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STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT

The PRESIDENT: I would like to point out the fact that, as I am sure

we are all aware, tomorrow marks an auspicious occasion in the annals of the
Councii, namely, the proclamation of the independence of tke Republic of Togo.

I take this opportunity to congratulate both the Administering Authority and the
Government and people of the new Republic on this historic event. I have no doubt
that other members will wish to voice similar sentiments, but I would ask them

to wait until tomorrow. I have referrved to this metter this morning only in
order to propese that on behalf of the Council the following cablegram be sent

to the Prime Minister of Togo today, to arrive in time:

(continued in French)

"On behalf cf the United Nations Trusteeship Council, I have the
honour to transmit varmest congratulations to the Government and
people of Togo on the occasion of the accession of their country
to independence, and to_éddress to them sincerest wishes fdr

prosperity in the future."

(continued in English)

If there are no objections, I shall take it that the Councll agrees that that

message should be sent.

It was so decided.
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AGENDA ITEM 2

REPORT OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL ON CREDENTIALS (T/1520)

The PREGSITENT: I propose that the Council adopt the report.

" Mr. OPEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation from
Russian): In connexion with the report presented by the Secretary-General on
credentials, document T/1520, the Soviet delegation wishes to draw the attention
of the Trusteeship Council to the fact that in this report no indication is made

of the legitimate representatives of the Chinese People's Republic. We consider

it our duty to state that the only legitimate representative of China in the -
Trusteeship Council, as well as in other orgens of the United Nations, can be a
representative appointed by the Central Government of the Chinese People's
‘Republic, the authority of which spreads over the territory of_this immense
country and is recognized by the multi-million people of China.



AVifod T/PV:1060
L

(1ir. Oberemko, USSR)

We consider that the Trusteeship Council must rectify thie ccmpletely
agbnormal situation as & result of which, at its session, there is no representative
of a permanent member of the Council one of the founders of the United Nations,
a Power within which there lives approximately one-quarter of the population of
this earth. That is why the delegation of the Soviet Union ﬁishes to introduce
a proposai not to recognize the credentials of those persons who come under the
heeding of "China", persons who do not represent China end who are unlawfully
occupying the -seat of China in the Trusteeship Council. We would wish to request
that the vote on the credentials of these individuals be taken in parts.
. But since we have heard a proposel from you, bkr, President, to approve the
report of the Secretary-General (T/1520),we believe that our purpose would be
served vhen you put our amendment to your proposal to the vote. The amendment
would consist of addingz the following words to your proposal:

"with the exception of the credentials cf the persons
enumerated under the heading 'China! in the annex to document T/1520,"

Mr, KIANG (China): I do not intend to dignify those remarks which
vere just made in reference to my Government and my delegatioh; All that I wish
to do is to state for the record that the Government of the Republic of China,
vwhich I have the honour to represent in this Council, is the only freely end
legitimately constituted Government of China which can speak for the Chinese people
in the United Nations. The Communist regime, of which someone has Just spoken on
its behalf, has been condemned by this Organization.

lMr. GERIG (United Stetes of America): We have heard the proposal Jjust
made by the representative of the USSR. For reascns which are well known, the
United States opposes any proposel desipned to exclude representatives of the
Republic of China or to seat representatives of the Chinese Communist regime.

Therefore, we meke the following motion:
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(Mr, Gerig, United States)

"The Trusteeship Council decides not to consider for the

duration of its twenty-sixth regular session any proposels 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,"
The understanding of the United States is that under the terms of rule 63 of our
rules of procedure, this motion has priority over the proposal of the '
representative of the USSR.

Mr. OBERIMKO:(Union of Soviet Socielist Republics) (interpretation from

Russian): Perhaps I am speaking somewhet prematurely and. perhaps ‘it might have
been possible to hear an explanation frcm you, Mr. President, on the procedural
situation that we find ourselves in now, but it might perhaps be-easier for us
to do so and not for the President, and that is why I have decided to speak
immediately after the statement made by the representative.of the United States
of America, - | - : . h |

The p01nt is that a proposal was 1ntroduced by .the’ Fresident to epprove ‘the
report of the Secretary-General on. credentials. To thl‘ proposal on the part of
the President an. amendment was introduced. It was not ;/proposal -- and I wish:
to drav the attention of the representative of .the Unit d States to this point --
but an amendment on the part of the delegation of the Soviet Union to a proposal
of the President.
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(Mr. Overemko, USSR)

‘‘he representatiﬁé-of the United States meenvhile made a proposal. It is
his legitimate right to introduce any-prouosals vhatsoever on the *ubject that he
may deem necessary. 1hus the representet;ve of the United Stﬂtes 13 aCulnu in
accordance with the rules of procedure in 1ntrcdu01n; such a pxaposal But no
rules orf pxocedure coniirm ow Justhy his latest claim, namﬂly, that pr;01¢ty
should be given to his proposal. This is an 1nd1«1dual, independent proposal,
wiich can Le voted on, but what has lLeen proposed by the Soviet delesation is an
amendment. That is why we reqguest that our amendment be voted on Tirst, ‘hen
the Council may vote on your proposal, rm President, as amended as a result of
the Soviet delegaﬁid@'s_auendment, and Luen aiter that it can consider any other
proposals that ﬁight_be.iht?odu?ed. _ Thereilore, ir. President, I would request

you, in accordance with the rules of procedure, to put our amendment vo the vote.

B&:_GEHIG (United States of America):  To explain my proposal, I should
like to say that what I had put before the Council was a proposal vhich dealt with
the proposal of the Chair as amended ULy .the USSR. Therefore I leel that my
proposal is'entirely ip order and, since it is iarthest removed,under rule 65,

I feel that my proposal should have Rriority and- te put to the vote ULy the Council
first. To repeat: my proposal deals with the -proposal-of the Chair as auended
by the USSR.

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

Russian): If the representative of the United States considers that the proposal
by the President is already amended, in other words, that it already embodies the
amenditent of the USSR, and the representative oif the United States ablees to that,
then of. course en entirely different situation arises. If he agrees with our
amendment and considers that this amendment hes already been incorporated in the
proposal and he is prepered to vote ifor that amendment, then,a’ter we have adopted
that amendment and we have adopted the President's proposal in its amended form,

we shall be quite prepared to consider the proposal he has introduced.
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The PRESIDENT: I think I should try to clarify the situation. I am
afraid that the representative of the Soviet Union has, so to speak, worked on an
assumption that I heve made-a.proposal. I did not make any proposal et all. His.
amendment is therefore, as it were, hanging in the air. I simply proposed to the
Couneil that it be adopted. Therefore, I do not see how an amendment can be
proposed .to something which does not exist. Therefore, if I am correct in this,
I think I can drav a conclusion from the suggestion of' the Soviet representative,
vwhich is that his suggestion amounts to asking-ror a separate vote, in which case,

of course, the situation has dhanged, and then we will proceed accordingly.

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

Russian): .’ Youw do not need to have an excellent memory to remeuber those few
words which.you pronounced at the. very opening of the meeting, Mr, Pfes;dént:;

you sugcested thet we approve the report-of the Secretary-General on credentials,
end you said just thet. It was not a written proposal but it was a proposal. . You
proposed that we approve the report, and tc that oral proposel we.introduced an .
oral amendment. If it is necessary to check beck, obviously we have shorthand
records. of our meetings, we have & recording of the statements that are being made,
and ve can postpone the meeting and cheék éll that and tomorrow morning, if
necessary, play vack the words, end then we will remember the words ve have
actually proncunced. I remember them quite distinctly, sir.

Thus it seems to us that the proposal was made by you. The proposal was a
natural one for the President, to approve a report which was presented. We wish
to meke an amendment to thet proposal and, on the basis of the rules of procedure,
we request that this amendment be put to the vote. It seems that the procedural ‘
situation is a perfectly clear one, and you, Mr. President, are well avare of the

vay in which you must nowv ect.

