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AGENDA ITEM 2 

REPORT OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL ON CREDENTIALS (T/1468t 

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

Russian): With reg8llrd to the report of the Secretary-General on credentials., 

tbe Soviet delegation would like to point out that it does not find listed 

the legitimate represent~.;i,.,,.g-._(Of the Chinese People's Republic., even though 

China is a member of the Trusteeship Council. With regard to this report., 

the Soviet delegation.deems it its duty to state that the only legitimate 

representative of China in the Trusteeship Council, as in other organs of the 

United Nations., can be a representative appointed. by the Central People I s 

Government of the Chinese People's Republic, the authority of which extends over 

the whole territory of this vast country and which is recognized by the 

Cbi:nese population of many millions. We consider it absolutely abnormal and 

absurd that we do not find among us in the Trusteeship Council a representative 

of one of the greatest and oldest countries in the world, one of the founding 

fathers of the United Nations, a country with approximately one-quarter of the 

total population of the earth. It cannot be admitted ~hat private individuals 

who have not been empowered by the Chinese People's Government to hold here 

the places --

Mr. KIANG (China): Mr. President, I wish to rise to a point of order 

by requesting you to rule out of order the remarks we have just heard. 

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): Before calling upon the 
. ' . ' 

representative of the Soviet Union, I should like to recall that the 

representatives here are the representatives accredited by Governments recognized 

by the United Nations and it is i~at--they-S-:t"o-J;:i.e.J::e-.;tII e 

Trusteeship Council. I would ask the representative of the Soviet Union in 

making his remarlrn to be careful that any remarks he makes with regard to any 

member of the Council should be in conformity with the practice that has always 

been followed here of showing courtesy towards all members of the Council, 

and so forth. 



AP/ek 

Russian): 

IIr. 0EEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics )(interpretation from 

Hr. President, I should like to know one th:i.n[s, Are we really 

discussinG at this point the report of the Sec.retary-C-ene1·al on crca.cn·c:!.als 

or are we discussing another item of the agenda? 

The PllliSIDENT (inte:-pretation from French): • We are discussing 

the report on credentials. 

Ur. OBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation 

from Russian): That is precisely my point. In connexion with this report 

we have a statement in which we would like to present the position of the 

Soviet Union on this important issue, namely, on the representation of China 

in the Trusteeship Council. I think nobody can deny the fact that China was, 

is, and will continue to be, as long as the Trusteeship Council exists, a 

permanent member of this Council. The question is that at this point an 

abnormal situation has come into being under which China is not represented 
r 

on our Council even though China is a legitimate member of this Council. 

Therefore, ·any remarks which would prevent a representative of the Soviet Union 

from statins the position of the Soviet Union on the question of the credentials 

of China are out of order. That· is the issue which we are considering. The 

credentials that have been submitted to the Council have not yet been aru2rove~, 

and therefore it is perfes_t.lY-in order that we should say that in the report 

whichnasbeeri ~mitt~-by-tne-Secl~eta;y-G~~~r~l we. do· not ·ftm'!.~·the:-leg:;_~ate-
----·-· . -------- -------·-

representatives _gf_Gb.ina. 

~nnexion we express our surprise and our dissatisfaction in view 

of this strange, indeed, abnormal and absurd situation. Because of that, my 

delegation will make a concrete motion, namely, that we should not recognize 

the. credentials of the person who illegally represents China on this Council. ;,. 

We request that these credentials be voted on separately. 
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Hr. KIAFG_ ( 8hi n a) : Mr .. President, I me:::ely want to prot e::it acaim,t 

the slanderous rerua:_·ks ju..1t made by the previous speaker, and tl·_ey _cel'ta:'..nly 

should be s.tricken from tl1e re.cord. 

T:1e GovernmeLc which I have the honou1~ to represent here in this Council 

is the only Chinese Government freely and legitimately constituted which alone 

can speak f'.or .th~ r::1inese people iu t?le United Nations. I think it is indeed 

en affront to this Council for the Soviet Union to seek to . bring in the voice 

of a puppet regine, a ereation of the Soviet Union, which was condemned by 

the United Nations. r .think al:!. members · of the Council lmo,1 that only very 

recently ,mrld public opinion condemned that rei:;ime for its massive murder and 

organized suppression of freedom. 

11r. SEARS (United States of -Lmerica): • In the report of the 

Secretary-General the crcdentiule of all the representatives in the Trusteeship 

Council ,rere found to be in order. Therefore, this Council should logically 

vote on the report as a whole. In the view of · the United States it is 

unnecessary and inapproprla.:,e' -co vote separately on part of the credentials 

report. Accordingly~ I request that the proposal of the Soviet Union be put 

to a , :vote in accordance with. the provisions of rule 60. My delegation will 

therefore vote against the propos~l for a separate vote o:p. the credentials 

of each member. 

•. ~ PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): He have before us the 

proposal of the Soviet Union which_has requested a separate vote according tQ 

rule ·60 of · the rules of procedure. He have a counter proposal from the 

representative of the United States in opposition to .a separate vote being tal~en • . 

I shall read out rule 60 of the rules of procedure: 

ttParts of a report, draft resolution, other motion or ar,1endment 

may be voted on separate~· at the .reque(>t of a representative and 

subject to the will of the Trusteeship Council. The riroposal shall 

then be voted on as a whole. 11 
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(The President) 

Since opposition bas been voiced -- opposition to the Soviet request -- I 

must consult the Council with regard to this matter. Therefore, I shall put to 

the vote the Soviet proposal asking for a separate vote. 

iir. OHEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation 

from Russian): It is not the first time that we bear this proposal of the 

United States when we are discussing the credentials report; and every time, 

for some reason, our proposal is met with objection. If tlle representative 

of the United States has his own position in regard to this issue, and this 

position as ,,re know differs from our position, he can very well state that 

position in casting his vote. But I do not see_R_.by we mnst decide now 
~ . 

whether we should bold a separate vote on the credentials 11hich are subjec~ 

to some disputation. 
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(Mr. Oberemlw., USSR) 

This procedural discussion 'PO(!k .,up quite scme tL;e at the last sessio;.1 and 

once again the representative of the United States .. is trying to inveigle us into 

this very fruitless procedural debate. It is. a .matter of principle on which every 

delegation may wish to state its po$ition and it should have an opportunity to do 

so. '.l'he Soviet delegation '.s posit;i.on happens to differ radical~y from tbat of the 
. . 

United States. That is perfectly all right. _What we are asking, therefore, 

is that we should have an opportunity to state this position in our vote on the 

credentials of persons who _do not represent China, but who for some reason are 

appended-to the report contained in document T/1468 under the heading of "China". 
' . . . . . 

If for procedural reasons you do not lilte our suggestion ~bat we should take 

a separate vote, then I am prepar_ed ~Gru.e.u.t-'to-,..t~~.!?.Q£:t..• This 

tb.e-· names 01~ these people who, :i,.n our belief, 

do -r:iot represent China. My mendment is that we should merely _have the word 
11China11 and then a blank·-. He would leave the words 11Representative" 1 "Alternate 

Representative" and 1'Adv1scr 11
, but we ,10uld leave the names blank. That is my 

amendment inasmuch as there are no representatives of ~t,--,,-.,..-+-- be found in 

the Trusteeship Council. That is our suggestion and I therefore propose that 

we take a vote on our amendment. 

Mr. RASGO'IRA (India): The report of the Secretary-General on the 

credentials of the various members of this Council is now under consideration. 

Obviously,it is for the Council to decide as to whether the credentials of 

members, or at least certain members, are or are not in order. It seems 

therefore most reasonable to my delegation that if a member or more members of 

the Council desire an opportunity to vote separately on credentials of certain 

members, that opportunity should be provided as it is envisaged under the 

rules of procedure, and I am referring here to rule 60 of the rules of procedure. 

It seems to us that the representative of the Soviet Union made a proposal 

under rule 60 for that purpose and it seems desirable to my delega'tion that that 

proposal sho~~~e vote first. If 1 however, as was indicated by the 

representative of the Soviet Union, he wishes to w~'-eJ:!::t~ier prnp.o&e.1 

and to press his amendment, we shall take our position with regard to the voting 

accordingly. 
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Mr. :KELLY (Australia): I" wish t·o speak-on a poin~ of clarification. 

Is not the second proposal of the representative of the· Soviet Union a proposal 

under rule 60 • for a vote on part of. the report of the Secretary-General oh 

credentials? No.positive amendment has been suggested. He has asked., so I 

understand -- and I ask your enlightenment on this point for a vote on .a,part 

of the Secretary-General's report.,so that rule 60 still.obtains. 

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I understood the Soviet 

proposal as calling for a ·separate vote on·the Secretary.;.General 1s report. Whether 

under the initial form · or under the second form . which he .· ·proposed., it seems to me 

that it .is rule 60 which in effect is appllcable in either case. Therefore., I will 

now submit to the Council the Soviet. proposal as to whether the Council agrees that 

a separate vote be taken on the report of the Secretary-General. 

The proposal was re;jected· by 9 votes to 4, with 1 abstention . 

. • Mr. :OBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) ( interpretation from 

Russian): Vu-. President, . you have now settled the procedural: matter, namely that 

we should not take a SP.parate vote as we have suggested. But there remains my -----------second proposal., namely an amendment. It is.no longer a request for a separate 

vote .. This is an amendment on the substance of the text, namely that we delete 

the three : names which figure under -the sub-heading of 11China11 
•• This isfe 

amendment. Under the rules of procedure., any proposal that provides for a 

----deletion., an addition or a change is ~ded as an amendment. Amendments are to 

be put to the vote, as you know. I would therefore request you., Mr. President., 

to put the Soviet amendment to the vote~ 

Mr. KIANG (China): I certainly do not wish to comment on the amendment 

as such. Never in the history of the United nations could any amendment be 

moved to a report from the Secretary-General.· The report is written by the 

Secretary-General. How could anyone else amend a report written by the 

Secretary-General'l It is common~- I trunk it :i.s ridiculous fur• this 

Cot~il ;to enten'ain such an amend.TUent under rule 61. 
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:Vir. :de :CAM.ARET (France) (interpretation :from French); The repreGentative 

of China, Mr. Kiang, has just said what I wanted to say. We have never as yet in 

our history amended a . report of the Secretary-General .. This is not a document of 

the Council; ,it is the repor;t of th~cx..e.tary-General. I would like 

~of the Ccmrnitt;e or our Under-Secretar;' whether anybody has at any iinie · 

in the past amended a report of the Secretary-General on :credentials., This seems:-· 

to be a totally new procedure. 

• · · Mr. HUFTI (United Arab Republic) (interpretation from French): I have · 

a v,;;ry brief statement with -regard to the objection which has just been raised. 

