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AGENDA ITEM 4 

EY.AMINATION OF PETITIONS: 235rd REPORT OF THE STAJ.'l'DING COMMITTEE ON PE'rlTIONS 

(T/L.910) 

The PRESIDE~'T (interpretation from French): This report conc~rns the 

classification of petitions a!1d corr.munications addressed t o the Trusteeship 

Council. I shall now call upon the Chairman of the Standing Ccmrnittee on 

Petitions t o introduce the report. 

Mr. CASTON (United Kingdom) (Chairman of the Standing Committee on 

Petitions): I have pleasure in introducing to the Cou.~cil d0cument T/L,910 
which contains the 233rJ. report of the Standing Committee on Petitions. This 

report deals only with the eighteenth and nineteenth reports of the Co~.mittee on 

Classification of Communications which were adopted by the Standing Con:rnittee on 

Petitions. It cor.tairis the classification which has ·oeen given t o the various 

communications which were before the Standing Carr.mittee _on Petitions. 

The PRESIDEf:T ( interpretation frcm French) : Are there a:oy comments 

with regard to this report? 

Mr. AETONOV (Ur.ion of Soviet Socialist· Republics) ( interpretation from 

Russian): In connexion with the discussion of the 235rd report of the Standing 

Committee on Petitions, the S)Viet delegation t ook e. certain position in the 

Committee in respect of the classification of a nu.~ber of petitions . 
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I sliall first deal. with the petition ccr.tai r.ed in document T/PET. 2/!-,~12, 

peTtaining, to Tanganyika. 
. . 

In this petition, the Presicl,1nt of the African National Con5ress, Mr. Mt~rnvu, . 

addresses -two requests to tbe Trusteeship Council. The first is that, during 

this session, . tbe Council should discuss the memorandum annexed to tbe peti ticin; 

and the second is that the Council should consider tbe question of establishing . , • . 

in Tanganyi1;:a an advisory · council similar to .the one • !or Somaliland. These two 

requests clearly are of a specific .character. Therefore, the Soviet Union 

delegation pr:)posed .in .the Standing Committee on Petitions - - and now proposes ~o 
. . 

the Trusteeship Council that this petition sbould be .classified in accordance 

·with rule 8), paragraph 1, of the rules of proce&ure. If the petition were so 

class1fied, the Administering Autbority 1rould suomit its written observations · to 

the Council, which could then give tile necessary serious attent'ion •to the substance 

of the :r;~quests; tl1is would be done first in :the Stundins Conm1ittee and then in 

the Council itself . 

In ti,is SQl!le connexion, . the so,:i et Union C.'~leg~i.tic,n • proposes that the petitions 

contained in documents T/Cm.i . 2/L. 51/\d<.l.. 1 and '1'/Cot,.i. 2/L .151 should be cl.~§_g.ified,_, __ · 

in acccrc;_ance with rule 85, po..ragr aph 1, of the rules of procedure . 

Doc1.m1ent T/COM.2/L. 51/Add.l lns c..li.·e::1.dy been consi(lercd by the Standing 

Corr.mi ttee on Petitions and the Trusteeship Council. The decision was to.1';:en to 

drnw the petitioner ' s attention to ·chc .\d!'!linistering ;\utbority 's observations . The 

Administering Autbori ty, in answerinc the petitioner's cor:1:pl::?.int regarding his 

difficult si tue.tion, said that tbe pet:: tioner' s situation was satisfactory and thut 

he would. be receivinG assistance from the indigenous authorities . The communication 

refutes this assertion by the Ac.ministering Authority.. Tbe petitioner states tbat 

bis concli tions are very difficult; he suffers constantly from starvation, as does 

bis f amily. He aslrn that the Trusteeshin Council should come· to bis assistance and • -
ask th':! Administering .,\-,rt};c::.-i ty to assist him. The petitioner has attached a 

number of documents to bis peti ti-:>n. These doctunents could not be considered 

by the Con::raittee en Classification of Co~nunic~tions becQUGe that Committee does 

not deal with the substance of petitions . The Soviet Union delegation therefore 

feels that the request in this petition is of a specific character, tb~t new 

information bas been presented which was not previously o.vailable, and that tbe 

petition should be considered under rule 85, pare.graph l, of the rules of procedure. 
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I nm1 turn to tbe petition containel~. in document T/cor1. 2/L. 52 . . In t his 

petition, t be President of the J\f ric:1n I!utional Congress gi ves certain specific 

fr:i.cts which show tha t the Administe1·inc; :\utbori ty of the Tr ust Territory is not ----de~~-~ttention to seeinG t o it that the local P~ess publicizes, in an 

objective way, the a ctivities of the Trusteeship Council, not merely hj_ghlighting 

t he stat ements made by represent3.tives of the AdministerinG Authority t o the 

Council and the Assembly; the petitioner states that the .Press should also carry 

stories on the st:::iter.ients of members of what be calls. the anti-colonial groups . 

The Soviet Union delegation therefore considers t hat this petition is a lso of a 

specific char a cter. It does not deal only -with the general situation in 

Tanga nyika. . 

Moreover, the petition contains a sta ter.1ent of the 11 eprescntative of the 
. ·--· 

Administering Au.thori ty which, we feel, is designed to undenuine the a.utbori ty 

of delegat ions of Non-Self-Governing Territories. I am referring particularly to 

an interview given by Nr . l~letcher-Cooke to the Ta nga nyika Sta nda rd. The Soviet 

delegation feels that t his petition should be considered under rule 85, paragraph 1. 
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T now 1-1ish to refer to - a petition :pertaining to Ruan<la -Urundi . I have in 

mind the document cl~ssified as T/COE . 5/+,. 25.. My delegation considers :that this 

petition does not __ pertain to rule 24_, the rule _under w:1ich it ·was. classified, and 

we propose that this petition also should ·o_e consi<3:ere_d und~r r ule 85, para~!aph 2 • 

. I now pass on to petitions per:t,aining to the Come:rcons under British . 

administration. In :petition T/PEI' . l+/L.17, the specific question is rais_ed of 

uti~ £20,000 sterling i:n order to hold a referendum in the Cameroons. 
I . . • , 

The petitioner is concerned that this money might b e used to Oribe participants 

in the ref erendum in order to bring about the annexation. of the Cameroons to 

Nigeria . .I have spo~wn of one petition, but in reali ty ther~ are several petitions. 

The petitioners complain of th~ influence exercised by_the Administering Authori ty 

in order to bring about , as I have just said, the union of :the ,Cameroons and· 

Nigeria by reaking use of radio broadcasts for propa~antla pur~oses . 

One of the petitions raises the question that the uutboriti~s, in order to . 
. . 

influence the population so t he.t the referendum ,'lill serve their interests , .. 

are arresting the l eaders of ,certain :;;ioli tical pu,rti~s in -tlie .Camer9ons . 

All these facts that are adduced are· conci·ete facts and, . ~onsequently, my _ 

delegation :proposes that these petitions siiould "be clas:.iified in acco;rdance with 

rule 85, paragraph l of _ tbe rules of l)rocedure. 

The petition contained in document T/CCi,1.~-/L. L~o also, unquestionabl)i; has a • 

specific character, and we should like to. have that pe~ition a~so ~lassified among 

those that are included under rule 85, parag:r.~aph l. _The Soviet delegation: 

considers tha t the inclusion of -these petitions under rule 85, p~ragraph l ., would 

mean that the Administering Authority would submit to us the :pertinent writt~n 

observations on these petitions, and then the Trustees~i-p Council would be. able to 

consider them in a _proper and _serious manner~ 

I now go on to t he petitions concerning the Cameroons under French 

administration. Petition T/Ph"T.5/L. \67 is listed under petitions raising general 

problems,but it touches upon very specific questions •. Tbe -petition contains a 

request from two of the major trade ·..inions that the Ca.meroons sha.uld be given . . -. . • 

funds in order to build railways in certain areas, and also that the railways ·of 

the Cameroons· should become the property of the Cameroonian State . This question 

has an entirely specific and definite character, and, in the opinion of the 

Soviet delegation, it should h e considered in a::!cordance_ with rule 85, paragraph l . 
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Furthermore, in document T/COM. 5/L.234 there are a number of petitions, and 

these petitions speak of plundering by- the police in the te!'!'itory and also by the 

indigenous administration; that is, both the police and the indigenous 

administration intrude upon the premises of the i ndigenous population and plunder 

them. This document has been classified by the Committee as not acceptable under 

rule .81. . However, the Soviet delegation considers tbat the classification 

·ci1e Co~rni ttee made is entirely unjustified_. When a question of robbery or 

plundering perpetrated by one group of the·population on another is brought up, 

then that is a question for the local courts. When the crime concerned is murder or 

homicide, then that is a question for the criminal court . However, when the 

Administration is involved or the police force which acts under the Ad.ministering 

Authority and the indigenous authority -- for which the Administering Authority 

is- responsible 

courts . 

then that is a matter for us, the Trusteeship Council, not ·the 

Moreover, a number of these petitions state that such acts were committed for 

political -reasons . In this connexion, the Soviet delegation feels that 

document T/CCM,5/L. 234 should ·aJ.so be classified under rule 85, paragraph 1. 

I now wish to take up the petitions relating to Togoland under French 

administration. 

In petition T/PFir.7/L.49,- t he petitioner speaks of a specific case where 

troops were sent to Togolapd. He says that the Administering Authority is 

sending sizeable contingents of armed forces to Togoland. The Soviet delegation 

considers that this fact is specific in character since we know from the 

statement of the Administering Authority that everything is going well in 
. . 

Togoland, that there is no need for any military action by the Administering 

Authority. Since we have been told this, we must ask the reason why sizeable 

contingents of troops have been sent there . . This petition cannot be considered 

as- coming under the petitions relating to general problems since it speaks not 

of just one soldier but of a large contingent of soldiers . There is a 

fundamental difference . 

These are the observations I wish to make. I shouid like to have the 

Trusteeship Council take them into account when the Council takes U!) the report 

of the Standing Committee on Petitions . 
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The PRESIDEi·iT ( j_nterpretation from Freh(:h):: If t nere are .no further 

co1:1n(mts, r· would invite the Council to tal~e a a.0cis :,.on ifi'th regard to ·the various 

pro:)osals which have been s·,tbr,1:i.. tted by the represe11tuti ve cif the · Soviet Union. • 

'.l'he Soviet Union has made comments cor,cerning pe.r<1craph 4. ot document T/L. 910, 

which enumerates the actions ta}:en in the Standinc; Committee on Petitions . If 

there is no ob.:jection',' I ·should like to take each oi' these proposals •in the order 

in 1rhich they are found in document T/ L.910 . The Soviet Union ·'did
0

begin with 
- . . . 

Tane;o.nyil~a.; :i.t made comments with regard to the various other Territories·; but, 

as I have said, it made comments on all the proposals contaiP.ed in the document. 

Therefore, if there is no objection, I shall put to the vote the proposals 

subr,1itted by the Soviet Union as contained in para::;raph l~ of document T/L.910. 

The Soviet Union proposal ui.th regard to doc1.une~1ts T/PET. 4/L. 16 and 

T/PE'l' . 4/L.17 was rejected b7/ 9 vo~s to 1, with !~_ abstentions. 

The Soviet UnioE_ pror:,coal w:i.th rer.ard to document T/PET. 5/L. h67 was re.iected 

by G votes to 1, w:i.th 5 abstentions . 

The Soviet Union proposal with rer-;a:ca. to doc1-m1ent T/PEr:i.' . 7 /L. 49 was re.iected 

by 10 votes tc 1, with 3 abstentions. 

'rhe Soviet Union proposal with rer;ard to cl.ocur-.icnt T/CO!i.2/L. 51/Add.l was 

re,jected by 9 votes to l, with 4 al>stentions. 

The Soviet Un:Lon proposal w:L th rer:ard to document 'r/ COM. 2/L. 52 was re,jected 

by 7 votes to l, with 6 abstentions. 

The Soviet Union proposal with regard to document T/COH. 3/L.25 was re,;ected 
' 

by 9 ,,otes to 1, with 4 abster.tions. 

The Soviet Union proposal w·• th re~ard to docUli1ent T/ COM. 4/L. ho was re,iected 

by 7 votes to 1, with 6 abstentions . 

'I'he Soviet Union proposal with regard to <locunent T/COI:i,5/L.234 was re;jected 

by 7 votes to 1, with 6 abstentiohs. 

The Soviet Union proposal with rer,ard to docur,i~nt T /PET . 2LL, 12 ,ms re,jected 

by 10 votes to 1, with 3 abstentions, 
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Mr. RASGCTRt;. (India) : I would like to e;q;,lain the vote of the delegation 

of India on this .last proposa1 :of the representative of tl1e Soviet Union,concerning 

the petition in T/PET.2/L.12. · The proposal of the r0presentative of the Soviet 

Union raises many complex issues, .and my dele~ation felt that we could not support 

it, as the question is one where the competence or the Trusteeship Council is 

involved and there is also a question of the propriety of procedures to be 

adopted or recommended by this Council, .at this sta~e, ten or twelve years after 

the Trusteeship Agreement in respect of the Territory concerned was concluded. 
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The peti t'ioner makes a request, which is that the Trusteeship Council E:hould· 

consider the stationing of a United Nations advis_ory committee in Tanganyika . 

The proposal was that th.is petition should be taken up under rule -85, -paragraph 1, 

of the rules of procedure of the Council . . Rule 85 , -paragraph 1, i; intended 

to deal with petitions which -contain requests, complaints ·and grievances seeking· 

actj_on by the Trusteeship Council . 

Truly enough, thts · petition contains a request , but the request· is not · of a 

nature that calls for or can seek or _ge~ from the Council action of a specific 

nature. We felt, therefore, that this_ should appropriately c ome under 

paragraph 2 of rule 85, which is re9.uired to deal with petitions raising general 

questions. 

