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The P?ESIDEET* I declsre open the fortj-thiru meeting of the
" fourth seesion of the Trustceship Council,

We reve a fairly crowded agenda for this afternoon, ons of the
itcms teing & report on the Amnual Report of Vestern Scmca. I
understand that the representative of the Aéminiastering Authority
concerred, Sir Caerl Berendsen, will not be able to attend the Council
meeting to-morrow, end in as much as this report is of epecial concern
to the repreeentative of New Zealend I weuld suggest that the Council
give prior consideraticn fo that item,

EXAMINATION CF ANNUAL REPORWS
WESTERN SAMOA, YEAR ENDED 31 MAERCH 1948
REDORT QE HF DHAFTING. CON%IT”EE ON &NNUAL REPCRIS

~ The PRESTDENT:.
1%"%B@re~asﬂng objection I would like to begin with the Drafting

Committce!s report on the Annual Report of Western Samoe,

Sir Ceorl BEPENDSEN (Eew Zealanﬂ) I have so frequently esked
and received favours from %EEE“ESanil that I would not, of my own
rotion, have asked for this additional favour, which I note with
apprecziation has come from the Chair. But I do want to say thet I do
very wermly appreciate the consideration which has been extended to
ﬁe, and I shell be very heppy indeed to discuss the subject this

afternoon,

The PRLSIDENT. There appears to be no objection to our teking
the Report on Wcatérn Samoca first. We have before us the report
eubmitted by the Drafting Committec. We are aware that the Drafting
Committee 1s, in fact, a committee consisting of all the members of
the Council, and that the report hes been formlated after very
careful and thorough deliberation,

I believe therefore that the dreft report will call for compar-
atively brief debate by the Council, erd in order to facilitate the
adoption of this report I would like to ask whether there 1s any
proposed amendment to the draft report as submitted by the Drafting

Committee.
/ Sir Carl BERENDSEN
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Sir Carl BERENDSEN (New Zealand): I fully endorse all

that the President has said. This Report has been considered by
a Cormittee of the Whole and there should indeed be fow alteraticns.

May I commence my remarks by expressing my deep appreciation of
the attitude of my fellow members of the Council in adjudging this
matter? I would venture to suggest three small alterations in this
Report, none of which, I think, will be found contentious. In order
to save time I shall embark on a very short explanation of them
forthwith.

On page 16 of document T/275 I would ask -- for a ?urpose which S
I will indicate in & moment =-- that the last paragraph.on that page
and the beginning of page 17.be inserted after the second paragraph
-- the paragraph ending with the word "Estates". This is merely a
treansposition and I ask it for this reason: that as 1t stands at
present the last paragraph (which, I would remind the Council, was
the first paragraph in the Special Representative's statement) gives
to this legalistic point of view an importance far greatex thaﬁ we
would wish to attach to it. I feel that it would run more normally
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 saé whether thet would meet with the approval of the Council?

The PEESIDENT: I believe the proposed transposition of the
paragraphS'wdﬁld not affect the substance of the Report. There
being no objection the proposed amendment 1ls accepted.

Sir Carl BERENDSEN (New Zeala#ﬁ): Now I want to turn to page 17
to the reference to the hééifh';érvices made by the representative
of the Soviet Union. |

May I say that I am not quarrelling with the form that these
reports take? I do not myself understand why we have that portion
of the Report that relates to observations but 1f the representatives
of the Council want those observations then, of course, I am always
ready to sink my own point of view. But it was discovered during
the consideration of this matter in the Committee that the list of )
obgervations that were at first intended did not include what seems to us
to be an essential portion of the prccedural observations, namely
the obscrvations made by the representative of the Administering
Authority. That point having been made, it was willingly agreed by
the Committee that such observations should be included.

- | /On this particular
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On this particulér matter-the:represeﬁtativs of the Soviet Union
end the members of the Council will remember that after & long
phili?ﬁic’by the deiét Union representative I expressed the opinion
-- and T ‘think I expressed the genéral opinicn -- that a great part of
vhat he was stating wes nonsense, that the Council knew it ves
nonséﬁée and that he knew it was nonsense and that it did not seom

to me to be worth while to traverse the statements that he made one
by.one. Now I do not want to go back on that at ell -- I still hold
those views ~- but tho fact remalns that amongst those statements were
these references to the health situation in the Territory and plaéing
those refersnces here. in this way with no reference to the matter in
the Report itself which dedit with the subject does -- and I suggest
this vory strongly -- give an entirely false impression. Therefore

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

iiwhich is under examination, ‘something to this effsect:

By B ’The representative of the Administering Authority
 steted that although doctors are not trained witiin +he

) TSl‘I‘itOI‘y-. LI ."

Let me pause for a'moment to call attention to that particuiar point.
In the naume of common sense and reason how could anybody suggest that
docters should be trained in a little Territory like Western Samoa.
The suggestion is fantestic and 1f there is ons thinz that the
Administra*101 of Semoa 1s entitled to compliment itself upon it is
the degree to which i+t hag = trained Samocans to be medical practitioners.
I speak of what I know. Ve have twenty more of them, ten under training
new, and they are a moct admirable product but they are not trained in
scme woods. They are trained at a central medical school, established
for the purpose, where you can get the clinicél cases, where you can
get the p“operly -qualified instructors which are quite beyond the reach
E*m‘of a tiny Territory such as Western oamoa.
b Now, ney I coms back and suggest that we 1nsert here something
to this effect: =~ = o _
' ~ "The represenﬁafive of the A&ministering Authority
stated that although doctorswere not trained within the
Territory the Adminlstration subscribed to the upkBep.of the _
-antrgl Meiical §chpqi_in“5uva vhere at present ten Samoan '
students were in_tréining as ggsistant madical officers.
Smoennurses, dressers; dispenscrs, laboratory assistants, dental
of ficers and.assistant health inspectors were tralned locaily at
the hospitéllin A@i&. Midwifery was taught to nurses as part of
: o . /the general training
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the gener;l training end each dictrict hospital and dispensary
was in pert an antenetal clinic. The main clinic at Apia
Hospital was in . - charge of a gualified New Zealand midwife
and under the direction of = a. European medical officer. Much
of the work of the district nurses with the women's coumittees
in the villages wes in this field."

All of this informetion was contained in the Annual Report under
review. I ask that that or something similar be inserted after the
paragrzph "Health Services" on page 17. '

May I just 2dd/ ékﬁgr%g this? I have so often said to the Council
that we are dealing not with smert polnts, not wi*h dialectical atratacﬂms
but what we are dealing with is human beings and a chence word mischosen
or the chance omission of a word or a paregraph micht lead to
irreparable damage. My feeling is that merely to insert the criticism
here without & reference to the actual Report on which the criticism
is based could create that wrong impression and cquld, indeed, do

considerable harm.

r“h-=' PREQIDEN”' It anpears to me that thie part of the Report
viewnoint is given I believe that the represcntative of New Zealand
" is entitled to have his viewpoint inserted at this same paragreaph or
same section. Is there any obJection?

Mr. SOLDATGV (Union of Soriet Socialist Repﬁblics) (Interpretation
from Ruesian): I should 1ike to have one point clarified: the comments
sugpested by the revresentative of Now Zealand for insertion. Were
those comments made during the consideration of the Report to the
Council or were they not made? I am asking this question so as to
avoid eny need of resuming the consideration of the Report of the
Adninistering Authority on Western Samoa. Of course if the Council
wishes to resumc its consideration of the Report on Western Samoa
that is the Council®s affair; 3if, I say, 1t wishes to resume the
consideration of the Report. - No such decision has been adopted. If,
thercfore, these corments of the refresentativs of New Zealand were
not made in the course of the discussicn on Western Semoa I do not
see how we can include these couments in this Report which is supposad&wd&ﬁdd
to be a Report on those discussions. That is the first difficulty
that arises. : /Porhaps the conments
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- —=~-hans the comments sugeested by the representative oi‘

2 :r-ffland though not made during the discussion of the

B e R

e ::vay the Council, are included in the Annuel Feport

e

Tmeosa fheelt. In that case, of cowrse, such conments
way be included in Part I. of the:present document,
which is suppoqeu. to glve a picture of the situation in the
Trust Territory now. That is the way in which I look at the
oueauion. B

I say that if we resume a consideration of each point
in connexion with the consideration of the Report of the
Administering Authority in Western Samos, we may run the risik

of losing much time, particularly since we ave supposed to be

 finished with that, Ve are supposed to be simply considering

e revort drown wp by the Drafting Committee -- a report on the
basis of those discussions.
"“ 7T wish to have this point clerified befove I venture to

submit any proposal.'

The ’"“RZQIDENI‘. I am not certain at this stage
vhether the views e*{mascea by the reprosentative of Iiew
Zewland were steted during the discussion; dut I think the
paregraph he wanted to be inserted arcse from infoymation
contained in the pAnnuel Report. And since the observations
in the draft report did not have to be considered as the
conclusion of the Coundil; and since this paper is still in
draf't form it is fFor the Council to give the final touch
1o the' report to be finally submitted to the General Assembl;r

- Therefore, if the representative of lew Zealand proposes
that certain paragraphs be inserted, I believe he is’ quite _1;5.

order.

- e

Mr. SOLDATOV (Unicn of Soviet Soclalist Republics)

(Inte“pretatlon from Russian): How 1s it possibdle to include

in this report things that were not said et all during the

consideration of this question in the Council, which this

‘report is supposed to deal with? : . .
Hlow can there be incl}zdecl emong. ob'se_rve.tions, comments
that were not observed during the observation or que s'tion'
' /fperiod.
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poriod in the C::uncil at all" This would be tontamount
to saying that ve are reopcning a discussion of the Rexport on
Vestern Semoa, because & ths representative of New Zealand
sta.r’cs inserting new observations or obuex'rations that were not
made in ‘bhe Council in Part II on Observations -- in particular
on paLe lT in connexion with the paragraph entitled "Heelth
Services", that is tontamount to seying that he is
‘endeavouring to reopen the discussion of the Administering-
Authority's repcrt in the Council. '

These observetions were not made in the Council after the
corments of the representative of the Soviet Union who made a
speech on the subject in the Council. Thevefore the Soviet
Union delegation now will have fo reserve its right either to
submit a rebuttal, if necessary, to the comments of the:
representative of Iiew Zealand, or to do so tomorrow , after it
has hed an opportunity of studying any comments of the
representative of Ilew Zealand. :

e reserve thaot right quite formally. You cennot put
the d elegation of the Soviet Union in this position of having
nade _cﬂqservations in the Council, of having them included in
Pert II  of the report -- as had to be done -- and then
seeing the delegetion of New Zoalend -~ which did not deem it
fit to malie cny corments -- have about two months to think up
some new comments end to have them included in Par’c II
es our observations. '

This is a practice, I think, which would amount to &
ceplorable precedent, If the Council adopts the procedure
. according to which we would resume the consideration of the
Renort of the Administéring Authority in Western Sgmoa, then,
I say, the Soviet Union delegation reserves the right to
tddress itself again to the substance of theReport on
Vestern Samoa. )

This is the only way in which we can approech the
question, perlicmentarily speeking.

| __The PRFSITENT: It seems to me that if the

representative of Tew Zealand introduces new matters

vhich hove not come to the attention of the Council, then
/I think,
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I think the representative of the Soviet Union has a basis
for his obJjection; but as far as I can see; the proposed
insertion or addition is not Somsthing nel but is part of
the Annuzl Report which has already come to the notice of

- the Council. And, as I said, the Council is now in the
course of drarlting its report to the General Assembly and
it does not seem to me that any such proposed addition could
be precluded.

If the Council does not adopt the proposed addition,
that is another matter; but if the Council wishes to
allcw tha%, it seems to me not contrary to any procedure or
pro7zisties ¢ the Council in the formulation of & report.

Mr, TOOD (Australie): - I think the President is
entirely »igat, arl I think “hai the vepresentative of the
Soviet Union is in deager of imsisking on far too rigid a
.procedure in the compilation cf vaic weport.

The revort, efter 2ll, is the report to the General
Assombly on the whole range of the discussions in this Councils
It is not merely a summery of e particular stage in that
discussion. I notice that even the heading of Part II is
"Observations maie by Individual Members of the Council...”
~ Thercfore, if ans individuel member of the Council at any
stage of the consideration of the subject of Western Samoa
mzles an ooserxrvatlion 2% at this stage or at an éarlier stage --
it cen be inserted in the report with the approval and consent
of the Council., And if the representative of Ne;u Zealand
wishes to 244 er observation of his own at this point, as a
merbs: of . Coxaciil, it is perfectly open to the Council to
have % #9~wd L. . I can see no grounds for disputation
on. Eirk.

T e,
i

M=, SATHE /Talted States of Americe): I &lso
Cwomid lile wu sLpuorh bt wuling of the President. It
seers to 72 that ths rvroposal of the represeﬁtative of Mew
Zealand is nci -- &t suggestzc. by the representative of the
Soviet Unio: -- a re¥:ev of the consideration of the whole
Aarmal Report, - _
/I remcmber
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T rvemember very distinctly -- and I think every member of
the Council remembers distinctly -- that when the ohservations
were made at a previous stage by the representative of the
Soviet Union, the representative of Kew Zeeland sald: "This
i% all nonsense ; the facts are untrue.”

Then the Committes, in drafting the report, did insert
this stotement by the representative of the Soviet Union and
the representative of New Zealand now says: "As I said before,

this is not true; this is nonsense,”

So that the representative of liew Zealénd, in now proyosing
an additional paragroph is.not introducing new matter. He is
introducing egain whet he sald at an earlicr stage.

tow I think all of us agree that we went this report to
reflect the truth., It is the truth that we are after,
unvarnished by other considerations. If we ﬁant the truth,
it seems to mwe that we would do ill, at this stage of our
proceedings, to bar suggestions previously mede in order to
male the report more true.

[Naturally it
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Natureliy, it will-be for the Celinell itself to determine whetier
the statement proposed by the representative of New Zesland is to bhe
Incorporated in the Tsport or not. It seems to me that 1t would nct éo
for the Council to bar the chance of passing upon that question.

" For these reascns, my delegation supports the ruiing which the
President has made. ™

Sir Alan BURNS (Uhited Kingéom?: & agfea with everything
that kas been sald by the representétives of the Uaited States and cf
Australie, and with the ruling which the President has given.

I would liie to cell the attention of tke Council to the fact that
this document before us now 1lg not in its final form; 'it ls a draft
whichk can be ewended in this Council. Ag I understand it, the
representative of Now Zealand has propcsed an amerndment for the omission
of a certain ssnbtenve or two in the report, and I think he is fully
entitled to do so. I perscanslly shall vote for i1t.

‘ he representative of

It would be quite Impossible for/any Agministering Authority to
answer in detall ' the catalogue of criticisms that is
always directed agalnst sny report emasnating from an Agministering
Aythority by the representetive of the USSR, It is quite imposeible,
and if we are going to allow his srgument-that because a detailed
denial was not given at the time by the represeatative of New Zeeland,
therefore t-e representetive of New Zesland is not entitled to rebut
a statement which is cbviously ridiculous--then it would be quite im-
possible for us ever to get through our work.

My. SOLDATOV (Union of Sgviet Soclallst Bapubiics) (Inter-
pretation from Rpssien): I wish to meke one further brief comment, so
that the mombers of tre Courcil may understand exactly the point of
view of my delegsaticn., My delegation never cbjected to the inclusion
of ccwnmpﬁs of, let us say, en Agministering Aythority to eny statement
of the USSR gelegstion. We alwsys took an opportunity, too, to say
that every Agministering Authority, of cdurse, has the right to reply.
When any questicn ie considered, there ought to be a huéiness-like_
dlscuossion of the metter; there ought t6 be an exchange of views in
the Trustesship Council. - Thls is naturel, and it 1s also natural that
cpinions may differ, btecause cpinions usually reflect differing interests.

This is perfectly matural.
¥ Hn /But what is happening
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But whet is happening here is éﬁﬁething ccmpletely differsnt. It
is not thet the USSR gelegation 1s in any way efraid of any of the
comxents Y§1%§e Aaministering Authority, New Zesland, may wish to make.

The USSR delegation cbJects, not because we G0 not want thise
comment to be included in page 17 cf document T/275, where s USSR
comment -is included; 1t is simply a matter of the ordexrly conduct of
our business. _ |

Tet me tell you that in the Erafting Committee a few deys ego
one of the delsgaticnas submitted a four and a half page document, which
contalned various statements which were not made on the floor of the
Trusteeship Council, ond that delegstion pressed the point that those
conments should be included in the report. .

The‘Drafting Cormittee rejected that request, because those camrents
were not made during tke discussion of the matter in the Council, which
the report is supposed to report sbout. How can you include the
metter in the report if the observations were not made in the Council?

The Committee took the poiition thet if ws adopt this policy of
including in our report scme ex parte étatements_which were not made
during the discussdon of the mattsr in the Ceuncil, then we will have
not a'repbrt of the discugsions of the Council.j It woul@ rot be a
report on the points of view thet were expressed in the Council; it
would mexrely be en incorrect compendium which would not reflect the
true courge of the discussions.

