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COUNCSIL DE $EC"m ORIGINAL: ENGLISH 

PR3LZlZXAY RZSRT BY 'THE COiQXTTEE OF EXPERTS TO TRE SECURITY COLDJCIL 
cg sqyi ?,7$p~;cT~<~ F.iXTICXK3 CF THE SECURITY COUNCIL X!lD TEE TRUSTZESHIP 

CDlZCE, WITY XGARD TO THE TRUSTEESHIP SYSTEM .'j -APPLIED TO STRATEGIC 

fiREkis 

Rapsorteur: Pir. Joseph Nisot (BelSium) 

‘.Lr, 1 .t3 22Ot.p. meetmg, heid on 15 November 1947, the Security Council 

decided tc rifei- to its Committee of Experts, for report within four weeks, 

the whole question presented in the letter from the Secretcry-General 

zddresaed to the President of the Security Council, datea 7 ?Jovember 1947 

(document S/599). 
This letter referrea to certain questions which haa arisen 23 2 result 

of the entry into force of the Trusteeship Agreement for the Pncific 

ISkndS formerly under Jawnese mznante on 18 July 1947. 
The Cemmittee of Experts held one meeting under the chcirmcnship of 

1~~~ . ibyes (United States) 3na six meetings under the chairmanship of 
Kz, Exry (?,ustrnliz). It was not possible for it to report within the time 

specified znd, by direction of the Committee ot its 107th meeting, the 
Chrirzzr so infomxxl the Security Council in a letter dated 12 December 1947 

(S/521). 
The Conmittee continued its work zna, at its 110th meeting, decided to 

Eke this interin report to the Security Council. 
Discusnicn of General krinciples 

The Gornittee first exzminea the general principles governing the 

exercise by the Security Council of its responsibilities under the Charter in 
connection :lith strategic nrecs under trusteeship, and the role, if cny, of 
tke 'Tr'x3taeship Council. 

The reFr3sectztlT 2 r. of the Union of Soviet Socialist Renublics considered 
y-L. Lb +T t = 1s 3 23 (1) 2nd 8j (1) of the Chnrter mzde it clear th-t 011 
f.zcti:cns -elotir~ to strntezic z-e38 should be dealt with exclusively by the 
Se c.:Lp-;t.- r, c 3'x?x 1 '1. Pi tis view Article 83 (3) did not cnrry nny cbligction. 
Tye i)ir?: 22 ;i' G:e szfe;u:rds In Arsiole 83 (2) WY to m&e the nssistznce of 
ti:2 T-.is<eaship Cs-m-cil to the Sec.aity Council dependent on the condition thilt 

‘iX$iYSS -IXltiCII Of it tr::s z&s in the Trusteeship ?.greement 2nd on Security 
/requirements. 
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:;reemnt Ior the Pacific Isknds did not 

::3ctic:: cl:e ?:*ustaashFp COiCXii. 923 Sacurizy Council was free to request; 

cr ?.Cc. to req:;aj; t::;- 3-':3T,:xShi~ ~COLLXF~'S 23sist:nce. Tke Securi:y Council 

a:lcL~lci cir2w 'A"r i:3 ox'1 r.11~3 iizdeger,ier.tly and should >v~il itselr' 3f the 

;.ssistznce of ttu A--Ly CTIQ-eeshig Council in such rotters ?Jld under suck 

circL~tncces 2s ah:l.J. ::s determined by the 3ecurity'Council in e-c:? 

izdividucl ~"98. 
The re3resentativ.z zi' klStr~li~ - considered th:t under Article d3 (3) 

tkr security Cou~il ~a3 recu:red to 2vnil itself of the :ssisWnce of the 

Trusteeship Csirr,cil, subject tc two excaptions: (,a) if such nssistcnce were 

excluded by the terms of the Tr"L&eeship Agreement md (b) if sucii assistance 

was not desirr;ble becr.il se of seczrirlti considerrtions. This folloIred from the 
:... -:, ._,. xzd-tory L,ZT:~ ill' ti-~ick 83 (j), znd WCS supported by the "travax 

>z-egz-:Xoires" of tm &n Frzncisco Conference. The fnct that z&uinistering 

srLt;ilorlti,es of 3trotegic ~-ens were given representation on the Trusteeship 

z:~Y.T~cI.~ also izdicrted tkt the Trusteeship Council kzd responsibilities in 

connection vith strategic wrens. He pointed out that dr:lft rules of 

procedure for t!le Trusteeship Council prepared by the Preporetory Commission 
'hai envisaged aztion by the Trusteeship Council although that Council had 

left its rules vague pending detetination of the views of the Secuzcity 

Council. 