The questior. really :is· this, that the. agreement concerning this Territory of 

Tanganyika W?.S concluded several years ago. The agreen:ent was authorized by the 

General Assembly itself and not by the Trusteeship Council . Naturally, 

therefore, the J,ssem·oly at that time would have considered the desirability or 

the advisability of establishing an advisory corr.mittee in respect of this Trust 

Territory of Tanganyika as it did in the case of Sorealiland, for example, under 

Italian administration.- We felt , tr1ercfore, that any recommendation by the 

Trusteeship Council at this stage to .reopen a question which, so far- as the 

General ,l'.\sserubly is cor.cerncd, is settl_ed i!l the shape of the 13:greement t hat 

exis·ts, would not be very desirable or very proper on the part of this Council; 

and so we voted against the proposal of the representative of the Soviet Union. 

The FRESIDEI'!T ( interpre_tation fr?m French) : If no one wishes to 

speak, the Council will now take a decision on the recommendation of the 

Committee on. Petitions in paragraP.hS ~ the report contained in 

document T/L. 910. • 

The recommendatj_ons were adopt ed by 13 votes to 1, with 1 abstention. 
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AGENDA . ITEM 9 
REV'IEW OF PROCEDURE REG/-IRDL"W PETITION3 ('IBUS'i'EESHIP COUNCIL RBSOLUTION 1715 (XX)) 

. The PRESIDEN'r ( interpretation from French): It will be recalled that 

at the twentieth session, during which the .Counci1 was seized of a considerable 

number of communications, it was decided t modify the procedure which had been 

followed before in classi.fying petitions and coromunication::,~-~-Y 

resolution 17-13 (XX) of 8 July 1957 it was decided, as a temporary r.:easure, subject 

to review at the end of a year, to establish a committee of two members to 

determine the provisional classif ication of all communications received. The 

membership and the working rules would be defined by the Council in an annex to 

the resolution. One year later, in July 1958, the Council considered this 

matter again and decided to maintain for on -"""Tr'O"-- ear the procedure envisaged ......_, 
in resolution 1713 (XX). In e.ccordance with t hat decision, the procedure 

relating to petitions was placed upon the agenda of the present session of the 

CounciL 

I now .invite Council members to submit t heir observations with regard to 

this matter. 

Russian): 

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

Tl1e Soviet delegation wishes to make some brief observations 

concerning th_e existing procedure regarding petitions. 

At its twentieth session the Trusteeship Council adopted resolution 1713 (XX) 

concerning a provisional procedure for the pub~ and the 

establishment of a committee on the classification of petitions , the situation 

being that the Secretariat and the Standing Committee on Petitions were unable to 

consider and classify the petitions properly b~cause of the great number coming 

from the Cameroons under French administration. The Soviet delegation was in 

principle a gainst the recomrr.endation of the Committee on Procedure and voted in 

favour of a Syrian draft resolution to introduce a temporary procedure. That 

draft resolution contained no provision which would have confirmed the proposals 

of the Committee on Procedure. In taking this position, the Soviet delegation 
I 

acted on the 13.ssumption that the procedure for considering petitions, based on 

the rules of procedure of the Council, was satisfactory in principle . The 
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same conclusion, as is well known, was reached by t!1e Committee on Procedure. 

As · re·gards the difficulti'es which ~,e:e involved in·· dealing with the numerous 

petitions coming fron -- and, incidentan:,~ • ti';ey continue to coree -- the Cameroons 

under Frerich administration, this circumstance was a departure fror.i the general 

rule .and it ·was due to measures taken by the French authorities, which were a 

violation of the rules of procedure and which did .not submit the observations of 

the Adminiote·ring Authority ·at the proper time; neither did they make available 

the special representative when he should have been available . · Nevertheless, 

the· Soviet delegation, in ·an effort to resolve the difficulties wh.:i.ch ·had arisen, 

made a specific proposal, nair.ely, that the Co•.mcil • sho1.1ld dispatch to the 

• Came.roons under French administration a committee· to consider the petitions on the 

spot. Unfortunately, ·tne Council did not go along with this propos~l. 

As regards the new procedure, t:1e Soviet delegation felt that the· creation 

•. of a corr:mittee on classification -- that _is, an additional subsidiary body -­

·would -not simplify, but· would r ather cor.iplicate the .procedure . of the p'ublication 

of· -petitions which are ·received in vast numbers and, in respect to the general 

situation on specific ·events in the Territory, would lead to the neglect of the 

rights of the :petitioners which ·are ·guare.nteed by tl~e Ci1arter.: It would also 

lead to ·a refusal in practice :t>y the Council to give serious and thorough 

cons:t<lerati.oh to the petitions . 

•• Experience has shown how right . the :posit.:::.on of the Soviet Union was . The 

new procedure has·altered to a inrge extent the forn:er one concerning the' handling 

· of petitions under the rules of procedure ~ • The Com1:1ittee on Petitions, 

following the new procedure for two years, he.8 co.liminated fr.cm th·e c·at~gory of 

petitionn which' called for -consideration ·a thousand different coir.munications from 

vnr.ious Territories . 

At-the twenty- first and twenty-second sessions ·of. the Council the Soviet 

deiege.tion.:-point~d out that; as a · result of· the new p·r(jcedure , approx·i.mately a 

thousand petitions were buried, petitions in which· the indigenous ini1abitant·s of 

the Canieroons under French administration were· '.Protesting a gainst mass. repression 

carried out .by . the AdininfStering Authority against . the indigenous· populatfon. 

Instead of considering these petitions thoroughly and making recom.T.endations to 

· the Administering Authority, . the Council . availed itself ~f the inappropriate 

resolution re13arding procedure and decided not to consider these petitions . 



GAR/rs T/PV .96" 
21 • •• 

(Mr. Antonov, USSR) 

Thus, the temporary procedure is- used in order t o e~event the consideration 

of important and urgent pet;tiom: crtai::iing requests and co~row .±A€ 

population of Trust Territories . . As experienced has shovm, the Corunittee on 

the Classification of Communications very often classifies petitions as 

corununications; and does so under rule 24. As can be seen from the annex to ·the 

provisional agenda, and as was noted by the Soviet Union delegation at the lest 

meeting, some petitions are not even included in the Ager,da and are therefore not 

studied as to their substance either i n the Petiti ons C0runittee or in the Council, 

although the procedure of the Council does not exclude this. The Petitions 

Committee is one in which the Administering Authorities still have a mechanical 

majority and it therefore often pigeonholes petitions, which suits the 

Administering Authorities. 

When the cla~sification of petitfor;s is undertaken under paragraph 2 or 

rule 85, .in accordance with the new procedure, a situation arises in which a great 

number of petitions are classified as petitions on general questions and a great 

number of such petitions are ~erged in one single document . As a result of this, 

the Administering Authority can refrain from submitting oral or written 

observations on them or can simply give very general replies covering a great 

number of petitions . Uusually, the Administering Authority simply refrains from 

making observations on the petitions, thanks t o the existing mechanical majority 

in the Con:mittee and in the Council . As a result the reccn:me~dations of the 

Petitions Committee are usually approved and no detailed consideration is given 

to certain petitions. 

In regard to paragraph 1 of rule 85, the Petitions Ccm.~ittee usually 

classifies under this paragraph detailed petitions dealing with specific matters 

which are not of very great significance. We should note that the Petitions 

Committee does not even consider these petitions in _the proper man~~r, as ccn 

be seen from a great number of the Trusteeship Council's resolutions in which 

the attention of the petiti0ner is drawn t o the observations of the Administering 

Authority . Also, reany petitions dealing with specific incidents are classified 

arbitrarily, with the approval of the Petitions Corr:mittee, as petitions on general 

qu~stions o~ _as communications. It is legitimate to a~k the question, has the 

new procedure really ;olved the problem of potitions? To this question my 

delegation gives a negative reply. This is proved by the great number of petitions 
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from both British. and French Carµeroons which have not··yet been dealt _with by the 

Petit1ons·'corunittee . . 'Ih_ere ere, for instance, more than 700 coming from the 

Fren_ch Cameroons . . 'Ihe Petitions Committee should consider these pe;:titions, many 

of which relate to events which tciok place in 1957, Surely enough _time has now 

elapsed for-th~ir considere.tiqn .. 

At the_ .same :time, I wish t9 note that the Petitions Corr.mittee was not in 

session during the period between the sessions of the Trusteeship Council . J·Jhat is 

the reason for this delay in considering these petitions? The reason ia not that 

the procedur"e is not suitable, _but that the Administerirlg Authorities are not 

taking sirio·usly ·their . obligations under the Trusteeship Agreement~ and the Charter. 

The consideration of petitions is being disrupted by the Administering Authoriti~s, 

which on various pretexts refuse to send special representatives to the Petitions 

Committee or t0 the Council. No written observations are being submitted by t~e 

Administering Authorities of the French Cc.n:ercons. My delegation is i nclined to 

believe that the French Ad."llinistering P~uthori:tY intends to bury a.11 these many 

petitions, but as. is well k:::iown . the Ccn,erc?ons under Frer,ch administ:cation will 

reach self-government on 1 November 1960 and will no lo~ger be ·under the 

Trusteeship System, so that the Trusteeship Council ought to consider those 

petitions now. The Soviet Uniun deleaation and other delegations do not wish 

to assume the responsibility, in the eyes of the people of the Cameroons and of 

· world public opinion, f or the indifferent attitude of the French Administering 

Authority t owards these petitions. V.iy delegation presses for a serious and just 

consideration of all old and new petitions relcting to the Cameroons and to all 

other territories. 

The Soviet Union delegation acts in accordance with the spiritoof the Charter 

of the United Nations and strives f or the publication and further consideration 

of all petitions, both by the Petitions Corr:mittee and by the Trusteeship Council. 

'I-he cono_ideration o-f petitions on general questions i s a separ ate item on the 

agenda of the Trusteeship Council wh_ich should be taken up and dealt with before 

the Council prepares i ts reports relating to the annual reports of the 

Adminiotering Authorities . We must have decisions on all petitions . In regard 
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to the great number of petitions which have not yet been considered and to the 

many whi ch are still coming in, my delegation is ready to n:ake all efforts to deal 

with them during the current session. The Soviet Union delegation considers that 

the provisional procedure which· was established mainly for the purpose of 

considering petitions relating to the Cameroons has led to. a waste of time -arid we 

suggest that it should not longer be followed-~ 

Mr. KOSZCIUSKO-MORIZET .(France) (interpret~tion from French): Di d the· 

representative of the Soviet Union make an actual proposal to change the procedure 

which is at present in force? 

Mr , ANTONOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interrretntion from 

Russian): 'Ihe • Soviet· Union delegation makes the specific prc,posal that rre should 

rlier procedure by putti the procedure which was 

temporarily introduced . 

The PRESIDENT (inter pretati)n from French-): The propse.l of the 

Soviet Union delegation that the Council should revert to its original procedure 

concerning the classification of petitions is now before the Council for 

discussion . 
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I•ffi . CASTON (United ' Kingdom) : I have only .two brief comments on the 

proc.edure which is _at present ~n operation for t'he _cons:i.dera.tion of petit~,o~s . 

The essence of this procedure lies ·in-the establishment of a _committee of twg___.. -- . 
members· charged with the task of provisionally• closi:;ifying the cotllint:nic~tioi.1s .. 

which come· in ·in the (.!ourse of a year to tbe Secretariat relating to Trus~ 

Territories .. Th~s task of classification, if it wer e not done by the Co~ittee 

on ClaBsification of Communications, would be done by the Standing Committee on 

Petitlons .itself. This is the or:i.ginal procedure to which we are being asked 

to revert . 
It seem~ to my delegation tbat the -Coramit-tee on Classification·, . since it 

was first established, has done very useful, p.ractical work . ·rn a great majority 

of cases, the provisional _ classification '1h1ch the Committee suggests is._ on~ 

which · is sui:;gested unanimously by its two me~ber~ . In almost every case, -.this 

provisional classification has been -accepte~ by th_e Standins Committee on 

Petitions and subsequently by the Trusteeship Council. The effect, therefore, 

of the existence of the Committee on Classification of Communications has been 

to tak.e away from the Standing ·Committee on Petitions a heavy load of work 

in classifying communications which otherwise the Standing Commi_t!,ee would have 

had to do itself and which would·~ to some ex.tent,have ·detracted from its. main 

responsibility, which is to examine . those ·communications which are classified 

as petitions . It is also,' as is quite clear from the report which we have .. . 
just considered and adopted in the Council, ?,t libe_rt;y"to reView the 

classifications suggested by the Committee on Classif ic~tion or· communications , 

There is one other · effect Vhich the _exi_stence of the Committee on . 

Classifi.cationhas had. Not only has it eased the work of the Standing Collll!littee 

on Petitions itself, but it has also -expedited for the petitioners th~ examination 

of their petitions .: It has done this because, being a committee of ~wo, _ it is· 
much easier to convene the Committee a'ii times between sessions as the f l ow of 

comrliunications requires . I have had the privilege of serving on the Committee 

on Classification myself, and. I know th~t we .a:re able to get through .a great 

·· deal of work at meetings convened as the occasion demands in an afternoon when 

it might have been very difficult for all six members of the Standing Committee 

on Fetitions to be assembled, In this way, it has been possible for the 

I • 
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provisional classificatj_on to be done promptly and frequently and f or the 

do~uments concerned to be circulated in very good time • 

. For these reasons, my delegation would be in r~avou.r of the continuation 

for as l ong as the flow of communications rr.a1 the Commillee 

on the Classification of Communications which was set u 13 (XX) 

of the Council. I do not believe that the reasons given with res ard to the 

co~ the work-. of this Committee involve in anywcy the questions of 

principle which trouble the representative of tl::e S0vi et Union. This Committee 

does . a procedural, a practical job, and it does .it in a way which in most cases 

eases t he work of all of us and expedites the examination of pet·i tions . If the 

representative of the Soviet Union wishes in particular cases to question the 

judgement of t he Coremittee on Classification, he is of cour:3e perfectly free to 

do so in the Standing Committee on Petitions and again in t he Trustceship _Council. 

We have seen that indeed he does take advantage of the opportunity' which he 

has of doing so. 