The PRESIDENT: The Council has heard the remarks just made by the

representative of the Soviet Union. I am not going to engage in a discussion of
the fine points raised by the representative of the Soviet Union. Even admitting
that there is a proposal from the Chair, there is, hovever -- the Council of

course having also heard the proposal made by the representative of the Soviet
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(The President)

Union -- a proposal ade by the representative of the United [tates, and in-the
opinion of the Chair rule 5u, paregraph 1 (g), would be applicable to the .case.
ule 50 reads as follows: -
"The following motions shall have precedence in the order named over all
draft resolutions or other motions relative to the subject bel'ore the meetin:s:

LN

(J) To postpone discussion of the question to a ceriain day or
indefinitely ... "

Therefore, in accordance with the rules of procedure, I shall now =--

Mr. OBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Repuilics) {interpretetion from

Russian): Mr., President, you have now quoted rule 5.,I taike it. I should like
to know who has made a formal proposal to posﬁpone discussion of -the question to
a8 certain day or indefinitely. e are not proposing that. All members of the
Council will remember gquite clearly that you made a proposal that we approve the
report of the Secretary-General. At the last session, as all iembers -of the
PTrusteeship Council will remember, such a proposal was made by the representative

of Australia. -
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(bir. Oberemko, USSR)

At this sessicn, the President took it upon himself to introduce such a
proposal, and an'émendment has been introduced to that propbsal; The President
nimself used the word “proposal", but ours is not a proposal -- it is an

auendiment to the President's QfOposal. In accordance with the rules of p;ocedure,
with vhich the President is well acquainted, rule 61 in particular, wve request
thet our amendment be put to the vote. The request is a perfectly clear-cut
cne, and we therefore ask the President to act in accordance with the rules
of procedure. Rule 61 states:
"A proposal to add to or delete from or otherwise revise a part of

a draft resolution or a motion shall be considered és an amendment., An

auendment shall be voted on first and if it ié adopted, the amended

resolution or motion shall then be voted on."

On the basis of rule 61, the Soviet delegation requests you, Mr. President,

to put our amendment to the vote.

Mr. KIANG (China): I wish I could ve' of some assistance to you,
Mr, President. If I understand the parllamentary situatlon as it stands now,

I think the immediate p;ocedural 901nt at issue is the follow1ng.' In proposing
what has been proposed, the renresentative of the United States claius priority
for his motion. If the President is not in a position to rule on that point, -
then he should consult the Council whether the proposal of the United States
has priority. That matter can very ea51ly be aecided by the Councll. If the
President follows that procedure, and I hope he does, the mauter will certalnly '
be facilitated. .

The PRESIDENT: I think at this point a close; inspection of the rules

of procedure way help us out of the situation which has evOIJGd- I think
rule 63 as quofed by the representative of the United States is probaebly the one --
in my opinicn, is certainly the one -- which would help us out of this '
situation. The mewbers are familiar with this rule. I might as well read
it out: ' ' '
"If two or wmore dfaff resolutions or other motiqns relating to an
original proposal are introduced, the President shall first put to the vote
the resolution or motion furthest removed in substance from the original

proposal, «.."
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(The President)

I should think that it is herdly debatable that the proposal made hy the
representative of the Unlted Stetes is further removed from the subject
under consideration. . Therefore, I shall ask the Counc;l to edopt the
proposal nade by the representatlve of the United Stetes walch 15, as the
Council has heard, to pcstpone consideration of the metter before us., If

there are no obJections ses

Mr. OBEREMZO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretetion

from Russian): What the President has just said could bring some representatlves

out of balehce; rerihaps there is some misunderstanding here, but I cennot

in this respect, even blame the interpreters for it. I have listened to

the President speak in English. Soretimes we quite unjustifiably accuse the _-
1nterpreters for being reSpon31b1e for any discrepancies, but now there is :

no discrepancy. What the President is proposing, in fact, is somethlng that
is completely opposed to what is provided for in the rules of procedure. At
first the President quoted rule 6), whlcn states:

"If two or more draft resolutlons or otner motions relating to an
original proposal are 1ntroduced tne President shall first put to the
vote the resolutlon or motion furthest removea in substance from the
original proposal. _ _ _ .
This rule speans of an orlglnal proposal.- In otuer words, the Hr351dent |

had in mind his own proposal whlch he mentloned at the beginning of this -
meeting. . Then 1n explainlng thls rule, the Pres1dent referred to this _
original proposal as the questlon before us. Ehls klna of play: on the rules;
of procedure is something that I believe no one would really do and I am quite_
sure that the President does not intend to interpret rule 63 in such a way.
Also, I do not uneerstand the Presiuent’s statement to the elfect tiat he
‘proposes that the Couneil should adopt the proposel of the representetive ox
the Unitea States. Normally, the rresident puts proposals to the vote or
places them before the consideration of the Council. Y is the Tirst tlme i
have heard the President of the Trusteesnlp Council asking the Counczl to edopt
& proposgl. Is that an appeel by the President to assist the replesentatxve of
the United Stetes? I think that the delegation of tie United States dOEa not

need any such assistance. The delegatlon of the United States has introdeced its
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(b, Oberemko. USSR)

proposal, and in due coﬁﬁse it may be Eonsidévdd b} the Couﬁcil. - Ve are
requesting tﬂe President to put to the vote, in accordmnce wmth xule 61 our
amenément to his prOposai.- In sPeaaing nowv, tbe Piesident has adm;tted Lhau
he made such o proposal, and he quoted rule 63 in that connexion. Tnerefore
I would request that, ian ordcr not to delay our preqee@ings any {Turther, the

President simply put our amendment to the vote,

The PRESIDENT: I can acéept one remark made by the representative '

of the uoviet Union, end that refers to the word "agopt". Of course, what
I had in mlnd was to ask t”e COUHCll to vote on tne proposal made bj the

repLesentatlve of the United utateu.

L]
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(The President)

I would suggest now that if there are no cbjections, we prcceed to a

vote on the proposal wade by the representative of the United States. It
there are objecticns, then I shall congult the Council as to which“pf the two
proposals before the Council has priority. ' '

Mr. RASGOTRA (India): Hr. President, which are the two proposals

you are referring to? Does that include your proposal and the other proposal,

that of the representative of the United S.ates? I believe the representative

of the Soviet Union does ﬁgt llave a proposal, that what he‘suggested is in the
nature of ap'amendment'to-ycur proposél. It would‘help if we had a clérificﬁticn
as to whether yocur propbsal is in the fieid. If it is not in_thé fiéld;'thén

we have to apprcach this matter from a different angle.

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

Russian):_ lMr. President, we intended to put exactly the same question to you
as the one vhich was put by the representative of India. Ve would wish to have
an answer to that, of course.

The PRESIDENT: I think the Chair has stated his position on the matter,

and I think that, having heard the opinions of the members on this matter,

it would be quite correct to proceed according to rule 63. Therefore, if there
are no cbjections, we shall proceed to the vote on the proposal made by the
representative of the United Scates. -

U THANT (Burwa): Before we proceed I would like to seek some
clarification. Will the representative of the United States be good enocugh

to repeat his proposal.

Mr. GERIG (United States of America): Uy proposal is very short, very
simple, It is that the Trusteeship Council decides not to consider, for the
duration of its twenty-sixth regular session, any proposals to exclude the
representatives of the Government of the Republic of China or to seat representative
of the Central People's Government of the People's Republic of China. I then ask
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(Mr. Gerig, United States)

that under the terms of rule ‘63 this motion 5é given priority'dvef previous
pr0posals, and that 1s what I think the Chair ‘should put to the Council, whether
ny motion has priorlty.