The representative of Poland considered Article 83 (1) an exception to 

the genernl provision? with regcrd to tie trusteeship system snd St-ted that 

3-n obligation, if cny, of the Security Council to zvcil itself of t:le 

cssistznce of the Trusteeship Coluncil in performace of certain Factions 

en-urzerzted ir A-ticl2 83, pr.mg?zph 3, exists only if no security 
_ _. ._ consider-tions zre prejudiced. The knguunge used in the French text did not 

;p~elr 50 be z~dctory 2nd iAs "trzvzux prepnmtoires" were not conclusive. 
I--.;.: .:...-:... IX. f.ollovs fro12 Article 63, pzr-,= -arsph 3, r;h.zt security*coneiderztions within 

strztegic creo3 ore to be pzrzmount over rll other objectives of the 

Tr,ateeshiu sj-stem. The security Council should decide in etch cede 
r.rhether reco~ze to the Trllsteeshic Council's cssistnnce wfs con;ctible 
ait; sec5ritT requirerents. The Truszeeskip Council hcs no right to decide- 

~kei;'ier security implizztions "sist ix c certain mztter and, therefore, 

w3eti:er iz is zutiorized to :ct or not. :;t this stcg3 of its wsr’.: tile 
js c7g-y i ;,y Co.cr .- i 7 .A__ s’p.oa;c: .:cq&~e ~.JF d iascckte itself fron xhe Trua5eeship 

cmx.ii, 

.Tke regrssep-tzti-,-e 0: C1-.ir?rr. considered that the problems linked with the 
. &:iciiq-j of ti:s o_ucstior_rcira Were procedure1 ones 2nd would be inck~ded in 
ZL.2 xte~cq cr' questiozs r,rizl: rs~1-3 to ii!licl: _ the Becuritj- COLLX~~ should 
L3: tik: "y~g~,e.~si:igj Co~ecj,~~~ ;s,qigt-p.co, 

/The reprose;ltztive 
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?.xs rema3ect2tive of Belgium considered ti-ct. the Security Co~u~il~s 
-' ;;ll.> "" F*t 0 A._, derived from testicles a3 end 84 of the Chcrter, were bcsed on 
~~‘3i&3~-:ci.3Ils 3f 3acLrity. Article 83 expressed the general principle, while ' 
;~-->+;& <3 mesa '22 ,axception, entrusting the functions oi the United Nations ~: 
i;: y&;.y.$op* to strztagic areas to the Security Council without prejudice to i 
the Trustaesi2ip Council13 con?etecce. Article a3 (3) was iii his view 

xzxkt3r~ but ic zny ccse the techniccl nature of the problem required that i 
7 the sacurity CO-Z2ii ac t with the nssistnnce 0: the Trusteeship Council on all 1 

Fcliticzl, 3cc123mi2, social and educotionnl mztters in the strcta@c zreas. 

fly rapresentative of France considered that Article 83 (3) hzd 8 
‘22162Wr~ cil23?2CZ2r. $ 

'Fe :eFresentzttire 04 the United ISin&om agreed that Article 83 (3j mMe 'i 
j -" ,‘> .:i;::sry for the Security Council to 2wil itself of tI1e cssistance of f 

>: 
:>a 'Yruzsaashig Cour.cil, zAthough the Security Council hcd supreme cuthority $ 
;ricL rag~rd to security considerations. It rc,-:;n d to be determined to whnt "; 

artent t2e Security Coun'cil should decide to cs!c the Trusteeship Council for i 

assistance. He sag no vnlid reason why the Security Council should embark on :ij 
.;; 

fornillating questions on subjects common to 211 territories under the 
trusteeship system, those relating to Folitical, economic, social znd 

educntionali22tters. 

