the Trust Territory and such observations as will 

reflect what this Council feels can best be done to correct existing 

conditions . 

For thèse reasons, I am parsuaded that we would do well to end 

fruitless efforts to ·retain a Part II of our reports. It would seem 

tome that the l ogical report would be in two parts: first, a general 

part setting forth the existing _conditions in the Territory; and 

second, a part which would constitute the conclusions and recommanda­

tions of the Trusteeehip Council as agreed to by t he Council, together 

with an ap:;;iendix if some _representative chooaes -~-:i in~.:;;,,~t views in an 

appendix. 

Turning for a moment to tl'le procedural ai ~'.;-:.::!:,ion ,:h.ich ,;9 now 

face , so far as I can understand it, it is thi:3 . . '..:.n '~-h i.e sub)J)i tted 

report which Mr . Lin Mou- sheng, the Chairman of the Dr6.ft.ing Committee, 

eubmits to the CouncilJ we have what is t.ho:) eq:1iv~.le:1~. to a resolution. 

It is for thia Council to adopt th~t repcr +, or t~) ::-eji;ct it~ in whole 

or in part . I should thir..k that v,.>ta couJ.d be 1:e,;t tt·~œn by parts, 

Part I, Part II and Part III. 

I have also heard the reaoluti~n mad~ by the French representative. 

To rny mind, that· ia very far from an am-.:inè1nent. It· is not a proposal 

conf'1ned to thia Report on Western Samoa ;::~ all, It was, if I correctly 

understood Iey French colleague, a propoa.:1.:. as te >:1.lJ. :'ature reports, 

much more broad and aweeping tha.n an mJ1fü}•i.rr,\1L '.iù th,;:. ·;rotion f or the 
I 

adoption or thia Report on Western Samoa. :t •,t: s:ms -::;.o me t o be a 

separate resolution. We should vote on it after we have disposed of 

the fi~st resolution, the resolution concernine Woatern Samoa . 

It would seem tome, there~ore, procedurally as though we now have 

two resolutiona proposed, and we should first dispose of the resolution 

concerning the Report on Western Samoa, voting on that either in the 

whole or, I would hope, voting on it part by part. Ai'ter we have 

llisposed of that, there still r ema.ins the French resolution, which 

seems tome in no sense an am.end.ment , but a resolution covering 

altogether different subject matter, namely, all. our future reports. 

/Mr. NORIEGA 
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Mr. NORIEGA (Mexico)(Lïterpretation from Spanish)! I am 
• •• • ·~ ·. , . ,,.. J• • 

very ao~ry that th1s incident,which has arisen out of a textual point 

of the N9w Zealand representative about which trouble has been made 

by the USSR representative, has carried us into a most complex state 

of affaira, a atate of affaire in which. the very policy· of the Council 

is ~eing questioned' and revised. 

He know very well how the voting goes in the Cou."lcil. It is 

6 to 6, _the power remaining in the panda of the Administering Auth<;>ri­

ties as to approval or disapproval of this part of the Report on 

Western 89.moa and that same part in other reports . 

If _this is so, why were we, the non- D.dministering powors , .. • : .• . 

invited te the Council? Were we invited here to submit . to the 

guillotine of the votes of thé Administering Authorities? I do not 

think that was the · intention; I do not thinlc that should be the system, 

because we wouJ.d then be mocking our own work, and the work of the 

Drafting Committee in which we participated. 

I was amongst those -who, in Drefting Committee, fought for the 

maintenance of Part II of the report, that ia, the part including 

observations . This was done on the basis of the fact that, in last 

year's report,, we had such a Part II. In some reports, for example, 

thosè on Rùanda-Urundi and New Guinea, conclusions were included which 

were adopted unanimously by the Council in a most genarous spirit. 

In a spirit of liberality, the remarks of some _representatives were 

taken note of without nominal mention, but in connexion with the 

Tangan;1,rika Report, some inclusions of remarks were n,.ade wi th nominal 

mention. This was the only excepti on. 

My delege.tion has always had as its p~rpose te work in the Council 

with a spirit of cordiality in the most practical and responsible wey 

possible for the fulfiln1ent of its .duty in the Council.· If the Council 

will look at Part 2 of this Report, _ it will note that there is only 

remark from the Mexican delegation.· ·We consider that these observations 

have reason for being there, but that, in connexion with the Territory 
' . of Western Samoa, , we asaumed that it wa.s much more important and much 

more convenient to work on the conclusions and recommendations them­

selves as s11ch . 

One reason why we must mainte.in Part II of the Report is derived 

frot:1. ruJ.e 100 of our ruJ.es of procedure where it is stated that the 

Gouncil must .report to the General Assembly on its activities • . 

/How are we 
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How are we to report to the General Assembl.y on our act1v1t1es· 

if ·we exclude Part II? In what body of the United Nations, in what 

committee report or ·sub-collDllittèe report is there net to be found an 
account of the genera.1 agreement reached and of the :pa.1·ticular obser­

vations of representativee on controveraial :poin~s? 

I can quote hundreds of exemples of reports of committees and 

sub-committees whore special observations ·of representatives aie 

included. I therefore ap~eal to thé representative of France to 

witbdraw h1s proposal, 
As far as the controversio.l point between the USSR and the Uew 

Zeule.nd delegations 1s concernad, ~v delegation believes that the 

r eport is the property of the -Council and that ·the. New Zealand dele- · 

gation bas the ful.t right t6 include the text it wants to in Part II 

of the report. 
We must not let this bécome e. ·child' a-ge.m.e ~- We are responsible 

representatives of governments and .we know that this is not going to 

lead to an e.d 1nf'in1tum series of' counter- observations and observations. ------- • 

A.U we would be doîng would be to include the text of New Zealand as 

New Zealand has proposed it, and that is alJ.. 

/Now for the proposal 
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Now_for the propo~al of deleting the Part II of ail reports, 

my d~legation ie energetically oppoeed to thia. We beiieve that the 

;form.,in which . thia n::atter ia being put to a vote ie a mockery of the 
• • • - • .l 

• Drafti~ ~Ominittee that has just fipiahed ita work, which Drafting . . . . • ' . - . 

Commit·t;ee has alr~ady reJected a propoeal of :thia , kind,_ to delete this 

out· of our report. 

Mr •. SOIDATOV (Union ~f Soviet Socialist Repu~lice) (Inter:pretation 

from Russian): ·r aee~e t~t ·there are some· other r~~resantativee who 

h~ve not apoken and I therefore do not ineiet on apeaking now. 

Mr. GABREAU (Fronce) (Interpreto.tion .from French): . First of al.l 
I wish· to ~-xp~in ·àèalïf.:th~ e~ope of my propose.l. • • • 

••' 

The repreaentative of Belgium felt that my proposal wae 

incorrectly put, aince we haye pefore ·us only. a draft report which 
. . ' ·. . ' 

. has not yet been voted upon or submitted to the vote. Therefore he 

felt that my propoeal came too ear.ly. 

• ·But I think that I explained that I waB submitting my .pr-opo~l 

before the consideration of the draft r~port on Samoa, because if' I 

had done · otherwise, then a negative vote would • not . 

·reporta. 

apply to. other 

The repreaentative of the United States well underatood the scope 

of my proposal, which I waznted to have putto the vote before the 

consideration of the Report on Samoa, because this would be a vote on 

our procedure, on the way in which in the future we would compile our 

reports to the General Assembl-y. 

Since the n, however, I have heard the objections· of the 

repreeentative of Mexiço. I ask him to belie~e that thie is by no 

means a proposal which is assured of the collective s~pport of the 

representativee of thé. ~dministering Authorities. I can assure the 

repreeentative of Mexico that I did not consult e.ny of my colleaguea 

before submitting my propoaal • . This proposal ie mine and mine only. 

ôn l ooking at the report bef~re us e.nd ben.ring in mind the 

tenor of reporte previously submit'bBd to the General Aseembly, - I 

believtd eincerely that Port TI - of our report could not 

possibly be well drawn up for the reasons which I expounded a few 

, minutes ego, which I do not consider it necessary to repeat. 

The repreeentative of Mexico feels that if we delete Part II the 

General Assembly would not be informed eufficiently on our debatee. 

/ I do not she.re 
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I ao ·not share the viewe of the r epresentative of Mexico on thie 

peint bcca.use our d:iscnseions are summed up ·1n a. number _of documenta. 

Furthermore, the p1~ees gi ve s accoun-œ of our meetings quit~ frequently, 

and there arc also the verbatim record.s,which o.re much more precise 

e.r.d exact thf'..n thie condenaed rE;port which does not even roflect the 

tenor of our meetings. 
If any hope could be entertnined of poeaibly improving . .,-. . ,1 ,ro:,,:;_ 

Part -I;I: c..."1.d of recaeting it in auch a l.-ay ae to IllDke it a faithful 

mirror of our discussions, then I would have no objéction to the 

maintenance of thia _I'c.i~t. , but I believe eincerely that we ehall 

never attain this consum::nation no ~.atter how devoutly it ir.ay be wiehed. 

I do not wish tp under take, in connexion with the Samoa business, 

e lengthy discuaaion which would be interminable, because observations 

-would give riee to rcbuttals, r ebut tale to cou..."1ter-obaervat_ione, 

counter-obeervationa to re-rebuttale, etc. etc. 
Perhaps the two parties are right. This s:illl.ply goes to prove that­

it ia impossible to dra,i-: up thia do_cument _in a "Wa.Y that would. _be 

satiefc.ctory to everybody. But I plee.d with the representative of 

Mexico to beJ.ieve me that I am not trying to minimize t.."ie 

ob3ervo.tiona of the Council. It is not for that reaeon t.~at I we.nt to 

delete Putt II of the Report. It is my des1re to have the General 

Aesembly r eceive an exact, correct document. 

:-• · J?a't.-t"i~ II, na i t appeara here -- and I am not attacking the 

Drafting Committee at all -- is ·not e)::nct. It doce not r eflect i n any 

way eit.il.er the atmoaphere or the tenor of our discussions, or the 

_specific points that were mo.de during those discu.aaions. 

If you want to keep -~ Part-: II you have to r ece.at it completely. 

But how are yo_u goi!lg to rece.st it'l Aga.in l engthy discussion on that 

point. I know that this ia a compliceted point and I -well understand 

why the representative of Mexico opposes my observations. But I 

mainte.in my reasoning which I contend is valid. 

I do not, however, wish to ' pu~k the deaires of all those of my 

colleagues who do not share my views on • •.•. • .F~ti_ II . If you will, 

I will s~gest o.a a compromise, to proceed to the consideration of 

this report on Samoa, -we will see what will happen, we will see -what 

will be the r esulting text, and then I shall ask the President to ppt 

to the vote my proposnl, after we have completed the consideration .of 

thia Report on Samoa, which after all_ will be o. touchstone, 't7ill be 
a ya.rdstick which will make it possible ~or us to jud.ge the situation. 

I.f the President is will_ing, therefore•.,. I wil.l not withdra.w my 
/ proposal 
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proposnl but l vill ask that the cona1dorat1on and vote thereon be 

postponed until we have completed the consideration of thia r eport . . ' . 
~nd have voted upon 1t -- contrary to whut ·r aâid before. Thereforo. 
).et us· 
/postpone thnt _vote on my ~roposal. 

• M11 • H"lOD (Austra.li~): I would rather reserv€ whot I was going to 

sa.y unt11 the procôd:ural. ·aspect haa been reo.ll;y -clarifiecl. If ve are 

to take .the report up in aeètione I would rather ~rait until it can be 

c1'.l1•ified. 

The PRESIDE1'.1T: I woulcl like to at lnst ·takean opportunity to 
• -----~··· ' . • • . 

cla.rify the proceaural situation. 

We bm .. 't'd a_ -propoaed ·amenfuœnt by the representative of New Zeala.nd. 

Then. ve heard e. formai' motion to ·delete Part II of a.11 the r eports. 

Some representativea believe that ~sa.à à separate resolution, and the 

r epresento.tive of' France,· ·who n-nde thnt forl'l'.al motion, believee that he 
. . . . 

rœde that motion before ti10 èounc11 considers the re.~crt on the Western 

Samoa. . Report . . 

As I see it, the motion by the r epresentativ·e of France, o.lthough 
he _anid thnt it ~ppliee to all other ·reports, vill be applicable to this 

r eport which is under immediote cons1deration. 

Now what does that motion amount to'Z Tha.t motion; whether · it 

applies to all r eports or to any individuel r eport, vould be so draatic 

as to r emove the entire part of the r eport. If' thnt mot·ion is adopte 

then there iB no point of debating whether to ac cept the proposed amend-

ment or not. It is a very simple thing. Therefore by all ru.les of 

log1c that question ahould be decided firat, and accord1ng to our rules 

of procsdure any motion to d~lete an.y part of a resolution is an 

amendm.ànt . It ia for that reason tho.t I sa.id 1 t vas un amer1dment. 

ible 
It seems tome, therefore, that it would not be profit to vote 

on the draft report f1rst before -we -put the formal rr~tion of the 

r epresentative of France to a vote, the s~mple -reason being that if we 

adopt Part.II t\ . :·. 1'·"". in the Western Srunoo. report, then the question 

would again resolve itself, in that the Council decides to r etain 

Part II of the report, at leaat aa far as this particular report ia 

concerned. 
• . mo1.ion of the 
It seems to me, · therefore, that the/representative of France, if he 

etill retaine , i t, ehould be put to the èouncil .. :rira,t .. b.ef.'ar.e. .1,re--.discuss 

Part II of the _ Western Somoa report. 

/ When the • Council 
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When the Council decid..e.d. to set up a Com.i tteo of the Whole as a 

Dro.fting Ccnunl ttee 1 t proceeà.eél on the assumptio:i th~ t that Commi ttec, 
. . 

he.ving all the mem"oere of the CounciJ. repreeentod. thoreon, would caye the 

Council a lot of t5.me in th:: discussion on the f'orm ar..d content. of th·e 

report, but 1 t ha.a tranapired tbs.t .not only the ·conta.nt, but tho :form of 

tho report hua to bo debated o.11 over aga.in. 
It ia regrettable: but I do no·t aee how we can set ·out of -~h:10 

prcced'J.I'al tangl6 u..,.ùcss either the representative of France .rithfu:al73 

hie n._,otion, or tho.t motion io v.otoll on f'i:t•st. 

/ Mr. RYCKMANS 
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?-~. RYC;KMAJ\!S (Belgiuru)~ ,.--With all respects to tho Chair, I do 
. .··· ··~· -

not think the procedure could be· t aken in t!:lnt f'om. Su.ppose you 

tàko a vote on the French propose.J. to de lote, : and the 

.French proposal is defeated ·oy 6 to 6. It w5.ll be decided that 

tl,e P0:rt ' II is not deleted. T'nen when we discuss •· 
:i:r -

Part/the ropresentative of ·New Zealand. is going to intrcduce an 

mnendment. Suppose his 8l!lenàment is defeateè.. Thon ycu stiil have 

to vote on i, art II and !')art IIwill be defee.ted by 6 to 6. You will 

ho.ve two contradictory results. The motion of the representc.tive 

of France. is net a motion because we have no P artII -- w0 have 

nothing. The Co:!llllli ttee c omes beforo us wi th a proposal on which 

we have to vote. Ever-.r p.:i.rt and parcel of the.t proposal that gcts 

a majority passes anQ overy part of that proposal that does not get 

a majority does not pass andfollo into oblivion witho.ut our 

hoving to talœ a vote on. suppre0Ging anythinB. 

For the rest Ise.y that I a:n in full agreement with whe.t the 

rcprcsentetive of Mexico said just now and I propose to vote,as he _ 

said, to insert the proposed New Zealand ruJ:ç~ïé.!llGnt, -and-·to go on wi th 

èonsideration of the r~port . 

--.. .The PRESIDENI' : ·I cannot understand this arGt,L"llent. This roport 
~ .. ___ ---.,, ,.,,,. ....... I"')'< 

has ccme upas a whole end, as the representative of the United 

Sta~es rightly sai~, it is a resolution and I asked whethcr there 

were any amendlllents. I proceeded on the assumption that if there 

wcre o.mend:nento ,if those amendments wer_e accepted , then I -would 

proceed to ask the Council to vote in the usual manner. 