' Thé representative of Australla says that we have to submlt =.:-
report to the General Assembly. Of course we do. He also adds that
the report has to be a roport. Naturally! I quite agres that the
report hes to be 2 report, end this report hes to reflect what has
happened in the Tyustseship Council during the discussion of eny item.

" The representative of the Upited States is right when he says that
the report has to be correct and truthful; it has to reflect ﬁhat_
happened in the Trusteeship Council during the discussion.of.any 1tem,
But, after all, the representativs of New Zsaland did not meke any such
~statement during the discussion of the report. Why should we now
include a statement that was not mede by the representative of New
Zealend during the discussion of the report? If we do include 1t, it
means that we are re-opening the question of the discussicn of the
Report of-the Agninistering Auvthority on Western Sgmoa. 'That is what

his 1s tantaemount to, and if, of cou_r-'se, we re-open the Repcrt on
: /‘»Jestern Sgmos
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Western Semoa, we would have.to havefé vote about that,-and ve have to
decide vhether g are re-opening herehy the discussion on the .eport
or western Samoa. . s __ _ _

Ag regards the statemgpts of tha_representatives who agree on thae
inclusion of‘the statement of the rep?esentative of New Zgaland in
Pert <. IT rather than in Part I, if this prevaeils, I reserve the
right in the nams of the UStu delegetion to submit either this afteranoon
or tomorrow a rebuttel. : In other words, after the parsgraph which would
corprise the comments_of_phe representative of New Zealend oan health
services, I wduld resarfe the right to have enother paragraph containing
my stetement onlthat proint, because I shall have to show that our
obdervanlon is fully based on the mater;al submitted in the report cf
the Agministering Aythority itself. That could go on ad infinltum,
becasuse tomorrow the representative of New Zegaland will say that he
does not sgree with the rebuttel of the repregentative of the USSR, end
he will wish to submit a re-re-rebuttal..

.: Would it not be more reascnable not to re-open this completely
unnecessary question? If you wilsh, however, the factual situation that
prevails in the T:usf Territory may be reflected in Teeht I of the
repdrt on the basis of the materisl included in the Acpual RePﬁrt, S0
that we shall not have anj unnecessary repetition or sny unnecessary
debats on paper. This would be the most reasonable way of deallng
with the matter. - _ | | |

_ Ag regerds the Intimetion that it would behoove the Council to
re-open the discussion on the Report of the Agministering Authofity for
Western Sgmoa, such an intvimation, I say, wou“d te Inpractical ani
unvorkmanlike. We do not have the time for surh a re-openéi disputaticn.

The point 1s that the representative of New Zealand wents to
clarify the situation in the Trust Tbrritory -~ Or as he sess 1t ~- on
this item. A1l right, let us take fhe report of the Agministering
Aythority and then include any relevant material from that report in
Pgrt T of the present document,T/275. That 1s the place for it, not
page Ry h _ . ' ‘

You cannot remake what was done alrsady in the Trusteeship Council
You connot submit a document which would also  include comments meds
__later on as an sfterthought half-a-month or a month after the diacuqsion
of the matter in the Council. Tbﬂ report 1s suppospd;}eport on ths
discussion in the Council. If such comments were not made during the

. /aiscussion
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discussion in the Council, you csrmnot include then., You cennot include
merely some atterthoughts.

I think that this poiat of view Of the USSR ¢delegatlon noﬁ cugnt
to be clear. It is a matier of an orderly conduct of ouxr dbusinsss.
You cennot have eny discrimination ir thils matter.

If the Tyrusteeship Council decldes to imclude this comment of
the representative of Negw Zealend, of course the USSR gelegetion will
have to reserve its right to include in Part II, right after the comments
of the representative of Now Zealand, our own rebuttsls, and we will
be in a position to subnit these comments elther this efternccn or

at tomorrow's mseting of the Council.

% ¢da PRESIDENT: M2y I ack whether the insertion of the
informaticn regarding medical servica in Part I would mset tle

gituation?

e i i

=~

Sir Carl BESENDSEN (New ng.and.\) No, not emtively. I
do not want to te difficult on tH&sﬂmﬁfig}, and I can quite see the

logical point made by the ropresentative of the USSR, He 1s quite _
right in saying that I did not, poiat by point, rebut bis iergthy list
of defects when they arose, and I explained why. I go not want to
reiterate by saying egein why. People wnho are reading this . - ~- and
we have got to consider that this is going to be read with the very
greatest of interest by the people primerily concerned, the Sgmoans ==
nay turn to Part I snd say, “"all, we Xnow all absut the geograp41ca1
situation and thé historical develcpment of Sgmoa, Lot us ses what
the Council saild and did." And they may never read that particuler part --
Part I -~ to which the representative of the USSR guggests -- and I am
grateful to him -- we might Import this matter. '
What 1s it that we are being essked to do? T have saild that I
do not like this observation busimess, but I gccept 1t becguse my
colleagues want it. We are being ssked to accspt this situation, a
situation under which the representative of the USSR, or anybody else,
can say that 2 plus 2 makes 5, and 5 is a very wicked thing. And then
he can say thet 3 plus 4 mokes 8, and 8 is a wicked thing, and he can

go on for en'hour-- as he did go on for anshour-- making theee statements.

/If he is entitled
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If he is cntitled to have covery onc of thosc prin'bod. in the
' . obeoxvations, then we arc aill of us -- ovexry reproscn totive of an-
Admiﬁistering Authority -~ bound to enswer ecech onc of thosec, the
two and two, the threo and four, the x end X, to infinity. Tnat will -
' certainly spin out the elrecady too ;Lr.mg.thy discussions of this Council,
I an not putting in eny further é:c‘éut.xen‘bse _ I assure the
roprose_ntati_vc_ of the USSR that there is not onc wo:fd of arguncnt,
there ,'13 not onc word thet I en asking to be inclu-icd, thot is nob
printed in 'blé,ck axié wvhite in the docurient in front of us.
I nerely ask that, ot the sane tine as wo print the corments of
the reproaontc,tr.ro of the USSR, we shou:_l.d also print extracts fron thc
report which is under considcratioﬁ end investigation and criticlsi _.

Mr, GARREAU '(Fm.nce)'-"_(Intorprotation fron French): I ecknowledge
that I appreciate tﬁé'logical chaxcctor of the denonstration uhderteken
by the represoh‘ba‘bivc 6f‘ the USSR. Hic logic has cnded in 2 kind of
threot or warning that we would have to reconsider the Report on Scrioc.

I do not think thot that 1s the consequence at all, In cny case,
I would still be recdy to undertcke the rcconsiderciion of oll the
Feports, and I would toke ell the tine that this would‘rcquiro. I an
surc that the represcntatives of the Council would also be vfilling' to
undertcke rcconsideration of the discussion of all Reports.

- I would therefore infoxn the representative of the USSS that I
ann ready to undertake the re~cxeonination or reconsideration of cll the
rcports, if that is nccessary.

Ict us take the procecdural situation end the situation of principle,
thot has beca well put by the representative of the USSR. I, uysclf,
would like to returm to Pert II of -our rcport. o

Part II of our recport has not only sccued to ue to be supcrfluous,
but has also scoucd to be haxmful, for the reason thot/gives risc to -
an cbsurdity, on inconsistency. It includes ia the report to the
Asscubly 21l the observations, however trivial, that werc nade in the -
coursc of our scesion, And God .knows wec haove heard sone absurdities
and triviclitics in the course of our debate.

Moreover, I believe, as the representative of tho Umted States
has Just reui'zded us, that the representative of New Zealend has in a
general wey rcplied to the renarks fornulated 'by the represcentative
of 'bh" USER,

/LrIo stated that
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He stated that it was "nonsensical”. 'I-hope_that the verbatim -
records took this word down correctly.

In any case each one of us will be able to see 1nseftad after the
ovservations of the representative of the USSR on the Western Samoa. The
representative of New Zealand has replied that the statements of the repre-
gentative of the USSR amounted to Bomethiﬁg nongensical. This wili be
found, I hope, in the report to the Assembdly, '_- _ ,

A question is going to arise again when we conslder the reports on
the Cameroons and Togoland. My delegation hes submitted a series of
proposals for the iﬁsertion of paragraphs that are to follow the para- .
graphs bearing upon the remarks of the'représentative of the USSR.

As of now the representative of the USSR has stated that such
insertions are inadmissible. According to his logic, when we come to
the discussion of our reports, I will propose, if the Council does not
agree to accept the paragraphs that we are moving to insert, reference
to the verbatim records of our discussion, and I will propose indication
that at the time of the general discussion I said thﬁ% I,qﬁastioned and
mistrusted the observations of the repregentative of the USSR, and
condemned them, because they were so unjust and vagug-that they could
not be replied to point by point. .

The'représentative of New Zealand stated récently that the USSR
statements were nonsensical, I am going to say the same thing, and I
am going to ask for this 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 thé statements made in the course of
the debate, we shall have all this in the verbatim records. Ve have
a means of redress before the General Assembly, and the Assembly will
be seized of the general character of our debate,

If we follow the formula suggested by the representa+ive of the USSR
this is the kind of thing that we are going to have: I have not counted
the number of lines, 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 8pecifid
pointers furnished by the accredited representative of the Administration
responsible. They are based on nothing except the will to criticism,
and the will to propagandize in respect of the indigenous population.

JWle recognize of course.
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Ve recoghize,'of'coﬁrae; that we connot prevent a member of the
Council fron Bayinﬂlany such things;5or'frou naking statenents that have
no other nurposo then egitation, That we camnot prevent, nor, 1f we
uaintaln Yert IX of the rogort can we prcvent thoge stateﬁontc fron
being reproduced al the cost of the United Nutions, and then bnlnu brough®
to tho notice of the nepuviations inte'esueﬂ.

"~ This, I think, is nhrmfult T ropeat that I am ready to movo that
the whole of Paxt II of the rcport should be dcletcd., The Assormbdly will
have to know of the ectivitiee of the Council end, princ*pa_ly, itb
recormendotions, That is ell.

II any netiber of tho Genofal Agsenbly wighos to rcfer to tho
 details of the debate, he will have to refer to the verbatin rocordss
Now that the debate has beon presonted in abridged form, in Part II, I
do not think that this éufnaxy givos the atnosphere ol the debate.
H”his Fart 1s consoqncntly unbelanced and harnful and I nove that it be
“‘“”dclotcd cntir@l&j'énﬁ th n wu kecp onlv Pﬂrta I and III.‘

Mr.'sonnam~v (Union of SOvieé Socialist Republics) (Iatcrpretation
sron gbsaian) h T should 1iké& totake 1t ¢lcar that the delegation of
the USSR has no obﬁo“tion, ond nover had any objcction, ko any nember
of the Council rebutting any cotmients nade by the reprosentative of

the USSR. ) ' ' |

— More than that, we have always welconed any clerification or
correction of facts, All uembers of the .Council ought to be well aware
of that frou experiencc ot the present cession,

~ As regords the commeﬁt of the representative of Now Zealond, I
went to moko it clecr thet his proposol waiged a procedural question
which moy Lcad us to the sitvetion wherc we will weste a great deal of
tine, We ought to clarify this poiht which is ralecd at the auggestlon
of the revrssontotive of New Zocland,

We can clayiry thoe issue which he roised by including the matter
in Paft,I; which refers to the factual situation on the basis of the
infornatidn furnisﬁcd vy tho Adninistering Authority. We can add there
any nuriber ofllihes, which would give the informetion that the ropresentatlve
of New Zealaﬁd wishes to furnish., Thie is all that I ueintained.

I also said that if we now-underteke to discuss the way in which our

- report i8 %o. be compiled, thet will také a vory great amount of time,

/ I suggest that wé should
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I euggest thot we should not resume the conelderction of cll the
Apnuel Reporte, Territo-‘y by Territory. This tendency %o reopen every
guegtion after 1t hae been closed ig o deplorable cne and it has been
chown & muber of times, As for aa the @elegation of the USSR is con-
corned wo do not lobour under cny such tendency and we ghould consider
it deplorcble if the Council resumed all these discussions, The end
result maly or oy not be a good cne but any gein which might have
resulted would be nullified by the enormous waste of time,

' If the ropresentotive of New Zealond does not ineist on the complete
inclusion of his steterent in Pert II then we might just include it in
Part I and-close the incident on that point with o view to proceeding to
the remninder of this document,

I wish to renmind you that the Committee which was composed of twelve
nembers apevt a lot of time working on the /repcfax?t on Western Sanoa, We
epent riore tine on that ieport than on any other report bectuse it wos
owr first one., Would it be advieable to lose still i:lore tine by repecting
that whole diccussion in the Trusteeship Council?

_The PRESIDENT: Mcy I ask the Chalrmen of the Drafting Commlttee
whether this perticular poragroph involved very lengthy debate in the-
Drafting Cormittee?t |

Mr. LIN (Chino.) (Choirmon of . the Drofting Comiittee on Axmm.l Reports):
This poragraph d14 not come wp before the Drefting Comalttee. The
Drafting Committee did spend two days discussing the forn of tle Report
and this q_uestion care up when the representative of France proposed &
gories of ctotements to be inserted in Port II of the draft report on
the Cameroons wnder French Adninlstratlon,

It wos ot thot time thot the Cormittee declded to let tho Trusteesﬂip
Council itsolf decide thls question; whether additionol motericl noy be
included in Port II or not. So for as the Drafting Cormittee was con-
cerned, it confined iteelf to preparing obscrvations from the verbatin
reports. '

~ The PRESIDENT: I should like to ack whether cny insertion ,as &
footnote ‘on’ page 17,of the infox aation proposed . would meet the po.:.nt

Six Cd‘l BEE?ET‘ESEN (New Zsaland) If that would bring this lengthy
debate to on end, then in t‘qe interests of peace ond hormiony I 1 pre-
pered to accept thot but not otherwise.

/The PRESIDENT
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N
Tne PR...UII)E*\T‘I‘"- I the rcnreccntctivo of the USSR cgroecble to the
cddition of & Tootnote to pago 172

Mr. SOLDATOV (Union of Soviet Socinlist Repuvlics)(Interpretation
from Russion): I on agresable on condition that the delegation of the
USSR will have an opﬁortunity to subnit ite cormients also in the form
of o footnote., In that case the delegotion of the USER could accept
that, ' '

But before we settle thls point, I should like to sty that 1t
seons to me that 1t would be better, both for the Council and for the
scke of our fubure drafting committcos, to doal with tho mottor logleolly; -
that 1g, to submit thils informetion in Pust I, : This would be
indisputable both from the point of view of coumon sense and from the
point of view of procedure, Since this ie fectunl information subnitted
by the Adninistering Authority, why not eubriit 1t in Part I
rather thon raoPén the whole isgeue of the wey in which we. cre golng to
corpile Part IT ° of the feport ond whether we ere golng to reopen
_the question of the dlecussion of the report of the Adninlstering
Authority?

I héwe '&lfeady pointed out that the representative of New Zoaoland
will nov cubuit hie corments in tho form of, o footnote and the delegatlon
of the USSR will subnit ite footnote. The roprosentative of New Zealand
will then soy: "Now I have niore corrients to include os a footxiote to the
footnote," and the delegation of the USSR will clso have its new footnote
to the footnote to the footnote, Thot will go on ad infinitun.

‘r.-'c heve to have sorie order in our work and we should adhere to 1t,

Sir Cerl BERE\".D‘}EN (I\Iew mclcnﬂ) I now withdraw ry consent, The
representative of the USSR is quite right in describing the procedure and
that nonsense will go on until the Council decides to take hold of the
m.tter itgelf and tcke o sengible decleion, '

' The IRESIIEI\}T : I have five reprosentatives on ry list as wishing
to speait “on~thles nmotter but the representative of France noved the _
deletion of Port II in 1ts entirety. Is thoet a formal notion?

Mr, GARREAU (France)(Interpretation frou French): I wanted to agk
‘thot the roles be not inverted. I did not nove " reconelderation of the
-of the report, it was the representative of the USSR who suggested that.

I linited nmyself to saying thet if we decided to reconsider the .innual Reports

_&ccording to the propocal of the delegation of the USSR, I was realy,
But I an not noving the reconsideration of the Report. I do not wich to

/lose cnother
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lose another month in vein discussion, Ve ruet not blaie the wrong
pecple.,

' The PRESIDENT: I wish to mrke sure that you did not uove the
deletion of the entire Part II, I seem to remembor thet you did go

fornielly nove,

Mr, HOOD (Austrelic): A point of order. Is it not the case that |
the whole of the report -- each of 1ts sections and the report as a
whole -- hag cone forward,by woy of submission to the Council, for approval,
Therefore the Council, if 1t votes at 2ll on the adoption or suppression
of any port of the repert, is voting on the subriiseion from the Drafting
Comittoe., I tecke it thet that is the prior natter before the Council,

The P‘-‘{EJI])ENI' A deletion is an cnendrent arnd therefore the propcscl
to delete is an cpendnent, to the »eport.