The representative of the Unitecl Stctes considered the Fowers of the 
Security Council under Arti& 83 (1) werk similar to the Fowers of the General$ 
Assetily Iunder >zticle 85 XXI that the assistmce by the Trusteeship Council *j 
to i$z Security Council unL,sr Article a3 (3) we8 siimi12r to its cssist2nce to J 
the %narzl &sembly under &%i-,le 85 (2). Under Article 83 (3), although the 1 

SEzC'Jrit-y C3'xi cil hzd falul.1 a-6 final respnsibility, the SecLirity Council wzs "J 
3 

sbligecl fo zsk the zssistz-~ 2 the Trusteeship Council in goliticnl, economiczi 
d 

ssr,;-i . arid educctioral z.i,ers. He considered thct it would be ?referLble for 0 -4 
5:?e 3emrity Council to give t'ne Trusteeship Council 2 aenercl authority 1 

5lib.ject tc the =ganerA sv.pervision o f the Security Council exercised 
'1 
", 

yariodiczily rlt%er i21z.n for the Securit-- Council to ~4 the assistance of the 1 
%-rustaesi5:, Council in a "piacemenl" zzznner in ezch segnrlte instance. The d 3 e 
TpJs*+aes>-$- -u Co~~cii zs batter qualified to derl with questions relcting to the i 

-.7 
Weliz-2 of tie kfcbit2nt3 of trust territories. The Trustaeship Council cou3.a 4 ,$ 
tI!;e -i3;f~2 with resrect to ouestionnnires similar to that which it took on $ 
3eil5.i 31 2nd under the authority of the Ganerzl ,ssembly. He ei$2.sizad thct 8 1 
~Ler ;?rrticLa 13 of zhe Trust tigreement 2nd Articl.e 83 of the Ch;rtar this -4 

.3 
;zes'Lio?nnoire is litited in scope to the Foliticzl., economic, socicl rind 

j 
4 

?L??CLti3i?2l A.xnce;rent of the iahcbit-nts of the Trust Territory anh thnt i 
the;-ar'ora the Unitad Ections ilad no nuthority to Lycluda questions with respect j 
zs Pnrtif'ic2tions rzd defenses fo-r military curgoses, or 22~ other question of g 

$5 
/a &lltary $f 
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:. 2211wry nl:';LL"s. .-.. Tk 'Irustee;hio Council should 2130 tcke 3pproprizt.3 

2c*jures 1-S t; Tetiticns :*nd visits. The Trusteeship Council should report 
33. "3.. "*".g.dye 2': to,>:< tc _ - _ -.,. I tl;e Securitjr Co~~~cil, which could take any decision 

it $.=-a& :6;-1;2b13 ~ "Y 
The rspreger;tz.tive OP Sy3: considered thet Article 83 (1) required the 

&cr;rity Coxxil to exercise 211 functions or" the Unitad Nctions relcting to 

9trc tegic zrecs . This ixluded everything pertaining to the trusteeship 

system concerning strztsgic xens, includin,e the questionnnire. 

The representative of Colombin stated th;lt tine Security COUnCil Was 

mainly ressonsibls in the mztter of strctegic areas but Article 8j (1) hed to 

be ir,tsqrezed in the 11&t of GFL~ '+-le 83 (3) poviding for the nssistmce of 

the Tr:;ste-s:-+ - Ccxacil. ‘--.--= There wts II certain p~rcllelism between the position 

of the Secxir;~ Csuricil concerning strategic areas and the situation OP tha 

Security Co~uncil concsrning non-strategic areas. 

TPe representative of Brazil thought that Article 83 (3) of the Chrrter 

zxde it mzndztory for the Security Council to avail itself of tke ~saistcmnce 

.of ths Trustaeship Council 5n the cased 2nd under the conditions therein 

m.entioned. He wzs in Pzvour of es&blishing provisions of n qgener31 

charncter not restricted in their spplicction to ths Japanese nandz.ted 

ISlan&S . 

The Tnsk of the Committee 

The Corxxittee found it necessary to consider whehter its terms of 

_ referexe required it to mice recommendations to the Security Council only in 

rektion to the szeciflc questlon of the Pacific IS~EII&J formerly under 

Jagctnese mcn6ata, or whether it was entitled to recommend procedures 

3pplicCule to strategic are23 genernlly. :.. 
Tk reFesentcti7e of Polend considered the Committee was concerned only 

With the Pacific Islands rgreement. 

The rs?resentztive ol Bekiwu Pelt that the Committee's mandate WCS - 
bEsic-llJ to find c solution to the specific npoblem mentioned in 
docmEnt S/59?. it might serarztely x&St the Security Council by proposing 

DOW LZS rektiona :?ith the , . Trusteeshic Cc-mcil should be regulated in .a ,. 
gener21 r.zxer. 

