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If that amendment were accepted, the Liberian
delegation would vote in favour of the resolution.
If not, it could not be a party to a decision con
trary to all the assurances which had been given.
Liberia, as an African country, could not support
a plan which threatened the peoples of Africa
with permanent subjugation. Although Liberia
was a small nation without the power to right
such injustices, it had sufficient faith and courage
to state that the draft resolution was unjust, that
it violated the fundamental principles of the Char
ter, the 1110St elementary hun1an rights enunciated
in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights 
in short, all the laws of reason.

If the amendment were rejected, the Liberian
<1elegation would cast its vote against the draft
resolution.

The meeting rose at 6.50 p.m.

T1VO HUNDRED AND EIGHTEENTH
PLENARY MEETING

Held at Flushing Meadow, New Yorl~,

on Tuesday, 17 May 1949, at 8.30 p.m.
President: M. H. V. EVATT (Australie).

177. Question of the disposal of the
former Italian colonies (contin.
ued)

REPORT OF THE FIRST COMMITTi;:E (A/873);
DRAFT RESOLUTION SUBMITTED BY IRAQ
(A/87S); PROPOSALS SUBMITTED BY THE
UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REpUBLICS
(A/881); TELEGRAM ADDRESSED BY HIS IM
PERIAL MAJESTY THE EMPEROR OF ETHIOPIA TO
THE SECRETARY-GENERAL (A/882) ; MEMORAN
DUM ON LIBYA BY THE DELEGATION OF THE NA
TIONAL COUNCIL FOR THE LIBERATION OF
LIBYA, CIRCULATED AT THE REQUEST OF THE
DELEGATION OF IRAQ (A/884); AMENDMENTS
TO THE DRAFT RESOLUTION OF THE FIRST COM
MITTEE PROPOSED BY EGYPT (A/88S) AND
LIBERIA (A/886); AMENDMENT TO THE LI
BERIAN AMENDMENT PROPOSED BY ARGENTINA,
BRAZIL AND PERU (A/891); DRAFT RESOLU
TION SUBMITTED BY PAKISTAN (A/889).

FAWZI Bey (Egypt) stated that the subject
under consideration was of particular importance
to his country, not only because of Egypt's politi
cal outlook on the matter, btlt also because of
its geographical position. Beyond its south-eastern
frontiers lay Eritrea and Somaliland, and it was
bounded on the west by Libya. It wished to be
surrounded by happy, prosperous, free people,
not by unhappy and oppressed peoples.

The United Nations had not previously dealt
with a question of such magnitude as the disposal
of the fonner Italian colonies. If it were to act
fairly, it must act in the light of the principles
of the Charter and of the Universal Declaration
of Human Rights. Among other things, it must
ascertain whether its decision was, in the words
of Article 76, sub-paragraph b of the Charter,
in accordance with "the freely expressed wishes
of the peoples concerned".

Turning to the proposals and amendments sub
mitted to the Assembly, Fawzi Bey recalled that

Si cet amendement est adopte, la delegation
du Liberia votera en faveur de la resolution. Autre
ment elle ne saurait s'associer a une decision qui
va a l'encontre de toutes les assurances donnees.
Le Liberia, en tant que pays africain, ne saurait ap
puyer un pro j et qui menace les peuples de l'Afri
que d'un regime perpetuel d'asservissement. Bien
que le Liberia soit une petite nation qui ne possede
pas le pouvoir de redresser de pareilles injustices,
il a neanmoins assez de conviction et de courage
pour proc1amer que ce projet de resolution est
injuste, qu'il viole les principes fondamentaux:
de la Charte, les droits les plus elementaires de
l'homme enon'ces dans la Declaration universelle
des droits de l'homme, en bref, toutes les lois
de la raison.

M. Cooper termine en disant que si l'amende
ment est rejete, sa delegation votera contre le
projet de resolution.

La seance est levee a 18 h. 50.

DEUX CENT DIX·HUITIEME SEANCE
PLENIERE

Tenue aFlt£shing Meadow, New York,
le mardi 17 mai 1949, a20 h. 30.

President: M. H. V. EVATT (Australie).

I 77. Question dl1 sort de8 anciennes
colonies italiennes (suite)

RAPPORT DE LA PREMIERE COMMISSION (A/873) ;
PRO JET DE RESOLUTION SOUMIS PAR L'IRAK
A/87S); PROPOSITIONS PRESENTEES PAR
L'UNION DES REPUBLIQUES SOCIALISTES SOVIE
TIQUES (A/881); TELEGRAMME ADRESSE PAR
SA MAJESTE IMPERIALE L'EMPEREUR D'ETHIO
PIE AU SECRETAIRE GENERAL (A/882); MEMO
RANDUM SUR LA LIBYE PRESENT]; PAR LA DELE
GATION DU CONSEIL NATIONAL POUR LA LIRE
RATION DE LA LIBYE, DISTRIBUE SUR LA DE
MANDE DE LA DELEGATION DE L'IRAK (A/884) ;
AMENDEMENTS AU PROJET DE RESOLUTION DE
LA PREMIERE COMMISSION PROPOSES PAR
L'EGYPTE (A/885) ET LE LIBERIA (Aj886);
AMENPEMENT A L'AMENDEMENT DU LIBERIA
PROPOSE PAR L'ARGENTINE, LE BRESIL ET LE
PEROU (A/891); PROJET DE RESOLUTION DU
PAKISTAN (Aj889).
FAWZI Bey (Egypte) declare que cette question

est d'une importance primordiale pour son pays,
non seulement en raison de la position politique
de I'Egypte a cet egard, mais egalement en raison
de sa position geographique. Alt-deIa de ses fron
tieres du sud-est se trouvent I'Erythree et la
Somalie; e1les est bordee a I'ouest par la Libye.
L'Egypte souhaite etre entouree par des peuples
heureux, prosperes et libres et non par des popu
lations malheureuses et opprimees.

L'Organisation des Nations Unies n'a pas encore
traite de question aussi importante que celle du
sort des anciennes colonies italiennes. Si e1le veut
agir avec justice, elle doit suivre les principes de
la Charte' et de la Declaration universelle des
droits de l'homme. Elle doit, entre autres, etre
certaine que sa decision sera conforme, selon les
termes de l'alinea b de l'Article 76 de la Charte,
aux "aspirations librement exprimees des popu
lations interessees".

A propos des propositions et amendements pre
sentes a l'Assemblee, le representant de llEgypte
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under the joint amendment of Argentina, Brazil
and Peru (A/891) to the Liberian amendment
(217th meeting), the proposed trusteeship of
Somaliland would extend over a period of twenty
five years instead of fifteen. He pointed out that
since the period was renewable, trusteeship might
last for half a century or even a century.

In regard to the draft resolution of Pakistan
(A/889), the representative of Egypt stated that
his delegation was not in favour of rushing into
an unwise and unjust solution of the problem.
The only reasonable courSe for the Assembly to
follow was to wait until a solution could be found
which was in conformity with the spirit of the
Charter.

He unhesitatingly supported the amendment of
the Iraqi delegation (A/875), if for no other
reason than that it spoke of the independence of
people who were quite ready for independence.

He explained that the Egyptian amendment
(A/885) was designed to realize the true ob
jectives of the Trusteeship System. It proposed
the substitution of a collective trusteeship for the
individual trusteeship and partition provided for
in the draft resolution of the First Committee. It
would thus safeguard the unity of Libya and
hasten the progress of the former Italian colonies
towards complete independence. The Egyptian
amendment took into consideration the desires of
the populations of the colonies concerned, who
were determined to oppose the restoration of
Italian administration in any form. It was in
harmony with the provisions of the peace treaty
with Italy, as well as with those of the United
Nations Charter.

In regard to Eritrea, Egypt had supported the
draft resolution recommended by Sub-Committee
15 (A/C.l/466). The Egyptian delegation had
already explained why the solution proposed
therein was justified, in that it took account of the
wishes and the political, social and economic
interests of the peoples of that territory.

It was obvious that the words "in co-operation ...
with the States involved where boundaries are
concerned", which appeared in paragraph 4 of
the draft resolution of the First Committee, were
intended to empower the organs provided for in
that draft to examine claims relating to the ad
justment of frontiers between the former Italian
colonies and adjacent States. In view of that fact,
the Egyptian Government had instructed its
representative to state before the General Assembly
that it would co-operate with those organs as far
as the boundaries of Egypt were concerned. That
was why the Egyptian amendment did not include
any provisions concerning Egypt's claims in re
gard to the adjustment of its western frontier.

The peace treaty with Italy provided that, in
the event of non-agreement between the four
Powers on the disposal of the former Italian
colonies, the General Assembly should decide the
matter. It was therefore the duty of the United
Nations to discharge that responsibility with
honour and justice and in accordance with the
principles of the Charter.

In the First Committee, Egypt's position had
been c1ear1:y defined.1 It had advocated independ
ence for Ll.b~a. The people. of Libya were ready
for, and wl11mg to assume, independence. In ac-

1 See Official Records of the third session of the Gen
eral Assembly, Part II, First Committee, 270th meeting.

rappelle l'amendement commun de l'Argentine, du
Bresil et du Perou (A/891) a l'amendement du
Liberia (217.eme seance), qui propose de porter
de quinze a vingt-cinq ans la periode pendant la
queUe la Somalie serait placee sous tuteUe. IL fait
ressortir que, etant donne la possibilite de prolon
gation, la tutelle pourrait durer un demi-siecle ou
meme un siec1e.

En ce qui concerne le projet de resolution du
Pakistan (A/889), Fawzi Bey declare que la
delegation egyptienne n'est pas d'avis de se hater
et d'accepter une solution injuste et peu sage. La
seule voie raisonnable qui s'ouvre a l'Assemblee
est d'attendre jusqu'a que soit trouvee une solution
s'inspirant de l'esprit de la Charte.

11 appuie sans hesitation l'amendement presente
par la deltSgation de l'Irak (A/875) pour la seuLe
raison que cet amendement demande l'indepen
dance d'un peuple qui est mur pour l'independance.

11 explique que l'amendement egyptien (A/885)
a ete conc;u aux fins d'atteindre les objectifs reels
du regime de tutelle. 11 propose de substituer un
regime collectif de tutelle au regime individuel et
au partage preconise dans le projet de resolution
de la Premiere Commission. De cette maniere,
l'on sauvegarderait l'unite de la Libye et l'on
ferait progresser les anciennes colonies italiennes
vel'S l'independance complete. L'amendemellt
egyptien tient compte des aspirations des poputa
tions de ces colonies qui sont d6cidees a s'opposer
au retour d'une administration italienne, sous
quelque forme que ce soit. 11 est en harmonie avec
les dispositions du traite de paix avec l'Italie ainsi
qu'avec les dispositions de la Charte des Nations
Unies.

En ce qui concerne l'Erythree, l'Egypte a appuye
le projet de resolution recommande par la Sous
Commission 15 (A/C.1/466). La delegation egyp
tienne a 1110ntre que la solution envisagee dans ce
document etait juste, parce qu'elle tenait compte
des populations de ces territoires et de leurs inte
rets politiques, economiques et sociaux.

11 est evident que, au paragraphe 4 du projet
de resolution presente par la Premiere Commis
sion, les mot "de concert . . . avec les Etats en
cause lorsqu'il s'agit de frontieres" doivent etre
interpretes comme donnant pouvoir, aux organes
dont cette resolution prevoit la creation, d'etl1dier
les revendications relatives aux rectifications des
frontieres entre les anciennes colonies italiennes
et les Etats voisins. Aussi, le Gouvemement egyp
tien a-t-il charge son representant de declarer a
l'Assemblee generale qu'il collaborera avec ces
~rganes et; ce qui concerne les frontieres egyp
tJennes. L amendement de l'Egypte ne contient
done aucune disposition traitant des revendica
tions egyptiennes relatives a l'ajustement de sa
frontiere ouest.