Mf:. GERIG (Uni-t;ed States of America}: I think we all agree that one 

of the most difficult tasks which t he Council bas ever had before it during its 

existence is the question of_ dealing expeditiously and efficiently with 

p~it.·jons-...-- I believe it was on the initiative of my delegation severaJ. years 

ago that an o.tte1:1pt was made to rcticuc.lize the procedure in such a way that we 
. ' 

could accomplish the bendling of these petitions in a manner more satisfactory 

to everyone . 

We have followed the new procedure with a great deal of interest and we have 

also. come to the conclusion that this new method of dealing with petitions by 

setting up a small Committee on Classification ·is one that really should be 

continued; that if ~e .were t o abandon it, we mieht very likely revert to the 
. ' 

position of accumulation of petitions in such a manner that the work might very 

well break down altogether . 

For these reaso~s, ~tion S"pports the continuation of the Committee 

9n Classification and hopes that it will be continued. 
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MR. RASGOTAA (India) : • Mr. -Pres:'..dent, y_ou will liave observed that 
. . . 

285 petitions are listed ~or examination at the curre~t session of the Trusteeship · 

Council. Before I · express m:t del egation's view on this question of the 

continuation of the present procedures, I would like to ask, through you, the 

Counci l' a Secretary whether he can tell us the number of pe,~itions which still 

remain unexamined and are ·not on the agend13- _ of -the pres_ent session and· a~ 

whether he can sive us sooe approxim~te Pigure -of the Fetitions that have come ----~ • • -------- __ ,_ 
in recently, say in the last month or six weeks . Wbat· r wioh to det ermine is ·the 

volume of the flow of petitions because ourcorf§Tl'teration of this whole issue 

will have to be determined ·in the liGht of that volume and in the light of the 

volume of the work which still remains to be done . 

'I'hc SECRETA .. RY : Except for o. few petitions to whi eh the normal time- limit 

of. two months still applies, all other petitions are now on the agenda of the 

Council. 

. MR . RASGOTR.t"1. (India): 'fhere is one part of my q,1iestion which has not 

been answered - - whether a.n · :i.ndication can ue e;iven by the .Council ' s Sec~etnr~ 

as to the flow of petitions in the last two or three months in terms of the 
. --------~-

number of . petitions that have been coming to tl1e SecretarJ::-_Q.g_ueral. 
-· -----------~----------- - -- - -,-----·-
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The SECRETARY: In the la.at few r:coths , that iG, roughly 

from the beginning of the year until now, .the Secretariat has received and brought 

to the attention of the Committee on Classification of C~mrnunications approximately 

~o petitions. I would now add that there remain, as of the present, tsiry-eight 
put to the Committee on Classification of 

Communications . 

Mr. PASGOTP.A (India): I wish to than}~ the Council Secretary for the 

infonnation he bas given us . In the light of the figures which have been 

furnished to the Council, it seems to my delegation that perhaps the time has 

not yet arrived for us to decide on the discontinuation of the procedure which 

the Council adopted on the basis of a report furnished to the C uncil by a 

Corunittee under your wise aIJ.d ab e na1.r.:nanship, Mr. President. 'l'hat was in 

1957. 
I thinlt that the representative of the Soviet Union has a point. when he says 

that this procedure was adopted by the Council in special circtlJllstences, to meet 

a s~gency. But judging ·rrom the r~te~ons have been 

forthcoming from at least some of the Territories, it seems to my delegation that 

perhaps it would not be very wise. for us, at this stage, to abandon these 

procedures hastily. We do not know that the flow of petitions is going to 

diminish considerably in the next six months or in the next year. After its 

present session, this Council will meet toward the end of January of next year. 

Between now and then there may be ~mother 900 or 1,000 petitions. If that is 

going to be the case, then by the termination of present procedures, what we will 

be doing is to revert the responsibility for classifying petitions to the 

Secretariat. 

If the flow of petitions is going to be large, it seems to us that that in 

itself would be a very unsatisfactory procedure, After all, many of these 

petitions , as the representative of the Soviet Union himself pointed out, are very 

important petitions . . They are very controversial; they are contentious . Is it 

right for the Council, at this stage, to throw the responsibility for classifying 

those petitions - - and they have to be classified -- on the Secretariat, rather 

than on a Committee of the Council the membership of which is evenly divided 

between the Administering and non-Administering Powers on the Council? 
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The ,representative bf ·the Soviet Union raisea. another very valid point, 

namely. that .in respect of etiarge number ofl)etitio~s~. it has not been 110~-s.J-ble 
----------·- ··-- -- • • ••• • . .... . ···-. 

for the Standing Ccmmittee on Pe·:;it:Lons • or for this Council t~ion, 
-----~~· . . - . -··-· - · •••• --•• . , • . . . --·. ~-- :._:__·: ... ------- . 

due largely to the fact that full co-opera~ion on th~ part of certain 
. ' 

Administer:i.ng Authorities has not been forthcoming . That, as I say,_ is a valid 

point. But the Ccmmittee on Classification of Commuhications is not to blame for 

. tha-t .. situation, nor are the present procedures to blame for_ the situation. 
. . . 

If an Administering Authority does not furnish ?bserva~ions, the Standing 

Corrmittee on Petitions cannot examine· those petitions . The situation therefore 

has to be l;'ecli:f'ied. in different wuys . I notice that in pare.graph 6 of the report 

(T/L,910) wbich the Council adopted ea1·lier this afternoon, there is a reference 

to a recommendation that : 

f' . . . the· communications circulated uncler rule 24 which raise general 

problems, as are listed in colu.'ll!ls 2 and 3 of paragraph 2 of the present 

report, be exrunined ·by the T1·usteeship Council . 11 

That is, I thinl~, the correct app::-oe.ch to this prcbiero. 
. . • 

- . .. 

The Council can malte 

a special -request to the J'.dmir'listerin.g ·Autho::.·ities c'.)ncerned to give their 

q<?_-:ope1·ation, to bring in their special rer-resent?.tive, to furnish their 

observations, so as to enable the Council or its Stanciing Committee on Petitions 

to examine those petitions. 

But we do feel that at this stage the discontinuance of the procedure that we 

have been following for the last .few · sessions, or dissolving the 

Committee on Classification of Corrmunications, is not going to help the Council 
• -------..... . ~ 

to any great extent. In fact, ·it may hinder· the progress t:q.at • we have made in .• •. 

the ~titions so far. It can be argued, as the representative of 

the Soviet _Union argttecl, tho.t the classification made by the Committee on 

Classification -of Cornmunicatib1~s has in some cases been erratic . But then the 

running away fr.am that Ccrr.mitt·ee is not going to help us ?ecq.t~~e classif'icatiQn -by 

the Secretariat or by eny other body can be equally erratic. 

Therefore , I would suggest for the consideration of the representative of 

the Soviet Union that while we have a large number of petitions ccming from some 
' of the Territories, we should continue the present procedure at least for another 

yeaY:, if necessary, and then review the procedure once again. It is possible that 
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after the early part of 1960, it may not be necessary for us to maintain the 

present apparatus, as some of the Territories will have oeco~e independent and 

others will have approached independence by another year , and the flow of petitions 

may be expected to diminish considerably. 

That would be my request to the representative of the Soviet Union and I 

hope that he will give it sympathetic consideration. 

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

Russian): In stating its view on this question, the Soviet delegation is 

pursuing only one aim, which I already explained earlier. Ny <lel egations aims 

at the publication an·d thorough consideration of all petitions by the Commiittee 

and by the Council, and the ·consideration_ of petitions as a separate item on the 

agenda of the _Council, separate from the consideration of the an..~ual reports of 

the Administering Authority, and the adoption of specific decisions on all 

petitions . 

We are o osed to the procedure in principle, as we have been in the past . 

We are against the temporary procedure which was a opted at a recent date, but 

we shall not vote against the ~sal ta extend the t~-ef gff.ir.e of the. 

Committee on Classification of Communications, in the spirit that· was explained 

here by the representative of India. We shall abstain. 

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): The statement of the 

representative of the Soviet Union will indeed figure in the record of this 

meeting. The representative of the Soviet Union said that he would not be 

opposed to the continuation of this procedure, but that he would abstain if a vote 

were talcen . I wonder if we really need to come to a vote . I believe that upon 

the proposal of the President, the Council might continue the procedure as it 

was envisaged in Trusteeship Council resolution 1713 (XX). If I hear no 

objection, I will take it then that the Council agrees that the procedure be 

continued for one ---------------------
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Mr . ~ilJFT.I (United Arab Republic) (interi:retation from French): My 

delegation has po objection to the President ' s proposal, on the understanding that 

the_!::ti tions raising general problems ~ill· be examined by the Ttusteeship Council -... 

and that this examination will be facilitated by the Administering Authorities. 

The PRESIDEi~T ( interpretation from 'French) : If I hear no objection, . 

I shall· take . it. tho.t the Council agrees that the proc·edure • set f~rth in .. . . ,. 

Trusteeship Council resolution 1713 (XX) should be continued for another year . 

It was so -decided. 

AG ENDA · ITEvI 11 

ATTAINiv'i.ENT OF SEIF-:-GOV:IBNMEi'lT OR INDEPE.l'w'DENCE BY TRUST TERRITORIES (GENEf'<AL 

ASSH,IBLY RESOLUTION 1274 (XIII)) 
/ 

'I'he PRIBIDENT ( inte:cpretetion fro~ French) : In resoluti on. i274_ (XIiI), 

the General Assembly noted that : 
11 

••• bY: t he measures already t1:1ken or to be taken. by some Administering 
' \ '· 

Authorities. in consultation with the United Nations ond the peoples of the 

Territories concerned, Togoland under French administrati on ., the Cameroons 
' , . . ' 

under United ISingdcm administration., t he Cameroons under French administration, 

ScrL!aliland under Italian aclmin:!..straticn and Hestern Samoa under New Zeoland 
• . ~ . . 

administration, are expected to achieve in 1-960 the obje~tive _of the 

Trusteeship System ••• u . 

The Assembly then invited: 

" the Administering Authorities concerned to formulate , in respect of the 

remaining Trust Territories, early succ·essive intermediate torgets and dates 

i~ the fields of political, economic , social and edtJc.ation~i dev~l~i:>11;ent of 

these Territories _so .a; to create, as soon as possible , the pre-conditions 
' ' 

for the attainme.nt of . self~government or independence11 
• 

Finally, the Assembly requested: 

" the Trustees.hi};) Council to report to· the General Assembly . . at its fourteenth 

session on the progress made in ir.1plementing the present resolution11 
~ · 
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That resolution has already· been examined by the Trusteeship . Coµnc._il. On 

2 February 1959, the Counc.ii noted the resolution and asked its drafting 

committees to take account of the resolution in examining the annual reports of 

the Administering Authorities . The Council also decided to place the resolution 

on the agenda o~ the present session . 

I now invite members of ·the Council to submit their ob.servations on this item. 

Mr . NUFTI (United Arab Republic) (interpretation frcm French) : . 

My delegation would simply like to emphasize two points raade in preceding 

resol utions on this matter. 

In the resolution adopted at its thirteenth session, the General Assembly 

requested the Trusteeship Council to report to the Assembly at its fourteenth 

session on the progress made in implementing the resolution. My delegation would 

express the hope ~e coim=-c~i1"1-=-s-=r-=-e-c:-p-c:-o=r--e-t-=o--:ct""'h~e__,._As~-n,urteenth sessi 

will ccr.t ~i n a s~c:t:~ry of the pr ress made in implementing the Assembly 

re;,lution. ------- --------------------~-
----ttyueiegation would also like to emphasize the Trusteeship Council's 

instruction to the drafting corn.mi tte.es to "ce1~in-to account, in its examination -~-
of annual. reports of Administering Authorities , the General Assembly resolution to 

~-thich I . have just referred. We h~-~ -~ __ 9-!:_af~J..n£L£2..rnmittees wil~------,.. 
----- -·~ 

cons_~~ the Assembly resolution vhich is the subject of ·the 
---..,~--__:_ ________ _ 

present discussion . 

-----Nr . OB.ERElviKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) ( interpretatio~ f·rom 

Russian): . In our opinion, the question now being considered by the Trusteeship 

Council - - namely, the General Assembly resolution concerning the attainment of 

self- government· or independence by Trust Territories -- is so important that the 

Council £,eoooLmerely take note of the Assembl;,' resolution and draw the drafting 

ccmmittees 1 attention to the resolution. It seems to us that more specific . 

action on the the Trusteeship Council is calledI'or. 
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The Soviet Union delege.t:ion attrfoutes .partici.llar · i'r.rportance -to this -question. 

The -e.ttainment of self- governr;,ent or :indepenqer,ce 'by Trus~ ·Territories is , of 

course, -a.- crucial questjon for · the Tr·~steeship Council. ._ 01.,tr attention must 

therefore be focussed on it; it must °Qe ·at the centre of our discussions . Our 

e.ctions must- be guirled by the Gene:ral Al:isembly ::esolutions on the question . We 

mus t take note oft.he fact that at a number of auccessive . sess:i,ons the General 

Assembly has considered this matter and has ado9ted more than one resolution on it. 

Hence , one must ask oneself why, year after yee.r, the General As_sembly ~dopts 

resolutions on this subject , A:;,parently, everything is not as it shoul~ be.. The 

General Assembly, quite properly., _is shoving i ·ts con_c .ern and deep interest in 

the ·rate of the Trust 'l'errito:cies and its desire · that specific dates for the 

attainment of self- govermnent or independence should be e_stablished; that , 

·where such dates have already been established, they -_should be strictly observed; 

and that t he fi!1al aim of the I nte:i;-na ticnal Trusteeship System shquld be achieved.. 

We . cannot fail to J1ote p~rac;raph 2 of the General Assembly res.oluticn., which 

states t hat dates for the att~in:-:~ent of sel:'-govcrnment or i~depe:qdence have not 
·----·- -

yet been established f or some Trust Territor:i~s . Althcugh no specific 

Administering Authorities are mentioned in that paragraph.--. the phrase used is 

"Administering Authorities concerned11 
-- r.1embers of the Trustees~ip Counc~l ana. 

t·tiembers of the General Assembly t,mderota::1d clearJ.y which Administering Au_thorities 

are concerned ;· The Trusteeship Council should theref'ore draw the attention of 

the Administeri.ng• Authorities concerned to t he fact that, in respect of such. 