The PRESIDENT: I shall now ask the Council to take & vote on the
proposal made by the representative of the U.ited States the text of which he

has just recited to the Councll.

" Mr. OBEREMKO (Un:i.on of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): lie unfortunately have not yet heard a reply to the question, a question
that is of interest not only to the Soviet delegation but also the delegatlon
of India, as we see it, namely, which proposals you have in mind. Therefore,
before anythlng is put to the vote we would wish to know quite 5pec1fically

vhat it is that is being put to the vote. ) _

- We have Just heard a reference to the proposalfof‘the delegation of thé
United States which has Just been réad cut. " That is a'proposal, a proposal
as to suﬁstancé. But there is a proposal on your part as well, Mr. President,
which was introduced earlier, and to that proposal there is an aﬁendmsht‘of the
Soviet delegation.: Therefore, we would wish to ask you, Mr. Fresident, to
observe the rules of ﬁrotedure and to put to the vote fhe proposéls in acéordance__
with the rules of procedure. There is our amendment, and therefore that has
to be put to the vote first; then we could vote on ydur‘proposals together vith
the amendment of the Soviet Union, which in our view should have been adopted
by the Council. o e @ t ' '

Yes, we would wish to have an answer to the question whlch has been put

to you, Sir,

‘The PRESIDENT: I think that if we abide by rulé 63 of the rﬁleé of
procedure, the answer to the guestion is rather irrelevant. .e are dealing now

with a motion that is further removed from whatever proposal -- whatever the
character of the proposal -- came before it, and therefore I shall now put to

the vote the proposal made by the representative of the United States.
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Mr. RASGOTRA (India): I regret to have to ask for the floor again

on Just a procedural matter. I do not want to infervene too often on this point,
but when you say that there are itwo proposals and that one is "further removed",
what are the two proposals? Naturally, the members of the Counczl, before they
arc =alled upon to vote, are entitled to know what the proposals are. Does

the Chair have a propeosal or not? The Chair sald some time ago that the Chair
dié not have a proposal. I want to be absolutely clear on whether, at any

stage of our proceedings, we are coming to a vote on a proposal from the Chair.
If there is no such proposal, then we have before us the Secretary-General's
report on credentials, and we should proceed to take action on that in:gccordance
with our views. But I do feel that clarification is called for, Sir}

Fixr . RIFAI (Unlted Arab Republ 10) I should like also to confess

that I am in some sort of quandary regarding this question. I do not understand
what we are going to vote on. When you pse the term - Yfuriher removed*,'ceftainly
it comes to mind fhat.fhere are aﬁ;ndncnts and thet one amendment is further
removed from another; but when it comes to propoaals, I cannot understand what
is "further removed". If we have two proposals or three proposals, then the
Council wiil decide as to whlch one is will accord priority. That I can
undersﬁand- and I believe tha the represéntative of the United‘States has
asked for prlority for his D“Oposal, bearlng in mind that there were other
proposals before the Ccunuﬂl, namely, the one by the Pre51dent and the one by
the representatlwe of +h° Soviet Union. _ _

However, I would like to s2y here that, frcm what I have been able to
gather so far, the representative of the Soviet Union has made an amendment
to a proposal that he thought you made, br. President, and which I also
understood that you made at the inception of this meeting. For that reaéon,
Sir, I would like to have some sort of ciarification.- We have been speaking
gbout something as being "further removed" from scmething else, and so far as
I can see, this would refer to amendments, not to proposals. That one prOposal
should be further removed from another does not seem to me, in this connexion,

to be pertinent.
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. Sir Andrew COHEN (United Kingdom): I do not wish to intervene at

all except-in order to see if some clarification can be introduced. As I
understand the situation, particularly after having heard the recent 1ntervention
by the representative of the United States; ‘what we have to vote on now is
whether or not-the United States proposal should have prlority over the

Soviet motion, which was in the form of an emendment, This is a perfectly

proper procedure for the Council to vote on, and I think it would be very
desirable from all points of view if the matter could be put to the vote

quickly. If:-'I understood correctly, when this has been disposed of, we can then

get on to whatever our next item is,  This seens to me quite clear.

Y R
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| The PRESIDENT: I appreciate the intervention of the United Kingdom
representative. -That is exactly what I vas proposing to do. Since there

seems to be no consensus on this, regardless of whether we are confronted with
proposals or amendments or other motions, it is a matter of priority. Therefore:
I shall leave it to the Council to decide which of the two motions, or _
proposals, or whatever, has priority, and I shall ask the Council to take &

vote on this.

Mr. CBEREMKO - (Union ‘of 'Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation
from Russian): The way in which the rules of procedure are being 1nterpreted

by the representative of the United Kingdom is something which has no precedent.
In no organ of the United Nations has there ever been such a procedure whereby
an amendement to a proposal has not been put to the vote before the proposal
itselfs I realize that it would have been legitimate from the point of view
of our rules of procedure for the United States representative to have asked
for priority for his proﬁosal over the proposal which was introduced prior

to it by the President. Now, however, the representative of the United
Kingdom in an attempt to hasten procedure ~- presumably he is interested in
raving this voted on as quickly as possible, and this also not in accordance
with the rules of procedure -~ is proposing to tell us to choose between the
United States and USSR proposals. But the Soviet Union, for its part, has
made no proposals It has suggested an amendment to the proposal introduced

by the President. Therefore, I do not think that we should becloud things
which are completely clear. Apparently the United Kingdom representative has
a position vith regard to procedure as well as in relation to the substance of
the question, and in voting for or against the United States proposal he will
express that position, but the Soviet delegation meanwhile has introduced an
amendment, in accordance with the rules of procedure, and has asked that it
should be voted upon first, before a vote is taken on the President's propssl,
which itself was introduced first. That is why I appeal again to the President
to follow the rules of procedure and to put to the vote first the Soviet
amendment to his proposal.
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The PRESIDENT: I shall now proceed to consult the Council. Will all

those members who are in favour of giving pr101ity to the proposal made ny the

United btetes 80 signify by raising their hands?

" Mr. OBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(1ntexpretstion from

BUSSlan) - On'a p01nt of order, Mi. President. When it is said that a certain
proposal is"to be’ given priority end that it is 601ng to be voted on first,
then we would like to have’ you state quite cleerly priority over wnat. Why iss
there such parsimony in your speech? Why are you so terse? Perhaps you ceuld
explain the position fully, as a President should do, and not hasten to the
voting at'a time when the members of the Couneil are not quite sure what" they
are voting for or’ egainst. That is why, when you speak of putting to the votei
the preliminery question of which of two proposals is to be given priority, '
we request you to explain to us, without any further modesty, what in faet yoe_”
have in mind. Tke proposal of the United Stetes you have nemed as such but we
have not heard from you in relation to which other pxoposel you 1ntend to put

the qpestion of priority.

‘ Bir Andrew "COHEN (United Kingdom} On e point of order, Mr. President,l
I should Just like to ask you a question. Is 8. proposal to emend a metion? B

In my understandlng, it 'is. IT it is, ELS eleerly eomes under rule 63, end

that vould answer the question of the SOViet Union representative.

The PRESIDENT: I tﬁinkrit.ﬁoes} and therefore I shall now ﬁfoceeﬁ to
the vote. I repeat, will all those. members Who are 1n favour of giving priority

to the proposal made by the United Stetes representative so sxgnify by raising _'

their hands?

