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ATTAINMENT OF SELF-GOVERMMENT OR INDUPENDEICE BY THE TRUST TERRITORIES
(TRUSTEESHIP COUNCIL RESOLUTION 1369 (XVII) AND GENERAL ASSENMBLY RESOLUTION
113 (XIV)) AND APPLICATION TO TAUST TERRITORIES OF THE DLCIARATION OH THE
GPANTING OF INDEPENDENCE TO COLONIAL COUNTRIES AND PEOPLES (GENERAL ASSEMBLY
RESOLUTION 151k (XV))

lir, OBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(iuterpretction from
Russian): lir.President, we are grateful to you for having given us the
opportunity to make a statement concerning the question ol the attainment of
self-goverrment or independence by the Trust Territorics and the applicaticn to
Trust Territories of the Declaration on the granting of independence to
colonial countries and peoples.

Before reading my statement, I would lilke to note that in this statement
ve have swmed uy the position which was taken by the Soviet delegation at the
last session of the Trusteeship Council. Ve have also swmed up the opinions
vhich were voiced by the Soviet delegation on previous occasions. That is why
ve would ask, Mr. President, that the text of this statement surmarizirg our
point of view appear in extenso in the records and in the report -- I believe
it would be in chapter V -- as a statement of tne position and the opinions

of the Soviet Union.
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On 1% December 1960 the General Assenbly, after a careful examination

of the question put on .the agenda by the Soviet Union -- nanely, the

liguidation of colonialism -- adopted by an overwhelming majority a declaration

on the granting of independence to colonial countries and people. Thus, all

States throughout the world, with the exception of the colonial Powers, among

vhich were the United States, the United Kingdom, France, Belgium, Spain,

Portugal, Union of South Africa, and Australia, spoke in favour of the immediate

liquidation of the chameful cystem of colonialism., In this declaration the

General Assembly was avarc of the desire of all pzoples for independence and

solemnly declarcd the need to put en immediate end to colonialism in 2ll its

shapes and forms. The General Assembly declared :

"Inmediate steps shall be teaken, in Trust and Non-Self-Coverning

Territories or 2ll other territories which have not yet attained
independence, to transfer all powers to the peoples of those teirritories,
without any conditions or reservations, in accordance with their freely
expressed will and desire, without‘any distinction as to race, creed or colour,
in order to enable them to enjoy complete independence and freedom."
(General Assewbly resolution 151k (XV), paraagranh 5)

Heving adopted this resolution, the Cenceral Assembly determined the
course to be followed by the Trusteeship Council vhen these matters were
considered. It is obvious that the General Assembly declaration is completely
epplicable to all such territories. With this shameful system of colonialism
the trustceship system must disappear as well, since it hag not fulfilled all
the hopes which were placed in it.

In the statement of the Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the
Soviet Union, Mr. Khrushckev, concerning the declaration of the United Nations
regarding the granting of independence to colonial couatries ard peoples, the
following was stateds ,

YAt the present time the escential thing is to sce to it that the
wishes of the people as expreesed in the United Nations resolution on

the granting of independence to colonial countries and pebples_become a

reality, so that the conditions laid down in that declaration will not

remain a dead letter but will be brought into force.”
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Various tricks and evasive measures are holding up the implementation of
this General Assembly resolution. Thus, by the decision of the United Nations,
it is a question of putting an immediate end to colonizlism and taking the
necessary measures immediately, not delaying by various pretexts. Tae
liquidation of the colonial system in any country must not be delayed and it
must not be left a dead letter while the colonial system continues to be
raintained. We cannot allow the colonial Powers to reserve their control.

Concerning this great force for liberation during the past few years, we
have seen numerous countries escape from colonial slavery, especially certain
Trust Territories. However, we must note that the colonial Powers are doing
everything possible and using every manocuvre possible to put a brake on the
inevitable process of liberation of colonial peoples. Taey have made every
effort possivle to put obstacles in the way of implementation of the General
Assenmbly resolution. In those cases vhere the colonial Powers for one reason
or another are obliged to grant political independence to Trust Territories,
they atttempt by every means possible, by way of new forms, to keep the contiol
which they formerly had over these territories and to impose upon them various
conditions before independence which restrict their sovereignty.

In the opinion of the Soviet delegation it is necessary to. tale
effective measures to the end that all Trust Territories will be granted
independence immediately -- an independence which will be authentic and not
fictitious., The General Assembly declaration envisages a true liberation
of all colonial peoples, and we must speak out against the Belgian action
when attempts are made to set up a pupret government in Ruanda-Urundi. In the
debate on Ruanda-Urundi in the Trusteeship Council it appeared that the
Belgian Government was attempting to sabotage the decision of the General
Asscnbly adopted at its fifteenth session concerning Ruanda-Urundi, . The’
administering Power has not implemented the recommendations qf the United
Nations that there be created immediately a provisional government based upon
a broad foundation which would then be followed by the estabiishment of a

government based upon elections.
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With ragurd to thc gcﬁelﬁl hmnesty and the abrogution of thg Luw of
25 Decerber 1060 these have not buen imnlenen ted., _ Accordzng to thot low,
an cxtroordinery dlctutorlal and pollce systcm whs-esthb¢ished, and “he Coun01l
has become awars the at, as in the puSu, the Admlnlstering Autnovltv is attenptlng
to imposc upon “the 1nd1genous population a puppet udminlgtrution._‘ The
delegitlon of the Soviet Unlon p01nted out th at the Administering ﬁuthorif&
carried o heavy responsiblllty if it continued to scbotage the apgllcutlon
of the General Assenbly resolution concerning Ruundu-Urundl. At this
tventy-seventh session of the CDUDCll the deTeg wtion of the Soviet Union also
spoke out bgflnst the efforts of the Governnent of New Zeul¢nd to restrict
the soverciguty of the future Stote of Western Semoo cnd to keep in 1ts honds
the principzl cconomlc resources, especiclly the Bonk of We-texn Scmoa, as
well os to impose upon Somos whut they ca lled fr*endsnlp tre'uy which would
mean control from abrocd of Scmo“ undﬂr’a new forn.:

The gronting of indenen ence to Thng nleu in October ¢061 involves the

ropid liquidation of the Trqﬂt esnlp SJOth in tnat Turranfy nowuvar

it wouﬂd be mistocken to congre tulate ourselvos by uellev1ng that the regalts
whioh we wish Ior will be ccnmevcd rapﬁdlj. There mast still e o bltter
struggle in thu crec of the ﬁ:.ci,f‘:.c Islands also 1f thuu rrlto ry is to be
liberated from the colonial ydke. Ne mﬁst struggle for the absolute
1ndepeadcnce of these Trust Tcrr¢uorles without any cond;tlons reservobions
or restrictions upon their sovc;albnty. ‘ |

The General Ass;muly ha adonted specific decisions:prbviding for the
granting of irdependence 1n the near future to the Trust Territ orj of Tongunyika,
The Cu ueroons unfder Uaited &1nﬁdum udm1n1utr“t10n, Viestern Samoz cnd Rucnda-Urundi.
~As for the o*hﬂ“ T*ust Térfﬁtoric , the Gener-l Assembly has invited the
Administering ﬂuulO;ltluS to fix qutcu for their in cpendence.