Trust Territories as, say, Rue.nda- U:rundi., New Guinea, the Pacific Islands , 

Nau:r:u : end. Tangonyilm, it is necessary to establish .definite dates for the 

attainment. of · s·elf- government .and ,intermediate target s and. dates , : so that the 

Council ma.y be able to follow the progress in -these- Trust Territories as · they 

move . towards the achievement of the final aim of the Trusteeship System. 
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Of course, here we roust consider two sides. In the first place, the 

achievenent by the Trust Territories of independence depends on the Administering 

Autbori ties al though, ·fortunately, in r;iaey cases .it does not depend on the 

Administering Authorities. At any· rate, the duty of this Council is to call 

upon the .~\.dr:iinistering Authorities to :.-,.ill1ere strictly to the recommendations of 

the Gener:,.l Assembly. SecondJ_y, the Trusteeship Council itself can do something 

in o:?.·der to improve the situation in tbis field, and it co.n do something for the 

better implementation of the repea,tecc 1·esolutions of the General Assembly on this 

question. 

If we take the report of the Trusteeship Council submitted to the thirteenth 

session of the United Nations General Assembly; we see th1t there is a special 

chapter devoted to the_ question of the attainment of independence for self­

gov~ Trust Territories . If a layman reads that chapter, he would gather 

no imp:?."-JSGicn~~to what tbe position in this matter is at this time. 

This is rather a bookkeeper's account . . It is not even a booi:keeper's account 

because in two short pages there is some f ormal data with some references to some 

resolutions, and then there is a whole page devoted to references to specific 

paragraphs, sections, and chapters of this or that repor~ of tbe Trusteeship 

Council. Of course, no one uill look up all of these references·. No member of 

the General Assembly could glean the informa tion from all these sources that would 

give him a picture of the situation. Therefore1 it se~~s to me that there is a 

possibility here of i::m~p~r~o:_:v:..:i~n~...:e:::.:v:...:e:.:n:-t~l~1,__......,~roc!!.·_· i::.· n~w.:.h~i_:::c_:h~the infor~a tio ~ submi,j;_t.ed 
to the General Assembly. 
-----------:--

The Soviet delegation bas a specific consideration that it wishes to eA-press 

and that it wishes to have discussed in the Council. Perh<1ps it would be 

appropriate t o follow the same method that was followed in t he past, namely, not 

to submit a separate report on this question but to include a special chapter in 

the general report of the Trusteeship Council. However, that chapter should be 

presented in such a way that members of t he Ganeral Assembly could understand 

fully what date had been established for what Territory and wbat has been done 

specifically to bring about the achievement of the final aims of the Trusteeship 
------------·-· --- -··- • -· 

eouncil . It coul d also be possible to see where dates had not been set yet. 



DR/rf T/PV.968 
4~. 

(I-!r. Obereroko, USSR) 

Such a specific account, which would be. prepared by the Secretariat, would in 

our view be roost useful to the General Assembly; it would serve its purpose. It 

seems to me that the Secretariat of the T:.."Usteesbip Council bas very skilful and 

capable workers available ",ho knmr the situation in the Trust Territories very well. 

T ey could do this job in@ excellebt ~onne,i:.... ,..,.. __________ :.--- They could prepare a working paper 

for the consideration· of the Council at a later stage in our session, a draft 

c~pter of the report of the Council on tfo.s question. 

The P~SIDENT (interpretation from French): As no other representative 

wishes to speak, I have two proposals to rnalce to the CounciL Fir~ propc,se to 

the Council that we should ask the Drafting Cornmitteeswhich will meet during this 

session to ta!,;:e account of the Gene1~::1.1 Assembly resolution when they consider 

the annual reports of the Administerinc; -.\uthori ties: Se co& the Council might 

dedde t o o.slc the Secretariat, when it prepares the repo1·t of the Council · to the 

General ~ssembly, again to reserve~ special chapter for this question, a chapter 

which would be as complete and detailed as possible. 

These are the- two proposals I nm sub-.J. t-!;ing to the Council, und if there is 

no objection I will cons id er that these proposals are adopted. • 

t1r. !<:ELLY (Australia ): Mr. President, I tbanlc you for having made these 

proposal·s. If they .. are .put to a vote, my delegation will abstain with respect to 
- --

them. 

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): It was not rny intention to 

put these proposals to a vote . I said that if the Council bad no objection, I 

would consider these proposals as accepted by the Council. 

Nr. KELLY (Australia ): I want to make it quite clear, Mr. President, 

that I am not accenting your proposals . 
• ----· -~-- --· ... . 

The PRESIBENT (interpretation from French): That being the case, I ·think 

it would be preferable to put these propcsals to the vote . 

The proposals of the President ue:..·e adopted by 6 votes to none, with 

7 abstentions . ~ 
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AGEI'lDA ITEM 12 

EFFECTS ' OF THE EUROPEAN .ECOHOMIC CONHUHITY ON THE DEVELOPMENT OF CERTAIN TRUST 

TERRITORIES • (GID,%'q.l.\1, ASSENBLY RESOllJTIO!-i 1275 (XII)) 

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): In resolution 1275 • (XIII) 

.of the ·aeneral Assembly, the General J(ssembly again · requested: 

"the 'Administering Authorities to include in tbeir ·anr.ual reports information 

concerning the effects of tbe association with the :European Economic 

Community of the Trust Territories under their administration on the 

economic develop~ent of these Territories a.~d on_ their development towards 

independence or self- goverriroentu . • (paragraph. 1) · · -· · 

The· General A·ss~mbly also requested ti.1e Trusteeship Council: 
I . '• · 

"to. examine .this question at its next session and to report to the General 

:l\ssembly at its fourteenth session". (parap:raph 2) 

This resolution has already been e;~.:u!linecl by the Trusteeship Council ' at its" 

twenty,:.third session. In this conne::don, the Trusteeship Council took note of 

that resolution and-decided to continue the study of the q_uestion at the ·present 

session. I now invite the members of the Council to submit their observations. · 

M1· . MUFTI (United Arab Republic) ( interpretation from· French): My: 

delegation would like to make an observation which is perhaps of a f'onnal nature. 

The ·resolution :which the Trusteeship Council adapted at its twenty-,,;tbird :session 

is not included, -if I um not mistali:en, in the coilection of resolutions of 'the · • • '.'; • 

Council's twenty- third session. I hope that this omission will be rectified. 

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French) : It seems to me that, 

properly speaking, there was no resolutiori 6'f tbe Trusteeship Council; it was 

simply a decision of the Council . 

• ~ir. M"u"FTI (United Arab Republic) (interpretation from French): • My 

delegation would like to know the difference between a decision ·and a resolution of 
' the Council, according to the rules of procedure. 

' 
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The PRESIDENT {interpretation from French): Is the representative of 

the United Arab Republic addressing that question to tbe President or to tbe 

Secretary? 

Mr. MUFTI (United Arab Republic) (interpretation :from French ): To the 

Secretary if he cnn answer the question. 

l1r . HIESCHHOFF (Sec1-etary): The representative of the United Arab 

Republic is· ciui te correct __ in stating that this_Dart.i cul 1r ceci sj OP to take--note 

of this resolution was not included in the documentation. It will be included 

subsequently. ,--------
'I'he PRE~IDENT (interpretation: from French): Is the representative of 

the United ~'\rab Republic satisfied by the reply? 

• 1-Ir. ?-fuFTI (United Arab Republic) (interpretation from French): --Yes~ 
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Mr. RASGCTRA (India) : My frie.1cl from t he Unit.eel Arab . Republic mo.y be 

satisfied, but I am not. I would like· to bl~w what .·the .difference i ·s between a 

resolution of the Council and a decision of the Council. An answer to that 

question wa~ not given, Sir. 

: .... . . 

The PRESIDE~?I' (interpretation from French): 
. . 

As I said a moment ago in·· · 

reply to my colleague from the United Arab Rep~b~ic_, I do. not ~hi1:J._k _there was a 

resolution of the Council. A d~ision wru,._taken, ___ l,)JJ.t_the.r.!LlIB.li_rio _"\-l~tten. text 
. . ' , , ·,: ' . . . : • . -

in the form of a resolution according to· the usual form knmm to a11 ··mem1)_e_rs of 
---- -------- • • • • - ~ - --~-1- · : • 

the Council• That is'a"Il: ~ -C.®- say-in...:t.h~_s_g9_\,lJllS.tane·es·. - . • • • • 
~---------~----w • • 

Mr . MUFTI (United Arab Republic) ( interpretation_ froo fre1:1ch) :. 
. . . . . . 

Mr. President, I regret that I do not completely agree •with the point of view v!hich 
. . • ' ' . . . 

you h~ve just advanced, because there are items on the agenda which were examined 

and concerning which decisions were talten, and these decisions. figure in the 
• . .....-: ' · • . .• 

colle~tion of resolutions and-~ -f'.Q!_th. Therefore I thinl< tha.t etj\ial' treatment ·------- -....__ . should be given to this decision. • ·-----~ 

The PRESIDEI'l"T ( intei']?reta:cion from French) : I believe that the 

representative of the United Arab Republic is right . The point which he brought 

up is distinct from the matter brought up by the representative of India . The 

decision of the Council will certainly figure E:i..1~'14-"TIT'l'l""Tmff!ffi'l::-7"---fmi::-:--""Rs 
..;..:..~~~....;:.:_:.:::..::..::.:;~~~==--=:.~:-=--::.::::---' 
far as India i s concerned, I think the reply I gave was all I could say. We 

took decisions but we did not have a formal resolution submitted with regard to 
that ll'.atter. In document T/1355 on page 25, we have other decisions taken by 

the Trusteeship Council at its twentieth session. This is in the official 

document in a somewhat different form from tho.t to.ken by resolutions which appear 

in the earlier part of the document . 
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Mr .. MUFTI .(United Arab Republic) ( interpretati_?n _from French) : .. My 
. . ; . .. . · . 

delegation would a,l.so like to mal,e t.lke fqllowing remarlt , The General Assembly 
. . . . . . . 

had asked .the Secr etary-General to .~ake a report .on thi s matter . I should like 
• . • .... ·--------

to know whether this report is ready and whether it can be circulated to· the 

Council during the present session . If there is any hope what soever of having 

this report circulated to the Council, my delegation would propose that the 

examination of this matter be deferred until the Secretary~General 1s ; report is 

circulated . 
-----

Mr . OBEREl1KO (Union or Soviet Socialist Republi cs) (interpretat ion from 

Russian) : The representative of the United Arab Republ ic has raised a rather 

important questiqn, and _he is entirely right, in asking when we-shall receive the 
• • - - ---·· -···- ---

report on the effects of the i nclusion of certain Trust Territories in the 

European Economic Community. At. the last session of the General Assembly the. 
·----· 

Trusteeship Council was unable to say ~nything on .thi s question. In the re~evant 

chapter of the report of the Trusteeship Council it ~as said t hat no dei;,ailed 

information on this question had.been received by the Council and in view of this 

the Council did not consider the substance of the ~uestion and it was un~b1.e to- ­
.,.--

express any opinions on the eff~~ts of t~~ .. t~cj,µ.i,_i,on...ot Trust· Territories in . the 
- ·· --

European Economic Community. I think it ·would be entirely improper for the ' . ,,..--- -
Council to submit similar communicat ions to the General Assembly again, at its 

. fourteenth session particularly, since in a _special resolution the General Assembly 

asks the Trusteeship Council-for the second time to make a report on this question. 

Jhe~efore it seems to me that the Trusteeship Cou~cil is entitled to.propose to the 
.. 

Administering Authority concerned to submit the necessary information so that i~ 

might be included in the next r~port to t he Gene_ral Assembly. 

The Soviet. d.elegation supports the proposal _put forward b the esentative 

of' the United Arab Republic -co :i.e ef :fect that we should postpone the c_onsideration ---of the present i~em _until a later stage of the present session qf the Coun~il 

so that ve may consider'. then specif ically some docume~ts prepared :t>Y the .. . 
Secretaria:t of the United nations on this questio.!!.t-It seems .to me· that, if- we 

. receive no in:forrna.tio? from the Administering Authorities! t _he Secretariat is in 

a position to collect already published informati on of an official, semi -official ---------=---=-----------,:___ ___ _ _ 



NR/bg 

(Mr. Oberanko, USSR) 

and .unofficial. ~_naracter •.... It could collect documents also of,. the United Nations 

and. the specialized agenc,ies on t,h.is question, and on this basis it could prepare 

a ·feport. If some do.ta ~eem erroneous to the Administering Authorities, they 
,-=-- . 

undoubtedly will make observations. At any rate· there will be a stimulus ' for · 

the. Administering Autnorities to. submit some information , 

. . Mr, CLAEYS-BCUUM\ET (Belgium) ·(interpretation from French): I can assure 

my colleagues that the information submitted by the B~lgian Goverrunent concerning 

Ruanda-Urundi W;ll 9o~tain preci Re ii.llieations conc.el'.:l'.UJ.1~:ts.J:1hich _ have 

occurred so :far ,owing to the Territory's .·-being as·sociated vith the 

European .. Ecoriomic Community. provided--:-?or ·under ·trie Tre~_QLBQ!ne • . Having ·said. --· -------·--·--·-- - ·--·-.. - -·-... 
that;-! should. like. to add ·that the Secretary-Gene:ral ·. has, I believe, received• an 

invitation from the· Gene~al Assembly ,to~uppl~· a g:ne~al_~~:::~Ll!Ltb.1-s-matter. 

If·my memory is correct, . . this ~nformation has already .. been supplied. 

