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AGEIIDA ITEHS 3¢ and LT
EXAMINATION OF AVNUAL REPORTS OF THE ADiMINISTERING AUTHORITIES O THE
ADMINISTRATION OF TRUST TERRITORIES: CAMEROONS UNDER BRITISH ADMINISTRATION
(T/L.956 and Add.l; T/1499, 1524, 1527; T/PET.L/L.12 to L.8%; T/PET.4 end
5/L.35 to L.Th; T/COii.k/L.33, 36-38, ko, 42-h7, 49-52; T/COM.4 and 5/L.4-6)
FUTURE OF T:E TRUST TERRITORY OF THE CAMEROONS UNDER UNITED KINGDOM
ADMINISTRATION. (CGENERAL ASSEMBLY RESOLUIION 1473 (XIV); T/1582, 1530, 1551)

At the invitation of the President, Liallam Ali Akilu and lir. Field, Special

Representatives for the Trust Territory of the Cameroons under United Kingdom

administration, took nlaces at the Trusteeship Council table.

. OBEREMZOQ (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (interpretation

from Russien): My first question this afternoon relates to part IV of document
T/1530. In paragrapnh 17 .of that document, reference is mede to the fact.

that the local administration in the Northern part of Nigeria is being performed
by an autonomous organ wihich is known as the. Native Authority and that the
overvnelming wajority of Native Authorities are normelly headéd by an Emir or
Chief. Ve should like to know what the situation is at the present time in the
Trust Territory -- wnat these Native Authorities are, by wiom they are headed, and

what changes have. occurred in recent times,

Mallam Ali AKILU (Special Representative): As the Council will have seen

frem the report, these NHative Authorities for the lorthern Trust Territory are
being formed now and therefore do not have lieads, as is the case with the other
Native Authorities. It is hoped that, wihen these councils are constituted,
consultaticn will take place between the councils and the Government of the

Northern Region as to the form which the heads of the Hative Authorities should

take.

lir . OBERELIO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republices (interpretation from

Russian): Ve would wish to know the view of the Administering Authority on this
score. What is the plan? iow will they act? As we understand it, the city and

other councils in the Trust Territory were formerly set up not by means of direct
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election. How, these councils have veen removed, as the Administering Authority
tell us, and it is intended to hold elections in lMay for regional councils, and
subsequently, from the members of these regional councils, it is intended to
eZect members of councils for the Hative futhority. Thus, as we see it,ltbere is
sore sort of plan. Ve would wish to know how the heads of these councils, the
chairmen or presidents, will be selected. Are there any plans in that regard on

the part of the fdministering Authority?
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- Mallam Ali AKILU (Special Representative): The custom or practice in

these matters wnere there is a dispute or uncertainty as to how the head of a
lative Authority should be constituted is to have the matter resolved under the
Native Authority Law, section 48, which I would be very pleased to showlthe
representative of the Soviet Union: But the main system is for the Council of the
Netive futhority to make a declaration as to what the custon is in this matter, or
vhat tne Council would like to have accepted as the custem; and such declaration
is made by the Council of the Native Authority and confirmed by publication in the
Northern Region Gazette.

{r., OBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Hebublics) (interpretetion frem

Russian): Would it be correct then to assume and interpret the situation in the
following way: that in this respect no substantial chenges have occurred. In
other words, the same sei-up exists and the same customs prevail as those which

existed in the past -- or have new reforms been introduced?

Mallam £1i AKILU (Special Representative): I would say that the facts

are contradictory to the implication in the question. Vhat has been set up is a
new democratic system of local goverrment, and until these councils are formed,

it will not be proper for the Northern Regional Government or the Administering
Authority to give direction as to how the heads of the Native Authorities are to
be eppointed. VWhat is being done is to await the constitution of the councils and
then to ask them to declare how they would like the heads of their Native

Authorities to be appointed,

Sir Andrew COHEN (United Kingdem): I just wanted to suggest that

perh&ps.it would be of interest if the Special Representative would indicate, in
reply to this question, what the system in these same ereas was before this
inquiry. I will not do it; because he can do it much better than I could.