Now, if the .representative of France ts motion is carried then 

there is no fart II to be .putto vote . If it is âefee.t ed then P-1rtI'.I 

is to be putto vote but t he Council is still at liberty to reje~t. 

That is the correct procedure, I believe. Ot herwise I would have 
- • aaain 
to ask .the represen-tative of France;whether he withdraws his 

proposai. But, as I se.id, he made bis proposal applicable to all· 

J:8J;)Orts and since this is one of the Reports under immediate 

cons~deration I submit that his proposal is applicable to the ,.. 
present .n3port . 

' . ·, .- ~-···--......... 
~ , .. . 

Sir Alan BURNS (United King~om): I understand t he amendment ........... __ ..,..-~-

by the French representative r elates not only to the .r9port that is 

now before us on o'.ll' agenda but also to the Camoroons, ToBoland ·and 

other r aports. Is that in order that a resolution ohould be passed 

/now dealing with matters 
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now deeling __ wi th mattors 1-rhich arenot be fore the Coun~il? 

'• .. -The PRESIDENT: l'To, but the representati ve of France said i t 
-... •·-..._. __ -----

though as a matter of pr:i.nc:i.ple. But, as I saià., this is one of 

tho ·r-ep:.>rto that iG covered by his resolution. 'l'herefore that 

emendment 1s applicable to the present ·:report . Otherwise I do 'not 

see how that resolution can be taken after we have considered this 

report. 

Mr. GARREAU (France) (Interpretation from French): I have 
~·· .. ~ .... 

alreeùy said tha t in order to meet the observations of the representative 

of Mexico I _ was prepared to as_k for the postponement of the vote on 

my pr?posal. If you want the. situation to be clarified I shall 

withdraw, for the mo;ljent, my pr?pooal - - just for the moment and 

let the discussion on the Western Samoa · r.eport proceed. We will 

see what will happen in the discussion and vote on •'.fie.rt II 

of the re:po~t. As it is drawn up now I will ·vote againot it on 

principle . I will vote against this part because I èonsider it 

badly done . I am not attacking or c:d ticizin,g the Drafting Ccrmnittee. 

Ho Drafting Conmli ttee can conder.ae in three or four pages a lengthy 

discussion and select some observations and leave others aside . It 

cmmot be . done; i t car..not thus reach a well ·•-thoue,."-lt..;.cut .. papér. 

Theref~re, on princ:i.ple and leavini:s aside any details of this 

Part I shall have to vote against this part as a whole. I am 

edvising you cf that in advancë . But, once all the members of the 

Council have become awa~~ of the cogency of my observations, once­

all the members of the Council have become aware of how .impossible 

i t is to draft any well- done Port II . , then I reserve the 

right to re-submit my general proposal which, I repeat, has a general 

scope regardinG the procedure of our work, Therefore, for the moment, 

I withdraw my proposal bu~ I reserve the r:1.ght to re-sÜ~m:i.t ":i.t to 

the Council once we have wound .up the. consideration _of the Western 

Samoan :report . 

The PRESIDENT: What the representative of France said amounts 
°'-\-._,.,...n_,,_ .,.._~~. - •• ~•, - • 

to this: that he will propoGe a general resolution to omit Part II 

· of all reports with the exception, for the time being, of the Western 

Samoa report . I do net agree with that course of procedure but for 

the present purpose I can consider that motion to be wi thdraim. 

Therefcre, there remains onJ.y one motion before the Council and 

/that is the 
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• that is• the proposal by the re:presentntive of New Zealf:;!ld:ito insert 

a paragraph on page 17 and I will put that to vote. 

. . 
Mr. SOI.DATOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (Interpretation 

•• from Russie.n):' On a · point of c+a:rificatio!"l, . I tako it that 

the representative of France has withdralm his proposai. If the 

_ represcmtati ve of France has net w1 thdravm his proposal then we will 

have to diseuse it. 'I simply want to have that -point made clear. 

• 'l'he PRESIDENT: That proposal lias been wi thdra,m but there is 

notli:iiig>to-prevent the ~epresentati ve of' France from bringing i t 

up e.gain ei ther as a general proposition or in rega!'d to any 

• • individ.ual report. May I ask th(:) representative of New Zealand to 

read the proposed insertion again? 

........... ...... 

Sir Carl BERENDSEN (New Zealand): The Secretariat ·has my copy . 
. .,,, .. ~ ;"r f " 

'i'here seems to be some dÜ'fîêÛÎty with the calligraphy which, I 

hasten to add, is not mine but I shall make bold to road it. These 

are 4uotations from the actual Report. 
11The representative of the Administering Authority 

. stated that,although doctors were not trained within tho 

Terri tory, the Administration subscribed to the upl'::eep of the 

Central Medical Schoc:l in Suva where at present ten Gamoan 
. . 

students were in training as aosistant ~edical officers. 

Sarnoan nurses, drtïTssers, dispensera, lo.boratory assistants, 

dental officers and assistant health inspectors were trained 

locally at the hospital in Apio. . Midwifery was t aught to 

nurses as part of the general training and each district 

hospital and dispensary wao in part an ante-natal clinic . 

The main clinicat Apia Hospital was in charge or ·a qualified 

New Zealand midwife and unè.er the direction cf 8.-. ,:EJ-µropean 

medice.l officer. Much of the work of the district nurses 

with the women•s committees in the villages was in this field. 

All of this information was contained in the Annual Report 

under review. 11 
• 

.... ~ ·--

Mr, HOOD ··{Australià ): ,. .. I am sorry but I still think there is 
. ./ . 

nced for a certa1n...amoünt ·of reservatièn on the procedural aspect 

of this. I ho.ve not taken part in the general arguments regarding 

/ the ad van tage. 
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the advantage or disa.dvantage of retaining Part I I of the ·~r,ort . 
. . 

I have a view abou.t that whlch I have been :::-ocer··ri;ng until tho 

p!'Op'3r moment and i t is r...ot a viev in faveur of retaining Part I I . 

But, might I ack what t.he p:r.o·rision would ·be in th'3 event of tho 

amendlnent of the New Zealand r e:presentat ivo being ado:pted at thia 

point? To vhat extent would it tie the hands of i;11000 ~omborè of' 

the Cot:.ncil -who · wiohed, on general ground~, . to record dioapproval 

of :retaining Part II as a whol e ? Whore do we sto.nd in this respect? 

/The PRESIDE!JT: 
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The PTIE.S:r:DENT: ., It would. be a r:i.diculous ci tuation. 

The Ccn~~-i.Î iSi'~~te ·ei the·r way; in other -words, the 

14 epresentativ-es ·who did not ag:ree wi th rr,y statement of the 

proceô.ural situation and. still want Part II t0 be out1 would. 

h,e t~ntamount to vianti:ng the :Ne,1 Zealnnd e.mendnent in ar...d. wantirl6 

the ent:i.re ru:œnded. text out. That is the situation. 

Mr. SAYRE (United. States of America): I 11'.erely 
•• --- ~-_.,.... ... ,-.•·· "". •, • 

v-1a.-rit to say m.uch the .sv.me~ngo I see no reason why onl9 in 

the position of the representative of Australia shou.ld ~ot 

vote in favour of t1'..is amendment if he feels that i t would. 

inprove Part II ; but ncverthelesa ., voting agai:ist the 

incorporation of Part II as a whole and voting the.t wey 

becc.use ·when the first vote is takcn he is unabJ..e to tell 

,,hether Part II vill be adopted or not. Thereîore ho wants 

~:'..!'t II in the best shape it can be maà.e, even though he would 

deéirê.l l'art II to be eliminated. 

Mr. GARREAU ·(France). (Interpretation from French): 
--......._~·· -· 

I have already replied to the objection advanced by the 

representative of Australia. I said I woulà vote against 

Part II, hm-1ever much i:r.n.p:i:oved i t may be, be cause i t wi1:l 

never be imprmred to the point wher·e I can consider i t 

oatisfactory and where I can consider i t as r;iving an eY.act 

account of tho debates of our Council. 

Consequently I am reaa..y to vote for the amendment of New 

Zealand, but the voting of this emencùnent does not mean that 

I em. satisfied wi th Pai·t II. I have saià. that I e..m going to 

vote ago.inst thate Therefore I à.o n.ot have difficulty about 

~otingÎ~ moment· because in the final-instance I am going to 

vote against the whole thing as a whole, for the reasons I 

gave just no-..1. 

i. •. .. Nr. SOIDATOV '(union of Sovi~t • Socialist -Re:;_:iûbÎics) 

(Interpretat:!.on from Rus;iàn) : · --·-- Boforë ' vôt1nc;· r snÔÜld.~~ke 

to give you sorne information of my understanding of what 

. happened in the Drafting Com::ittee when wei were discussing 

Part II. 
/\lhen the 
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r:i o, 
"I , 

Uhen the Di~afting Com:.ni ttee took up · the question of :Pert II • 

i t wao d.ecic1.ed that Part II v1ould be compiled by the Secretariat; 

that in Pert II those • connnents that had been ru.a.de in the Council 
~.nd to whose inclusio~ in_the report -no m9m.ber 

of the Council objected, would be included. 

The Sccrctariat simpl y looked up the sumtJary recorda of 

the Council and incluc1ed them in Part II in the form. in which· 
bej,ng 

i t io no11 / consid.ered by the Council. The Drafting Coll".mi ttee 
è..id not chan[;e one -word. in ?art II, becauso the Drafting 

Cotunittee did not feel cmpowered to ten:per with Psrt II. .• 'ile 

fel t that Pc.rt II he.d to reflect v1hat happened in the Council 

à.urine. the discussion of the A r.mw.l R'eport,:therefore we could 

not tcmper ,Ti th i t. 
It is natura l, the;~efore, that th.o o'.)se:rvations of 

reprosentatives in Pro-t II are included in this ~ocument in • 

the text given by the Secretariat and the Drafting Committee 

decided tha t an.y member of the . Counci 1 could subm.i. t only 

raod.ifications uhich would. clarify or point up en.y thoughts or 

icleao wi thout, however, modifying the substantive contents of 

those observationo . 

As far as I l:::now , r-ot a single représentative submitted . 

any œnendment.s to Part II . At en.y r ate, -the Soviet Union 

d.elecation did not submi-t en.y amendlll.ents at ail . Wo accepted 

rart II as compiled by the Secretar~at. This is the first 

point wlù ch I should. l ike to make cJ.ear :for the benefit of the 

Council. 

There i :J o.nother r,o!.nt I should like to mal:e . , It has 

now been sugGested tha.t coll'.!!Ilents be i ncluè.ed in Part II 

i1hich were n-.)t m:::.:"...e in the Cour.-dl . The r ûpresentat ivo 

of Belgium t ook the :floo:.c anè. said tim.t New Zeala11d ought 

to have :the :::-ight to me.l:e her comznents. 

But what is the -s ituo.tion that ru.~1ses? The representative 

of Belgium says that if ,-1e correctly inter-pret 

the meaning ·or the _çp.ncept of' civilization, then the 

representc.tive o:f New Zeala.nd has the right to. inclufr:.: 

his r ebuttal. 

But I:1ay_ .. I ask why i s the concept of civilization 

interpreted .so as to deprive the delegation of the 

Soviet Union of the right of rebutting the comments of other ..... 
/delegations 

, 
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2.e.lecat:!.œin reGa-cding the observaticns cf the Scviet Union? 

Aftcr all, it was we 1·1ho mc.d,:l-- some observe.tiens in. the Cou.ncil; _ 

now somebod.y else shows up a."ld, as an afterthcught, asks for 

t!le inclusion of observations that were not made in the 

Council. At the srune time the Soviet Union deJ.ego.tion is 

dOl)j_'ived of the right to make any rebuttal. 

I should lil:e to dra1-1 the attention of the menbers of 

the Council to that situation. 

In the first place, the Soviet Union delegation sub:mi tted 

no amendments in the Drafting Commit,tee to the text of' 

its observations as compiled by the·secretariat • . 

The dele13at1on of the Soviet Union ·considers this s-tand:point 

te be correct because it felt that Part II had to roflect the 

:proceedings of the Council as they occurred l n .the Council . 

It cons id.ers i t incorre_ct now to set up a discrimina tory rule 

,,hich wol.Ü.d IJ?l1Illi t othcr delecations to include in the te:-:.t 

of the report in Part II their comments, depriving other 

delesations -- and the USSR delegation in pfil•ticular -- of 

the right to rebut. 

I object to that -and I reserve the right of the 

dclegation o.f the Union of Soviét Socialist Repu1>1ics to 

t1clce comments for inc:.usion i n ?art II after the proposed 

comments of the representative of ne,~ Zealand, and this iB 

a richt 11hich is unquestionablY, enJoyed by m:y country as 

a member of the Council. 
_____ ,-·-- ---~ 

The PRESIDE!'l-ir'•: As far as the Chair is conccrned, if 
' ·---------

the representative of the Soviet Union has a proposed 

amendl!lent to move , I will pu.t it to the vote . 

Mr. RYCIJW;J"S' (;~-;:-~ium}.(rhterpretation from French): 
. ~ .. __________ ... ,.. 

I do not know whether I expressed Dv'Self wrongly or whether · 

I expressed m:yself wi th lack of clari ty, but I never rmid 

thatinÎciviliz.ed country New Zealand ought to have the 

last word.. I said that in all penal procedures of 

civilized countries it ·was 'the accused -- the defendant 

who had the la.st ,wrd.~ 

Ifo'w , in the present instance, the Soviet Union takei:; the 

role of the prosecutor; it is New Zealand which is put in 

the position of being the defendànt and therefore ought to 

/have the 
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have the lf',st ·word.;. that ' is all. 

Mr. SOLDATOV (Unio~ of Soviet Socialist Re~~lics) 
(Interpretation :from Russian).•: · • The ·soviet"'ü~i;n,·;;:;e:r beceroe 

:the prosecutor in the '.l'rusteeship Council, and lie :protest the 

utiliz.ation of such ·worde . The:re a:re no :prosecutora and no 

defendants in this Council. There are œ:::nbers of the 

Trusteeohip Council and no one else . 

Nr. EYCJa,!A11S (~~) (Intepre ta tion from French) : 

\;ell, let us suppose that the represente.tive of the Soviet 

Union has been most :poli te to ·che re:presentative of Ne-w 

Zealand. Let us :put it that ,-1cy. Ile has been most J?Oli te. 

lie says that accorcl.1.ng to the observations of !-re'W Zealand 

he has the right to malte a reply • to those ol>se:t'V'ations , to 

-which the re:presentative o"f I-Te-w Zetland would have the right 

to e.d.d new observations . 

Now, I thinlc the only thing to say is -- and l think 

everyone will agree -- that it is v1ell understood that the 

lnst word should in a:ny case came back to the :representative 

of new Zealandj let us put it that v1ay. If i t were 

othorwise, I 1-10uld have to vote against the maintenance of 

Part II because I do not see any way out of the difficulty . 

The PRESl!)Elfi': I think the representative of the ............. _ ... ,.. ... ,._...,. 

Soviet Union is right when he says that there is no such 

thing es a prooecutor or a defende.nt in the'Trustèeship 

Council . I cannot stop the representative of BelBium from 
exprGssing his feelings if he feels that He* Zeale.nd is in 

the position of a defenùant. 
l • ..,, . ' i • ,.,-.• 

:Mr. LIH (China)(Chair:nan of the Drafting Committee):-' 
The Drafting Commi tteè ·s:perrc· 'about··tt·16·~·ana •ï;C hill"days .,.,. • •• 

d1scussing th~_ form of tbe report; no pro:posal.s were nd:opted. 

As Chai:roan I did offer an interpretation of the spirit of 

the 1:irocedure adopted last year. 

Each re:port ia to contain three parts, I said. then. 