Le traite de paix avec l'Italie stipule qu'au cas
ou les ql1atre Puissances ne parvienc1raient pas a
un accord sur la question du sort des anciennes
colonies italiennes, l'Assemblee generale prendrait
une decision cl. ce sujet. Par consequent, c'est 1'01'
ganisation des Nations Unies qui doit s'acquitter
de cette obligation, avec honneur et justice, confor
mement aux principes de la Charte.

La position de l'Egypte a ete c1airement definie
a la Premiere Commission1. Elle s'est fait le de
fense.ur de l'independance de la Libye. Le peuple
de Llbye est mur pour l'independance et la desire.

1 Voir les Documetlts officiels de la troisieme session
de I'Assemblee genei'ale dett.-rleme partie Premiere Com-
mission, 270eme seance: '
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cm-dance with the principle of self-determination
set forth in the United Nations Charter and in
the Atlantic Charter, Libya should be granted in
dependence. Before, its annexation by Italy in
1911, it had been, as part of the Ottoman Empire,
autonomous. Its administration had been carried
on by national councils composed of competent
Libyans. Its role in the Second World War, in
which 14,000 Libyans had fought on the side of
the Allies, was another argument in favour of its
being granted independence.

The Egyptian delegation had also advocated
the unity of Libya. At a time when every effort
was being made to achieve co-operation among
nations, it was inconceivable that a nation which
had been united for centuries should be artificially
partitioned. Libya's unity was based on ethno
logical, historical, geographical, economic and re
ligious factors, and must be respected if the Gen
eral Assembly were to act in conformity with the
true interests and wishes of the people concerned.
When the Egyptian delegation had realized, how
ever, that a considerable number of the members
of the General Assembly thought that Libya was
in need of a further period of preparation for
independence, it had co-operated in seeking a
solution of the problem and had proposed that
Libya should be granted independence after a
period of administration under the collective
trusteeship of five Powers. Such a solution would
postpone independence, but would preserve the
unity of the country.

The draft resolution of the First Committee
stipulated that Somaliland should be placed under
an international trusteeship, with Italy as the
Administering Authority, and that Libya should
be divided into three parts, with the United
Kingdom as the Administering Authority of
Cyr.enaica, France of the Fezzan, and Italy of
Tripo1itania by the end of 1951. Although the
draft resolution stated that such a partition was
to be "without prejudice" to the principle of unity,
it was obvious that ten years of foreign rule by
three separate colonial Powers, with different
languages and different civil administrative sys
tems, would automatically disrupt that unity. A
glance at the existing military administration of
the United Kingdom in Tripolitania and Cyrenaica
would show that it had already impaired the unity
of those provinces. They had different monetary
and legal systems, and distinct frontiers through
which Libyans could not pass without a laissez
passer. Unity under such conditions was impos
sible. The fears of the people concerned would
not be allayed by the use in the resolution of the
phrase "without prejudice" or by mention of
supervision by the Trusteeship Council, for such
supervision could not be effective when three
different Powers were entrenched in different
parts of a country as small as Libya.

All the members of the General Assembly
agreed that the solution of the problem must be in
accordance with three principles, namely, the
wishes of the people concerned, the terms of the
Charter and the maintenance of the prestige and
authority of the United Nations. It should be
asked whether the draft resolution under con
sideration was in accordance with the wishes of
the people, and whether the General Assembly
knew the expressed wishes of the people. In the
reports concerning the disposal of the former
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En'vertu du principe du droit des peuples de
disposer d'eux-memes, qui figure dans la Charte
des Nations Unies et dans la Charte de l'Atlan
tique, la Libye doit obtenir son independance.
Avant son annexion par l'Italie en 1911, la Libye,
en tant que partie de l'Empire ottoman, a ete
autonome. L'administration etait exercee par des
conseils nationaux composes de Libyens compe
tents. Un autre argument en faveur de l'indepen
dance de la Libye est celui du role joue par ce pays
dans la deuxieme guerre mondiale, au cours de
laquelle 14.000 Libyens ont lutte aux cotes des
Allies.

La delegation egyptienne s'est egalement pro
noncee en faveur de l'unite de la Libye. Au moment
Oll l'on s'efforce de parvenir a une plus grande
cooperation entre les nations, il est inconcevable
de vouloir partager artificiellement une nation qni
a ete unie pendant des siec1es. L'unite de la Libye
est fondee sur des facteurs religieux, economiques,
geographiques, historiques et ethniques et doit
etre respectee si l'Assemblee generale entend agir
cOllformement aUX interets reels et aux aspirations
du peuple en question. Mais, lorsqu'il est devenu
evident que la majorite des membres de l'Assem
bU~e pensait que la Libye avait encore besoin d'une
certaine periode de preparation avant d'obtenir
l'independance, la delegation egyptienne a colla
bore a la recherche d'une solution a ce probleme j
elle a 'propose que la Libye obtienne son indepen
dance apres une periode de tutelle collective de
cinq Puissances. Cette solution differerait l'inde
pendance de la Libye ll1ais assurerait le maintien
de l'unite du pays.

Le projet de resolution de la Premiere Commis
sion recol11mande que la Somalie soit placee sous
le regime international de tutelle, l'Italie etant
l'Autorite charge de l'administratioll, et que la
Libye soit divisee en trois parties, le Royaume-Uni
devenant l'Autorite chargee de l'administration de
la Cyrenatque, et la France du Fezzan j l'Italie
assumerait avant la fin de 1951 l'administration
de la tutelle en Tripolitaine. Bien que ce projet de
resolution precise que ce partage doit s'effectuer
"sans prejUdice" du principe d'unite, il est evi
dent que dix ans d'administration etangere assuree
par trois Puissances colouiales differentes, ayant
chacune leur langue et leur regime administratif
propres, rompront automatiquement cette unite.
Un simple coup d'ceil suffit pour 1l1ontrer que l'ad
ministration militaire actuelle du Royaume-Uni en
Tripolitaine et en Cyrenai'que a deja compromis
l'unite des ces provinces. EI1es ont une legislation
et un systeme monetaire differents et des frontieres
que les Libyens ne peuvent traverser sans laissez
passer. Dam de telles conditions, l'unite est im
possible. Ce n'est ni l'emploi dans la resolution des
mots "sans prejudice" ni la reference au contrale
du Conseil de tutelle qui dissiperont les craintes
des populations interessees; en effet un controle ne
pent etre efficace lorsque trois Puissances diffe
rentes ont pris pied dans les diverses regions d'un
pays aussi peu etendu que la Libye.

Tous les Membres de l'Assemblee generale
estiment que le probleme doit etre resolu en tenant
compte des trois principes suivants: le respect des
aspirations des populations interessees, l'observa
tioll des dispositions de la Charte et le maintien du
prestige et de l'autorite de l'Organisation des Na
tions Unies. On demandera peut-etre si le projet
de resolution en discussion est coufonne aux aspi
rations des populations interessees et si l'Assem
blee generale connait ces aspirations. Dans les rap
ports ayant trait au sort des anciennes colonies
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Italian colonies, there was no indication that the
wishes of the peoples concerned had been freely
expressed, as stipulated in Article 76, sub-para
graph b of the Charter. On the contrary, the
members of the Assembly were aware that those
wishes, despite all that had been suppressed or
omitted, and despite the scanty means of ex~res

sion available to those peoples, were defimtely
against the system proposed in the dra!t resolu
tion. There was no doubt that Somabland and
Libya did not want the return of Italian rule.
They recalled the bitter experience of injustices
and despotism of Italian rule, even before the
fascist era. The United Nations could deprive
those people of independence, partition their
country, and, if necessary, suppress. th~m. But
that would not strengthen the OrgamzatlOn.

Fawzi Bey read a cable which his delegation
had just received fro111 the notables of Tripolitania,
saying that the Tripolitanian people repudiated
with disgust the Bevin-Sforza agreement, that
they would oppose its fulfi.lment with all their
resources and even with their blood, and that
they urged the Egyptian delegation to make every
effort to defeat the agreement and save them
from Italian trusteeship.

Violent demonstrations had taken place through
out Tripolitania when news of the proposal before
the Assembly had reached the country. Such i!1
cidents were regrettable, but the people concerned
had fought in co-operation with the armies of the
very country which was sponsoring the draft
resolution under consideration. They had, in
particular, helped the British to drive the arn1ies
of Italy from their land, and yet the United
Kingdom delegation, as sponsor of the draft reso
lution, wished to place under Italian tnlsteeship
the very people who had been freed from Italian
rule. The representative of the United Kingdom
had attempted to justify (217th meeting) the
famous Bevin-Sforza agreement and some of its
implications, but there was no doubt that the con
clusion of such agreements was a circumvention
of the United Nations. Such a procedure would
not maintain the authority, prestige and proper
functioning of that Organization.

A comparison of the terms of that agreement
and of the draft resolution submitted by the First
Committee would show that the latter should be
stamped "Made in England" or "Made by Bevin
Sforza".

The people of Libya were not the only ones
who resented the return of Italian rule. Riots
had broken out among the Somalis when they had
heard of the possibility of the return of Italy to
their country. The following was a quotation
fr0111 a cable just received from Somaliland:

"The unfortunate decision of the Sub-Committee
Y"a.s base~ excl~lsively on political and imperial
lStiC conslderatlOns framed outside the United
Nati0t1:s. In fact, the whole debate of the Sub
C0111nllttee was based on the discussion in White
hall between Count Sforza and Mr. Bevin".

. Such indications showed that the draft resolu
tion was not based on the freely expressed wishes
of the peoples concerned.
. The draft resolution disregarded another prin

clple of the Charter, enunciated in the Preamble,

italiennes rien n'indique que les aspirations des
populatio;1s aient ete exprimees librement, comme
le prescrit l'alinea b de l'Article, 76 de la, Ch~rt~.
Au contraire les Membres de 1Assemblee gene-, , ~ ~, , .,
rale savent que, malgre tout ce qtll a ete suppn!11e
ou o111is, malgre le pet~ de .n;oyens d'expres~lOn
que l'on a mis a leur dlsposltlon, ces populatlOns
sont nettement opposees au systeme preconise.dans
le projet de resolution. 11 n'y a pas le 1110mdre
doute que la Somalie et la Libye ne veulent pas
voir retablir l'administration italienne. Elles se
rappellent avec amertume, l~s inj,nst!ces ~t les actes
de despotisme dont le rc;gu?e ltahen s est r.endu
coupable, meme avant .1 avener:tent d~ fa~clsme.
L'Organisation des. NatlOns U 111~S e,st a meme de
priver ces populatlOns de leur l11dependance, de
demembrer et meme de rayer de la carte leur pays.
Mais ce n'est certes pas en agissant ainsi qu'elle
affermirait son autorite.

Fawzi Bey donne lecture d'un d.blogramme que
sa delegation vient de recevoir des notables de la
Tripolitaine; d'apres cette communication, la po~

pulation ele la Tripolitaine rejette avec degout
1'accord Bevin-Sforza et est decidee a s'opposer
a sa mise en ceuvre par tous les moyens dont eUe
dispose et meme au prix de son sang; elle supplie
la delegation de 1'Egypte de n'epargner aucun
effort pour faire echec a cet accord et pour la
sauver de la tutelle italienne.