My<:1.e;l.egation is of , the opinion that the report submitted to the Council is 

no·longer the property of the Secretary--General; rather it has become the--

property of the Counci • nse€}-1:1ent·l~~ the Council to express its views · 

on this reporl"'.a;d the Council can ve"1:¥ v1e_ll amend th~ repor~ ,if it feels that 

it is necessary to do so. 

, ,That is the posii;ion .-6f .my•,delegation, .. But ·,this has.:not~t!:l:B to do with the 

vote . or the position of my"delegation iwhen .-the · vote :is .-taken. 

Mr. KELLY (Austral.ia): , Again, ... ,Mr~ P:i;-esident . .,·I ·,,am -in search of ·,.· 

clo.rification frcm you., , .-I.,am -:wondering -whe;ther ,if ·,in :fact ,,this, ~n amendment·'. -- , 

and I reserve the position of· my delegation on that .;_ rule 57 of the rules of 

procedure has any relation to the circulation of this amendment. 
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:tvlr. DAVIN. (New Zealand): It seems to me that the Soviet proposal 

is before us in terms of rule 61 of the Council ·which states: 
11 A proposal to add to or d~iete .from or btherviise revise a 

part of a draft resolution or a r:otion shall be considered as an 

amendment. An amendment shall be voted on first•••" 

I have great difficulty ·indeed in seeing this parti cnla.r- repo1 t of the 

Secretary-Gei1eral as~ draft resolution or a motion. r-- I think it would be 

straining tbe use of lancua·cc to describe i ,. as..s11 cb, and therefore I see 

considerab'le difficulty in involving rule 61 in this connexion. 

Mr . RASGOTRA (India) : It seems to my delegation ·that the 

amendn:ent proposed by the representative of the Soviet Union is perfectly in 

order • . After ·all, when· you -put a report to a vote before this Council, 

what is implied is that the Council adopts that report. Strictly speaking, 

therefore, the motion before the Council is that the Council adopt the report 

presented. by the 3ecretary-General on tbis question of credentials or on any 

other_ queption. That in essence is the proposal. 

Anyone is ferfe~t ly competent to propose an amendment to such a proposal 

or to propdse deletion of a p_~t . The resolution is not often defined in these 

cas~plied. I think, therefore, that every member has a . right 

to- pr: qp'Jse an nn:::md:xent under the rules of procedure and that amendment should 

be prrt to the vote. 

Mr. SE."IRS (United States of America): I am somewhat confused about 

the parliamentary situation, but I will make a motion. 

For reasons which are well _ known, the United States oppose_s any proposal 
.-. 

designed to exclude representatives of the Republic of China or to ·seat 

representatives of the Chinese Com;nunist regime. Ti1erefore, we make tbe 

follcwing notion: 

The T:i:u;-.;,~eeship Council decides not to' consider for the duration of its 

twe:"l.•.~~j- U 1: r- 'J 1-·c culo.r session any :i;roposals to ex:clade the representatives of 

the Govermt2 n-i:. of the Republic of China or to seat representatives of the 

Central People 1 s Government of the People's Republic of China. 



. 
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(Mr.~ars, United States) 

It is the understanding of the United States that under the terms of 

rule 63 this motion has priority over the _propos?l of the representative of 

the Soviet Union .. 

Mr. OBEREMKO (U~ion of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation 

from Russian): The representa_tive of the United States has alrendy said here 

that he is somewhat _ confused by the situation, and therefore perhaps it would 

be really wiser not to make any additional proposals that would compound the 

confusion. 

The representative . of the United States referred to rule 63. It is said 

that there can be ·cases where ~o or more draf~soJ pt.icms--or~ 

relating to an oridinal proposal are introduced and in that case the Presiderrt 

puts to .the vote th;~oti~-urttiest--~ea- in substance from the original 

proposal. 

I should like to say this .to the representative of the United States. 

However much you may try, you cannot try to cover our proposal by rule 63~ The 

representative of New Zealand was quite -right in pointing out that we had 

moved our roposal under '1e have introduced ~mendment and that 

amendment has to be put to the vote.. It seems to us that~dural 

issue is as clear as crystal, and therefore it is absolute1y unnecessary to ccnfuse 

the issue any further. There is a proposal of the Secretary-General to approve 

these credentials, and we have the list of these credentials in the document 

before us. We have an objection to one of these credentials. That is why we 

are moving as an alliendment to the proposal of the United States that _ we approve 

t hese credentials our amendment that one of these credentials be deleted. This 

is a p rfectly clean amendment. Therefore, I would urge the President under 

the rules of procedure to put this amendment to the vote,_ This will enable ._ 
all the de legat ions here to state clearly their position on the question of 

the represento.tion of the Chb.ese People's Republic in the United Nations 

and spe~ifically in this cuse _ in the Trusteeship Council. 
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I thin\ a very se~ious sit>..1at ion is ar::.t1ine; from 

down. So the imn:ec".io.te act::.or. wb::.cll -;:·,be Co'..mcil re0.J.ly should take is to vote 

on the r eport. Now if -i~here is any c"U.s2,g:ceement on the report, .. it is perfectly 

all right for that me:1ber to exr,,.:ess his vie·;-;, and t '.-~e • only thing which the 

Council can do is to approve or disa1,prove of the report- as a whole. 

How can rule 61 be applied.? This report of the Secretary-General is 

a report drafted -cmd prepared ancl submitted to the Council by the 

Secretary-General. 'l1his Council is not the author of that report. EvE:n if 

it is adopted, it -is true that it is the property of the Council, but it is 

not a report o. the Council can be a part of or an author or a partner 

of the author. 

So I would suggest, I would appeal to the President that he should rule 

on this matter now. In the name of the Chinese delegation I request the 

President to rrake a ruling on this matter. 

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): He have heard several 

proposals with regard to the report contained in document T/1468. There has 

been aproposal from the Soviet Union. He heard certain o;pj.nions voiced with 

re gard to that proposal. For my part, I have certain doubts with regard 

to the admissibility of the Soviet :proposal. The Report of the Secretary­

General on Credentials is a report submitted by the Secretary-General to 

the Trusteeship Council. It would seem to me that the report is a whole. 

We may have reservations with regard to this or that part .of the report, but 

it does not seem that we can request that this or that part of the report 

be deleted. However, since there are contrary opinions which have been 

expressed, I will submj+, ·t-.h~ Q.PA'>i"iiao to the Cound 1, - I t i'link it is for 

the Council itself to decide whether the amendment proposed by the Soviet Union 

is ~-- I have given my personal opinion with regara-t-o the matter 

But, as I said before, thin is a question which can be debated; there are 

arguments pro and con and the Council itself must decide on these credentials. __ .> 
-···--------------------------···- • ' • • ••• 
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(The Preaident) 

I will therefore ask the Council to express its opinion by voting on the 

Soviet proposal. Before we take a formal vote I will ask all those who wish 

to voice their opinions to do so. 

Mr. KELLY (Australia): I simply wish to know whether we ar:e 

voting on a proposal concerning the admissibility of what has been described 

as the ~me.nt or whether we are voting on the substance of the 

Soviet amendment. As I understand the Pre3ident 1 s retnark::::, he, having 

declined in the circumstances to give a ruling, has invited . the Council to vote 

on this question of admissibility. 
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The ~mS~_tIT . ( ini:..zrprctaticn from French): Before I call on the 

representative of the Sovj_et Ul'ifon, I wish to -ma~te .. m.y position as Pres•ic.lent 

very .clear. · I propose to . s 11bmit to the -Council · the question of the 

adt1issibili:ty of' the uruenclment sub1uitted by the representative ·of the Soviet Onion. 

It is not a question of substance which t1ill ·be , ~ubmitted to the Counnil. 

Mr .. 0EERm1K0 , (Union of Soviet -Socialist Republics) (interpretation 

l' rom Russ fan): It seems that the President is actinc rightly in not makirtc; a · .. ' 

rulin3 j indeed he is not called upon to make a ruling and has correctly 

understood the rules of procedure, which are quite specifir:: o~_ th~s -_tnatter . If 

any ·report. comes to. the Council -- ·. and . this document is e. report _..; which ,;e • 

have to confirm or approve, the n the 'I'p.i.stees~1ip Council is entitled to go into 

the substance of that ·report.' o",Jhat I would like to know is, is the Trusteeship 
-- -

Council under the existing .rules of procedure empoMered to consider the 

substance of any reports thnt come ,.to ·it, to accept them, reject the□, change 

them or red:caft them, whatever the nature of such reports? If the reply is in 
. ·---

_the negative, then of course the situation may appear in quite a different. 

light, • and i;.hat might set a precedent. 
•; . / . 

Under the rules of procedure that now . 

exist; and they. have not. been amended or: rejected, we a re empowered to discuss 

r eports, and we .are empowered -to discuss :this · report. • After all, we are not 

blind or powerless people who· will accept any document which comes to us. 

Suppose that .the Secretary-General 'had unintentionally made a mi~take, 01· that 

there ,tas a misprint or sornethin2; in the document. Does the Council consider 

that it is empowered to discuss reports from the Secretary-General in substance, 

--in such a way as to mctlce amendments :if need be, to accept or reject certain parts, . 

or Caccept or reje~t the-;-as a whol~-~-------:----=------.:_ ____ __ 

..,-------·-. .. 

Mr . :MUFTI (United Arab Republic) ( interpretation from French): I wish 

to state the position of my delegation concerm.nc; the question no,1 before the 

. Council. My delegation does not fee l that there would be any mistake in a 

report from the Secretary-General, but we have talten ,this position for reasons 

which we shall have occasion to clarify -when we proce~d to the vote . My 

delegation does not feel that it is necessary to take a vote on a preliminary 
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(Mr. Mufti, United Arab Republic) 

question. In view of the fact that all those who have spoken have raised 

objections of substance, and in view of the fact that the rules of procedure 

are very clear and contain nothing to prevent the submission of an amendment 

to a report presented to the Council, my dele3ation does not feel that we need 

to take a vote on the preliminary question. It is possible for those who wish 

to do so to oppose the amendment for reasons of substance and to express their 

point of view by voting against the amendment. That is the :position of my 

delegation. 

Mr. RASGOTRA (India): It is my delee;ation's understanding of the 

rules of procedure that at this stage of our proceedings there is no question 

whatever of a procedur motion admissibility of the 

Soviet Union amendment. What we bad before us w en we started was a report 

from the Secretary-General and the motion before the Council, though it was not 

specified by the Chair, was to be construed as a motion for the adoption of the 

report. The representative of the Soviet Union then proposed that the report 

should be voted on in parts. That proposal. was defeated. What remained before us 

then was an amendment, prop:lsed by the representative of the Soviet Union before 

that vote was taken. There is nothing in the rules of procedure which empowers 

the Council to vote on the admissibility of .an amendment. The question of the 

will of the Council, or the expression of that will through a vote, therefore 

does not arise at this stage. Another proposal which was before us, and I 

presume it still is, is the proposal made by the representative of the United 

States. That proposal can only be under rule 63, as the representative of the 

United States himself stated. Therefore it cannot claim precedence over the 

amendment proposed by the representative of the Soviet Union which is covered 

by rule ·62. It is obvious therefore to my deJ.esation that the position under 

the rules of procedure is that the amendment submitted to the Council by the 
-------

representative of the Soviet Union should now be put to the vote. 