Pe.rt I 1:1ou.ld. be a factual rev1ew of concU. tions in the 

/Trust 
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Part II mould. be observations by 

irnlivid:uaJ. membcra of the Council referr.ing to discussions 

~f the Council -- ana. I • did. modify this by saying that some 

v~er:rations might be com.bined'Wi.th tb(-} observa:tio:ns of groupa 

of J!Bmbers, or··even observations of the Council as a whole ; 

Fart III· would be ·conclusions and recom:nendations . 

That wâs agreed to • by the membero of the Comcû ttee . 

/The :p,.-e sent 



The present question is not an .amenciment l):i."CJposed .by the repra-

sentative of New Zealand . What is to be putto vote, I think, is 

'Whether any rnembers of the Cour.cil, representati ves ·of' the Aaministerir1g 

Authori ties 01· re-present ati ves of the mm-a.dmir.istorir.g c,cu:1.tries ;· 

may edd new observations to Part II, because the Committee itself did 

not vote on the individuel observations in Part II . It is not necessary 

for the C0uncil to vote on individual observations in Part II. 
It ·would seem that tne question really is -whether any mem".:ler of 

the C0uncil now r.iey offer additional observations to Pert II. 

The PP.ESITIENT: ~-I wo~ld not like te put t!iat fandamsntal 
........ . _ _ ,,,_,.r~"' 

princi?le to the Cour.cfl to debate again. 

As I said, my fir8t _ reaction __ was that i.f the matter_ cœes from 

the A;nuual Report, and therefore had alrea_dy come to the notice of tho 

Ccm1c11, then i t is not a new and. fresh mntter introd.uced efter t21e 

general debate -on the repor:t has been concluded . Tbat was my observati:in 

and the ground for allowing it to be putto vote. 

The natter is entirely in the hands of the Council 

~ant to add that part to a draft re~ort. 

wnether they 

As . I said) if !he re·presentati ve of the USSR can find si.-rnilar 

matter .:hen wanti:ng to propose an amena.ment, I will similerly put 1 t to 

tr.e vote of the c0uncil. 

I f the -proposed an;.endment of the representati ve of !few Zaaland is 

still 1n the memory of the representati vea on the Council, I ·will put i t _ 

to the vote . 

· ··•~· ➔-•- ---- --~ - -·-- - ---....:..... -~--.. ........ 

Mr . SOLDATOV. (Union of Soviet Socialist R8publi;~) .. -... ~, .,.. ___ ..... .... - ,, .... -

pretation fr_om Russian): I ··;ënsiderthat ·-;~.;;-~-;tice is being 

(Inter­

eetablished 

of è.iscrim.ination unprecedented in the Trusteeehip C0uncil .... discriminatiœ:· 

with respect to the delegation of the USSR in connexion with the 

inclusion of our observations in Part II of the reports of the Trusteeship 

Council to the General Assembly. 

This is being done in violation of all the rules. of procedure and 

of all the principles of business-_like procedure in the Council. 

I draw the attention of the m.embers of the C0 uncil to this fact, 

and I state that the responsibility will bear upon the shoulders of 

those membors of the Council who are thus willi~.g to violate all the 

proceèures of the Council, of _the United Nations and of all its organs. 

/I want 
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I want the membàrs of· the Council to ·bear the statement of the·· 

representati ve of the USSR :tn mind 1-1hen they vote en this iosue, be cause 

. :1-,t io il1tolerable to introd.uce rules in the Trusteeship Council ·which 

are like square pegs in round holes a~d which are in violation of 

elementary rules of cornnon se:.nse and of fairness. Are you goi11g to 

vote by a :majority to include observations which were never mad.e by 

the re?resentative of New Zeeland? You ·uant to incl u.de that in Part II; 

why can you not include them in Part I if thio is merely info~mation 

drawn frO!ll the Annual Report? 

After all, it is well ·bown ·thàt •as eoon as the representative of 

the USSR subm.its any comments, they will be voted down right away. 

How ma:iy reescnable USSR llroposals were · voted do,m one after th'3 other 

in the Trusteeship C0un.;il? Why close ·our eyes to this obvious ·f~ct? 

Why introduce such dÙicriminatory prectices? WhY viola te the rules 

of l)rocedm-e an\3- -tl:9 business-like o~·der of -procedure in the Cour.cil? 

I . ,,,ant to say that t·he· delegation of thEJ Soviet Union is not 

afreid to defend its rights, but v:hen it is· cœ:it0mplated thus to violete 

all rules in an unprecedented m.avner, we deem it necessary to d~aw 

the attention cf the mcmbers of the C0uncil to • this fact . We wish 

to draw attention to this unprecodented violation of the rules of 

the Council and of the org3ne of the United Nations . 

,>.,,.. 
... - ---~ . "•~ 

Mr. G.ARREAU' ·(France) (Interpretation from Frsnch): I would 

like to say that_ I ag!'e~·-·;ntI~ly with the reprcsentative of the USSR, 

His obser7ations are relevant and indeed eu-pport the thesis I have 

boen ::naintairiing Jüst now, the thesis which led ne to n:.ove a resolution 

in the Council; ·the purpose of which would be simply to delote Part II 
. . 

of tzie reports, because this Part II of the reports i's and can only be 

on amalgamati ,n of observations taken et rti'ndom from the verbatim 

record, because you do not find all 'observations that ·you can find in 

the verbatim record in this Part II. You get only a part. 

It is _obvious that in these circumstances if you follow the thes.ie 

of the reJ)resentative of the USSR, all obsèrvations have the rigbt to 

be included _in Part II', and it -would therefore be logical , as I Just 
said . 

The repreeentative of the USSR 1s indeed logical in this question. 

I have made observations, and I would believe 'that all my remarks would 

heve to be lncl uded in Part II. • But now ,;èi:- cri ticism -- well founded or 

/otherwise 
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otherwise -- mede in the Council ·Jsrrante a r eply frœn t:.ie rep:::-es:3ntat1 'lf/ 

of the Aà.~:inistering Authority involved. Thsn you would have to includ.e 

that reply; eo you ·would have Iiart II be:!laving like an accordion - ­

forever ex:panding. 

I therefore agree with the re:presentative of the USSR. Yott can 

include anythi:ig you like in Part II -- -whatevery yc,u please, everything 

you want, aven a bsurdi tiee . Y 0u can :put them there; you_ can inclèlda 

them, because indeed you have to bave an exact reproduction of the 

èebates of the Council in t hat part. 

Therefore I will "lote for U.,J tr~:.1.u.sion of all the remsr:k:s that . 

the representati ve of the USSR want.s to 'be. included in Part II . :But 

then, after t~at, I am soing to vote egainst Part II, because I thin.~ 

Part I I is in effect haraful and uselecs. 

Mr. HOOD (Aµstralia) : • I know the President may wish to - • - ·· •"' 

proceed with the vote, but I feel that there is e real misu.,derstandi~g 

in -what the representativs of the USSR has _just eaid, which, I think, 

should be pointed out now in case it leaaa to conèa~uences later. 

The representat ive of the USSR asserted that there had been a 

violation of a right on his part, that there hed been discriminàtion 

in favour· of other members of tho Council in respect to their rights. 

But ell that the Councll is being aeked ·to do by the President 

is to vote on a proposal by a mamber of the Council -- a propcsal w:hich 

he haa a perfect right to put, but which he hes no rig.~t, as such, to 

have in3e-rted ·wi thout the epproval of the · Cou.ncil. No':1 fi.DY member o:f 

the Counc11, including the representative of the USSR, hes the same 

right to make any proposàl, but · there is no inhe:rent right ~hatsoever 

to have hie remarks or observations included wi thout the approval of 

the Council. 
I faii to follow the ar gument that there has been any violation 

of rights in this case . During the discussion of the report and at 

this present stage, every member of the C0 uncil has a right to say 

-what he wishes, but there is no right whatsoever in the rules of the 

Council to have -whet ha soya 1.ncluded in a report to the General 
· Ge~eral 

Aasembly. That is a matter between tb.e · c 0 un-0il end the/Assembly, and Geperal • 
is a matter of the Council carrying out its responsibilities to the/Asse1nblJ . 

At th.et point the individual rightsof debaté and so on - - which are 

always recognized in the debates of the Council lapse as rights . 

/T'neY have 
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T"ney .. hsve no relevance to the present <3.uty of t.he Cou.ne il -which is to 

prepare the sor t of report to the . Cc::-,':.:'1·,t:J.:· Aasemb~y _:·ihich ·will bo of 

the .. greatest possible use to the Gs:ieré!J,. Assembly . 

. ..... ,. ----
Mr. SOIJ)ATOV (Union of. Soviet Scci alist Republics) (Inter~ 

p:r.etation from Russian): ... Whsn in the Committee we were disèuseing the. 

-way in i7hich the report ,1as. to be compiled, the USSR delegotlon made 

it clear that in the. compilation of the report it wanted to beso itself 

upon the principle that -we should reach the greatest possible unanimity 

with regard to Ports I,. II and III, so as to avoid every such situatio:::i 

es is ·wo~t to arise -when so-called minori ty reports are subm:!.tted and 

attachad to a::1y reports of United Nations bodies. 

The menibers of the Drafting .Committoe "1ili well re:me:nber a 

statemsnt to that affect from the r0prese:::1tative of the USSR, and the 

members of the D::-afting Comm:l.ttee present here wil l remember· that the 
. . . 

work of the USSR delegation in the Drafting Committee ~as exclusively 

directed to the avoidance of any such. dJ,.-0:rg!c.,19 of opinion es might 

have been condl~ci ve to the elalloration of long minori ty reports . We 

1-r:;...uted to avoi~ thet. 

T'..:ie USSR delegation said that even if son:.e of i ts points imre n-:>t 

included, the USSR .delegation WC',lld still seek to avoid the conrpiJ.ation 

of any mino:::-it~ report, because, after all, such a minority report ·would 

tond to ohow t:hat the Trusteeship Council was unable to ·reach agreement 

on some points. 

/Later on 



FMP/DG T/P c:'V..o 159 • 66 

Lo.ter on, whon W,? diEJcussod roconnendo.tions in tJ10 ~J~aft:1;:.g Cot1.-

1;!11 tte~, . the USSR delega.tion r.iado it cloa:r that unfo:rtunatc.ly, in 

vicw of thos0 :rccor.nJondations1 it :~1ould be conpoD.ed to 8',ümit o. 
Pa1-:t en 

ninority report with :respect to tho/reconoendo.tiono. • .-. to·e 

Wc put it on record thnt wo did not wont to includo uinority 

reports .:!E__EtOE.!_~2. wi th observations ar.d connonto. Wo snid tho.t wo 

would confine oursolvoo to thoso recomondo.tions tha.t wo considcrod 

o.bsolutoly esscntio.l. 

Whon the na.ttor uro se in the Coqµcil, i t o.ppoo.rod to ne tlmt 

sono dclego.tions wa"'lt uy cleleco.tion, not to support o:ny o.green'3nt in 

this Council, but ta be puehod into tho position of su.bnittlng longthy 

o.nù clo.borute ninority roports • . I think thia îa rui incorrect a.pp:roach, 

fo o.ttcnpt to conpel the USSR dologc.:t;ion to ou1mit longthy nino:city 

r eports nnd r.-,çorC:.s of divorgcncy. 

I do not think thut it is in the intcrccts of the Council to ho.ve 

such lengthy ninor.ity reports included in its docunents. 

I sec tho.t uppc.rontly sono ne□bors of the· Council wmit the USSR 

delcgo.tion to be pushcd into tho position of r.ubnitting lcngthy annexes 

which ore usual.Jy cal.lcd oinori-cy :i:•eporta. If this is the wish of' tho 

_ncnbcrs of the Council, thon of course the uo.jo1·i 1.;y rn::y, in i ts wisdon, 

veto this ttp or dovm. But I wc.nt to put on roc:o:..~d the position of -t;hç 

USSR dclcgo.tion, which, frou t-he begir...-:15.:og o-:f tl:e work of the Truatcoehip 

Council and o:f the D:re.ftine Connitteo, ru.doit cleo.r that it wi shod 

to nd.hcro to o. bùsincss-1.iko a.pproach to the co..1side:ro.tion of t:hc 

questions tho.t ore in tho Council's conpetcnce. 

Wc nover wishcd to conduct our è.el.ibe:-o.~ions ;n the Councll on 

the bo.eis of o.ccusaticns, cho.rges, counter-chn.rges, countcr-o.ccuso.tions 

end rcbuttalso Novortholcss, sono of tho ncubc~s o~ tho Co~~oil hnvc 

t akcn on o.pproo.ch which is unjustifio.ble. 
I wcnt the nenbcrs of thia r:>Unoil to hnve the si tua.tien qui te 

cleor in their nindsc I wnnt then t..o reo.lize -why, in this question, 

tho USSP. delcgution considcrs that Part II ought to rntified as 

subnittcd. by the Dro:fting Connittee, ond that it ie the Council1s Job 

now., to proceed. to considoration o~ .Part III, tho substance of 

roconnendc.tions, rathcr tho.n waste_ &ry nore tine on lengthy procedurcl 

·wro.nglee which only deley our work in mi unproductivo fashion" . 

jMr,. RYCKMANS 
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Hp. RYCKM:\.'I\JB (Bclg:tun),. -(Intorp::roto.tion fron ~Ç,.11ch): - I scck in vi:d.n 
• ~ ~- -.. , .-,"'" .,... '( 

t.o undcrstnnd whcre .. tho-'roprosoutative of the USSR finis disc::."'inino.ticn 

• ·o.go.inst hie dclegation, in the fa.et thnt wo ore asked. to incJ.uclo in the 

records an observation no.de by tho represEmtativo of J:Tew Zor-J.and, which 

ho rend tous mid which wc hoord. 

How is this o. discrini_no.tion agro.net the USSR delogation? I do 

not -unde~stond. Tho only conclusion to be drawn :frou this incident is 

tho.t if the USSR ropresonto.tive considers that ther0 has boon discrinino.tion 

ngainst hin in t.'le o.tti tu.de o:f tho Council, thon c:u wc nood _do is to 

suppross .al.l ncntion by nooo of individuo.l obsorvo.tions, ond to rofer 

to t..l-ic vcrbo.tio records, ·where you w1Wlto rc::ic.rks oxactly as füoy lTCrc 

no.de • . 

I think thnt is the conclusion of tnis doontoo In face of an 

accuoction as di:fficult to undorsto.nd o.s this, tho.t thore ho.s bccn 

discriuina.tion, _. thoro is only .one thing to do: tho.-t .fs, to tron.t ovorybody 

in the so.t1O wcy, end not include onyono ~ a r~~n:t•ka in the record, but; just 

to includ~ the rcconnondations npproved in the Council, n,nd lecvo 

_ cverything cloe out. Thos0 who won"!; to know 1-rhat h~pponed in the Council 

will have to roly oxclusively on the vcrbutin records. _ 

' .. : . -~- "'··--- ...... ..__,__ 

Sir Alon BURNS (Uni tod Kingd~r.'i): r' do not wich to nove tho closurn, 

bcco.use DY cxperience h~~~b~~""iî'that ··1 t inevi to.bly loads to o. ncw dcbatc. 

But I do think .wc ha.ve spcnt a groat deel of tino todcyc Could wc no:t 

got on und .to.ke the vofos, now? 

The PRESIDTh'T: The resul t of this voto will not consti tutc n ... -~~.,. - · ' " •.· ... 
pi•ecedcnt thnt frcsh obscrvo.tions aro to be includcd in the Pnrt com~erni:ng 

observo.~ions, witbout prcju~cc _to 11ho.tovor decision the Council ncy tako 

in regard to tr.~~ Po:ct contnining observa.tians. 

. .. . • 
Mr~ SOJ.JJA~V (Union of Soviet Sociclist Rcpublics) (Intcrpretntion 

'·---- , . . ,. ·-· -~·'• .... .. ' .. --·- . .. ~ . . . • 
fro? Russicn): If wo vote now on each statcnent in Part II, thon the 

USSR dclega.tion roservos the right to sta.rt off with Port I, and to ho.vo 

o. vote on o.ll bo.sic provisions of Ports I, Il nnd III, serio.tin, ii:ftor 

• discussion .. 