De violentes manifestations ont eu lieu clans
toute la Tripolitaine ala nouveUe de la proposition
dont l'Assemblee est saisie. De tels incidents sont
tout a fait regrettables 111ais, il ne faut pas l'oublier,
les populations interessees se sont battues aux
cotes des armees du pays meme qui a soumis le
projet de resolution a l'examen. Elles ant notam
ment aide les Britanniques a chasser de leur pays
les ar111ees italiennes; c'est pourtant la delegation
du Royau111e-Uni, dont emane le projet de resolu
tion dont il s'agit, qui tend a placer sous la tutelle
ele l'Italie les populations qui precisement onto ete
liberees de l'administration italienne. Le represen
tant du Royaume-Uni s'est efforce (2l7eme
seance) de justifi.er le fameux accord Bevin-Sforza
et certaines de ses consequences implicites, mais
il n'est pas douteux qu'en concluant des accords de
la sorte, l'on ignore l'autorite de l'Organisation des
Nations Unies. Ce n'est pas en procedant ainsi
que 1'on arrivera agarantir l'autorite et le prestige
de l'Organisation ou a assurer sa bonne marche.

En comparant la teneur de cet accord avec celle
du projet de resolution soumis par la Premiere
Commission, on verra que cette derniere devrait
porter la marque Made in England 011 "Fabriquee
par Bevin-Sforza".

La population de la Libye n'est pas la seule a
laquelle le retour de l'administration italienne
repugne. Des emeutes se sont produites panni les
Somalis lorsqu'ils ont entendu parler de la possi
bilite du retour ele l'Italie dans leur pays. Void
un extrait d'un d.blogram111e qui vient d'etre rec;u
de la Somalie:

"La decision malheureuse de la Sous-Commis
sion est fondee uniquement sur des considerations
d'ordre politique et imperialiste, formulees en
dehors de l'Organisation des Nations Unies. En
fait, tout le debat de la Sous-Commission a He
base sur la discussion qui a eu lieu a Whitehall
entre le comte Sforza et M. Bevill."

De telles indications montrent bien que le projet
de r~solutiol1 ne s'inspire pas des desirs librement
expnmes par les populations interessees.

Le projet de resolution ne tient pas compte d'un
autre principe enonce au Preambule de la Charte,

I
i
I
i
1
;
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namely, that the United Nations was determined
~'to reaf!irn; faith in fundamental human rights,
In the dlgn.lty and worth of the human person, in
the equal rights of men and women and of nations
large and small". It did not comply with Article
76 of the Charter, which set forth the basic ob
jecti:ves of the Truste~ship System. Moreover, it
sacnficed the. most Important principle of the
Charter, the right of self-determination. The Gen
eral Assembly could not act in any way which was
cot11~ter to the principles of the Charter, and in
particular, .to :>t1ch a basic principle as that of
self-c1etenmnatlOn. The Member States which had
participated in the drafting of the Charter and
especially t~e President of the General Asse:nbly,
should conSider whether the draft resolution was
in conformity with the spirit and the letter of the
~harter or ,,:,ith the ~emocratic principles and
Ideals for which hU111amty had worked for centu
ries and for which it had suffered and sacrificed so
much in the recent world war.

The sponsors of the draft resolution might
secure an arithmetic victory by mustering the
necessary votes, but such a victory would consti
tute a serious moral defeat for the United Nations.
The adoption of the resolution would contribute
to nothing but strife and disturbance in the forme!"
I talian colonies. The representative of Egypt did
not limit his horizon to the Arab world, he was
thinking also in terms of world peace. Hi~ country
was at the crossroads of the mighty, and was
therefore intensely interested in peace. Much that
had happened in the current session of the As
sembly was not of a nature to indicate favourable
prospects for world peace. It even appeared
that some of the great Powers which were mainly
responsible for the maintenance of the United
Nations were not merely inactive, but were un
wittingly undermining the very basis of the Or
ganization and of peace. The United Nations was
responsible for the future of the former Italian
colonies and must succeed in finding a solution of
that problem which was based on respect for the
human rights of the peoples concerned and on
the Charter. The Egyptian delegation had hoped
that a decision could be taken unanimously. It
took its stand on the Charter of the United
Nations.

a savoir que les Nations Unies sont resolues a
"proc1amer a. nouveau leur foi dans les droits fon
damentaux de l'homme, dans la dignite et la valeur
de la personne humaine, dans l'egalite de droits des
hommes et des femmes, ainsi que des nations,
grandes et petites ..." n n'est pas conforme a
l'Artic1e 76 de la Charte, qui enonce les buts essen
tie1s du regime de tutelle. En outre, il sacrifie le
principe le plus important de la Charte, le droit
des peuples a disposer d'eux-memes. L'Assemblee
generale ne peut agir d'une maniere qui soit con
traire en quoi que ce soit aux principes de la
Charte, et notamment a un prineipe aussi essentiel
que celui du droit des peuples a disposer d'eux
memes. Les membres qui ont pris part a. la redac
tion de la Charte, et tout particulierement le Presi
dent de l'Assemblee generale, doivent examiner si
le projet de resolution est conforme a l'esprit et a
la lettre de la Charte, aux principes democratiques
et aux ideaux pour la realisation desque1s l'huma
nite lutte depuis des siecles et pour lesque1s eIle
a tant souffert et consenti tant de sacrifices atl
cours de la derniere guerre mondiale.

Les auteurs du projet de resolution peuvent, en
rassemblant les voix necessaires, remporter une
victoire d'ordre purement arithmetique, mais une
telle victoirc constituerait une grave defaite morale
pour les Nations Unies. L'adoption du projet de
resolution ne ferait qu'entrainer des desordres et
des troubles dans les anciennes colonies italiennes.
Le representant de l'Egypte ne songe pas seule
ment au l110nde arabe; il pense egalement ala paix
du monde entier. Son pays se trouve a la croisee
des chemins suivis par les grandes Puissances et la
paix presente pour lui un interet vital. Bien des
evenements survenus a la session actuelle de l'As
semblee ne permettent pas d'augurer favorable
ment de l'avenir de la paix mondiale. Il semble
meme que certains des grandes Puissances, parti
culierement chargees du maintien de l'Organisa
tion des Nations Unies, ne se contentent pas de
rester inactives mais sont inconsciemment en train
de saper les bases memes de l'Organisation et de
la paix. Les Nations Unies sont responsabies du
sort des anciennes colonies italiennes et doivent·
reussir a trouver .i ce probleme une solution con
forme aux droits de l'homme et aux termes de la
Charte. La delegation de l'Egypte esperait qu'une
decision pourrait etre prise .i l'unanimite. Elle a
adopte son attitude en s'inspirant des dispositions
de la Charte des Nations Unies.

Mr. BELAuNDE (Peru) stated that the Latin- M. BELAUNDE (Perou) declare que les Repu-
American Republics had taken a position of com- bliques d'Amerique latine ont adopte une attitude
plete impartiality in the problem of the former d'impartialite complete a l'egard du probleme des
Italian colonies. They sympathized with the Arab anciennes colonies italiennes. Elles sympathisent
countries of Moslem religion, which wanted com- avec les pays arabes ou de religion islamique, qui
plete independence for the former Italian colo- veulent l'independance complete pour les anciennes
nies, and could assure them that those territories colonies italiennes, et leur donnent l'assurance que
would attain independence in due course. ces territoires l'acquerront en temps voulu.

The movement towards independence was a L'elan vers l'independance est une force vitale
living force throughout the world and could not qui agit dans le monde entier; on ne saurait y
be withstood. It was not only a psychological resister. Il ne s'agit pas seulement d'une force
force; it was provided for in the United Nations psychologique, car l'evolution vers l'independance
Charter. For the first time in juridical history, est prevue dans la Charte des Nations Unies. Pour
a regime of preparation for independence had la premiere fois dans l'histoire du droit, on a cree
been established. With regard to Libya, the draft ~111 regime de preparation al'independance. En ce
resolution before the Assembly provided for in- qui regarde la Libye, le projet de resolution dont
dependence within ten years; with regard to est saisie l'Assemblee generale prevoit l'indepen
Somalilal1d, the draft resolution, if modified in dance d'ici dix ans ; en ce qui concerne la Somalie,
accordance with the Liberian amendment, would le projet de resolution assure son independance
provide for independence within fifteen years or, dans un delai de quinze ans s'il est modifie con
if modified in accordance with the joint amend- formement a l'amendementdu Libe.ria, Oll de
ment of Argentina, Brazil and Peru, within vingt-cinq ans s'il est modifie conformement a
twenty-five years. The independence of those . l'amendement commun de l'Argentine, du Bresil
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coulltries was thus assl~red; the General Assem?ly I
would not abrogate Its Charter; the SecurIty
Council would not fail to fulfil its functions.

Not only was preparation for independence
necessary, however; that independ~nc~ must be
guaranteed; it must be safeguard~c1 111 vtew of the
unsettled state of the world dunng an epoch of
cold war. Those Powers which could guarantee
the peace of the world must remain in control of
the Mediterranean.

The former Italian colonies must not only be
prepared and organized for independence. Inde
pendence required a sound economic and cultu:al
basis, and it mllst be recognized that the colomes
needed economic and technical assistance from the
United States, France, the United Kingdom and
Italy.

The United Nations had been called a meeting
place of East and West, a seat of understanding.
It did not wish to establish or re-establish a colo
nial empire. It wished to set up trusteeship to
guarantee human rights. It wanted East and West
to meet on a basis of friendship, in an attempt to
understand each other. Such contact was not un
desirable; it might have been unjust in days gone
by, but under the auspices of the United Nations
and based on the principles of fraternity, self
determination and respect for human rights, it
should not be unj ust. That different parts of the
world should benefit ll1utually from the advantages
of their respective civilizations was to be desired.
The compensations and advantages derived from
the contact between East and West could be en
ioyed only if the peoples concernecl had the neces
sary cultural and economic orga,nizations.

The reports concerning the situation of the
people of the former Italian colonies and the
statements of representatives of the local popula
tions showed that they were not yet ready for in
dependence. Trusteeship had been proposed for
them. It was the only practical solution of their
problem. The question was what kind of trustee
ship should be provided for them, collective or
individual? Collective trusteeship was bad: there
was no fixed responsibility, and immediate action
was impossible under such a regime. In the exist
ing world situation, during a cold war collective
~ru?t~eship did not .seem possible. Co~sequent1y,
mdtvldual trusteeship was the only solution.

The best solution for Libya would be trustee
ship under United Kingdom administration but
the United Kingdom had said (217th meeting)
that it could not assume such a burden alone.
Moreover, Libya had to be divided into three
administrative areas; Cyrenaica and Tripolitania
had been under Italian administration and it was
logical to make use of Italian experience. Italy
had made mistakes in the past, but that should
not lead to the assumption that it would make
mistakes in the future. A democratic Italy, chas
tened by war, was not likely to commit the errors
which fascist Italy had committed.

Administration by France and Italy did not
necessarily entail a division of Libya into separate
parts. The national unity of Libya depended more
on .cultural than on .geographical unity; the ex
penence of the Umted States and of certain

et du Perou. Il est donc certain que ces pays de
viendront independants; l'Assemblee gellerale
n'abrogera p~s l~s. dispo~it.ions de, sa Ch~r~e et le
Conseil de secunte ne fmlhra pas a sa mISSIOn.

Mais il ne suffit pas de dire qu'il faut preparer
l'independance il faut aussi la garantir. A l'epoque
actuelle de "g~erre froide':, en. raison de ~'insta
bilite de la situation mondtale, 11 faut proteger le
principe de l'independance. Les Puissances qui
peuvent garantir la paix du monde doivent garder
le contr6le de la Mediterranee.

11 ne suffit pas de preparer et d'organiser les
anciennes colonies italiennes en vue de leur inele
pendance. Pour que l'independance devienne un
fait, il faut qu'elle repose .sur des, fonde:nents
economiques et culturels sohc1es et 1on dOlt ad
mettre que les colonies ont besoin d'une assistance
economique et technique des Etats-Unis, de la
France, du Royaume-Uni et de l'Italie.