Mr. KELLY (Australia): I am prompted to mate one or two observations 

in the hope that they may be helpful tot.he representatives of India and the 

Soviet Union and the President. 
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(Mr. Kelly, Austrnlia) 

As_ there is no motion b~fore the Courv::il, it is -difficult to see how an 

amendment to a non-existent motiqn can be entertained. It appears to me• 

that the re2.eva.nt rules are rules J.4, 16 .and 6o. With the lucidity 

cha1·acteristic of the Secretary-General, tbe openine; phrase of document '1'/1468 

reads: 

"Pursuant to ru1es llJ- and J.6 of the rules of procedure of the 

Trusteeship Council, the Secretary-General has the honour to submit to 

the Coundl the following report. r: 

What does rule 14 say? Paragraph 2 of rule 14 says: 
11 'l'he credentials shall be examined by the Secretary-General who shall 

submit a report thereon to the Trusteeship Council for approval. 11 

Therefore, what we have before us at the present time is a report of th~ 

Secretary-General, submitted for approval and not for ar:1endment. Rule 60, I 

then submit, comes into play, and rule tO says: 

"Parts of a report, a.raft resolutionJ other motion or amendment may 

oe voted on separately at the request of a representative and subject to 

the will of the Trusteeship Council." 

The Council has already decided in a most emphatic fashion that the 

Secretary-General's report shall not be voted on in parts. I therefore submit 

with great respect that the Council has now no option but to approve or to 

disapprove in toto of the Secretary-General's report. There I will let the 

matter rest for the time beinG. 

Mr._ RASGOTRI~ ( Inclia): I have only one comrcent to make concerninc ti1e 

rer:i.arks made oy the representative of J-..ustralia to the effect that at this stage 

the Council can only express app:..·oval of the report placed before it by the 

Se~:-GerLeral. By no stretch of the imac;ination can it be co~~j..d~_red that 
----- --

whe~~J.:?sal from the Sec:l:'~tar_Y-General comes be:tore this Council or any other 
·- -· ···-·-

ore,an of the United Nations there is a compulsion to approve the proposal and 

that 1.mder the :cules of procedure an amendment to it cannot be moved. As I have 

said, an amendment has been mo·v-ed and that -amendment comes within the scope of 

rule 62. Putting aside the amendment at this stac;e will in our view constitute 

a violation of that rule. 
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I submit once again, ther efore, that the correct procedure for the Cotu1cil 

to follow at this stas e is to proceed t8 vote on t he amendment submitted by 

the repres~e of the_Ji2viet Unio~. 

-------­approved, the next step will be to vote on the report as a whole. 

If that amendment is rejected or 
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Mr. DAVIN (New Zealand): It seems to. me that we have got into some 

difficult quc:~tions of precedent. I believe that the practice of other Councils 

when the pecretariat presented a report which involved adoption by the Council 

usttalJ,y included the tabling of a draft motion. 'lbat cloes not ever seem to have 

been the practice in the Trusteeship Council, at least "I-Ti tb regard to the report 

on .credentials. 'I'here certainly does seem to be, as the representative of . 

A1.1;stralia pointed out, a special provision for tbis in rule 14, paragraph 2, 

of ou.r rules of procedure., .. I wonder whether or not it is the normal practice-of 

this Council for motions to be presented on secretariat papers. Can the 

Secretariat recall any previous instances where reports of the Secretary-General 

have b~en emended. at the instance of a.elegations? 

Hr . . OBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from 

Russian): We have just beard the very ludd statement of the representa.tive 

of India. 'I-be representative of India ws.s speaking_strictly in terns of the 

rules of procedure of the Trusteeship Council. The situation is absolutely 

clear. The _representative of Australia attempted to assist the delegations of 

the Soviet Union, India; United Arab . Republic and sor..e others . . If this had been 

an offer of real assistance rather than_ an attempt to; compound .the confusion, -

we .:muld have • been the first to welcome. it. However, . I very much fear that the 

intention was rather more insidious. I therefore req_uest the President to be so 

good a~ to reply to the q_uestion put by rrry delegation, na~ely can the Trusteeship 

Council, under .. its rules of procedure, discuss the substance of a. report submitted 

to it? Can :i.t make any changes in that report? Can it approve or reject that 

report? Is it empowered to exercise that type of latitude? 

I subrni t that rule 14, to whi eh the representative of Aus-tralia referred at 

the beginning of his remarks but from which be very hastily fled later, . states 

quite cle¥1-rly that the credenti c) o of reJ;i:aocGPtatives an +,he Trnsteesh;p Council -shall be communicated to the Se~ret~r¥-0enP~al, that .they shall be examined bx_ 

th~cretar.1-General and that be shall submit a report -thereon tg tes ':Prustec:shi:p 

Council for approval. This report is not merely a paper. of information; it is 
• ~ 

not something that reports certain action which the Secretary-General has taken. 

It is a docu.inent submitted by the Secretary-General -- we read '.'the Secretary­

General has the honour to submit to the Council the following report11 
-- and then 
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(Hr. 0beremko, USSR) 

the Trusteeship Council must decide whether it approves that report. The 

situation is cor::ipletely clear. We have a proposal on the part of the 

Secretary-General that we approve his report; To this very simple proposal an 

equally simple amendment has been moved by the Soviet delegation for the deletion 

of certain words of the report. 

We know exactly what the differences are \Tith rcr-qrc1 to the principles of -. 

the various positions. That is something else. However, why is it necessar.,r to 

- ---become involved in this matter of procedure, This question bas nothing to do 

with the substance of our position. 

Mr. CLAEYS B0UUAEF.T (Belgium) (interpretation from French): I have 

listened with considerable attention to the :remarks just made by the representative 

of the Soviet Union. It does not seem to me that his ar[,111.rnents rebut in any way 

the views expressed. by the representative of Australia.. Indeed the ouestion that 

arises is: Hbat is the authority. in this Organization :which can assess the 

credentials of delegations? Rule 14 attributes this funct"ion to the 

Secretary-General. The Secretary-General drafts a r~port, and in so doing.he 

obviously takes into ac.count the decisions of other competent bodies of this 

Organization, in the present case. the decisions of the First Corr.mi ttee and of 

the General Assembly. The Secretary-General presentr; his report. I,Iembers of 

the Council are, of course, entitled to reject the report. If the report is 

rejected, it is then referred back to the Secretary-General for correction. 

Houever, it is not for the Council to substitute itself for other bodies of this 

0 rganization so as to assess the merits of the credentials of any delq:y-1tion. 

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

Soviet Union in his last statement raised two g_uestions to which ·he would like 

to have a reply from the President. The first question concerns the sub~e 

o~. He asked. whether the Council was empowered to discuss the 

substance of the report of' the Secretary-General on credentials. My reply is 

yes. The report is_ submitted by the Secretary-General to the Council for approval 

or rejection. Council members have the right to voice their opinions about the 

whole o:f the report or about any part of. it. 
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(]:'he President) 

The second question was: May the Council amend the Secretary-General's 

report? On this point very serious douqts have been expressed by some delegations. 

I myself also have doubts on this point. Our experience with reports submitted 

by the Secretary-General or by a Committee shows that the report is examined as 

to its substance, and the representatives express their opinions on the substance 

in one fonn or another at the time the vote is taken. But as to the question of 

modifying the SecretariJ-General's report itself, I must say that there are very 

serious doubts. That is why I propose to submit this matter to the Trusteeship 

Council itself for decision. I do not l:now of any precedent with rega:rd to tb;i.s 

matter. ;If there were such precedents, I think the situation might easily be 

clarified. The Council must take a decision on the report. 

We have before us an amendment to modify the report. I believe, therefore, 

that the Council must take a preliminary clecision on whether to consider the 

amendment submitted by the Soviet delegation to modify the Secretary-General's 

report. The question of the approval or rejection of the report is a subsequent 

matter. 

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

Russian): 'I'his is surely the first tir.ie that we arc unable to agree wi tb tbe 

President. If the Council is empowered to approve or reject the report of the 

Secr~-Ge~eral as a__JfilQle -- and the President bas said that the Council is 

empowered to do so -- then why is 'i-t that the TrusteeGhip Council cr:mnot introduce 

any change or clarification to the report? I think that the President's position 

is correct and is in accordance with the ·rules of procedure ·wben be says that the 

Council is empowered to discuss. the substance of a report. That is specifically 

what we are suggesting. Has the Council in the past ever made any change in any 

reports of the Secretary-General? As f ar as I remember, it has. I believe that 

we could receive some information on this point from the Secretariat. 

Tl1e representative of Australia, ·who is now objecting to our amendment being 

put to the vote, sugcested yesterday that changes should be introduced in a 

document submitted by the Secretary-General with regard to the situation in 

Ruanda-Uruntli. Tbe representative of Australia requested that the document should 

contain specific mention of the population of Ruanda and the population of Uruncli. 
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T have always found tbat his ·proposal we..s perfectly legitin::ate, and the 

Secretary-General should tate it into account, and we bo:pe that i:i.n amendment 

will follow to this effect. If you can add . something to a document of the 

Secretary-Genera.I, why cannot you also delete something from a document 

of the Secretary-General? Therefore, there is a precedent whlch dates back 

only twenty--four hours, and there are others. But besides these precedents 

and I should like to stress this -- we have quite clear rules of procedure 

to this effect •. • Under these rules of pro:::edure 1;,e submitted our motion. 

Therefore, as these ·rules of procedure stand/ if there is no suggestion 

to amend them, we stress that our amendment should be put to the vote. 

Mr. CIAEYS BOUUAEF.T (Belgium) (interpretation from French): I should 

like the r11 i psr.icn being put to the vote to be very clea:t. It is quite evident 

that ,;hat we are putting to the vote is the admissibility of an amendment 

to a report of the Secretary-General on credentials and not concerning a.ny 

other docmnent which might be prepared by the Secretary-General. The Secretary­

General submits documents which then m:.:!Y be incorporated in resolutio3:1s or 

recormnendations falling within the jurisdiction of the Trusteeship Council, 

and it is evident that any modification can be introduced at that time.. But 

here "-'e have specifically an amendment to the report on crede!1tials .. 