Mallam Ali AKILU (Special Representative): The system before these

reforms was that these areas of the Trust Territory were under llative Authorities,
part of whose areas lay in Higeria, with the exception of the Dikwa Native
Authority, which is enﬁirely in the Trust Territory. These other areas which were
formerly under Northern Nigerian Native Authorities have now been separated from

them and have been set up as independent Native Authorities.
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Russien): Pernans there is some misunderstanding s;mnly because I do not seem to
be able to obtain an enswer to my question. I shall formulate it in a different
wey then. Ue understand that now Hative Authorities have been set up which are
secarate frcm the Iative Authorities in Nigeria. The separation has taken place.
These now are independent Native Authorities. But we wish to know the actual
character of the eiections or appointments in these Native Authorities. Ve would
like to know the nature of the elections or apsointments of the regionay
councils, and so on; in other words, their internal structure and the principles
of the elections or appolntments. Have these principles remained as they were
formerly, or have new changes bcen 1ntrouuceu during recent times? That is vhat
we wish to know.

We have already ascertained the fact thau the separation has taken place or
is in the course of taPipg place, and now we wish to know vhether there are any
changes in the principles themselves which govern the corposition and organization
of these District and City Councils of the Native Authorities? _

ﬂgllam Ali ANILU (Spec1al ?epresentatlve) The main difference is

that formerly there wvere traditional Native Authorltles which were not constituted
by elections but had been there through history and for at least the past century.
These Native Authorities no longer have &ny jurisdiction in the area and the
system vhich is being introduced is that there will be elections, in the first
place, to the District Councils. Ve have had District Councils before, but they
were not through direct elections. The election then was under the electoral
college system. But these elections which are going to be conducted now are
direct secret elections by adulilmale suffrage. From the District Councils,
Tvrther members will be electel who i1l form the MNetive Authority '

Councils. ~The Hative £utherity Councils, will then be asked to say hou

they would like the head of the Native Authority or Chalrman of the Native

fothority Council to he app01ntea.
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-Hr.'OBEREEKO ‘Union of Soviet Socialist Republica)(interpretation from

Russien): Thus the conclusion can be drawn that now ﬁhe actuél procedure is

xnown in reﬂard to these district or reéiohal councils and later the qpeation will

be solved of how the councils of local authorities wlll be elected and how the

chiefs or leaders will be appoznted. That is how we understand the situation.
The next question is directly connected with the previous one. In

paragrapﬁ 19 of the report it is stated:

"All dlatrlct town and outer councils in the Trust Territory which vere
estaolished under the method of indirect elections have been abolished. Iew
elections will ‘be completed by the end of May..." (T/1530, page 10) '

In paragrarh 25 ve read.

"The separation of the Adamawa Trust Territory frcm the Administration of
Ademawva. Native Authorities means that the erea has temporarily no indigenous

locel suthority for its day-to-dey ediministration.” (Ibid., page 12)
Cur question, then, is as follows. Is this lack of Native Authorities
scmething that is typical only of the Adsmave region or is this phenomenon ccrmon
to the vhole of the northern part of the Trust Territory, and if that is not
completely so, then wve snould 11Le to know what temporary meatures have been
provided for the “cg:.onu of the Trust q1crrito“y otncr then the Adsmova

revlon?

Sir Andrew COHEN (United Kingdom): I do not want to reply to this

lest guestion. But I did not géther, from vhat the representative of the Soviet

Union said was his interpretation of the reply to thg previous question, that he
hed quite understood the position. 'Just to make sure, I will repeat it as I
understend it. ' ' ' ' - | ' :

The system of election to the District Councils has been settled, This
is direct election; secret ballot; edult mele franchise. The system of election
to the Native Authority Counciic has been settled. They are composed of members
elected from the District Councils. The only thing which has not been settled --
and it cannot be'settled until these elections have taken place -~ is how the heads
or chairmen of the Native Authority Councils shall be appointed or chosen or elected .,
This will be a metter for consultation with those Councils when they have been
elected, so that effect can be given to the wishes of the Councils in that respect,

I do not wish to answer the other question.
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Mallem Ali AKILU (Specieal Represantative): As regards the other part

of the question, there are no indigenous Ped¥ve Authorities in the area, because
they have been separated, and the interim measure which has been taken is to
eppoint administrative officers under the Native Authority law to be the

temporary ifative Authorities until these elections are concluded.

Mr. OBERIMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republies)(interpretation from

Russien): I should like td direct my next question to the representetive of the
Administering Authoriiy, ﬁnd the question is as follovs. How is the unity of the
Trust Territory, both soutﬁern and northern parts of it, realized in practice,

and vhat will the situafion be in'this respect after the adminisirative separation

of the Cameroons from Nigeria?