< ' Mr. OBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation from
Russian): On'a point of érder., I would still wish to see more respect for the
rules of protedure. Any representetive has the right at least to’ know what he
is being invited to detlare himself about. You have referred, Mr President,

specifically to the proposal of the United States representative, and you are

asking that we should vote on' the qnestion of giV1ng priority to 1t. We esk
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(Mr. Oberemko, USSR)

"Priority in relation to what?" . What other proposal is there. The
representative of India has asked you about that. Ue are asking about it
now. In relation to what other proposal to you intend to give priority to
the United States proposal? We still have not had an answer to that question,
and I think it would be no more than a manifestation of friendly regard for
the delegations of India and the Soviet Union if you answered it. It is a
perfectly legitimate gquestion and, as I say, we must know for or against what

we are voting.,

Mr«HOOD (Australia): Also in the interests of procedure and of
clarification, might I, with respect, go back to the origins of this present-
situation? It would appear to me that there is really only ene proposal before
the Council, namely, that of the United States delegation, for this reason --
that a suggestion from the Chair does have a special character. It is not
precisely a motion moved in the Council. It is tantamount to saying, from the
Chair, that the Council should adopt a given report =~ in-this case the report
on credentials -- unless there is objection. On this occasion obJjection was
heard in the form of & proposed amendment to & prcposzl which was not, to my
mind, tantamount to a proposal in the sense of the rules of procedure., Of
course, this does raise the question which we have gone into in this Council
before, namely, whether the Council is competeﬁt to adopt an amendment in
effect to a report of the Secretary-General., I think that the'Council can
elther adopt such a report or not adopt it. If certain members of the Council
object to the report, either in part or in toto, they are entitled to state
their objections. Then the Council would normally proceed to a vote on the
adoption of the report if that wereiﬁalled for.

I think that the Council is not competent to consider, in the form of
an amendment to the report of the Secretary—Genefal, a particular point of view,
for the expression of which there is, of course, ample opportunity. If that
analysis is valid, then it follows that in the situation which arose == namely,
objection t6 the adoption of the report - a'proposal'was introduced by the
United States in an endeavour to overcome that particular procedural obstacle.
I think there is only one proposal before the Council, namely that of the United
States, and of course it is for you, Mr. President, to say that the Council
should vote upon that. £
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" The PRESIDENT: The Council has dust heard the femarks made by the
representative of Australis. ' ' o
Is the Council prepared to vote in the way suggested by the Chalr e while ago;
nemely, to 'vote in favour of the priority of the proposal made by the '
representative of the United States? If you are prepared to do’ so, all thbsg

in favour will please signify so.

' Mr. OBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russien): ' Mr. President, if you consider that the statement of the =~
representative of Australia has introduced more clarity into the:situaticd,
then how can we simply go on to the vote? The representative of Australza has
stated that there is, in fact, only one proposal before us, and now you speak of
several proposals and are proposing that we put to the vote the proposal of the
United States, nasmely, that priority be given to the proposal of the : -
United States. The representative of Australia considers that there is only one
proposal. Thus, the members of the Council are definitely faced with the need
for clarity, and in'such ceses the President should clarify the position and
state how many prpposals we have. '

- It seems to me that the situation is clear, There is & proposal from the
President, on.smendmént to it by the Soviet delegation, and the proposal of the
delegation of the United States. Why should we go“and becloud a clear day? Why
should we vote on & matter which is completely unclear, and ask) rather, for
priority without specifying priority with réspect to that?

That is why, once agéin, I request, ‘Mr. President, before you put to the
vote any proposal whatsoever, you fully and cléarly explain what it is you are
putting to the vote. In comparison to what proposal “do you wish to give priority
to the proposal of the representative of the United St&tes? o e

Mr. KIANG (China): As I see it now, this is exactly the situation we
faced last year and, Mr, President, I think you will recall what the Ccunc1l :
decided -at thet time: P ; | .
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Having said this, I am in complete agreement with the representative of
Australia. In order to overcome this so-called obstacle in the bresent
perliamentary situation, I would suggest the following, as we did last year.

‘ The first thing we should do, if the representative of the Soviet Union
insists, is decide vhether his emendment is admissible. That was a question which
wve decided last year, and there is & precedent. Last year we decided such an
amendment to a& report of the Secretary-General was not admissible. After
overcoming that hurdle, we just approved the report of the Secretery-Genersal.

I think that will simplify the matter, and I do hope that the Council will
follow that procedure.

. The PRESIDENT: I think that several opinions have now been expressed on

this particular question. . ) . ,
In the opinion of the Chair, in order .to be &ble to proceed with our . .-
business and having considered all the aspects of the situation it would be
definitely advisable to proceed with the vote on the proposal made by the
representative-of the United States, of which the Council is aware. Therefore,

if the members are ready, we shall so proceed.

Mr., OBEREMKO. (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretetion from
; Russian):_ Mr. President, once sgain we wish to put to you a perfectly simple, -

human question, which could be put to you by anyone. VWhich.proposal are you-
putting to the vote? Ve ask that it be repeated, Are you putting to the. vote
the procedural proposal of the United States, to the effect that it be given. .
priority, or the proposal of the delegation of the United States as to its
substance -- in.other words, the text which has actually been read out by the
delegation of the United States? _ ,

I{ seems to me that that is an elementary request on the part of any
delegation, to which the .President.can accede guite simply. -

What do you intend to put to the vote? If you wish to put to fhe vote the
proposal of the United States as to substance -- in other words, the text that was

read out by the delegation of the United States -~ then it 'seems to us that you,
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(Mr. ObéremkoLUSSR)

as the President, who is observing and is the custodian of the rules of procedure,
caﬁnot\pﬁt_the propdsal as to substence to the vote first.

Why? The answerlis simply because prior to thet another proposal was
introduced, and that is the first one. That proposal was made by you,
Mr. President, and to that proposal there is our amendment. Therefore, we wish
to know qﬁite clearly what it is you are putting to the vote.
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The PRESIDENT: I shall now ask the Council if the members are ready
%o vote on the proposal made by the representative of the United States. I shall
ask the representative of the United States to read it out again for the benefit

of the members,

‘Mr. GERIG (United States of America): The motion of the United States
is thats ' ' B ' i
"The Trusteeship Council decides not to consider for the duration of
its twenty-sixth 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 Governmeht of the People's
Republic of China,"”
I ask, under rule 65, that this motion be given priority over any other motion,
including a motion to amend by the representative of the USSR.

The PRESIDENT: Will the members in favour of the proposal made by the

representative of the United States --

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

Russian): It is not clear to us why you as the President do not wish to say
which proposal it is meant that we should vote for or against at this point.

The representative of the United States 1s introducing two proposals. One is a
proposal on substance -- and the text was read out to that effect -- and another
proposal is & procedural one,. He asks that his substantive proposal be given
'pfiority, and you, Mr. President, for utterly incomprehensible reasons, considering
that the question of priority has already been disposed of, now wish to put to

the vote the proposal of the United States as to its substance,

To us such a procedure is completely incomﬁrehensible and we call for
clarification. Vle have no other official person who could provide us with
clarification but the President, and that is why we constantly appeal to you,
Mr, President. I think that this request is not such an exaggerated one.
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The PRESIDENT: I had asked the Council to teke a vote on the

proposal made by the representative of the United States. The proposal of the
representative of the United States is composed of two parts, a substantive one
and a-procedural one., I will now ask the Council to express its oplnion

through s vote, on the proposal mede by the representetlve of the United States,

 Mr. OBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation from
Russian): I am still not losing hope that we will after all be abiding by the:_

rules of procedure. The representative of the United States is esking the
Coqncil'to give-priority_fe his bropcsal, and there is a proposal as to substance.,
If you wish to lump ell'that in the vote, Mr. Preeident, or only the sdbstanti#e
proposal, %hen why,.beforehand do you cohsider that the-qpestion'of priorify

has already been disposed of? Ve have not yet decided what to vote on and
which proposal to vote on first and you already want to put to the vote the
question of the suostantlve part. . The situatlon is completely clear. Our
positions as to substance nght be different but the procedure here is a single
one. It has been lald down in the rules of procedure.: There is one propogal
and then there is epogher,proposal._ Therefore Mr. President i® you wish to
put to the vote the proﬁeeai of the iepresentative of the United Stateu, you mLst
put to the vote the request of the Unlted States to give the, United States
proposal as to substance prmoxlty1 ‘What can be clearer than that?