As to la.ter developments, •it is evident that the Secretary-General will ·have 

available, as the Council will, a:!J.--i:flf'ormation submitted by the vario)ds - ·-
Administering Authorities re~_!,1§.;l..1;>J.,.~_:for. these._"r~r.r.i.tories . In ef.fect the • 

Secretary-Generahill onl;have that infonnation, as vill the Council and the ---------------·· ••• General. Assembly.. At the present stage .of the .examination of the question,·· it • · 

seems to me that the only. measure to .be taken, in view of the resolution :passed 

by the Gem~ral Assembly, Yould be to take · note of it . <;)f ·course i the. question· 

.will come up ~gain -when we exan1ine each Territory .concerned. 

Mr . K0SCZIUSK0-M0RIZ,ET (Fra,5,9·e) (interpretation from French) : As :f'ar-·as 

Togoland and .the C~meroons, .. which will . soon accede to independence, are · concerned, 

a debate on the effects of the European Economic Cor..munity on these Territories 

will really be academic. I might recall that it has been said that it was 

premature to consider .the effects of the Tr.eaty of Rome .upon· the 

Trust Terri tor;i.es;, · I- .may add -- ·~nd this is an item of informatio·n which may.-·be 

of .interest to the Council.., .. that at this time . the commercial implications of 

the comiqg . into force of the Treaty of Roine as far as the associated Territories 

are concerned ~-· and they. ·incl\.lde the Trus~ . ..Te.r.r-itories~-~~~ar.e. . .now •being 
.__----:..-----·- ···· , -- -
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discussed at Geneva within the framework of the General Agreement on Tariffs and --Trade. · The current session of GATT will consider the records of· consultations 
~ 

with regard to such matters as the production of cocoa, tobacco, and so forth, 

products which are exported in considerable volume by these Territories . _It is 

obviously too early to prejudge the results of these discussions, but we should 

be aware of the fact tQat proceedings have been started in GA'IT and the discussi ons 

have been very fruitful. 
I believe it would be desirable for the Secretariat, in accor~ance with the 

procedure that has been established, to study the information that is becoming 

available from Gl\'IT. There is a working group there, and there are the records of 

consultations to which I have already referred. All these are detailed studies . 

We . c_annot i:;hink of anything else that could be said in respect of the effects of 

the European Economic Co~.munity on-the· development of certain Trust Territories . 

We have already pointed out that the association of Trust Territories in the 

European Economic Community has seen the export of their coir:Illodities to European 

countries facilitated and therefore the situation has only improved as a result of 

this new situation. 
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I-lr. VrIELLI (Italy) : 
.. 

Jis the representative of ·a ' country which is also ' 

part of the European Economic • Co:nmuni ty, I si10uld li:.:e to" . join the representatives 

or :!'}eir.,h.un and France in their state1:ients and_ to as~Q.c..i.a--t-e-tey-s-e-M'--~articularly • 
. -- : . 

with. wi10.t .the r epresentative of France :has just saltl . '.rl1ere is not)-li..nC-~for 
----------------

me to say; I me.rely wi~he'ci. to GO on record as h;~-ln-c; associated. myself with 'their 
--------'----------:---------:---:-·-·-----·---

statements . 

- -
Mr ·. MUFTI (Uni ted Arab . Republic) •• ( interpretation from French ) : Hy 

delec;at"iori has listened 1-Tit h t;reat ir.·::.erest to the st.a.tei:1ents made by the 

:rep1~e'sentatives of France and· Italy. •fhese ' s·t a teraents deserve examination· and • 

study. It seems that discussion of ' this item on our a~_;enda has indeed be0un 

and, t heref or:e, we should lilce to m·a intain our proi,osel to defer di sc~ssicb u..ti l 

we· cai1° examine the statements ,-,hich have • j ust been nude so as to be able to clefine 

our position at a later meeting . 

111·. Rl\SGOTR~ ( InceY- '.rl1e delegation of . India has attached considerable 

i mportance to this question of the possible effects of the asso·ciation of Trust 

Territories 1-ri th the European Economic Ccmmuni ty. We have made that evider.t at 

previous sessions of the Trusteeship Council and in t he Fourth Committee of the 

General Assembly. 

Last year the Assembly adopted t l1J.G resolution, the second preambular 

paracraph of which is of speci al i rnportance . It says in that paragraph: 
11 Noting with concern t hat the Administering Authorities have thus 

far submitted no information on the possible effects of the ass~c.iation, 

e tc . " (Resolution 1275 (XIII)) 

For us _merely to take note o:f this resoluti.og, in t he view of the Indian 

delecation, is not good enough. The Assembly has asl:ed us ~amine this 

question at t he sessions of the Council this year. It i s obvious that certain 

Administering AuthorHi.es have ~till not submitted infon1ation on the possible 

effects of this association, but we have heard j us t now from the representative 

of Del ~ium that i nformation concerninr; the Trust Territory of Ruanda-Urundi will 

be available to the Council. The other Trust Territcr:' to be discussed at this 

session which is so associated is the Terr itory of Somaliland under Italian 
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,. ' 

administration~ I understood . the· representative of ··ttaly to say that. informe:tion 

concernin:; the association of tbat '\err--i-te-fj'---w-i-t-a--th€--E-i::t¾'€t-:petm~onomic Community 

has not been submitted and perh~s will not be submitted. If that is the case, --
I woulcl suGgest that we nevertheless make a report to the Assembly on the subject 

. anc.1. say tha~ the Belgian Governroen:t submitted information.. the substance of which 

is this, and that these otller countries have not ·subi:nitted information. 
-------- ·• - --· 

I think that _it is too important a matter to be treated rather lightly. If 

inforr:1ation is not forthcomin 

informntion is submitted we should examine and then submit our findings to the 

General Assembly. 
- ~ 

I would . go to. the extent of suc;:;es_ting that, in the 

Trusteeship Council's report to the Assembly, there s~1oulcl be a separate chapter 

on this question ln which all available information, _or lact of information, 

should'oe tabulated for the benefit of the Assembly. 

llr . l:llJFTI (United Arab Republic ) (interpretatj_on from French): .My 

dele;::;ation .. rould ·like to make its p:..·oposal even more s11ecific. We would ask you~­

Mr . President, to be good enou,:;h to defer examination o·, tM .... itei:i mitj] afte;i; 

we have examined the annual ·reports for these Territories. 

precise proposal; 

I think this is a 

The PRESIDEN'f ' (interpretation from French): The Council has before it 

a f o:niml proposal from the United l'i.rab Republic callinG upon the Council to defer 

examination of' this item until after we have examined the situation in the various 

Trust Territories . --­ If there is no objection, I shall assume that this proposal 

is aaopted by the Council. 

It ,ms so decided. 
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, ...... . 

The meeting was suspended at 4.30 p . m • . and resu.m~at 4 . 55 p . m. 

AGENDA I'F.cl/£_3g and 5 

EXAMINATION OF COI-JDITIONS IN THE TRUST TERRITORY OF WESTERN SAHOA (T/L.908) : 

(a) AHNUAL Rfil'ORT OF THE ADMIIHSTERING AUTHORITY FOR THE Y-BAR 1958 (T/1450 end 1455) 

(b) REPORT OF ·THE UNITED NAT:-iONS. VISITING MISSION TO THE '.!RUST 'l'ERRITORY OF 

WESTERN 'SAMOA~ 1959 (T/11~49) 

'At the inv'itation of the President,. Mr . ·Powles, special representative for the 

Trust Territory of Hestern Samca under New Zealand administration tool~ a place at 

the Trusteeship Council table. 

Political Advancement 

i\'1r . KOSCi,IUS:m-r1IORIZET (Fr~e ). ( interpr~tatidn frcm French) : I simply 

wanted to say- that c_ontrary to custcm I will not put ny questions since I . 
\ 

have been in Heste.rn Sarr:oa and I had every. occesio necessary to put whatever 

questions arose; perhaps durj_ng the ccuroe of e discussion scme new 

element may arise , but for the ~resent mcm/ I have no questions. 

0)1:r . CBERUlKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from 

Rusoian) : Before asl{ing my first question, with your permission, Mr . President, 

I wish to make a brief general observation on · the question under debate . We . • 

have· considerable information on the question; we have the report of the 

Administering Authority, we have a specially prepared collection of documents 

submitted by the Administering Authority which aupplet1ents the information 
' ' 

contained in the report of the Administering Authority, and we also have the 

report of the Special Visiting Mission which visited Western Samoa . Therefore, 

a number of questions are fully discussed. 

Nevertheless, on scme secondary questions it seems to us that it is 

necessary to obtain some clarification , and also, if possible, we need some 

additional information which 1r.ay be trade available either by the special 

representative of the Admini stering Authority or by the Chairman of the Visiting 
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i'-lission which stud.ied the sit1.ta'tion in the Trust Territory on the spot . l-zy ~ 

first question is the following : In ali official documents of the Administeri,g ~ 

Authority pertaining to the future of the Trust Te:aitory of West,ern Samoa 

there are references to internal domestic self- government, and sometimes .a 

reference to full self-~ent . Nowhere 1 a·s it· seems to tne at any rate, / ----and in those documents available thus far, is.there reference .to independe.1ll=)e . 

Yet in the report of the Visiting Mission and. also in some statements , including 

the statement which we heard at the last meet,ing, and. also in the statement 

which was made by the Prime Minister of New Zealand tot.he members of the 

Visiting iv~is:.ion., in all those statements there was a somewhat passing 

reference or use of the word " in~endence" ._ Therefore , it would be desirable 

to know precisely what ., in the opinion and in accordance with the policy of 

the Administering Authority, is the final aim~· Is it self- government or 

independence? 
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In order to clarify my question~ I wish to refer to the statement of the 

representative of New Zealand, Mr. ·Mcin~h . · He· said that the Ac1ministering 

Authority· had in mind the achievement by the Trust ·Territory of-self- government 

or ina.epenclence; that is , i n this o:cel statement,· 'we see the word II 
independence!'. 

In . the same • st·atement, it is fur ther said· that • a Tre·aty • of Friendship is 

conternp:.ated which will mal<:e provision··for the indepenC1.ence o-f \lestern Samoa. 

A littl e further on, we find· that the Tl.·ea.ty of Friendship will be an agreement -· 

between independent countries; that is , Hestern Samoa and New Zealand will be . 

on a. footing of :equal.ity a~d there will be two independent Governments or States . 

•• • The question is : What is the of:ficial policy of the Administering Autbority'? 

Why do · official. documents not speak -of the independence of Western Sar,1oa as the 

na.tu~ to terminate the Im,ernat:i.onal 'l'rusteeship System in that 

Mr . McINTOSH (New Zealand) : I regret tha.t there should have been any 

ambiguity on the part of any delegation concerning this point . In the view of 

the Afuninister ing Authority, self- government and independence are synonymous terms , 

and I used them both yesterday in the statement I was authorized to make by my 

Government . 

New Zealand does not have any qualifications . Independence is what is 

intended and we pr~ in the •.i'rea.ty of Fri endship, to define it in those 

terns . Perhaps we regard the term a little differently from some other 

representatives of countries round this table . We in New Zealand have had 

self- government for many years and we regard ourselves as independent. A fonner 

Pri:ne l-linister of New Zealand, i n commenting on self- government within the 

Commonwealth , so.id that we regarded it not as in~-~ence with something taken 

away but as independence with something added . To our way of thinking, there is 

no difference in the terminology. 

I regret that tbere should have been any misunderstanding on the subject 

on t he part of the representative of the USSR. 

M11
• OBEREMl<O (Union of Soviet Socialist· Republics) (interpretation· from 

Russian) : Since we have heard this clarification by the representative of New 

Zealand, will he asree to speak of the independence of Western Samoa? Since p.e 
cons idem self- government and independence synonymous , perhaps in the future a.11 

documents could speak of independence and then there will be no amb.iguity, 
------· · 
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particularly since, as the .. representative of · New Zealand has now notedJ it is 

intended. to give genuine unqualified · independence. Therefore , Western Samoa is 

to become .an independent State the same as Ne·,r Zealand· or any other sovereign 

State. 

I wish to ask this specific question : Wou1d the Administering Authority"" 

ac;::~c - in the future to use in its documents the word "indepe11dence
11

. as -the 

dc:fi:1ition of the final aim of the ·Inten1a.tio.nal Trusteeship System? Thus we . , · ' 

could agree here that the achievement of independence would be the natural 

conclusion of our International ':'ru$t~eship System . In .this connexion, I wish 

to i:.:;~;: this specific question of t:1e r~prt:!S("r:tati ve o::' New Zealan1: Hould. he 

of the report of the Visiting •1.ssion, there should be included a n}:Jecific 

measure~ the proc runa ion of' the independence of Hestern Samoa with 

specific indication of a date? 

Hr . LcINTOSH .(New Zealand) : • It is a matter of which the New Zealand 

Government uill no a.oubt talte uote . But I would remind the i·epresentative of 

the USSH that in our country the tenn 11 self- government" .is in current usage . In .. 