Rule 14, paragraph 2, . is very clear: nThe credentials shall be examined 

by the Secretary-Generaln~ That is what it says. The Secretary-General acts 

as guardian of the resolutions and decisions taken.by other, competent organs 

of' our Organization, and we should not sub'stitute ourselves here for these other 

·organs. Of course., if certain delegations :feel it necessary, we can reject. 

the report, on :the grounds that there is some mistake in it which would make it 

incompatible with other decisions ta.ken previously by other organs of our 

Organization, but in that c~se the rejected report would be· sent back to the 

Secretary-General. 
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For that reason, Mr. President, it .would seem to me that . the line of conduct 

which you have :proposed for the Council is right. We must decide whether an 

amendment to the Secretary-General's report on credentials is admissible. I 

must say outright that in voting I shall express the opinion that it is 

inadmissible for the reaEcns I have given. 

~ KELLY (Australia): I think it necessary,for the record, to point 

out that yesterday I made no specific proposal for any amendment of an 

information document submitted by the Secretary-General to the Council. I 

simply made a suggesticn that when a similar document was being prepared in 

future -- a document that was purely in the nature of a summary of information 

submitted by the Administering Authority 

be borne in mind. 

a certain request of mine should 

I have no doubt at all that the proper procedure to be followed in this 

matter by a delegation that ~rove of part of the report of 

the Secretary-General on credentials was to propose that part of the report 

be nO"tapproved, and also to request that a separate vote -- implicitly a vote 

of approval or disapproval -- be taken ·with respect to part of the report on 

credentials. 

As I understand the position, this Council has already decided not to 

take a vote of approval or disapproval on any part of the report of the 

Secretary-General. I 'therefore rcacbcd the conclusion that the only course of 

action now open to·the Council was to approve or disapprove in toto the report 

of the Secretary-General. On the other hand, we have had a substantive motion 

from the representative of the United St~tes and what purports to be an 

amendment to the Secretary-General's report from the representative of the 

Soviet Union. I ha___ve the gravest doubts as to whether the amendment proposed 

by the representative of the Soviet Union is, in fact, now admissible; and if, 

Sir, you put the question of its admissibility to the Council I shall have no 

option but to vote against its admissibility at . this stage in the light of the 

information provided to' us. 



NR/rr T/PV.983 
· 33 

(Mr. Kelly, Australia) -----• ...-.-~---

I feel .that, bad we tl1e" opportunity for sufficient research, we might 

perhaps have obtained much light.on this question' from the proceedings of 

the United Nations since its establishment, :bi..1t' the data is not available. 

The question of admissibility must, · in.the circumstances, as you have suggested, 

be dete1mined by the Council. Without coP-Jni tting my delegation to any :'uture 

course of action in these matte:ts, I shall in the circumstances vote against 

the admissibility of an amendment purporting to be an amendment to a report 

by the Secretar;y-General. 

Mr. DAVIN (New Zealand): I should like to throw out the suggestion 

at the morr.ent; -- I do not rr.al<e ·it n formal motion under rule 56 -- that we 

might :pos:t:pone discussion of this question for, say, · twenty-four hour s in 

order to look into the legal situation and the procedural situation more carefully. 

I do not press this) if my colleagues object. I am prepared to vote if a vote 

is deeme.d nece:;;sary, but I merely put out the idea. for consideration. 

Mr. · SEARS (United States of America): Anything that the representative 

of I\fe,;1 Zealand · suggests obviously receives great attention here, but it seems 

to me that ·we are . spending an auful lot of time on this matter~ It . is beccming 

complicated by many statements on the rules. We have plenty of work before us, 

which concerns millions of :people in the Trust ·Territories. I would therefore 

think, from the point of view of my own delegation at least, that we w,ould be 

advised to get this thing ·out of the ,;,my as soon as possible. 

The PRESIDEf,n' (;interpretation from F1~ench): My understanding is that 

the representative of New Zealand did not make a f'orn,al proposal; he sirr,ply me.de 

a sug r:i~esti on. He have heard the opinion voiced by the representative of the 

United States. If there are no further comnents, I sball eome back to the 

initial question. 

I respectfull.y ask members of the Council to be good enough to take a 

decision with regard to the Soviet proposal. · Once again, this is not a question 

of substance which we: have before us now; it i<': a qu~stion of pi"o~edure. The 
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Soviet Union submitted an amendment to the effect that voting should be carried 

out in a certain manner on the report, and it is this question that we must 

decide because it would seem that the procedure is somewhat unusual. The 

Secretary-Ge~eral's report must be approved or disapproved, but I have certain 

doubts as to the submission of amendments. I would submit the question, however, 

t., the Council and ask the Council to take a decision. 

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

Russian): I would submit tbat it might be wiser not to take such a hasty decision, 

since, after all, it affects,the rights of each of our delegations. Today by 

a majority we would decide that this amendment is not only unacceptable to the 

Council but it is unreceivable. I would request the Secretariat of the Council 

to indicate to me under which rule of procedure a delegation would be prevented 

from moving this or that am,endment. I should like to explain clearly the motives 

of my delegation. I hope you will understand what I mean. 



AP/eig 

,: ' 

• T/PV,983 
• 36 
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Each delegation is entitled to subrnit an amendment to the Council. The 

Council then can decide whether this amendment will '. be incorporated in the report 

of the Secretary-General, or not. '.!'he only way to decide that is to take a vote on 

this amendment. Therefore., those who objact to a ·change· in the report of the 

Secretary-General will vote against our amendment. Those who cons'ider that the 

report should and can be amended will vote together with us in favour of our 

amendment. 

I should like to say something more. When you took a decision to vote in 

part, or not to vote in part, then yo1..r might ha•.re conceived of • a situation when . 

tl).E: ·. Council would have accepted the proposal. What would ~ave happened then? We 

would have ·taken-.a separate vote on: part of -the report. • He '\-:ould already have 
. . 

thus expressed our views not -on the whole of the"repo:rt but on en individual part 

of that report. Therefore, the point is whether a delegation is entitled or not 

to rno•,e an amend.went. This., of course, shou1d be answered i11 the affirmative. 
. . . 

The:1. the Council is empowered to accept or to reject that amendment. But I would 

drmr the attention of the members ·o:t 'the Council to· the fact ' that this is not only 

a 1w.tter of the Soviet amendment. In the future, any amendment that is moved may 

be first wei ghed before it is moved. In the past, I can never recall that an 

amendment was not voted once it had been moved, either in this Council or in the 

General Assernbl:•• Therefore, I would urge you not to take such a hasty decision 

on changing the rules of procedure as they are now drafted, but on the contrary, 

in accordance with the rules as they now stand, to take a vote on ou1· amenclment . . 

If ou:::- amendment is not voted on, then the Council will obviously be dc:parting from 

existing rules of procedure; in that case I am prepared, with all members of the 

Council, to consider a motion to amend the rules of procedure to that effect. But 

why must we do so only in this particular case? If the rules of procedure need to 

be changed., very well, let us put au item on the agenda to that effect, and then ue 

will decide it. But why must we do this in such precipitate haste? 

(United States of America): Mr. President, I move that the 

Council vot2 on tr.-= quention of the a.drnissibility of the Soviet Union 1s proposal, 

wi th.:mt ful'ther dela~.'. 
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Mr. OBI~:3EJ:.1KO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from 

Russian): He are witnessing a peculiar transformation in the representative of 

the United States. It is even difficult to follow the trend of thought of the 

United States. First, he moved hastily that we should not cccsider at all at this 

session the issue of the recognition of the credentials of the legitimate 

representatives of the Chinese People I s Republic, and the position of those who • 

have usurped the rights of China. This proposal was moved by him early 

lfow, departing from this original proposal and in complete 

disregard of logic, he is suddenly wondering whether the Soviet amendment can be 
/ 

voted on at all. Ho~-, do you reconcile the t1-:o p0sitions? On the one band you 

insist that the Soviet arnen<l...'llent should not be vot3d on, and then suddenly you 

move a substrmti ve pro:;:.,o, .:'..;.l to that effect. I submit that the representative of 

the United States is noi., very consistent, even i~•: his erroneous position. But 

reverting to the proced;;.re of -;~l12 case, I think the :position is quite siP.1ple. 

The Council does not have to tal:•3 any eme:cgency dectsior:. tr..at would apply only to 

this particular case. The rc~ort of the Secretary-General on credentials is one of 

of the innmnerable reports that come to us fro,n the Secretary-General. It does 

not require any emergency procedure for its consideration. It can be considered 

under the existing rules of procedur-e. If any member of the Council wishes to 

move emergency procedure for this particular report, then I would move that this 

proi_)osal figure as a sepa:::"ate item in our agenda and that we take a decision on 

that now; and that those delegations who wish to provide for an emergency procec.1..:re) 

that they submit their reasons and their motivation; then we will discuss that on 

their meri.ts. 

Mr.' de Cl.MARET (France)(interpretation from French): I will be brief. 

I understood that the representative of the United States had. asked, no doubt under 

pa1·agraph ( d) of rule 56, which I will read: 

nFor the closure of the debate on any motion or draft resolution, 

including amendments thereto, or on any amendment or amendments to a 

motiC'n er draft resolution;" 

This is the. specific rule. We have discussed the :matter for more than an hour 
whether Ol' no·i.~ ,:e: should discuss the recei vabili ty of the Soviet proposal. 
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Before vo~it1g, I should lil-':e . to say that a/J far as I a:n concerr..ed I hold 

the views as expressed by the representatives of Australia, Belgium, New Zealand 

and others, that inadmissibility is not in doubt. The repreEentative of the 

Soviet Union no doubt invoked. rnl~ 61, which refers to a proposr,l ~ Well, we do 

not have a proposal; we have a report of the Secretary-General. I t::iir..1-s. we are 

all in acreemcnt, with the exception of one or two delegations, that tbis is a 

document. of the Secretary-General, arJd that it does not behoove us to amend it. 

I shall, therefore, support the proposal of the United States that we close 

the debate and take a vote on this motion. 

Mr. WJFTI (United Arab Hepuolic )(interpretation from French): My 

delegation agrees to the closure of the debate. It agrees that we should proceed 

imnediately to vote upon the Soviet amendment, if that is exactly whet the 

representative of France requests. 

Mr. FASGCTRA (India): I do not wish to go over the ground once again, 

but it seerns to rne that once a report, or a proposal, comes before the Council 

for approvaJ_ or dis_approval, it ::.s withln the powers of the Council, and within 

the powers of members of the Co•.rncil, to express disapproval of one particular 

po.rt of a report which in the view of that rnember of the Council may be a 

mistal~en part~ 
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(Mr. Rns r;:::-,trs.. India) ·-·----···-----
'Ihat is the position here and there is eh amen<hnent to that effect from 

the representative of the Soviet Union. There is no .question of a vote being 

tal:en on the acmissibility of an ~endment. The will of the Council ce.n be 

invo:.:.eC. under rule 60, not on amendment, not on a report, not on a draft 

resolution, but on the question whether parts of that report, parts of that 

amendment or parts of the draft resolution will be voted upon separately. 