I trust that thç Council will not refuse this right, boco.use this 

is the right of every representative on the Council. 

/sir Alcn BURivS 
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q 
Sir A1on .BUF.NS (Uni tcd Kingd.01J) : I rcal1y uust protes-!; againet 

tho r oprcoontntivo of t ho USS:.~ thinl<::lr..g that he controla thio Coun~~-lo 

lfo ia o.lweys prepo.rod to coopora.to us long as everyone ogrecs wi th hiu, 

but ho ho.a th:rcutono"d us severo.l. tiues todey, end I objcct to boint3 

bkc'h.·no.il cd. 

' • 

\ .Tho ).')IBSW.ilNT: l'ro w:111 now vote on tho llev Zealtlnd aoendnent, 

, J,· vote "OS tokon b;ir show of hande, 

The aTJc:1dr.10nt wc.s c.doptcd by Ll votos to 1. ----,,--·--------·---
Tho .PRESIDENT: I wil1 cale the Cou.."lcil to rocoas until 5 p .. u . 

~ r.10ct1Df; was .;uflpondod nt 4.47 p.n • .z_nnd. r csuncd. o.t 5.ll-_p_c-no 

/The .ERESIDENT 
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: Tqe PRESIDEI'.'l'.:' Tho neoting will plec.ce cone to order 4 .. _____ ~ ,, 

WJ::on I cc.lled __ tho receos, th~ r oprooontc.t1 ve of the USSR hod 

c. point of orè.er to r c ioe cnd the r eceès_wcc t cken bof ore ho hc.d c. , 

chc..nco to r n.ico thc.t point of ord.or . I will thorofore ccll on hin 

firct. 

• Mr . SOIJ)t~r(fv (Union of Soviet Soc1cl1st 11opublics )"( Intorpretc.tion 

frou Ruccicn) : At tho voto of the propooc.l oubn1ttod by tho è..c,logo.tion 

of Now Zoc.lnnc.'t, rule 57 ?f tbo ruloo of pr ocedurc wao not co:::1pl1ed with . 

Thcref ore the dclogo.tion ·of tho USSR wo.o uncblo to étudy the toxt wn.icll 

wè.o ou1'ni~toc1- by tho r oprosento.tive of Nc,w Zob.lancl. Thc.t i o why tho 

clelogc.tion of ·tho ussn· is uncble to ouboit n ow itn c or.l!:lOnto in connexion 

w~.th tho propooa.l : . which, unfortunc.tcly, hnc c.lrec.d.y beon c.cloptcè. by tho 

Tructooohip Council doopite the fnct tho.t· the Truotoeohip Council did 

not ho.vo the propocc.l be foro it in writton r orn. 

Accor dingly, the_ clelego.tion of t he USE:P. r ocer.vea the riGht to crnè:-..1 t 

1to co:anents on the t oxt oubr.ùtteé1. by the d.oleg-:,.ti on of New Zeo.J.nnd one'. 

to oub!.lit thoco cor:t:1entc ·to the Truoteech1p Council f or coru:idcro.tion 

0inco the (1oleg::ttion of t he USSR focls tlmt it llc.o overy right to oubrùt 

its obccrvo.ti ono in r e l a tion to tho coononto LlC.de by the dologa.tion of 

New Zeo.lcnc'. in l~crt II of tho report of tho Tructcochip Council to tho 

Gonornl Ascenbly r esc..rcling the c nnuc.l J:•oport of the Aèninietoring Authori t::,r 

on \footern ::CO.oc.. 

I o.eouno thc.t the è.elegc.tion of the USSR will b e in c poei tion to 

ov.bnit ito obcer~.ti ono to tho Truotoosh1p Counc11' o ncoting t onorro,r . 

I have o. furthor comcnt to oubnit r egarding the f uct that c. t ondcncy 

hns o.r1con to diorega.rd the ·rules and o. pra.ctice provo.l ent in orgnno of 

the United Nctiono r egording the conpilction of c.nnuc.l r oportn o.nd r oGC:.rd ing 

the conpilcti on of r eports in genor cl . 

otr'ong in the Trustoeohip Council. 

Thio t vndùncy hc.s b ccor::f) quito 

J\.ccordingly, I wich to drt'.W tho c.ttention of the Cou.ncil to the f c.ct 

thnt thic 10 en undooir~blo t1mdcncy . It i s o. tcn(lcncy which cc.n only 

l oct to difficultioo in the CoW1cil 1 0 work. In ordor not to oc unf'oundoè 

I te.ka thio opportuni ty to r onind the 110nber s of the Council of the w~y 

in '\-Tllich other .orgcns of the United Nations decido on this queotion of 

reports . 

For inntc.ncc, tho Sccurit y Counc11 or the ·col"Dissi on on ConvontionQJ. 

Arnt.ncmto: I ho.ve before De tl1O report of. tho Socurity Council for the 

poriod 16 July 1947 throug.11 15 ,luly 19_48 . I woll know how this r eport 

of the Securi ty Counc11 wo.o cons idered ut t ho Counc11 1 o r;iectinga . I Will 

not te.ka thie opportunity of toll ing a.bout tho procoodings of the Sccurity 

/Counc11 1n 

/ 
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Council in clet.c.il, but I wish to drc.w the c..ttcntion of tho r.1cr.1tcrs of 

this Council to tho foru of tho r eport of the Scc~it y Cou .. ,cil which 

io subn.1.tted by thc.t Council to the Genoro.l Am:,onbly every y0c:r. Tho 

fom of thc.t r eport ho.a nothing in connon wi th the idoc.c which aeen to 

beconc prevc.lont in this Council. 

On one of tho pagea of tho r eport of the .SC:\c i.:•ri~;y.. Co'.mcil thore 

is a crooc-refcrcnco or footnote tolling of tho obccrvationo of the 

ro:prooonta.tivo of J\:-7gcntino. - - a conr1ont thc.t wo.0 not L1.Cde during the 

di e:cuosion of cortc.in queotiono :in the Secu.rity Council . 

The repreoentctive _of Argentino. obviously wno unc.ble to hc.ve hic 

coments includeèi in the very text of the :t'eport of . the Secur.ity CounciJ.. 

Ho wo.a con1n:1lled to oubnit hie co.IJD.ents c.a C-....'1. rumex or apl)ené:.iz C..'1.d 

thio oè0ervo.tion of the representc.ti vo of Argentino. io includ.ed on page 121 

of the toxt beforo oc . 

Ao regc.rdo t~c text itself of the Security Council'c report, it 

fully roflects the wo..y in which quest::l.ono were considere(l in the Socur1 ty 

Cotmcil, the way in which resoluti ono wero suèmittod, t~3 poi~to of view 

of delegl'.tions , the wo.y in which resolutions wero voted upon o.nd the 

roaolutions thc.t ultinn.tely r esulted. 

In thia connexion I wish to etato the.-:. I;~~ ::,.•:>:"eGt:!.ce which eae:.10 to 

be en ita w::.,.,y to being oatc.bliahed in the 'ér.:J•rtG'3::h:1.p C:Jw~cil .ho.s nothing 

1n cor.iuon with tho pra.cticea of other orge;:~~ of the Fn:'..tod !{c.~;ions, 

par ticulo.rly, tl:e Securi ty Counc11, the Co.:.1I:1."ti!cic:•.n on C-::m,ent~.cnul Arn:::.nents 

o.n<l., I bolieve, other Upi ted Ne.tians orgw1.8 n.J w0ll; th:::. t is, a.s fc.r e.s 
I en c.cquo.1ntod. with the foro of reporta in 0th:,:,:- orgo.no of the United 

fü•.tiono. 

---------/' The PRESIDENT : I ohould liko to oboerve thot the vote la.et te.ken 

wo.n not contrary to rule 57, Rule 57 only sto.tea.thc.t: 

" . . . Tho Socroto.ry-Generc.1 eho.11, to the extent possible , circulate 

copies to r epreoentc.tiveo twenty- four hours 1n ·a.dvc.nce . . . " 

end tho.t: 

" .. . the Council ne.y decide to pootpone the considero.tion· of 

r eeolutionc., . the copies of which havo not been circulc.ted twenty­

f our houre in c.dvc.nce . " -

Tho.t point wa.c not rc.ised befor e t he vote end therefore tl~o vote 

wc.a not contrcry to rulo 57 . However, a.a~ ho.ve sc.iQ, if the representotive 

of the USSR ccn subnit any proposnl to the Council f or considoration, ho ie 
fi•e0 to do eo . • 

/~.r . SOLDATOV 
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Mr . S0LDAT0V ' ~ -~-~~---°-~~?..-~·~:J_ ?..?_ci~J.i13t . Republics) (Interpretntion 
fron Ruesic.n): I eu not to.J.king c.bout the twonty- four hours c.t nll. Why doe s 

P.:::-osidont thus interpret riy • stc.tonent? I oi.n1>1y sa.1cl. tha.t the pro-

posc.l we:.s not subrrl: ttod in wr i ting. It wc.s . : thc.t po..rt. of the rule 

to 'W'hich I roforrod. It so.yc spe~ificclly in tho rule tho:t,: 
11Roports, rosolutions o.nd èthor substc.ntive notions or 

vnonè.nonts eho.11 be introcluced in wri ting nnù. hc.ndod to the 

Se c~ce ta.ry -Genernl . " 

• .. ·..IJ:!he PRESID'ENr: Then I niounderstood the re:prcsontc.ti ve of the ___ ..... -· 
USSR but in c.:ny co.se he Will bo free to subDit c:n:y propose.le for the 

Council'e considerntion. 

Ao fer c.s the nethod of work io concernod, I choul~ likc to ocy 

thr-.t this Council is en org.m which io froe to c1.ete:rnine i te O'Wn rulos 

of ~rocedure or..nethod of work. Tho exonples citod by tho r0presontative 

of the the USSR c..re useful for reference purpooes bu.t c.s fc..r a.a this 

Council is concorned, it ho.s its o:wn reports for lnst yoc.r which 11c.y c.loo 

be cited es excnpleo. This Council is not bound by the decisions or 

i:lothod of work of the othor orgo.ns of the United. No.tians . 

/Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgiuo) 
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Truateeship Co~cil is no·l; bou..--iâ bjr ·_the pi•ocedurè of othor orgn..""le of 
. • . .. • 1 . •• : . . . , • • 

th~ Ùnit~d Nations, but Sirice. the. repres~ntativè ôr ·the .tBSR brought 

ù:i' the Report of tbe Seouri ty Coun~il, r :'·:s_hail take thiB - ~pp,ortuni ty • 

of bringin3 in the Report of the Economie and."Soc:tal C~Ùncil. 
' - . . . . 
Just look at the Report of the Economie and Social Council tn 

respect of each of the 37 ·or 40 ite~s o~ the àgcnda of this session. · · 

It simply says that the Economie and Social Council adopted-the 

following resolution with r egard to Regiona.l Economie Commissions, etc., 

_just listing resolut1ons one after' the othe! with regard to each item. 

Theil .thero is a footnote refer:1:ing to some other documents that· ·might · 

be relevant. 

The P.RESIDEl'IT: Now we came back to the i. t3m on our agenda .. 
-.... ·-··--~......... . • • ~ ....... ~ .... _ 

Sir Carl BEREfü:SEN • tNew,~.~~~_?d.).: I raiae my m~de_st and . . 
:plaintive vo:!.ce to remind you that I have thrèe points to· raiae, • a.."11d 

I was in soma apprehension that the third had bocome lost in what one · 

might call the shuffle. 

The ·third point, and it ia my fitlB-1 point, will I · am sure raise 

no difficùlties, even with our· colJ.eague from the SoviÉit Union.- I • 

want to refer . to page 17 of document T/ 275 where reference is ·made _. 

to a comment made by the representative ._of Costa Rica. 

I have not got the faintêst objection to that comment, 1t is a 

pe:-fectly proper oomment,though I had underatood the representativ~ · or 

Costa Rica to sey that in the light of the- reply whioh was made by the 

special representative of Hew Zealand, be did not propose to include • 

that particular rezr.ark in the text. Blt I do ask this: that, aà it 1s 

included in the text, the reply that waâ actually made by the special 

representa.t1ve should s1milarly bé •incJuded. r · àsk for that purpose · 

that we transfer the parà.graph 'headea.·-11sani ta.tian" · on page 9 to .foiiw 

the referenoe to"&ui1tati6:n"with the cOilllllents of the representative of 

Costa Rica on page 17 wi th the prelimibary worde ".T.he . speciàl· represen;-­

tative said thâ.t .• 11 or words to that effect; This would be merely a 

transference of whàt the aotual reply wae frofu one place ·to another, 

~d I am sure that car.net 1rr1tate 1?Y fr1end from the ·soviet Union. 

__ ..... -
(/ The P.RESIDENT: Ma.y .I askwbat i s . the ·representative of 

Coota Ifi'ë'â's·;;~~t~on to the remarks made by 'the représentative of ­

Ne"r Zealand? 

/ Mr. C CJRI'ES 
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ltc.-·coRTES :. (Costa Rica) (In·;;erpretation from Spanish): I have 
. . • :---- ~_;....---:-- ' • • 

no objection to whe.t the rep:resentative of New Zealo.nd says • . I think 

i t ·wa.~ ~.r. Canas wh; J.):::'Op~sed thi~. i,articular poi nt. I have no 

• objèction to de1et:ing it frO?ll, t~è text if that is the desire~ 
. . '. \, . . . 

; .. ...... - · - - . ..... . ... p . .. _· · · ~-.. ~ • • ,--_. 

• t. • 1 •' • · -

_- . ··, The PBl!Sl-nENT_: . Thén the representative of Costa lHca iB 

agr~eabl e-~ thet;~~spositio~, or hè 1B willir.g to delete it. 

Mr. NORIEG.I\. (Mexi~·6) (Interpretation from Spanish): I 

_ understoo~- that the deprè'âênto.tïve of èos~ Rica was a ccepti!lg _ the 

·• transposition of the pe.ragraph which ia to be found on page 9 to. 

the end of page 17 of the corresponding Costa Rican text ~s proposed 

by ~ew Zeald.nd. • 

. _ The PBESIDENT: I had. been corrected by those who had better 
......... . . 

hearing thanI .. to .~ay that ~he representative of Costa Rica wishes to 

have thie part delete_d. -

Mr. OORTE.S .(~-;~·~:··i {~'à) _ (Interpretation from Spanish): 
.... _ . ___ ~-~..,, 

Perhape the intarpretation was i ncorrect. I intenaed whe.t the • 

reprasent ati~e of Me~ico eaid, tha~ we put it in page 9. 
,.. . ........... -.... ..._,_ __ _ 

Sir Carl B:EREN!l3EN. (New Zeala~d)': I am extremel y grateful. 
·----- -for w!iat the Cou...'"lci_l pas done for:,n~--;- . . 

__ ,..,,. . ~- . .... _ 
-• .• . ( The ·p;i:œsIDEÎf.l': I would like to raise a point on page 19 

' • ~ - •" ' ' • • 

11Miscellaneous-W:--rt seems to me _. that th i s concerXB the form of' the 

Report. It is a _ ma.tter for 'the Counc.11 _to ravise J..~s form if it so 

wishes., Is it the kind of information you want to be included 1n the · 

Report on the conditions of' the Territory to .the General Assembly? 
I ' • ,., . • • • • • 

Î_ think it shoul.d be delete~ beca:use this question .has not ,been.brought 

• before the Council. ! thtnk: _:we should ·aelete Item 6, "Miscella.--ieous 11
• 

I think the ~epresentative of Bolgium wishes to br-ing in the 
1 . • ' . ' • ' ' 

ques~ion o~ t}?.E;l form of the ~eport whic,h. sh.<;>ul d be· a matter . for the 

Cot.mcil: to debite fira~. 
'' 

• : ..-----.:.,, 

. . _ Mr ~ RYCKMANS ~gi um) : .. . · I · ·ree.lly • do not . h ~o 

.Zoul o.nd on ~ recommendation;-·~r1-Ehout ta.king the: advice 

that_ New 

of the Council., 

1s ·going to change the ... 
/The PRESIDENT 
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:. The PRFSTf.iB,'l!T:' I :thir,k it would be èxt;raneous, and a.lso . , 

re~esentat1ve of' Cosf;a R1ca ' s remerk that it ahould be more detail ed 

~n· certain poii1ts . I thi.nk thié is al so reâlly a matts::- for . the ·counc:f.l. 