At this _so cion of the ¢rugtecsh1p Council thc DOVlCt delgg“tlou nas
noted th_t the Adﬁlnlstellﬂg Authorlulco contlnue to $u1¢ to 1mplvmuat the
resolution c; the As semb¢y with reg&rd to thulr Trlat Tcrritorlcs and h“vc not
established o date IOA 1~ir 1ﬁuen ndanL. ‘ Tne TCIIltO‘l s of an Gulﬂe
Nouru and thb PHCLflC Islvnds } ce no excpptlon. ‘The provisiens of the
deciorction of the ASaembly concerninﬁ the gra nflng o“ 1nd pendoncc to

colonial countrlus nd peoplcs are gnpllchblc to thnsc T“rr1t0“1es: whlch must
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be given their independence immedictely., Excminabion of conditions in these
Territories at the twenty-seventhi session of the Council hos shown thot
the Administering Authorities have not taken the necessary measures to apply
the provisions of the declaration of the General Assembly, but continue
to pursue their colonicl policies, policies which are in contradiction to the
Chorter of the United Nations ond to the declorction of tlie Asscmbly.  They
hove token no measures to transmit 2ll povers to the peoplé of New Guinea,
Nouru and the Pocific Islands without cny restrictions for the purpose of
giving them an opportunity to enjoy total independence ond freedom, although
in its declorution the General .issembly demonded thot such measurcs should be
token immedictely.
Concerning the Trust Territory of the Pocific Islonds administercd by

the United Stotes, we see that neither in the report of the Visiting Mission
of 1961 nor in the report submitted by the Administering Authority does there
cppecr cny indiecction that the Administering Authority has taken any mecasurcs
to implement the provisions of the declarction of the Genercl Assembly,
On the controary, the data shov that the policy of the Administering jiuthority
has net chonged, that it is not acting in conformity either with the Charter or
with the geclaration of the Assembly on the gronting of independence. The
representavive of the Administering Authority in the Trustecship Council
avoids by cvery possible mecns mentioning independence, He soys thot this is
cn objective of the Administering Auvthority but gives no indicotion that any

cte for the Trust Territory's indepcendence hos becn set. In effect, the
United States mcokes sure thot the people of the Trust Territory will not
achicve complete independence ond will not become cn independent Stote. The
Administering Authcrity mckes every ceffort, under the pretext of self-determinction
Tor the Territcry cnd of determining the aspirations of the people, to the

end that the Territory will rothor be cssocicted directly with the metropoliton
country or with Guon. lie United Stotes has taken no measures to tronsfer
powers to the people of this Trust Territory. The Administering Authority
believes thut the Territory of the Pocific Islands is only o stroategic
nmilitary basc for the United States; it is not concerned with the political,
econcmic and culturcl progress of the Territory. Up to the present time
all the powers ore in the honds of the United Stotes Administrotion. In the
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Trust Territory there are ne central legisla tlve or exccutive orgons reprcsentlng
the indigencus population. The Inbcr-Dlstrlct Advigor3 Council has no power,
it is simply cn edvisory boc' ..+ The Soviet delegutlon believes that the prOV1sion "
of the declaration of the Gunclhl Assembly on the grcnting of independence '
to colonicl countries .and peopwes,mu t be fully 1mp*emented and applied to
the Pocific Islands Trust Ters ritory In spite of the strategic navurce of thls
arca. . The Aduinistering Authority must elcborate o plon for immedicte steps _
tronsferring 211 powers to represcntative orgoens of the indigenous people of thé d
Pocific Islandse It must also estoblish o precise date for the immedicte o
gronting of independence to tket Trust Territory

XL come novw to Nuuru. . The- lnformatlon uVuilule to the Council shows
thot. Australic, New Zezlond and the United }1ngdom whlch constitute the
Administering Authority, .arc .not *nplcmenting thu terms of the declaration on
the gronting. of independence, to Nouru.. The. pollcy und the ‘Cthn of the
AdministeringIAuthoriﬁy:gyeLinﬁcggﬁr‘dlctlon to wh as set for*h in this
doéument of the Genercl Assembly ond are contra Ty to tho re l int erests of thc
population of Nouru. The Adm;nxuterln" Authorlty rcfuses to pply this
decleration to Nauru, but impoees,.on thc 1ndigenous populutlon of Nouru o
plon for the tronsfer of the 1nhmb1tunts to. Au tralic, _TﬂlS plen is felt by
the indigenous inhcbitonts of  Nouru to be contrary to their notional interests,
os.was. cleerly pointed out in the Trusteeship Council by one of the membﬁr"
of the Local Governmcnt Council of Naouru.

+The -Adninistering Authority hhg taken no mp;sure;whatever_to transfef
power to.the representotive bodies of the Nuuruon population. A1l powers'
ore in the honds of the Australion Administrator and cf the Cormissioners
who, on the bosis of o coloniol cgreement concluded 1n_1919, contlnpo to
exploit the phosphate resources of the island aﬁd afe nowhconvefting:this
islond inte o desert erecs | It wos becouse this islund hcd phosphate resources
that Trusteeship was hssumed by Austrolic, New zeolond and thethiteﬁ Kingdom._

* T . -t .
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It is only these deposits of phospnates that draw the attention of these Powers
to Nauru, and as these deposits Ulll only last about thirty or forty years,

the Administering Authority over this pericd of time has the inteution of
expelling the inhabitants and installing them elsewhere.

As to the United Nations Charter and the Trusteeship‘Agreemént, ‘the
Administering Authority has conferred on the Council the right to administer all
the alffairs of the country; and to control all the activities of the BPC, which
at the ﬁresent time in aétunl fact is the organ that controls the Territory.

The local inhebitants are against this plan for the reinstallation or
resettlement of the inhabitants of Nauru in Australia. In the opinion of our
delegation, *ths Tfusteeship Council should bear in mind the will of the people of
Hauru who Jdesgire to waintain their national community, and the Council should not
allow for the ajplication of any plan which would entail the liquidation of the
population of Ilauru. The Soviet delegation considers that the Administering
Authority should eliminate this plan for the expulsion of the Nauruan oopulation,
and apply the terms of the declaration approved by the Assembly concerning the
granting of independence to colonial countries and peoples.

In thi. connexion the Soviet delegation proposed that in 1961, in the Trust
Territory of Nauru, a plebiscite under the supervision of the United ilations
should be held in c¢rder to ascer®tain the will and desire of the population of
Nauru. The supervizion of this refererdum would be entrusted to & special mission
of the United fiabions which would te =ent 4o Maurv for that purpose.

I shall nov refer to Mew Guinea. In none of the statements or deClarations
of the Administering Authecrity do we find any information as to the measures
taken by the Administering Avthority; in coﬁfcrmity with the declaration of the
General Assembly, and the Administering Authcrity continues to persist in its
colonial policy, which does nct exvisage the granting of independence to New Guinea.
The actual present situation in iiow Guinea shows that the ‘Australian Government
has taken no measure whatscever in order to transfer the powers to the
population of New Guinea, and to implement the declaration of the General AsSembly.
As in the past, this Territory is in the hands of the Australian authorities. The
presuned reforms have not changed the situation at all. As in the past, this

so-called Legislative Council is anti-democratic and non-representative. For
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the indigenous population of New Guinea there is only one seat in this Council.
Consequently, 1,800,000 inhabitants of New Guinea are represented on the
Couricil by only eleven members, vhereas 20;000 fofeigners are represented by
twenty~-six members, and thus have the absolutétmgjority.of votes. Furthérmore,
the Legislative Council, even with its present anti-cdemccratic ccupesition,
because it includes officiels of the Australian Administration, has no right

to take deciéions cn behalf of the people of ilew Guinea, In fact, the people of
this Trust Territdry are fully cdntrolled and in the hands of the Administering
Authority. Thus, the colonial regime in this Trust Territory is still in
effect, and the indigenous population cannot admirister the afféirs of its

own country. _

In the discussions on New Guinea, in the Council, the Soviet delegation
had proposed tnat the Admiaistering Avthority should review and radically
modify its policy in connexion with this Trust Territory in order to ensure the
immediate granting of independence to the Territory of Papua and liew Guinea, and
in order that the Administering Authcrity should rencunce its desire to attach
the ﬁopulation of New Guinea to the metropolitan Territory by giving them an
apparent loecal autoncny.