The ml;reser?tAtiv.vs of Chi:~ conside red thnt i?l principle it w.s better 
10 le$ai.:-;t 13~ z zlzss 2T.d ziot Por 2 rxticulnr ccse. 

T?P rs~rssezx~ivs or" tke iinioc of Soviet Socialist Republics su,-gested 

t?zt xi-.-- :::;t;sr sYeculd -I e ckriI'ied by t!le Security Council. But he ineisted 
Jugs2 22ce~';iz~ the Foilt oL" vie?7 t,h:t the prinCi@ matter for the Committee 
XX to cdc>t ihe ri+x basis ol rrcrii: f:~lla consistent with the Charter; namely, 

/thct 011 functions 



-” .- -11 r”.LL-c.iOr:y 09 L.... AI t?.e iiniced iktions ralz,tin.; ts 3trxQz zrac~ should be 
e;<cl‘ ;-;<,t bjr :;;*e &c*;r‘isg Csundil. I f  this right b~is of wcr!c was adopted, i 

iKl:L: 7.: : 33 i:.:~-.Jrk2r;t Vher;i:0r = to -i-ke recomndctions to tke SecuAty Council 

xl:,- 12 ncaYlGc;im Vi:.k the specific qua&ion of the Pacific I+nds formrly 

~x.ch-r Jz:z;rase --,?dzt3; 0.. -,- rhatiler t3 racomasd procedures zppliccble to 

3tr:~z:;ic wrens ger.arz1i.y. 
r7" -..e re;;'aoantrtive of the United Kimdon suggestad tkt c: clzcse tight ba 

;&dad zo J gener21 resolklon providin, n thnt it should apply only to 

"tmstse&.ip of the Pncific Islands fomerly urdar Japanese l-ndcte until such 

tics 2s zhe Security Comcil decided that it should extend to other stmtegic 

:recs zder trusteeship. The Ccmrittee itself should dwtida tka scope of its 

re-prt . The Security Camcil could axpress its views when it received the 
r ; ; ;> “ -u  l 

'Z:e repraseritr-tivs of ?cencs considezed thet, clthougb- ti-.e term of 
zeference of the Cotittee concerned the particular c-se of the Japsnase 

zcdcted islands, general rlules on ganersl prlnciplas should be laid down. 
It could then be determined whether there was 2 need for pcrticular rules 

concerning the Pacific Islends. &-I any case, it was utterly usaless at this 

stzge of the Comittea's work to envisage the dr cfting of e new questiomnirc. 

The representative of concurred in the views of the French 

repFesantotiv5. 

The Comkttee eventunlly decided to recommend to the Security Council the 
adoption of 3 resolution cppliccble to strategic mecs generally. 

The Committee also discussed whether it should racomcend to the Security 

Council tile adoption of c rasolution alone or rules of procedure alone, or 

‘OOt’?. A 
The reprasestztive of the United States comidared that rules of 

gmcvpckir3 wwre assentielbut not sufficient and that it would be prefer.cble 
+ <o ret-nest the :ssistznce of the Tmsteeship Co*mcil by r?oy of il resolution. 

.: 1. -: 
Pie ~2s supported by the representatives of Colombia snd TA-snce. 

T1-.e representntivs of Bela&u thou&t it batter to worlc out c draft 
resol:itian before astsblishing rules of procedure, which 3igk.t falce considersb 
t+yj* 

The Austrclicr. reuresestctiva mbtitted dro.fts of both 3 resolution 2nd 
3f rzles of Ijrosedwe. Ze considered that since under iirticla 83 (1) cl1 
p;;te~shlp fTrr*: ., 'ions of the United Nrtions relating to strcsegic ma33 were 
yrlzzce, ' j,j- -,he &?curi"uy L'ouncil, the Trusteeship Cou~i.1 ccnld not taka any 
Six-S ?ii7h:lt, 2 resolution of the Security Co,mcil. A- 

35 csPresant,tive ef the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics considered 
/t&t the Comittae 
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,,-,LrLaa si:z::LZ ndx ~reser,t z. resolutic:l 3UCi: 2'S the .i3trr:liiln 7 ~ ,..-, : I i. +....r :l:i‘ I)._-. ., 
\?lz..-'-L~ :7Jcz ?;he first tzsk of t,:e Committee should be io formul-re ?. questionnoiro -< 

Czr sl-.a strategic sre2s :mlar trnsteeship 2nd then to proceed to eatcblish 
1":;L25 ,Jf ..rsc=d;;l*y Ji‘ -,::e Securit;? Coirncil, bcsing tham on the pr,eviaion th-t 

,211 ?.txczi3cs sf the ikited ktions rekting to atrntegic zreoa a?.-11 be 

j:i~y~;& '-1 -J :>a Securi:; Co.acil. 