It could well be that you may, Mr. President, in you;r powers as President 

of the Council, rule an amenQ~ent out of order. But it does not seem to us 

that it is proper and correct under the rules of p~cocedure to invo~(e the will 

of the Council yet once again on an ernend:ncnt w::1ich is proposed by the 

representative of the Soviet Union, which is a simple amendment. The question 

is one of voting on the amendmnt 1::.nd not wbetner that amendment should be voted 

or should not be voted in parts. 

Now the frc o::.1 :p;:·oposal of tlw rcpr·c.;entutive of the United Sto.tcs has to 

be viei:ed in that context. Before my delego.tion is asked to vote on that 

proposal, we would naturally lit.e to lmow the rule under which the proposal 

is placed before the Council. If tLere is no r:.1le in cupport of a proposal 

of that nature at this stage, f:lr. President, you m'.lSt obviously give a ruling 

as to whether that particular proposal is in order or not. I em conscious of 

the fact that this does not bring us closer to a clearer picture of what is 

now before the CounciL 

I would therefore formally l?ropose at this stage that the Council should 

adjourn for fifteen minutes to enable members to co!1sult together and perhaps 

be in a position to come to a decision quic:dy on this qu· :stion. I therefore 

move that proposal fonnally. 

The PRESIDENT (interpretation fr0r.1 French): He heve heard a. formal 

proposal from the representative of the United States, su~ported by the 

representatives of France, and the United Arab l\e;ul:lic, calling for a closure 

of nhe debate. Rule 56 of the rules of procedure, in paragraph 31 ma;~es reference 

to: 

"A motion for closure of debate on a draft resolution or other motion 

shall not be considered by the T:rusteeship Council until each representative 

shall have had the opportunity to speai~ on tba.t draft resolution or other 

motion. Debate on a motion f8r closilre of de;;ate shall be liznited to one 

s:pea:er i 'or each siC:e." 
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(Jn-l:erpretati.on frora French): ':i:-10 spee.':ers have 

supported tlie notion for closu:ce and the rules of ·prccedure authorize. me to 

call on one speal:er against the l::1otion for closu:te • . Howe1er J the represento.ti ve 

of' India has p:r-oposed tl1e suspensitin of the meeting for fifteen minutes. As 

there is no objection, ·,1e •t1ill suopend the meeting for fifteen min;_ites. 
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!E:.:_MUFTI (United Arab Republic)(interpretation from French): First 

of all, my delegation would like to thc.nk all those delec;ations that made an 

effort to resolve our difficulty. I should like to mal:e the followi:::1g proposal 

which perhaps ,dll allow us to get out of this impasse which seems to be 

characteristic of t:!1e situation. Hy delegation would like to propose that 

we proceed iILmediately to the vote on the Soviet amendr:;ent, specifying at 

the same tiue tl:a t such a vote shall r.ot constitute a precedent for quentions 

of principle which seem to be at stc.l:e :i.11 such a vote, and that the question 

as to whether runenc1mcnts to Secretar~0-General' El reports o~ credentials can 

or cannot be presented by the Cc u::.,c:ll oe debated later at the a:n:.rcr,riatc 

time to be chosen by the Cour1cil. 'l'herefore, it would seem that this 

proposal is in conformity with the rules of procedure, nnd it would safeguard 

the position of the Council with regard to the question ·of principle which 

has been raised. If this proposal is acceptable to members of the Council, 

I think tlmt it will allow us to cet out of this ir.:rpasse. 

I',ir. SEi\RS (United States of faJc.erica)~ I am not too well versed in 

l egal procedures. I told the representative of the United i\rab Republic that 

I thought what he was going to say was a good thing. I should like to make 

one reservation which is perJ:,a}_)S unnecessary: that I will oppose forever 

a long debate on the same subject R(;i:lin under any rules. He have discussed 

this sufficiently, and I hope that we will terminate this discussion as quickly 

as possible and get on with our business. 

llr. KELLY (Australia): I am w01:d.erinr; whether t::e representative 

of the United Arab Republic would amend his proposal to provide that not only sb.ould 

this Soviet motion be decided. without decidi~g any vote on the question of 

principle, but also without dnr.iclinr; any question of procedure. 
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procedure. 'The issue of p-e-h1 c·i:7;, ".c is whether or net this Council can amend 

a report of th6 Secretary-Ge~er22. Ent if ~.72 procc,:'c1. directly to a vote 

a procedural c.ec:.sion. I ,:oulcl be p1·092.:ced to p::..·oceecl to a vo"ce as suggested 
/' 

by the rep!'esentati ve of tl( Uni tea. ilra.b Republic on t,he motion of' the 

represcmtatj_ve of' the Soviet Union without oeJ.n5 comrni tted by way .of 

precedent to a11y clecis:'..on on a question of principle or any decinion on a 

question of :procedure. 

llr. MUJ.iTI (United Arab Republic) (i!,terpre.tation from French): My 

delegatioi1 is ready to accept the observ.J.tiGn which has Just been qdw~nced by 

the represeritt~tive of Australia. 

1:I:-. KELLY (Australia): I wish to tbanl: ve1~y varnly indeed the 

represent::iti ve of the United Arab Rcpv.blic for the cxtre.onlinary ini t:Lati vc. 

which he has taken ancl which goes a lone; way tmrard meeti:ic ~11 the problems 

which have been confrontin5 us. 

The PimSIDBET (interpreta:tioE frcm French): I shouldlike to 

believe that all the members of the Cmmd.l are aware of the meaning or 

sense of the United .A.rab ' Hepublic 1 s rroposc.l, as it has been made even more 

precise by Australia and as the United Arab Republic has accepted that 

clarificatim1. 

1-Ir . KIA!\'.G (China) : 

from you, llr. President. 

I should like to ask for a clarif'icnt.ion 

Before we recessed, you had put the followiriG 

question to the Council: ·· the question of admissibility. Do I understand 

that you have withdrawn that CJ.Ueztion which ycu 1::.nd already :put to tbe Council? 
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The PRESIDENT (inte::::-pretation from French): He had a fifteen-

minute recess in order to allow the Council members to consult each other so 

as to fiml a solution to the difficulty in which we found ourselves. Before 

the suspension I had proposed thc:,t the Council te.ke a decis:Lon on the g_uesticn 

of principle, namely, the question of the adrnj_ssibility of the amendment of 

the Soviet Union. Consultations were held during the ::;uspension of the 

meeting; and the representative of the United Arab Republic submitted a 

proposal which seened to meet with general approval and seemed to permit us 

to get out of our difficulty. 

The question of p:dnciple which I had put to the Council has not formally 

been withdrmm but in view of the proposal which bas now been made I will not 

propose it again, but I will not object to its being raised again. 

The representative of the United Arab Republic has proposed that we 

proceed to the vote on the 'Soviet amendment, bearing in mind that the vote 

which would take place would not constitute any commitment on the part of 

any deleGation present here with regard to the principle itself of a.n 

amendment concerning the report of the Secretary-General. I take it that. 

this question might in the future be raised by any delegation concerned and 

might be debated by the Council and that the Council would then take a 

decision in the future. However, for the moment, we shall proceed to vote 

without any delegation's beinc; cor.-r.:dtted one way or the other uith regard to 

the question of principle which has been raised. 

Ilr. KIAEG (China): Mr. President, I thank you for what you have 

said in the way of clarifying the point which I bad in mind. 

I only wish to say this: that this Council has co,-:m:ltted quite a fe,..r 

mistakes in procedure in the past few years. We should never set a precedent. 

That has nothing to do with any particulnr delegation, with the rules of 

procedure of this Council and the rules of procedure of the whole Ort:;anization 

as well. 
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lfo,;;Mr. Pl·esident, I - want · to i-mrn all rJj'colleague~ here,.·n~ . matter 

what you say, tbat it is a comproLJise ~:f pri.nciple if that kind o:f proposal 

is going to be put to the vote instead of the one · ·which you, J.~. • P1~esident:, 

first asked the Council to vote on.· 

1'.i:. DAVIN (New Zeaiand): The first I heard of this proposal by 

the representative of the United ,irab Republic was when he mncle it fo:rmally 

to the Council here. I roust confess, !-Ir. President, that I-would greatly 

prefer your original proposal to be put to the vote, namel:r, whether this 

question is, in fact, admissible. I would have great difficulty indeed in 

voting for the proposal of the representative of the United 1i.rab Republic 

because I think that in ecsence it is a wrorig procedure. 

The Council took a decision on the · substance of this matter under 

rule 60 in declining to admit ' a vote ori the admissibility of part of the 

Secretary-General's report. I do not see why we should now accept the 

same araendment in another form, in my view in a form which considerably 

strains, if not in fact violates, rule 61 _ because I still clo not see any 

motion before this Council on which the an:en&cnt can be moved u..."'lder the 

terms of rule 61. I would prefer tbat your original proposal, Hr. President, 

on the aili1issibility of the question be put. 
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Mr. CASTOH (United Kingdom): On the immecliate procedural question which 

is nou before us, I need say no more then ·that I entirely agree v:\.th everyt,hing 

t lw.t has just been said b;y the representative -of New ZeaJ.ai':d. i;y delegation . 

cor,siders .that the amendment moved by the -representative of -the So\•iet Union 

is an inadmissible anendment. It is an amendment on which we · sllcu:i.d not proceed 

to a vote. He say this because we agree with -a number of the interpretations of 

our rules of procedure which have been advanced by some delegat~ons, in 

particular -~hose concerning the stat.us of the repo:ct of the Secreti3+y-General on 

credentials. He also say this because whate·,er ciifferences of opinion might 

arise on the qnestion as to whether we can er canr..ot in principle amend the report 

of the Secretar:(-General on credentials, the fact remains that the . particular 

proposal for an amendment which is now before us is one which is identical in its 

effect to the previous proposal that the report -b'e voted upon in par~s. For very 

good reasons of _substance, my delegation voted against that proposal. Therefore, 

if it ii:; now dee ided to proceed to El vote on ta.e .Scviet Union ~111endrn~nt., my 

delegation will have no alternative to voting against the amendment :because we 

think it is quite improper for it to be put. to a vote at all. 

Mr. de CAMARET (France) ( inte.rpreta.tion from French): I would like to 

endorse what has just been saicl by the repi·esentatives , of the United Kingdom and 

New Zee.land. The French delegation would much prefer to vote ·on the admissibility 

of an amendnent to the Secretary-General 1s report. 