The Soviet delegaticn had proposed on the basis of the_deciaration of the
General Assenbly that a concrete plan be elaborated for the granting of imnediate
indevendence to this Territory, with the setbing of a time limit for the grantiug
of such indeperdence. _

In order to ascertain the‘will of the population of New Guinea, our
delegation had proposed that as scon as possitle, a referendum or plebiscite
shculd be held in the Territory iﬁ order to determine the future of this Territory.

As to the discussion of questicns concerned vith the Territcries in the
Pacific Islands,the Soviet delegation had proposed that in 1961 or early in 1952
the United Nations shculd send to the Pacific Islands, to NMauru and to
New Guinea, special missions which would supervise the hedling of the plebiscite,
and fix the time limits for the granting of -independence. The Scviet delegation
has cbserved that the reépresentatives of the colonial Powers in the Council
stubbornly resist this offer and refuse to accept propcsals which would lead to

the immedizote implementation of the General Assembly declaration on the granting of
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independerice. The colonial Powers have a majority in the Council, and hnave
transformed it into a body that in fact puts a stop tc the granting of
independence to Trust Territories. They use the Trust Territory to cover up
their true intentions in these territories, which consist of explciting the
natural resources and the lccal populations. They oppose the implementation cf
the declaration of the General Assembly, and persist in maintaining a colcnial
regime in these Territories under different gnises. Nevertheless, ncthing
will stop the histeoric prccess of national liberaticn and of elimination of the
cld colonial Powers.,

The colonial and capitalistic effect is extending throughcut the world.
By virtue of tihese regimes created by cepitalists, they are docmed to absolute

* failure.

Sir Huzh FOCT (United Kingdem): I have listened with admiration, not

unmized with pity, to the statement which has been made by the fepresentatiwe of
the Soviet Unicn. I wish that he had a greater capacity for happiness. lic have
seen one Trust Territory after another reach the agreed goal. I hope he will be
in his place tomorrow when the Prime Minister of Tanganyiita is with us -- wiaen we
move again tovards the happy occasicn of the independence of a Trust Territory.
But instead of enthusiasm, we find from him only criticism. He seems to
disregard the spectacular progress which hzs been made in bringing Toust
Territories to self-government and independence. In fact, as I listened to him
this morning I felt that he resembled z missionary full of evangelistic fervour,
who discovered to his chagrim on arriving at his destination that wost of the
people except for perhaps a few children had been converted a lcng time ago.
What we need now is not bad temper, but gocdwill; not easy rhetoric, but hard
thinking.

I heve often in my life remembered a quotation which I should like to make
to this Council, if I may. This was seid by a great Englishman nearly 2(C years

ago, but it is very relevant to our work., It is what Edmund Burke had to say.
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"To make a Government requires no great prudence. Settle the se=at of

 power, fteach obedience, and the work is done. To give freedom is still more
¥

easy. ‘It is not necessary to guide; it is only necessary to lét go the

reins. ' But to form a free Government, to temper together the opposite

“elements of liberty and restraint in one consistent work - requires deep

thought, and a powerful and ssgacious and refining mind."
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To form a free Government, to temper_togeﬁher the opposite elements of liberty
and restraint -- that is the purpose of the Administering Powers, that dis the
purpose, I trust and believe, of this Council. And we shall press on with our
task, and we heve already made in this Council, and the Administering Authorities
have mede, as I say, spectacular progress. o

I ¢o not think that it is necessary for me to, deal in detail with all the
ccmmeﬁts of the representative of the Scviet Unicn. He speaks a great deal about
shame, I should like to tell him that I, having been concerned with the
adninistration of Non-Self-Governing Territories &ll my life, feel no shame.

I feel pride, pride that we have been able to, bring one people after another to
the stage of self-goverrment and independence. But I should like to remind the
representative of the Soviet Union that we in the Eritisih Commonwealth in the
past decade and a half have enfranchised much more than double the population of
the Soviet Unicn. ;

The representative of the Soviet Union cpcke sbout putting on & brake. On the
contrary, I, have spent most of my official life putting my foot on the
accelerator,

He turns to particular cases. He says of the Belgian Government, that it is
seeling to sabotage the resolution of the United Nations. Not at all, Ve heve
the report of the representative of Belgium indicating the close co-operation
vhich exists between the Cocmmission of this United Nations and the Administering
Authoritye

Even in the cases of Western Samoa end Tangenyike, the representative of the
Soviet Union casts &bout for some criticism when surely he should join in the
general rejoicinge g

As to Nauru, I must meke one more protest, He again speaks, in spite of the
denials which have been frequently made, gbout imposing a solution involving the
removal of the people of the Island. Not once but, repeatedly it has been stated
that there is no question of imposing any solution. We consider, even if he does
not, that the wishes end the interests of the people must be paramount. And ve heave
made it repeatedly cleer that the proposel which has been put forward by the
Australian Goverrment on behalf of the Govermments of Austrelia end Hew Zealand

and the United Kingdom can only proceed if the people freely accept it.
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. I think thntlit is time when we hear thesc repetitions that we should answer
them. Ve, the Administering Authorities, and I speak more widely for those who have
been responsible for assicting the Non-Self-Governing countries to adveace toward
the'management of their own ~ffairs in self-government and independence, we are the
people who have done the work. We see today the results of our work and we shall
press on to the ccmpletion of our work, leaving the representative of the
Soviet Union to explore, like & diligent tourist, the' battlefields on which we won
the .day..

B Mr. EDMONDS (New Zealand): I did not feel like interrupting the
representative of the Soviet Union although I consider that scme of his
statements were such that any representative could have objected on a point cf
order. g e B4

On behalf of the New-Zealand delegation, I should like to repudicte the
insinuations and-allegations he made aboubt my Governmpent end its policies in
respect of Western Samos, and in so far as it is concerned with the
administration of Nauru, with the acdministration of Nauru.

In a way, I should rather like to thank the representative of ‘the-
Soviet Union for the guided tour he gave.us .through a dreem world which is'rather
frightening in its crazy consistency but which is completely baseless in fact. It
was in fact a statement defying Marxist analysis though perhaps not politicel or
psychoanalysis, But we are much more interested .in facts than in fancies grd in
deeds rather in .words. As e very small, retiring imperialist, I should like to
give some good advice to & very large and active imperialist and quote an old

' This is

English motto which says: "one must practise what one preaches..
spparently a moctto which is impossible to translate into Russian.

However, the Administering Wembers are in the proud position of being s&ble
to look at the Territories to which they have grapted independence and say, like
the mother of the Gracchhi: "These sre my jewels",

Mr. RASGOTRA (India): I should like to begin my brief intervention on

this item by quoting what the legpder of the Indien delegation said on this subject

in part in the plenary dsserxbly. These are his words:
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"If I may submit without being misvnderstood, one of -the most potent

resistonces. one of the greatest impediments in the way of progress, is not
to recognize that progress is being made, because if we do not recognize that
progress is being made, we are likely to epply the same remedies, have the
same reactions to chanzed conditions as the condition was previously, and
thereby get all our orientation eand our policies misrepresented, misunderstood,
and misapplied, Similavly, if we do not recognize that progress is being madg,
it is very likely tha® those who have been either pressured into pregress by
the agitations of colonial peoples or liberal sentiments in their owm countries
are encoursged to fall back and point out to their owm peoples, 'We told you
so.' , So therefore, we have to recognize that scme progress has been rade.”
(A/PV.9kk. vage U43) .