,?'::a represent2tive of Sari: uroFosed thct the Conmittee ex:Z.ze first the -- 
rules of procedure mnd then the resolution. 

Tka Committae dacided by 2 majority to discuss first o tini? rssolutisn 

for raconmendction to the Security Council. 

23x? 3esolution Y 

The msjoritg of t:he Codttcs scceptad ~9 basis for discussion 2 dr_r?ft 
~,l;sY-i<t& by t!:e Au3x-21;~n del.e&ion. Uritten mentiants to this draft were 

presented by the Bel$nn, United Kingdom 2nd Polish delagztions. ,The 

r~~J.=sapA---+,ivc3 _ of the Union of soviet Socialist Republics proposed to reject 

t:le riilola Au&r-X.3 dr-ft resolution 2s contrary to the provisions of the 

Chzrtar ma ce dming to diminish the rola of the Security Council in the 

iElttt?3? Of its only competence snd proposed to be&n with formul&ing the 

questionnnire. 

The text of the &-oft resolution, 3s finally agreed by the Ejority of 

the Committee is given below. 

P=-,nrnph 1 follows the Australia draft resolution with amendments 
. 

suggested by the United atotes representctive during discussion. It WE3 

decided to include in this poragaph the stateman t that the Trusteeship Council 

is nutkorized (under the conditions specified) to act in zccordonce with its 

ova gmcedures when performing functions on beh;llf of the Security Council. 
._ .: ._ This permitted the deletion of p~ragroph 2 of the kastr~1io.n drnft resolution 

z:?ich dl yr cvldad thrt the Trusteeshio Csuncilbe mthoorized to zct under its 
;3Tvl- r=fli S 1 . 

T3.s pr.rzgrzph was opPosea by the Soviet ZX-I~ Polish represent-tives. 

?a represantntive of ti:e Union of Soviet Socinlist Republics St-tad that 

tkers WCS I?O valid reason to separate completely security mottars .?com social, 

SCCIVLX 3r ~0iitiC.l CReS. in r-a-lity, they were intimately contacted with 
SOck.1, ecorozic cr?d ycliLuic-l aes . The Security Council hnd often ex.?mi,ned 
CXTOr.3Ziic xx?. sock1 quastiors i2 connection with politiccl n&tars, The 
.&C';l^itj- (Jy~---il ?A~3 j-3-a ::oirar ::.nd ri,&t to Cpply even economic szncticns if it 
is ~tces3x-y. These .~;sgti~-r r-.~ t:ken together constituted security problems 
";lliw-, *,;i:i:::. the CGSgete?_ce Of the &curity Co,mcil. Ee sddad ~2130 thct the 
reel -lexin.; ;r' this y::rqf2$ wit; to lir3.t the lu.t-..ctions of the jecurity 
Colxcil ir. ;:;a ;:.tcay of its 3fi jurisdict:en :cd to trmsfer these fun-tions 
GO xs-,l;er Zr;'::. 3f ti:e zLi.liked ET?ticns. 

/T!le lolish 
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-l'.p 
-  __- 'olish representztiva stated that 2s it follows from the provisions -- : 

3 2‘ .‘.rrl:la 6' >, ~2r2gr-.ph 1 ("all functions") &tick 83, pnr3graph 3, 
(  !"7~~~~;.~~~, ~L%jLidiCe to security considsr3tions"), and &FCicle @, .: ; 

1. rk2 t:le Security Council must exercise itself f,unctions relating Ti 
:; miilitzry, strztegis and security matters, rind that such matters cornet ,z; 4 
be entrusted to the Trusteeship Council; $ 

<$ 
2. thwt the Bacurity Council and only the Security Council is authorizedidd : ';$$ 
to decid.3 whether security implications exist in n certain function or ,$ q 
"3t; I ". 