On a dit que l'Organisation des Nations Unies
etait le lieu ou l'Orient et l'Occident se rencon
traient et apprenaient a se comprendre. L'Orga
nisation ne veut ni creer ni reconstituer un empire
colonial' elle veut etablir une tutelle pour garantir
les droits de l'homme. Ene veut que l'Odent et
l'Occident se rencontrent clans une atmosphere
d'amitie et essaient de se comprendre. Des con
tacts de ce genre sont a souhaiter; il peut en avoir
ete autrement jadis, mais il est juste qu'ils aient
lieu sous les auspices des Nations Unies et au nom
des principes de fraternite, du droit des peuples a
disposer cl'eux-memes et du respect des clroits de
l'homme. 11 est a souhaiter, en dfet, que chaque
partie du monde puisse, a titre reciproque, bene
ficier des avantages que presente la .civilisation
d'une autre. Mais on ne peut tirer profit des con
tacts entre l'Orient et l'Occident que si les peuples
interesses sont suffisamment organises clll point de
vue culturel et economique.

Les rapports re1atifs a la situation cle la popula
tion des anciennes colonies italiennes et les decla
rations des representants des populations locales
montrent que ces populations ne sont pas encore
pretes pour l'independance. On envisage de les
placer sous tutelle. C'est la seule solution pratique
de ce probleme. 11 s'agit maintenant de savoir quel
genre de tutelle on va etablir. Sera-ce la tutelle
d'un pays ou la tlltelle de plusieurs pays? La tutelle
de plusieurs pays presente de graves inconve
nients; les responsabilites ne sont pas delimitees
et, sous un tel regime, i1 est impossible de prendre
des mesures tres rapidement. 11 ne semble done pas
possible cl'aclopter ce systeme dans la situation
actuelle du monde, tant que durera la "guerre
froide". La tutelle cl'un seul pays est done la seule
solution.

La meilleure solution pour la Libye serait une
tutelle sous administration elu Royaume-Uni ; mais
le Royaume-Uni a declare qu'il ne pouvait, a lui
seul, assumer une telle charge. On devrait clone
diviser la Libye en trois regions administratives;
la Cyrenaique et la Tripolitaine ayant ete soumises
a l'administration italienne, il est logique de tirer
parti de l'experience de !'Italie. Ce pays a commis
des erreurs dans le passe mais ce n'est pas une
raison pour croire qu'il en eommettra a l'avenir,
11 est peu probable qu'une Italie clemocratique,
apres la rude le<;on de la guerre, retombe dans les
errements de l'Italie fasciste.

L'administration par la France et l'Italie n'em
plique pas necessairement que la Libye serait divi
see en parties c1istinctes. L'unite nationale de la
Libye est constituee bien plus par son unite eultu
relle et raciale que par son unite geographique.
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countries of Latin America were evidence of the
truth that culture was the determining factor of
unity. Argentina, for instance, which had been
torn by anarchy in its provinces, had attained
admirable unity as a result of its cultural and
economic development.

A guarantee of the unity of Libya was provided
for in the draft resolution, which called for the
co-ordination of the activities of the Administer
ing Authorities. Such co-ordination, with a view
to the attainment of independence, would contri
bute to the economic development of the country.
Moreover the. Trusteeship Council was made re
sponsible 'for supervising the execution of that
provision, which fact constituted another guar
antee of the unity of Libya.

The draft resolution was not perfect, but it was
the best practical solution to be found. Immediate
independence would involve international, political
and economic dangers. A military occupation
without responsibility, without a fixed programme
and without United Nations supervision might be
disastrous at the time of withdrawal. The imper
fections of the draft resolution were somewhat
attenuated by the emphasis placed upon the prin
ciple of co-ordination. Co-ordination between
France, the United Kingdom, Italy and the United
Sta~es could be relied upon. Not only cultural
similarities but vital needs assured such,harmony,
without which the cold war might become a shoot
ing war.

It had been said that in some regions of Tripol
itania, rivalry and incompatibility existed between
the Italians and the indigenous inhabitants. In
the report of the Four Power Commission of In
vestigation, however, the following statement ap
peared:

"Despite these laws, the present relations be
tween Italians and Tripolitanians are very good.
There is no antagonism between the Italians and
the Arabs. Even the most extreme Nationalist
elements have expressed friendly feelings towards
the Italian population of Tripolitania."l

There would be a transition period for pre
paratory measures to be carried out. The General
Assembly, at its following session, would have to
decide under what conditions trusteeship should
be exercised in Tripolitania. Those conditions
would doubtless include observance of the prin
ciples of respect for property and for the interest
of the indigenous populations, and economic as
sistance. Municipal arrangements would have to
be made. The participation of local organizations
in administration must be assured. As the repre
sentative of Chile had pointed out at the 217th
meeting, there must also be respect for the culture
and language of the pe'ople and co-ordination of
economic and cultural activities. The Moslem and
Arab countries could be certain that unless the
Trusteeship Agreements included guarantees of
such principles, the Assembly would not approve
them.

In regard to Eritrea, the Peruvian delegation, in
agreement with other Latin-American Republics,
had already suggested2 that a committee might be

1 See Four Power COlllmission of In'IJestigation for the
forme1' Italian Col01lies, Volume lII, Report on Libya,
part two, section IV, page 80.

• See Official Rec01'ds of the third seu;on of the GrJ)t
1'01 AsscmlJ1y, Port 11, First Committee, 241st and 271st
meetings.

Les Etats-Vnis et certains pays d'Amerique latine
savent par experience que la culture est un facteur
decisif de l'unite, l'Argentine, par exemple, dont
les provinces ont ete dechirees par l'anarchie a
fini par atteindre une unite admirable grac~ a
Son developpement culture1 et economiql1e.

La coordination des activites des Autorites
chargees de l'administration, telle qu'elle est pre
vue dans le projet de resolution, fournit une
garantie de l'unite de la Libye. Cette coordination,
etablie pour permettre au pays d'arriver cl l'inde
pendance, contribuera ason deve10ppement econo
mique. De plus, le Conseil de tutelle est charge de
surveilIer l'execution de cette dis'position, ce qui
constitue, en fait, une garantie de plus pour
1'unite de la Libye.

Le projet de resolution n'est point parfait, mais
c'est la meilleure solution pratique qu'on puisse
trouver. On courrait certains risques d'ordre poli
tique et economique, sur le plan international, si
1'on accordait l'imlependance immediate. Vne oc
cupation militaire, sans responsabilites definies,
sans programmes etablis et sans surveillance par
1'0rganisation des Nations Unies, risque d'amener,
au moment oit elle prendra fin, des resultats desas
treux. Le fait qu'il insiste sur les prineipes de coor
dination pallie, dans une certaine mesure, les im
perfections du projet de resolution. On peut faire
fond sur une coordination etablie entre la France,
le Royaume-Uni, l'Italie et les Etats-Unis. L'har
monie, sans laquelle la "guerre froide" risquerait
de devenir la guerre tout court, est assuree non
seulement par les affinites culturelles de ces pays,
mais aussi par l'identite de leurs besoins vitaux.

On a dit que, dans certaines regions de la Tri
politaine, il existe une rivalite et meme lite incom
patibilite entre Italiens et autochtones. On trOl1ve
toutefois, dans le rapport de la Commission d'en
quete des quatre Puissances, le passage suivant:

"En depit de cette legislation, les relations entre
Italiens et Tripolitains sont it l'heure actuelle tres
cordiales. I1 n'existe anCUn antagonisme entre les
Italiens et les Arabes. Les elements nationalistes
les plus avances eux-l11emes ont exprime des senti
ments d'amitie envers la population italiellne de
la Tripolitaine1 ."

On prevoit une periode de transition pour per
mettre l'execution de mesures preparatoires. A sa
prochaine session, l'Assemblee generale devra de
cider dans queUes conditions sera exercee la tutelle
de la Tripolitaine. Ces conditions prevoiront cer
tainement l'observation des principes du respect
des biens et des intefl~ts de la population autoch
tone, ainsi qu'une assistance economique. I1 faudra
prendre des dispositions pour l'organisation muni
cipale. I1 faut faire en sorte que les organisations
locales partieipent a l'administration. Comme le
representant du Chili I'a indique cl la 2l7eme
seance, il conviellt aussi de respecter la culture et
la langue de la population et de coordonner les
activites economiques et culturelles. Les pays
arabes et de religion islamique peuvent avoir la
certitude que l'Assemblee n'approuvera pas les
accords de tutelle s'ils ne pn~voient pas la garantie
de ces principes.

En ce qui concerne l'Erythree, la delegation du
Perou, d'accord avec d'autres Republiques d'Ame
rique latine, a deja dit2 qu'on pourrait peut-etre

'Voir Commission d'enquete des quotre Puissa1'lces daHs
les anciemus colonies italiennes, volume IIr, Rapport sur
la Libye, partie H, section IV, page 68.

• Voir les Doc1lments officiels de la f1"oisieme session
de l'Asse'mb/ee genera/e, deu.1,iel1le pm·tie, Premiere Com
mission, 241 bne et 271 eme seanrcs.
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set up to determine the regions which were .akin
to Ethiopia, and, taking into account the wIshes
of the people concerned, to consider possible ad
ministrative arrangements with the Sudan. That
would have been the best solution, but it had not
been possible to adopt it.

In conclusion, the representative of Peru ex
pressed regret that. it was not pos~ible t.o gral~t
independence to LIbya and Somallland ImmedI
ately. Their independence was assured, however,
after a period of preparation.

Mr. KISELEV (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic) observed that of the nineteen speakers
who had preceded him, only the representatives
of four colonial Powers, the United States, the
United Kingdom, France and Belgium, and those
6f three countries which were always ready to
defend the wishes of the United States - Brazil,
Chile and Peru - had supported the draft resolu
tion which had been imposed upon the First Com
mittee and was being imposed upon the General
Assembly by the United States and the United
Kingdom. That implied that the colonial Powers,
led by the United States, would not retreat from
their policy of colonialism and imperialist expan
sion. They had forgotten nothing; they had
learned nothing. Ip that connexion, he wondered
why the representative of Lebanon, who had been
a conspicuous advocate of human rights, parti
cularly in connexion with Bulgaria and Hungary
had remained silent.

Many speakers had referred to the lack of ad
ministrative experience and to the backwardness
of the colonial peoples. That justification had
always been advanced to disguise imperialism and
expansionist policies. Mr. Kiselev had never heard
that any country had called upon any of the
colonial Powers to lend them their services as
experienced. colonizers or administrators. Neither
had he heard that any representative of any in
digenous population had ever requested those
Powers to administer his country. It was the ad
ministrators themselves who wished to impose
their colonial policy upon such peoples, whether
they desired it or not.

The representatives of the United Kingdom, the
United States and France had been eloquent in
praise of each other. Moreover, the representative
of Peru had stated that the Mediterranean base
could not be left undefended in a period of cold
war. That representative had stated openly what
certain countries secretly believed. He had also
lavishly praised United Kingdom and French
colonial administration; if, however, he had ex
perienced it personally, he would not have been
so enthusiastic.

The First Committee had examined the question
of the disposal of the former Italian colonies for
more than a month. A great many speeches had
been made and a number of draft resolutions had
been submi!te~. The result had been the adoption,
by the maJonty of the Committee, of the draft
resolution before the Assembly. That draft reso
lution, however, was not in fact the fruit of the
arduous labours and co-operative efforts of the
representatives on the First Committee. The dis
posal of the former Italian colonies had been and
was be~ng, dec~ded, not .at the headquarte~s of
the Ul1Ited NatIOns, but 111 London, Washington
and Rome. The draft resolution before the As-

creer une commission chargee de determiner quel
les etaient les regions qui avaient des liens etroits
avec l'Ethiopie, et d'examiner les arrangements ad
ministratifs qui pourraient etre passes avec le 50u
dan, compte tenu des desirs des populations inte
ressees. Ceta aurait ete la meilleure solution; mal
heureusement, il n'a pas ete possible de l'adopter.