It is perhaps & truism to say that some progress has been made., This is evident

frcm the, records of the debates of this Council at this session and at preceeding

sessionss Of the eleven Territories which were placed under trust, in about six
months or a little longer only three will continue under trust. At this sessicn
itself, the Council has reccmmended to the Aséembly to take up the question of the
date of the independence of Western Samoe. The Assembly at its resumsed session
earlier this year took note of a certain date cn which Tenganyika is to beccme
independent and that date, ve understand, is being advenced. It is obvious,
therefore, that considerable progress has been made in the liberation of colcnial
sreas which were placed under trusteeship and, if I may say so, in the application
of the principles of the Cherter which apply to these Territories.
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One vorders, then, vwhy the Asscmbly should have felt it necessary to
adopt auother declarction at its' last session. In our view it wes because the
tempo and the pace of eveate in 1o45-1045, vhen the Charter was drafted and adopted,
vas someuhﬁt'differenﬁ from the tempo of our own times. But we do not say -=
and tkis is not the view tilat we taie -- that this declaration is an attempt at
a revision of the Charter. It is an attempt -- a needed attempt, a justified
attempt -- at focusing the atteation of our world of tcday on the needs of our
time. That is to say, that with the changing tempo of the times, with its.
changing speed, there is a need for acceleration in the pace of development
in Trust Territories.

In some of those Territories which are now on the verge of independence or
which have become independent we have witnessed cuch an acéeleration. .It may
wvell be, and it perhaps is the case, that in the remaining Trust Territories
there is need for a further acceleration of the pace of development. But, in
recommending that ‘there be such an acceleration, my d=zlegation, certainly
with respect to the Trust Territories that remain under Trust or might remain
under Trust for a little while longer, does not suggest or insinuate that any
deliberate attempt is being made to suppress their freedom or to suppress thre
movement towards freedom, because it is our belief that in our time such a
suppression is out of the question -~ it is impossible to achieve.

That is the thought on which this declaration bases itself. In its
preambular part, for example, it says: "Believing that the process of
liberation is irresistible and irreversible” (resolution 1514 (ZV)). Then
there are similar expressions to the effect that the people in coloﬂies,

Trust Territories, and INon-Self-Governing Territories want their independence
and are determined to achieve it. We have no reason to suspect that the
Administering Authorities which are responsible for some of these Trust
Territories have the intention, the desire or the will to.reverse those processes;
and wve do not believe that, even if they had such a will or desire, they would

have the capacity to reverse them. It cannot be done today.
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How, then, do we here in the United Nations fit into this picture? The
Assembly, in formulating the phraseology of this declaration, did not assume that
“the emancipation and liberation that is *aking 'place is solely its own work.

The Asseumbly never presumed that, and rightly. In this declaration there is a
preambular paragraph which says:
"Considering the important role of the United Nations

in assisting the movemsnt for independence in- Trust and

Non-Self-Governing Tervitories”. (gégg;)

Cur role is that of assisting these movements. These movements are essentially
movements in the Territories. Ve, by highlighting some of the problems that
exisb, by tendering advice where we feel advice is needed or may be uselul,
assist in that progress, but we do no rore. Ve can hope to do no more. And

in so doing, vec can but recognize that these processes are there, that they are
talking place in the Territdries and that these processes, even thouzh there may
be deleys and difficulties, are not being hindered and cannot indeed be hindered.
It is our duty here to see that such processes are not being hindered.

Wow, then, the question is this: What is the relevance of an elaborate
discussion of this declaration or of its provisions in the Council? t is more
or less universally accepted, I believe, that though there were some meirbers who
did not vote for this declaration at the time of its adoption in the plenary
Assemdbly, today feel that it is a declaration which is relevant and acceptable
and do, in fact, accept its provisions. We heard words to this effecl from the
representative of the United States a fev days ago vhen we weére discussing the
affairs of the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands.

I do not think that the Covermaent of Australia, which is the Administering
Authority for New Guinea and Nauru, has at any stage stated that the provisions
of this declaration éo not apply to those Territories. I believe they think
that these provisions do in fact apply, as indeed they apply to all other Trust
Territories. ' . '

Therefore, there islno question of there being any doubt in anybody's mind
as to the applicability of the provisions of this declaration to all Trust
Territories, especially to those which will remain Trust Territories for a space

of six months or a little longer.
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(Mr. Pasgotra, India)

Whay, in essence, dqes.th;s declaration ssy? It spealis of discrimination. \
It speaks of suppression, of emancipation, oflﬁovemeﬁts_towdrds emanéipation
and freedom. , It speals of inadequécy oflpoliﬁicaL énd‘social or educational
Preparédncss not being serv.d as a pretext for delaying indepeﬁdence. Ve believe
that, in so far as Trust Territories are concerned, fhese.parts of the'decl&ration
are perhaps not strictly relevant because today in this Council no Administering
Avthority isin a position to suggest -- no one does in fact sﬁggest -- that the
inadequacy of economic advancement or social advancement or educational advancement
should serve as a pretext for delaying independence. That has not been the
position hére, even though that might have been the position of certain
Administering Powers with respect to certain Non-Self-Governing Territories.

The relevant part of this declaration, thereforé, is paragraph 5, which
says: _

"Immediate steps shall be taken, in Trust and Hon-Self-

Go§erning_Territories or all other territories which have not

yet attained independence, to transfer all povers to the

peoples of thoselferritories, without any conditions or

reservations, in accordance with their freely expressed will

and desire”. (ibid.) _

In this Council it is partly our business to see that there be no conditions
orlreservations in the transfer of power. When the time-table for any particular
Territory is brought before this Council, I have no reason to thini that we will

not be in a position to encure that there should be no such reservations

and no such conditions.
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As regards the taliing in Trust Territories of immediate steps for the
transfer of powers, naturally India completely and fully supports this. This
Council =- énd this, too, is nothing completely new -- has in the past been seized
with the question of the attainment by Trust Territories of the objectives of the
Charter, and has suggested ways and means of proceeding towards that goal as
rapidiy as possible, for example, through the establisbment of intermediaste and
final target dates for the political, econcmic, social and educational
advancement of the Trust Territories.

However, it is not mercly a question of setting targets and dates. The
only limitation that my delegution accepts is the time required for a transfer
which is both constructive and creative and which leads towards stability. We
have therefore taken the view, and we adhere to it, that time tables should te
set up, they should be realistic, they should reflect a proper sense of urgency,
and within thoce time tables all possible efforts should be directed to giving
the Territories the machinery of administration and the means of administering
themnselves, the technical, administrative and financial means, sothat whe
they do take over their own affairs they are in a position to work out their
own future in independence and in conditions of stability.