Samoa , the sane term has been used, and I do not think there is any doubt 

whatE;ver .on the part of the Samoan people or our own as to what is intencled. I 

think it is very likel.y that both terms will continue to be used • 

. Nr . OBEREMIW (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from 

Ru.ssian) : My delegation, the same as many other delegations , would of course 

prefer to see the word "independence" in order to ensure that the full meaning 

of this worcl would be gi;ven effect in the legislative acts ·which will be passed 

in respect of the Trust Territory. The Charter of the United Nations speaks not 

only of self -government but also of independence, and members of the Council will 

remember the lengthy d~scussi.ons which toolc place here in the past as to what was 

the final aim of the Trusteeship System -- seif-goverrunent or independence . 
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It was sometimes se.id "the.t self-govermnent and independence were alternative 

solutions; they were two different possibilities. Therefore, to mix up these 
' 

terms here would orily be detrimental to the clear understanding of the policy being 

pursued by the Administering Authority and we would not be creating a clear idea 

of the final outcome , That is, will the Territory. be self-governing -- not fulq 

independent - - · or do we have in rnfnd converting the '11rus t 'fer 1 ltory into r;- really 

foden,~e~n;;!;d~e!.!n.:::.t-:s~ov.::,e~1~·e~1.~· g~n:_:s::·t~e.::t~e:..·..::w'.!.h~i~c~h~m!.::-t..ijq,..ib ... t,7 -.J.for iriste.nce, bee.owe a Memher of the 
.;;.- --Uni~~at_ does the Administering Authority think? After Western Samoa 

has become an independent State, ce.n -~pJ ii' for rnerobeJ·sl:li:p in the Uui ted N~.tions 7 
• • • ---------

Mr. McINTOSH (New Zeale.nd): I do not think we should throw any 

discredit on the term 11 self-government". I can only repeat that we ourselves 

~ 

have used the term for so l ong that it is unlil-i.ely that we would want to i ntroduce 

any variation or any implication of difference between· the two. As t o an 

application by Festern Samoa for membership of the United Nati ons, I think that is 

a much ~~ion and one which· in theory it should be fairly difficult to 

answer. ·There must be· many small communities attaining self-government or 

indepe:1dence • in the same position and in tbeory··there ia no reason why they 

should not become Members of the · United Nations . But I do not thinlc the.t the 

Administering Authority is in a. position to provide :t~S\~er to the repre~ento.t1ve 

of th~ USSR. It is for the United Nations itself to do so. --
Mr . OBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Social:i.st Republics) (.interpretation from 

.Russian): I understand that the question of ad.mission, of course, is decided by 

the United Nations : by the Security Council and the General · Assembly . But I asked 

the question with something else in mind. If~f (p•igrn.ment is really equivalent 

i ndependence in the thickin ering Authorit • and f it ~ 

planned to give genuine independence, then there should be no obstacle t o the 

adriiission' of Hes~ Samoa to the United Nations . For in the proper consideration 

of' the. e.ppiication of Hestern Samoa, the United Nat.ions is likely to decide that 

the newly born independent State should be admitted, But if West~~amoe. does _______ ... -- . 

not ha.ve iu~~1:.dence -- for instance, it is not responsible for i~~ 

policy -- th~nepossib..;i,;!,tt_y_ of applying for membership irltmr1Jnited Nations no 
. .. ---- ····-----·- ------------
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Our-delegation wishes to know the -following : Will Hesteril Sumoa, after 
.. _ • -Trus'teeship· has ended., have- the .right to' conduct its foreign_ affairs and .to aqt ... , 

ioclepende!ltJ.y in the foreign po1 icy field and, let us say, \.Till that Govcrr.ment ... •. 

have the right to npply to the United Nations• for membership, O?"l.i wil1- it be aql~ 
_:___-=r~-=--~~~-=~~~=------to 'c6nclucle any· traae or ·other e.greemeri.ts with other St.ates, and so on, 

since these a.re · ·1.na.1iebable · end. bo.si·c attributes of. any sovereign and in9-ependept 

stat'e7 

• Mr. EcINTOSH (Nev Zee.land) : The ·rreaty of _Friendship which we .. propose 

to discuss •with the Samoan people will cover .the question ,of th.e conduct of Samoan 

external' r 'elations and it will be for the Samoan people themselves to deci_de 

whether or not they wished to make application for. .acunission to the _United• Nations . 
As to trade ogreements, .I would not think ~here is any ~oubt that they would qe.ve 

the right to conclude whatever trode agreements they lit ed, with or without 

New Zealeud'::; help. I do not thinlt that there is any pe.rticular probJ.em in th::.s 

at all and I am afra.i('l that I do not see the difficul.ty which is being .plac.ed 

before me by the representative· o'f: the USSR, 

Mr . OBEREMKO (Union .or Soviet .Socia.list .Republics) (i~ter:pretation frcm 

Russian) : In my view, if sorc.e difficulties were to e111erge, it wou_ld be better 

if we prevented. n~,.,.. 1111y misunderstandings from s.rising in the future . Let us take , 

for instance, the question of the Treaty. It he.s been called 11The Treaty of 

Friendohipnbut a.ccordi:ag to its contents it should be celled 11.A '.i'reaty on the 

Relationship between New Zea.lend and Western Somca" . 

I must confess that we do not quite unders~and why this Traaty is already 

considered at this time as a settled ma.tter, as something self- evident . 'lhe· 

specific question ·which we wish to address at this time to the representative o f 

the Administering Authority is the following: Dc,es the Administering Authority 

agreed tha.t it is necessary to give Western Samoa full independence without any 

restrictio11s in the form of a future Treaty on relationship between New Zealand 

and Wl'.:!stern Samoa? 



AW/rs T/PV.968 
63-65 

Mr . McINTOSH -(New Zealand): New Zealand entirely agrees t hat it is 

the purpose e.nd the inte ntion to giye full.. independence to Samoa and at the same . . 
time to a.gree to enter into a Treaty of Friendship with the Samoans . I would 

remind the representative of the USSR that the Samoans themselves had been . . . . . 

consulted on this point and I would draw his attention. :to the resolution which was 

adopted at a ~P.eting of the Fautua and the Legislati~e Assembly o~ the 

recommendations. of the Working Committee with whom ·we are in contact. I will reed 

out the terms of the resolution which I think clarifies the points: 
11 1. This meeting .. . believes that it is in the best i nterest of Hestern 

Samoa to enter i nto_ a Treaty of Fri endship with New Zealand . Conside ration 

of the terms of such treaty should be undertaken before the tarmination of 

the Trusteeship Agreement but ratification should not take place till after 

the termination of Trusteeship in_order that the two parties to the Treaty 

shall possess equal status. 

•
11 2 . This meeting considers ·that the Treaty ohould deal with matters 

of external affairs and defence but would prefer t o await a Memorandum being 

prepared in New Zealand before expreAsing it:"> views in greater detail. 

"3. It is considered that the right of the Government of Western Samoa 

to conduct trade negotiations on its own behalf should be clearly stated 

and defined in the Treaty . 
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"4. Specific provisions for the terroinatio!'l of the Tr-eity ,-· --if' this 

should at any time be desired by ·one of the p'.irties; ii!ioulcl be • included', 

"5 . It is recosnized t1nt there are lilrely to be o: nmnbe'r of 

a&!liriistr2.ti ve matters concerning ·which Western Smnoa and IJe~-1 Zealand 

will cc,ntinue for some time to be closely associo.tecl. Sv.ch oatters 

should be dealt with in .some roanher less :formal th.:i.n a Treaty in o'rder 

thn.t they c a n be easily modifie·d or terminated· when d~siro.ble ~ 11 

I woultl draw the particular attention of the USSR represe:..1tative to the fi:..~st 

four p.:i.r.:-..(s:::- c.!.phs o·r tbat resolution. 

··:-Ir. O:SEREf-lKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpreta'tion from 

French}: r' am grateful to the New Ze':l:;_~~d representative for reafilng ·out 'that 

text . I think that all me:ubers of the Trusteeship Council are fa_~iliar with it. 

I would draw attention to the part of the resol1.1tion wbich refers to the · 'desire 

of the S,moan leaders -- at least 0f those representatives of the Samoan people 

wbo have thus far been ··constilted by the .l\.dminis,~ering :\ti.thori ty - - that the 

Treaty of Friendship should. be ratified after the achievenie11t of independence 

nnd the crea tion of the State of Western Sc1moa·. It sceras to me that· it is not 

by accident that this desire has been expi·essed. I should lH:e to ask the 

rep;.esentat~ of the· Administering· Autbo:.d ty wbet!ler the Sa1wan represen-tatives 

be:ve been civen this alternative: that Uestern Samoa sboulc1. first receive full 
. . ' . 

ind.epende:,ce, wi tbout any restrictions~ wi th:::>Ut any Treaty of Friendship, i,1i tbo1.tt • 

an~trument ccncerning r elo.tions l::etueen Western Samoa and New Zealand; and 

that the q_'-.testicri of the conclusion ~f n.ny treaties betueen • th8 independent s ·tate , 

of 1·7es"'c~· ... ·n-Sor:100. a nd New Zealand should. be settled after the c.ccession of the 

• o indepe. _ ce, w:ien such ·treaties could be concluded on a 100 :i.ng o 

equality, with respect for the sovereignty of euch party . 

!.lr. • McINTOSH (New Zealand): It is understood by the Samoan co;t.l'!lunity 

and the Neu Zealand autbo1·i ties tho,t S::1mo3, ,till achieve fuJ.l independence and will 

then conclude its treaty with New ·z.ea.b.ncl. 

'::,, 
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Mr . OBEREMKO (Union of Sov::..et Socialist Republ:i.cs) ( interpret~.tion from 

Russian): I should. lil,;e to b:::i.ve sc,me cle.rification as t o ;rbether there is not 

some qualification here. Will the treaty be concluded and ratified after 

1ndepcnder.ce bas been achieved, o'7" h it only--:l.. question of ratification? 

.B::c . i-1cINTOSH (New Zealand.) : I should bave used the word "conclude" . 

I believe tbat that is tbe word for whicll the USSR representative is searchi!1g . 

Mr . OBEREMI<O. (Union of Soviet Sccialist Republics) (intel1.)ret:ition from 

Russian): I am grateful to the New Zealand representative for the attention 

wbicb he is giving to ray many questions _and i'o:::- his atte!:!pts . to furnish the 

nece sary clarification. I should like to ask some further questions concerning 

tb Treaty of Friends' · . 

o the representatives of the Administering Authority refer to 

independence only 1n connexion with tbis Treaty of Friendship? Hby is it 

proposed to re_cognize the independence of the Territory in that precise doclllilent? 

As we know, under the present pla!'ls of the 1\dministerinc; Autl1ority, the Treaty 

of Friendship will contain a provision to the effect that after a cert3.in period 

of time it roay be renounced by ei tber party . In such a case, what would remain 

of the independence of Hestern Samoa, if this treaty uerc to be the b2.sic 

instrument recognizing independence? Hence, one must agein as~ 

Administering Authority contemplates tbe publication of some official declarati0n 

procla.irn:rng that the T~. •rerritoy1i l1estern sam_q_~~~ _an ind~~tate 

and that the trusteeship of the United Nations has come to an end. Would such 
--------·-··· ·--------- ___ ,::::------------ - -·-. . 

a dec~a~c.tion, if iss~ independ~~nd not me-reJ.y. sel:f gover.n.m~rr!'.._? 

l:lr . :McINTOSH (New Zealo.nd) : I think that tl,at q_11estion could best 

be answered by referring the USSR representative to paGe 63 of the Visiting 

Mission's report . -In the timetable give~ there, reference is made to tbe 

possibility that Aucust 1961 -will be the date when New Zealand. wil l pass an act 

o.utborizing the abrogation of New Zealand's powers over Uestern Samoa upon the 

termination of the Trusteeship Agreement a.t the end of i9G1. The General Assembly 

itself will take appropriate action in respect of the Trusteeship Agreement --

that is to say, the termi.nation of the Agreement. I should think that those two 

documents ·would constitute sufficient authority for the independence of Hestern 

Samoa. 
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Mr. OBEHENKO (Union of Soviet ~ocialist .Republics) (interpretation from 

Russian): In tbe Visiting Nissicn's repo:;.:t and in state,~ents by the 

representatives of the A9rnj.nistering 1\uthor:j. ty, i;:eference ho.s been ·made to the 

tbe United Kingdom an" T I should l:i.l;ce .to lqiow what stage bas been reached 
.:;.._ - -· -

in the consideration of this matter. Is it contemplated that there will be an 
'- ' agreement establishing a protectorate? For, if we c?refully read the text of 

the treat:,, of' friendship between the United Kingdom and Tonga, dated , 

26 Au{just 1958, we see that in essence tbis agreement estn.blishes a protectorate. 

Would not the result of a similar treaty ·bet,-1een Western Samoa and New Zeeland-

be that, on the one hand, it ,-1ill be st:ited that Western Samoa has achieved 

self- government, or perbaps even independence, ·out that, on t he other band, 

a .so- called Tre.:ity of Friendship will lie concluded under which in effect 

Hestern Samoa will be deprived of independence without ever having attained it? 

The Vii:;itinc; Mission ' s report speaks of the conclusion of such an agreement, and 

I should the:cefoi·e li1te to have s or:1e clarification from the representative of the · 

Administering Authority. 
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Sir Andrew CCHEN (United Kingdcrn): I shc-uld lilte to s9eak on a 
-. ,. . ~ 

mild point of .crder . I do not wish_ in any way to inhibit the ::-ep::-es('utative of 

the Soviet Union - - whom I am glad to welccme to the Counc_il -- in his efforts 

to_ elucidate the position \Tith regard to Samoa, the ques_tion we are discussing, 

It i,s perfectly true that there have been certain refe1·ences to Tonga in docunents 

relating to Samoa. I must say, ho~cver, that T_cng~ is Pnotl)e.r_matter, and it is 
'· 

not strictly within the purview of this Council. I m1ght interject .hc1·e that I 

cer ainly do not agree that the Tonga Agreement between the United Kingdom and 

To_nga ~reat_es a protectorate . _I do not want to go into the constitutional 

position. _I would be very glad to do so with my friend fre-m the Soviet Union 

cutside_ of t~:i:s Council chamber. But ha-ving made this statement, I am not 

asking the Pres_ident to_ malte any ruling; I am just observing that we cannot 

stray too far from Western Se.!llca • . 

•• . The FRESIDENT ( interpr~tation. f'rom F:cenc:h): The Council has taken note 

of the statement mad~ by _the representative of the United i(ingdom. 

Mr. t•lcil-ITOSH (New Zealand): Some confusion has perhe.ps arisen through 

repeated references to the ~~~tiQ..f!.2_~~exion with Samoa. 

For many years the Samcan leaders felt that the Tongan relatioTI~e-orm·­

they desired, but that concept, I think, has been abandoned in Samoa. It certainly 

·has been abandoned in New Zealand. We have every intention of concluding a 

very"°short treaty, the terms of which have still to be discussed, between the 

Samoans and ourselves. I can assr1re the representative of the USSR that there 

is no intention of reproducing the treaty with Tonga. It will be a much shorter 

and simpler document. I do not think it will leave o.ny doubt as to the meaning 

of the term "independence" . 