Sir Andrev COHEN (United.Kingdom): The answer is very simple. It is

not réalized nor has it ever been realized. The two areas of the Trust Territory
have always been administered separately, as the Council is well aware. This

situation in that respect will remain after the ind:pendence of Nigeria.

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

Russian): In're"ard to this laét comment, of course, we will maXe & general
statement in the course of the general debate. At this sfage we should like

to clarifj this questlon becauae the Trusteeship Council has adopted
recommendations on numerous occasions the purpose of which was to unite and to
create scme sort of unity between the northern and southern regions. If now the
representetive of the Administeriﬁg suthority refers to the fact that that is the
vay it elweys was, that does not at all mean that that was right. Again I say
that in regerd to this we shell make our comments in due course during the general
debate.

Sir Andrew COHEN (United Kingdom): If my friend will pardon me, I should
like to comment on that. I should be.very grateful if he would draw my ettention |
by number to any resolutions of the Trusteeship Council designed to secure the
unification of the administration of the Northern and Southern Cemeroons
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- I myself do not recollect such rec0mmendatlons, and I wonder whether he is in a

position to name eny'such recommend tion.

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

Russian): I am alvaeys ready to assist the representstive of the. Administering
Authority to refresh his memory. If he wishes, we shall in a little while
present a series of paragraphs from the reports of ‘the Visiting Mission and _
frem reccmmendat;on of the Council, and I would request thet the representatlve
of the Adminietering Authority quote accurately whetlwe say. Ve have stated
thet the Trusteeship Council end manj_delegations in the Truoteeohlp_Councll_
anieﬁuzvisiting Mission itself have spbken of.the neceesity'to_cfeate some sbrf
of internal unity. I did not speaik of the unification of the edmiﬁietrebioe.
I was speaking of the internal unity of the Territory. That is why I would request
that he quote what I said accurately. If :eny ccnerete reccr:mendations ‘and opinions
are necess saxy, I am quite prepared to refer to specifzc places and SDelelC |
documents, Apparently the representative of the United hlnglem hlmself will
remember what these passeges are. |

In any event, our question is as follows. Now we are coming to the balance-
sheet, as it were, of the administration of the United Kingdom in this Trust
Territory. As a result of all the actions of the Administering Authority,
has any sort of unity been achleved in the TerrltO“y? Ve know thot the Administering
Authority divided the Trust Terrltory into two ‘regions a long time ago. It is
divided geographlcelly into two regions., But ve should like to Xnow whether,
as a result of oil’ the activities of the Admzniaterlng Authority over & long period
of years, eny degree of unlty has been achieved 1n the Territory. Of couree,

if it cennot be done, it cennot be done. That 1s something elqe agaln.

Sir Andrev COHEN (United Kingdom): In other words, when did you stop

beating your wife? I know that kind of question, but I will do my best. In the
first place, there was elelight ﬁisqneerstanding, I thinﬁ, through a difference_

in trenslation. The previous femerk-bylmy friend came over as a reference to
reccmmendations of the'Trusteeship'Council. But I now eppreciete that what he seid
was not “"recommendations of the Trusteeehiﬁ Council but "statements by delegations
in the Trusteeship Council'.
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I am perfectly aware that certain delegations in the Trusteeship Council
heve on some cccasions said that we ought to unite the Trust Territory, a view
with which the Administering Authority entirely disagrees. If the representative
of the Soviet Union will look back at speeches of mine in earlier years he will
find full explenetions of why we teke thet view. I do not expect hin to agree with
them, but at eny rate he will find them there. I do not think that there are
eny recommendations of the Trusteeship Council for the unification of the
system of administration in the Trust Territory. It is possible there may be
some statements of Visiting lMissions, but if so I am not aware of them, and I
shall be very interested to see anything other than individual expressions by
individual delegations. I em perfectly aware that the delegation of the Soviet
Union and certain other deiegations have expressed ‘i:his viev and I do not want
to put the representative to the trouble of drawing my attentionlto that, but
if he can find any recommendations of the Trusteeship Council or even of
Visiting lMissions I shall be interested to see them. I do not expect that there
will be any but I will be interested to see themn.
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I believe I must say a littlé more, becéuse thé représentative of the
Soviet Union aéked me what is our balance sheet, what have we achieved on the
basis of unification. -Well wé seém to be talking at cross purposes. He_ﬁellé
us that we dlvxdeu the Terrltory. We never did anything of the sort. of
course, the Territory was never unlted at any stage in history and any sugg estlon
that it ever was unlted is entirely contrary to all the facts of hlstory.. It so
happens that after the First World War these two areas, the North and South, whlcn
are contiguous at one narrow polnt, were placed under Mandate of the League of
Nations, which was entrusted to the United Klngdom Government. From the start
we took the Vﬂew, I believe perfectly rlrhtly, that the nropﬂr vay of _ .
aamlnisterlnﬂ these vas to admlnlater one in connexlon Wlth Lorthern Higerla and
the other wlth what vas then Southe“n ngerla._ At a much 1ater stage it was
separated off as the Southern Cameroons. I do not belleve it would ha"e ‘been
conducive to the wel;are atvance ent or progreﬂo *ovards 1ndenendence of the
people to unit° these two strips of territory nor do I believe that one would
find many people in the Territory who would be interested in this.