It geens to me that thet hos to be determined becouse 1f the motion
is carried, then the remcining ﬂ:c:erment would have nothing to which to
be attached.

Sir flan BURAS (United Kingdom): A point of-orcler. Surely thie
roport hag been put before us to vote, and that is the picposal, If anyone
wishes to vote agninet Part II 1t 1s o negative vote for that,” But the
pmpo:;.l is now that this report should bs passed by the Council,

The PI{BRmENI‘" Preccedurally, I chould have thought that o fornal
.‘-‘-‘--‘—-l——-'—'-ﬁ-.

notion to delete is an orsndnsnt., -

Mr. RYCKMANS "'Balgiuw'h % was not 2 aohlon to delote but it was
advice to the merbers of the Council to vobe cgoinst Part II when Part II
is put to the votc

'\\The PR_.SEENI?, In thot coee I nuet hove nisundersiood the repre-
sentotive of Frence. Howsver, I did hecr him rove deletion and I wished
to agk. It scems that I can got an cnuvwer fron every representative
except the reprecontotive of Fraonce,

Mr, RYCSMANS (Helglunmj: I do not nove deletilon.

Tre PRESIDENT: I d44 not soy thet you moved dcletion,

oy .

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgiwi): I urged my colleagues to vote cgninst this
chepter if we cre unoble to come to o esensible agreement, I chould like

to soy o few words on this & little loter.

/The PRESIDENT:



GRs/ag ' PJ2 ¥.15
| 3k-35

'ThbpéRE$13ER_: I wish to cloor thia point becauge I certoinly
heaxd a“ﬁsgibn to delete the whole of Part II. '

_Mr.-GﬂEREAU tFrancé)(InterpretatiQn fron French): My proposcl
doss not only cnvisnge tho report that we have in hend, it is oleo
o proposal of principle upon the procedure to be followed for the
report to the Gonerel Asserbly.

. I belleve that, In keeping this Part II ond given the gencrel woy
our reports cre prepered,we should be in gfoat difficulty. I heve
alweys belloved that thic port ig useless and horaful cnd I an proved -
110re an& nore correct, That is why I put the question of principle o
the Council. .

- It is not on arendnent to the dreft report thot has been subnitted
by the Drefting Cormiittee in comncxion with Western Semoa, but it is ¢

vote on the queotion of principle in respect of the wey in which we are
to proparc our report to.thé Genercl Aeaeﬁbly; This vote will apply to
21l fortheconing royorﬁs. | .

This Port IT sccns to nme to be unjustificble, It seens to have no
rceecon for exictence and no use. It ie not only useless but I think 1t
1s also hoarmful, BExperlence has shown and will show that the greotest
difficulties criese from keeping thie Part II and from upholding 1t.

The Genoral Asceribly does not need to know the detaile of our internel

iscussione, The General Ascerbly 1s principelly interested in resoluticns,

roconmsndutiohs_ end conclugions that eucnate from tha'Trusteeship Council.

/hs far as our debmtes cre
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But ag far as our debates are concerned end the observations made
therein; the General Asgsembly would want to act like everybody elso,
as we do.Tt would refer to tho verbatim records of thoso sessions.

The principal disadventage of this Part II is, as I have said,
that 1t does not properly and accurately cammunicete the atmosphere
of our sessions and mecetings and debates because it is an amalgamation
of fragmentary remarks, more or less well condensed. Theo general '
replies are not added to the criticisms; emphasis is put on the
roints, rot always on the replies made or vice-versa, but my point is
thet after every criticism the reply should figure. This is a right
of the nations involved. .

Thus Part II, by its nature, cen hardly be exact. It is
necessarily fragmontary. To be correct it would have to be much
longer, but, to achieve this accurﬂcy, we would have to include all
of the verbatim records.

To summarize, I would say that it is an iﬁpoasible task to
cxpect the Drafting Committee to draft Part II of the report with any
accuracy at all, It is an impossible task, and I think most of my
colleagues share my view., It is impossible to do better than the
Irafting Committeec has done, but the result is necessarily bad.

Thnat is why, with all consistency and logic, I proposo to the
Council purcly and simply to delete Part IT of the report. This is a
?ormal proposal of my delegation.

I do not know whother wo will get a majority in favour of this
deletion, but I would still like te fermulate this propoeal because it
is a question of principle of the highest importance to me. If it is
rejected, so much the worse for us, but I hope I have boen clear and
that the Council will support my doleticn of Part II.

‘The PRESIDENT:' Now I understand that there is a formal
moticn. 4 -

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium) (Interpretation from French): In
exanining the suggestion'ofﬂihe representative of New Zealand, we ought
to recall two points,

First of all, the representative of New Zealand, when certain
comients were maae, coull not foresee that they would be included
bodily in thic report. There might be caments which are atterly
erroneous. Anybody who reads the record of the discussions and the

/Report
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Report of the Administering Authority must realize that some allegations
here do not corrospond to reality. When it is esaid, for instance, that
‘the Government of New Zealand has done nothing to draw the indigenocus
population into the oconomic life of the Torritory, anybody who has- read
the Report will realize that this is not so. It is porfectly useless to
dignify such a comment with an nriawer, but when such a comment ie included
in the Roport to the Geoneral Assembly without the framework of the
discussion and without the adjunction of the whole of the Report of the
Administering Authority on Samoa, then the ¢ turtion and the impression
given change altogether,

Whet i1s inadmissible is that the officials working in Samoa and
the Samcens themselves should bo givern the impression that such ccmments
were made without any rebuttal as if such failure to robut amounted to
a concession of the truth of such a comment. |

On the éonti-ary, there was no rebuttal because the evidence of the
incorroctnoss of the original comment was such that it was deemed un-

- necessary to dignify it with an answer. But people who did not listen
to tho discussion and did not read the records of the discussion cannot
reallze that, of course, and thoy just think that the lack of any re-
buttal means that the Administering Authority concedes the criticism.

Furthermore, I do not know by what chance, but it is & fact that
we have adoptod the custom of having the special representatives prescnt
only at ono phase of our discussion -- or even, I might say, boefore the
. regulaxr discussion. The rules say that the epecial representative of
the Territory whose Report is being considered can wttond the whole
discussion of the R:;ﬁort, except when the conclusions are considered
and adopted. But in the discussion of the Amnual Reports this yeer
gpecial representatives were present 5nly during cne of the phases of
the discussion of those Reports. They were there to reply to questions
and then they left. When criticisms wero made in the form of questions
they had the opportunity to reply, but when comments wore made after the
question phase when the special representative had returned -- and such
criticisms and obscrvations were mede end they; erc on tho record o
the special representative was not there to reply.

The representative of the Administering Authority, who is a member
of the Trusteeship Council, 1s, of course, in a very difficult position
because, aftor all, he i horo in Lake Success . & -member of the Council.
It 1s his job as a member of the Council to judge the actioms of the
Administering Authority on the seme footing as all his other colleagues.

_/'I’homa.n
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The man who is supposed to defend the Roport is the special
reprosentetive, not the reopresentative of the Administering Authority
on the Trusteeship Council. But the special represén'bative wag not
present the whole time to reply to criticisms. :

Under the circumstances it is simply a mattor af elementary fair
play to pormit the representative of New Zealand to have inserted in
the Report after certain cbservations of a member of the Council
vhat he has just told us or what he may say at any mament of the
discuseion with respect to that comment by a member of the Council,

The representative of the USSR seys that under such conditions he
reserves the right to make a re-rebuttal, and he contemplates that the
reproscntative of New Zoaland will deem it fit to make a ro-ro-rebuttal s
and that that would then go on ad infinitum. However, I suggest that that

has to end some day.

In all civilized countries it 1s the defence that has tho last
word. Now Zcaland is being indicted or etteckesd: it is incumbent on
the ropresentative of the USSR to make that attack, it 1s incumbent on
the roprosentative of New Zealand to reply. That should be the end of
1t, ' ' |

If we carnnot reach agrecemont on a formula of that kind, if the
reprosentatvive of the USSR 'dces not agree to authorizing the represen-
tative of Now Zealand to insert, aeftor the observations of the
reprosentative of the USSR, whatever rebuttal the representative of
Now Zealand finds fit to insert, then thore is Just one thing we can
do. We will have to vote against the -inclusion of Part II in the
wport altogether, and that is oxactly what I propose to do.

I do not think that the representative of France formulated this
Proposal as it ought to have been formulated. It ought not to have
been a motion for the deletion of scmething that doos not exist --
because, after all, it does not so far exist. The drafting committee
simply suggests to the Council that the Council adopt the report, in
vhich wport there would bo a Part 1, a Port II and a Part TIIT.
When the time comes s I shall ask the President that we vote separately
on the adoption or rejection of Part 1, on the adoption or rejection
of Part ITI and then on the adoption or rejection of Popt IIle==
or rather, of each of the resolutions in Part III.

That 18 the way we ought to procecd. There is no neod of &
motion for the deletion of anything: there is nothing to delete.
Thore 1s a suggestion by. the -drafting committes. We have to vote on

' ' /whet
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ﬁhat wo are going to accept of that rgport and what we aroc going to
rejoct of that report. That is all, '

Mr. SAYRE ﬁUnited States of America): It seems to me very
evident that we are boééiﬁé"&ﬁﬁﬁ“uandit”II. I suspect we always will
' bog down on Part II of every weport if Part II retains its present form.
I susﬁect that the Part II idea is unworkeble, and I suspect that most
of vs are nuw realizing it.

I think my Soviet colleague is right that 'if we retain Part II and
give to one roprosentative & chance in the Council discussions to amond
it in part, thon there will be an endless succession of amendments
offered and this Council will find itsclf in an impossible position.

Again 1t seoms clear, as has alroady been suggested, that when
ve come to write future roports, if the principle of the Council should
be w®maintained that all observafiona made at an carlier stage are to be
antomatically written into Part IT and no others allowed, it will
follow almost as en inevitable consequence that during that examination
period every special ropresentative and every ropresentative desiring to

attack the report will seek to insort; I might almost say,hundreds of

cbservations so as vo Bot them written into the report.

./The result of it all
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The result of it all will be that we will waste endless time here -
end we will not get the kind of report which will do credit to this
Council. We will not get a report reflecting a true description of
the situetion in the Trust Territory and such observations as will
reflect what this Council feels can best be done to correct existing
conditions.

For those reasons, I am persuaded that we would do well to end
fruitless efforts to retain a Part II of our reports. It would seem
to me that the logical revort would be in two parts: first, a gensral
part setting forth the existing conditions in the Territory; and
second, a part which would constitute the conclusions and recommenda-
tions of the Trusteeship Council as agreed to by the Council, together
with ah appendix if some representative chooses %o insert views in an
appendix. _

Turning for & moment to the procedural sitiztion which ws now
face, so far as I can understand it, it is thia. . In “his subwmitted ™
report which Mr. Lin Mou-sheng, the Chairman of the Drafiing Committee,
submits to the Council, we have what is the eguivalent %o a resolution.
It is for this Council to adopt that repc:zt or %o rejuct it, 1n whole
or in part. I should think that vote could be hest teimsn by parts,
Part I, Part IT and Part III.

I have also heard the resolution made by the French representative.
To my mind, that is very far ffcm an amenément. It ie not a proposal
confinsd to this Report on Western Samoa =t all. It was, if I correctly
understood my French colleague, & proposal. as %e all futurs reports,
much more broad and sweeping then an ameudxsul %o ths wotion for the
adoptién of this Report on Western Samca. It ucems to me to be a
separate resolution. We should vote on it after we have disposed of
the first resolution, the resolution concerning Wostern Samoa.

It would seem to me, therefore, procedurally as though we now have
two resclutions 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 1t part by part. After we have
disposed of that, there still remains the French resolution, which
seems to me in no sense an amendment, but a resolution covering
altogether different subject matter, namely, all our future reports.

/Mr. NORIEGA
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Mr. NORIEGA (Mexico)(Interpretation from Spanish): I am
“very sorry that this 1ncidéﬁ£;which has arisen out of a textual point
of the New Zealand representative about which trouble has been made
by the USSR representative, has carried us into a most complex state
of affairs, a state of affairs in which the very policy of the Council
is being questioned and revised. ,

We know very well how the voting goes in the Council. It 1s
6 to 6, the power remaining in the hands of the Administering Authori-
ties as to approval or disapproval of this part of the Report on
Vestern Semoa and that same part In other reports. |

If this i1s so, why ﬁere we, the non-administering powars;"n.
invited to the Cowncil? Were we invited here to submit to the
guillotine of the votes of the Administering Authorities? I do not
think that was the intention; I do not think that should be the system,
because we would 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 is, the part including
observations. This was done on the basis of the fact that, in last
year's reports, we haed such a Part II. In some reports, for example,
those on Ruanda-Urundi and New Guinea, conclusions were included which
vere sdopted unanimously by the Council in a most gensrous spirlt.

In a spirit of liberallty, the remarks of some representatives were
taken note of without nominal mention, but in connexion with the
Tanganyika Report, some inclusions of remarks were made with nominal
mention. This was the only exception.

My delegation has always had as its purpose to work in the Council
with a spirit of cordiality in the most practical and responsible way
posaiblé for the fulfilment of its duty in the Council. Ir the Council
will look at Port 2 of this Report, 1t 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 assumed that it was much more important and much
more convenient to work on the conclusions and recommendations them-
aeives as such.

One reason why we must maintain Part II of the Report is derived
from rule 100 of our rules of procedure where it 1s stated that the
Council must report to the General Assembly on its actlvities.

/Bow are we
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How are we to report to the General Assenbly on our activities’
1f we exclude Pert II? In wvhat body of the United Netions, in what
committee report or sub-committee report is there not to be found an
account of the general agreement reached and of the particular obser-
vatlions of representatives on controverslal points? '

I can quote hundreds of examples of reports of cormittees and
sub-cormittess where special observations of representatives are
included. I therefore ﬁppeal to the representative of France to
withdraw hils proposal, '

As far as the controversisl point between the USSR and the New
Zealend delegetlons 1s concerned, ny delegation believes that the
réport is the property of the Council and that the New Zealend dele-
gation hes the full right to include the text it wants to in Part IT
of the report.

Ve must not let this bécome & childls game. We are responsible
representatives of governments and we know that this is not going to
lead to an gd Infinltum serles of counter-observations and observations.
A1l we would be doing would be to include the text of New Zealand as
New Zealand has proposed it, and that is all. 3

/Now for the proposal
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Now for the proposal of deleting the Part ITI - of all reports,
ny delegation is energetically opposed to this. We beiieve that the
forn in which this matter is being put to a vote is & mockery of the
Drafting COmmittee tbat hes just finished its work vhich Drafting
Committee has already rejected a proposal of thia kind to delete this
out® of our report. .

Mr.. SOLDATOV (U_.nion qféov_iat Socialist Republics) (Interpretation
from Russian): I agsume that there are some ofherlre;reeentativea who
have not spoken and I therefore do not ineist on speaking now.

if GARREAU (France) (interpretatiOn from.French):, First of all
I wish to explain agali “the scope of my proposel.

The representative of Belgium felt that my proposal wes
incorrectly put, since we have before us only a draft report which
“has not yet been voted upon or submitted to the vote. Therefore he
felt £hat my proposel ceme too early. .

"But I think that I explained thet I was submitting my proposal
before the consideration of the draft report on Samoa, because if I
hed done otherwise, then & negative vote would * not . . apply to other
reporta. '

The representative of the United States well understood the scope
of my proposal, which I waznted to have put to the vote before the
congideration of the Réport on Samoe, 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 Assembly. |

Since then, however, I have heard the objections’ of the
repreaenﬁative of Mexico. I ask him to believe that this is_by no
means & proposal which is assured of the collective support of the
representatives of the Ndministering Authorities. I can assure the
representative of Mexico that I did not consult any of my colleagues
before'submitting my proposal, This proposal is mine and mine only.

On looking at the report before us and bearing in mind the
tenor of reports previously submitted to the General Assembly, I

believed sincerely that Part IT . - of our report could not
possibly be well drawn up for the reasons vhich I expounded a few
~minutes ago, which I do not consider it necessary to repeat,

The representative of Mexico feels that if we delete Part II the
General Assembly would not be informed sufficiently on our debates.

/ I do not share
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. A do not share the views of the representative of Mexico on this
pcint because our discussions ere summed up in a number of documents,
Furfhermore, the prees gives accountsof our meetings quite frequently,
and there arc also the verbatim records which are much more precise
epd exact than thie condensed report which does not cven reflect the
tenor of our mcetlngs.

Tf any hope could be entertained of possibly improving ... .rroa:
Part 1T end of recasting it in such a way as to meke it a faithful
mirror of our discussions, then I would have no objection to the
maintenence of this Poyt. , but I believe sincerely that we shall
never attoin this consummation no matter how devoutly it may be wished,

T do not wish to underteke, in connexion with the Samoa business,

2 lengthy discussion which would be_intefminahle, because observations
would give risc to rebuttels, rebuttals to counter-observations,
counter-observations to re-rebuttals, etc. etc.