En conclusiol 1, le representant du Perou ex
prime le regret qu'on ne puisse accorder imme
diatement l'independance a la Libye et a la Soma
lie. Cette independance est toutefois assuree, apres
une periode de preparation.

M. KISSELEV (Republique socialiste sovietique
de Bielorussie) fait rcmarquer que, parmi les dix
neuf orateurs qui 1'0nt precede, seuls lesrepre
sentants de quatrc Puissances coloniales, Etats
Unis, Royaume-Uni, France et Belgique, ainsi que
ceux du Bresil, du Chili et du Perou - pays qui
se sont touj ours montres prets a. repondre aux
desirs des Etats-Unis - ont soutenu le projet de
resolution que les Etats-Unis et le Royaume-Uni,
apres l'avoir impose 1l la Premiere Commission,
i11lposent maintenant a l'Assemblee generale. Cela
veut dire ques les Puissances coloniales, avec les
Etats-Unis en tete, ne desirent pas devier d'une
ligne de leur politique de colonialisme et d'ex
pansion imperialiste. Elle n'ont rien appris, ni rien
oublie. Le representant de la RSS de Bielorussie
se demande, a ce sujet, pourquoi le representant
du Liban est reste silencieux, lui qui s'est pourtant
declare l'avocat passionne des droits de l'homl11e,
pendant la discussion des affaires de Bulgarie et
de Hongrie, en particulier.

De nombreux orateurs ont mentiol1nc le 'manque
d'experience en matiere d'administration et l'etat
arriere des peuples coloniaux. Cette justification a
toujours ete produite pour masquer des tendances
imperialistes et la politiquc d'expansion. A la.
connaissance de M. Kisselev, aucun pays n'a
jamais prie une Puissance coloniale de lui preter
ses services de colonisateur et d'administrateur
experi1l1ente. Aucun representant d'une population
indigene n'a jamais demande aux Puissances colo
niales d'administrer son pays. Ce sont les admi
nistrateurs eux-memes qui veulcnt imposer lenr
politique coloniale, ques les populations indigenes
le desirent ou non.

Les representants du Royaume-Uni, des Etats
Unis et de la France se sont fort eloquc1l1111ent
adresse des dithyrambes. Le representant du Pe
rou est alle jusqu'a declarer que la region-clef de
la Mediterranee ne pouvait etre laissee sans de
fense, dans cette periode de "guerre froide", Cc
disant, il a expose ouvertement ce que certains
Etats pensent en secret. 11 n'a pas manque, 110n
plus, de chanter les louanges de l'administration
coloniale du Royaume-Uni et de la France; pour
tant, s'il avait dil la supporter lui-mcme, il ne se
serait pas montre aussi epthousiaste.

Durant plus d'un ll10is, la Premiere Commission
a examine la question du sort des aneiennes colo
nies italiennes. Nombre de discours ont ete pro
nonces, Ilombre de projets de resolution ont ete
soumis. It en est resulte l'adoption par la majorite
de la Commission clu projet actl.lelle111ent soumis a
l'Assemblee. Mais, en fait, ce projet de resolution
n'est pas le fruit du travail ardu et des efforts de
collaboration des representants siegeant a la Pre
miere Commission:. Ce n'est pas au siege de 1'01'
ganisation des Nations Unies, mais a Londres, a
Washington et ii. Rome que s'est discute et s'est
enfil1 decide le sort des anciennes colonies ita
liennes. Le projet de resolution dont est saisie
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scmbly was the outcome of negotIatIOns between
the Foreign Ministers of the United Kingdom and
Italy at the dictation of the State Department; it
might, in fact, be entitled the Bevin-Sforza resolu
tion. It had been argued that such negotiations
had not been improper; the delegation of the
Byelorussian SSR had no objection to negoti
ations between two States. Its objection was
based on the fact that they had been conducted on
issues which were being discussed in the First
Committee and in the General Assembly, and had
been prompted by the fear that a two-thirds
majority could not be obtained in those bodies.

The draft resolution, moreover, failed to take
into account the interests and wishes of the in
habitants of the former Italian colonies. The
representatives of many parties and political or
ganizations of the indigenous populations who had
been heard by the First Committee had advocated
independence or cQllective trusteeship by the
United Nations. Those appeals had been dis
regarded in the draft resolution, which therefore
violated the provisions laid down in the Charter
that the interests of the indigenous population
should be considered in any question involving a
colonial territory. The arrangement between Mr.
Bevin and Mr. Sforza had thus been passed to
the General Assembly for ratification.

The representative of the United States had
assured the First Committeel , that his delegation
would not vote for any proposal which revived the
principles of colonialism and that it rejected the
proposal for a United Nations trusteeship because
it wished to find a compromise solution. That
argument, however, had merely masked a plan
to promote a new form of colonialism, differing
only in form from the older type. That was the
plan announced by President Truman in his in
augural address in January 1949, when he had
stated that capital investment in under-developed
areas must be promoted in collaboration with
ether States.

Countries in Asia and Africa, including the
fonner Italian colonies, clearly fell within the
scope of the new Truman plan, which was merely
a logical continuation of the Marshall Plan.
Having assumed control of certain countries in
Western Europe, the United States monopolies
openly showed their intention of taking over the
colonies and former possessions of those countries.
Although it had been stated that the plan was not
designed to make profits, it was obvious that the
United States monopolists intended to invest their
capital in the colonies, not only to obtain profits
from the exploitation of colonial peoples, but also
in order to obtain political, economic and strategic
privileges for the United States Government; that
was an elementary law of capitalistic economics.
All the United States monopolies operating in the
under-developed countries of Asia and Africa ob
tained large profits from exploiting cheap colonial
labour; that practice did not in fact differ frol11
the practice which President Truman had called
the older imperialism. The only difference in
volved was the extent of the new programme.

1 See Official Reconls of the third session of the Gen
cral Assembly, Part 11, First Committee, 254th meeting.

l'Assembh~e generale est, en realite, le fruit des
negociations poursuivies entre les Ministres des
aHaires etrangeres du Royaume-Dni et de l'Italie,
sous la dictee du Departement d'Etat des Etats
Unis; il pourrait donc s'appeler projet de resolu
tion Bevin-Sforza. On a declare qu'il n'y avait
rien a redire a de telles negociations, et la dele
gation de la RSS de Bielorussie aurait ete prete a
accepter cet argument s'il ne s'etait agi que de
negociations entre deux Etats. Mais elle ne pent
le faire parce que ces negociations portaient sur
des questions qui etaient en cours de discussion i
la Premiere Commission et i I'AssembU~e generale,
et etaient dictees par la pem que la majorite
requise des deux tiers ne pourrait etre obtenue au
sein de ces deux organes.

D'autre part, le projet de resolution ne tient pas
compte des interets et des aspirations des habitants
des anciennes colonies italiennes. La Premiere
Commission a entendu les representants de n0111
breux partis et d'organisations politiques de la
population autochtone; ils ont tous demande I'in
dependance ou une tutelle collective des Nations
Unies. Le projet de resolution ne tient pas compte
de ces appe1s; il viole, par consequent, les dispo
sitions de la Charte, selon lesquelles les interets de
la population autochtone c10ivent etre pris en con
sideration dans toute question ayant trait a un
territoire colonial. C'est dans ces conditions que
I'arrangement conclu entre M. Bevin et M. Sforza
a ete soumis a l'Assemblee generale pour ratifica
tion.

Le representant des Etats-Unis a informe la
Premiere Commission1 que sa delegation ne vote
rait en faveur d'aucune proposition qui consti
tuerait un retour aux principes du colonialis111e;
en rejetant la proposition tendant it etablir une
tutelle des Nations Unies, il voulait seulement
trouver une solution de compromis. Mais cet argu
ment ne faisait que masquer un plan con<;u pour
etablir une nouvelle sorte de colonialisme, qui ne
differe de I'ancienne que par la forme. C'est bien ce
plan qu'a enonce le president Truman, dans son
discours d'entree en fonctions en janvier 1949,
quand i1 a declare qu'en collaboration avec d'autres
Etats, il fallait encourager les investissements de
capitaux dans les regions insuffisamment deve1op
pees.

I1 est clair que les pays d'Asie et d'Afrique, y
compris les ancienllcs colonies italiennes, entrent
dans le cadre du nouveau plan Truman, qui n'est
que la suite logique du plan Marshal!. Apres avoir
assume le contr61e de certains pays de l'Europe
ocddentale, les mOl1opoles des Etats-Unis ont ou
vertement montre leur intention de s'approprier
les colonies et les anciennes possessions de ces
pays. Malgre les affirmations seIon lesquelles ce
plan n'a pas ete con<;u pour amasser des benefices,
il est evident que les monopolesdes Etats-Unis ont
l'intention d'investir leur capital dans les colonies,
non seulement pour exploiter avec profits les
peuples coloniaux, mais aussi pour que le Gou
vernement des Etats-Unis puisse obtenir des pri
vileges politiques, economiques et strategiques;
c'est la une loi elementaire de l'economie capita
liste. Taus les l110nopoles des Etats-Unis retirent,
dans les regions insuffisa1l1ment developpees d'Asie
et d'Afrique, des profits importants de l'exploi
tation de la main"d'oeuvre coloniale aban marche;
en realite, cette pratique ne differe en rien de celle
que le president Truman a qualifiee d'ancien impe-

l Voir Jes Documents officiels de la. troisieme session
de l'AssembleI.' generale, dewrihl1e partie, Premiere Com
mission, 254eme seance,
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The United States monopolists had expressed
their readiness to co-operate with other colonial
Powers. Those Powers would thus retain a formal
show of sovereignty in the colonies and could
make use of United States armies against the in~

creasing colonial liberation movement. In return,
the United States monopolies might permit the
colonial Powers a minor share of the profits. That
process was the basis of the policy adopted by the
United States and the United Kingdom with re
gard to the disposal of the former Italian colonies.

The incentive of economic profits ran parallel
with the plan to use the territories concerned for
strategic purposes. The former Italian colonies
were of particular importance owing to their
geographical situation. In support of that state
ment, Mr. Kiselev quoted the Washington corre
spondent of the Corriere della Sera, ~~o had
written in September 1948 that the posItion as
sumed by the State Department in the disposal of
the former Italian colonies had been a victory of
United States military circles over the advocates
of the political approach. Moreover, a correspond
ent of the N e'Zv Yorl~ Times had reported in N ov
ember 1948 that considerations of military strat
egy had determined the position taken by the
United States delegation on the question of the
disposal of the former Italian colonies. Moreover,
the report submitted by the Four Power C?m
mission of Investigation had noted that the Umted
States and the United Kingdom had set up a
number of air bases in Libya and former Italian
Somaliland.

The representative of the United Kingdom had
boasted in the First Committee1 of the experience
acquired by his country in the administration of
colonies. The United Kingdom, however, had
for three centnries hampered the political, eco
nomic and cultural development of its colonies
and dependencies. It had attempted to prevent the
development of trade and heavy industry, without
which economic, and therefore political, independ
ence was not possible. Mr. Ki'se1ev cited the re
port OIl Togoland under British administration
for 1947, submitted by the United Kingdom
Government to the Trnsteeship Council, which
showed that practically nothing had been done
for that Territory's political and educational ad
vancement. The report for 1947 on the Cameroons
under British administration had presented a sim
ilar picture.