Ve should not be too much preoccupied with the past; many things lave gone
vrong in the past, but if we consider what has gone wrong then there will remain
very little hope for us to pursue, or to help the Territories pursue, the right
course in the future. But if suspicions ~ or doubts have arisen in the past,
they have come perhaps from certain cases in which an Administering Authority
would come to this Council or to the Fourth Cormmittee of the General Assembly
and say that certain people are not ready to govern themselves and will not be
readf for the next five years, and then the same Administering Authority would
‘come back to the Council or the General Assembly the following year and say that
now those people were going to receive their independence. It is catastrophic
situations of that character which must be avoided. It is that kind of thing
which necessitates the establishment of time tables and targets, the development
and preparation of plans for'political, economic, social and educational
advancement. In this respect too, we believe there is hardly a delegation in

this Council which does not today accept the necessity for preparing such plans.



GRR/ek T/PV.1167

(Mr. Rasgotra, India)

In fact, over the years we have seen that in respect of almost every
Territory the principle has been accepted by the Administering Authority.
C2rtain Gelays may have taken place, and these are as annoying to us as they
'are, Tor exommle, to the representaﬁive cf the Soviet Union. Such délays should
be obviated and we snggest. in fact we are confident, that Administering
Authorities which are likely to remain responsiblé‘fér the conduct of affairs
of some of the remaining Trust Territories will, in the very near future --
perhaps by the time this Council convenes again’ next year -- formulate such plans,
set down the targets and bend all their efiorts to their fulfilment in the

spirit and in the light of this latest declaration by the General Assemlly.

Mr. HOOD (Australia): ”I“éay'duité frénkly that I have hesitated to
malie eny intervention in this unnecessary discussion, particulérly after
listening tb, may I say, the wise comments of the representative of India.
However, I feel it neccésary to remove any remote impression that the
representative of the Soviet Union or his authorities may have that my Government
in ahy degree acquiesces in the gross perversions of fatt that he has seen fit
to give to this Council. - FRRL e _ '

Tt is distressing to me, as a responsible member of the Council and as a
representative of my Government, to have to be drawvn into any exchange of
invective on these matters; I speak with some feeling, because this ought not to
5& necessary.

On Friday afternoon in this Council we dealt to a certain extent with the
item at present under discission and T had the impreesion, and so I think had -
the Council, that we had given proper recognition here to the existence of
General Assembly resolution 1514% (XV) and that we had, explicitly or implicitly,
accepted that it dces apply in a general fashion to all Territcries at present
under administration. I did rnot myself think it was necessary to discues the
particular application of that resolution to the Trust Territories, all of which
are subject to a particular and special system of supervision by toe United

Nations.
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I cannct equal the eloqﬁent words which have been used by my colleagues
from the United Kingdom, lNew Zealand and India, but as a matter of history I
do not recall that the Soviet Union was present at the long, careful examinations
accorded to these Territories by the Permanent Mandates Commission of the League
of Nations, but Australia was. Australia has been responsible since the end of
the first war with Germany for two Territories which have been mentioned.
We raid due regard to our obligations frem 1921 onvards right through the
league of Nations pericd. .At the end cof the second war, when the futurc
of all such Territories agein came under discussion, it was my country perhaps
as much as any other which brought the idea of trusteeship to discussion in
the early days of the United Nations. The idea of trusteeship was to some
extent an Australian idea.

It is unuezlievable to me that the representative of the Soviet Union can
be sincere in trying to give the impression that my country is a kind of culprit
in these matters. On the contrary; it was we, among others, who brought exactly
this kind of discussion to the United Nations and for a particular reason --
because W€ recognize the responsibility of trusteeship.

I do not know whether the representative of the Soviet Unioﬁ is attempting
to isolate the Council from himself or to isolate himself from the Council, but
I would not think that he can really believe that a useful purpose is served by
bringing into this kind of exchange the real future and the real interests of all
the indigenous people, of all the inhabitants of these Territories whom we have
in mind. I think he has done a great disservice to the work of the Council and

. I regret very much that I have to say so.
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Mr. RIFAL (United Arab Réﬁﬁblic) Frankly, I did not intend to speak

on this s poil int, because my dele"atlov huS on various ovcaulons in the past madu

,_l.

= "ier: CW)JX clear on this qucs»10n. I thiak that in the Gﬂneral Aqscmb“y'
we devosed uuch t¢me to an exp¢anatlon oP our pos ition on this auestlon. "As a
motier of act, my delﬁgatlon vas dlrectly concerned Jlth the framing of that
Jeulalablan uhlch wa“ ultlratcly adopted by the General Assenmbly. burtnermore;
in ths cQu;se of our review of conditions in the different Trust *e‘~*torn\J'-
tuis year I atterpted to discharge ny éuty'with'ﬁhe view that the declarasion
was our basic guide. Because of this, I find it somewhat superflﬁous for meé
to repeat what my delegation has already stated on various occasions.
Perheps ab this juneture I way add one thing: that we velicve that the
declaration has ‘in-a scase placed our obligations to lead the Trust and the
Non-8z1f{-Governing Territories to freedom and independence in a new perspective.
I beiieve the time element Las entered the picture, In the past we were perhaps

atigfied with the pace of progiess. The pace of progress that obiained in the

o

ifrerent Trust and Non-Szlf-CGoverning Territories was admirable a decade ago.

ITJQJ

ut certainly the couscience of ‘meznkind as we all recognize it today no longer

ct

olarates that type of progress. It asks that more things ‘be done and ‘that
immediate steps be taken to lead the Territories to self-government and to a
reallzutlon of the objectives of the Charter.

| I think we in thls Council should all agree, and with great sgtisfaﬂtlcn,
that the Members vlio are responsible for the aumlnistLatlon of Trust Territories
have all inva rhabLy come before us this year and said that they accepted this
declaration and its p;lﬁClb1e s, and that they vere d01nc their utmost and their
best to implement its PrOVlSlOHa in accordance with the wishes of the peoples
concerned. I think we shou’d cerualnly draw much satisfaction from tnat
statement and bear it in mind.,K IT is certainly a happy augury for the future,l

and I trust that it will crown our efforts with success.

Mr. BIEGHAM (United States of America): I do not have very much to add
to what has been said by various representatives around this table with regard
to the achievement of the Administering Authorities under the Trusteeship System
and othervise. I should like to associate my delegation entirely vwith the

remarks so 1orc1bly expressed by the representatlve of the United Kingdom.



AC/ds . T/PV.1167
32

(Mr. Bingham, United States)

With regard to the particular charges.made by the representative of the
Soviet Union against my Government, and with regard to the administration of
vhe frust Territory of the Pacific Islands, I believe that that matter has
oeen adequately dealt with in the general debate, and I do not wish to rehearse
the matter. It will comk up again for consideration when the report of the
Drafting Committee on developments in that Territory, and particulariy on the
political developments leading toward self-government and independence, is
considered by this Council, and I will defer any substantive comments until that
time. I do not wish that my silence at this time be interpreted as assent to
eny of the things that the Soviet representative had to say, of course.

I think all that remains to be said is that the representative of the
United Kingdom commented that he felt sorry for the representative of the
Soviet Union because he seemed to have so little capacity for happiness and
satisfaction over the achievements of the Trusteeship System. I would add to
that observation that I feel a8 certain sense of sympathy for him, because it
scems quite obvious from the debate this morning, as indeed from the debate
during the entire cource of this session of the Council, that the representative
of the Soviet Union stands alone in his views.

Mr. SOLANO LOPEZ (Paraguay)(interpretation from Spanish): Iy delegation

hesitated in participating in this debate, but since we have this item on our
agenda, we should rather prefer to express some views at this time, although they
nmay only be of a general nature. Ve are going to explain not the position of

the Council but merely the position of our own delegation. -

On 1l December 1960 the fifteenth session of the General Assembly of the
United Nations adopted resolution 151k (XV) calied "Declaration on the granting
of independence to colopial countries and peoples”.  In paragraph 5 of this
resolution Trust Territories are specifically mentioned. The records of that
meeting of the General Assembly clearly show the position taken by all Members
of the General Assembly on this resolution, but in spite of this I should like
to recall how and why we voted on that occasion.