Perhaps the two parties are right. This simply goes to prove that
it is impossible to draw up this document in & way thaf would be '
satisfactory to everybody. But I plead with the representative of
Mexico to believe me that I am not trying to minimize the
observations of the Council. It is not for that reaeon that I want to
delete Part IT of the Report. It is my desire to have the General
Aesembly receive an exact, correct document. ' '

* patsr II, as it appeers here -- and I am not attacking the
Drafting Committee at all -- is nob exact, It does not reflect in any
way either the atmospherc or the tenor of our discussions, or the
specific points that were made during those discussions.

If you want to keep © Part: II you have to recest it completely.

_But hov are you going to recest it? Again lengthy discussgion on that
point. I know that this is a compliceted point and I well understand
why the represcntative of Mexico opposes my observations. But i
maintain my reasoning which I contend is valid.

I do not, however, wish to " bugk the desires of all those of my
colleagues who do not share my views on =, = Ferd II -.: If you will,
I will suggest as a_compromise; to proceed to the consideration of
this Teport on Samoa, we will see what will happen; we will see what
will be the resulting text, and then I shall ask the President to ppt
to the vote my proposal, after we have completed the consideration of
this Report on Samoa, which after all will be a touchstone, will be
a yerdstick which will make it possible Jfor us to judge the situation.,

If the President is willing, therefore', I will not withdraw my
/ proposal
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proposal btut I vill eek that the consideration and vote thereon be
postponed until we have completed the consideration of this report
rnd have voted upon 1% «- contrary to what I sdid before. Therefore .

et us
éostpone thaet vote on oy proposal.

Mr._HﬁODI(Anstralia); I would rather reserve what I was going to
‘say until the procedurel aspect has been really clerified. If ve are
4o take the veport up in sections T would rather weit until it can be
clarified. '

The PRESIDENT: I would like to at last ‘takean opportunity to
clarif§“§33“§§géedurﬁl situation,

We keard a proposed amendment by the representative of New Zealand.
Then, we heard a formal motion to delete Part IT of all the reporis.
Some representatives believe that wes & separate resolution, and the
representatiVe of France, vho mnde that formal motion, believes that he
mde that motion before fhio Council considers the reucrt on the Western
Samoa,. Report.

As T sce 1t, the motion by the representetive of France, although

he seid thot 1t epplies to all other reports, will be applicable to this
| report vhich i under immediate consideration. '

Now what does that motion esmount to? Thet motion, vhether it
applies to all feports or to any individual report, would be so drastic
a8 to remove the entire part of the report. If that motion is adopte
then there is no point of debating whether to accept the proposed amend-
ment or not, .It i8 a very simple thing. Therefore by all rules of
logic'that question should be decided first, and according to our rules
of procedure any'mntibn to delete any pert of a resolution is an
amendmbnt._' It is for that reason that I said it was an amﬂﬁdment.

Tt seems to me, therefore, that it would not be nrofit? to vote
on the draft report first before we put the formal motion of the
reﬁresentative of France to a vote, the gimple reason being that if we
adopt Part.II < = 3% in the Western Samoa yeport, then the question
would agein resolve itself, in that the Council decides to retain
Part II of the report, at least as fer as this partlcular report is
concerned. y ’

It seems to me, therefore, that tﬂg %ggrggegggtive of France, 1f he
still retains it, ghould be put to the Council first befare we-dlscuss
Part IT of the‘Wcstern.Sam@a report.

/ When the Council
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When the Council decidsd to set up a Committee of the Whole as a
Drefting Cenmittee it proceceded on the assumption thet that Coumitiec,
heving all the members of the Council represented thereon, would cave the
Council a lot of time in the discuesion on the form and content. of the
report, but it has tremspired that.not only the conteat, but the form of
‘the report has to be debated all over again,

It is regretteble, but I do not see how we can get out of this
procedural tangle unlese elther the representative of France withdravs
his motion, or that motion is votod on firct.

a2

/ Mr. RICKMANS
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V. RYCKMANS (leglum) ~With all respects to the Chair, I do
not think the proréEEEE"ES;ld be taken in that lTorm. Suppose you
tako a vote on the French proposal to delcte, ., and the
Trench proposal is defeated by 6 to 6, It will be decided that
the Part'II - is not deleted. Then when w2 discuss =
Part %he ropresentative of'Neﬁ Zealand is going to intrcduce an
emendnent. Supposs his amendment is defeated. Then you stiil have
to vete on Part TIand part ITwill be defeated by 6 to 6. You will
hove two contradictory results. The motion of the representetive
of France is not a motion because we have no PartII -~ wo have
nothing. The Committee comes before us with a proposal on which
we have to vote. Every part and parcel of that proposal that gets
a majority passes and ecvery part of that proposal that does not get
a majority does not pase andfalle into oblivion without our .
having to take a vote on cupprescing anything.
- Tor the rest I s2y that I am in full agroement with whet the
- representative of Mexico said just now arnd I propose to vote, as he
said, to Insert the proposed New Zeéland amenément and- to go on with
consideration of the ¥Ysport.

~-The PRESI“ENT.“JI cannot understend this argument. This roport
has ccme‘asﬁggpguwho‘e and, as the representative of the United
States rightly sald, 1t is a resolution and I asked vhether there
wvere any amendments. I proceeded on the assumption that if there
were amendments ,if those amendments were accepted ,then I-would
proceed to agsk the Councll to vote in the usual manner.

Now, il the representative of France's motion is carried then
there is no PartIT to be put to vote. If it is defeated then PRrtiI
is to be put to volte but the Council is still at liberty to reject.
That is the correct procedure, I believe. Otherwise T would have
to ask the representative of France?whethar he withdravs his
proposal. But, as I said, he made his proposal applicable to all
yerorts and since this is one of the Reports under immediate
consideration I submit that his proposal is applicable to the h
present Ieport.

e T

Sir Alan BURNS (Unlted ﬁhngdom) I understand the amendment
by the French representative relates not only to the x%poft that is

" now before us on our agenda but also to the Camcroons, Togoland -and
other Tsports. Is that in order that a resolution should be passed

/now dealing with matters
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now dealing with matters which arenot before the Ccuncil?

“..The PRESIDENT: No, but the representative of France sald it
though as & matter of principle. But, as I said, this is one of
the yeports that is covered by his resolution. Therefore that
emendment 1s applicable to the present xeport. Otherwise I do not
see how that resolution can be taken after we have considered this

report,

Mr. GARFEAU (Frence) (Interpretation from French): I have

already said that 1nrorder to meet the observations of the representative
of Mexico I was prepared to ask for the postponement of the vote on
my proposal. If you want the gituation to be clarified I shall
withdraw, for the moment, my proposal =-- just for the moment -- and
let the discussion on the Western Samos - report proceed. We will
see what will happen in the discussion and vote on Pert II
of the report. As it is drawn up nov I will vote against it on !
principle. I will vote against this part because I consider it
badly done. I am not attacking or ciiticizing the Drafting Ccrmittee.
lo Drafting Committee can condence in three or four pages a lengthy
discussion and select some observations and leave others aside. It
cennot be done; it camnot thus reach a well-ihought-cul.paper.
Therefore, on principle and leaving aside any detalls of this

Part I shall have to vote against this part as a whole. I am
advising you of that in advance. But, once all the members of the
Council have become awaxra of the cogency of my cbservations, once
all the members of the Council have become aware of how impossible
it 1s to draft any well-done Part II , then I reserve the
right to re-submit my general proposal which, I repeat, has a general
scope regerding the procedure of our work, Therefore, for %he noment,
I withdraw my proposal but I reserve the right to_re-suﬁmit'it to
the Council once we have wound up the consideration of the Western
Semoar report.

LedERT

_ The PRESIDENT: What the representative of France said emounts

to this: “that he will propose a general resolution to omit Part IT
"of all reports with the exception, for the time being, of the Western
Samoa report. I do not agree with that course of procedure but for
the present purpose I can consider that motion to be withdrawn.
Therefcre, there remains only ore motion before the Council and

/that is the
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‘that is- the proposal by the representative of New Zealzndito insert
a paragraph on page 17 and I will put that to vote.

M. SOLDATGV'(Unidn of Soviet Socialist Republics) (Interpretation
- from Russien): Cn a point of clarification. - .T take it that
the representative of France hasg withdrawn his proposal. If the
representative of France has not withdrawvn his proposal then we will

have to discuss it. T siwply want to have that point made clear.

' The PRESIDENT: That proposal hes been withdrawn but there is
notﬁihgﬁtcﬁprevant the representative of France from bringing it
up again either as a general proposition or in regard to any
~ individual report. May I ask the representative of New Zealand to
read the proposed insertion again?

Sir Carl BERENDSEN (New Zealand): The Secretariat has my copy.
There seems to be some diffiﬁﬁig; with the calligraphy which, I
hagten to add, i1s not mine but I shall meke bold to rcad it. These
are quotations from the actual Report.

"The rerresentative of the Administering Authority

_stated that,although doctors were not trained within the

Territory, the Administration subscribed to the upleep of the

Central Medical Schocl in Suva where at present ten Semoen

students were in training as assistant medical officers.

Samoan nurses, drasaers, dispensers, leboratory assistants,

dental officers and assistant health inspectors were frained

locally at the hospitel in Apia. Midwifery was taught to
nurses &s part of the general training and each district
hospital and dispensary was in part an ante-natal clinic.

The main clinic at Apia Hospital was in charge of a qualified

New Zealand midwife and under the direction cf & Buropean

medical 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." ' '

M. HOOD (Australia): I am sorry but I still think there is
nced for a ceftainmamﬂﬁﬁé of reservation on the procedural aspect
of this. I have not taken part in the genersl arguments regerding

' /the advantage.
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the advantage or disadvantage of rstaining Part II of the yeport.
I have a view about that whi.ch T have been rosexrving ﬁntil the
propsr mome-nt and it is not a view in favour of retaining Part II.
But, might I ack what the provision would be in the event of the
amendment of the New Zealanid representative being adopted at this
point? To what extent would it tie the hands of thoso members of
the Council who wished, on general grounds,. to record disapproval
of retaining Part II as a whole? Where do we stand in this rlalspect?
‘ /The PRESIDENT:
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~ The PII‘ST‘DUNT. - I't would be a ridiculous situation.
The Counuﬁ'é_ffé'ﬁ?vote ‘either way; in other words, the
representatives vho did not agree with my statement of the
procedural situation and still want Part IL ©o e out s would
he tentamount to wanting the lew Zealand amendnent in and waniing
the entire amended text out. That is the situation.
Mr. SAYRE (United States of Americe): I merely
want to say much the some ERINE. T see no reason why one in
the position of the representative of Australie should not
vote in favour of this eamendment if he feels that it would
inprove Part II; but nevertheless, voting against the
incorporation of Part II as a whole and voting that way
becouse when the first vote is taken he is unedble to tell
vhether Part IT will be adopted or not. Therefore he wants
Tort II in the best shape it can be made, even though he would
deBivss Part II to be eliminated.

',..-.,.. 4

Mr, GARFEAU (I‘rance)(Iuterpretation from French):
I have already replied to the objection advanced by the
representative of Australia., I said I would vote sgainst
Paxrt II, however much improved it may be, because it will
never be improved to the point where I can consider it
satisfactory end where I can consider it as giving an exact
account of the debates of our Council.

Consequently I am ready to vote for the amendment of Ilew
Zealand, but the voting of this emendment does not mean that
I em satisfied with Part II. I have said that I am going to
vote against that. Thexefore I do not have difficulty about
voting?any moment bpecause in the final instance I am going to
vote aga.lnst the vhole thing as a whole, for the reasons I
gave Jjust now. c

i.m. Mr, SOIDATOV (Unlon of Sov:uat Socialist-Re; Jv.bl:.cs)
(In'berpretation from Russn.an) “Before voting, T should like
to give you some information of my understanding of what

happened in the Drafting Cormittee when weé were discussing

Part II.
fihen the
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ithen the Draiting Comnittee took up the question of Pert II
it was decided that Part II would be complled by the Secreteriat;
that in Pert II those comments thet had been made in the Council
end. to whose inclusion in the report no member
of the Council objected, would be included.

The Secretariat simply looked up the summary records of
the Council and included them in Part II in the form in which

being
it is nou/considered by the Council. The Draftinz Committee
¢id not change one word in Part II, becausc the Drafting

Cormittee did not feel empowered to temper with Part II. . Ve
Telt that Part II hed to reflect what happened in the Council
during the discussion of the A nnuel Report,therefore we could
not tamper with it.

It 1s natural, thexefore, that tho observations of
representatives in Poxrt IX are included in this document in -
the text given by the Sec¢retariat and the Drafting Committee
decided that any member of the Council could submit only
nodifications vhich would clarify or point up any thoughts or
ideas without » however, modifying the substantive contents of
those observations.

As far as I Imow, not a single representative submitted .
eny amendments to Part II. At any rate, the Soviet Union
delegation did not submit any amendments at all. Ve accepted
Dart II es compiled by the Secretariat. This is the first
point which I should like to make clear for the benefit of the
Council.

There is enother noint I should lilke to make. It has
nov been sugnested that comments be included in Part ITI -
which were not mcde in the Courzil. The representative
of Belgium took the floor and caid thet New Zealand ought
to have the right to male her comuents. _ '

But what is the .situation that arlses? The representative
of Belgium says +that if we correctly interpret
the meaning of the concept of civilization, then the
representative of llew Zealend has the right to. incluc.
his rebuttal. ' ;

But may.I ask why is the concept of civilization
interpreted so as to deprive 'the delegation of the
Soviet Unlon of the right of rebutting the corments of other

N /dslegations
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delspations regarding the observeticns of the Scviet Union?
After all, it was we who meds” some observetions in the Council;
now somebody else shows up and, as an afterthecught, asks for
the inclusion of observations that were not mede in the
Council., A%t the same time the Soviet Union delegotion is
dﬁprivedcﬁ‘fhc right to make any rebuttal,

I should lile to drdwlthe attention of the members of
the Council to that situation, '

In the first place, the Soviet Union delegation submitted
no amendments in the Drafting Committee to the text of
its observations as compiled by the Secretariat,.
The delegation of the Soviet Union considers this standpeint
tc be correct because it felt that Part II had to reflect the
proceedings of the Council as they occurred in.the Council,
It considers it incorrect now to set up & discriminatory rule
vhich would permit other delegations to include in the text
of the report in Part IT their comments, depriving other
delegotions -- and the USSR delegation in particular -- of
the right to rebut.

I object to that and I reserve the right of the
delegation of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics to
rcke corments for inclusion in Pert IT after the proposed
corments of the representative of New Zealand, end this is
a right which is unquestionably enjoyed by my country es
a meriber of the Council.

The PRESIDENT: As far as the Chair is concerned, if

the repreééﬁ%&%i;;’;f the Soviet Union has a proposed
amendment to move, I will put it to the vote.

e ——

Mr. RYCIMANS (Belgium}(lnterpre tation from French):
I do not know whether Iwg;ﬁressed.nusell wrongly or whether -
I expressed myself with lack of clarity, but I never said
that in/civilized country Wew Zealand ought o have the

last word. I said thet in all penal procedures of
| civilized countries it was’the accused -- the defendant --
who had the last word.
Tow, in the present instance, the Soviet Union takes the

role of the prosecutor; it is New Zealand which is put in
the position of being the defendant and therefore ought to

/have the
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have the lest word; that 'is all.

Mr, SOIDATOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)
(Interpretation from Russien): The Soviet Union never beoems
the prosecutor in the Tmsteeship Council, and ve protest the
ubilization of such words. There are no prosecutors and no
defendants in this Council. There are members of the
Trustecship Council end no one else.

Mr. RYCIMANS (%il_giu;m) (Intepretation from French):
Wiell, let us suppose that the representetlve of the Soviet
Union has been most poiite to ‘the representative of Tew
Zeelsnd., Iet us put it that wvay. He has been most polite.
Tie says that according to the observations of Tlew Zealend
_ he has the right to meke a reply to those observations, to
which the representative of llew Zealand would ha.vé the right

to 2dd new observatlons. _
Now, I think the only thing to say 1s -- and I think
" everyone will agree -- theat it 1s well understood that the
last word should in ary case come back to the representative
of Wew Zealand; let us put it that way. If it were
otherwise, I would have to vote sgainst the maintenance of
Part 11 because I do not see any wey out of the difficulty.

The FRESIDENT: I think the representetive of the
Soviet Union is 'right when he says that there is no such
thing es a prosecutor or a defendent in the Trusteeship
Council., I cannot stop the representative of Belgium from
expressing his feelinge if he feele that llew Zealand is in
the position of a defendent.