A similar situation would arise if the former
Italian colonies were handed over to the United
Kingdom. The conduct of the United Kingdom
occupation forces in those territories confirmed
that supposition. The Four Power Commission
of Investigation, which had visited the former
Italian colonies, had shown the state to which the
inhabitants of Libya, Eritrea and former Italian
Somaliland had been brought as a result of United
Kingdom colonial administration. The economy
of those territories was being maintained at a low
level; there was no prospect of progress. The
United Kingdom had administered the former
Italian colonies for nearly five years. During that
period it had continued its traditional methocls of
maladministration. It had not taken into account,
however, the fact that a new period was dawning.

1 Sce Official Reeo/'ds of the third session of the Gen
eral Assembly, Part 1I, First Committee, 239th meeting.
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rialisme. La seule difference reside dans l'ampleur
du nouveau programme. Les monopoles des Etats
Unis ant declare qu'ils etaient prets a collaborer
avec les autres Puissances coloniales. Ces der
nieres conserveraient ainsi un semblant forme! de
souverainete dans lenrs colonies et pourraient
utiliser les forces armees des Etats-Unis contre le
mouvement colonial de liberation, qui se developpe
sans cesse. De leur cote, les monopoles des Etats
Unis accorderaient aux Puissances coloniales une
petite part de leurs profits. C'est ce programme qui
a inspire la politique adoptee par le Royaume-Uni
et les Etats-Unis, pour regler le sort des anciennes
colonies italiennes.

Le stimulant cles profits economiques va de pair
avec le plan consistant a utiliser les territoires
interesses dans des buts strategiques. Leur situa
tion geographique doune aux anciennes colonies
italiennes une importance particuliere. A l'appui
cle cette declaration, M. Kisselev cite un article de
septe1l1bre 1948 du correspondant a Washington
du Corriere delta Sera, d'apres leque1 la position
du Departement cl'Etat dans la question du sort
des anciennes colonies italiennes a constitue une
victoire remportee par les milieux militaires des
Etats-Unis sur les partisans de l'adoption d'un
point de vue politique. D'autre part, un correspon
clant elu New York Times ecrivait, en novembre
1948, que ce sont des considerations de strategie
qui ont dicte la position prise par la delegation des
Etats-Unis sur la question du sort des anciennes
colonies italiennes. Le rapport soumis par la Com
mission d'enquete des quatre Puissances constate
que les Etats-Unis et le Royaume-Uni ant etabli
des bases aeriennes en n01l1bre considerable en
Libye et dans l'ancienne S01l1alie italienne.

Le representant du Royaume-Uni s'est vante it
la Premiere Commission1 de l'experience acquise
par son pays en matiere d'administration coloniale.
Pourtant, le Royaume-Uni a, durant trois siecles,
gene le progres politique, economique et culture1
cle ses colonies et depenc1ances. I1 a essaye d'em~
pecher le developpement du commerce et de l'in~

dustrie lourde, sans lesquels l'independance eco
nomique et, partant, politique, est impossible. A ce
pl"OpOS, M. Kisse1ev cite le rapport sur le Togo
sous administration britannique pour 1947, soumis
par le Gouvernement du Royaume-Uni au Conseil
de tutelle; ce rapport montre que presque rien n'a
ete fait pour le progres politique et culturel de ce
Territoire. Le rapport sur le Cameroun sous admi
nistration britannique pour 1947 reveIe une situa
tion analogue.

Une situation du meme ordre se produirait si
l'on transferait les anciennes colonies italiennes
au Royaume-Uni. La conduite des forces d'occu
pation du Royaume-Uni dans ces territoires con
firme cette supposition. La Commission d'enquete
des quatre Puissances, qui a visite les anciennes
colonies itaIiennes, a montre la situation dans la
quelle 1'administration coloniale du Royaume-Uni
a place les habitants de la Libye, de 1'Erythree
et de l'ancienne Somalie italienne. L'economie de
ces territoires a ete maintenue cl un niveau extre
l11el11ent bas, sans espoir de progn~s. Le Royal1me
Uni ac1ministre les anciennes colonies italiennes
depllis pres de cinq ans. Pendant cette periode, i1 a
continue d'appliquer ses methodes traditionnelles
de l11allvaise administration. Mais il n'a pas tenll
compte de la naissance d'une ere nouvelle. Le

1 Voir les Docli1ucllts officiels de la trolsie11le SCSSiOl1

de l'AssemblBe generale, deu:cicme partie, Premiere Com
mission, 23geme seance.
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The time had come to heed the legitimate desire
of colonial peoples for independence.

American newspapers had reported that large
sections of the populations of Libya, Eritrea and
former Italian Somaliland had expressed their
opposition to the division of those territories be
tween the United Kingdom, France and Italy.
They had protested strongly against the decision
taken by the First Committee. On 15 May 1949
Arabs had rioted against that decision. Arab
leaders had threatened to refuse to co-operate
with the United Kingdom administration. Full
details of those riots, which had led to bloodshed,
had appeared in the New Y Of1k Times of 16 May
1949, Such demonstrations showed that it would
be impossible to suppress the movement for in
dependence by force.

The majority in the First Committee had sup
ported the unfair partition of the former Italian
colonies, thus contravening the purposes of the
Charter. The representatives who had spoken in
favour of that solution must assume full responsi
bility in the eyes of the peoples of Libya, Eritrea
and Somaliland, and in the eyes of the world.
The draft resolution supported by the majority
of the First Committee was an attempt to give a
legal guise to the secret deal between the Foreign
Ministers of the United Kingdom and Italy. The
results of that deal had been reported as early as
28 November 1948 by the London 0 bserver,
which had stated that the reasons why the United
States accepted the United Kingdom views were
principally strategic; as Palestine had been lost
to the United Kingdom, and as the position in
Egypt was precarious, the line of United Kingdom
and United States defence in the Middle East
would, in the future, be moved from the Mediter
ranean to the Red Sea, passing through Cyrenaica,
Ethiopia and Eritrea. A decision based upon such
considerations could not be accepted. The dele
gation of the Byelorussian SSR would vote
against it.

The General Assembly should adopt the pro
posals submitted by the Soviet Union (A/SSI).
Those proposals were in accordance with the pro
visions of the Charter relating to Trnst Territor
ies. They were also in accordance with the prin
ciples enunciated in the Joint Declaration of the
Four Powers concerning Italian territorial posses
sions in Africa. The solution proposed by the
USSR delegation would assist the development
of those colonies towards full independence and
secure for them the possibility of economic, politi
cal and cultural development. The First Com
mittee had seen proof of the existence in the
former Italian colonies of democratic forces which
were prepared to resist attempts to prolong their
former colonial status. Moreover, according to
the report of the Four Power Commission of In
vestigation, the majority of the population desired
independence, self-government or some form of
United Nations trusteeship. The proposals of the
Soviet Union would meet those wishes. The dele
gation of the Byelorussian SSR would therefore
vote for those proposals.

Mr. GUTIERREZ (Cuba) stressed the importance
of the fact that the General Assembly had been
called upon by four of the great Powers to solve
the problem of the disposal of the former Italian
colonies when those Powers had been unable to

21Beme scance pIeniere

temps est venu d'ecouler le desir legitime d'indc
pendance des peup]es coloniaux.

Les journaux des Etats-Unis ont rapporte que
des groupements importants de la population de la
Libye, de l'Erythree et de l'ancienne Somalie
italienne ont exprime leur opposition au partage
de ces territoires entre le Royaume-Uni, la France
et l'Italie. Ces groupements ont energiquement
proteste contre la decision prise par la Premiere
Commission. Le 15 mai 1949, des desordres se
sont produits parroi les Arabes pour protester
contre cette decision. Des chefs arabes ont menace
de refuser toute collaboration avec l'administration
du Royaum.e-Uni. Le N ew Yorl~ Times c1u 16 mai
1949 donne tous les details de ces emeutes san
glantes. De telles demonstrations indiquent qu'il
est impossible d'arreter par la force le mouvement
d'inc1ependance.

Au sein de la Premiere Commission, la majorite
a soutenu le partage inequitable des anciennes
colonies italiennes, violant ainsi les buts de la
Charte. Les representants qui se sont prononces
en faveur de ceUe solution doivent assumer la
responsabilite entiere de leut" attitude, devant les
peuples de la Libye, de l'Erythree et de la Somalie,
et devant le monde entier. Le projet de resolution
soutenu par la majorite de la Premiere Commis
sion est une tentative en vue de donner une appa
rence legale it un arrangement secret intervenu
entre les Ministres des affaires etrangeres du
Royaume-Uni et de l'Italie. L'Observer) de
Londres, a, des le 28 novembre 1948, publie les
resultats de cet arrangement, en indiquant que les
raisons pour lesquelles les Etats-Unis ont acceptc
le point de vue du Royau111e-U ni etaient surtout
d'ordre strategique; en effet, la Palestine etant
perdue pour le Royaume-Uni et la position en
Egypte s'averant precaire, le Royaume-Uni et les
Etats-Unis doivent deplacer leur ligne de dHense
en Moyen-Orient, et la faire passer de la Medi
terranee a la mer Rouge, par la Cyrenaique,
l'Ethiopie et l'Erythree. Une decision inspiree de
telles considerations ne saurait etre acceptee. La
delegation de la RSS de Bielorussie votera done
contre e1le.

L'Assemb]ee generale devrait adopter les propo
sitions soumises par l'Union sovietique (A/88l).
Ces propositions sont en accord avec les disposi
tions de la Charte relatives aux Territoires sous
tutelle. Elles sont egalement en accord avec les
principes de la Declaration commune des quatre
Pttissances au sujet des possessions territoriales
italiennes en Afrique. La solution proposee par la
delegation de l'URSS permettrait le deve1oppe
ment de ces colonies et leur evolution vcrs l'indC
pendance complete; de plus, el1e assurerait leur
progres economique, politiqtte et culturel. La Pre
miere Commission a eu la preuve de l'existence,
dans les anciennes colonies italiennes, de forces
democratiques pretes a resister a toute tentative
de maintenir leur ancien statut colonial. Selon le
rapport de la Commission dJenquete des quatre
Puissances, la majorite de la population desire
l'independance, l'autonomie Oll la tutelle des Na
tions Unies, sous une forme ou une autre. Les
propositions de l'Union sovietique repondent aces
dCsirs. La delegation de la RSS de BiClorussie
vatera donc pour ces propositions,

M. GUTIERREZ (Cuba) cOl1sidere comme tres
important que l'Assemblee generale ait ete appe1ee
par quatre grandes Puissances a resoudre le
probleme du sort des anciennes colonies italiennes,
alors que ces Puissances n'avaient pu aboutir aun
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agree among themselves. Thus the Members of
the United Nations, acting with complete inde
pendence, had been called upon to arbitrate in
that difficult matter, guided only by the principles
and aims of the Charter. The Government of
Cuba had always insisted that the free determina
tion of the indigenous populations, the territorial
claims of Italy and Ethiopia and the situation
created by the Second World War should be taken
equally into account in the solution of the problem.

As a result of the expressed convictions of the
Latin-American countries in particular, an agree
ment on that basis had been reached. It might
not be wholly satisfactory, but it was impartial,
realistic and equitable. The Cuban delegation
would therefore vote for the First Committee's
draft resolution.