Mr. KCCIA:,:CICH (Italy): I also would like to join the representatives 

of New Zealand, the Uni•ted Kingdom and France and state that my clelegation would 

prefer we think it is a more proper and, as a Il'.atter of fact, the only correct 

procedure -- to vote upon what the President had previously proposed, namely the 

question of the admissibility of the Soviet Union amendment. 

Mr. 1-1JFTI (United Aj:ab Republic) ( interpretation from French): It seems 

tho.t the question of the admissibility or inadmissibility of the Soviet Union 

amendment is one which the President himself' submitted but he then clearly 

indicated to the Council that he would not press -that que.stion to the vote. 
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(Mr. Mufti, UAR) 

Since certain delegations have expressed a wish to have that question voted 

upon_. ny delegation ·would like some other delegation to take it in hand and 

submit it to the Ccuncil. In that case., my delegation ·...rould propose that no vote 

be taken on the Secretary-General's report and would ask that a new item be put 

upon th!~ fl(;enda re.12.ting to the amendment of the rules of procedure of the Council. 

If the Cc,_·r1.r: ·l.J. is i~eady to decide the question of principle in this manner,. my 

delegat:;_c::. ·,·:;:t.;ltl have the right to withdraw its earlier proposal and ri:ake a new 

one along tie lines I have just indicated. 

':!'c F~EI~T ( interpretation from French): Are there any further 

corr.ments'.? :;::; the Covncil ready to vote'l _ 

l-Ir. KIANG (China): What does the President want us to vote on? 

The PRESIDEi'JT ( interpretation frcm French): 'Ine representative of the 

United Arab Republic has asked whether any other delecation was ready to take up 

and sponsor a proposal relating to the admissibility or inadmissibility of the 

Soviet Union amendment. He further said that if a formal proposal were made on 

that q_uestion by sopie delegation, he would then make a new proposal regarding a 

new item on the Council's agenda dealing with the question of principle, namely, 

whether it is possible to amt2nd the Secretary-General 1s repo1·t. lhat is how I 

understood the question. 

Mr. KIMCG ( China) : And does the President wish us to vote on exactly 

what he has said, every 'imrd of it, or has he any formula which he ·would like us 

to vote upon'l I would suggest that the President should dictate to the Secretary 

of the Council and let him read out exactly what he wants us to vote upon. 

1:u•. CIAEYS BOUUAERT (Belgium) ( interpretation from French): I wish to 

say a few words to try to find a way out of this procedural tangle. As regards the 

amendment moved by the representative of the Soviet Union, objections have been 

raised to its admissibility; as far as I can remember, they were raised by the 

representative of the United States. The admissibility of the amendment was upheld 
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(Mr. Claeys Bouuaert . Belgium) 

by several other delegations and in ore.er to extricate ourselves from the impasse 

the President decided to submit the question of admissibility to a vote. In order 

to extricate the Council from its present situation., the President has only one 

recourse., namely to put that question to the vote of the Council. 

Mr. MUFTI (United Arab Republic) (inter'pretation from French):. ·r woLild 

like to point out once·agairi that at present there is no proposal concernfng the 

admissibility or inad.missibility of the Soviet Union amendment before the Council, 

If some delegation wishes to propose that a vote be taken upon such a proposal, 

then that delegation should proceed to make its opinion kno,m to the Council. 

At present there is no such motion. 

'Ihe PRESIDENT ( interpretation from French): I believe that I cught to 

make scme clarification here before we st:ray too far afield. I heard the last 

comnent from the representative of the United Arab Republic to the effect that 

there is no formal proposal concerning the admissibility of the Soviet Union 

amendment. I had considered the question of ask:i.ng the Council to take a decision 

regarding that matter; a lcng discussion ens;_i_ed and the meeting was suspended to 

see whether we could reach a compromise. The representative of the United Arab 

Republic submitted such a compromise, there were numerous objections to it, and 

therefore I think it is now for me., as President, to tal-:e up again the proposal 

which I hetl intended to submit formally to the Council, namely to decide on the 

principle of the admissibility or otherwise of the Soviet Union amendment. When 

the representative of the United Arab Republic suggested that some other 

delegation might formally submit this question, I saw no delegation indicate such 

an intention. 

There have, however, been objections to the formula which has been proposed., 

and I do not believe that we can continue in this misunderstanding indefinitely. 

'Ther.efore I shall once again take up the proposal which I have made and now I 

formally ask the Council to take a decision on the principle of the admissibility 
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(The President) 

or inadmissibility of the Soviet Union amendment. I think the representative of 

the U:::iited Ar_ab Republic will agree that we should not continue the discussion as 

we ha·,e been doing up to nmr. 

'Ihe question of principle must therefore be decided. As was indicated by 

the representative of the United Arab Republic., any delegation, including his, 

can formulate another proposal after the one I am now making has been disposed of, 

but I do not think we can continue this misunderstanding ony longer. 
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Mr. MUFTI (United Arab Republic) ( interpretation from Frencl,): My 

delegation would like to propose formally that the·question which the 

President has just put should a1Jpear as a. separate item on the agenda of the 

Council and that meetings s:iould ·be devoted to the discussion of' that item. 

Con::iequently, we propose the postponement of the examination of the report of 

the Secretary-General until ·a discussion has taken place in the Council on the 

separate item. 

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): Rule 56, paragraph 1 (g) 

s·~ates, 111ro postpone d::.scusaion of the question to a certain day or inclefinitely11
• 

It has been :proposed tlJat we should postpone discussion indefinitely and that 

we -should inscribe a new item on our agenda. Does the Council agree that the 

questior1 should :be postponed until a later date, 

Mr; DAVIN (New Zealand): I just wish to record form~lly my opp6sitfon 

to the postponement of this question at ,this time. I raised the que'stion of 

postponement earlier, but I think we have now spent enough time in discussing it'. 
I think we are ready to take a decision on the President's proposalo 

\ 

Yir. MUFTI (United Arab Republic) (interpretati_on f'rorn French): My 

delegation is obliged to express its surprise at the statement which has just 

been made by the- representative of New Zealand 'in view of the fact that the -

same delegation proposed the postponement of the examination of this question. 

My delegation cannot understand how delegations can change their views so 

rapidly in the Council. 

Mr. RASGOTRA (India): We are not in a position to favour .a 

precipitous vote on the President's proposal for the Council to .determine 

whether or not it is admissible 'for a member to move an amendment t _o a proposal 

which is before the Council·. He View this as a rather novel pioposition which 

raises many issues a11d· qtiestions regarding the validity of .oui~ rules of 

procedure. It is neces-sary, as the representative of .the United Arab Republic 

pointed out, that delegations should have ti~e to consider the implications and 
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the various aspects of a proposal of this kind. 

a completely new item. · 

(Mr. Rasgotra, India) 

To .our way of thinking it is 

It is not a question of whether a certain amendment can or cannot be 

voted upon or should or should not be voted upon. The President has raised 

a basic issue, namely whether or not an amendment to a proposal which is 

before the Council is admissible • . This issue is not covered by any rules 

of procedure in its negat5.ve aspect. The positive aspect is covered by 

the rules of procedure, namely that members are competent to move amendments 

to proposals that are before them. 

We therefore support the proposal that this item should be placed on the 

agenda and that members should be allowed time to consider all its implications 

before they are called upon to vote .. I think that is a fair enough proposition 

for everyone. We cannot be expected to vote in a precipitous manner on a 

proposal of this vital importance which introduces a new element into our 

rules of procedure, and which thereby constitutes an amendment in substance to 

the rules of :procedure. 

The PRESIDENT (interpretntion from French): I should like to comnent 

on what I believe was a . mistal-:e in interpretation on the part of the 

representative of India. His staten;ent seemed to deal with.an i~terpretation 

of rule 61 of the rules of procedure, but rule 61 is not involved. The question., 

as I submitted it, is whether the Council is ready to agree to the :principle 

of an amendment, as proposed by the representative of the Soviet Union, to 

the report of the Secretary-General on credentials. This does not prejudice 

other rules of our rules of procedure, rarticularlyrule 61. 

Mr. RASGOTRA (India): I wish to apologize to the President for 

having to disagree with him; and it causes me a great deal of regret to have to 

do so. As I have said, it is my delegation's view that once a report or a 

proposal or a document comes before the Council for. consideration and approval., 

which can only follow examination and consideration, it is within the competence 

of any member to propose amendments to that report or prpposal. The President's 

proposal takes this issue beyond the rules of procedure. If it is .to be confined 
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to the rules of :procedure to which we have. adhered in the past, then it must· 

be interpreted under scimerule. I submit that there :i.s no.rule under. which 

the competE:mce or the :.rill of the Council . can be invoked as to t l1e admiss;ibility 

or inadmissibility of an amendment. This proposal therefore constitutes>anew 

item. The proposal relates to the .competence of members to move amendments to 

proposals before them. - This, therefore; ·should be inscribed oh the a genda of the 

Council as a separate item and members should app1·opriately be given time' to 

consider it.before they are called upon to vote. Surely every member is , : 

entitled to ask fo1: some time to consider a nevr proposal before voting· so that 

• he may express t he views of his delegation and his Government, especially t:jhen the 

matter is of .such vita l importance to the entire set of rules of proced0.re and to 

the procedures that we · have followed in the past. · 

Mr. KOCif\lICICH (Italy): I believe that almost every delegation in 

the Council has had ' an opportunity to.exp1~ess its views· on the question Of the 

admissibility of the amendment proposed by the representative of the Soviet Union. 

This questioh was the object first of . a ±Lof a motion moved by the . 

representative of the ·United States, which was subsequently , withdra\m. ··. However, 

later on the President picked it J1p and made it his own proposal, if my 

understanding is correct. It was the President 1 s intention formally ,to put 

to the vote of the Council : the question of the admissibility of the Soviet 

amendment. For these reasons and having in mind rule 56, paragraph 1 · (d), 

I formally move the closure of the debate on the President's proposal on the 

admissibility of the Boviet amendment. 

lvJr. MUF'rI (United Arab Republic) (interpretation from French): The 

representative of Italy took it upon himse l f to sum up the debate here in the 

Council, and he said that all opinions had been expressed with regard to the 

question of admissibility. 
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(Mr. Mufti, United Arab Republic) 

I-iy delegation is not entirely of that opini-on,. in view of the fact that the 

observations which we might make on a question _of principle of such great 

importance would be much lengthier if this matter were to be debated at a later 

meetinG, That is why my delegation would li1~e to voice opposition to closure of 

the debate. 

Ill·. OBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from 

Russian): l would support tbe _arguments which have just been advanced by the 

representative of the United Arab Republic. It seems to me that if the 

reprc::;cnto.tive of Italy had pondered the matter a little longer he would have come 

to less superficial co::-iclusions than the one he ha_s just voiced .. -· What is involved 

here is the right of every delegation, including bis mm, and one may easily 

foresee a time when the representative of Italy may also have to invoke this 

right to move an amendment. If the representative of Italy were denied this 

right on the basis of today's precedent, he might very ,rell object. '.I·herefore it 

is perhaps better not to take such a superficial and hasty approach to these 

matters. 