Mr. LIN (China)(Chairmen of the Drafting Committee):’

The Drafting Cormittee spent 'é.‘b‘out"'tt-:o""ena.'"éi"'ﬂéiv;‘;."d days
dlscussing the form of the report; no proposels were adopted.,
As Chairmen T did offer an interpretation of the spirit of
the procedure adopted last year.

Each report is to contain three parts, I said then.
Part I would be a factual review of conditions in the

/Trust
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Trast Territory; Part ITT would be observations by

individual members of the Council referring to discussions
. of the Cowncil -- end I did modﬁy this by sayiag that some
phoervations ma.ght be combinedwith the obocrvations of growps
of members, or-even observations of the Council as a whole F
‘Pert ITII ' would e 'conciusions and recommendations,
That was agreed to- 'by the menbers of the Committee.

/The present
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The present qusstion is nol an amendment pircposed by the repre-
sentative of New Zealand. What is to be put to vote, I think, is
whether any members of the Council, representatives of the Agministering
Authorities or representatives of the ncn-administering countries;
nay 2dd new observations to Part II, because the Committee itself did
not vote on the individual observations in Part II. It is not necessary
for the Council to vote on individual observations in Part II,

It would seem that the question reelly 1s whether any member of

the Council now mey offer sddlitional observations to Pert II,

. The PP“SIEEFT- I would not like to put that fundamsntal -
principle to the Couf“Ii to debate again.

As I said, my first reaction was that 1f the matter comes from
the Annual Report, and therefore had slready come to the notice of the
Council, then it is not a2 new end fresh matter introduced after the
gsneral debete on the report has been concluded. That was my observation
and the ground for allovwing it to be put to vote.

The matter is entirely in the hands of the Council ~- wnether they
went to add that part to a draft remort.

As I said, if the representative of the USSR can find similer
matter when wanting to propoﬁe gn amendment, I will similerly put it to
the vote of the Cpuncil. '

If the proposed emendment of the representative of New Zsaland is
still 1n the msmory of the representatives on the Council, I will put it

to ths vote.

——
fErate N

Mr. SOLDATOV (quon of Soviet Secialist Pepublics) (Inter-
pretation from Russisn): I consider tﬁa%“£"§358€iée is belng established
of discrimination unprecedented in the Tpusteeship Council -~ discriminatior
with respect to the delegation of the USSR in connsxion with the
inclusion of our observations in Pgrt II of the reports of the Trusteeship
Council to the General Assembly. _ | |

This 1s 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 members of tha-couﬁoil to this fact,
and I state that the responsibility will beer upon the shoulders of
those members of the Council who are thus willing to violate all the
procedures of the Council, of the United Nations end of ell its organs.

/I went
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I want the members of the Council to bear the statement of the-
reprecentative of the USSR in mind when they vote cn this issue, because
it is 1n£olerabla to introduce rules in the Trusteeship Council which
are like sqﬁara vegs in round holes and which ere in violation of
elementary rules of common sense and of falrmess. Are you goinhg to
vote by a majority to include observaticns which were never made by
the repressentative of New Zeeland? = You want to include that in Pert II;
ﬁhy can you not include them in Pgrt I if this is merely information
drawvn from the Anpnual Report?

After all, it is well known that as soon as the representative of
the USSR gubmits any comments, they will be voted down right away;

How many reescnable USSR propoéals were voted down one after the other
in the Truéteeshiﬁ Council? Why close our eyes to this obvious fact?
Why introduce such digcriminatory practices? Why violaﬁe the rules
of procedure an@ths.buainess-like oder of procsdure in the Council?

I went to sey that the delegation of the Soviet Union 1s not
afreid to defend its rights, but when it is“éamtcm@lated thus to violate
all rules in an unprecedented manner, we deem it necessary to draw
the sttention cf the memvers of the Council to this fact. We wish
to draw attention to this unprecedented violation of the rules of
the Council and of the orgauc of the Upited Natiohs.

M. GARREAUTkFrance) (Interpretation from French): I would
1ike to sey thet I agree entiFely with the reprosentative of the USSR,
His observatiqns sre relevant and indesd support the thesis I have
been maintaining Just now, the theais which led me to move a resolution
in the Council, the purpose of which would be simply to delete Part IT
of the rsporﬁs, because this Pert II of the réports is and can only bé
an smalgamatiom of observations taken at rendom from the verbatim
record, because you do not find all observations tﬁat you can find in
the verbatim record in this Part II. You get only a part.

It is ob#ious that in theso circumstances if you follow the thesis
of the representative of the'UESR, all observations have the right to
~be included in Part II, and'it would therefore be logical, es I just
sald. B ' :
| The vepresentative of the USSR is indeed logicel in this question.
I have made observations,ﬁand I would believe that all my remarks would
heve to be included in Pgrt II,  But now uge criticism -- well founded or

/otherwise
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otherwise -- mede in the Councll verrants a reply from the rep:essntativé
of the Agministering Authbrity involved. Then you would have to include
that reply, so you would have Bart II'behaving like an accordion -~
forever expanding. '

I therefore agree with the revresentative of ths USSR, You can
include anything you like in Parf IT -- whatevery you please, everything
you went, even sbsurdities. You can put them:there; you can include
them, becsuse indsed you have to have an exact reproduction of the
Cebates of the Council in thet part. |

Therefore I will vote for 1le ir-iusion of all the remerks that
the representative of the USSR wants to be included in Part II, But
then, aftoer that, I am golng to vote egeinst Pgrt II, becesuse I think

Part IT is in effect harmful and useless.

Mpr. HOOD (Australia): I know the President may wish to
proéeed with the vote, but I fesl thet there is e real misunderstanding
in what the representative of the USSR has Just =ald, vhich, I think,
should be pointed out now in case it lesds to consequences later.

The representative of the USSR asserted that there hed been a
violation of a right on his part, that there hed been discrimination
in favour of other msmbers of the Council in respect to thelir rights.

But 211 that the Councll is being asked to do by the President
is to vote on a proposal by a member of the Council -- @ propesal which
he has a perfect right to put, but which he hes no right, as such, to
have inserted without the epproval of the Council. Now any member of
the Council, including the representative of the USSR, has the same
right to make eny proposal, but there is no inherent right whatscever
to have his remsrks or observations included without the approval of
the Council.

T fail to follow the argument 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 Council has a right to say
what he wishes, but there is no right whatsosver in the rules of the
Council to heve what he seys included in & report to the qgﬂzfal

Agsembly., That is a matter between the Council end the, Assembly, and 3
1era

is a matter of the Councll carrying out its reaponsibilities to thq/hgsembl*,

At that point the individual rightsof debate and so on -- which are
always recognized in the debates of the Council -- lapse as rights.

[Tney have
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They.kave no relevance to the present duty of the Qouncil which is to
prepars the sort of report to the_Gcnexal;Asaembly vhich will be of
the. greatest possible use to the General Agsembly.

Mr. SOLDATOVI(Union of Soviet Socialiéf-Republics) (Inter-
pretation from Russian);w When in the Committee weo were discussing the.
way in vhich the report was. to be compiled, the USSR delegation made
it clegr that in tbe.compilatibn of the report it wanted to bese itself
upon the principle that we shoul&_reach the greatest possible unanimity
with regsrd to Parts I, IT and IIf,-so as to avold every such situation
g8 ig wont to arise when so-cslled minority reports are submitted and
attachsd to any rsports of Unlted Nations bodies.

The members of the Drefting.committoe'wili wéll remember a
statement to that effect from the repreéentative of the USSR, and the
members of the Drafting Committee present here will remember that the
work of the USSR delegation in the Dféfting Oommitteé wes exclusively
directed to the avoidsnce of any such diversicus of opinion as might
have been conduclve to the elaborstion of long minority reports.' wé
w.oted to avold thet. . |

The USSR delegation sald thét eveh if some of 1ts points were not
included, the USSR delegetion wculd still seek to avold the compilation

of ahy minority report, because, after all, such a_minority report would

L4

tend to show that the Trusteeship Council was unable to reach'agreemsnt

on socme points. }

/Later on
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 Later on, when we discussed rocoumendations in the rafticg Com-
mittee, the USSR delegation nade it clear ﬁhat unfortunaicly, in |
view of these recormendations; igaggu%g. be coupelled to subnit a
ninority reporit with respeet to the/recoumendations. & tere

We put it on record that we did not want to include ninority
reports in cxtonso with observations end corments. We soid that wo
would confine oursclves to thoseo rocormendations that we considered
absolutely essential. :

When the natter orose in the Council, 1t appeared to ne that
soric delegations want ny delegetion, not to support any agrecnuent in
this Council, but to be pushed into the position of subnitting lenglhy
and e¢laborate ninority roports. I think this is an incorrect approach,
to attorpt to compel the USSR delegetion to subnit lengthy ninoriyy
reports and records of dlvergency. '

I do not think that it ic in the intercsts of the Couacil To have
such lengthy ninority reports included in its docunents.

I sec that cppovently sone neubers of the Councll want the USSR
delegation to be pushed into the poeition of subuitting lengthy annexes
vhich are usually called ninority reports, If this is the wish of the
nembers of the Council, then of course the nejority ney, in its wisdon,
vote this up or down. But I went to put on reccord the position of the
USSR delecgation, which, frxou the tegiming of ihe work of the musteoship
Council and of the Drefting Cormitteo, made it clear that it wished
to adherc to o business-like approach to the consideration of tac
questions that are in the Councills conpetlence,

We never wished to conduct our deliberations in the Council on
the basls of accusations, charges, counter-charges, counter-accusations
end rcbutials, Nevertheless, sone of the meubers of the Council have
teken an approach which is unjustifiable, |

I went the meribors of this (ouncil to have the situation quite
clear in their ninds. I want then %o realize why, in this question,
the USSR delegation considers that Port II ought to ratified as
subniitted by the Drafting Cormittee, and that it is the Council's Jjob
now, to procced to consideration of Part III, the substance of
recommendotions, rather than waste any more tine on lengthy précodural
wrangles which only delay our work in an unproductive fashicn. .

/Mr, RYCEMANS
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Mr, RYCKMANS (Bclgtun) (Interprotation fron Frinch): I seck in vain
to understand where.tho rcpreaéntative of the USSR finds discrininaticn
against his delegation, in the fact that wo are asked to Include in the
records an observation nade by the representative of New Zeclend, which
he read to us end which we heard.

How is this a digcrinination ageinst the USSR delecgation? I do
not understand, The only conglu91on to be drawn fron this incident is
that if the USSR represeniative considers that there has been discrinination
ugainst hin in the attitude of the Council, then 2ll we need do is to
Buppmess 21l nention by neue of *ndividual obsexrvations, aend to rcfer
to the verbatin records, where you ml.}rthc renexrks oxactly as they were
: nade, . _ _

_ I think that 1s the conclusion of this debate. In face of on
accusationjas difficult to understond as this, that there has been
discrinination, there is only one thing to do: <Thav 1s, %o treat overybody
in the sane way, ond not include anyone's renerks in the record, but Just
to include the recormendations approved in the Council, and leave
everything else out, Those who went to know what heppened in the Council

will have o rely exclusively on the verbatin records..

—

Sir Alon BURNS (United mngdou) I do not wich to rove the closure,
becouse ny experience has boen thet it inevit obly leads to a new debate.
Bus I do think.we have sgpent a great deal of time today. Could we not

get on and toke the votes, now?

The PRESIDENT: The result of this vote will not constitute a
precedent that.ffesh observations are to be included in the Part concerning
observations, without precjudice to whatever decision the Council nay teke
in regard to tratb fart containing ohservqtions.

Mr, SQLDATUV (Uhion of Sovict SOCiuliSt RQQUblLCB) (Interpretation
from.Russlun). If we vote now on each statenient in Port II, then the
USSR delegotion reserves the right to start off with Part I, and to have
& vote on all basic provisions of Parts I, II and ITI, seriatin, after
discussion,

I trust that the Council will not refuse this right, hecause this
is the right of every representative on the Council.

/sir Alen BURKS
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Sir Alen BURNS (United Kingdom): I reolly must protes’ against
the representative of the USSR thinking that he controls this Counoil,
Ee 1s always prepored to cooporate as long as everyone agrees with hin,
but he has threatened us severol tiunes todey, end I object to being
blocknailed,

i

* The PRESIDENT: Vo will now vote on tho lev Zealand amendrient.

= & vote was taken by show of hands.
The aneadnent wes cdopted by 11 votes to 1.

The PRESIDENT: I will csk the Council to recess until 5 p.n,
“‘“""‘-—--....... .

The niecting was Jusponded at b,47 p.n., and resuned at 5,11 Della

/Tho ERESIDENT



GRS/zh | T/P.V.:159
s | 71

"The PRESIDENT: The necting will please come to oxder.
. Wken I celled the receps, the ropresentative of the USSR hed
o point of order to roise end the recess wae token before ke hed o

chonce to raise thet point of order, I will therefore cell on hin
firct, '

Mr. SOLDATOV (Unlon of Soviet Socialist Bepublics)fInterpretation
fron Ruscion): At the vote of the proposcl submitted by the delegation
of Fevw ZecolanG, rule 57 of tho rules of procedure waps not complied with,
Therefore the delegation of the USSR was wncble to study the text waich
woo pubnitted by the representotive of New Zealand, Thaot is why the
delegotion of the USSR is uncble to pubnit now its corments in commexion
with the proposal - which, unfortunctely, hac alrecdy been cdopted by tho
Trusteoship Council degpite the fact that the Trusteechip Council did
not have the proposal before 1t 1n written forn,

Accordingly, the delegntlion of the USER rogerveas the right to supzit
ito corments on the téxt pubriitted by the delegation of New Zetland and
to subrdt thece comiente to the Trueteechip Council for concideration
- gince the delegntion of the USSR fecls that it hes every right to subnit
its obgervations in relation to the cormients nnde by the delegation of
New Zeolend in Yort II of the report of the Tructecechip Councll to the
General Aseenbly regerding tho cnnual roport of the Adnlnietering Authofity
on Western S&oroo. '

I cesume theot the delegotion of the USSR will be in o position to
subriit its obeervations to the Trusteeship Councill's neeting tonorrov,

I have a further corment to subnit regarding the fact that ¢ tendency
has crisen to dleregord the rules and e practice prevalent in organe of
the United Notlons reogording the compiletion of cnnucl reports ond regording
the conpilﬁ:tion of reports in genercl, This tendency h:;s becore quite
strong in the Trueteechip Council.

Accordingly, I wich to drew the cttention of the Councll to the foct
that thie is on undesirable tondency. It ie a tendency which con only
‘lead to difficultics in the Council's work., In order not to be unfounded
I tcke this opportunity to remind the members of the Councll of the woy
in wvhich other orgons of the United Naotions decide on this question of
reporte. | '

For instcnec, the Sccurity Council or the Cormission on Convontional
Arnrzente: I have before me the report of the Socurity Councill for the
poriod 16 July 1947 through 15 July 1948, I well know how this report
of the Security Council was considered ot tho Council's meetings., I will
not toke this opportunity of telling cbout tho proccedings of' the Security

/Council in
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Council in detoll, but I wish to draw the cttentlon of the menbers of
this Council to the form of the rcport of the Sccurity Council which
ic submitted by that Council to the General Asscibly every yecr, The
forn of thet report has nothing in cormon with the ldece which seen to
become prevelent in this Council.

On one of the pages of the report of the Secuwrliy. Couneil there
is a crosp-reforence or footnote telling of the obeservations of the
repregentoative of Argentino .. o corment that wae not nnde during the
diecucsion of certain questions in the Security Council, _

The representctive of Argentina obviously was uncble to heve hic
corments included in the very text of the report of the Security Council..
He wao commelled to submit his corments £s8 on cnnex or cppendiz ond
this observation of the representative of Argentina io 1ncluded-on poge 121
of the text before ne. '

As regerdo the text itself of the Securlty Council's report, 1t
fully reflects the woy in which quesﬁions were congidered in the Security
Council, +he way ir which resolutions were submitted, tha points of view

of delegntions, the woy in which resolutions were voted upen aad the

’
reselutlions that ultinotely reesulted.,

In this connexion I wish to state thc*: btue wrastlice which seens to
be cn 1ts way to being esteblished in the Triwrteorship Council has nothing
in coruon with the practices of other orgenc of ihe United Lobions,
particularly, the Security Council, the Corxatlorcicn on Conveniicnal Armconents
and, I belleve, other United Neotions orgoms az well; thet is, as for es
I an acquaiﬁted with the form of reports in cthor orgensc of the United

Nations,

/"--'____h‘_" -H‘H. ’ .
The PRESIDENT: I should like to observe that the vote last token
et ———

was not contrary to rule 57. Rule 57 only states- that:

"...The Sccrotary-Genercl shall, to the extent poseible, circulate

-~

copics to representatives twenty-four hours in advance,,."
end that:
"...the Council ney decide to postpone the consideration of
resolutione.,.the copies of which have not been circulcted twenty-
four hours in cdvance,™
That point wae not rcised before the vote and therefore the vote
was not contrery to rule 57, However, os I have scid, if the representative
of the USSR con subnit any proposal to the Council for consideration, he is
free to do so,°

/Vx. SOLDATOV
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Mr. SOLDATOV (Union of Sovi?F“?Qcialist_Republics)(Interpretation

fron Russicn)s I on not talking cbout the twenty-four hours at oll, Wiy does -’
wrogident thns intexrpret my'statoﬁént? I sinply saild that the pro-
poscl wes not subnitted in writing, It wos . : that part of the rule
to which I referred. It sayc specificelly in the rule thatb:
"Roports, rosolutions and other substentive motions or
onendnients ghall he iﬁtro¢uced in writing and honded to the

Secretory-General "

"ThQ‘£§§§E§¥NI: Then I misunderstood the representotive of the
USSR but in ony case he will be free to subnit any proposcle for the
Council!s consilderation,

. Ag for as the nethbd of work is concerned, I should like to gey
that this Council 1s on organ which 1o froe to determine ite ovn rules
of procedure or nethod of work., The excmples clted by the representative
of the the USSR are usefpl for reference purposes put as for as this
Council is concerned, 1t has its own reports for laet yeor which ney cleo
be cited es excrples. This Council is not bound by the decieions or
nethod of work of the other orgons of the United Natilons.