One point, however, remained to be cleared up,
namely, the disposal of the western province of
Eritrea. The Cuban delegation had been unable
to accept the proposal contained in the United
Kingdom draft resolution (A/C.1/446) and adopt
ed as paragraph 3 of the operative part of the
draft resolution submitted by Sub-Committee 15
(A/C.l/466), to the effect that that territory
should be incorporated in the Sudan, because that
would have implied that the United Nations was
reviving the principle of colonial annexation. After
joint consultation, therefore, the delegations of
Costa Rica, Cuba and the Dominican Republic
had proposed (AIC.l /471) that paragraph 3 of
that draft resolution should be amended to pro
vide for international trusteeship of the western
province, with Egypt and the United Kingdom
as the Administering Authorities. It was under
stood, of course, that the population concerned
should be able, in due course, freely to determine
whether it desired incorporation in another coun
try, self-government or independence. That
amendment had been rejected in the First Com
mittee in the light of arguments based, inter alia,
on the size of the western province. The pro
vision contained in paragraph 3 of the draft reso
lution of Sub-Committee 15 for the incorporation
ef Eritrea in Ethiopia - a measure which the
Cuban delegation had not regarded as annexation
for the reasons which it had advanced in the
First Committee1 - had been approved, but the
provision relating to the incorporation of the
western province in the Sudan had been rejected.
Notwithstanding the repudiation of the principle
.of annexation, paragraph 4 of the Egyptian amend
ment (A/885) called for the incorporation of the
western province in the Sudan.

The Cuban delegation was prepared to vote
in favour of any proposal to settle the status of
the western province, the only part of the former
Italian colonies not covered by the draft resolution
of the First Committee. The only solution which
it would on no account accept was one which
provided for the annexation of that territory by
another State without full enquiry into the wishes
.of the indigenous population.

The delegation of Cuba, therefore, jointly with
the delegations of Costa Rica and Uruguay, wished

1 See Official Records of the third sess-ion of the Gen
.eral Assembly, Part Il, First Committee, 271st meeting.

accord. Les Membres de l'Organisation des Na
tions Unies, agissant en toute independance, ont
ainsi ete appeles a jouer dans cette difficile ques
tion le role d'arbitres en ne se laissant guider que
par les principes et les buts de la Charte. Le Gou
vernement de Cuba a toujours insiste pour que
l'on tienne compte de fa<jon egale, dans la solution
du probleme, des desirs librement exprimes des
populatiolls indigenes, des revendications terri
toriales de l'Italie et de l'Ethiopie et de la situation
creee par la deuxieme guerre mondiale.

Apres que les pays d'Amerique latine, notam
ment, eurent exprime leurs convictions acet egard,
on a abouti a un accord fonde sur ces principes.
Peut-etre la solution n'est-elle pas absolument
satisfaisante, mais elle est en tous cas impartiale,
realiste et equitable. La delegation de Cuba votera
donc pour le projet de resolution recom111ande par
la Premiere Commission.

I1 reste pourtant un point a. eclaircir, ce1ui du
sort de la province occidentale de l'Erythree. La
delegation de Cuba n'a pu accepter la proposition
figurant au projet de resolution du Royaume-Uni
(A/C.l/446) et adoptee comme paragraphe 3 du
dispositif du projet de resolution soumis par la
Sous-Commission 15 (A/C.l /466) , et suivant
laquelle cette province devrait etre reunie au Sou
dan, car cela aurait implique que l'Organisation
des Nations Unies remettait en honneur le prin
cipe de l'annexion eoloniale. Apres consultation,
les delegations du Costa-Rica, de Cuba et de la
Republique Dominicaine ont done propose (A/
C.1/471) de modifier le paragraphe 3 de ce projet
de resolution, de maniere a placer la province
occidentale de l'Erythree sous la tutelle du
Royaume-Uni et de l'Egypte. Il etait naturelle
ment convenu que la population de cette province
pourrait, en temps voulu, decider en toute liberte
si elle desirait etre rattachee a un autre pays, ou
etre autonome et independante. Cet amendement a
ete rejete par la Premiere Commission, pour des
raisons fondees notamment sur l'etendue du terri
toire en question. La mesure figurant au para
graphe 3 du projet de resolution de la Sous-Com
mission 15, qui a trait au rattachement de l'Ery
three a l'Ethiopie - mesure que la delegation de
Cuba ne considere pas comme une annexion pour
les raisons qu'elle a exposees a la Premiere Com
mission1 - a ete approuvee, mais la partie qui
avait trait au rattachement de la province occi
dentale au Soudan a ete rejetee. Bien que 1'on ait
ecarte le principe de l'annexion, le paragraphe 4
de l'amendel11ent egyptien (A/885) demande l'in
corporation au Soudan de la province occidentale.

La delegation de Cuba est prete a voter en
faveur de toute proposition qui resoudra veritable
ment la question du statut de la province occi
dentale, seule partie des anciennes colonies ita
liennes qui ne soit pas affectee par les dispositions
du projet de resolution de la Premiere Commis
sion. Ce que la delegation de Cuba n'accepterait
en aucun cas, e'est qu'on envisage une annexion
de ce territoire par un autre Etat sans s'etre veri
tablement assure au prea1able des desirs de la
population indigene.

Conjointement avec les delegations du Costa
Rica et de l'Uruguay, la delegation de Cuba desire

1 Voir les Documents officiels de la tl'oisiemc SCSSiOlI

de l'Asscmblee generale, delt.-rieme partic, Premiere Com
mission, 271eme seance.
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to submit to the Assembly the following draft
resolution (A/892) :

"The General Assembly
"Recommends that the 'status' of the western

province of Eritrea be submitted to the Interim
Committee for consideration with the directive
that, after ascertaining the wishes of the Native
population and other relevant facts - through a
special investigating sub-committee, or otherwise
- the Committee shall present its findings and
recommendations to the next regular session of
the General Assembly."

Should no proposal for the settlement of the
status of the western province meet with accept
ance, the Cuban delegation would interpret that
to mean that that territory would temporarily re
tain its status quo. It was most desirable, how
ever, that a proposal for the settlement of the
de jure situation of the territory and its inhab
itants should be submitted at the following session
of the Assembly.

Mr. SARPER (Turkey) recalled that under para
graph 1 (c) of the draft resolution of the First
Committee, Turkey was chosen to serve on the
proposed advisory council which was to assist the
temporary Administering Authority in Tripolitania
until the end of 1951. Although he was grateful
to the proposer and seconder of that nomination,
namely, the delegations of the United Kingdom
and the United States, his delegation had been
compelled to reconsider its acceptance. It had
abstained from voting in the First Committee on
paragraph 1 (c), but had not refused the proposal
that it should replace Egypt, which had been un
willing to serve. After due reflection, however,
the Turkish delegation had concluded that a coun
try which had voted in favour of the recommend
ation on Tripolitania would be able to co-operate
more effectively with the other members of the
advisory council. He therefore requested that the
reference to Turkey should be deleted from para
graph 1 (c) of tlle draft resolution.

The PRESIDENT suggested that the Assembly
should deal with the point just raised by Turkey
at the time when it voted on the relevant para
graph in the draft resolution. He laid stress on
the fact that the question of the territories which
had formerly belonged to Italy and had been
detached fr0111 that country as a result of the
Second World War was the most important of all
those which had ever come before the General
Assembly. It was clearly covered, therefore, by
.Article 18, paragraph 2, of the Charter and called
for a decision by a two-thirds majority.

With regard to the voting, the President thought
it would be advisable to postpone the vote on the
preamble to the draft resolution until the end,
since there was nothing contentious in the text,
which was only a statement of facts.

He recalled that the delegation of Iraq had sub
mitted an amendment to paragraph 1 (A/875/
Corr. 1). It had originally been submitted in the
form of a draft resolution (A/C.lj455) but later
in the form of an amendment, which, if adopted,
would replace paragraph 1 of the draft resolution
of the First Committee.

l ,soumettre a l'Assemblee le projet de resolution
qui suit (A/892) :

((L'AssembUe generale
"Recommande que la question du statut de la

province occidentale de l'Erythree soit soumise,
aux fins d'examen, a la Commission interimaire.
Cette Commission, apres s'etre assuree des desirs
de la population indigene et avoir reuni les rensei
gnements necessaires par l'intermediaire d'une
sous-Commission d'enquete speciale, ou par tout
autre moyen, devra presenter ses conclusions et
ses recommandations a l'Assemblee generale lors
de sa quatrieme session."

Si aucune proposition relative au reglement du
statut de la province oceidentale n'etait adoptee, la
delegation de Cuba en conc1ura que le territoire
conservera temporairement son statut actuel. 11
est cependant tout a fait souhaitable que l'on pre
sente cl. la prochaine session de l'Assemblee gene
rale une solution qui reglerait la situation de droit
de la Province et de ses habitants.

M. SARPER (Turquie) rappelle que selon le
paragraphe 1 c) du projet de resolution de la
Premiere Commission, la Turquie a ete ctesignee
pour faire partie du conseil consultatif envisage
pour assister l'Autorite temporairement chargee
de l'administration en Tripolitaine jusqu'a la fin
de 1951. Tout en sachant beaucoup de gre aux
delegations du Royaume-Uni et des Etats-Unis
qui ont propose et appuye la designation de la
Turquie, sa delegation s'est vue contrainte, apres
avoir accepte, de revenir sur sa decision. Elle
s'est abstenue de voter cl. la Premiere Commission
sur l'alinea c) du paragraphe 1, mais n'a pas op
pose de refus lorsqu'on lui a demande de remplacer
l'Egypte, qui ne desirait pas faire partie du con
seil en question. Toutefois, apres mure reflexion,
la delegation de la Turquie en est venue a la
conclusion qu'un pays qui avait vote pour la recom
mandation relative a la Tripolitaine serait mieux
a meme d'apporter une cooperation efficace aux
autres membres du conseil consultatif. 11 demande
done de supprimer la mention de la Turquie a
l'alinea c) du paragraphe 1 du projet de resolu
tion.

Le PRESIDENT propose que l'Assemblee s'oceupe
du point que vient de soulever la Turquie au
moment ou elle votera sur le paragraphe corres
pondant du projet de resolution. 11 insiste sur
le fait que la question des territoires appartenant
precedemment a l'Italie et qui ont ete retires a
ce pays apres la deuxieme guerre mondiale est
la plus importante de toutes les questions dont
ait jamais ete saisie l'ASsemblee generale. EHe
releve done nettement des dispositions du para
graphe 2 de l'Article 18 de la Charte, c'est-a-dire
qu'eHe exige une decision par la majorite des
deux tiers.

En ce qui concerne le scrutin, le President pense
qu'il serait souhaitable de remettre a la fin le
vote sur le preambule du projet de resolution, car
ce texte, qui ne fait qu'enoncer des faits, ne con
tiefolt rien qui puisse preter a controverse.

11 rappelle que la delegation de l'Irak a presente
un amendement au paragraphe 1 (A/875/Corr.l).
Ce texte qui, d'abord, a ete presente sous forme
de ~rojet de resolution (A/C.l/455), a reiYu
ensulte la forme d'un amendement qui, s'il venait
cl. e!re accepte, remplacerait le paragraphe 1 du
proJet de resolution de la Premiere Commission.
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Mr. ]. MALIK (Union of Soviet Socialist Re
publics), speaking on a point of order, recalled
that in addition to the draft resolution of the First
Committee, the Assembly had before it some pro
posals submitted by the USSR (A/881), provid
ing for a shorter period of trusteeship for Libya.
He asked that those proposals should be voted
upon first.

The PRESIDENT reminded the representative of
the Soviet Union that the accepted and invariable
practice of the General Assembly was to take the
recommendation of the appropriate Committee as
the basic document to be voted on first. Amend
ments to that basic document could be submitted
and Iraq had done that. The USSR had submitted
separate proposals which must be dealt with later.

He would, therefore, put to the vote the amend
ment submitted by the delegation of Iraq to para
graph I. At the request of the representative of
Iraq, the vote would be taken by roll-call.

A vote was taken by roll-call, as follows:
Panama, having been drawn by lot by the P1'esi

dent, voted first.
In favour: Philippines, Poland, Saudi Arabia,

Syria, Turkey, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Repub
lic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Afghanistan, Burma, Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic, China, Costa Rica,
Czechoslovakia, Egypt, Haiti, India, Iran, Iraq,
Lebanon, Liberia, Pakistan.