------------ - ---------
Mr. SOLDATCJ''1 (Union of ·soviet Social :i.st Bepublil;s~) ( rritcr-

'• •· ................ ,., .......... - -.,.. .... _ _ ......................... -.. --.... .... . 
pretat1on f'ram Russ1an) : When are we going to diseuse Part I of the 

~ ·Report? 

The PRESIDENT~ I .was going to ask the Council whether it 
wants to. .. ·- ........ ~~-

Mr. SOLDATOV ·(un1on_.9CS.0Yi.; t .·.~-q~i~lis~. }3epublics) (Inter-- --- ·- . ~ . • . , ' 

·p::-etation f'rom Russian): How about Part III? 

-· .... ~ ,,. 
.,The PRESIDENT: Thorc, being no observation or .amendment, I 

• .... _, _______ ,. .... 
wae going to ask the Council wheth~r it waa pr epared to adopt the 

Report as 1 t stands wi th the amendmenta, or whethor i t wanted to 

divide the Report 1nto Parts, Sectious or pa.ragraphs. 

It seems to me that if thex·e is no further amenàment, the Council 

can adopt the Report ae amended. 

. , •• - • - - -·--· •••. ·-·····-- • -----
.rnr. SOLDA.TOV fUni.on of Soviet Socialist :Republ icaî:: ( Inter-

• • •• ~ - • •--,.•--♦---•~•• .. • .. •• • ~~• ,•••••••••,-• .... -. :,, .r .,, ..... •••• • ' 

pretation f'rom Russian) : I have soma suggestions as regards Part m 
of the Report. Therefore, when we get to Part III of tho Report I 

shall request the President to cal l upon me for that purpose . 
. , ... _. ·-~ : >, 

t The PRESIDENT: •. In that case I Will ask the Council to vote 
by Parts . 

Those in favour of Part I, please raiso their han.da . 

A vote was t.aken by show o:f bands / __,---- · 

Part I was adopte~__. by 11 vot43~-;;-, .. non.~~ 
--------~_,,,,__ ..... ~~ --·· .•. 1 

............. 7' .,.,_ 

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgiu.m.) • (Interpvet.atio.--i .:froni French): I wa.nt 
to have i t recorded t iii-e··1 :~-.;;;t; d··ï n .:f~vour of Part I, because un.:f or-

tunately it says in the rules that wa have to make a report on the 

situation in the Territory. I find that to be regrettable because' -this 

summary tells exactly nothing. Anybody who wants. to f'ind out e.nythinS 

• about t he situation in the Territory can we l l look v.p the 1.ocuments if 

he wants to take the troubl e. 

/JJ.owever 
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Hcnrever, since tho r~les e~t_tha.t wo ·have to do it1 then in a . · 

.. _ :spi~i t .of. die9ipline • I -\fus compàilè'd to vote in f'avour of Part I , 

which I pers,onally consid.er pèrl'ectiy useless. 
~ .' .. :-

/ " ·, 
. . Mr.- HCOD~_ia) : MD.y I just malce a few very short • 

rema.rks as regards Part II, especially in relation te some obaérvations 

by the representat1ve of Mexico whose motives in this matter· I have 

great respec:t for, but who, I think, is inàdvertently under a mis­

understanding of the position ·-- at any rate, of myself as a représenta­

tive of an Administering Authority, and possibly also of tho position 

of -othor•members • representing Administering-,Authorities. 

ÏThe repreeentativ·e 

.. . . ' 



The representative of Me:xico ··expressed apprehension on two points.' 

First, _ this Council was considering: revarsing an arrangement that had_ 
. . 

been a.greid upon by the Committee appointed by the Council to draft the 

reports, and secondly, he suggested that, in such a -contingency> the . 

Ad.ministering Authorities, on à certain àssumption regarding the vote, · 

would be applying un.duly certain power3 of suppression over the views -

of the other members of the Council.. 

I woùld like to go into that point by_ sayi_ng • that, from I?Y· .own 

point of view, such a division of opinion in .the Council' in no :wày . • • 
f 

entera 1nto the pro~er conclus!ona which the Council should reach on . 

the mtter. 
I refer to the rules of the ·cou.ncil relating ~o the proparation 

and submissi~n of reports to the General_ Assembly. Bà.sed on those rules 

there fa, •in my opinion, only one ·respons1b111ty now ori the part of the 

Council. Wbatover the Drafting·Committee may hP-i'e decided to,. do ie not, 

at this point, relevant. I was notable to attend the Committee ?Dysel:f 

but as I understand ·the position over -the last few weeks, the Committee 

egreed among itself to do no more as regards Part II 8.I;ld to adopta 

summary, al.ready ·prepared, of a certain phase of the discussion on the · 

Raport on Western Samoa. 
Bùt that is not • necossal'ily ·what the CounciJ. ~ouJ.d be expècted to 

submit to the General Assembly. That is another matter. The Council's 

only responsibility arises from rule 101 of. the_ rtùes of proced.ure. - If • 

we read that rule carefully, we find· the following wording: 

. "The general reports shall include; a_s appropriate, the ' 

conclusions of the -Trusteeship Council regar~ing the execution 

and interpretation of ·the ·provisions of .Chaptera XII and T..III 

of the Chart~ and of the ' Trusteeship agreements ••• " 

That, ·r presume, ~.s,if. tzio Council desires to take account of· that 

provision, intend.ed to ensure the inclusion in each Jl.n..-iual Report of 

the very broad and general conclusions. of the Council regard.i~'-6 the 

working of_ the trusteeship system as a whol~. It may be the:i,, , in. ·';;;1e 

paet and even in the present year·, ·the Co'..'...~cil· h':la not ·enti:---c:iy ::;6.::-:ded 

out that injunction laid upozi' it by rule 101, è,:.::t har.; -t~ncle~, on t!:o • 

co:itra.cy, to concentra.te· its attentic.m ori particalar .Trust Territories 

and to reserve its etatement of conclusions and rscom:r~~niatfJns· only in 

respect of particular Trust Territories. 
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Rowover, that 1s another poiht-. • _Lé~v:~ns tha.t aside fo~ the. 

momont, vhat does the . ru.le :provid'? as . regards :particular Trust Terri•· 

tories? It provides for the inclusion.in the re:port of"such sugges­

tions and recommendations concern1ng each Tr~st Territory es the 

Council may d.ecide." . The o-perat:!,ng part of that provision/ is the 

final· :phrase "as the Council may ·decide," . . 

' 
I augg0st that1 ·1n any reasonable inteI'l)retation of t hat pro-

vision,'the intention of the _1njunct1on 1s. that uny suggestions or 

. •- . recoromend.ations included in the report to th_e General Assembly should 
. ' . be, ·by and large, the suggestions and reconunend~tions. of the Council 

as a whole. That, in rcy opinion, 1s the mea.11.ing of the words 
11
as the 

Council mey decide. ''. 
It is of course .open, I reccgnize this, for the Council .to decide. 

not to include its own sugees~ions or recolllI!lendations as such • . Tho 

Council càn decide, presumabJ.y, to draw· :particule.r attention to specific 

suggestions a."1.d recommendations which mlght have been made in the course 

. · or the discussion, - That ~s feasible but it is not the most reasonable 

or the most logical • course for the Council . to take, . I do not think, on 

a careful_ reading of the rule, that -that 1s the intention of the. proce­

dure laid down for the Council. 

Therafore, _however valuable as individuel suggestions and observa­

_tiona the _commenta included in Pe-.rt II of the dr.a.:ft report. may be - -

. and I am not in _any wa;y criticising i"ts intrinsic qualities -- I do 

eey tha.t, b:t'oad.ly speaking, it ia irreleva..--it for the Counc.il to pass 

them -on 't,b· the General Assembly in the form propo6ed in the d.raft 

re:port. 

As far as I am_conscious of it, that comment of mine has nothing 

to do vith my position as the representative of an Administering 

Authority. _, .;r _speak as a member of ti:e · Council,' realizing that the 

·council, as en organ of t~e l!nited Nations, has a corJ.)orate responsi­

•. bility towards the General Assembly, wh1ch_ the General Assembly in 
. . 

due course vill ex:pect the Council to discharge. 

On. merel.y practical grounds, I would also question the value in 

the l.ong run of' the submia_s~on to th~ General Assembly of inè.ividu.a.l 

coI!Îl:l.ents, certa1nly- at the length 1n which they are at present exprossed 

in the d.raf't report. 

What happens when this r eport goes to the Fourth Commlttee? The 

Fourth Committee is a busy organ of the General Assembly end, in rny 

very br1ef êxper1ence of' 1t; 1t looks f_or fairly broad and genera1· 

conclusions and recommandations from the Council as a whole in the 

·report on eac~ Trust Territory. 
/I.t ha.a r.ot time 
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It has no time to i<rvote to discùssing the ind.i vid.ùal observations 

of members of the Council. If it attempted. to do so fol' ona r eo.son or 

another . to tw:Tl its attent1.on .specificnll.y to observations by pa.rticu.JR.r 

mombers . of the Council, the debates in the Fourth Committoe get out of 

h~'"ld, barely related to the real tasks of the Fourth Committee, and. out 

cf proportion altogether to the broad :perspective .o~ the Fourth 

Ccnnnittee 's determination of condiM.ons in all Trust Ten-itories. 

Thoso are very briefly the remarks_ I ask my Mexican colleag'..te to 

take into account, and perhap~ he !!!aY see some reason for revising bis 

judgment that this is a case _in vhich- the interests of one side cf t~e · 

Council are not necessarily oppos~te to the interests of the other 

side. It is not a case lika that :a.t all. 

Mr . NO:RIEnA (~!exico)(Inter:preto.tion from Spaniah): I have 
... ... •" . 

very little to add to whâf'I have · already stated in connexion with 

thia matter. I è!.o not know for vhat ree,oon the repreeentativè oj;' 

Austral1a did net aJ.so nr:alyze ·ruJ.e 100, ·in which it is stated that 

the Council has to report to the ·G~nern~ Aseembly about ite activities. 

/It must be clear 
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It muet be cleur t,hat 1:f the· :reporta include a cho.pter on 

observations, thnt chapter is .intended to covcr thia part of rule 100. 

Also '\-:e muet underatand that as a question o:f principle, given w!io:t the 

menbership of the Coune11 ia, namely six r'eprsscntati,rea of . . 
I\Çiministering l\uthoritiea and six reprcaentatives of non-Adm1nistering 

Authorities, and· given that the voting forma ·are such thn.t if there 

ie op-pos1t1on on the part of the Administering Authorities not a .. sing1e 

line of w:ha.t ia diecuesed here ca.n be approved, then it must be 

undei~stood that the General Assembly haa in some wo.y to be 1nformed 

of whet ie being denlt with and whnt has been dealt with in the Council, 

and what the opinions of the mem"bera of' the Council. ho.ve been in this 

connexion . 

. This ia the r eaeon why ·we ahould nccept the inclusion of the 

oboervations. In the _first place beceuse these O?Servations a.re 

provided for, are guaranteed, b y rule _1O0· as to their inclusion. 

And also because as ~ questi.on o:f principls , ~embere 9ho~ld be 'allowed, 

·whether the y ars Adnùnis-tering or non~Ad!n.inistering roprese_ntatives, 

the 'poosibility of putting forward their points of view eo that they 

~ay corne w1th1n the scope of the General Assembly. 

What wculd be the result if we kept out this paTt of our report, 
Would the six non-Admini6'6?ring Po-wo:::-s have to attbm~ t an adm1n1ster1ng 

r eport? And can the Council allow su~h a thing to he:ppen, e.nd to 

come -to the General Asaembl.y? That -would be -a delicate situation and 

entirely out o~ order. 

,-e have to distinguish between conclusions and ~ecomm.end­

a.tions, and between these o.nd observa.tionn. 

A conclusion is a judgment on a detorminate affair, • 

.A recom:nenda.tion is of _o. more gener al kind, because the con­

clusion has been sl_)ecific by contra.at. 

But a.n obser.;aiio~ is still more gensral. 

Nov the way in which the Drafting Com.1 ttee ho.s been working, 

according to which oo.ny of the texts of the -conclusions have aJ.rGady 

been accept€:l, by virtne of th~ obscrve.tiomi, ·ana. alao bccau.se roeny 

conclusi n•,.i w0;:3 1.:.::.t i ::1.'ù,2.ded bocc.uae they were al:reo.dy to be found 

o:n:ong the observati0-:1s, i t vould hc.ppen that if the Council decide d to 

delete Part II of the 2'€Port, thsn we ...,ould have to rcport~ho fÙ.·st 
9a!'t - - . 
/Of the wo:"k t:ha·t; h:.:.d. alr0cà.y been cart·ied. t.::u.~ough - Pa=t I of the r eport. 

, . . 
Because we vould ho.ve to :find out -wha:t obuerv-ations gave rise to the 

lack of n need for conclusions in Part III. 

The:ref'or•e it is o.lso for a practicnl rce.aon ae: -wcll as for a 
/ rcason of principlc 
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rea.eon of principle, and alao beco.usc of the, reaaon that rule J.00 
tbo.t 

provides for this, /i t _ ia_ the a.t-ti tudo of the M_exi_can füücge.tion tha-t 

thie po.rt of the report should be maintained, 

The PRESIDEIIJ:P: Wi th the r escrvation tha.t the repreaentati vc of -
_ ___ . ... p 

tbe Soviet Union wiahee to oubmit an am0ndment to :Part II, I think the 

Counci·l may want to .indicate whother i t ie pra~nr0d to vote on Pert II 

pending the.t_contingcncy, 

A vote was ta.ken by show of hands, 

~:~~~ no ;;marg-cri cy;! .. ,, 6 votes_ b e :!.ne èast in fnvour and 

6 o.gainst. 

The PRESTilEN'T: There is no majority .so I must ask. t he Council 
to vo~~ ~~aip_(à! ~~-r _:~ }?.~~.8f:.E~.SE:S-.J::_ <~Tl:1~-~~1?!-:1.~.!~~':i~--~:..~~}.?.~rned . 

The Counc.·il ad j_onrnea. a t ' 5.45 a.:n.d r econ,rened at 5.46. 
,, . . . .- . è': : -. -· .... . ,:·-_:- : . . • " 

The PRESIDE:N?: The CouncU J.s r0,sm:1ed . 
, . _.. . . _.. • ·-·-·-·•--·---.~ 

Mr. SOIJJATOV J?nion of Soviet Socfo.liat Rcpublics}, (InterpretaJü:!.on 

f'rom Ruaeian): It sècms to me ··that we e.re violating .the J:'Ules of 

proccduro. There 1;.i~~propcso.l of the Drafting Co~ttee bcfore us, 

-which is formulated in Part II, and we are voting upon it, But 

thcre might be some'tfJt\ier proposo.l; thcre might be some othcr uuy of 

formu.luting those facta. 

• Thcreforo in the absence of any counter-proposal, then this is 

adcptcd. If there ia e. proposa.l to delete :Part . II l et that propoeal 

be submittcd. Why distort the rules of proccdure in such a way as to 

give un cterno.l bencfit to the r eprosentativca of the Adminiotering 

Powera rathcr then to the represcntativca of the non-Adminiatering 

Powera. This ie a violation of the rulea of _procedure . 

Ca."1. we ca.rry eut such a viola_ticn as· o. rule. There ia a d.raft 

roforc us submitted by the Dre.:fting Committee, There ià a Jraft of 

Po.rt I I. : .rt. 1,r;i :i;,vopo sea.·:;tJ:i!'lt.. we vote upon it. Eut if the:re o.re . 
any counter-proposo.ls,then we should vote upon them. But there ere no 

counter-proposals. 