3, that the Trusteeship Council ha 

kpiications sxist in 2 certcin matter. 
-L>s:t 
!+ , WClaSZiS transfer of authority in political, aconomic, SO 
t~~~z~ation~lmstters in the strategic z.rea to the Trusteeship Council is 

izahissibie bacause the las 
int3r-connected with military, strategic end security matters. The 

Set,urity Council has to examine in each case whether the given matter ha 

some security and military implications or not, and to entrust to the, 
Trusteeship Council such a matter only after having found that no se 
implications exist in it. 

%rz?raph 2 follows paragrkph 3 of the Australian draft resplut 
incorporates n suggestion made by the Chinese delegation that a co 
questionnaire be sent by the Trusteeship Council to the security C 

month before forwarding it.to the administering authority. The~~@3 
delegate %ithdrew his amendment. The represensstives of Coiombfa .3.n$- 
suggested that the questicnnaire should be formu@ted by a jotit 
from t'k Gctzity end Trusteeship Councils. A resolution to give 
that suggestion ??os withdrawn. 

This paragraph was opposed by the Soviet and Polish represen 
The Soviet representative stated that paragraph 2 would give the 

Trzsteeship Council power to formulate the questionnaire end that the 
Ccuncil 27ould kve nothing to do in that respect. Article 88 of the 
ent-rust& tn3 Trusteeship Council 
conce;-ning trust territories within the competence of the General Ass 

%72s tkere?ore clear that giving full right to the Trusteeship Council to 
3stZbllsi: z G-uestionncire concerning strategic area3 was contrary to 
. . coreover, the questionzire established by the Trusteeship Council could not 
i~ci-%k questions relating to security mztters since the Trustees 
sot combatant in that domain. Consequently, there would bc no ai 
betVeeri etrztegic 2nd non-strcteg 



5 12 ~3 dxerciae if3 hncticns 719-z- 71s Strategic oreas because tiieir 

apci:fc n:rne would 20% be token into account ztS the Securitjr Council till 

je ~~rzc$Lc~lly ignored in this mtter. 
T::e Polish representcti're stated thct the queationmire establishad by 

ti-e Tru3tesship Council A for its own needs km not suitable for 3trzl;egi.c areas. 

.< questicmAre reksing to noz-strategic ?rei;s could not be sent ~echonically 
to the r?&&xistering mthorizy of c strategic ore3 since the subject matter 

wcs entirsly different. It WCS up to the Security Council to ado@ the 

existing que3tionnsire to the requirements of strategic areas under 

trusteeship. 
Psrzgrcrrl? 3 follows the text of on mendment subnitted by the 

iJEite& Iti$mz delsgrte to pErzr?zph 4 of the .kstmlim drnft. The amen&rent 
_::.. : . . . . 

provided tkt copies of t. be report and petition3 should be sent to the 

Trusteeship Council ct the 9o.m time QS to the Security Council so that the 
work ZI the Trusteeship Council could proceed without delay. 

The representative of th8 Union of Soviet Sociost-Republics vcs ngsinst 

the zcceptmce of this porzgraph for the reasons mentioned by bin during the 

discussion of general principles ma p;lrtly for some of the reasons mentioned 
ti his objection3 against the mzeptance of pnmgrophs 1 and 2 (see above). 

The Polish representative pointed out that porngraph 3 (paragraph 4 of 

the ~str~lian draft resolution) tried to entrust to the Trusteeship Council 
even krger powers thm the Trusteeship Council itself considered in 
Rules 76, 8j and 88 as be3Ln&.within its own competence ("except...,.to petitions 
Pelzttig to 1 strategic &es"). 

P--rcma-oh 4 follows paragraph 5 of the &stralisn drnft witin on addition 
proposed by its origin-1 mver specifying the mctters on which the Trusteeship 

Co-mail zrQ&t be requested to submit its report end recopnmkktions to the 
Sscarity Council. 

The reprsseritative of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics l?as against - -- 
the zzsptmce of tlfis pzmgrz.ph for the remans mentioned by hin during the 

discussion of general principles and partly for some of the reasons mentioned 
in l&is objections agzizst the moeptznce of par-graphs 1 and 2 (see nbovej. 