Mr . 0BIBEMK0 (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation frc-m 

Russian): In reply to the cbservations of the representative of ·the United 

Kingdcm, I wish to say that this observation should be addressed to the 

Administering Authority, to the representatives of New Zealand,since the discussiom 

of the type of agreement is containe·d in a memorandum of the Government of 
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New Zealand on the future of the Trust Territory. That memorandum is contained 

fully in an annex to the report of the Vi1?iting Mission , Therefore, the 

representative of the United Kingdom, having read the report of the Visiting 

Mission, might have made the observation earlier to the effect t hat the 

memorandum discussed questions which in essence did not come within the 

competence of the Trusteeship Council . 

But it seems to me that this is a formal approach, and I think that the 

representative of the United KingdcQ _will not object to our studying the documents 

to which reference is made .. The question i~ an important one and if a Tongan 

type solution is contemplated, es the memorandum of the Adminis.tering A~thority 

says , then we must of course look into that agreement. We c:annot act here 

blindly without knowine5 the actual position, with(?ut 3tudying the documents. in 

accordance with which it .is planned to <i.ecide . the future of the 1'.r,µ_st. Territo-a~ 

My next question relates to the drawing up of the law on citizenship and ,-, ---on the electoral system, In the report of the Visiting Mission we are informed 

that these laws are now under discussion . This is an important question and 

considerable space is given to it in the report of the Visiting Mission . I 

sboul.d like to know the main intentions here. Are there some basic provisions 

in accordance with wh ich this legislation will be drafted, Is it contemplated 

in this legislation to have full equality as between persons of European status 

and persons of Samoan statust In particular, I should like to know whether 

Samoan employees who have already broken with the traditional system of the n:atai 

will be able to participate in elections7 Is it contemplated to give the 

franchise to the entire population1 Is universal franchise contemplated or is 

it planned to maintain some preferential status for citizens of European status1 

Will there be any distinction as rega!'ds el.ectoral laws? 

Mr . PCHLES (Special representative): vfuile I appreciate that the 

questions contain ffiatte~s of great importance, there are a large number of 

matters contained in these questio~s, and this. makes it. rather difficult to give 

any coherent answer . These matters are discussed very fully in the Visiting 

Mission 1s report and again in the sta.teoent which I made to the Council. 
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It is n ecessa'ry to diptingnish , ·-ai -was · pointed out in the Visiting ~1ission 's 

report , between questions· on citizenshi p .and. question~ oi' ·dcmestic status . 

·~e' question ·of the· electoral· suffrage is .anothc::: mE.tter ac;a.j.n . I ag:cee 

thi:>.t t:1ey are itnpo-rtant issues , · bu·t I 1-;ould. be Ver~, -grateful to the representative 

of the Soviet Union if he could ·be more spec::f-ic in liis questions . 

• !-h· , 0BERE::-·,KO (Unioit'·'.of' Soviet Socieli$t Republics) (·interpretation from 

Russia:1) : I am quite preps.red to aslc r.i.ore specific questions, and I am glad t hat 

the 1·epresentative of the Admi.niste:cirie; Authority is inviting rne· to. put specific. 

questions . One· specific q_uestion -·is : . will Son~cans who .have broken with the 

t:::-edi ti'cne·:i.. ·system be able ;to po.rtici_!?ate in the elections on the same footing 

as citizeris oi European status, \·:ill . the:r be able to vote on ·the -bus is of 

univl suf'f'rage'i Tnat ~s my•first specific question . 

The seccnd point is ""that . I have an obse:cYation on which I should lHce some 

If th~re is no provision for u~ive:csa1 §:J:.c':f:rage l then there will 

not be equal rights for a:11 citizens , ·:;bat is , Samoans and Europeans . Hence , in 

order to estabJ.ish eqt:al rights and to rco.ke these ~ights uniform, it wHl be 

necessary to take universal.suffrage away from the Europeans and to intei;rate 

them into· the natai system. Tho.t would be somewhat, awk\•;ard-. What solution · is . 

contemplated for this dilerrana~ 
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to- say with any des ree of certaint~- ·,rhat will be doi1e. The ~ission its~lf, •· 

while it . ,ms in the Terri tor;;,, r.;ade a ·sug6estion to ·che assembled represe11tatives­

of the Samoan people that the el0ctora1· laws rni3;.1t con-ta in· a p:covisioh • for -·o < 

non-iiatal r oll, · auci the su£:;3ested details of tha:; r,rovision are coritaine:1 .. i ri the 

i-1ission's report . Tl:at su::;~estion is now be:i_ng taken unrler consideration by 

the \lor!dhG Committee in ·western Sar.;oa, and it ·1s not possible to say-at the 

present tir.1e wl1at their answer will be· to it. 

The quest.ton of wliether there will be any difference betwe':!n the electorc].l 

ri0hts of two differex:t· classes of citizens is to e certain exter;t· bow1d up witb 

n;y answer to the previous question. It also depends upon the decision of the 

Samoai1 peop:..e as to whether they decide to have a sincle- domestic_ status for all 

inhabitants of the Territory. That ultimate objective, • as ·members of the . Cmmcil 

will recollect, has been an objective of' the Administering Authority for ver y .. 

many years and, as I mentioned in my opening speech, it seems that there is noi-r 

at least a possibility that that objective can· be achieved, · so that · the 11ecessary 

provis ions can ·be put in. the ne.rconstitutfon, but it is quite impossible.to .be 

certain or · clefini te as to what will be decided in '.;his matter by the Samoan 

:people. The matter is still under their consideration. 

Nr~ OB'SREMKO (Union ·of Soviet Sceia.list Republics)(interpretation frow • 

Russian): ~1e are devctin0 considerable attention, to _ this question of U...'li versal 

suffrac,;e in the T1·ust 'i'erri tory because at thi::; titie t he basis on which elections· 

tal~e pluce or will take place in -the future for tl1e , leuislative or3ans is a v.ery 

• na.1'!'ow basis . · f.iemb6rs o'i" the Counci·l knmr that at this t ime , only the l:Iate.i, 

that is·, oi1e- se~1enth of tlle adult population, participate in elections~ In _fo.ct,· 

in the elections in 1957, out of '.;,000 Matai, only 1,1:+1 pe:csons voted.. These 

1,141 persons de termine who is to be in an orc;an which is then considered as a 
· . . , • ' . 

represent'utivE! organ of t he Trust Territory. 

ilc note the statement of the ·Ac1mi'nistering Authority corftained in ·the special 

memordnclur,1, to the effect that the Administer:i.rig l,uthority -is. for the introd.1.,ction 

of universai suffrage . • The Vis:!:tins 11ission ·also :cl~_ .. spoke ... ~--!~-~-Qf_~_he 

introd~versal suffrage . Mol·eover, in the report of the Visiting 
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Mission we read references to the fact that in the Trust Territory the trend is 

growinG to have universal suffrage introduced. In this connexion the question 

arises what specific steps are taken by the Administerine; Authority,with a view 

to introducing universal suffrace in the.Territory, to explain to t he population 

the aclvantages to be derived from such a system, so that in t he end the 

introcluction of tl1is democratic measure might be ensured, one which is customary 

in many States and which there~ore. would not leave ~Testern Samoa a;.1 isolated 

island where universal suffrage could not be introduced . 

The specif'ic question is; wha.t steps are beine, taken nm-1 by the 

Adro~nistering Authority to ensure the introduction of universal su:ffraGe? 

Hr . PCWIES (Special Representative) : This question, of course, has 

been discussed a.round this Council table on almost every occasion when the Samoan 

issue has come up for debate . There have been numerous indications given of the 

attitude of the Administering Authority in this matter . There have over a long 

period of years in Western Samoa been many occasions when this question of 

universal suf'fra3e or Matai suffrage bas ·been debated and discussed. It bas 

been a matter of public issue in the Territory for quite some time, with the 

result that it bas now become very clear that :for the present the syste.m of 

electoral representation by the Natai is a system which fully me.ets the needs of 

the Samoan- people . Indeed, that situation was• ~ecoc;nized by this Council last 

year, when members had the opportunity of having a distinguished dele1:;ation of 

Samoan leaders bere present, when the whol e system 11as <liscussed; and a 

resolution of t he Trusteeship Council on that issue recognized the fact that 

for the present it was desirable t o proceed u~on the basis that the only system 

satisfactory to the Samoan :peo:ple as a whole and the only system which would form 

a proper basis for the viable independence of their Territory was the oystem 

under which they now worked. 

It is not necessary or even advisable to conquct any large or wide- scale 

campaigns .in the Territory on the subject of universal suffrage, because it is a 

matter that everybody knm,s about and everybody talks about . Knowing about it 

and talkipg about it , they have deliberately taken their choice in the other 

direction. 

The meeting r ose at 5. 50 p .m. 
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TRUSTEESffap COYNCIL ·-:- ~AKE l • 
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_ , . . , .!3efor~ .res_uming the -review of condit ions in Western SaJJ:I~a,. the T~steesh1p· . 
' . .. . •• ·.·• . . .. . , . • . 

Council this ~-fternoon took up various other tru stees4ip .matters. 

•• • • ~e . f.ir-~t ~~ ,;bese ~as a r~port (Doc. T /L. 91,0 ). -of the Sta~.d:i;:1$.·· C;om~~t,tee· OI,l 

Petitions. In the report t he .Petitiops Cornmitt~e $Ubmits for the .CouncL!. 1s approval 
I • ' • • • ' . • • 

the cl~ssiftcatiom recommended ;for . 36:;. pe~itions- and comm,unication~:, /.-in accor~ance 

wi~h. tbe rules govern:i,ng the . examination of ·:pe:tit;i.ons-. (P1=t iti9~s · r a i~ing g~heral 

question~ c?~cerning a particular '.trust ~erritory are ~~u~lly ta~en f~tb acco~~~ : 

by· t Q.e Council .during. its review of ~be ~nnual report,. 07: t hat ter~i'j:;ory~ Petitions 

. .. containing specific requ~sts or gri_eveinces are normally examined iJ?diviC:.u~l+Y by 

. t~~ P~titio~s Committee ·wh_ich then ~eports . on them to the Council.) :: . . i 
• The report of _the Petit ion~ Commi-t~ee w.as _. J.t~tr9du.ced: oy t,be -Cornrnit~e.e :C:ba1rman, 

qEOFFREY CJ\STON (U~tte.d ·Kingdomh .-He -sa:i.d. t he ol~ .. s.~:i.ficat i ons ,r..eqqrn,rilended were based 
, . 

on _t he pro1;>0sals of the Commit tee on Classification of Cormnl.illications. ·:'· , 

VALErfl'I N A. -.ANTONOV (USSR)_ consi der ed -the·;l ass ~fica~ion _,reco~eJ:?,ded for 
, < 

ce~a~n ot -the p~~i:tioI)s : covered in the report ,as unjust. , The_.._dnes · ~~- .ref°e:r:;red . . • • ·: •. . :, ; . . ' . .. . . 
~o, ·he said. r.aised -$j5ed :f ic i ssues and not me~ely general..qu.es_tions. ;-:·.!!'hey ~hould 

• • ,, • • • ~ • .. • • • • • • • : · : , , ' 4 • • • 

ther_efore be clsssi1'1ed as petitions requiring 1na.1viduaJ.. examination, in ._his view. . . ~ . . . . . ·. . . . . . . . .. 
He .proposed that they be classified as petitions. falling under ryle 85, .,J?ar.agra_ph 1, 

of the rules governing the· examin~tion. of p~titions· • .• 

• The Pr.esiden.t, MA£~: D.ORSINVILLE (Haiti), --~~d.d.:th~t ., i~ the abs~nce. o:e other 

comments, tbe Council. would vpte on the Soviet .proposals for upgrading tl:1e ·petitions 
• • • ;.: • •_. • •; • I ~ , 

h·e' mentioned, one by- ·one. · · 
: • . ' • \ : . . . 

All the Soviet p,::o;pos_al s. were reJec_ted :t>Y . . the qouncil whiqh _ then;,approyed .•. th~ 

clas.s-i -fication·s reco~ended ;by _;the _Stand{~~ .Committee ori Petitiqri~, !'.>Y·· a ·v~te .of 

• 13 ··1n :fa;or, none. ~p~Q,sea} Vi th one ·a bst~nt~~il /. • • • . ' , •• 
. .. • ·;• ·• • . • : • . • . . ·: .. • .. .. •• • • • , ,. • : • . • . • .. • ; • • : • : . ·:· :' • . ~ . : • . . . • . '! : •·\. : - . . . 

Next, the Col.}.11cil took u:p the: ·i t~m. ;relat_ing :to the rev-i~w ,of pro~edure 

~ .· fega;rdi~g petitions·. ·• ,.·· .. : :<'~\· i · ' 

Thf ,P~~J.DENT .recai:l.ed tpat ·becsu_se o'f 1hi~'\a"r~e n~ber of ·petitions ~~ceived, 
• ~ • • • • • • .. • .~ - .i. ., · • • • •• ·~ :~•-· •• ·.: .• '· ·: •' ; •• ».~-.~·:-:,·: ·,: • • '1 •• •• • • , •• _ • • • • • : : : ,• ·· • • • . 

the C~unqil two. y~ars. :ago approve_(l, .. certain: m_pdi~icpt;l~n~ of. th~ proc~dtire-::t:o~?"'ed 
, ~ . • • • • , . • , ·, ' • • ··,. • • ·, • • .. • t ,. . • • ., • • 

up to _that time in· the- exa~ination·· of petitions .. ·At tbat· time:, the· Council: • . . •. • 

• _.. , e-stablis~~a,., . 9µ~-a··. t~~ai _._;~~1~ (3nJ: ~ubJ~_~t_'i ~-~'. r.~vi~:w-.. ~:{r~~~ ~\~~~ '?r :':~~~-- y~ar, . ~ ... t~o-
• (more) • • • • • 
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member Classification Committee to screen new petitions received before their 

examination by the Petitions Committee. 

The PRESIDE~"T recalled further that last year the Council decided to continue 

for another year the revised procedure regarding petitions, subject to review 

at the end of that period. 