~- m1rely 
Mr. INGLES ._(Philippines); I wn.s going -to ask f'or a roll-ca.11 

--------vote. 

_,.,...--------·---------. . tcke 

· ' The PRESIDE1':T: I wil:lliy firot the point ci procedure raisod by 

• • the re'presente:t'ive • of the Soviet ·unio:i. 
/ I have not before me 
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I ho.ve not bofore me o.ny pi·opo~a.l . to dclete Part; II. Th:!.a ie n 

propcsal submitted to the Council by the Drnfting Committec of the 

Co•.mcil. It remain,s, _for the Council to adopt . i to 

I do not sec h~w I coul~ put i t in anY. other :aay ~ I co.n not oey 

tha.t in • the ··absence of any amendment i t ia o.dopteè.. I wieh .I could do 
. ' . • 

tho.t. I can not do that ao I do not know what is the other wo.y of 

putting it. Ilut I have this to say ,: thnt the Coi~~cil bas opent the 

whole nftcrnoon in trying to got the· }icw Zcala.nd ·amendment in. Whm 

the C~air protested that the Council should clecide on the prior 

quostion, therc were many r epr esentativee who spoke ngainst it. We 

have spen-t; the whole o.:fternoon in gctting the s.mondment of the New 

Zoo.land re.prese.ntativc in~ . 

If those reproaentatives who arguedfor the insertion cf such o.mend­

mcnt ho.d o.lrecdy me.de_ up their minda et that time not to vote for the 

adoption of Part_II ne it would huve bcen o.mended by the r epresent~tivc 

of New Zeo.:!.and, then I think that thero is a _l ack of good fnith 

. if t.here i~• no o a à fnith. ~ ·, 1 ~:. • ..: . • 

• , .... -· ., ..... 

Sir Alo.n BUBNS (United Kingdom): I mad.e it qui te clenr that I was 
-. .... ~ - ......... . -

voting for the New Zealo.nd c.menclmont in case Pert JI was pe.saed~ But 

I hr-.d r.o intention at any time of voting for Part II. 

·Y.r. SAYRE (Unit€:d Sto.tea of Atc.e:::-:.ca): I wou).d likc to sny the samE:: 

thing. 

P-.ces:!.iont' s - . ,- .. ., . ·-
Sir Carl EEH:;r:1SZN _(Xow Zèit:~;.~~): If :~~:i ;:/s1;:33estion of bed faith 

···--------,_ ~ 

-~---- · 
Sir Ale.n BUP.NS (Un_!~q_g. Kil!gdo:,n): I would l:!.ke to know whose .bad 

faith the President ia OUëgcsting. If it is n;nde about me I r epudiate i1 

atrongly. 

The :PRESIDENT: I eaid 11 if" they had made up their minds. Now I 
.. ___ .. -...... - •. , .. .. 

can only prc s1..Ulle tln t the y did not m.".ke up the ir mimis, and I want · 

o.nother vote. 

Mr. GAR.:'1EAU (::·~~ce). (Interyrctv:t:i.on fror.1 French) : • I w.::1-rncd the . - ... ~ __ ..,.. 

Council tho.t I would. vote o.gainr:.1 t Part II for the :;.~oaoon3 of g:r..inciple 

yl'iich I outlined. 

/ I made it cleur 
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I made 1 t clee.r tr.at I vo·1..t1cl vote in :f'c.vou:r of' the amendmont • 

suggested by t h<: r cpr eee:ntativè of Ne\t Zea.la..11.d. but tho:è ~evertheleas I 

vou.ld vote against the adoption of :l?arb II as a whole for the rcc,1:1oi1s 

v!üch I out,lined to the Cou...""lciJ_. 

I did exa.ctly what I pronli.aeè. ·l;o d.oo 

/ As regard.a the 



As roga.râ.s tho conseq_uences of thia vote, naturaJ.ly we will 
. . 

have to diseuse tho mo.tter age.in. We will have to take up again a 

complete discussion cm the "i•Tay in whic.'-1 we can give ns 1nuch satisfaction 

• as possible to those l1ho -- like the representati ve of Mexico --

consider that by the simple transmission to the AoseMbly of observations 

and commenta a certain riUillber of the Council as a matter of fact, 

the rep:resentati vea of the non-a.dr.linistering powers -- could fjnd 

themsclves deprived_of the ways and means of co:mmunicating their 

viows to the Assembly. I do not tnink t hat this fear is fully 

justified because, in fact, according to the experience of votes 

taken l est yee.r du.ring the oubmission of our Report to the Ceneral 

Assembly the members representing Administering Authorities all 

voted in faveur of the inclusion of observations, cotunents and 

resolutions which came from those members themselves rather than 

from roembera of AdministerinG Authcrities. It was the representatives 

of Aè.nlinisterinB Authorities who sometimes , with considerable 

miaeivinga.ar.d lackin13 assurance about .tllo foundation of the 

recommendation to be made, it was they who neverthelcss made it 

their busi ness to yote in faveur of proposals aubmitted by the other 

members . It vas t he representativos of the Administerinc lm!:horities 

wno furniahed the necessary votes. It wa.s regularly the representatives 

of .the Adninistering Authcrities, again, who accepted the prècedure 

suggested by representatives of non-administering povers . 

It is on that basis of conciliation conciliation which for 

most Administering Authori ties runounted to conside:r-able concessi_ons 

which, I repeat, were accepted only with great mis5ivin3s and q_ualms 

that the Reports submitted to the Assembly with regard to Tanganyika 

and Ruanda-Urundi, -for instance, were transmjjted last year. It 1l'<S 

only because of the votes furnished by the Administerin{;Authorities . 

Therefore, in fairness and equity it may be said that in the vote 

of t~e Council it has appeared that the opinion of the majority of 

the members re:pree0ntine non-,administe:r.ing p owers has not been talçen 

into acconnt but nothing like that can be said . It mv.st be said in 

fairness that their opinions were taken 1nto account; they were 

taken 1J~ccount fully . Therefore no risk is bei ng run of stifling. 

observations, conclusions or recon11.~endations which could not be 

fully founded . There is no attempt t o stifle nnything at all. In 

all the votes that have taken place you have found the expression 

of a ccmmon consensus of· a goldon mean in this Council and an attempt 
/we.s made te find 
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wac made to find i t nlways. 

I have already. made it clear, powe·,er, in my observations that 

it io difficult for me to admit that absolutely unfounded observnticna 

-- observations which are net endorsed ei.ther ·by . the meJori ty 

or even by any other member of the Council exccpt the one member 

who made them e.nd the rest of the Council considers them as completely 

unfounded - - should be officially tranomi tted to the Assembly wi th a 

cloalc of logali ty gi ven. by the Council. A Report\ to the Assembly 

must be a collective report by virtue of ri,le 10:?. which the 

representative of Austreliu recalled tous a while ago. The 

representative of MeY.ico also referred te rule 100 but rale 101 is 

baeed upon rule 100. Rule 100 oays : •. 

"The 'l'rustesship Council shal l preeent ennually to the 

General Assembly a general report on. i te acti vi ties . . ~,,; 11 

But this does not mean that any personal • opinion -- an unfounded 

opinion - - shou~d necessarily be transmitted to the General Assembly 

wi th the tag of the 'frusteeship Co;1ncii, Rule 101 elaborates upon 

rule 100. In rule 101 you will find nothing ·which will permit you 

to believe that a particular opinion must be transmitted to the 

General Assembly with. the tat3 of a collective report, You will not 

find anything of that sort in r..i.le 101. That is the way the ·question 

arises and the.t is why I put this <1uestion of principle to the Council. 

I do not believe that the • non- transmission to the General Assembly 

of a s iunmnry account of our discussions -- which would nccessarily 

be inexact in the form in which i t may bo found.., for instance, in 
• PY 

Part II of this Report - - I do not think that/the deletion of Part Il 
i;he inte::.~ests of 

of the Report/any memller of tho Council will be hurt . When justified 

observations are presontod to the Co'..lncil by any member ~:- if •"C,nese 

observations are justified thoy a.lways are te.ken into account . It 

is the Administering Authorities that always· mude it their business 

to take such opinions into account and I draw· on the examplo of all 

the votes that have tnken place in this Council for three years without 

any exceptions. 

~ --· · 

M:r. NORIEGA (Mexico) (Interpretation from Spanish) : I do not "-.....___ _ ____ ~ .. -
believe that arguments ccn be found to justify the fact tba t he.lf 

the Council can im::_)ose a prohibitive obstacle in .the way of the 

Assembly' s knowing the op:.nion cf the other half of the Council, I 

/do net believe 
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do not telievo t11at even by an e~~aggerated use of ingenu5.ty the 

ropresentati ves who are supporting the J .d.ea. of suppressinG Bart II 

could find any valid arQl!llent -- any argument in line with pr~nciple 

or in line with thE3 rules of proced11ro. 

But perhaps the six members who are in favour of kceping Part II 

carmot prevent this . fr01n being a ·report. Do we not have the rie.ht 

to report, do vre not have a right to insiat_? 

How in Part I I, which includes observations, you will find nUl'.llerous 

eulO[ien of the Administering Authorities . Would we in this way be 

doing a service to the Administer:i.ng Authorit:i.es? This would be 

deleted too . What about the delegations that omitted these views? 

It is tJ1.9r,efore qui te stranse the.t we should be tl"Jing to follow 

this procedure in our Beport to the Genoral Assernbly. 

Furthermore, the Security Council -- the most delicately organized 

body of the United Nations -- bas special rules to meet this kind of 

difficulty and could therefore bo well ta!cen as a model. 

ile are about to take a sècond vote. on thio point. If those who 

have voted against this point insist on their attituCe against Part TI 

what can the œtitua.e of represen-tatives of non- administering Authorities 

be? In the first ple.ce we certa1nly can request that there be a 

:report e::nana ting from the . six non-administerj_ ng A.uthori ties wi th 

inclusjôn of these points. Then à.gain, if who.t bas becn approved 

and adopted in the Drafting Comroittee is not adopted here what would 

haJ>pen then? What would h appen if then the six non-administer/,,.~ïg 

:powers decide ·not te approve Part III of the report? • I do not have 

toinsist to the r epresentatives of Jl.dminiotering Authorities what 

the meanine of their attitude is . 

/Mr. BAKR (Irr.q) : 
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Mr. BAIŒ~l): I Just vlanted to 100ntion ,~hat . tho 

:-ep:;:esento.tive of 1-lexico men'tiioned . just now , tha,t a comprehen3iYe 

report should contain the ob·ser-rationo of bath Aè.ministering 

und r.on-ad.Iainistering .l\uthori ties; anà. Part II~ a:i'te1· aJ..l, 

contci ns observations of individual del.ego.tiens . That is a 

otatement of fact, and I think eve1"j' deleeat:l.on has the right 

• to rogister i ts po~nt of vie11 . 

I am a.fraid tho.t certain delegations believe that a 

report which does not conte.in thoir ow;i point of vie,~ and 

which is not conr.:,)rehonsive would not bo considei·ed by them. 

as a full _c.nd cotnpleté re:;:>ort to be sv.bmi tted to the General 

Assembly . 

Hr. SOI1>ATCV (Union of Soviet Socialist Re:publics) 

(In-tcrpretation from Ru.aeia11) ~-- ··-y ·"10ülcl· Iilfè"-tà" rè.éa.Ïi .that 

the Drafting Commi ttee adopted Part II unahi}ll.ously. • If I • 

recall corroctl.y, there were no objections to Part n. Thexe 

,,.:ia not evon the need.. of a vote . 

As a result, the Dra:ftinc Coimnittee is submitting its 

report, including Part I I, to the COU1ïcil for consi_deration. 

Uey mu.st we no,1 vote in such a manner t:ha:t. ruies of proceè.ure 

are boinc ex:ploi ted to the cdvcntage ol the Aèministering 

A Üt!lori tie s? 

Part II has been subm.ittcd to the Council ; have there 

been objections? Haa there been a:ny proposal to dolete it? 

wt' auch a pro:posal be made an~ it wil l b~ votëd ·upôn. 

Thore ho.a been no such propos al, however; ncw there 

is no such J.)roI?oso.l -- the:refore Part II remains·. That is 

the ,-my the matter has to be interpreted in view of the 

fact, po.rticularly, that Pa.rt II 1-,ao adopted unanimou.sly . 

by tho Dra:fting Comn:û ttee . 

• 1:hy must ·we interpret the rules of procedure otherwiae? 

He have no right to do so. Uhy oust we ude the rules of 

:procedure as a club to be ap:plied to the propoea.ls 

uno.r.ir.i.ouely adopted by the .Drafting ColIImittee? 

ilhich of tr..e representatives of the Adlninisterin{; 

Authorities now proposes .tr..e deletion of Part II? If 

thore is ouch a pro:posal, J.et us vote v.pon it . In fact, 

/Part II 
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Pai~t II stays, particul.:i.rly since i t wao unanimous~ ad.opted 

by the DraftinG Ccrum:Lttee -- I strass tha.t it wa9 ).Ulam.n1ous. 

There were no objections in the Drafting Conlllitteo, ruid the 

Drafting Commi ttee comprisas all t:r.e members of the Councilo 

. ?erha:ps_ the Chairmrui of the Draftins Connm.ttee will correct 

me if this i s inco1·rect, but I do not rocall aey objections to 

Part II in tl1e fonn. in 1-1hich i t i s nov: . Tl~refore, if the1--e is 

a question of a vote, then I suggest that we ad..here to this 

?rocedure which I he.ve outlined. 

If ther e io a propooal to è.elete , then let us vote upon 

it; if therc is no propocal to delete, then there ia no use 

votina . 

~~_DE~.f' : I!' I haà: been nell to this Council 

I ~ould havd taken this in:ference to be ·applicable to the 

Chairm.nn, that is, the manipulation of the rules of procedure 
in faveur of the· Ac1ministering A~thorities. 

I è.o not believe that I have been accused of that thing, 

but I would like to esy agoin tho.t I do not sse how I can 

declare thie draft report edopted in the absence of a:ny 

aœndmcnt to delete . 

It seems to ·llle that a clro.:ft report h:ia to be adoptecl 

and I do not tlµnk that the representative of the Soviet 

Union i s qui te riaht -when he sc.ys the.t that proced.ure is a 

viol ction of the rulee of procedure . 

The 1--ules of procedtL"':'e 1which I have been lookir.g at; do 

not enable the Cho.irman to declare a motion adopted in the 

absence of a proposal to dele.te or otherwise . 

On the othor hand, I would like to say tha.t according to 

the rocord.s of the Draf'ting Comr.a.ittee -- e.nd-I an not seyir.g 

• that the Drei'ting Conrcti ttee I s decision binds the Council, but 

rether that the reverse may be tho cese , that the Dra.fting 

Cotlllli tteeh cannot bind. the CoWl.cil -- mid. I g_uote : 

"The ChairmD.Il suggestecl that t!w Coru:ù"ttoe chould 

follow the '!,)rocedure of the previous year. He 

considered the Part II s hould consist of the observations 

of the Council or of inclividue.l i:iel:lbers. 

"The representative of Belgiun thought that Part II 

should. consist of the observations of individu.al œni:)ers . 

/ne t10vcd 
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lie moved that the Conm!tee should udopi; the Secreta:riat 

'\-/Orkinc paper, ser:1.al numbers • ~ .~. • o.s the bas5.s of 

Part I end Part II respectively of the report on 

i!est.ern Samoa, a.rid that tr.e Co:rmü ttee should. requeot 

lclecati ons to sn.bmi t p:ropoe~ls fol~ conclusions and 

recollllllend.atione to be included in Part III." * 
I see that the · recore underlino~ the -words: 

"The Cor.n:.rl. ttee adopted the Belgian :pro:posal insofar 

as i t concerneà. Parts I und II,." * 
There is . no eviclence that ther e wcts anyone in the Dra.fti~ 

Cotrol1ttee -who wanteà. to delete Part II but, as I said, the 

Counci l hc.s . the final detern:il'l.D.tion to ~ke, and I v1ould uphold. 

the Cou..--icil • s dec ioion. l!y only ~hacrin -was that I anticipated 

th:!.s resu.lt at 3. 30 and I ,·mnted to. tc.ke o. vote on i t ~ but -we 

have s:pent the whole a~'tornoon procoeclina on the nssumption 

tho:t involved an overwhelming ma.jori ty :ror the adoption of the 

New Zeo.lnnd omondl:lent. 