Lz!f%kents were proposed by the representctive of Poland to etch 
pzrs,~zph of tiie &.mtrzlion draft resolution. These mendments Were supported 
bg the representativs Of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, but were not 
'xceptable by the Tsjo-rity of the Coattee. (mnex 1) 
Recozendztion of the Comttee 

The WjOrity Of the cztittee reCOrZlendS* to the jecurity Co~.cil the 
-Wi?tion oi the follo>rins resolution: 

s T!le re~eSsntctiVes oI' Polmd 2nd the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 

o~yaei: t:.is recxxzmxktluz ~nc? the representative of Colombia end of 
.;j-L-i= zbeicined. 

/Gma 



:,!r*;& ,zticle sj (3) of the Charter grovihes th::t 
t,rq- id? 3Zf.XREY COUWIL shall, subject to the Irovi3ion of the 

ii3St,?e3hit ,zgreelaents and without prejudice to security considerations, 

z-.-:11 itsaX of the assistance of the Trusteeship Council to perform 

wcse Aunctions of the United Nations under the trusteeship system 

iTlCti.ilg to ~oliticol, economic, social and educational mci2ers in the 
&p~;eg;lc areas" 

THiC SZ:cLmITY COUNCIL 
I=rzSGI?ES: 

1. That the Trusteeship Council be requested, subject to the 
provisions of trusteeship ogeements or rnrts thereof in respect of 
strategic nres, and subject to the decisions of the Security Council 
2x29 &g+ng regard to security considerations from time to time, to 
perform in accordance with its own procedures, on hehalf of the 

Security Council the functions specified in Articles 87 and 88 of the 
Ckrtar relating to the political, econonic, social and educational 
advancenent of the Ltiobitants of such stmtegic mess. 

2. That the Trusteeship Council be requested to send to the 
Security Council, one monthbefore forwarding to the administering 
authority, a copy of the questionnaire formulated in accordance with 
Article 88 of the Charter and any amendments to such questionnaire 
uhich may be nzde from time to time by the Trusteeship Council. 

3. That the Secretary-Generalbe requested to advise the Security 

Co-u.ucil of 3ll reports and r;etitions received from or relating to 
Etrategic zrezs under trusteeship, and to send copies thereof, as soon 
2s Fossible after receipt, to the Trusteeship Council for 

exmiaation end report to the Security Coumil. 
L ,a That the Trusteeship Council be requested to subtit to the 
Sacurity Council its resorts and recommendations on political, 
economic rind educational mtters xffecting strategic nrecs under 
trusteeship. 
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*Dr?t 3esolution Proposed by the Delegate for Poland for 

Becommendation to the Security Council 

Taking into ccnsideerztion the entry into force of the Trusteeship 

A.zreement for the Pscific Islands on 18 *Juulx 1947, the Security Council decides: 

1. ?irsu:nt to Article 83 (;) cf the Charter, to exercise 311 functions 

0: ths :kikd lkLtifons relnting to strategic nrec.3 under trusteeship; end 

2. to -v-i1 itself of the assistance of the Trusteeship Council in the 

;eri'ormsce of its functions under the Trusteeship System relating to 
political, economic, social and educational matters in the strategic 

orecs, subject to the provisions of the above-mentioned Trusteeship 
Agreement and without prejudice to security considerations after having 

excmined in each case separctely the circumstances of the taslc to be 

performed; 

3. to instruct the Committee of Experts to prepare within three weeks 
for the n~mov~l of the seCU32ity Council a draft questionnaire provided for --. 
by hrticle 88 of the Ckrtcr, adapted to the conditions and needs of 
strategic areas under trusteeship; 
Ir . . t.o request the Secretory-General to submit to the Security Council 
zll petitions received from or relating to strategic areas under 

trwteeship for excmination by the Security Council itself, or through the 
TLruateeship Council, cs the case may be; 
5, j3 govide for periodic visits to the strategic areas under 
trusteeship end to perform them either itself or through the Trusteeship 
Council cs the case may be. 

* This pro;cszl was submitted to and diacu-osed by the Comnittee in the form 
of mxbents to the kz4trr31icn. draft. As tne Australian draft is not 

-.“. 

included in this report the Fnlish ,omendments are annexed as ? separate 
p0~0301. The representative of the linicn of soviet Socinlist Republics 
sqzrted this proposcl with 
p:&Sr:ghs 

two dmfting additions tothe'h end fifth 
, nluely, he proposed to odd ct the end of these two Pzrcgraphs 

t:le foll0w:r.g phrase: " .,...in cccordsnce with the provisions of 
pcrcCr+ 2 --have , " I;- "., . 