Therefore, it wmay be said quite frankly that in our balance sneet we will no

ck

Pind thot we have taken measures for the unification of the systen of administration,
because we never attempted to do this. We always made it perfectly clear to

the Mandates Commission and the Trusteeship Council that we did not intend to do
this. This view was in fact accepted by the Trusteeship Council, not necessarily
by all members but it was certalnly accepted by the Trustceship Council. This

perhaps puts a rather more accurate complexion on the question.

lr. OEEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation from

Russian): I would merely wish to mention that it might perhaps be better to
come to final eoneclusions if we are able to recall what has happened

in the past. Ve have always had the impression that there was a single Trust
Territory of the Cameroons under United Kingdem administration. There was a
single Territory, there was one Trusteeship Agreement and in that single
Trusteeship Agreement for that Territory this Trust Territory was mentioned.
The Trusteeship Council was always interested in the situation in the Trust
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Territory. Ve did rnot consider separately the situvation in the northern part
at Cne scgsicn of the Council and the situation in the southern part of the
Cameroons at another session. Therefore, we were interested whether, as a
result of this administration over many years by the United Kingdom, any unity
or unification has been achieved between thése two regions. Thé Visiting Mission
has almays'stressed the fact that the northern region was distinet from the
southern region and that it has been lagging behind in many respects. Statements
have been made in the Trusﬁeeship Counicil and reccmmendations made by members to’
the effect that it was necessary to adopt measures to establish some type of
consolidation and to create an internal unity within.fhe Trust Territory. |
However, that, of course, is a matter of opinion. If we are told that the
Trust Territory has never been divided because it had never been united in the
first’place, then of course it is rather difficult to argue against such
statements. Ve, at least, have alvays based ourselves upon the premise that
there was a single Trust Territory, namely, the Cameroo;s under Unitéd Kingdom
administration.

My final guestion relates to the following matter. = Document T/CCM.4/L.L9
contains a communication from the leader of the opposition, Southern Cameroons
House of Assembly,in which reference is made to the Philipson's report on the
financial and economic implications of secession from the Federation of Nigeria.
We would be wmest grateful if the Special\REPIGSQntative could provide scme

additional information in explanation of this report.

Mr. FIELD (Special Representative): When the present party in pover
in the Southern.Cameroons came into power, what it wanted at the time was
separation from Iligeria and a period of continued trusteeship. It requested
scme type of investigation into the financial, economic and administrative
consequences of such separation. Sir Sidney Philipson undertook this
investigation and submitted a report. The investigation was based on the basic
assumption on which the ministers had asked him to proceed, namely, that
separation would take place and that there would be a period of continued

trusteeship. Sir Sidney Philipson worked on the assumption, since he had to
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select some period, that trusteeship would continue for five years. The report
went into guestions of how sevaration could take place and how the various services
in the Southern Cameroons could pe carried on. Needless to say, a gréat-deal of
Sir Sidney Philipson's report, although valuable in drawing attention to the
problems of separating the Southern Cameroons from the Federstion of Higefia, lost
a considerable amount of its point when the General Assembiy decided that the
future of the Territory should be settled at the forthceming plebiscite. The
period of continuedltrusteeship which Sir Sidney Philipson had been asked to |
assume, of course, no longer arose, and the report was therefore ro longer to that
extent applicable to the circumstances as they turned out.