" Therefore, please state the poeitlon. I could even prompt a text for you. ..
if Jou have any difficulty whatsoever, for some reason or another, and I think .,
that ?he Secyetarlat cou;q assist in this matter. I see that the consul?atlons
are qgite ;ively.there:and-lfam quite sure that the Secretary of the Council
could be of assistance in formulating a proposal, in specific terms, as it should

be expressed by the Rresident.

Mr. GERIG (Uniped States of Anexica): It seems to me that the situation
should be entirely clear. My first request is a procedural request to decide
on the question of p;iq:ity, : Those who do not want to give it priorivy will
vote againse it,_quite_naturall?. _ So that all I ask in the first instence is
priority fer my motion, and then, however that is decided, Mr. President, you will
put the substantive part of my motion next. It is perfectly clear. The Couneil

can decide by voting for or against the question of Priority.
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The PRESIDENT' I may not have been clear but that vwas exactly
what I have been trylng to do all this time. I have been trying to ask the
Council to decide on whether it was ready to vote on the United States proposal.

If the Council is ready, I shall ask the members to vote.

Mr. OBEREMKO (Uhipn of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation from
Russian): lr. President, the qpsstion which we are discussing is an important
one and that is why I request that you state quitelclearly which proposal you
are putting to the vote. The-representative of the United States calls for
pridrity and you are saying thaf I wish to vote tb decide on vhether or not the
Council is ready to vote on the proposel of the United States., Of course we
are ready to vote. But on what proposall After all the Soviet delegation is
not t;ying to avoid votihg. But what is the proposal that you want to put to

the vote?
The representative of the United States, it seems to me, has quite clearly

explained his proposal and I agree entirely with the procedﬁral aspect of his
explanation, although as to substance we have dlametrically opposed positlon

But the representative of the United States has introduced a proposal
substentively, and he has introduced a procedural proposal to give priority to
his substantive proposal, Let us vote én that proposal of the United States to
give priority to the United States substantive proposal ahead of the other
substantive proposal introduced at the beginning of our meeting by the Président.
If that is so, then I wuuld request the Secretariat tu jot down on a pieée of
paper the full text of Jjust thaet proposal, aﬁdrthe President could then read that

text out to us and then we would know exactly what proposal we are voting on,

The PRESIDENT: All I can say is that I am glad that the representative

of the Soviet Union has come around to the point I was trying to make several
times. Whet I asked the Council to take a vote on was a matter of priority,
whether we were going to ﬁote on taking the proposal made by the representative of
~ the United States, and if this is so, if the Council is feééy to vote on the

’ priority for the proposal of the United States, then we shall proceed.
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Mr. CREREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpreﬁation from

Russian): lir'e President, I think you said that you agreed with the taxt, at
least with that statement which was made here by the Soviet delegetion and the
statement vhich was made here by the delegation of the United States., I wish
to request the Secretary of the Council, if you agrec with this text, to please
‘read such a text out. Mow you are speaking of prioiities for the proposal of
the representative of the United Stat’és, ‘and you are not ccmpleting your
sentence, As soon as you reach that point, you seem to have an exhaustion in
your supply of enevgy. [As compared to what pruposal? As compared to what?
IT you speak of priorities, thénJ presumably, there is not one but at least two

or three proposals, and so on.
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Therefore, as we see it, the Secretary of the Council could put the thing
down in the following way. One proposal has come before the Council from- the
President, and this was amended by the Soviet delegation,  After that a
substantive proposal was introduced by the delegation of the United States, and
in addition to that the delegation of the United States introduced a procedural
proposal. to” the effect that the Truéteeship Council give priority to the
proposal of the United States in its substantive part -- therefore in relation
to the previous proposal which was advanced by the President. Now the President
asks the Council to make its views known on which of the proposals it should
give priority, out of these two proposals. More specifically, the request of
the United States is that the Trusteeship Council give priority to the
_substantive United States proposal as ccompared with the proposal which was
introduced by the President.

_ It seems that the matter is quite clear. Ydu, of course, Mr. President,
afe able to formulate this far better, but once again I request that you complete
your thoughts and indicate what is the second proposal that is under consideraticn.
If there is only one proposal, as the representative of Australia sees it, then
how can we explain -- at least for the few people in the gallery -~ the voting
of the Council? There is only one proposal, and we are deciding a question of
priority, that 1s, which proposal we are to give priority to. After ell, we
must know the limit, even for interpretations of this kind of the rules of

procedure.

Mr. SALAANCA (Bolivia)(interpretation from Spanish): It seems to me

that we should really bring to an end this procedural debate, which does not

touch upon the substance of the subject, which is in any case outside the provincs
of the Council. I might put a question-to the delegations of the United States
and the Soviet Union. The priority requested by the representative of the

United States could be subject to amendment by the Soviet Union, and then we

could vote on both proposals. HMay I ask the representative of the Soviet Union
vhether his amendment is directed to the United States proposal or to the origira:
proposal made by the President? It seems to me that this would facilitate our

debate substantially. ,
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The PRESIDENT: Will all those in favour of giving priority to the

proposal of the United States over the amendment presented by the representative
of the Soviet Union to my proposal so signify by raising their hands?

/

lir. OBPERENKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation from

Russian): lr. President, if you yish to compare something, you must compare
comparables. e introduced an amendment, and the delegation of the United States
introduced a proposal. Cur amendment refers to your prcposal. Therefore, how
can we now raise a quegticn of priority as to what we are going.to vote on

first? If two amendwments to your proposal had been advanced, then it would have
been quite appropriate to decide the question of which of the two amendments we
were geing to vote on first. The procedure is completely clear. If the
Council by a majority of votes decides to vote on the United States propcsal as
to substance first, then your propcsal and our amendment will have to be voted on
aftervards. If the Council decides that we must vote on your proposal first,
then before voting on your proposal it must put to the vote our amendment. The
procedure is quite clear. ' _

Therefore, we wish to state that we have not introduced any proposals. Ve
simply introduced an amendmept to your proposal.. When you put to the vote this
vhole matter, we would request that you state quite cléarly that you have in mind
your own proposal. In your last statement you did recognize that such a propoéal

had actually been made by you; you actually referred to your own proposal.

Sir Andrew COHEHN (United Kingdom): . The position is quite clear. Ve

have to have regard to the United States proposal, and I distinctly heard the

representative of the United States say that what he was now asking for a vote cn
wvas that his precposal, his substantive motion, should have priority cver any
other motion, including the Soviet amendment. This is what the representative
of the United States asked for. I really think that we are gilding the 1ily;
indeed, I think that is a too favourable phrase for what we are doing, It is
quite clear what we are asked to vote on: whether theIUnited States proposal

should have priority over any other proposal, including the Soviet amendment.
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There is only one way of settling this and that 1is by putting it to the vote. I
seem to remember suggesting that about three guarters of an hour ago, and I should

like to repeat my suggestion.

The PRESIDENT: I think the position is quite clear.. I shall again

~ask members of the Counecil in favour of giving priority to the proposal made by
the representative of the United States to so signify by raising their hands.

L give-the floor to the representative of India on a point of order.

HMr. RASGOTRA (India)f lay I explain my vote beforehand, Sir, since

you seem intent on putting this proposal to the vote?

The PRESIDENT: I think that the vote had already started.

Mr. RASGOTRA (India): It had not.

The PRESIDENT: I am afraid so. I think that the representative of

India will have an cpportunity for an explanation of vote. Ve ghall resume the
voting. All those in favour of giving priority to the propecsal of the United

States will so signify'by_raising their hends.