On that historic occasion the Paraguayan vote was in the affirmative. The
resolution has in its provisions ideas and principles which are enthroned in
the constitution and mind 6f the Paraguayan people and which we have warmly

supported throughout our history. My delegation saw then in this document,
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T e g Gt (Mr. Soleno lopez, Paraguay)

and continues to see, a lastlng expr6551on of conﬂchs and Drlnclples that are
accepted throughout the wor+d._ qu undenwaule proof of the universality of these
principles and concepts can be seen fxom tne number of afflzmatlve votea tngt
were cast for this resolution. e i S . 9

May I also recall,that at the plenary meeting held on éT Sepﬁémbe} ;960
thngQreign.Ilnlster of Paraguay and head 01 the Paragua""n delegatiﬁﬁ to the
fifteenth. General Assembly, when referring in the general debétg;to the receﬁﬁ
admission of a large number of formerly cependent States that hed becoﬁe
independent and sovereign countries, stated that their admission repreéented the
rnatural and inalienable right ‘of peoples to self detg“mlnatﬂon when they had
acquired the necessary maturity anu conocueﬁce to cyLr01ue the soverelgn rlghts
of all States.

The General ussenﬁly resolutions, such as resolutlon l)lZL (xv), are of a ‘
recommendatory and not 2 compulso ~y nature. Levortheleus, the individual rlght
cf each delegatlon to mahe every possible congtructlve and persua°1ve elfort S0

that the objectives laid down in this TQSOlUulOn be p;actlc llv gpplled 1q obviouq.
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Furthermore, the principles and concepts propounded in resolution 151k (XV),
particularly in the fifth paragraph,must influence all of us when we examine
the conditions prevailing in each Trust Territory and Non-Self-Governing
Territory. I am referring, of course, to those Territories which are still
under the Trusteeship System and not to those which have achicved or are
achieving the ultimate objectives of that system. I am referring particulerly
to the fixing of ‘a target date which will put an end to this process of the
evolution of those Trust Territories towards those objectives.

Resolution 151L (XV) has established a very clear mandate which compels the
Adninistering Avthorities irmmediately to deploy efforts to speed up the process
of liberation and independence and to give expression to:- the free will of these
people as regards self-determination. It is on the basis of this criterion
that my delegation has pfoceeded and has voted at all times, and wes shall
comtinue to do so in the hope that more effective and speedier steps will be
tauen in order to reduce to a minimum a reasonable period of time at the end of
which these peoples will decide for themselves their own national destiny.

The exercise of peoples' rights to self-determination is not and cannct
be a consequence of the prior establishment of ideal conditions. People have
in themselves a dynamic forece which impels them towards the establishment of
their owmn national institutions, the strengthening of their economic
structures, the raising of their educational standards, improvement in their
standards of living, and progressive evolution of their owm cultural values.
But above all, people have a passion for freedom and a knowledge which they
wish to put at the service of their ideals.

In conclusion, my delegation wishes to reiterate its faith in the
wisdom and the will of these peoples wao have been under the Trusteeship
System and in their desire to achieve their national objectives as early as

poessible.

Mr, CLAEYS EOUUAERT (Belgium) (interpretation from French): My

delegation had not considered it necessary to intervene in this general debate,

but I noted that the representative of the Soviet Union felt obliged to come
back to the debate on Ruanda-Urundi, thus introducing a subject which, I had
thought, was outside this item of the attainment of self-govermment or

independence by the Trust Territories.
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(Mr. Claeys Bouuaert, Belgium)

Thus, I must deny once more the offensive allegatlons of the Soviet
Urion regerding the situstion in Ruand%-Urundl. We have already done 50 aurlng
iz depote on thay Territery and.I shall not repeat here tha eyplaﬁatlon
which I'gave in great detail on that occasion. o

I shall conclude by saying that on the geneLal questlon on our asg n&é
for this meeting -- that is to say, attainment of self-govermmeat or ¢4Lep_uueace
by. the -Trust Territories and General Asoembly resolution l5lh (XV) -= my
r:delegation fully supports the views expressed so well by the delegatﬁons of

the United Kingdom, New Zealand and India

The PRESIDENT: Once sgein I would inqpife whether ény

representative wishes to speak on this item 8 of our agenda._

Mr, OBERTMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation

from Russian): If there are no further speakers, I shéui@ like to exercise
car right of reply and to make a few commentsiféllowing the statements which
we have heard this morning. . | “

It is characteristic for the rﬂp“ﬁsentatlves of colonial Powers in the
Trusteechip Council to say that dlscuss;on of thlf matter and the 1mplnmentatlon
of' the General Assembly resoluticn on the granting ofllnqependbnce to colonial
countries and peoples is useless, iﬁ their opinion. We'gaiﬁ'%hélimpression'
that they do not wish to in%ervene in ‘this matter, and the represeﬁtdtives
of Belgium and Australia have said so, 1n qo many words, lHowever, after the
statement which we made, those other delegations decided to talke the floors
And what did they tell us? They told us that they did not agree, that they
refuted the allegations of the Soviet delegation, that they did not Tike the
criticism addressed to them, and so on. But why didthe representatives of
the colonial Powers, if they have any way of proving that they are
implenenting the declaration of the General Assembly, not supply the Council
with information during the debate? Why could they not give us information on
the plans which they have made, on the dates which they have fixed for the
granting of independence, etc.? Why do they proceed in this manner? We have
heard nothing to that effect from the representatives of the Administering
Authorities. We have simply had a rather nervous reaction, and I suppose that

there was good reason for tkat.
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(Mr. Oberemko, Soviet Union)

The representative of the United Kingdpm told vs that brilliant and
spectacular progress was taking‘place throughout the world. I agree with you,
Mr. representative of the United Kingdom, to a certain extent, In fact,
sensational progress is being made in the world, ahd we congratulate those
vho are making this progress. In the Soviet Union, éverything is going very
well; throughout the rest of the world the colonial system is collapsing. Ve
are happy that we are making a contribution to that collapse. Therefore, if
today I could not appcar to be joyful about the collapse of the colonial system
and if, for his part, the representative of the United Kingdom put a good face
on the fact that the colonial system is crumbling, I would say that the two of
us are in the same situation. Ve were at least able to conceal our true
feelings here, Both of us have reason to be happy and, at the same time, if
the representativgs of the colonial Powers had really revealed their feelings
as they do sometimes, we should not have seen happy smiles here.

The representative of the United Kingdom said that the colonial Powers
had done nothing but worlk for the liberation of these peoples, that they never
had any designs or objectives except the liberation of these peoples. And he
told us that a great many countries had béen liberated. In that case, if that
was the policy of the colonial Powers, why did Mr. Nehru spend long years in
jail? And why has Mr. Nkrumah also:been in jail? Why did the ccleonialists
kill Mr. Umnicbe, Mr. Mounie and Mr. Lumumba? Why are they still keeping
hundreds of liberation fighters in prison? Where is Kenyatta now? 1Is he
the Prime Minister of Kenya? We have not yet heard any such statement as that
from the representetive of the United Kingdom. Perhaps Kenya is an independent
country?
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(Mr. Oberemko, USSR)

We are told that colonial-Powers. are concerned only with the liberation of
colonial peoples. We really have to evaluate such assertvions, wvhich are far froﬁ

-corresPonding to reality, and are refuted by facts.,

The representative of the United Kingdom said that when he was administering
these Territories, he stepped on the accelerator and sped things up. I do not
want to spesak of personalities. I went to speak of policies of the Government.
If ve are going to speak of the brakes and the accelerated pedal, we would say
that the colonial Powers used the brake redal with toth feet, and the colonial
people aspiring for libercilon are altempting to step on the accelerator -- and
their effect on the motor will te stronger. The brakes will not hold, and the
vehicle will finally talie them to their objective -- independence.