- /Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgiun)
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Mr. RVCKMANS (B &mn) (In’cerpretation from French) The
Trusteeshin Counml is nob bounii by the procedura of othor organs of .
the United Nations , but smce 'bne rep*'esen tative of the USSR brought '
10 the Report of the Seourity Council, T sha.:." take this opportuni ty
of bringing in the Report of the Economic and’ Soc_ial Council.

Just look at the Report of the Econcmic and Social Council in
respect of each of the 37 ‘or 4O 1tams on the agenda of this gession,
Tt simply says that the Economic and Social Council adopted the
following resolution with regard to Regional Economic Commissions, etc.,
Just listing resolutions one after the other with regard to each item.
Then .thevo is a footnote t‘eferrlng to some other doco.men ts that might

be relevant.

| The PRESTDENT: Now we come back to the itm on our agenda.

T

Sir Carl BMIIBEN'(IQQJZB&*&D&). I raise my modest end
plaintive voice to remind you that I have three points to raise, and
I was in some apprehension that the third had become lost in whatone
might call the shuffle. | o

The -third point, end it is my final point, will I eam sure raise
no difficulties, even with our colleague from the Soviet 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 faintest objection to that comment, it is a
pexfectly proper comment ,though I had understood the representa.tivé of
Costa Rica to say that in the light of the reply which was made by the
special representative of New Zealand, he did not propose to insclude
that particular remark in the text, But I do ask this: that, as it 18
included in the text, the reply that was actually made by the special
representative should similarly be included. I ask for that purpose’
that we transfer the paragraph headed "Sanitation" on page 9 to follow
the reference to"Sanitatibzi”wi_th'the camments of the representative of
Costa Rica on page 17 with the preliminary words "The special represen~
tative said that.." or words to that effect, This would be merely &
transference of what the actual reply was from one place to another,
and T em sure that cennot irritate my friend from the Soviet Unionm.

7/~ The FRESTIENT: May T eskvhat is the representative of

Costa Rica's reaction to the remarks made by the repreaentative of
New Zealand? '

/Mr. CORTES
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Mz, COR"'LB (-"osta Rica) (Inverpretation from Spanish): I have
no objection to whet 'Lhe repreaentatzve of New Zealand says. I think
1% was Mr, Canag who proposed this perticular point. I have no
: o‘b,}ection to deleting it from 'the tex if that is the desire.

I'\ The PBESIHEI\PI' Then the repreaentative of Costa Rica is

e

agreeable to the r@.sposition, or he is willing to delete i%.

_ Mr, NORIEGA (Mexioo) (Interpretation from Spanish): I

_ unders‘bood that the depresenta.*ive of Costa Rica was accepting the

- tyansposition of the peragraph which is to be found on page 9 to
the end of page 17 of the corresponding Costa Ricaen text s proposed
by Nev Zealand, |

T}_le. PRESTIENT: I had been corrected by those who had better

hea.ring 'Lhan T ’co say that the representative of Costa Rica wishes to
have this part deleted. :

Mr. OCRTES (Costa cha) (Interpretation from Spanish):
Perhaps the inta“pra'bation was 1..cor'rect. I intended what the -
I‘eprssenta.tiva of Mexico said, that we put it in page 9.

Sir Carl BERENDSEN (New Zealand): I am extremely grateful
for what the Council has done for msy

*

\‘ 'I‘he "—’RLSIDENI‘. T would like to raiae a po;nt on page 19
“Miscellgiféﬁw Tt seems to mo that this concerms the form of the
Roport, It is a metter for the Council to revise its form if 1% so
wishes. TIs 1t the kind of information you went to be included in the
‘Report on the conditions of the Territory to the Genoral Assembly? -

ol 'bhink it should be deleted because this question has not been brought
befors -gha Council. T think ¥o should ‘delete Item 6, "Miscellaneous”,

I think the representative of ‘Belgium wishes to bring in the
question of the form of the Report which should be & matter for the
Council 'ho d.ebate firs'b-

o7

~ Mr. RYCKMANS {(Bel gium) T reelly do not h@pe that New
Zeoland on my recome*zdation;“wi'ﬁhout taking the advice of the Council,

is ‘going to change the... /T _
he PRESIDENT
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._The PRESIDENT: T thizk it would be exbransous;, and also
representative of Cos*a Rica's remark thet 1t should be more detailed
on certain points, I think this is also really a matter for the Council ,

Mr, SOLDATOV (Union of 'aoviet Socialist Republ 1108) ( Intor-

pretation from Russian): Whenmare we going “to aiscuss Part I of ‘the
- -Report? : : _

— g - . #

The PRESIDENT: I was going to ask the Council whether it
" wants to... '

Mr, SOLDATOV '(géﬁi;@é;_S_Df.isléiti.e,t,,56;:1,41151;_ Republics) ( Inter-

pretation from Russian): How about Part III?
The PRBSIDEHWT There Dbeing no observation or amendment, I
was going to ask 't'he Council whether it was prepared to adopt the
Report as it stands with the amendments; or whether it wanted to
divide the Report into Parts, Sections or paragraphs,

It seems to me that if there is no further amendment, the Council
can adopt the Report as amended.

-
g e 1 et e e

l‘ﬂr SCLDATOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republica)‘ (Inter-

pretation from Russian) I have some suggesticns as regards Part ITI
of the Report. Therefore, when we get to Part III of the Report I
shall request the Prosident to call upon me for that purpose. y

| The PRESITENT: ' In that case I will ask the Council to vote
by Parts, S ' " :

Those in favour of Part I, please raise their hands,

A vote was taken by show of hands . 3
Part T was adopted d by 11 votes to none/

J—

— wy

Mr, RYCKMANS (Belgium) (Interpwetation from Fremch): I went
to have 1t recorded tha€ T voted in favour of Part I, becauge unf or-
tunately it says in the rules that we 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 find out anything
about the situation in the Territory cen well look vp the documents if
he wents to take the trouble.

/How?var
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However, since thoe rules saj that wo have to do it, then in a
. ‘spirit of discipline I was cqmpeilau to vote in favour of Part I -
wvhich I paréonally consider perfectly useless,

& '/,/”_““N&\ PR Ta oas ‘

© Mr. HCOD. (Australiai: May I just make a few very short

: N0 m

remarks as regards Part II, especially in relation to some obbervations
by the representative of Mexico whose motives in this matter I have
_ great respect for, but who, I think, is inadvertently under a mis-
understanding of the position -- at any rate, of myself as & represeata-
tive cf an Administering Authority, end possibly also of the positlon
of other members representing Aﬂministering Authorities.

/The reprosentative
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The representative of Mexico expressed &pprehension_oh two points.
First, this Council was considering Yreversing an arrangement that had
been agreed upon by the Committee appoihted by the Couhcil to draft the
reports, and secondly, he suggested that, in such a .contingency, the
Administering Authorities, on & certain assumption regarding the vote, -
vould be applying unduly certain powers of suppression over the views
of the other members of the Council. - . '

I would like to go into that point by saying that, from my own
point of view, such a division of opinion in the Council'in no way. ‘- ..
enters into the proper conclusions which the Council should reach on
the matter. ' '

I refer to the rules of the Council relating to the preﬂaration
and submission of reports to the General Assembly. Based on thoss rules
there is, 'in my opinion, only one responsibility now on the part of the
Council. Whatever the Drafting Committee msy have decided to'do is notb,
at this point, relevant. I was not able to attend the Committee nyself
but as I understend the position over the last few weeks, the Committes
egreed among itself to do no more as regards Part II and to adopt a
summery, already prepared, of a certain phase of the discussion on the
Report on Western Samoe. : e 3

But that is not necessarily what the Council would be expected to
submit to the Gensral Assembly. That is another matter. The Council's
only responsibility arises from rule 10l of.the rules of procedure. If "
we read that rule carefully we find the following wording:

"The general reports shall include, as appropriate, the °
conclusions of the Trusteeship Council regarding the execution

and interpretation of the provisions of. Chapters XII and XIII

of the Charter and of the Trusteeship agreements..." _

Thet, T presums, 38,if tho Council desires to take account of that
provision, intended to ensure the inclusion in each Annual Report of
the very broad and general conclusions.of the Council regarding ths
working of the trustesship system as a whole. It may be thet, Iin bhe
rast and even in the present year;‘the Council hes not entirely csroied
out that injunction laid upon it by rule 101, butbt has “%saded, on LL
contrary, to concentrate its attention on particular Trust ,errltories '
end to reserve its statement of conclusions and rscommendatisns only in
respect of particulaer Trust Territories.

! .D.O n"BVer, t‘](..u
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Bbwover, that 41s another point.. Léaﬂing that aside for the.
moment, what does the rule provide as regards particular Trust Terri-
toriea? It provides for the inclusion in the report of"such sugges-
tions and recoﬁmenﬁations concerning each Trust Territory as the
Council may decide." . The operating part of that provision‘ is the
final phrase “as the Council may decide.”

_ I suggest that, in any reasonable interpretation of that pro~
visibn,'the intention of the injunctlcn is that any suggestlons or
recommendations included in the report to the General Assembly should
be, by and large, the suggestions and recommendations of the Council
as a whole. That, in my opinion, is the meaning of the words "as the
Council may decide.” '

Tt is of course open, I recognize this, for the Council to decide.
not to include its own suggestions or recommendations as such. Tho
' Council can decide, presumably, to draw particuier attention to specific

suggestions and recommendations which might heve been made in the course
“of the discussion. That is feasidle but it is not the most reasonable
or the most logical course for the Councll to take. I do not think, on
a careful reading of the rule, that that is the intention of the proce-
dure laid down for the Council.

Therefore,_hbwever valuable as individual suggestions and observa-
tions the comments included in Pert II of the draft report may be --
end I em not in any way criticising its intrinsic qualities -- I do
say that, broadly speaking, it is irrelsvant for the Council to pass
them .on ‘to the General Assembly in the form proposed in the draft
report.

As far as I am conscious of it, that comment of mine has nothing
to do with my position as the representative of an Administering
Authority. ' I speak as a member of the Council, realizing that the
Council, as &n organ of the United Nations, has a corporate responsi-
':bility tovards the General Assembly, which the General Assembly In
due courss will expect tha Council to discharge.

On merely practical grounds, I would also guestion the value in
the long run of the submission to the General Assembly of individval
comﬁants, certainly at the length in which they are at present expressed
in the draft report. -

What happens when thia report goes to the Fourth Committee? The
Fourth Committee is a busy organ of the General Assembly and, in my
very brief sxperience of it, 1t looks for fairly brosd and gensral
conclusions and recommendations from the Council as a whole in the

report on each Trust Territory. 756 e ok tiﬁe
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It has no time to devots to discussing the individual observations
of menmbers of the Council. If it attempted to do so for ons roason or
another to twrn its attention specifically to observations by particuiar
mombers of tho Council, the debates in the Fourth Committee get out of
hend, barely related to the real tasks of the Fourth Committee, and out
of proportion altogether to the broad perspective of the Fourth
Cormittse's determinaticn of conditlons in all Trust Territories.

Those are very briefly the remarks I ask my Mexican colleague to
take into account, and perhaps he may see some reason for revising his
Judgment that this is a case in which the interests of one side of the
Council are not necessarily opposite to the Interests of the other
side. Tt is not a case 1ike that at all.

Mc. NORIEGA (Maxico)(In’oerpretation from -..pa.nish) T have
very little to add to what T have already stated in connexion with
this matter. I do not know for what resson the representative of
Australia did not also aralyze rule 100, in vwhich it is stated that
the Council has to report- to the ‘Cenersl Assombly ebout ite activities.

/It must be clear
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_ It ruet be clear that if the reportse include & chapter on

~ observetions, that chapter is intended to cover this part of rule 100.
Also ve muet understend that as a question of principle, given what the
merbership of the Council is, namely six representatives of
Administering Authorities and six representatives of non-Administering
Authorities, and given that the voting forms are such that if there

is opﬁosition on the part of the Administering Autihorities not a single
line of what is dimcussed here con be approved, then it must be
understood that the General Assembly has in some way to be informed

of wvhet is being dealt with and what has been dealt with in the Council,
and what the opinions of the members of the Counbil have been in this
connexion, | | .

This is the reason why we should accept the inclusion of the
obaservations. In the first place becouse these observations are
provided for, are guaranteed, by rule 100 as to their inclusion,

And 2ls0 because &8 a questibn of principle, ﬁembera ahoﬁld be ellowed,
vhether they are Administering or non-Administering representatives,
the poseibility of putting forward their points of view so that they
mey come wlthin the scope of the General Assembly.

Whet weuld be the result if we kept out this part of our report?
Would the six non-Adminisering Powcrs have to sudbmit an administering
~ report? . And can the Council allow such a thing to happen, end to
come to the Generel Assembly ? That would be a delicate situation and
- entirely out of order.

* Wo have to distinguieh between conclusions and recomnend-
ations, and between these and observations. -

A conclusion is a judgment on a determinate affair,

A recormendation is of a more general kind, because the con-
clusion has been specific by contrast.

But an obeervation is still more gencral.

Now the way in which the Drefting Committee has been working,
according to vhich many of the texts of the conclusions have already
been accepted, by virtue of the otservations, and. 8lso becauses meny
conelusi nu wewrs nnh imsluded becouse they were already to be found
arong the observaticns, it would happen thet 1f the Covncll decided to
delete Part II of‘fhe report, then we would heve to rcportihe first
B % e woik Hhint had alrcedy been carried tarough -Part I of the report,
Bﬁcause we would heve to find out what observations gave risc to the
lack of a nced for conclusions in Part IIIL.

Therefore it is also for a practical recason ag well as for a
/ rceson of principle
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reason of principle, and also becausc of the reason that rule 100
that

provides for this, /it is the attltude of the Mexican delegation that

this part of the report should be maintained,

The PRESIDENT: With the rescrvation that the representative of-
the Soviet Union wishes to submit an amendment to Part II, I think the
Council may want to indicate whether it is praparcd to vote-on_ Part II
vending that contingecncy.

A vote was taken by show of hands,

“Thers was noimegdoritys: .. 6 votes being cast in favour and

6 against.

The PRESTDENT: There is no majority .so I must ask the Council
to vote againtdfter '8 brief:recess, .~The Goumcil:isitdjouwrned.

—

.

?he,09unci} ad;ourned at 5.45 and reconvened at 5.46.
j 5, R A N g e ; 0 .
The FRESIDENT: Thg_Council.is_xggggg@.

Mr. so;namov_(Union of Soviet Socialist ;;;EQEIEQ}«(Interpretation
from Russian): It sccms to me thet ve ere violating the yules of
procedurcs There i$§§¢pr0posal of the Drafting Committce beforc us,
which is formulated in Pert II, and we are voting upon it. But
there might be somé7§¥her proposal; there might be some other way of
formulating those feacts, ' )

 Therefore in the ebsence of any counter-proposal, then this is
adcpted, If there is & propoeal to delete Part II let that proposal
be submitted. Why distort the rules of procedure in such a way as to
give an cternal benefit to the representatives of the Administering
Powers rather then to the represcntatives of the non-Administering
Powers, This is a violation of the rules of procedure.

Cen we carry out such & violeticn ag & rule. There 1s a draft
tefore us submitted by the Drafting Committee, There is a draft of
Part IT. L.It. 4 prorvosedithat. we vote upon ite But if there are
any counter-proposals,then we should vote upon them, But there are no

counter-proposals,

.
—

e ngrely
Mr. INGLES (Philippines): I was/goifig to ask for a roll-call

b e

vote,

P — teke |
“The PRESIDENT: I willy/ first the point cf procedure raised by

" the representetive of the Soviet Union. ' '
/ I have not before me
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I have no% cnfore me any pronoaal to delete Part I;. This 18 a
propesal submitted to the Council by the Drafting Cormittec of tho
Council, I% remains for the Counqll_to adopt it.