It was a survey of the problems against that context. He went into the
various departments and activities of goverrment. He suggested that in a number
of cases it would be of advantage to the Southern Cameroons if they separatéd
instead of setting up separate services, to enter into a contractual basis with
the existing Federal Goverrment to have them carry it on, and to some extent that
by modification is what is at the present moment propesed. The report 1s fairly
long and deals with financial aspects, but again on a basis which is not arising,
I do not think there would be much point in going into {urther detail about the
report. If there is any particular point on which the representative of the
Soviet Union would like further clarification, I would be very happy to provide

it, if I am in a position to do so.
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lMr. CBERIM{O (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from

Russiesn): The answer to my last question we consider to be completely satisfactory.
Tais was simply an over-optimistic estimate of a five-year extenéion of
Trusteeship, and on the basis of that calculation this report was prepared. .

I should like to thank Mallam Akilu and Mr. Field for the answers which
they have given to our questions. As for the exchange of views with the
representative of the Administering Authority, that, of course, was more in the
nature of an exchange of opinions rather than provision of any supplementary

factual information.

Sir Andrew COHEH (United Kingdom): I have just one further ccmuent.

The representative of the Soviet Union has referred to the fact that there is one
Trust Territory and one Trusteeship Agreement. That, of course, is.obyioug; and
we, like everybody else, fully recognize that, as far as this Trust Territory

as an international entity is concerned, there is a single Territory and a single
Agreement. But it has always been our view that there is nothing in this
Apgreensnt wiiich in any way militates against administering eand developing two
parts of the Territory separately; in fact, the terms, for example, of article 6
of the Agreement require us to have regard to the circumstances of the people,
among other things, and that is what we have dcne. Ve, of course, maintain

that by so doing we have enabled these parts of the Territory to approach the
final stages of independence, which would not have been easy to do, even if it -

had been possible, by any other means.

The PRIESIDENT: Ii no other representative wishes to put questions in

the peolitical field, and before proceeding to questions in the economic and
sccial fields, I think we should consider the request for an oral hearing
contained in document T/153l. "The subject matter of this request concerns the
Trust Territory of the Cameroons under United Kingdom Adninistration.

I give the floor to the representative of the Administering Authority for

any observations he may care to make.
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REQUEST FOR ORAL HEARIIG

Sir Andrev CCUHEN (United Kingdcm): Tiae only cbservetions I have are

as follovs. This request, as I read it, is based on the view that one of the
questions to be put in the plebiscite in the Horthern Cameroons should be changed,
These questions were fixed by the General Assembly, at its last session, under
the resolution which has been referred to a number of times here in our
discussion,'and it seems to me that the attention of the petitiorers ought to be
drawn, on behalf of the Council, to the fact that these questions have been
settled by the General Asseumbly and that the Council has no power to alter these

questions. They ought to realise this.

lir. KOSCZIUSKO-MCRIZET (France)(:interpretetion frem French): ith

respect to the opinicn of the representative of the United Kingdom, I feel that
if a further examination is to be made of the. questions in the plebiscite, it would
be up to the General fisserbly which laid devm the teriis of theose questions; it veuls

nct be up to the Trusteechip Council tc deo this,

" Mr. JHA (Indié}: t is quite right, as has been pointed cut, that tae
Assembly has fixed two QUestions, and that is embodied in the resolution ‘of the
General Assémblf. But it'seems to us that at this stage discussion as to whether
a third Queétion should be added or whether it is constitucional to- consider a
third question is rather premature. Ve have a petition before us. It hag been
the practice of this Council not to refuse to hear petitioners. Constitutionally
speaking; if we should be satisfied,“éfter‘hearing'the petitioner and safter
consideringlthe'matter furthef, that we should wake a further reccmmendation to
the General ASsemblﬁ, there is nothing to bar us from doing so. The General
Assenbly can alter or modify iﬁé own resolution. I am not advecating that that be
done; I am speakihg éniy of the constitutional aspect. Therefore, it does not
seerl to me desirable that we should pfevent the petitioners from being heard and
refuse' their request just because they want, not that a third question be added ,
but that the second question be reworded in a particular manner. I do not express

any opinion on the validity of that contention or that propesal, but surely we
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should not refuse, in accordance with the traditions of our Council, an oral
hearing to a petitiorer. It would certainly not add much to the burden of the
Council. The petition itself seems to be rather brief, and we should give the
petitioners an oppeortunity to be heard. | '

Sir Andrew COHEN (United Kingdom): I did not express any opinion, in

point of fact, as to whether the petitioners should be heard or not, and we
certainly do not wish to oppose a heafing. All T am suggesting is that in any’
cozmunication which is sent, if the Council decides to grant a hearing, the point

2bout the position of the Council ought to be wade. That is my only suggestion.