Tho.t is my only cha(,1rin, end I believe I am enti tled to 

voice that chaarin. 

now the course for us i s this . The rules o:f procedure 

say that we have taken a vote once clready. The alternative 

coui·se is for us to vote a eecond t1ne and. that se t t l os the 

mntter for ever; nnd S:) far as the Chair is concerned, l am 

quite willin{3 to do tha t . 

But there o.re several representatives who want to speak 

on thio subject and I o.o not th1nl.: we can :proceed t o a vote 

innnediately; and now that the t i me is :past six o 1clock I 

CD....'l only d.efer i t until tomorrow , which is also i n accordance 

wi th the rules of procedure . • that ,~e ca..-ri take t he vote at 

the ne;::.t I:leet1nc; .. 

• Sir Cc.rl BERCNIBEN (Hew Zealend): I think that 

wh.c.t the President has decid~d -to· do--·1s the only wioe course . 

I cannot be here tomorrow _.:. it i a not my fault, I 8l'.ll. going 

" 'H-'.J' on a j ob for the United Nations . Would it be possible 

to pootpone thie g_ui t e import(!.~·b ·, mat t e r , o~· ,~hich there is 

much more to be ac.id than hae been snid a t the moment, W1til. 

sa:y Thursd.ay , to give us alJ. time to cool do-wn a li ttle and 

to avoid. cettiil(; outselves into a position which we m1ght 

/rec;ret at 
* Document not available 



.EIG/ah T/PV 159 • • 

99· - 100 

regroÎJa la.ter date? Might I sucgest, if that would r.ieet 
•. 

wi th the Pre~iclent 1 s convenience , that tow.orrow the Cou.ne il 

, ·proceecl ·wi th some other matter and ;resume tllis mat ter. on 

Thu1·sday? 
-, ··--. -... . 

The ?RESIDENT : ....... _ I thinJc I ro.ight also say tlmt those 

re)?reee;-tà~:rves- •·-w110 do not vote for the incor)?oration of 

Part I I should not be motivated by the fact that there are 

obcervationo which are d.etriIDBntal to the Adm:lnistering 

l\.uthori ties . 

On the co:i.trary . For. in~tance, at random I see under 
11Political .Adva.nc0ment11 the · observations in Pe.rt II ,,e:re (let 

• us take the first two :po..rag1·arihs): 
11The rerireséntative of the United. States :felt 

tha.t . . the Ilew Zeo.land Goverru.:ient ;,10.s to be commerl"tecl 

for the passe@ of the Se..moon . .A1llenœnent Act, .. . " 

"The rcpresentative of China consiclered. the Samoan 

.Jl.menélment Act of 1947 a great step towards self­

c;overru:ient and. one of the hà.ppieot events in. the hi story 

of the Internationa.l Trusteeship System. 11 

How, the se cmum.t be dis:paraging remn.rb:i . Therefore i t 

seems to me tho.t we must not tlisperse this evening tlùnking 

the.t ,,e hn.ve t .. ,o groups here -- one wanting to denounce the 

Aàninistering Authori ties and therefore the Aa;:ùnioterinG 
wanting • 

Authorities/ . • to omit that part of the report -- I rua 

just J?Ointing out, trot ,,e oust all have our mm judgraent on 

a much sounder basis than to proceed on that assumption. 

Nay I ai:::k re:presentatives to defer their statements 

until tomorrow? 

Mr. GARRCAU .... (France) (Interpretation from French) : 

I shall speak this eveltl;.g·-rr · Ï may - - I will be as brief 

as 11ossible . 

I ahould like to e:~plo.in wby the vote of this Council 

was not the sat:ie v<ii3 .that occurred in the Drafting Corz,~ ttee, 

why it a.iffered und wby it can diffe1· . 

/The following 
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~;1e fc:Llcwi:18 fac~c occt:.rred~ tho representeti ve of the ü[::lSR 

objected to the a:menc'IJ.aents that W$ra going to 'ba submi tted by N6 -w 

Zealend. . H9 said thüt if . an e~andmont wera sub1J1.i ttee., ne would su1)-

mit a seco:..d a:mer..d:.::i'9nt., o:r. a thi·rd a.-nenàment as necessary., and that 5.:n 

fact the ecceptance of' the amenèlment of the r-epresontative of New 

Zea~5r.d would lead to a conri:i1ete reco:naideration of the report on 

As I said ju3t now, tilat iroplied a kincl of ,,,:in•i:,ion,from ·which the 

roprsse:1tati ve of the USSR somaM!!tS ai'terwa:i:·ds wi thdre~,.,. 

But tlle -~!erning -was gi Yen; the :menace auggestod. o 

I stateù. that I ·wcs ·w:1.lling to reco.1sià.er all reports tbat ru.gn.t come 

up to the Tr1.rntessh1'p Cou::icil. We must not lot orgt1.TJ1e~·1ts of t!:J.ia ldnJ. 

influe:nce the 'I·;-usteeship Cou.':'lcil, oth~:?:"Wfoe they ,~ill co11t~nu9 to 

be used, eo that if a tepresentative wanto to inti1nate an cbztr~ct:on, 

the Fre.c.Gh dolegat:ton w111. al-w1;:ys be ::::-eedy to overcome auc:h an 

o·ost:.:-uction by tak1.ng the member 11 taral1Y.·• 

Tho fact 1s that we have ell been rsconsi1lering the -principle e!ld. 

the substance of Part II . I would repeat .and aù.d the fcllo-wing~ thot 

Part II . can nevrn~ reflect o:lr. disousaions accm~:·ately, ·V.1at you. do :1ot 

b i t find only U'.i.4 i ti-::.!l obr;,.;:--,rations of t~.,3 ::-· .. :m,,/iù,lllinisteri:r,g P.uthori t!es, . 

bu.t t!J.at :r,~-u ols':! f'ir:.c. otho:r obs~n:-vetio!,fJ in i t. i and Uiot t:1ere are other 

rerr.a:cks --::tl.ich s:.1ould be included in :Part ::I. 

Aa far es I a11 concel:'ned in the cour13e of the è.ebate · en seYe~al 

occas!o:ns I have clea~ly ststed. that I coneider th9 attitude of t~e 

representati ve of' the US-SR ss enti:::-ely pa1·tial, and t}lis is very se:rious. 

I have stated that I consië!.or t his a · very gra'V3 matter, and.· thie is 

·•.;i':cy I believe I had to make my statero.ent. I think statemcnts o-: the 

k:!.n& that I have just ll'l3de should also be included in Part : I. Tnia 

stato:i~nt is cortainly Euch more in:portar-t than the partial o"bservationà 

that the reprasentative of tho USSP. ~ozsos on minor subJects. 

. T!lie 1s no"t a q1;.esticn o-r O!Jposition between the Aaministeri:1g and 

non .. Aè.!:li!listering Authoritiee. T"nat can,,ot be the question. I th:!.:ùc 

thet 0:.1 mer.y occeaions I have dra~m the atte11tion o:f tlie Cotmc:U most 

eeriously to tha situation that is being creeted here, and rty i:ritsree: t 

is the aood fu..'1.ction:t:::ig of the T.rustees.hip Cou...""lcil. I hav0 the beet 

of faith. 

'I'his is ·why you have oft&n see:r, with ecme surprise perhaps, that 

mombers· ;-1::0 voted in faveur of the dl·sft report in the Drefting Comm:!. ttee 

/voted 
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voted ageinst i t in the Cour...cil. T"nat did not mea:?l that there wes 

bsd f'ai th; i t .. meant that in the interiral they ::iod reflected by vi_rt~.e 

of ·an inte:::-v~ntion cf the kind that I have previously ùeez1 cl.esoribing .. 
. . . 

'lhis is the si tu.ation, so that be fore we tol:e u;> the d:tscussicn again 

tomorrow or soma tthsr è.ay, I would a-ppeial to ail members of the C0 u...-1cil 

to :ref'l.ect most soriou.sly irpon what I have just aaid . 

. . · . . . . ••• ·- ---.......... , 
Sir .Alan EURNS'--{Uni ~ed. 1arigdom): I shall .be very br:!.of . . ... , ..... ' . 

T:.10re are three shor~ points r--wan.t .... to.,mention. In the first plE;ice, 

the U~ited Kingdom representative on t~e Con::mittee made it clear that 

his vote in the Co:nmitteo ~id ~ot bind bis d~legetion, and I understand 
. ' 

that the President of the Cotn~ ttee agreed wi,th_ thet. 

The second point is: the re~resentative of the ussn has prot~st~q. 
Pro,sic..e!1t , · • 

egeinst the procedure ·which t~.0/ha.:. • followed in putti~ Par.t II to 

the vote. The President has followed exactly the same proced~ro as 

in Part I, ~d I .haYe heard no <?riticism of that procedure. • 

The ·third point I -wish to meke ia this: whenever there is a 

tie in the voting, there ore six on one aide a;.~d six on ano-ther, but 

I can."lot tlilderetand ,-1cy the six Ad!llinistering Authori ties, '11!,te·. are on 

one side, are ah,ays regard.ed as the wicked people and not the six 

non-AàminiatïVr:tng Authori ties, who ar.e on the other E.,ide. It takes 

two groupe of six to Keke a tie, but I understand from what has been 

said that i t is alwây~ the Ad.mlrdstaring Authori ties who are to b le!lla. 

Mr. SAYRE (rnite~States of America); I feel a little 

weary of the constant charges that ,~e have ânothor otruggle between 

the Ad.ministering Authorities against the non-Administering Authorities. 

I thir.k it ie tice to drop chergoo of bad foith; I .think ~e may credi~ 

each otb.er -with honesty end sincerity of purpose . 
. . . 

We h,a:ve a very real problem b,ere -- a prô?~em of ,-,hat is the 

beet form of Otµ' Annuel P.eports. It is a very real and a very difficult 

problern. 

We tried the experiment of the Report in three parts at the l ast 

session. There is nothing sacroaanct in that . Many of us fftlt that 

1 t ~.as unwise, ·but we agreed to i t. We tried the experiment. 

When the matter. arose for discussion in the Drefting Committee thie 

yeor, I underste~d that there was considerable sentiment against in-

cluding a Pa1·t II report in the Qommi ttee . I am told -- although· I 

/was not there 
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was not there -- that the vote in that Cc-:mnittee was six to six, so that 

the proposal to delete the Part II report in the CQilllÙttee, if I 8I!! 

correctly informed, wos dropped. 

In other ·worde, this is nota new item of discuasion. 

Now v1hat 1s the best form of the ReJiort? I confese that ,1!:J.Qn 

this afternoon the representative of New Zealancl asked to correct -whet 

he asserted -was an evident mie- statement i~ the Report, it saemed to 

me that i t ·would follow as a Ill8tter of course that he should be allo'Wed 

to 1neert in Part II a correction of ~hat he said is a mis-statement . 

Yet it took us an hour and a half to get that emsndment paeaed allowing 
,. 

him auch an insertion. 

·That has convinced me, for one, that the Part II arrangement, 

as I said eerlier this efternoon, is iln1)ractical, v-1111 breed diecusslo:ns 

ad infini tum, will mean that in :future years ·when -we consi~e:::- reports 

thcsa ·who want to have their voices heard will go · o:n inserti_ng 

observations ad .!~/~• _ P.nd ell to -what purpoee? . I cannct believe 

that Part II of the Report, es it is et prosent presented, is cf g!'cat 

value to e:iyone. 

So:me who have spoken have suggested that the Administering · 

Au:ttori ties are trying to sv.ppress a free expressi.o:i of opinion • . . . 

Nothing of t!':.e kind ! Rule 64 of our rules of procef.'lre takes care of 

just that situation. It says: 

"A statement of minority views mey be appended to a report 

or recommenè..ation of the Trusteoship Council et the request of 

any member." 

Anyone who seeks to append a stetement of minority views under 

our rules of procedure is 'free to do so. It is not an effort to 

suppress a staterilent, as has already .been said by the President. 

Many of th.9 parag::caphs in Pert II are congratuJ.atory rather then 

condemnatory paragra~hs. It 1s not en effort to suppress . As I seid 

at the outset, it is an ef:fc:ct rather to frame a report in the best 

fol"'!ll in which it can be frame& and also in the most serviceable form. 

That, many of us hones tly and sincerely fool, CDn be done boat by a 

etatemènt of t l:'.0 preva.tling conditions in the Tf3rri tc:::-;y a:nd secor.dary 

conclusio~s end recCillil)endations which this Coimoil at;~1 ees to. 

/If r mai edd 



If -I na.y a.dd. one fino.l wo1~d, tr..i,s idca whic:i has bcc:i suggcstcd, 

tho.t the Council is bcing oxploited to the D.dvmtngc of Adninistcring 

Authoritics bcca.use of the situation urisine fron c. six to oix vote, is 

to uy uir.d absolutcly false. 

Wc ar_e ca.rrying out the provisions of the Charter.. I go back 

to Article 89, porG.GTaph 2, of the Charter. 

The Chc:rtcr, in sctting up the Trusteeship Council, na.de it clcc.r 

that u."1less thcrè wè.s a najori ty vot~ -- in other words, urJ.css therc 

wcs a fnirly clocr agrcencnt -- the Trusteeship Council. ohould lnck the 

power to inposc resolutions or recorn.iendations on Adninistcring Authoritios, 

who cre fa.cing· on excccdingly difficult to.slc, . at boat. 

·The Adilinistering Aùthorities nced the hclp and support of the 

Trusteeship Council. They oust have it, if they ore going to work for 

·bhc pronation · of· the inho.bi tElllts of the Trust Terri tory. 

Whct I reGrct nost keenly is that -t.;his talk c.bout Ali:ûi.5o:.'lering 

ve:::-sus non•Adniniatcrinc Po,rnrs, and this ta.lk about Ad1:1i'nioterine p~:rwcrs 

cxploiting tho situation, reduceo the Council to a position where it is 

powcrlcso· -- vhcre the A ininistorir.g Poword, ·in th€)ir very difficult t c.sk, 

c...~c barred fron the support o'f the Trusteoship Council, which thcy oug.1lt 

to have. 

I thcrefore . rcgt"et excoedingl,y this consta"lt tc.lk of the Aininiotering 

~ :,woro exp loi tinG the non...Adnini stering P owers, or of the non-A·dn ini stering 

Powers cxploitinG the Ad.ninistering Powers. 

I reG)'.'ct this ta.lk of charges of ba.d :fai th; so fo.r as DY o'Wtl de legc.tion 

io conccrncd, as I think the r:ienber of thic Council lmow, we have voted 

c-30.in . and a.go.in. with non-Adr1iniatcring Powers. We have voted with the 

roprcsentn.tive of the USSR ,rhcn he has proposed so:iething of r caoon, nnd 

supported by the fc.cts.' Wc vote for who.t wc bclicvo to be the truth, in 

- uy dclego.tion. 

I cr.1 rcady to credit every othcr delegc.tion with the sru::!c r,otivco. 

Can wc not r espect each othor's sinccrity, c??-1 vote o.s we fccl it is right 

to vote, and in thc.t sincere f eelins ? 

My dolosation hns belicvcd for s~Jffo.st tho.t Pert II is not o. 

scrvicco.ble statcucnt . to includo in the: report, whethor i t is com:cnd.D.tory 

or whcther i t is condetmatory. It is ny deleco.tion r s :foelinc; thut the • 

:tcport io in botter forn if it ia confined to a sta.tcncnt of the 

conditions, end scconcll~/ a ata.teuont of the conclusions und recorJI:Jcndationso 

/Thcrof_oro DY 
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Thercfc:-co ny dclocc.tion will vote ogo.inst the ir.cJ.usion of Po.rt II 

in the Western Sc.noo. r eport. 
,,..---~ 

The PRESIDENT: .I notice tho.t t11rce reprosento.tivcs, who hr.ppon 
\ ----

to repreocnt Adr.1iniotoring Authoritics, ha.vo spoken, o.nd I ho.vo on tzy-

liot sovoro.l othcr rcprosento.tivos who happon to be non- o.dniniatcring. 