I do not sce hQU“I could put it in any other way. I can not soy
thot in the sbsence of any amendment it 1s adopted. I wish I could do
that, I can not do thet o I db-nof know whet is the other way of
putting it. But I have this to say: +that the Council has spent the
wvhole afternocon in trying to get the'Néw_Z;aland'amendmﬁnt in, Vhen
the Chair protested that the Council should decide on the prior
question, there were meny represcntatives who spoke egainst 1t, We
have spent the wholé aftérnoon in getting the emendment of the New
Zealand representative in.

If those representatives who argued for the inscrtion cf such amend -
ment hed alreedy mede wp their minds at that time not to vote for the
edoption of Part II as it would have been amended by the represeniative
‘of New Zealand, then I think that there is a lack of good faith
. Af there & no bad falth. v . SN

Sir Alan BURNS (United Kingdom) I made it quite clear that I was
voting for the New Zealahd cmendment in case Pert II was pessed. But
I hed ro intention at any time of voting for Part II.

Mr, SAYRE (Unit ed Stutes of Amc ca): I vould like to say the same
thing, T
\ A Preasident's .
Sir Carl PEEEMSEN {"cw zeaiéﬂi\: | If puer/suggestion of bed faith

refers to me I repudlate i1 at conce.

Sir Alen BURNS (United Kingdom): I would like to know whose bad
faith the FPresident is nuggesu;ng. If i1t is mode about me I repudiate 11
strongly,

The PRESIDENT: - I eaid "if" they hed made up their minds., Now I
can only prééﬁme that they d4id not moke up their minds, and I want -
another votc.

Mr. GARREAU (?335@9] (Intervretetion fron French): - I warned the
Council that I would vote againgt Part II for the rcasons of principle
wiich I outlined,

/ I made it clear
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I made it cleer that I would volie in favour eof the amendment
suggested by the rcpresentative of I\Teﬁ Zealand but that neveriheless T
would vote against the adopiion of Part II a&s & whole for the reescas
viaich I outlined to the Council,

I did exmctly what I promised to do.

: / As regards the
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As rogerde tho consequences of thila vote, naturally we will
have to discusé the matter again. We will have to take up again e
complete discussion on the way in which we oan'give as much satisfaction
as possiblie to those who ~- like the representative of Mexico --
consider that by the simple transmission to the Assermbly of obseervations
and comments a certain nunber of the Council -- as a matter of fact,
the reprecentatives of the non-administering powers -- could find
themselves deprived of the ways and means of communicating their
viows to the Asserwbly. I do not think that this fear is fully
Justified because, in fact, according to the experience of votes
taken last yeer during the submission of our Report to the Ceneral
Assembly the members representing Administering Authorities all
voted in favour of the inclucion of obeervations, corments and
resolutions which ceme from those members themselves rather than
from menbers of Adminietering Authorities. It was the representatives
of Administering Authcrities who sometimes, with considerable
misgivings.and lackling assurance about the fOuﬁdation of the
recommendation to be made, it was they who nevertheless made 1t
their business to vote in favour of proposals submitted by the other
members., It was the representatives of the Administariﬁg Authorities
who furnighed the necessary votes. It was regularly the representatives
of the Administering Authcrities, again, who accepted the procedure
suggested by representatives of non-adminlstering powers.

It is on that basis of concilietion -- conciliation which for
most Administering Authorities emounted to considerable concessions
which, I repeat, were accepted only with great misgivings eand qualms --
thet the Reports submitted to the Assembly with regard to Tanganyika
and Ruenda-Urundi, for instaﬁce, were tranemitted last yeer. It wts
only because of the votes furnished by the Administeringhuthorities.
Therefore, in falrness and equity it may be said that in the vote
of the Council it has appeared that the opinion of the mejority of
the members representing non-administering Powers has not been taken
into account but nothing like that can be said. It must be said in
fairness that their cpinions were taken into account; they were
taken i gccaunt fully. Therefore no risk is being run of stifling
observations, conclusions or reccnmendatlions which could not be
fully founded. There is no attempt to stifle anything at all. In
all the votes that have taken place you have found the expression
of a common consensus of & golden mean in this Council and an attempt

/wes made to find
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was made to find it always.

I have elready made it clear, however, in mj observations that
it is difficult for me to admit that absolutely unfounded observaticna
-~ Obgervations which are not endorsed eilther by the majority
or ° even by any other member of the Council except the one member
vho made them end the rest of the Council considers them as completely
unfounded -- should be officlally transmitted to the Assembly with a
cloak of legality given by the Council. A Repori:to the Assembly
muet be a collective report by virtue of rvle 101 which the
representative of Austrealia recalled to us a vhile ago. The
representative of Mezico also referred tc rule 100 but rule 101 is
based upon rule 100. Rule 100 says: '

"The Trustesship Council shall present eannually to the

General Assembly a general report on. its sctivities..oi"

But this does not mean that any personal ' opinion -- an unfounded

opinion -~ should necessarily be transmitted to the General Assembly

" with the tag of the Trusteceship Council. Rule 101 elaborates upon

rule 100. In rule 101 you will find nothing which will permit you

to believe that & particular opinion must be transmitted to the

General Assembly with the tag of a collective report., You will not
find anything of that sori in rule 10l. That is the ﬁay the question
arises and that is why I put this questicn of principle to the Council.
I do not believe that the non-transmission to the General Assembly

of a summary account of our discussions ==~ which would neceegsarily

be inexact in the form in which it may be found, for insteance, in

Part II of this Report -~ I do not think that/ﬂ'{a deletion of Part II
of the Report}agyiggg{ggtgfothe Council will be hurt. Vhen justified
observations are presented to the Council by any member +: if these
observations are Justified -- they aiways are teken into account. It
is the Administering Authorities that alweys made it their business

to take such opinions into account and I draw on the exemple of all
the votes that have taken place in this Council for three years without
any exceptions.

et =

M. NORIEéE (Mexico) (Interpretation from Spanish): I do not
believe that argumonts can be found to justify the fact that helf
the Council can imnose a prohibitive obstacle in the way of the
Agsembly's knowing the op‘nion cf the other half of the Council. I

/do not believe
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do not telieve that even by an exaggerated usc of ingenuity the
representatives who are supporting the idea of suppressing Part II
could find any valid argument -- any argument in line with principie
or in line with the rules of procedure. | ' '

But perhaps the six members who are in favour of keeping Part II
cannot prevent this from being a report. Do we not have the right
to report, do we not have a right to insist?

How in Part II, which includes observations, you will find numerous
eulogies of the Administering Authorities. Would we in this way be
doing a service to the Administering Authorities? This would be
deleted too. What about the delogafions that omitted these views?

It is thsrefore quite stfange thet we ghould ve trying to follow
this procedure in our Report to the General Agssembly.

Furthermore, the Security Council -- the most delicétely orgenized
body of the United Nations -~ has special rules to meet this kind of
difficulty and couvld therefore be well talken as & model. '

We are sbout to teke a second vote on this point. If those who
have voted against thils point Insist on their attitule agaiﬁst Part I1
whet can the ettitude of representatives of non-administering tuthorities
be? In the first plece we certainly can request that there be a
report emanating from the six non-administering futhorities with
inclusion of these points. Then again, if whot has been approved
and adopted in the Drafting Committee is not adopted here what would
hapven then? VWhat would h appen if then the six non-administerizg
povwers decide not tc approve Part IIT of the report? I do not have
to insist to the representatives of Administering Authorities what
the meaning of their attitude is. |

/¥r. BAKR (Iraq):
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Mr. B}‘aﬁKRQﬂq) : I Just wanted to mention what the

representative of lexico menticned just now, that a comprehensive
report should contain the observetions of both Administering
end ron-administering Authorlties; and Part II, after all,
conteins observations of individual delegations. That is a
statement of fact, and I think every delegatlon hes the right
to register its point of view. o

I om afraid that certain delegations believe that &
report which does not contein their own point of view and
which is ﬁot comprehensive would not be considered by then
as a full and complete rejdort to be submitted to the General
Agsembly .

e e i

lMr. SOLDATCY (Union of Soviet Socialist Repuﬁiics)

(Intorpretation from Russian): T would 1iEs o6 receil thet
the Prafting Committee adopted Part II unsnimously. If I .
recall correctly, there were no objections to Part IT. There
vas not even the need of a vote. :

As & result, the Drefting Committee is submitting its
report, including Part II, to the Council for consideration.
Vhy must we now vote in such a manner that i‘ules of procecure
are being exploited to the adventage orf the Adminiétering
Authorities?

Part IT hes been submitted to the Council; have there
been objections? Has there been any proposal to delete it?
Lot such & proposal be made and it will be votéd upon.
There hos been no such proposal, however; now there
is no such proposal -- therefore Part II remeins., That is
the way the matter has to be interpreted in view of the
fact, particulerly, that Part II was edopted unanimously .
by the Drafting Cdmi‘btee.

" Vhy nust we interpret the rules of procedure otherwise?

Ve have no right to do so. Vhy must we ude the rules of
Procecure as a club to be applied tq the proposals
uncninously adopted by the Drafting Committee?

VWhich of the representatives of the Administering
Authorities now proposes the deletion of Pert II? If
thore is such a proposal, let us vote uvpon it. In fact, .

/Part II
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Part II stays, particularly since it was unanimously adopied
by the Drafting Ccmmittee -- I stress that it was unanimous.
There were no objections in the Drafting Conmittee, end the
refting Cormittee comprises all the members of the Council,
Perhaps the Chairman of the Drafting Committee will correct
me if this is incoirect, but I do not recall any objections to
Part II in the form in which it is now. Therefore, if there 1s
a question of a vote, then I suggest that we adhere to this
procedure which I heve outlined.
If there is a proposal to delete, then let us vote upon
it; if there is no propocal to delete, then there is no use
voting.
\\Thangggé;DEN‘: IS I had been new to this Council
I would have taken this inference to be applicable to the

Chairmen, that is, the manipulation of the rules of procedure
in favour of the Administering Authorities.

I co not believe that I have been accused of that thing;
but I would like to esay agein that I do not see how I can
declare this draft report adopted in the absence of any
apmendment to delete.

It seems to me that a draft report has to be adopted
and I do not think that the representative of the Soviet
Unlon is quite right when he seys thet that procedure is a
violation of the rules of procedure.

The rules of procedure,which I have been looking at; do
not enable the Chairmen to declare a motion adopted in the
absence of a proposal to delete or otherwise.

On the other hand, I would like to say that according to
the records of the Drafting Committee -- and-I am not seaying
- that the Dralting Committee's decision binds the Council, but

rether that the reverse nay be the case, that the Drafting

CormitteeXx cannot bind the Council -- and I quote:

' ""he Chairmen suggested that ths Committee should
Tollow the procedure of the previous year, He
considered the Part IT sghould consist of the observations
of the Council or of individuel members.

"The representative of Belgium thought that Pexrt IT
should consist of the obsérvations of individuval memders.

/Tle roved
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Fe moved that the Cormitee should adopt the Sccretariat

vorking paper, serial numbers ....s &5 the basis of

Part I end Part II respectively of the report on

Vestern Samoa, and that the Committee should request

delegations to submit proposals for conclusions and

recormendations to be included in Part III," #

1 see that the record underlines the words:

"myhe Cormittee adopted the Belgian proposal insofar

as it concerned Perts I and II," *

There is no evidence thet there wds onyone in the Drafting
Cormittee who wented to delete Paxrt II but, as I said, the
Council has - -the final determinastion to malke, and I would uphold
the Council's decision. Iy only chagrin was that I anticipated
this result at 3.30 and I wanted to. teke a vote on it, but we
have spent the whole aftornoon proceeding on the assumption
that involved an ovexwhelming majority foxr the adoption of the
New Zeonland emondment,

That is my only chagrin, and I believe I am entitled to
volce that chagrin. -

liow the course for us is this, The rules of procedure
gay that we have talken a vetz once e2lrveady. The alternative
course is for us to vote a second time and that settles the
matter for ever; =&and so far as the Chair is concerned, I anm
quite willing to do that. .

But there are several representatives who want to speak
on this subject and I do not think we can proceed to a vote
immediately; and now that the time is past six o'clock I
can only defer it until tomorrow, which 1s also in accordance
with the rules of procedure . - that we can talte the vote at
the next meeting.

" Sir Corl BERENDCEN (llew Zealend): I think that
what the President has decided to do is the only wise course.
I cannot be here Lomorrow -- it is not my fault, I am going
cvey on & job for the United Nations. VWould it be possible
to postpone this quite iﬁpertnnt'. matter, on which thexe is
much mors to be said than has been said ot the moment, until
say Thursday, to give us all time to ceol down a little and
to avold getting outselves into a position which we might

[regret at
* Document not available
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“egretya later date° Might I suggest, il that would meet
with the President's coﬁ?enienca, that tomorrow the Council
;proceed with some other matter and resume this matter on
Thursday?

. The PRESIDENT: I think I might also say thot those
represéﬁ%ﬁ%i?éswwho do not vote for the incorporation of
Part IT should not be motivafed by the Tact that there are
oboervations which are detrimental to the Administering
Authorities. |

On the contfaxy. Tor instance, at random I see under
"Political Advancement" the-obéervations in Pert II vere (let
‘us take the first two paragraphs):
"The representative of the United States folt
that the New Zeoland Govermment was 1o be commended
Tor the passege of the Semoan . Amendment Act, ..."
"The representative of China considered the Samoan
Lfmendment Act of 1947 a great step towards self-
government and one of the havpiest events in the history
of the International Trusteeship System."
ow, these cannnt be disparoging remorks. Therefore it
seémg to me that we must not disperse this evening thinking
that we have two groups here -- one wanting to denounce the
Alministering Authorities and therefore the Administering
Authorities}unti %o omit that part of the report -- I an
Just pointing out that we must all have our own Jjudgment on
a much sounder basis than to proceed on that assumption,
Mey I ask representatives to defer their statements
until tomorrow? ' ”

Mr. GARRCAU. (ﬁrance)(lnterpretation from French):
T shall speak this BVGDlEEFlf I may -- I will be as brief
as possible. o -
I should liLe to explain why the vote of this Cowncil
was not the same vdethat occurred in the Drafting Corr’ttee,
why it differed ond why it can differ.

/The following
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e following fact cccurred: the representative of the UEéR
objected to the smenduents that were going to bs submifted vy New
Zealend. THo sald that if an amendment wers submitied, he would sub-
mit a second emendizent, or a third amendment es nscessary, and that in
fact the'ecceptance of the amendment of the representative of New
Zeaiand wonld lsad to a complete reconsideration of the report om
Westiein Samoa. .

As I said just now,. that lmplied a kind of anevcion from which the
reprosentative of the USSR somatimes afterwards withdrew. -

But the werning was glven; the menace suggested. Follow.ng that,
I ptated that I wes willing to reconsider all reports that might come
up to the Trusteeship Council. Ve must not let arguwents of this kind
infinence the Trﬁsteeehip Couacil. Otherwise they will continue to
be used, so that if a @epresentative wants to intimate an cbstructicn,
the french delegstion will alusys be reedy to overcome such an
costruction by taking the member literally. _

Ths fact 1s that we have all bteen rsconsidering'the principle end
the substance of Pert II, I would repeat and add the fecllowings fhat
Part IT cen never reflect our discussions accurately, that you do unot
in it find only vreitic:2l observations of the ron-Agminlstering Authoritlies,
but that »ou alsc finé other obssyvetions in it,; and that there are other
rewacks which shcould be inciuded in Pgrt I,

As far gs I em concerned in the course of the cdebate cn ssveral
occasions I have cleavly steted that I consider ths sttitude of the
representative of the USSR &s entively partial, and thils 1ls very sexious.
T have stated that I consicer this a'refy gravs matter, and this is
vay I believe I had to make my statement. I think statements ol the
kind that I have Just made should also te included in Pegrt 1I., This
statement 1s certainly much more importanmt than the partisl observations
that the representative of the USSR pazses on minor subjects.

This is not a questica of opposition between the Agministering and
nonuAaministe:ing Authorities, That camiot be the question. I think
that oa meny occesions I have drawn the attention of the Councll mosv
seriously to the sitﬁation that is being crested here, and ry inierest
is the good functioning of the Tpusteeship Council, I have the best
of faith. _ .

This is why you have often ssen with somes surprise perheps, that
members who voted in favour of the drsft report in the Drefting Committee

' Jvoted
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voted against 1t in the Councll. That did not mean that there was
 bad faith; 1t meant thef in the interval they had reflected by virtve
of an 1nterVBn£ion cf the kind that I have pre?iously besn describing.
This is the siﬁuation, so that before we take up the discussicn againl
tomorrow or some bther day, I would appeal to all members of the Cgunoil

to reflect most seriously upon what I have Just sald.

e e
S,
.