The Soviét'delegation at this meeting presented certain facts during the
discussion of the various Territories. We have brought out many facts confirming
our confusion that the colonial Powers are not.implementiné the Gen;ral AQSembly
Czclaration. They are not transierring all powers to the people, as the General
Assembly wished, and furthermore, in certain cases the Administering Authority
seems to have no intention to do so. We hear protests from the colonial Povers.
'ihey say that these assertions are not in conformity with reality, and that they
do not agree with the Soviet Union. ¥hat does this mean? Why do the colonial
Powers put a period after that? ' Why do they not go on? Why do they not sayltﬁat
the Soviet delegation is wrong when the Soviet delegation says that the colgnial
Povers do not intend to implement the declaration? Why do not the colonial .
Powers say "we are ready to transfer all these povers.”? _ |

The question arises as to when they are going to transfer these powers.

The General Assembly in its declaration asked for immeidate steps to be taken.

We have not heard one single word from any colonial Power telling us that any
immediate steﬁs were in mind for the transfer of full powers to the indigenous
people of these Trust Territories. o such statement was made. If there had been
such a statement we would have been very happy. _

. . The Soviet delegation says thet the Administering Authorities in these Trust
Territofies -- the Pacific Islands, Nauru and New Guinea -- that they have not
established any date for the attainment of independence. Once again the colonial
representatives tell us that that is not true; that they do not agree with the



HS /mh T/PV.1107
.42
(M. Overemko, USSR)

Soviet delegation. Fine -~ but where is the difference? To establish a date is
to fix a date, and we would like to have a statement. If the United States does
not establish a date for the attainment of full independence for the Pacific Islands;
and if Australia would establish a date, and if this would te in conformity with
the wishes of the General Assembly in its declaraticn, then establish that date.
That is what we would like to hear you do -~ announce it. Up to the present tiue,
we have not heard any well-founded reply. We have only heord cries of protest
addressed to the Soviet delegation. Iliew Zealand did that this morning, for
instance.

We have general denials given by the colonial Powers. The representative
of the United Kingdom spoke of Tanganyika.. I must recall to the Uanited Kingdom --
I think he was not here at the last part of the session -- I would say that the
Soviet delegation was among the co-sponsors of the draft resclution in which the
Lasznbly expressed its satiéfaction over the future independence of Tanganyika
in December 1961l. Ve vwere a co-svonsor of that resolution. We extended our
congratulations. We will personally welcome Mr. Nyerere, the Prime Minister --
and so forth.

We are also very bappy, according to the official and unofficial statements,
with the fact that the date will be brought forward. We are very happy to hear
this. This is not criticism. We have no criticism at all now. We think that is
fine. We welcome that measure fervently. At least you have not refuted our
congratulations. When we say we want a date established for the other three
Trust Territories in the Pacific region, we are only criticized -- but still no
date is ever fixed.

Since ve are speaking of Tanganyika, let us be frank. Did the United Kingdom
come to the Trusteeship Council to indicate to the Council the date of the
proclamation of the independence of Tanganyika? Did the Trusteeship Council
adopt a resolution recommending that the Administering Authority give independence
to Tangenyika in 19617 No. Thus, when we speak of independence of Tanganyika,
this is an achievement of the people of Tanganyika. It was the efforts and the

struggle of the people of Tanganyika that led to the independence of Tanganyika.
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The representative of Australia, as well as the representative of the United
States, attempted to assert that they speak more or less on behalf of.all the .
members of thetTrusteeship Council, and that the Soviet delegation stands alone,
isolated. It is obvious that Australia and the United Statés take their wishes
as being realities. . Ve must say that neither the representative of Australia nor.
the representative of the United States bhave any rights.. They have not. been
authorized to:.speak on behalf of the Council. It would be preferable that they.
speak on their own behalf. . _ T . )

With regard to.the votes here in tke Council, there.is no secret that %heﬂn
colonial Powers here'have a majority. The non-administering:countries are in the.
minority. @No resolution which displeases in one vay or another the colonial Powers
can be passed here. This is an elementary truth. The Trusteeship Council,
fortunately, is not the whole world. It is not the centre of the universe, and
it is not here that the future of all peoples are determined. If it was only
.for the Trusteeship Council and.the colonial Powers to determine the destiny of
the world, we could very well say.that.there would be no Trust Territories,
progressing towards their independence.: . Ham ow ;

Isolation was mentioned here. Iet us speak sbout facts. At the last session
of the General Assembly we adopted the declaration for the: immediate liquidation
of colonialism. Where was the Soviet Union and vhere was the United States}

They were on different sides of the fence.
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Bighty-nince voted in fovour of the Declaration, The Soviet Union brought
up the question of the Declaration, and the Soviet Union struggled to hove
it cdopted. Ve voted, clong with eighty-eight other Member Statcs, for that
Declaration which had been presented by forty-three countiries of Asic ond
Africa., Did States like the United Stoates, the United Kingdom cnd other
coloniol Powers vote for éh:t Declorction or not? Nine colonial Powvers
obstoined, among them the United States, the United Kingdom, Australia, Belgium,
France, Portugcl and Spoin -- ond their close friend, +the Union of South
Africe. And then we are told ﬁhat those countries supposedly expressed the
opinion of the majority of the Uanited NHotions whereas the Soviet Union is
isolated. No, Mr. Representative of the United Staotes, it is the colonicl
Powers thot cre isoloted, it is the colonicl Powers who cre clone, and the
vote on resolution 1514 shows this very clearly.

The Soviet Union, for its part, hos clways been on the side of the
colonial peoples and hos struggled for the liberation and independence of these
peopies. We will always moke cvery possible effort in order to put on end

as soon as pessible to this shomeful system -- I say shameful,

The PRESIDENT: I tcke it thot no other member wishes to speck on
this item., '
As I wos saying o moment ago, the represcentotive of the Soviet Union at
the commencement of his stotement said and proposed thot the text of the stotement
which wos mode by him should be included in the rclevont chopter in extenso. '
However, I should like to-remind the members of the Council that ot the meeting
held on Fridoy the Council has already tcken the position:
"thot the procedure be followed as loid down in Council resolution 1369 (XVII)
and thet each separcte chicpter in the Councilts report to the Genercl Assembly
be expanded to include conclusione and recommendations of the Council aond
obscrvotions of members of the Council representing their individual
opinions only." (T/PV.1166, pp. 2-20)
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The Soviet representative's proposal is to_ﬁhe efféct that the stotement made /
by hinm should_be.included_gg,extensd. _ The Cheir dées not tuke ahy
position in this motter. It is up to the Council to_decide-whetﬁer it has
any objection to . the prqposql,m:dé:by the roprcscntdtive of the Soviet.Unionl-
or vhether it wonts to toke any decisions in eny other wey that the Council dcéides
to do. If the Soviet proposal is accepted, of course, iﬁ cll feiraess to
all the members of the Council, the stotcements made by phé representutives on
this item will be included in. the relevont chopter in extenégy : |
I should like to remind the mcmbers thot the past practice is,bhis}‘ that
the individual-opinions only of the members represcnting their rcspect;éé )
Governments in this Cowncll cre surmorized. I should like to invite the B
comments of the members of the Council.
P R e _ ST _ :

Mr. HOOD (Australic): With regord to the suggeétioh_Q; I toke it
to be not yet-o formal proposal of .the representative of tbp_Sovict Union --
that, these remarks, including his, should. be given in extenso in. the records,
I feel that this would be regrettable, I feel thot it would qof be in the
best intercsts of the Council itself nor in the best interests of the .
Unifed ictions ond 21l the objectivés that we presumably shuore together. ‘ _
Could it not be left, as it hos been in the past, to the Scerctariot to fofqﬁlatd

the record in the normal discretion which it uses?