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

Russian): On a point of order. I think we hgve reached agreement here, and
this wes confirued by the representaﬁive of the United Ningdom, that you would
read out fully the text of the proposal that is being put to the vote. When the
representative of the United States speaks, he completes his thougbt. When the
representative of the United Kingdom speaks, he says that everything is quite
clear, and that it was all quite clear to him thfee quarters of an hour ago, and
he completes his thought. Ve ask that you, Mr. President, bring'your thought

to its logical conclusicn zlso, namciy, that you read out the full text of the
pr0posai. I do not see why the Secretary of the Trusteeship Council has not so

far been able to prepare such a text for the assistance of the President.
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Therefore, we address ourselves once -again to you with an appeal to state
specifically that very clear situation that now obtains in the Council, at least
in the spirit in vhich it was stated by the representative of the .United States or
the representative of the United Kingdom.

The PRESIDZINT: I appreciate the point of the representative of the
Soviet Union. I shall repeat wvhat I said. All those wmembers in favour of giving
priority to the proposal of the United States over the amendment of the Soviet

Union to my propesal will so signify by raising their hands.

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

Russian): Apparently the best method now would be for the representative of the
United States to give a written text of his proposal to you, Mr. President, because,
for reasons which we cannot understand, you constantly formulate the proposal of -
the represeriaiiye of the United States not - in the way in which it was formulated
by the repressnitative of the United States. Therefore we appeal to the delegation
of the United States to give a written text to you, Mr. President, so that you may

read out that text to us.
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The PRESIDENT: I shall read out the proposal presented by the
representative of the United States: '
"The delegation of the United States requests priority in the
vote under rule 63 of its proposal over the proposal of the
President end the motion of the USSR." )
Is the Council prepared to vote?

bir. RASGOTRA (India): I should like to explain our pcsition in this
matter., With due respect to the representative of the United States, who has put

forward this proposal before the Council, I em sorry to have to state that this
seems to us to be putting the cart before the horse. If the Council takes a
decision on this proposal and then on the substantive proposal, it would be
tentamount to prejudging the action that the Council might take on the Secretary-
General's report, because this proposal relates in fact to cne part of the
credentials report. I presume it is intended so to relate. If it dces, then by
voting in favour of priority for this proposal and by voting subsequently on the
substantive aspect of this proposal, what we are in fact doing is setting aside
the report of the Secretary-General on credentials and, at the same time, taking
a substentive decision on one aspect of it.

Therefore, my delegation has objection to this entire procedure and the
entire manner in vhich we have proceeded on'thisquestion this morning. I recall
that et the twenty-fifth session we were able to dispose of this matter in the
course of fifteen minutes. At any rate, since the President decided that this
will be put to the vote, I thought it proper for me to explain our position.

I should like to add that in the circumstances my delegation will be
constrained to vote egainst the motion for priority and to vote against the proposal,

should it come to the vote subsequently.

The PRESIDENT: We will now proceed to the vote. Will 8ll those in favour

of the priority of the American proposal signify so by raising their hands?
I call on the representative of the Soviet Union on a point of order.
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lir. OBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from

Russisn): lir, President, I hope you will forgive me for my insistence, but I
believe ve agreed-that you would read out the text in full as presented by the
representative of the United States; in other werds, to state, s ¢ shail-pdt to
the vote the following proposal", and then to read out the full text-of the
proposal,

e

The PRESIDENT: The proposal has been read out two or three times by

the representative of the United States, but it is quite proper that I should read
it out once again: W
"The Trusteeship Council decides not to consider for the duration

of its twenty-sixth reguler session any proposal to exclude the

representatives of the Government of the Republic of China or to seat

the representatives of the Central People's Government of thé People's

Republic of China," '

As the Council is aware, we are now voting on the priority of this proposal,
and I therefore again request the members to signify ...

I call on the representative of the Soviet Union on a point of order.

Mr. OBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): I had thought that the President was going to read out the text of the

United States proposal on the procedural aspect of this matter in the form in which

it was presented by the delegation of the United States. The President has once
again read out the substantive part of the United States proposal. This is a '
perfectly clear situation but we still cannct get down to the voting because the
President, for one reason or another, refuses to read out the text of the procedural
proposal of the representative of the United States.

The PRESIDENT: I invite the representative of the Soviet Union to choose
his words; I did not refuse. I read it a while ago and I am going to read it

again now. I actuslly read it out before calling on the representative of Indiea.
At ony rate, I shall read it out apgain: ’
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(The President)

“The United States delegetion requests priority in the vote
under rule 63 of its proposal” -- the one vhich I just read out --
"over the proposal of the President and the motion of the U3SR."

We shall now proceed to the vote.

The proposal was adopted by 10 votes to k.

The PRESIDENT: I shall now put to the vote the substantive part of the

proposal made by the representative of the United States, and I shall read it out
again: ) _
"The Trusteeship Council decides not to consider for the duration
of its twenty-sixth regular session any_proposal to exclude the
representatives of the Government of the Republic of China.or to seat
the representatives of the Central People's Govermment of the Pecple's
Republic of China." _
The proposal was adopﬁed by 10 votes to M.
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The PRESIDENT: I shall now put to the vote the Secretary-General‘
report which is before the Council.

I recognize the representative of Burma.

U THANT (Burma): Before we ccme to the vote on the Secretary-General's
report on credentials, I would like, on behalf of my delegation, to state our
position on this particular question. Of course, as is well known, the position
of my delegation has been made very clear on all previous occasions whenevér the -
question of the credentiels of the Chinese delegation has come up for discussion,
in the United Nations General Assembly as well as Iin all subsidiary organs of the
United Nations: that the Government of the Union of Burme recognizes only the-
Central People's Governﬁent of the People's Republic of China. Therefore, in the
view of my delegation, the credentials of the Republic of China are not valld.

Of course, my delegation will vote for the adoption of the Secretary-General':
report on credentials. But this should not be construed as acceptance of -all the
implications in the report; and that is why we voted against the proposal for
priority moved by the representative of the United States. and against the '
substantive proposal of the United States also. '

With this reservation, my delegation will vote for the adoption of the report

of the Secretary-General.

Mr. RASGOTRA (India): The credentials of & member of this Council, .

of a representative in this Council or in other organs of the United Natlons, are

issued individuslly by the Government concerned. The rules of procedure also =
spesk of credentials not of the collectivity of the Council, but of members.:
Rule 17; for example, states: _ _ '
"Pending the decision on the credentisls of a representative" -- I would
underline "a representative" -~ on the Trusteeship Council, such
- representative shall be seated provisionally ... ".
It follows from all this that any member of the Council is perfectly
competent to seek a separate vote under an appropriate rule of procedure on the
credentials of a particular representative, Such & request would be perfectly

legitimate, and in our view, should be granted,
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Ye regret that the procedures the Council has adopted-thié morniﬁg have
been intended to defeat any such proposition or any such request. MNevertheless,
the Council is now sbout to vote on the credentials as a whole, and my delegation
will vote for the report as a whole. However, I should like to explain that the
Government of India, vhich I havé the honour to represent, recognize& only the
Central People's Government of the Pebple's Republic of China as the Government
of China, and we.consider that that Government alone is competent to accredit
representatives to the Trusteeship Council, as indeed to the other organs of the
United Nations and the General Assembly as well. Our vote, therefore, in favour

of the report as & whole is to be taken subject to this reservation.

Mr. RIFAI (United Arab Republic): I should liké also to offer & brief
explenation of our position regarding the guestion of credentials.
| - Vhen the report of the Secretary-General on credentials is submitted to be
voted upon by the Coﬁnéil, my'aelegation will certainly vote in the affirmative
on that report as a'whole. However, I would like to make the position of our
delegation'qui{é clear with regard to the credentials of one member, namely, the
credentials regarding the representatlon o; China. |

My delegation has already stated ite views on this questlon on various

occasions, and I shall briefly reiterate those views. The Government of the
United Areb Republic recognizes the Central People's Government of the People's
Republié of China and has alweys steadfastly adhered to the view that it is only
that Government whlch is legltimately entitled to be represented in the organs of
the United Natlons. For that reason, my delegation, although it will cast its
affirmative vote in Favour of this report, would like to state its reservation

regarding this point.