Ma.y I c.sk tho.t thoy do net claiu thoir oquoJ. rights this evoning, 

but dcfer their sto.tenonts until the nox't noeting? Does the ra:presantotive 

of the Soviet Union wish_to_speak-now2-------

Mi~. SOLDATOV (Union of Sov:l.ot S;>cinli~_tJ~e1;1µbl.ics) (Intcrproto.tion 
• • ... ···---------------

f:rot1 Russian) : Of course. I wnnt to œko this sta. tonent n~-r, o. ' fortiori., 

sincc the stntononts of sover o.l othor r oprosonto.tivos contnined direct 

ins~·lts flune o.t ·the dolega.tion of the USSR. 

It would be, in uy opinion, incorrect to iGI1oro theoo obser·10.tion&, 

end to postpono thon until tonorrow or. the doy after • . 

Tho represonto.tivc of Franco opoko o.t considcrnble ~ongth on nilogcd 

tbroc.ts ,rhich the l'Cproaonto.tivo o:f tho USSR, ho said, lovollcd a.t tho 

Council. Eo se.id tho.t the rcprc so,1tntivo of tho USSR wc.nts to a.et in 

the Council on the basis of thrco.ts, etc. otc. 

Of course, if you distor t l c:ft o.nd right, O..'ld throw the fa.cts 

c.round, you con set o.."l;Ywhcrc,. You con toke the dcvil o.nd doclm-o tho.t 

l::o is Jeans Christ. But tha.t would not bo correct, bccv.use the dcvil 

will not, on tho bo.sis of such o. sto.teocnt, be octonorphosed into 

tÎCSUS Christ~ 

Why c.ct thua? Although of course I understo.nà. that the roprcsonto.tivc 

of Frcnco tukea o. greut intorcat in certain thingo. Ho ha.a a tenporaoent 

of which I on woll o.wu:ro. ncvcrthclcss, -wlly o.llee;e auch things, wllich 

crc abool utoiy not in accord.once wi th the :fccts? Whom is ~e t~~ing 

to_ scm-a, and why? 

• lie co.n scc.rc ond confuse only thoso people who mkc incorrect 

ota.tcuents, ond no- one else. When the report on Western Sru:ioa. wao 

bcing discusscd, whc.t did the r cprcsonto.tivo of the USSR obJect to? 

I objoctcd to the inclusion in tho r eport of sto.tcncnts which wer o , 
\ 

not uqi:c during the discussion of the question in the Council, - w:1ich tho \ 

report ie eupposcè to be ubout. Isa.id tho.t if it wcrc docidcd to 

include such eto.tcncnts, porticulorly ainco such n statoocnt r cl a.ted 

dircctly to en observution of the roprcacnto.tive of the USSR in the 

Council, thon tha.t would be discrit1ination o.gc.inst the USSR delcga.·tion. , 
/since n stctcucnt 
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since · n sto:tor.19nt of the ropre sontntivo of New Zeala:11d. not ne.de in the 

Council, wus being incJ.udod, wi thout o.ffording the USSE delogaticn tho 

right to r oply. 

Tlic position, I think, wns pcrfoctly clesr, ar,d no threo.t wns 

invo.lvcd. Tho rep1•osentntive of' the U&SR snid tha.t if such a -procoduro 

-wcrc o.dopted, thcn tho rcsul t ,rould be thnt if one rop .. ~0scntativo coul.d 

includc o"!:>sorvo.tions not onde . in the Council,. anothor rcprescntl:'.tivc 

could do the sane, end that woul.d lead to an· ondloss p:::olifo::-o.t:!.on of 

obsc:rvntions. 

Thnt is nll that I said. Can this be considorod us n threo.t? 

If thio ion thrcat, thon I vonder whnt would not be a threo.t. 

·F-.irthcrnore vhc.t 'did. the rop:rosonto.tive of -Franco ta.lk a.bout{? 

Ro slrid tho.t the roprosontativc- of the USSR ·wo.s biasod in his 

otate::ients to the Council. I vond.orwhat ho refçrred to whcn ho 

desc:ribed the sto.teuonts of the r eprosontntivo of the ··usSR o.s not boing 

unbiaood.'. 

This question of objectivity· or bia.s ney be interprctcd, porhnps, 

by t~o roprcscnta.tivc o:f Franco, in ua.ny wcya. I co.n only a.saure hiu 

thnt in all its sto.tcnonta and observo.tions t.'10 USSR dcle~a.tion bp,sos 

itsclf' upon· thc intcrccta of the indiconous populo.tien of tho Torx-itorios~ 

·rr, inono 1.'Sopinion, th_is position of tho USSR is incorrect , 

tbon e1~0 hc.a the priviloGO o:f ad.horing to this privnto intorprota~ 

tion of the po"si tion of the USSR. Pcrhn.ps this is c.lso 01.10 t o 

intorpro_tc.ti_on of the reproeontntivo of Franco, but tho.t cga.in, is • ono's 

llOint of vicw., 

I:f ono dislikos this o.ttitudo of tho reprcsonto.tivo of'• tho USSR, 

vhich bo.sos itsolf on tho intercsts of· ·tho indigonous populo.tion of 

the Terri tOl?'y, t hat . is one r s own aff'nir . 

. I ,ro.nt_ i t to be notcd tho.t the pos~ tion of. the dolegation of the 

US~ is diroctcd towo.rds the f'uJ.f'ilrnmt of' the bo.sic purposes of' the 

tcue~eeship syston, and purtioulnrly .tho purposcs and obJectivcs of 

the trusteoship systeu as set ·ro!'th in Artic1o 76 of the Chcrtor of 

tho United Nations. 
Furthornorc, .I wish to rmko one cour.1ent concerning the lo.st 

.stutonont of the represcntutive of the United States, which vus quite 

/urioxpoctod 
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PcrchG.nco the ro1)rcscnto.t1vo of the United states wiÙ dect.1 it 

fit to givc sone o.dditiona.l clarification o~ this question, sinco tho 

dolcgo.tc o:f the Uhited States o.ttouptcd directly to 1nsult the dolcgation . . 
of the USSR by attaching o. corto.in gonoréll. evo.luution to the stc.tcrnmta 

of the USSR dolcgction. 

/Tjc vicrws of 
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The viom of the re:riresentc1ti vo of tho Uni te(l Stc,to~ rogtl.t'ding vnrious 

pointe r r.isod by the delegn.tion of tho USSR ,cliffor fror.1 ours just c:c t110 

viElWO of t!10 c'\.oloBo.tion o'f: the USSR r,..::1y di'f:fer fror:i hic rcgn.rding :proposc.ls 

nè.vè.nced by the delognt1on of the United Sto.tes. But I do not considor 

thct, in hie etntenent, c.ny menbcr of the Trustoeehip Council is entitled 

• t~ describe the otc.tenents of other c'lelegc.tions ~n terne thc.t nre en in.sult 

, to the other à.olegc.tion involved. 

Hio stn.teœnt wc.s- couched in ·1nsulting tcr.:10 and since 1 t "ms so 

couchod I do not wish to dignify it with any fiu·ther r epli es, · Perhb.pa 

thio wo.o norely c. case of r-.n inco1-rect ex:preosi.Jn of who.t ho neunt to_ oc.y 

but the 'rmy in wh1ch he se.id 1 t ,ms· norely l'.n insul t flung in t he fnce 

of the dologction of tho USSR nnd. in the fc.ce of tho pro:posc.ls which the 

• c1.elegr-.tion of the USSR pointe up . 

The delegc.tion of the USSR puts forwc.rd points, co~ncnto mid proposo.ls 

wh1ch nr e bnsod upon 1ts position of pr1nciple and ito position of princlplo 

is bl".sod upon the :purposes o'f the Trusteeship Syoten (.~!J set forth in the 

bhc.r tE;r of the United. l'lctions. 

Pereonc,ll:ir s11e~kipg -- not c.s repro8ento.tive of ::my country -- sone 

roprcsentotives on the Council d.islike tho.t position . Perha.:ps eucll dis­

position of ourEJ is dioliked by sone,-~ot perconelly, but no repreoento.tives 

of countries; in other words, of:fici'llly or personolly. But to use such 

clislike in or cler to insu1t a clelegn.tion or a.ny ner.1ber the:ceof is ci. deploro.ble 

proc;;;_clure ind.ceèL c.nd i t io not susce:ptible of ir.1:proving the offect1 veness 

of tho worlc of this Coun~il. 

I c.pologize for hcving dolc.yed this neetinJ but I could not fnil to 

reply to the stutenenta which were node with r os:pect to the delegn.ti on of' 

the USSR since the se ote.te:r.1ents clistorted the position of the delogution 

of the USSR c.nd. includ.ed otc.te~snta and eleoents tho.t were pooitivo_ inoulte 

thrown in. our fo.ce . 

.. _The PRESIDENT: After tho r 0preœntative of Mexico o:pea.}:s, the oooting 

nust ~;î:.ie"-tc- m1··cna. . 

Mr. HO:RIEGA .(Mexico )(Inter:pretntion frou Spc.ni.eh) : I will try to bo 
.... ---.. - · . 

brief es the nceting ho.s bec ~ too lengthy. 

In the first place, on beha.lf' of ny delega.tion I wish to stc.te thct 

we o.coopt the pootponenent of the vote on thia natter c.nd tho.t it would be 

proferublo for the vote to be te.ken ot next Thll!'eduy I s nee_tirig_. As plenty 

of ti:::1e io thus left to roflect on what ha.s occurrcd in connexion with 

this o.ffo.ir and we ho.ve ev0n cone to suppose tha.t if the question hns 

orioen tho.t so1:1e po.rors nre ba.d ctn1 corn:, powers nre gooc1, why do we not 

a.gree not to use ouch qua.lito.tive descriptions, but try to decide to work 

· no if the Council hc.d two clocka in ha.nd, one clock going fa.stand the 
, .. 
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other èlcclc going rathèr slO"..r. This. is what is happening because we 

are tr;ring t n coardimto tho functioti.trl8 of thorm two clocks . 

rn connexion wi·:!1 the work of the drefting committee thàt 

drafted this :Report, I think that the Council must realiz.e - ­

espanially those members who are interested in doing away wi th Part 
. 

II - - that this was e .pieco of ·work carricd out by a connnittee on 

which all members of the Cou..11.cil '\\'ero repr.,sented. We carmot, 

therefore, suppose, since Part II waa tacitly approved, that now 

the voting procedu.re ca.n be that which has been suggested at this 

meeting. 

I am not surprised, however, that this has happened because 

already at our last session wo had the experience . that a re_port ·t :r_1:1,t had 

been approved unanimously was ob~ected to by two delegations who 
• 

tried to make substantive e.mondlnenta to it -- to that sa.me report which 

they themselves had appro,ed the day before •. 

I am surprised by the opinion expressed to the effect that a 

vote :J.n the commi tteo does not obligate the representati ves who voted 

in that s-pocific way to vote in tJ:ie same way in the Council . I think 

that a s tatem~nt of this kind is an extremely dangerous sta:t cment 

because, otherwiae, ~hat be.sis are you going to use to submit a 

report to the Trusteeship Council? If the r apporteur of the chair.nan 

of a cornmittee io not sure of what has been approved, if those who 

voted in faveur of thé report are prepared in the next instance to 

vote aga.1nat it, the cornm.ittee would not in eff'ect have adopted 

anything. The best thi ng would be thèn for the connni ttee to work 

without aprroving anything, a.llowing all decieions to be carried ·out 

in the Council, b\...t if in the commi ttees you vote in a certo.:'..n way 

and thon the delegations are not obligated by that voting, then what 

is our constitution, what 1s tho Juridical system, wha.t 1s the legal _ 

basis for the arrall8ements reached in cOl:llllittee? 

I think we have to reflect about ·this . We should a l so think ·about 

the point that it is a very serious matter Ïor the futûre cf the 

Council to have s1t.uat1ons of this kind in connexion with such 

important· points as the maintenance of th~ cha:pter on "Observation.G" . 

The Mexi~an delegation has always acted in a opirit of 

concil iation ana. cooperation here, but for a reason of ·principle, as 

we stated when the af'fair first bogan, we cannot accept the deletion 
of this Part of tho Report. 

/The PRESIDENT 
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:.The ):~~-I~!l'r: .: Do. I understani that S:t:r Carl .Berendsen 

moves that the vote be talcan on Thursday? 

•• - ----·-- .......... 

Sir Carl BERENISEN . (Ne,1 Zealn.nd): No, I ,rould not wish to 
•. ~ .r · 

move that. If the Council in its. generosity ,..-ould decide tha~ way, I 

woul.d appreciate it·, but I . would not like to at·0empt, to impose any , . . . 
stopple on thé Council dealing with thia znatter tomorrow if it wishes 

to ~o so, but i f 1 t deale wi th i t tomorrow, then the vote of New 

Zealand must be exaétly as it wa.s today. 

·--The_~pm.:NT: Is there any ~bjection to the proposal 

that this question be taken up age.in on Thursday, so that we _ will 

have the presence of Sir Carl e.nd tho benefi t of his juclgment? 

There 1s no objecti.on a."'ld. eo. it will be ta.ken ul) on Thursday • 

. ' 

. Mr. SAYRE·.(Unitecl States of America): I am not going Jo 

a r gue, but ] v '.l:{lh I~J0
~i1i~'"ïiijrS'ôvîet·~·~i1eagu e has sa.id.-·• H\!J referred 

·te an insult which I ma.de ,r believe. I have no conception of what 

he means ,and. I wonde:.· if possibly the translation went i,,rong. I 

have been_trying te cudgel my bra:tns to understand what he refers to. 

Possibly his reference was to rr,y; remark when I said that the Uni ted 

Stut0a delegation would support· Soviet proposals ,1hen reason.a.ble" 

My meaning, of course, is when we believe them reasonable -~ when my 

delegation believes them reasonable. I do not lmovr how i~ was. inter­

preted; · I do not lalow whether tha.t is '7hat be refers to. .I was 

quit~ unconscious of any insult. 

Mr. SOLDA.TOY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (rnter­

pretation from Russian): I listened to Mr. Sayr_e· in ·English. There 

was no miatake. This t hing thorefore cannot possfbly b~ ascribed to 

the interpretat1on. I was listening to Mr. 8-ayre d:i,rectly, sitting 

. right next. to him and not te th~ 1nterpretat1on. 

Mr. SAYRE (Unit~d Sgt:t.es . of Ameri~a): May I ask what the 

r epresentative of the lJSSTI was referring to? I do not want to prolonB 

the meeting, -but I a.m. • • 
/The PRESIDENT 
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The PfilSIDEL~.: If Mr. • Soldatov would 11.ke te answer that, b'.l.t 

the Chu:tr has ·no-àutho~i ty to-farce him to r eply. 

- .. .,. -- -· ... __ ... - -- . . ........... 

Mr. SG"LDATOV (Union of Soviet Social ist Rep1:;(bl ics)· (Inter-

. pretation fram Bnssian): Tho pos1t1on·1s ·perfeëtii·~lear and I ha.ve 

no deeire to embark any further on this matteI," which 1nvolvee a 

connn.ent insulting ta the Soviet delegation regarding the character1st1cà -· 

. of our proposo.ls . We d_o not permit such prac.edm-e w1 th respect to 

any delegat1on, no matter what our feelings ma.y be regardin.g auch 

proposa.la . We adopt àecisiona and vote on the substance of prapooal o 

and we do net venture ta describe their qualities . 

The. PRESIDE!~: The meeting ie o.djourned until 2.30 

tamarrow-~t~n": 

The ineetins rose at 6.ho p.m. 