Sir Hugh FOOT (United Kingdom): Mr. President, I am not fully

avore of your proccdures, but it secms.to me unnecessury to repeat in another
record what is olready on the record. It scems tc me thatJit:would be
sufficient to lecve whot hos been scid this moraing on the record, which is
made in the usuzl Woy. _ . § .

If, however, the comments of the representotive of the Soviet Union are
to be included, then clearly the comments of thg.rcst of. us must be included.

I mysell would prefer that we stick to the standardJmcthoﬁ_of record.
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Mr. KOSCZIUSKC-MORIZET (France) (interprctation from French): The

French delegotion has clweys in the past and in the present as well,

insisted that 2ll opinions of Council members be reproduced in the Council's
report. This is o troditioncl procecure, nomely, to summarize the opinions
of cach member of the Council., Corecquently, I do not think that we should
deport from the procedurss of the Couucil. In spite of the grect esteon
which I hold for the representotive of the Soviet Union, I do not sce why
preferenticl treatment should be given him in the present cecse, . However,
if the Council decides to depart frca its treditionel procedures, then it is
obvious that 2ll other opinions volced here should be reproduced in extenso,
But I really do not see why we should do?art from our customary procedurc on

&

this occosion,.

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

Russizn): I admit thot I do not understond this procedural debate nor

iae cause that has given rise to it., Ve soid thot the delegation of the
Soviet Union submitted the text of its statement in order for it to be included
in the revort of the Council. In this statement, as we scid, we have summed
up the views of the Soviet delegotion on this question. It was not our desire

to moke o fifty-poge staterxent in order thot it should be surmed up in ten

Yle know thot the Secretoriat is overlocded with work. VWe know full well
that sometimes the Secretorict does not reflect the true views of cll delegations
or the essecnticl views. Thot is why we have done this ourselves, We have
summed up the vicws of our delegotion in this statement cnd in the stotement
vhich we will submit to the Secrctoriot so thot it mey be tronsloted and
incorporated in fhc recport since it briefly sets out our viecus on this question.

ITf other members of the Council want their views to be reflected

in ertenso'in the report beccuse they consider this to be an important question,

noboﬁy will object. I fully agree with the representative of the United Kingdom
on this point; although I am in discgreement in-substance, nevertheless I

agree with whot he said as to the procedure to be followed; that is to soy,

thot the points of view expressed by delegotions on this question should be clearly
and fully reflected. We think thot in this motter the Council need not start o

procedurcl debate because in any cose thelfiewsof the Soviet delcgotion should be
be reflected in the report.
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If the Secretariat presumes to reflect these views better than we ourselves,
then we shall see the results of their efforts. If the members of the Coanc1l _
nsist that the text:which will appear in the report of the Trusteeshlp Counc1l i
should be shorter than the statement we have wade before the Council, then we
shall reserve the right %o intervene again. We have a great deal of, 1nformat10n

and,documentation,-and_we have a lot to say on this point.

. The PRESIDENT: -As is customary, the points of view expressed

indivicually by members of the Council will. be fully and élearly,reflected in
the report of the Council to the General Assembly.

" Mx4 ECMONDS. (New Zealand): I am-in a sllght d;lemma here. I think Ve
have reached the position where it is fairly clear that .the represenéatlve of tne
Soviet Union feels that his statement this morning was a summarf:wh*ch must appear
cempletely under - this heading "Ubservations by Individual Members ﬁeflecting
their Fersonal Views". On the otaer hand, no oné_elsg-hés madé the same claim
Tor their statewent,  We.could find ourselves .in the position where the Soviet
statement appears in full and the cother statements are summerized.

I think this would be very unfortunate, because scme of the statements made
teday, especially the one by the representative of India, appear to me to have
considerable value. It would be a pity if they suffered by being diminished in
relation to the, perhaps from my point of view, less helpful statement of the
Soviet Union.

I think that,if we are going tc have the Soviet statement reprcduced in full,
it is not a question of having their opinions xreflected but that it is a question
of having to put in everything in full; and that is the position at which we have

arrived.

~. RASGUTRA (India): I will suffer no heartbreak if I see only an

adequate summary of what I stated this morning reflected in .the report. I have
no reasecn to suggest that we should depart frcm past practice in this matter.

If a representative suggests that he should like to see his own text reprcduced
in extenso, I have nothing to say. However, so .far as wy own statement of this

morning is concerned, a reasonably good summery will do.
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Mr. OBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from

Russian): Perhaps we could solve this problem in the following manner. The
various delegations will study the summary records of today's meeting and decide
as to which observations they want reproduced in the report. Perhaps the
representative of India will want his statement reproduced in full. The

, representative of New Zeéaland, or any cother representative, could ask that his
statement be reproduced in full if he thinks it necessary.

If we are not in agreement in substance with the representative of New Zealand,
this does not mean that in connexion with procedural matters we shall disagree
with everyone and that we shall object to his observations, with which we are
not in agreement, being reproduced in full. Ye want all the cards laid cut
on the table. The report which is sent to the General Assembly ghould clearly
reflect what has been stated in the Council. '

Naturaliy; no matter how long we sit, we shall never ccme to an agreement
on the substance of the question; but as to procedural matters, I think we can
essily ccme to an agréement. Since we are all in favour of freedom of speech,

we all want what delegations have said to be clearly reflected in the report.
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However, I camnot but reply to the last comment made by the representative
of New Zealand. It scems to me that at the present session the representatives
f the colonial Powers have been congratulating the representative of India far

too often. Their attitude is rather obvious and I do not know whether the
representative of India himself feels happy about it. I do rot think Le will

be too amused, and I do not think we should overdo this kind of thing.

Mr. KCSCZIUSKO-MORIZET (France)(interpretation from French): I would

like to bring the subject to a close by congratulating the representative of

the Soviet Union for being a partisan of freedom of speech.

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

Russian): Just two words in reply to the representative of France -- as

always.

The PRESIDENT: I think we can dispose of this item very quickly.

As I have said, the observations of members of the Council representing their
individual opinions only will be clearly and fully reflected in the report to
the General Assembly, and of course it is up to the representatives concerned
to read carefully the summaries prepared by the Secretariat and, if they
disagree with these, to point out the fact to the Council. May I presume that
this item i1s disposed of, except for our consideration of the relevant chapter
on this item in the Council's report to the General Assembly. This can only
be prepared by the Secretariat after the adoption by the Council of the reports
of the Drafting Committees on New Guinea and Nauru, If I hear no obJjection,

it is so decided.

Mr. HOOD (Australia): I do not know what may be in the President's
mind, but on behalf of my delegation I would request adjournment at this point.
We are not in a frame of mind to give proper consideration to the reports of

the Drafting Committees.

The meeting rose at 12,40 p.m.