Eg:_g;géz'(United Arab Republic): I should like to associate my =~
delegation with the remarks Just made by the representative of India with regard
to the petition before us. I think that it could 56 made clear to the
petitioners that, as far as the Trusteeship Council is concerned, thé Council
will not be 1in a position to alter the guestions that are going to be put in the
forthcoming plebiscite. However, this should not in\any way be construed as
debarring the petitioners from appearing before us here if they wish to come
and express their views or give us the reasoné why the gquestions should be
altered or modified in one way or another.

Also, I think certainly we must take into consideration that the petitioners
may represent one section of the population, and that we have to take other
views into account when we come to recommend any modification in this connexion.

However, I should like to point out that it is certainly our duty to tell
the petitioners that we are ready to listen to their petition, if they think
they have ﬁnything to add to what is alréady contained in the petition before
this Council today. However, if they are going to come and make that long
journey only to state what is already stated in this petition, I think it would
probably not serve a useful purpose, especially in view of the fact that this
Council can make a recommendation to the General Assewbly but cannot alter the

decision of the General Assenbly at this stage.
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Mr, OBIRIMKO (Union of Soviet Sccialist Republics) (interpretation frem

Russian}: Like the representative of the United Arab Republic, I tco wish to
asscciate myself with and support'the statement wmade by the representative of
India. Ue consider that the Trusteeship Council, in adopting a decision at
the present time, should in no sense at all“preate the impression that the
Trusteeship Council is declining the request ol the petitioners for an oral
hearing. -That is why it seemed to us that the request of the petitioners should
be granted, that they should be heard if they wish to be heard. Apparently,
however, it weculd be useful 4o inform the petiticners of the procedural si;uauion.
in vhich the Council f{inds itself, nawmely, that the Council does not have the
right to change or reject decisions of the General Assembly, so that the
petitioners may not have any illusions of any kind on that score. ‘ " 

But onee again I wish to repeat that it seems to us we should adopt such.
a decision as would make it quite clear to the petitioners that the Trusteeship

Council is willing to hear them if they wish to be heard.
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Sir Andrew COHEN (United Kingdcm): It ceems to me that probably what

the representative of the Scviet Union has just said can be adoptéd without a
division and without any further debate. I do not think that there is going to

be any difference of opinion on this.

Mr. JHA (Indiaf- I am sorry to intervene again, Mr. President, but
before you ask ¢ to consider this, I should like to know what precisely the
proposal is. It should be formulateu. Perhaps the representatlve of the
Soviet Uniod vould formulate it, or the representative of the Uni ted Kingden

would do so on his behalf.
Mr. HCOD (Australia): I should ‘like to ask whether it is known if the
petltioners are here at Headquartcro, or ¢f they are in tbe T;ust Terxltory. 'This

might make some difference.

The PRESTDENT: It is my understanding that the letter was forwarded-

from Mubi in the Northern Cameroons. Is the representative of the Soviet Union
prepared to make a definite proposal to the Council?

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

Russian): I began my statement by saying that I supported the comment of the
representetive of India and I do not wish to-téke'priority-over him in any sense.
I think it would be better for me not to attempt to formulate better than he would
the thoughts that the represéntative of India expressed and wvhich I supported.
Hovever, on.the baesis of what has been said by the representative of India, the
represeﬁtativé of the Unitéd Arab Re?ubiic, as well as by other representatives,
inéludiqﬁ the representative of the United Kingddm, perhaps it might be well to
prepare a.single text for.thé Secretariat which could be read out by the

President. There are no differences of views, as I understand it.