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

Russian) Since the Trusteeship Council decided, by & mejority, .to vote first on

the Unlted Su&bEu proposal, and then, by that seme majority, adopted that
pronosal tnere nov remalns your proposal, Mr. Preuldent to the effect that we

should approve the report of the Secretary -Genexal on creaentlals.
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(Mr. Oberemko, USSR)

The Soviet delegation would wish to state now that it is not at all 1n
ggreement with the procedure which was followed by the mejority in the Council.
Yle wish to declare ourselves against this, as referred to by the representative of
India, namely, that the majority of the Council, using their mechanical majority,
are impeding the separate voting on the credentials of one of the persons
mentioned in this report. With this reservation in mind, the Soviet delegation,
in voting on the report of the Secretery-General as a whole, will abstain from
voting on that report, since in that.report the credentials are mentioned of
privete individuals who do not represent China but who claim to do so, and who
uhlawfully occupy the seat of Chiﬁa here. For that reason, the Soviet delegation
will vote agalnst recognition of the credentials of these individuels, and in the
vote on the report as a whole we shall abstain., -

Before voting on the proposal to approve the report of the Secretary-Geheral,
lir. President, the Soviet delegation requests that you put to a separate vote the
credentials of those private individuels mentioned under the hesding "China" in
the Secretary-General's report. We shell vote sgainst approvai of these

credentials, as being unlawful.
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Mr. GERIG (United States of America): In view of the last request made
by the representative of the USSR I feel it necessary to invoke rule (O of the
rules of procedure and vo make a motion thereunder. In the Secretary-General's
report the credentials of all the representatives in the Trusteeship Council were
found to be in order. Therefore thiS’Cbuncil should, logically, vote on the
report as a whole. 1In the view of the United States delegation it is uﬂnecessary
and inappropriate to vote separately on parts of the credentials report.
Lecordingly, I request that the proposal of the USSR representative bte put to.

a vote in accordance with the'provisions of rule 0. My delezation will vote

azainst that proposal for a separate vote on the credentials of each representative.

The PRESIDENT: The Council has heard the proposal just made by the

United States. reprefenLatlve. He cited rule 50 of the rules of procedure, whlcn
reads: '
"Parts of a report, draft resolution, other motion or amendmrent may

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

will of the Trusteeship Council. The proposal shéll then be voted on as a

vhole." ‘ '

The Council hes heard also the proposal made by the Soviet Union representative
that the Secretary-General's report should be voted on in parts. Since objection
has nov been raised to that proposal, obviously the Council nust take action in
this connexion, and therefore I ask the Council to vote on vhether a separate
vote has to be taken or not on the Soviet Union proposal. All those in favour
of a separate vote will please so signify by raising their hands.

The result of the vote was L in favour and 10 against.

The PRESIDENT: The proposal has been rejected by ten votes to four. Ve

shell now proceed to vote on the Secretary-General's report (T/1520) as a vhole.

The report was adopted by 13 votes to none, with 1 abstention.
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AGENDA ITEM 3f

EXAMINATION OF ANNUAL REPORTS OF THE ADMINISTERING AUTHORITIES ON THE
ADMINISTRATION OF TRUST TERRITORIES: TRUST TERRITORY OF THE PACIFIC ISLANDS
(T/n.934; T/1511) (continued)

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Nucker, Special Representative for "

the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands under United States administretion,

took a place at the Trusteeship Council table.. -

Political advancement (continuved) -

U THANT (Burma):*' Before béFinning'my’qﬁeséions in thie”field, I shouid“'
like, on behalf of my delegation, to eéxtend a very warm welcome to the Spec1al
Representatlve of the Adminlsterlnv Authorlty, Mr . Nuc&er. 2 I am sure thet his
contribution to the success of the discussions in thls Council wlll be as )
significant as in the past. ¥ ' ' ' ' '

My First quest1on relatee to the subaect of dlecussions at the annual
conference. I suppose that, as usual, the annual conference ox ‘the Micronesian
leaders met during the year under review. I would be glad to know from the Speczal
Representative what speelfic subjeets of 1nterest were discussed at that meeting
and what dec151one, it any, were arrlved at If I remember correctly, the .
Special Representetive sald last year; durlng the twenty-louruh session of thls:.-
Council, that the issue of shlftlnr the heedquarters from Guam and of plecxng the
entire Territory under a single c1villan authorlty would be one of the subJeCtS
of diseuseioﬂ et the oonferenee. I shoul& like to know if he could tell us -

whether this matter vas. 1n fact aiscussed at the conxerence.
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Mir. NUCKER (Special Representative): The watter was discussed with
the delegates at the Inter-District Conference. There was no strong desire
on the part of eny of the delegates with reepeot to the moving of headquarters
to the districts at this time. t was brought out that as the district
congresses and local leaders developed, the decision as to where and when
headquarters should come into the Trust Territory would best be made at a
leter date rather then at the present time. _

So far as the dlscu5310n with regaro to ‘one agency of the United States
Government navlng aomlnlstratlon responsibility over all of the lrust
Territory rather than the two now having such reeponSLbllltlee the delegates
frowm Saipan had no particular thought of the desire for a change from Navy
to Interior. They were more mindful of the possible .future wh:loll would point
the words ' 1ntegration with Guan" and discussed this matter. '

So far as the other deleg,ates in the remaining districts under the .
Department of Interior, they felt that thls matter more pr0per1y belonged with
the Saipanese group for a eecmsion. )

To sum up, there was no great 1nterest in the Government coming into the
Trust Territory at this time because it was thought they should wait until more
knowledge was at hand, and there was no strong desire wlth regard to one

adminlstretor of all rather than the two.

'U THANT (Berme)° I have noted in the next to last paragraph on ' _
page 20 of the annual report 8 statement tnet the Inter-Dlstrlet AdV1sory Commlttee '
is one of the prellmlnary steps toward the eventual development of an elected -
Territorial Advisory Council. ' . :

As far as the name goes, the elected Territorial Council does not seem to
signify any great advantage over the present Inter-Distriot-Adtisory Committee.
Could the Special Representative kindly'enlighten us as to what functions and
povers are envisaged for this Committee in its eventuzl and ultimate form, as

distinct from those now held by the Inter-District Advisory Council?

Mr. NUCKER (Special Representative): At the present time the
Inter-District Advisory Council consists of two members from each district, who
have been elected by the Local District Congress. Each of the local district

congressmen have been elected by the mewbers in the community.
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I look forward to the Inter-Distriet Advisory Committee expanding into,
as it were, an Intev-District Congress made up of people elected directly
by the voters in uhe1; home dlstrlcts thus creating a Central Congress
which would deal with the problems of all the districts and those problems
which are inter-related between districts, thereby leaving to the Local
District Cdngresses those matters relating to the particular district.
I believe I could draw en easier understood parallel by stating that we would
have a body, as we have our United States Congress, having over-all .
authority as fa} as law making is concerned for the United States. The
District.Congrésses then would become comparable to our State Senates,
legislative bodies. This is where ve are striving to go. _

There was some discussion this time as to the possibility within the next
two years of having the peoplg_in each district elect the representative to

the Inter-District Congress or moving in the direction of expansion.

U THANT (Burma) My next qﬁestion relates to the conduct of tﬁé--
Inter-District Advisory Commlttee meetings. liy delegation, of course,
attaches very great importance to its operations.