I should like to say that, if the representative of Italy in rnaldng bis 

motion ·wished to put an end to the debate on the matter we are now discussing, 

namely, the report of the Secretary-General on credentials, so that a vote could 

be taken immediately on the Soviet amen~nent, we should have no objections to that. 

'Ihat would be perhaps the correct course. The time has come to take a vote on the 

Soviet amendment. 

However, if the representative of Italy bad in mind putting an end to the 

debate on whether or not the Soviet amendl!!ent is receivable -- and that, of course, 

involves a broader issue of the right of delegations to move amendments in 

general -- then I think that the representative of Italy would be well advised 

to ponder the possible consequences of such a proposal for all delegations, 

including his own. I submit that this proposal is hasty and not well taken and it 

therefore should not be entertained. 

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): There have been two speakers 

against closure -- in fact, perhaps one more than is provided for under the rules 

of procedure. Now I am ready to call on any representative who wishes to support 

this motion. 
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!:1r. Pls.SGO~ (Inc1i,a): J.lr. President, it seems to me that implie·d in• 

this motion of' closure is .the desii:'e to precipi ta.te a vote on the proposal which 

is attribu_ted to _you. We ha·re heard about this proposal ana. the various aspects 

of it, · bti.t I regret to say that my delegation is still not quite cleal'·· as to what 

that propqsal is. On a point of order, therefore, I wish to invoke rule 57 and 

to request ;you to _ bave this proposal circulated and to fix a a.ate and time for its 

discussion before we are called upon to vote upon this proposal. 

I hope I am not making an unreasonable request. This right • is .. granted to 

representatiyes under rule 57. The proposal is an_important one, from what I 
understood of .it, and it is only normal that members should be granted the time 

that they des;ire to give consideration to the proposal bef'ore they are called_' upon 

to vote on it. 

Mr. KELLY (Australia): My delegation is now confronted witb the 

necessity o_f taldng fully into account the observations just made by the 
., 

representative of Irn:lia .. I might perhaps be disposed to give those observations 

more sympathetic consideration ii' he were to indicate to the Council whether he 

would also wish the Soviet amendment to be circulated in writing in accordance 

with the terms of rule 57. 

;Irr~ 0BEREMKO (Union of Sov:iet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from 

Russian): •. I consider that the reqpest by the representative of' Australia is 

q_uite lecitimate, and we are perfectly prepared to malte our proposal in writing. 

This will, o;f course, entail quite. na_tural conseq_uences; tbat ·is, we shall have 

to consider it somewhat later,. after the representative of Australia bas had a 
,. •• . • '. ' ' . · ·• . • . . , . 

chance· to study our proposal and 1.mclerstand it. 
•. • < • • • y s < '• : A, • • ·: • ~ 0 

Hr. RASGOTRA (India): I wish to thank the representative of Australia 

for the courtesy h_e has shmm rue, but I · ~ant to ·saY, in adcli tion to • what I have 

said, that the proposal I made is not subject to any conditions. There is one 

amendment by the representative of the Soviet Union, and 'y6u yourself, 

Mr. President, moved a proposal of much large'r consequences, The two, in my view, 

are not related. What we are considering at the moment is closure on your proposal 

and a vote to follow that closure. I requested that time be given to members and 
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that the proposal be circulated, so that members could thirik about it; That was 

ray req_uest. Acceptance cannot be made conditional upon my delegation giving an 

assurance of any kind with regard to another proposal, a different one, an 

amendment. But I am glad to bear what the representative of the Soviet Union bacl 

to say on the subject, namely, that be is willing to ~irculate his amendment when 

the time comes to consider that~ I should like to assure the ·representative of 

Australia that my delegation will,' as in the past, give due deference to' the views 

and wishes of his delegation. 

llr. MUFTI (United Arab Republic) ( interpretation from FrJncb): By • 

delegation feels that the discussion has been much too prolonged and that our 

agenda is too heavy for us to allow ourselves this sort of discussion. Therefore, 

we issue an appeal to members of the Council to review their position with regard 

to the compromise proposal that I made. I think that the question of .. principle 

and the question of procedure mi~ht inde~d be left urttil a later stage and that 

·we might thus dispatch this amendment which was submitted to the Council, wi tho'ut 

taking a position on questions of· principle or procedure wbich might, as I have 

said, be discussed at· a iater date. 

Mr. CLAEYS BOUUAERT (Belgium) (interpretation from French): The 

situation is n()t, perbap~, so compiicated as all that, Mr. President •. Your 

proposal was interpreted as a draft resolution which shp'uld· be tbe·subject of· 

routine procedure -- publication, circulation and so on. I think that the 

situation is far simpler than that. 

The amendment was moved by the representative of the Soviet Union. This • 

amendment gave rise to objections which would m~ke it non-receivable because of 

the provisions of rule 14 of our rules of procedure. You have rightly said that 

to get out of thi·s impasse the ·coun~il should decid•e by a vote whether .the 

Soviet amenclment is receivable· or not, sihce its aclmissibil:i.ty bas- been conte·sted 

by certain delegations. Having said this, ·r endorse the motion for closure of • 

the debate and I suggest that 'we take a vote. 
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~E.:...~~~~ (Unj.on of Soviet S~ci::-,list Republics) (interpretation from 

Russie.n): Unfortur..ately, in this world of ouri:: the si tue.tion • is nc-t scmetimes as 

simple as the r~presentative of Belgium -woulcl. have it seem. I would draw his 

attention to the fact that two issues are at strJ;.e. I tmd.erstcnd ycur desire 

to take a vote as fast as possible. Apparently you are very sure of the results 

of such a vote. But I would lH::e to tlraw youl:" attention to the fact that 

there a.re two questions, as the representative of India quite rightly pointed out .. 

thnt ,-1c ccm.dder a :r;ro:I;,osal :;y o. vote on the rcceivability ·br nonrcce:.i.vabil:i.ty 

of amendn~c;nts to the report of the SecretRry-General. I can tell you very 

frankly that my delegation shares completely the views of the delegations of India 

and of the t'r.itcd. /,ro.b Bqt.'tlic~ 1I'b1s is a completely new issue, namely the 

rights of delegations to move amendments .. It would seem to me that this proposal 

is so important, it is so complex tbat it cannot be decided by r. :mere wave of 

a hand, by a simpl~ r:lS.,jority, about iThich the representative of .Belgium seemr. 

to be so sure. If you sugsest that the rules of procedure be amended, well 

then, have the courage to that effect. It will be included in our agenda. and 

it ·will be given due consideration b;y' us. I would request you, Mr. President, 

that there should be r:.o abuse. by certain members of the Council of your prestige 

as President • . I would like to appeal to you that t,his proposal, -whether a. 

Soviet amendment be acceptable or not., receivable or not,. that this formula. 

should stem not from you as President .of the Council. since after nll you 

are a fair-minded person, a man who has to see to it that the· rules of procedure 

. a.rE:! strictly observed -- and. to date you have done so~- I should . like to appeal 

to ;you that j_f a delegation deems it desirable to make such a proposal, well, 

let that delegation have . the courage to move it on its own behalf, and t:1a.t it 

shoul(l not seek the mantle of the President to cover itself because the delegation 

itself is too shy or too timid to move it. 

~ PJ\SGOTRA (India): The point of order that I raised a while ago, 

r emains undecided. I raised the point of order in relation to rule 57 which 

says, ttat 11Re:r:orts, draft resolutions and other substantive motions or amendments 

shall be introduced ... n. It does not say '\Jill ben or 11may be introduced11 it 

says 11 shall be introduced in writing and handed to the Secretary-General.rt 
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I req_uest you, Mr. President, . to give a ruling on the 1:oint of order that I 

raised under rule 57, rather than to permit the Council at this stage to continue 

with the discussion of the closure of the motion on your _proposal which we do 

not have in writing as is req_ui:red ·under rule ·57. 

The PRESIDErIT (interpretation f'rcm French): • Before calling en the -----------·--
representative of New Zealand, r should like to emphasize :that it seems to me 

that rule 57 is not applicable at the present mom~nt, as involrnd by India. 

I did not make a substantive ·propbsai. • I did not submit any resolution. I 

simply :proposed a procedure to allo11 us to get out of this impasse which resulted 

from an amendment submitted by ·the Soviet Union an amenclment to which objections 

were raised by menbers of the Council. That is the question as the Ohair has 

always envisaged it. There is no resolution from the President concerning a r::atter 

of substance, as would be the case if rule 57 were applicable. 

• Mr. DAVIN (New Zealand): Mr. President, you have expressed what I had 

in mind myself in reading rule 57. Let me say, first of all, that I would 

deprecate any attempt to e:::tend the purport of the decision we are now about to 

take beyond its ordinary limits. You would have been quite ccmpetenv as President., 

to have ruled that such a proposal was or was not admissible. You naturally felt 

some hesitation in doing this., and you proposed to invite the opinion of the 

Council. I assume you "1ould do it in the form of an inquiry to the Council, 

at lea.at ;1r.:·.-. ,\,ould esk CE=r:..c€rs of the Council, who believed it to be admissible,11to :;c 

ind:.-~~a~~e bJ :"s.ising their hands. 'L,at would be a simple enough procedural motion. 

I do '"'-' i~ ~;l •.. i_•1l~ that such a proposal would have to be put in writing in the terms 

of r u2.e 57, I believe that is the best way of solving our problem at the moment. 

If it l12re necessary I would be prepared to rr.ove, myself, that the opinion of the 

Council be t2ke~1 on that. But I think it is quite competent and proper for the 

President; where he is in doubt and does not feel he can give a ruling on the 

procedural point, to take the sense of the Council in that way. 
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The PRESIDENT (interpi·etation from French): · Before contipuing this 

discuss.ion, I would like tci: point out that ·it is some six minutes past one o 'cloclr, 

the ordiria:ry thee for adJourrirr,ent,' I am uondering whethe1· it would not be 

appropriate for us to suspend the meeting and -thus allow Council members to 

reflect further upon the difficulties facing u~ and at this afternoon's meeting 

perhaps -re might find a solution acceptable to all. 

Mr.· 'cle CAMARET (France}'( interpretation from French): Mr. President, you 
l 

have just rr.ade a proposal, but I would like to spealt on the Italian motion for · 

closure. However, it is, of course, lupcheon time and I am perfectly willing to 

give support to the proposal to adjourn · the. meeting • ... Otherwise, I would support 

the Italian rr.otion for closure. 