The PRESIDEET: I should like fo inform the Council that the text will

be prepared by the Secretarisat tomorrov and members will have an oprortunity of

studying it, after which we should be able to take ‘a decision on the matter.
Is that satisfactory to the Council?
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(The President)

Ve can now resume the qpestlonlng of the Sneclal Representatives in the
economic field; or, perbaps, if there is no ob, ect 1on, we could take up the
remaining fields together, Dees any replesentatlve wish to put questions in
the economic field? | | - -

From the silence, I conclude that renresentatlves dre not prepared to ask
ouestione iﬂ the economic fleld. hould repreeentdtives be prepared to ‘ask
questions in.the ecoﬂomlc and other flelds towo ow° Otnertl e, we shall have
to begin our debate on the Cameroons under Unlted Kingdom administration. Are

there any comments?

- Mr. RIFAL (United_Arab Republic): ,I,shouldllike to have scomz
clarification. If no rep;eeentative is ﬁ;eparedlte ask questions in'the'economic,
social or educational fielde, éoes it mean that we must proeeed immediatelﬁ io |
the general debate, or shall we go according to schedule and wait until Monday,

25 Mey? Shall we have tne next two days for preparatlon, Mr. Pres 1dent, or do you

wish us to proceed to the general aeeete 1rmee1etely?

Tne PRESIDENT: It is for the Council to &écide. ir representatives are

prepared to ask questions, the Council can listen to what they have to say.

. Mr. JdA (India)' I do not.intefveﬁe fbr the'purpose of &s kinglan§'
questions. I should like to make it clear that the fact that my delegat;on does
not propose to enter iato any question aHout economic and social natters
does not mean that vwe are not interested, but because the 1aucpendence of
the Territory is 80 near, we really cannot, by our endeavours nere, expealue
certain aspects of the. econovxc life and educational conuitlons in the Tertltorv.
But it does not mean that we are not interested. I w;shcd to muke that clear.

I wish also to support the representative of the United srab RepubLlC. This

is an important Territory whose conditions we are examinlng, and we have
vefore ; us  the very important aocumenzs thaﬁ have bceﬁ suumlttea by the
Administering Authority. The questioning perlod has bee very useful, very
instructive and, if I may say so, very analytical. Tne answers also have been
very full, and I think that we should go through all these before entering info-
the general debate. | ‘
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3ir Andrew COHEN (United Kingdom): The representative of the

United Arab Republic will no doubt expect me to say that we must rush on with

our work, but I am glad'to be able to inform him that I am going to support his
suggestion. I think also that what the representative of India has Jjust said

is quite correct. If in fact it is the case that the questioning period is over --
and I do not.want to make any observations about that -- it seems to me that it
would be useful to representatives to wait until Monday, 23 May, and start the
debate on Monday morning, if that is your intention, Mr. President. I know that
vwe are looking forward to hearing the statement by the representative of Australia
tomorrow afternobn Sn Nzw Guinea, and perhaps'thefe will be one or two other

small matters of business. There are certain Committees which have to get down

to work, and I think that this will be convenient to all concerned. Therefore,

I would support the suggestion of the representative of the United Arab Republic.

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

Russian): It seems that we shall have -only oane meeting tomoriow, at whici time
the representative of Australia will make his closing statement on New Guinea.

I would meke the following suggestion. Perhaps, affter hearing this statement,
representatives might have questions to ask in the economic, social or educational
fields. If not, we might proceed to take up some less diflicult matters. at any
rate, our impression is that members of the Council will be given an opportunity
tomorrow of asking questions in the econcmic, social and educational fields in

relation to the Trust Territory of the Cameroons.



HG /mr T/PV.1088
26

The PRESIDENT: Do any nmembers of the Council wish to put

questions to the Special Represeatatives in the social and educational fields?
If there ére no quésticns, we will meet tomorrow afternoon at 2,30 p.m.,

at which time those delegations who wish to put questions to the ﬁdministering"
Authority will have the opportunity of doing so. Perheps they could do so after
hearing the closing statement of the Administering Authority of Néw Guinea. I do
not know whether it will be possible for the members of the Council to make any
general statements on the Cameroons, but I would like to know whether they could
do so tomorrow. They could indicate that now or.tomorrow,'beeause there will be
time after the closing statement for the members of the Council to make statemeﬁts
on the Cameroons. ' . . '

-Sinée no other rePresentative wisues to ?ut gquestions or make observations

at this time, the meeting is adjourned until tomorrow at 2.30 p.m.

The meeting rose at 4 p.n.