Mr. ANTONOV (USSR) recalled that the Soviet delegation had opposed, in prin­

ciple, the revised .procedure which it believed might result in curtailing the 

right of petition. The new procedure, he recalled, had been approved as a r esult 

of the large number of petitions received from the Fre~ch Camero~ns. 

Experience had shown, he went on, thst under the new pro~ec:-.1re a great number 

of the petitions, many relating to past events and charging "mass reprt?f,Sion" 

by the ad.ministering eutho:I':tty., were classified in a way which had prevented their 

proper examination. The Counci1, · 1n his view, should examine these petitions, 

partic~l6rly since the French Cnmeroons was due to become inclepen0.ent in 1960. 

The USSR, he said, opposed the new procedure. It believed that the Council 

should revert to the original procedure concerning the class:!.fication o:: petitions. 

Mr. CASTON (United Kingdom) said if the Classification Committee hAd no'-; been 

established the task of classifying petitions would have been dona by the Petitions 

Cowittee itself thus detracting that Committee from its proper task of examining 

petitions. 

Since its establishment, the Classification Com.~ittee had done useful work, 

in Mr~ CASTON 1s view.· In the great majority of cases the classification recom-

• mended by the Classification Committee was reached unanimously. And in almost all 

cases, they were accepted by the Petitions Ccmmittee and, subseq_ucntly, by t.he 

Council itself. The Classification Committee had. thu3 expedited the handling of 

petitions, he said, end his delegation fevered its continustion. 

BENJAMIN GERIG (United States) also spoke in support of continuing the 
Classification Committee. 

M. RASGOTRA (India) said the issue should be determi~don the volume of peti­
tions being received and. the number of petitions which still remained to be 
examined. He asked whether this information could be supplied. • 

H.A. WEISCHHOFF, Director of the Division of Trusteeship, said all petitions, 
except those to which the two-month ~ule applied, were on the agenda of the current 
. session. He ad'"~.ed that from the beginning of this year until now, approximately 
500 petitions had been received. 

Mr. RASGC/l'RA suggested tbat the :present procedure be cont'inued for another yeaz:. 
Mr. ANTONOV (USSR) said bis delegation had only one eim, namely to have ell ' 

petitions properly examined and specific recommendations approved. Re would 
abstain if coLtinuotion of the nev' procedure were put to the vote, he added. 

The PRESIDENr said that, in ~he- absence of objections, the revised procedure 
would be continued for another year. 

JAWDAT MUFTI (United Arab Republic) accepted the decision on the understanding 
that petitions raising general questions would be examined by the Council, facili­
tated by the ad:nioi.st~ri~c;; a1xth,:,:,:,i+,~.es . 

: ... ~HJ) OF 'l'.AKC 1) 
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TRUSTEESHIP COUNCIL -- TAKE 2 

.wext,; ·the ·Trusteeship Council toolt up a resolution of the. -General As.s.~1,1bly 

(1274(.xp:i)) sm the attainment of. . self- government or i ndependence by trust 

territories. 

In this resolution, the Genera.1-J'.\.ssembly notes mcas_uren already taken or· 

to be tal~en by some admi..11isteri~,g_ nutl1ori ties in consultat i on with the United " 

Nations and. the reoples of the territorie.s concerned, by ul1.ich Togolahd under 

French ndr:1inistration, the Caruercons under United Kingd01:1 administration:, . ·the 

Cameroons under French administration, Somaliland under Italian administra~i on 
' > • 

and western · Samoa under ~ew Zealand administration arc e~:pected -:to achieve in ·_ 

1960 the objective of :the trusteeship syste:m laid do~m in Arti'cle 76 b of' tl:e 

United nat.ioq:;, ·Charter. It also invites the administerinc .authorities concerned 

to __ fo~ulate , ~n respect of ~pe remaining t _rust ·territories, . ~arly successive 

intermediate · targets and dates il) th~ fields _of poli•ti<:al,_ economic, social and 

educational development of .'these :territories so as .to create, as •soon as. :possible, 

the pre- conditions for .the_ attainment of self.;goverJ:U11ent or independence . The 

resolution reaffirms earlier resolution~ on the same subj~ct, and once again urges 

the administering authorities to _ii;1plep1ent the terms of ·those resolutions and . 

requests the Trusteeship. Council to report to the General Assembly ·at its 

fourteenth ses~ion on the pro£3ress r,iaµe •.in : implementing the .present resolution~ . . 
The PRESIDENT asked for comment::; . 

' ' > 

Mr . NUFTI (United ·.Arab Republic) expressed- th~ hope that the drafting . . . ~ 
committee which prepare\:! the. Council'~ re:portto the General Assembly would pear 

. . 
this res,olution. in· mind. · 

VALEl!TI N I . pBER_EMK9-{USSR) . said i1;,-:was the -Co:t,tncil'~ d,uty ·.to ap:peal to the 

admi~is{er_:l,ng au:t:;hor1:t1e~- t~ adhere t~ .--t~e ·-Assem9ly I s re·q,~est< The ~s:~tting ~~ . •· 
• • .• . • ~ .. • • • . .. • • . .. c. . '. • . .. • - • 1 , .. • • 

target dates_ ,:.,as pa:rticular ly . im:por:tant , :for:· .Tanganyika, Rµand~..:urundi, ·Nauru, 

the P~~~f'i~ ~sl~ds, ··and. N~w _.-~inea~ ~~ -s~g~e-~~~ci. · t~at:_the pe~ret~ria:t :p;e~are 

a draft chapt~r ~n this ' q~es~:i.~~ f~r -i~ciu~-~~~--i~ .t~e :c~u~cii 1_1? • .rEjp;;t~ . , 
... . : .~, •.. , ., !, . . . . •. • . . .. • • • •• 

(rno~e) 
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The PRESIDENT proposed that the Council ask its drafting committee to take 

the resolution into account and also request the Secretariat to r~r,erve. a 

separate chapter on the subject in the Council's report to the Aasembly. The 

Council acc~pted the President 1 s proposal by 6 votes to none, with 7 
abstentions . 

next, the Council conGidered a General Assembly resolution (1275 (XIII)) 
requesting the administeri;:iG o.uthori ties to sup:►.,:>ly informa:~ic:.1 c0n,:ernins the 

effects o:f the 5.ssociation with the European Economic Comllunity 0;1 the trust 

territories and askinc the Council to report on this ~~~t~r to the General 

Assembly's f'ourt.eenth session, o:pening in mid- September. 

Mr. :MUFTI (m.1ited Arab Republic) S'.lggested tpat the Secretaris.t prepare a 

working.paper for discussion ls.t~r in the session. 

Mr . OBEREMKO (USSR) sa1.cl that, if the administering authorities "refused 11 to 

provide information, the $.acretaria't could collect 11semi-official" data for 

diecussion by tl:.e Council. 

ALFPED CLAEYS BOUUAERT (Belgium) ass:1red the Council that his delegation would 

submit ":precise information." with regard to Ruanda Uru...'1di I s association with the 

European Economic Cormnunity. In his vi0~, the subje~t should be discussed not as 

a separate topic, but in relation to each territory. 

JACQUES KOSCZIUSKO-MORIZET(France) observed that it would be "academic" to 

discuss the matter in connection with Togoland and. the French Co..~e~oons, since 

these territo:::-ies were about to become independent. He pointed o·,.:.t that the 

commercial implications of the Rome Treaty, under wM .. ~h tq.,e ,.Euro-oean'l,,.Economic 
Contra.::t:ing . ,:1'.'\,ies -co tue 

Cornmuni ty was established, were noy being discussed by thf-: /.;-!::neral Agreement on 

Tarif'fs and Trade (GATT) in Geneva. · In his view, it was too earJ.y for the Counf!il 

to judge the effects on trust territories of the association with the Community. 

GIROLAMO VITELLI (Italy) associated himself with the views expressed by the 

repres~ntatives of Belgium and France . 

M. -AASGOTRA (India) said that the Assembly's request mus:t not be taken 

"lightly." The Council should submit a report on the subject. 

Mr. MUFTI (United Arab Republic) propos·ed that the item be postpoped until 

after the examination of the annual reports on the various territories. 

The Council agreed to this course . 

(END OF TAKE 2) 
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• TRUS~SHIP C.OUNCI I;,: _,,: TAKE 3', 

: ~- ' %~ Counc11 ··the'n resumed e~Llination'· 6f c6nditibn~ ·.in. the .trust ter~:Lt~;; or 

Western Se.!'.lloa, ;~d:i-11inistered by New ze•ai:.nd • •• B~f6re ·it. were the 1958 ~nz:ua=!,: rep~l:'t 

of the admif1ist·e~ing authority on the : territ ory. and· th:e report ,of the COUJJ.cil I 6 

1959 visiting iIU.Ssion to· 'the territory. ' 

The PRESIDEN1.f' · i~vi ted G~R. Powles~· the· New Zealand High Commissioner· for · 

Western ~amoa, t .:j_ take a seat at the Council table as the special :represeht,ative 

of the· aa_n;inistering ·authority. •••• • 

The· · PBESIDENT '-'said the° ·,couric:O: wo·uia· be git?- · the questic;mil;lg of the specit:il : 

represent~tive for Western Samoa, corJ!llencing with political conditions i n the 

territory~ 

·' ~Ir . OBEREMKO (USSR) noted that, in the official .. doc~ents concei:riing -the ·· · 
. : : . . . ·:: . . ~. ~ 

future of the territory, reference -was made only to £u:q. _ self'.,..governn:er1t . ·.,.:i::.1;<;1,e­

p~nden~e was not ' 'mentioned except in · yesterdayt·s .ora;L stat;e~e-n:t; b; th$ ';.epre~~~ta-. . . . . . . . . . . ~ .. 

tive of the admini'ster.i:ng ·autho:r'ity, :. he·· a:cide0, • . H~ . ~sked. \-that· .-w:~s._ the .oft:i:-~i~-}· ; . 

policy· of ther ·a.t:minister"ing: authoritj .• in resp~ct t<?- the.' .future .of. We:;i~P~:· Samoa. ,. 

·• ::.< • A'~D~ McI~ vs it., • S<.>c reta::-y •. for Externe.+ Aff2,irs ._ of_ Nevt 7,~a i and, .,s~~d ,_i;l1a~, ·in 

his :; Underst anding~:· -the- two· terms,:· ~:~lf-govern~ent ~n~{-i .n~e];)end~~ce·~---~~~.e.:: :~yno~ym~us 

For . ·example j N~w Zeal.end was · self.- govern::i..ng and: ;i.~' regarded ,i ts,elf' ~-5 inp.e:pendent, 
he ~aid . .• ·_~: - .• •. • _. · •.• . ' ' . , ___ · ! ·: ·· . " ' . ' :·' · : • 

Mr . OBEREMI{O said, in that case, he would prefe;r to· ~se~ .:t.he word .. ".in.qe-: .. :· . 

pendence11 ·t1sed in -all. leg,isle.t·ive.: a.cts r.elatirig t9, W~ste!~ -s,~I?.0~ , .: s~. ~b~t~ t~er~ 

would be no misunderstanding as to the :policy pursue.d ,oi,:~he ka.nunis:te:d .ng 
. . ' . . · ' . .. •' . 

authority and as to its final outcome. W~uld Western Samoa, for example, qualify 

:for United Nations m!:)mpershi p a;fter its indepenclence'l. he . asked. 

Mr . McINTOSH sai~ th~~ •11 i~ ~h~o;;;, t~er~ •~va~ no .;e~s~n-:{?~~ Western Samoa 

should not apply for Unit ed .Nat ions membership . However, it was up to the Unit ed 

Nations to decide whether to approve an application. 

Mr. OBEREMKO reade it cl ear that he had asked the question in order to 

elucidate whether Western Samoa woul d become a 11 sovereign11 state, fully responsible 

for the conduct of its foreign affairs . 

(more) 
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Mr. McINTOSH said be did not see the 11 d.if'f'icuJ.ti o:f the Soviet representativE:! 

It would be up to :the Samoans to decide whether they wished to apply for United 

Nations membership. 

"It is the intention to give full independence to Samoa and at the same time 

to enter into a Treaty of Friendship -with the Somoanr.," he declared. 

It was fully understood., he o.<3.ded, that the SeJioe.ns would first obtain inde­

penc',ence and tl1!>:1 conclude tneir Fri enc..;:;hip Treaty w:i.th N~w Zealf•r..o... 

Mr . OB:3Rfu~~O as~~P,d whei;!::lcr the agr:!ement between the United Kingdom and 

Tonga which, b3 said, "creat-es a protect0rate , 11 was to serve as a model :for the 

prol)osed F~iE:i?;:r,hip Treaty b~twee.u New Zealand and Western Samoa. 

Si.:r. lNDl:.EW COHEN (United Kingdom) interv~ned to say ·th<1t, althmlgh 

referenc~~g to 'Ionga were Il:Sde in the documentation tefore -the Council, Tonga was 

not un6.e.:- d.ie:c-.l,,sion r.o:r vi~S it correct that the treaty ref•~rred. t o bud created 
sta J;Jrotee+,o:?:'ate . 11 . 

M~. McINTOSH declared that there was no intention of reproducing the Tonga 

Treaty for Western SE:1!":1oa. The envisaged Treaty of Frie,1dsl:i p would be a "much 

SiIIl!>ler, shorter" docur:::ent, he sa~d. 

Mr. OBEREMKO then sought clarification of' the steps being taken .now by the 

administering authority in order to ensure universal Suf~rage. 

The special representative, Mr. POWLES, sai(l that "for the present the 

system of the mn.tai fully meets the needs of the Samoan people." The Council had 

recognized this fact, he noted. It was not advisable to cam~aign for universal 

•, suffrage; everyone in the territory knew about this possibility but the people 

had 11deliberately11 chosen the present system ( under which only the 1r..atai, or 

heads of traditional families, vote). 

The Council will meet again tomorrow, 4 June, at 2:30 p.~. and continue 

questioning on Western Samoa_. 

(END OF TAKE 3 AND OF PRESS RELEASE TR/1484) 