Mr. EUFTI (United Arab Republic)(interpretation from French): I think 

that the proposal which you have just n:ade, Mr. President, is a very reasonable 

one. He will then have time to reflect and to ,, come back to this question this 

afternoon. But I would like to make a remark concerning the statement made by the_ 

representative of New Zealand. Ny delegation does not raise its hand lightly at 

the Council table here. If such a vote were imposed upon us, we would find 

ourselves in a position where we could not participate. We could not participate 

in a vote which would decide such an important question. 

Mr. OBEREMKO (Union of 3oviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation from 

Russian): I too would like to support your proposal, Mr. President, that we should 

not settle such important matters in such haste and therefore that we should 

adjourn our n~eeting for lunch. Before adjourning, I would like to find out how we 

should act in connexion with the Australian proposal, namely, that the Soviet 

amendment be circulated in writing. Is the representative of Australia pressing 

this proposal? Does the Council deem it necessary that we should circulate our 

amendment in writing, because we could take advantage of the luncheon interval to 

circulate this amendment in the various languages~ 
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ll.r. !~LY (Australia): 1· .rcade no proposal the,t what is called the Soviet 

arnendr.ient be introduced in writing and handed to the Secretary-General. Even if 

a document purporting to. be an amendment were introclu.ced in writing and handed to 

the Secretary-General:, the question of its admissibility would later have to be 

determined. But I have made no such proposal. 

The PRESIDENT (interpretation 'from French): Before adjourning, I would 

recall that we have a proposal . from the representative . of Italy, namely, the 

question of the closure of . debate. 

The meeting, rose at 1.10 p.m. 
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. TRUSTEESHIP COUNCIL · -- TAKE l 

Before resUniing the discussion of Ifoenda-Urundi, the Trusteeship· Council· this 

morning first took ·'up the · report of the Secretary-General on the credentials -of the 

members attending.the current session (Doc. T/146s). 
The President, Vi.AX H. DORSINVILLE (Haiti); asked whether ·there were ·any 

comments on the report. 

VALENTIN I. OBEHEMKO (USSR) said the Soviet delegation wanted tb point out '· 

that it did not find listed in the report the 11legitimate11 representative -of China. 

The only representatives -who could t1legitimately11 represent China were those ­

appointed by the People's Republic of China. It was ' "absurd., · and "abnormal,.., he 

said, to see here representatives who did not represent China. • 

CHIPING' H.C. KIANG (China), ·on a point of -order, requested the Chairman "to 

rule out of order.the remarks just heard. 11 

The PRESIDENT recalled that all representatives present had been accredited by 

governments recognized by the · United Nations, and it was in that capacity that they 

sat in the Council. He asked the representative of the Soviet Union, when making 

his remarks, "to be careful" that comments regarding any one member of the Council 

conformed. with the practices ·"always established here with regard to courtesy. 11 

Mr. OBEREMKO then asked whether the Council was now discussing the report on 

credentials. 

The PRESIDENT said yes. 
Mr. (\J:EREMKO said he wished to state the position of his delegation on the 

report. China, he said, had been, was and would remain a member of the Council, 

as long as the Council existed. Yet the report o:n credentials, he said, did not 

list the "legitimate" representative of China. He said he viewed this "strange, 

absurd and abnormal" situation with "surprise and dissatisfaction." 

The Council, he said, should not recognize the credentials of persons who 

"illegally" represented China. He asked that the credentials of China be voted 

on separately. 

Mr. KIANG (China) protested against the "slanderous remarks of the previous 

speaker" and said they should be stricken from the record. Mr. KIANG said the 

government he represented "is the only Chinese government freely and legitimately 

(more) 
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constituted which alone can speak for the Chinese people in the United Nations." 

It was an "affront" to the Council, he said, for the Soviet Union to bring 

into the Council the "voice of a puppet regime of Soviet c;:"?i:rtion" which had. been . . 

"condemned" by the United Nations. World opinion, he added, bad "condemned that 

regimen for the "organized suppression of freedom." 

MASON SEARS (United States) said that in the report the cred~ntials of all 

members were found to be in order. The Council, in his view, should vote on the 

report as a whole, and not separately as proposed by the Soviet representative. 

He proposed that the Counc:i.lvote first on the Soviet request for a separate 

vote, and he said that be himself would vote against it. 

The PRESIDENT said that, since opposition had been raised to the Soviet request, 
' he must in accordance with the ~ules of procedure first put that request to the vote~ 

Mr. OBEREMKO said this was not the first time that the United States represen­

tative had made the proposaJ. he just did when the Council discussed the report on 

credentials. He said he would amend his motion by asking for the deletion of the 
names listed under China.•· 

. . 

M. RASGOT.RA (lndi~)' said that, if a member or members of the Council wished to 

vote separately on the credentials of certain members, such an opportunity should 

be provided, as envisaged under Rule 60 of the Rules of Procedure. The representa­

tive of the Soviet Union had made a proposal under Rule 60 for that purpose, he 

said, and it seemed desirable to him that that proposal be voted upon first. 

(END OF TAKE l) 

!, 
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'Ihe Council then voted on the Soviet request for a separate vote. The request 

was rejected by a vote of 4 in favor (Burma, India, United Arab Republic, USSR), 

9 against, with l abstention (Italy). 

Mr. OBEREHICO (USSR) said that, as the procedural matter had been settled, he 

wisheq a vote on his amended mot:!.on -- nar.!ely, to delete the names listed undei· 

China. 

Mr. Ia:ANG (China) said this was the first time in the Council's history that 

a proposal had been made to amend the credentials report of the Secretary-General. 

In his view, it was "ridiculous" to entertain such a proposal. 

MICHEL DE CAMARET (France) supported the views of the representative of China. 

JAWDAT MUFTI (United Arab Republic) considered that the Council was free to 

amend the report if necessary. 

Mr. SEARS (United States) proposed the following resolution: 

"'!he Trusteeship Council decides not to consider, for the duration 
of ·'its 23rd regular session,any proposals to exclude the representatives 
of the Government of the Republic of China or to seat representatives of 
the Central People's Government of the People's Republic of China.'' 

He expressed belief that, under .Rule 63, his motion had priority over 

the proposal of the Soviet rel)reseutative. 

Mr. OB:ER:EliKO (USSR) moved, as an amendment to the United States proposal, 

that the credentials be approved but that "one of these credentials be deleted.'' 

He asked, under the Rules of Procedure, that his amendment be put to a vote, to 

enable all delegates to state their position on the representation of the Chinese 

People's Republic in the United Nations specifically, in this case, in the 

Trustee$hip Council. 

Mr. la.ANG (China), declaring that the procedural matter had already been 
settled by the Council, asked the President to rule on the admissibility of the 
second Soviet motion. 

'Ib.e PBESIDE~f.r said member~ lllight .have reservations.on parts of the report, 
bu:t he believed that the report should be viewed as a whole~ However, since 
differences of view had been expressed, he proposed tha·t the Soviet motion be .put 
to the Council for a decision. 

(END OF TAKE 2) 
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KEVTI-1 T. KELLY (Australia) asl~ed whether the Council was being asked to vote 

on the question of substance raised py the Soviet representative or on the 

admissibility of the latter's motion. 

The PRESIDENT said he was asking the Council to vote on the admissibility of 

the Sovi~t motion. 

Mr. OBERE!vll(O (USSR) thought the President was correct in not making a ruling. 

The Council, in his view, yra.s em:powerecl under the rules of procedure to discuss the 

report apd to make changes. 

Mr. MUFTI (United Arab Republ:i.c) said there·wa.s no need to take a preliminary 

vote on ~dmissibility. 

Mr. RASGOTRA (India.) said that no rule called for a vote on the admissipility 

of an am~ndment. He felt the Council should now vote on the Soviet a.mendrnent. 

Mr. l<BLLY said that, at this stage of the Council's proceedings, it had no 

option bµt to approve or disapprove the Secretary-General's report as a whole. 

Mr. RASGOTRA held that the Council should vote first on the Soviet amendment 

and theµ pn the re~ort~ 

T.P. DAVIN (New Zealand) askecl whether it was normal practice for rel)orts 

of the S~cretary-General to be amenQed at the instance of delegations. 

Mr. OBEREMKO asked the President whether, under the rules, the Council 

could discuss the report and make changes in it .• 

ALFimD CLAEYS BOUUAERT (Belgium) did/¥g!nk th~ Soviet arguments in any 

way rebutted those of the Australian representative. 
The PRESIDENT, replying to the USSR, said the members could discuss the 

substance of the report. However,, serious doubts had been raised as to whether 

the Council could amend the report. He said he shared these doubts. Therefore, 

he believe9, the matter should be put to the vote. There was no precedent as f'ar 

as he knew. 

(EIID OF TAKE 3) 
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Mr. OBEREMKO (USSR) again requested o. vote on his ariendment to the 

Secretary-General's report. 

Mr. KELLY (Australia) poiµted out that the Council had already decided not 

to vote on the report in parts. He bad serious doubts as to the admis13ibility of 

the USS~ amendment, and he believed that that issue should be voted on. 

Mr. DAVIN (Hew Zealand) suggested that the Council postpone discussion of' the 

questiop for 24 hours in order to look more carefully into the legal .and procedural 

aspects .• 

Mr •. SEARS (United Sta:tes) suggested that the matter be. decided as soon as 

possible. The Council had "plenty of' work" to do, he added. 

The PRESIDENT then asked members to take il decision regarding the Soviet 

:proposa;l, which, he said, was one of procedure. 

Mr. OBEREMKO declared that delegations had the right to submit amendments 

to the report, and they were :free to vote any we,y they wished. 

Mr. SEARS moved th?,.t the Council vote without :furthe,r delay on the admissibility 

of the poviet amendment. 

Mr. OBEREMKO did pot think that there could be such a "metamorphosis" of 

the rul~s of procedure. 

Mr. DE CN,,lARET (France) supported the United States motion. He moved closure 

of the clebate. 

Mr. MUFTI (United Arab Republic) suggested the Council proceed to vote 

immediately on the Soviet a.~enclment. 

Mr. RASGOTRA (India) proposed that the Council adjourn for 15 minutes to enable 

the members to consult. T):lis proposal was accepted, and the Council then suspended 

its meeting for 15 minutes. 
After reconvening, the Council resumed the discussion on the Soviet proposal to 

amend the report of the Secretary-General on credentials, and on the question 
whe_ther such a proposal was admissible. 

The Council, however, was unable to agree on what procedure to follow in 
dealing with the matter. 

The PRESIDENT then proposed, in View of the late hour, that the discussion be 
postponed until the afternoon meeting. 

There being no objectio11s, the Council e.djourned at l:19 p.m. until 3 p.m. today,. · 
(END OF TAKE 4 AND PRESS RELEASE TR/1500) 