I was wondering 1f the Special Representative could tell us if tne "
proceedings of these commlttee meetings are recorded .end, if so, whether they

are made known to the people of iHicronesia in some way or another.

br. NUCKER (Special Repreééntative): The records of the meetings
are recorded. They are distributed to each district. There they are
translated into that particular district language and distributed to the leaders
and to the local congressmen in the district. In addition, each delegetion
upon its return home, reports to its Congress end its leaders. There is wide
distribution not only of the written word but the impression the congressmen
take back home with them.

U THANT (Burma): My next question relates to the civil service.
On page 27 of the annual report, conditions of employment and training
programmes are described in some detail. DMy delegation notes with satisfaction
that the Micronesian Title and Pay Plan provides equal pay for equal work

regardless of sex, race, nationality, religion or class. “
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(U Thant, Burma)

I would be grateful if the Special Representative could tell us if there
are in existence labour organizations forwed along similar lines with other
labour orgenizations in other countries and Territories? Of course, I note
in the latter part of the report that there are no labour organizations or
unions as such, but I was wondering whether there were orgenizations or unions

in the civil service,

Mr. NUCKER (Special Representative): There are no organized labour
_ unions or organized labour groups in the sense of the word used at this table:
organized union. ' '

There are credit unions of Micronesian employees, and there are groupings
of Micronesian employees in each district, but they cannot be considered

in terms of an organized labour union or civil service union of any type.

U THANT (Burma): During the course of the administration of the
Trust Territory by the Administering Authority have any Micronesian civil
servants or group of civil servants expressed any desire to organize themselves?

Mr. NUCKER (Special Representative): There have been no expressed
desires to orgenize. -And I might enticipate by stating that at this time
our Administration would have no objections to such an expression and, in fact,
I believe would help them organize so that they could have a group of their

own, if this was their desire.
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U THANT (Burme): My delegation notes with satisfaction that during the
year under reviev, additional Micronesians moved into positions formerly held
by American staff members. That information appears on page 28 of the annual
report. Vie also understand that this was done by dlrect replacement in some
instences end in others by reorganization to distribute the duties among en
enlérged Micronesien staff. Instances are also cited in the report of scme
qualified Micronesians taking over responsible posts ffom Americans. B
I feel that with a view to giving a more complete and clearer picture in
future reports of the Trust Territory, statistics of Micronesians taking over
responsible posts from Americans should be given in a sort of tabular form. For.
instance, comparative statistics for;_say, the last three years, showing more and
nore lMicronesians holding responsible poste would be a source of gratification to
the Council. I would be glad to hear the views of the Special Representative.

Mr. NUCKER (Special Representative): I thank the representative of
Burme for that suggeétion. I would like to include such a schedule Eecausé:l am .
proud of what has happéned there, I am sorfy that we di& not include it in this
year's report. ‘

U THANT (Burma): I am very grateful to the Special Representative for
his very helpful answer. I observe on page 50'of the report that there are no
politidal_orgahizapions or parties organized for purely political purposes. The -
world would surely be in a very happier position if all other countries could
emulate the Micronesians ih this respect. My question is the foilowing: Is the
Special Representative aware.of any move on the part of tﬁe Mibrppesians, either.
atl the Inter-District Advisory Committee or through some.other fé;um,.to form some
sort of a political organization? - .

Mr. NUCKER (Sbecialhﬂepresentatife) No, slr, I em not aware of any such .
move at the present time. In Ponape we have had the first semblance of people
joining together for politlcal reasons, but not in the sense of a political party.
There, when men are runnlng for congress, there is more of what in our country we
call ' electloneerlng done than in any othgr district. The candldate‘s friends .

will go out andltalk fér Him, but they do not talk along political lines, - They
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tels along the lines of the qualities of the candidates and their desire to have one
or another. '

; Microne51a, so far as the 1nter—dlstrict conference level is concerned has not
suggeste& the developing of pOllth&l pertles. We still have some distence to go.
" before there is the natural coucept of one party vis-a-vis another party or other
parties throughout Mlcronesia. The people are still Pprimarily intereSued in their
district problems and have not_suggested”even_the developing of political parties.

U _THANT (Burma) I have noted 1n the report that preliminary plsns for

i the productlon of a book on the Terrltory for use in schools have been initiated
and thet actual preparation is slated to commence after the close of the fiscal

2 year 1959. Could the Specral Representative kindly tell the Coun01l the approxlmate

-'_;tlme when the book will be ready for use in schools?

- Mr. NUCKER (Spe01el Hepresentatlve) \ At the present tlme I thlns that
f.three or four chepters of that book have been finished. Just before leaving Guam
e I talked to the author and he stated that the book should be finished by
-1 January 1961, for distribution. '

U THANT (Burma) The last Visitlng Mlssion to the Terrltory very _
strongly reccmmended that the Administerlng Authority give its consideration to
_"combining the Rota and Saipan Districts. . & would like to know vwhether the
% Administering Authority has con31dered thls qpestion seriously during the year )
 under review and if so, what are the resulta? I would also like to know whether
the people of Rote and the people of Saipan have expressed themselves in any

. ‘manner on this 1ssue, one wsy or the other.

Mr. NUCKER (upe01a1 Representetive) ~In fact this problem is currently
‘under dlscu5310n.‘ It has been con51dered qulte serlously for the past three or four
. months. This is the problem of oomblning Rota and Saipan under one district. There
"~ has been no decisxon made at the present tlme. The people of Rota, in my oplnion

- would favour -- and those w;th whom 03 have talked have expressed the. desire --

_ - being the same as. Salpan, belng a part of Saipan. Of course, there are those who
._disagree, the dlssidents, but I believe that the majority of opinion is in favour.

—
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As far as Saipan is concerned, o have heard of no reason by the Saipanese i':
that would offer an objection to the ‘two coming together.' As‘I say, “there 15 no
decision et this time, but the problem certainly is currently under very deep

LT

consideration. O et BRI AR "f_ff"'““jﬂ'7f'-f"l"'

U_THANT (Burma): My last question relates to the prescription of the.l
miniﬁum age. - Of course, it will be recalled that the Trusteeshlp Council, et A
its twenty-fourth session, noted thet in the Palau district the minimum voting ;ﬁ7j;1:
age continued to be 21 years, as against 18 years in other distrlcts, and it s
expressed the hope that the Administering Authority would take the necessary steps fﬂf
to achieve voting uniformity with other areas of ‘the Territory. The Speclal I_
Representative, -in the course of the statement which he ‘made yesterday, also fﬂfﬁ7?3”7
observed that .in line with recommendations- made by the Council, attentlon has.been
given to.the standardization of the votlng age. The Palau Congress currently has :
the question of a.reduction in voting age . in their district under consideration.;;ffﬂj

[

L '.\-‘
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~ On page lhs of the report it is stated: : i @ ®

. "Dhe Administering Authority, while in agreement on the advantages of 8
uniform system in the_qeeleicatlons of voters, again stresses its:
belkﬂ;thaf sueh uniformity should come from a desire of the people

" . themselves and not be imposed by the Administration.”

i Am I eorrect in my understanding that in all other districts the minimum

g _voting age of eighteen years for congressional elections was prescribed

volunterily by the districts concerned and not imposed by the Administering
4 Authority? '

_  Mr., NUCKER (Special Representative) -That is correct. The age of
.,elghteen years has come from each district with the exception of Palau, ° The

'ePalau people made quite & decision when they agreed to the age of twenty-one,;f"'”"

" .-because in thelr past society a man received very little recognition until he’

f_'had reached the_age of twenty-six. -The past session of the Palau Congress in
_3 November1diseussed this probleﬁ of possibly_nou dropping it from twenty-one to
:' eighteen and it held the preblem'over for the session of the Paleu Congress
f'which meets in April. I understand that the question now is in committee

' in the eurrent Palau Congress.

-

The meeting rose at 12.55 p.m.