" 5ir Alen BURNS\(Uni Sed Lingééa) I shall be very bxiof.
Thaere sre three short¢ points I‘wantﬁxo mention. - In the first plﬁce,
the United Kingdom representative on the Committee made it clear thet
his vote in the Commlttee did not bind his delegation, and I understand
that the President of the Committee egreed with thet.

The second point is: ths reggﬁientatiVa of the USSR has protestsd
against the procedure which ! u/nau followed 1n putting Pgrt IT to
the vote. The President has fol;owed exactly the same procedurs as
in Part I, and I have hesrd no criticism of that procedure.

Ths -third pcint I wish to meke is this: whenever there is a
tle in the voting, there are six on one side a=d six on enother, but
I cemmot wadsrestand why the six Agministering Authoritles, wiz.sre on
cne silde, are slways regarded as the wicked people asnd not the six
non-Administoring Aythorities, whko are on'the other =z=ide. It takes
two groups of six to make a tie, but I understand from whet has heen
seid that it is always the Administering Authorities who are to bleme.

Mr. SAYRE (United States of Amsrica): I feel s little
weary of the constant charges thé% we have another struggle between
the Administering Authorities against the non-Administering Autho?ities.
I thirk 1t is time to drop charges of bad fqith; E.thinkjwa may credit
each other with honesty and sincerity of purpose. .
We haﬁe'a-very real pfdblem here -- a probiem of what 1s the

best form of our Annual Reports. It 1s a very resal end a Vvery difficult

problem, :
Wo tried the experiment of the Report in three parts at the last
sesslon, There is nothing sacrosanct in that. Many of us felt thet

1t was unwise, but we agreéd to 1t. We tried the experimént.

When the matter arose for discussion in the Drafting Commitfee this
yea“, I understand that there wes considerab+e gentiment agaeinst in-
cluding a Pazt IT report in the Comrittae. I am told -- although I

/was not there
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was not there -- that the vote in that Ccumittee was six to siz, so that
the proposal to delete the Part II report in the committee, if I am
correctly 1nform~d, vas droppred.

In other words, this 1s not a new item of discussion.

Now what is ths best form of the Regport? I confess that when
this afternoon the representative of New Zealand asked to correct what
he asserted was an evident mis-statement in the Repoft, it seemed to
me that it would follow s a matter of course that he should be allowed
to imssrt in Part II a correction of what he said is a mis-statement.
Yet 1t took us an hour and a half to get that emendiment passed allowing
hiﬁ such sn insexrtion. _

That has convinced me, for one, that the Part il arrangement,'
as I sald earlier this zfternoon, i1s impractical, will breed discussions
ad infinltum, will meen that in future years vwhen we consiler reports
those who went to have their voices heard will go on inserting
observations ad infinitum, And 211 to what purpose? I cannct believe
that Pert II of the Report, as 1t is et present presented, is cf great
value to enyone. )

Some who have spoken have suggested that the Administering
Auvthorities are trylng to supprese a free expression of opinion..
Nothing of the kind! ﬁule 64 of our rules of procefure takes care of
Just that situation. It says:

"A statement of minority views may be appended to a report
or recormendation of the Trusteeship Council at the request of
any member," '
Anyons who seeks to append a statement of minority views under

our rules of procedure 1ls free to do so. It is not an effort to
suppress s statement, as has already been sald by the Presldent.

Many of ths paragraphs in Part II are congratulatory rather than
condsmnatory parsgrazhs. It is not en effort to suppress. As I ‘gaid
at the outset, it is an effcrt rather to freme a report in the best
form in which it can be framed and also in the most servicesble form{_
That, many of us honestly end sincerely -.'E'ee_l, csn be done best by s
statement of tho prevailing conditions in the Territcry and secondary

conclusions snd reccrmendations which this Council egrees to,

JIf 1 may edd
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If I nay add one final word, thie idea which has been suggested,
that the Council is being exploited to the advontage of Adninistering
Authoritics because of the situation arising fron ¢ six to six vote, is
to ny nind ebsolutely false. '

Ve are coxrrying out the provisions of the Charter. I go back
" to Avticle 89, parcgraph 2, of the Charter. |

The Chérter, in setting up the Trustecship Council, mnade it cleor
that unless there wos a majority vote -- in other words, unless there
wos a foirly cleoxr ogreenent -- the Trusteeship Council chould lack the
pover to impose resolutions or régomnendations on Adninistering Authoritics’
who cre facing an exceedingly difficult task,.at best.

‘The Adninistering Authorities nced the hélp and suppért of the
Trusteeship Council. They nust have it, if they are going to work for
the pronotion of the inhabitente of the Trust Texritory.

" VWhet I regret riost keenly is that this talk cbout Alniidsvering
vorsus non-Adninistering Powers, and this tolk about Adninigtering powers
exploiting the situation, reduceg the Council to a position vhere it is
powerlesg -~ where the Aininistcringl?owérs, in thelr very difficult tasgk,
exc berred fronm the support of the Trusteeship Council,vhich they ought
to have, : '

I therefore regret oxceedingly this constant talk of the Adninisvering
Powers exploiting the non-Administering Powers, or of the non-Adninistering
Povers cxploiting the Adninistering Powers,

I regret this tallr of cherges of bad faith; so far as uy own delegotion
is concerned, as I think the nmember of thic Councll know, we have voted
sgein and agein with non-Adninistoring Powers. We have voted with the
rcpresentative of the USSR when he has proposed souething of rcacon, and
supportcd by the facte. We vote for what we believe to be the truth, in
- 1y delegotion. '

I en ready to credit every other delegation with the sane notives,
Can we not respect each other's sincerity, ond vote as we fecl it is right

to vote, and in that sincere feeling? H
' My delegetion has believed for scﬁ%?%ﬁsb that Pert II is not a
scrviccable statenent to include in the: report, whether it is comendatory
or whether it is condemnatory. It is 1y delegotion's feeling that the
report is in better fom if 1t ise confined to a staterent of the
- conditions, end sccondl, a statenont of the conclusions and recormendations,

/Thcreforc ny
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Therefore wy delegetion will voie ageinct the inclusion of Part II
in the Western Sanoa report.

The PRESIDENT: I notice that throo represcentatives, who happen
to represent Adninistering Authorities, have spoken, and I have on uy

list ceveral other representetives who happen to be non-adninistering.

May I ask that they do not clain their equal rights this evening,
but defer their etatenents until the next nceting? Does the repressatative
of the Soviet Union wish to.-speak ﬁnow:’\

Mr, SOLDATOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (Interpretation
frou Russian): Of cours-e':hiﬂw_fiﬁﬁo. neke this sta tenont now, a fortiori,
since the statenents of scveral other represcntatives contained direct
ingrlts flung at the delegation of the USSR, _ :

It would be, in uy opinion, incorrect to ignore theose obsexwvationse,
tnd to poestpone theu until tonorrow or the doy after.

The represcentative of France ppoke at considerable length on alleged
threats vhich the represcntative of the USSR, he said, lovelled at the
Council. Fe scld that the represcutative of the USSR wants to act in
the Council on the basis of threats, ete. cte,

Of course, if you distort left ond right, and throw the facts
cround, you can get anywhorc. You can take the devil and declaxre that
ko is Jesus Christ. But that would not te corrcct, becouse the devil
will not, on the basis of such a statenent, be netamorphosed into
Jesus Christ. ;

Vhy act thus? Although of course I understand that the represcntetive
of France takes a great intercst in certain things, He has a tenperanent
of which I an well awarc, INovertheless, why allege such things, which
arc absolutely not in accordence with the facts? Whom is he txping
to scare, and why?

" He can score end confuse only those people who ke incorrcct
statcnents, and no-one else, When the report on Western Sanoa wao
belng discussed, what did the ropresentative of the USSR object to?

I obJected to the inclusion in the repeort of sta'bcnenté which were ‘
not nge during the discussion of the question in the Council, which the
report is supposed to e cbout, I said thet if it were decided to -
include such stateuents, particularly since such a statonent related
dircetly to en observation of the represcntative of the USSR in the
Council, then that would be diserinination cgeinst the USSR ﬁcloga’tion;

/8ince a statcuent
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gince o statorent of the reprosentative of New Zealand not riede in the
Council, was being included, without affording the USSR delegoticn the
right to reply. ’

The position, I think, was perfocily clecr, and no threat was
invqlvod. The representative of the USSR ganid that if such a procedure
wvere adopted, then the result would be that if one ropreschtativc could
include observations not made in the Council, another representotive
could do the sane, end that would lead to an endless proliferation of
observations,

That is all that I said. Can this be considered as a threat?

Ir t_hié is a threat, then I wonder what would not be o threat.

‘Furtherniore vhat did the representative of Framce talk about?

Ho said that the representative of the USSR was biased in his
ptateuents to the Council. I wonder what he referred to when he
described the statenicnts of the fepresentativc of the USSR cs not being
unblased.. : ) '

This question of objectivity or biaé ney be interpreted, perhops,
by the reproscntative of France, in many wayss I can only assure hin
that in all its stotemento and observations the USSR delegation bascs

taclf upon the intercots of the indigenous population of tho Terxditories.

-If, in onclmopinion, this position of the USSR is insorrect, .
thencne hes tho privilege of adhering to this private interprotar

tioa of the position of the USSR, Perhaps this is also onoe's
intorprotation of the representative of France, but that egain, is “onols
point of view, . -

If one dislikes this attitude of the reprecentative of the USSR,
vhich bascs 1tsclf on the intcrests of the indigenous population of
the Territary, that ie one's owvn effair, .

I wvant it to be noted that the position of the delegation of the
USSR ie divected towards the fulfilment of the basic purposes of the
trusteeship systen, and particularly the purposcs and obJjectives of
the trustecship systen as set forth in Article 76 of the Chorter of
the United Notions. '

Furtherriore, I wish to make one corment concerning the last
statenent of the representative of the United States, which was quite

/hncxpactcd
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unexpected for ne, .

Porchance the renresentative of the United Svates will deen it
fit to give sore additional clarification on this question, since the
delegate of the United States atteupted directly to insult the delogation
of the USSR by attaching a certain general evaluation to the stotenents
of the USSR delegotion.

/i views of
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The vicws of the representative of the United Stotes regarding vorious
pointe reised by the delegntion of the USSR,differ from ours just cs the
‘viQWQ of the dolegation of the USSR roy differ fronm his regarding proposcls
advenced by the delegntion of the United States, But I do not consider
thet, in his stotoment, ony member of the Trusteoship Council is entitled
to doscribe the statements of other delegntions in terms that are an lpesult
. to the other delegation involved,

His statement woe couched in Insulting texrms and eince 1t was so
couched I do not wish to dignify it with ony further replies, Perhaps
.thin was nierely o case of on incorrect expressicn of what ho meont to soy
but the way in which he szid 1t vas nerely an lnsult flung in the foce
of the delogotion of the USSR and in the foce of the proposcls which the

" delegotion of the USSR points up,

The delegotion of the USSR puts forword points, corments cn¢ propoeals
which ore basod upon ite position of principle and 1ts position of principle
1s bosed upon the purposes of the Trusteeship Systen cs set forth inthe
Chorter of the Unitec. Neations,

Pereonclly specking -- not s representative of cny country -- sone
representatives on the Council dislike thot position., Perhops such dis-
pogition of ours is disliked by some,-not pereconclly, but &s representatives
of countries; in other words, officizlly or personally. But to use such
Aislike in order to insult a delegotion or cny member thereof is o deploroble
vrocedure indeed cnd it ip not suscertible of irproving the ¢ffectivenecss
of_tha work of this Council,

I cpologize for having deloyed this neeting but I could not fell to
reply to the statements which were node with reapect to the delegation of
the USSR since these stetements distorted the position of the delegation
of the USSR and included statements and elemente that were positive insults
thrown in our foce, '

Ths PRESIDENT: After the reprosontative of Mexico gpecks, the meceting
st corie “to-an end

. NORIEGA (Mexico)(lnterpretution fron Spenish): I will try to be
brief cs the neeting hﬂu bccn oo lengthy,

In the first place, on behalf of ry delegation I wish to stote thot
we occept the pootponemnent of the vote on this matter cnd thot it would be
preferable for the vote to be token at next Tuurcdoy's nmeetirng. As plenty
of time 1g thue left to roflect on what has occurrcd in connexion with
this offolr and we have even come to suppoee that 1f the guestlon has
orisen thaot sorie powers are bad and pone powers are good, why do we not
cgree not to use such gqualitotive descriptions, but try to declde to work
‘as if the Councll hod two clocks in hand, one clock going fast and the

. - -
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other cleck going rather slow. This is what is happening because we
are trying to coordinnte the Tunctiofitng of thore two clocks.,

In connexion with the work of the drafting cormittee that
drafted this Beport, I think that the Council must realize ==
espacially those members who are interested in doing away with Part
II -- that this was & piece of work carried out by a comittee on
vhich all members of the Counbil were repr.sented. We cannot,
therefore, suppcse, since Part IT was tacitly approved, that now
the voting procedvre can be that which has been suggested at this
meeting.

I am not surﬁrised, however, that this has happened beccuse
already at ocur last session wo had the experience that a report that had
been approved unanimously was oﬁjected to b? two delegations who
tried to make substantive emendments to it -- to that same report which
they themselves hed approved the day before..

I am surprised by the opinion expressed to the effect that a
vote in the cormittee does not obligate the representatives who voted
in that spocific way to vote in thé same way in the Council. I think
that a statemsnt of this kind is an extremely dangerous statcment
because, otherwise, what basis are you going to use to submit a
report to the Trusteeship Council? If the rapporteur of the chairiman
of a committee is not sure of what has been approved, if those who
voted in favour of the report are preparéd in the next inestance to
vote against it, the committee would not in effect have adopted
anything. The best thing would te then for the conmittee to work
without approving anything, allowing all decisions to be carried out
in the Council, but if in the committees you vote in a certa:n way
and then the delegations are not obligated by that voting, then whet
is our constitution, what 1s the juridical system, what is the legal
basis for the arrangements reached in committee?

I think we have to reflect about this, We should also think eboub
the point that it is a very serious matter for the future cf the
Council to have situations of this kind in connexion with such
important points as the maintenance of the chapter on "onservations",

The Mexicen delegation has always acted in a spirit of
conciliation and cooperation here, but for a reason of principle, as
we stated when the affair first baﬁan, we cannot accept the deletion
of this Part of the Report.

/The PRESIDENT
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-The PRESTOENT: = Do.TI underqtand that Sir Carl Berendsen
moves that the vote be taken on Thursday? '

. s _

S1r Carl BEE?EI\‘IBEN_(NWIZealthd): No, I would not wish to
move that. If the Oouncil_ in\i\t‘é—gﬁ'gff&siw would decide that way, I
would appreciate it, but I would not like to atiempt to impose any
stopple on the Council dealing with this matter tomorrow if it wishes
to do so, but if i1t deals with it tomorrow, then the vote of New
Zealand must be 'exactly as it was today.

“The PRESIDENT: Ts there any objection to thel proposal
that this question be taken up agein on Thursday, so thet we will
have the presence of Sir Carl end tho benefit of his judgment? o
There is no objection and so 1t will be taken up on Thursdaey.

Mr. SAYRE (United States of Merica) I am not going to
argue, but F wich tngewrw\h;'% Ty Soviet colleague has said.-- Ee referred
to an insult which I made,I believe. I have no conception of what

he means ,and I vonder if possibly the translation went wrong. I

have been trying to cudgel my brains to understand what he refers to.
Possibly his reference was to my: remark when I said that the United
Statos  delegation would support Soviet proposals when reasorable.
My meaning, of course, is when we believe them reasonable -- when my
delegation believes them reasonable. I do not know how it was inter- .
preted; I do not know whether that is vhat he refers to, I was

qulte unconscious of any insult.

Mr. SOLDATOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (Inter-
pretation from Russian): I 1istened.to Mr. Sayr_e' in English., There
was no mistake, This thing thorefore cennot poseibly be ascribed to

the interpretation. I was listening to Mr. Sayre directly, gitting
', right next to him and not to the interpretation. '

Mr, SAYRE (United_S_pg_'bes.a:i‘--ﬂmcrica): May I ask what the
representative of the USSR was referring to? T do not want to prolong
the meeting, but T om. . . |

/The PRESIDENT
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The PRESTDEI.?: If Mr. Soldatov would like tc answer that,but
the Chajr has no- a.uthority to force him to reply.

Mr, SOLDATOV (Union of Scwiet Socialist Republic-) (Intor-
-pretation from Russian): The position-is perfactl{ clear and I have
no desire to embark any further on this matter which involves a y
camment insulting to the Soviet delegation regarding the characteristics
of our proposals. We do not permit such procedure with respect to
any delegation, no matter what our feelings may be regarding such
proposals., We adopt decisions and vote on the substance of proposals

and we do not venture to describe their qualities.

The PRESIDENT: The meeting is adjourned until 2,30
tomorrow_afierroon, '

The meeting rose at 6,10 p.m.