Aga.inst: Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Union of
South Africa, United Kingdom, United States of
America, Uruguay, Venezuela, Argentina, Aus
tralia, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Chile,
Colombia, Denmark, France, Greece, Honduras,
Iceland, Luxembourg, Mexico, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway.

Abstaining: Siam, Sweden, Cuba, Dominican
Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Guate
mala, Israel.

The result of the vote was 23 in favour, 27
against, and 9 abstentions.

The amendment was rejected.

The PRESIDENT called for a vote on the first
Egyptian amendment to paragraph I CN885).
A roll-call vote had been requested. ---

A vote was taken by roll-call, as follows:
Ecuador, having been drawn by lot by the Presi

dent, voted first.
In favour: Egypt, Ethiopia, Greece, Guatemala,

I-Iaiti, India, Iran, Iraq, Israel, Lebanon, Liberia,
Mexico, Norway, Pakistan, Philippines, Poland,
Saudi Arabia, Siam, Syria, Turkey, lJ1(rainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Social
ist Republics, United States of America, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Afghanistan, Burma, Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist RepUblic, China, Colombia, Costa
Rica, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Dominican
Republic.

Against: Ecuador, France, Honduras, Iceland,
Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Para
guay, Peru, U:nion of South Africa, United King
dom, Argentma, Australia, Belgium, Bolivia,
Canada.

Abstaining: El Salvador, Nicaragua, Panama,
Sweden, Uruguay, Venezuela, Brazil, Chile.

M. J. MALIK (Union des Republiques soda
listes sovietiques), parlant sur une motion d'ordre,
souligne que, outre le projet de resolution de la
Premiere Commission, I'Assemblee est saisie de
propositions presentees par l'URSS et qui prevoi
ent une tutelle de plus courte duree pour la Libye.
I1 demande que ces propositions soient mises aux
voix en premier lieu.

Le PRESIDENT rappelle au representant de
l'Union sovietique que la pratique achnise a titre
constant par I'Assemblee generale a ete de prendre,
comme texte de base faisant I'objet du premier
vote, les recommandations de la Commission com
petente. On peut soumettre des amendements a
ce texte de base, et c'est ce que l'Irak a fait.
L'URSS a presente des propositions separees qui
doivent etre examinees ensuite.

Il met done aux voix I'amendement au para
graphe I presente par la delegation de l'Irak.
A la demande du representant de l'Irak, le vote
aura lieu par appel nominal.

Il est procede mt vote par appel nominal.
L'appel commence par le Panama, dont le nom

est tire Ott sort par le President.
Votent pour: Philippines, Pologne, Arabie

saoudite, Syrie, Turquie, Republique socialiste
sovietique d'Ukraine, Union des Republiques so
cialistes sovietiques, Yemen, Yougoslavie, Afgha
nistan, Binnanie, Republique socialiste soviHique
de Bielorussie, Chine, Costa-Rica, Tchecoslova
quie, Egypte, HaHi, Inde, Iran, Irak, Liban, Li
beria, Pakistan.

Votent contre: Panama, Paraguay, Perou,
Union SUd-Africaine, Royaume-Uni, Etats-Unis
d'Amerique, Uruguay, Venezuela, Argentine,
Australie, Belgique, Bolivie, Bresil, Canada, Chili,
Colombie, Danemark, France, Grece, Honduras,
Islande, Luxembourg, Mexique, Pays-Bas, Nou
velle-Zelande, Nicaragua, N orvege.

S'abstiennent: Siam, Suede, Cuba, Republique
Dom,inicaine, Equateur, Salvador, Ethiopie, Gua
temala, Israel.

It y a 23 voiz pour, 27 voix contre, et 9 absten
tions.

L'amendement est rejete.

Le PRESIDENT met aux voix le premier anleLl
dement de l'Egypte au paragraphe I (A/885).
Le vote par appet nominal a ete demande.

It est procede au vote par appel nominal.
L'appel commence par l'Equateur, dont le nom

est tire au sort par le President.
Votent pour: Egypte, Ethiopie, Grece, Guate

mala, Haiti, Inde, Iran, Irak, Israel, Liban, Libe
ria, Mexique, N orvege, Pakistan, Philippines, Po
logne, Arabie saoudite, Siam, Syrie, Turquie, Re
publique socialiste sovietique d'Ukraine, Union
des Republiques socialistes sovietiques, Etats
Ul1is d'Amerique, Yemen, Yougoslavie, Afgha
nistan, Birmanie, Republique socialiste sovietique
de Bielorussie, Chine, Colombie, Costa-Rica,
Cuba, Tchecoslovaquie, Danemark, Republique
Dorninicaine.

Votent contre: Equateur, France, Hondura~,
Islande, Luxembourg, Pays-Bas, Nouvelle-Ze
lande, Paraguay, Perou, Union Sud-Africaine,
Royaume-Uni, Argentine, Australie, Belgique,
Bolivie, Canada.

S'abstiennent: Salvador, Nicaragua, Panama,
Suede, Uruguay, Venezuela, Bresil, Chili.

I
1
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The result of the vote was 35 in favour 16
against, and 8 abstentions. '

The amendment was ad~pted, having obtained
the required two-thirds majority.

The PRESIDENT called for a vote on the second
Egyptian amendment to paragraph 1 (A/885) .

A vote was tahen by roll-call, as follows:
Norway, having been drawn by lot by the Presi

dent, voted first.
In favour: Pakistan, Philippines, Saudi Arabia,

Syria, Yemen, Afghanistan, Egypt, Iran, Iraq,
Lebanon.

Against: Norway, Panama, Paraguay, Peru,
Poland, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union of South Africa, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Kingdom, United States of
America, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yugoslavia, Argen
tina, Australia, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil, Burma,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Canada,
Qlile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cuba, Czechoslo
vakia, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,
El Salvador, France, Greece, Guatemala, Hon
duras, Iceland, India, Luxembourg, Mexico,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua.

Abstaining: Siam, Sweden, Turkey, China,
Ethiopia, Haiti, Israel, Liberia.

The result of the vote was 10 in fav01w, 41
against, and 8 abstentions.

The amendment was rejected.

The PRESIDENT put to the vote the first part of
paragraph 1 of the draft resolution submitted by
the First Committee, as amended.

A vote was taken by show of hands.
The paragraph, as~ed, was arl:2.P!!.d by

48 votes to 8, with one abstention.

The PRESIDENT put to the vote sub-paragraph
(a) of paragraph 1 of the draft resolution of the
First Committee. A vote by roll-call l~ad been
requested.

A vote was taken by roll-call, as follows:
China, having been drawn by lot by the Presi

dent, voted first.
In favour: Colombia, Costa Rica, Cuba, Den

mark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador,
Ethiopia, France, Greece, Honduras, Iceland,
Liberia, Luxembourg, Mexico, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway, Panama, Paraguay,
Peru, Siam, Turkey, Union of South Africa,
United Kingdom, United States of America,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Argentina, Australia, Bel
gium, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Chile.

Against: Czechoslovakia, Egypt, Guatemala,
Haiti, Iraq, Israel, Lebanon, Pakistan, Poland,
Saudi Arabia, Syria, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
Yemen, Yugoslavia, Burma, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic.

Abstaining: China, India, Iran, Philippines,
Sweden, Afg·hanistan.

The result of the vote 'was 36 in favour, 17
against, and 6 abstentions.

The sub-paragraph was adopted, having ob
tained the required two-thirds majority.

Il y a 35 voi.-r pour, 16 voix contre, et 8 absten
tions.

Ayant obtenu la majorite requise des dettx
tiers, l'amendement est adopte.

Le PRESIDENT met aux voix le second amende
l11ent de I'Egypte au paragraphe 1 (A/885).

Il est procede au vote pa,r appel nominal.
L'appel commence par la Norvege, dont le nom

est f'ire au sort par le President.
V otent pour: Pakistan, Philippines, Arabie

saoudite, Syrie, Yemen, Afghanistan, Egypte,
Iran, Irak, Liban.

V otent contre: Norvege, Panama, Paraguay,
Perou, Pologne, Repllblique socialiste sovietiqlle
d'Ukraine, Union Sud-Africaine, Union des Re
publiques socialistes sovietiques, Royaume-Uni,
Etats-Unis d'Amerique, Uruguay, Venezuela,
Yougoslavie, Argentine, Australie, Belgique, Bo
livie, Bresil, Birl11anie, Republique socialiste sovie
tique de Bielorussie, Canada, Chili, Colombie,
Costa-Rica, Cuba, Tchecoslovaquie, Danel1lark,
Republique Dominicaine, Equateur, Salvador,
France, Grece, Guatemala, Honduras, Islande,
Inde, Luxembourg, Mexique, Pays-Bas, Nollvelle
Zelande, Nicaragua.

S'abstiennent: Siam, Suede, Turquie, Chine,
Ethiopie, Haiti, Israel, Liberia.

Il y a 10 voi.'!: pour, 41 voix c011tre, et 8 absten
tions.

L'amende1nent est rejete.

Le PRl!:SIDENT met aux voix la premiere partie
elu paragraphe 1 du projet de resolution presente
par la Premiere Commission, telle qu'elle a ete
amendee.

Il est procede mt vote it main levee.
Par 48 voi.'!: contre 8, avec une abstention, le

paragraphe ainsi amende est adopte.

Le PRESIDENT met aux voix l'alinea a) du para
graphe 1 du projet de resolution de la Premiere
Commission. Le vote par appel nominal a ete de
l11ande.

Il est procide au vote par appel nominal.
L'appel commence par la Chine, dont le nom

est tire att sort par le President.
Votent pour: Colombie, Costa-Rica, Danemark,

Republique Dominicaine, Equateur, Salvador,
Ethiopie, France, Grece, Honduras, Islande, Li
beria, Luxembourg, Mexique, Pays-Bas, Nou
velle-Zelande, Nicaragua, Norvege, Panama, Para
guay, Perou, Siam, Turquie, Union Sud-Africaine,
Royaul11e-Uni, EtatsUnis d'Amerique, Uruguay,
Venezuela, Argentine, Australie, Be1giqlle, Boli
vie, Bresil, Canada, Chili.

Votent contre: Tchecoslovaquie, Egypte, Gua
temala, HaIti, Irak, Israel, Liban, Pakistan, Po
logne, Arabie saoudite, Syrie, Republique socialiste
sovietique d'Ukraine, Union des Republiques so
cialistes sovietiques, Yemen, YOllgoslavie, Binna
nie, Republiqlle socialiste sovietique de Bielorussie.

S'abstiennent: Chine, Inde, Iran, Philippines,
Snede, Afghanistan.

Il :l' a 36 voi.t: pour, 17 voi.'!: contre, et 6 absten
tions.

A:l'ant obtmu la maforite requise des deux tiers,
l'alinea est adopt6.
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The PRESIDENT put to the vote sub-paragraph
(b) of paragraph 1 of the draft resolution of the
First Committee.

A vote was tallen by roll-call, as follows:
The U1~ited Kingdom, having been drawn by

lot by the President, voted first.
In favour: United Kingdom, United. States of

America, Uruguay, Venezuela, Argentula, A?s
tralia, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, .C~lle,
Colombia, Costa Rica, Cuba, Denmark, DomInIcan
Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Ethiopia, France,
Greece, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Iceland,
Liberia, Luxembourg, Mexico, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway, Panama, Paraguay,
Peru, Union of South Africa.

Against: Yemen, Yugoslavia, Burma, Byelo
russian Soviet Socialist Republic, Czechoslovakia,
Egypt, Iraq, Lebanon, Pakistan, Philippines,
Poland, Saudi Arabia, Syria, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Re
publics.

Abstaining: China, India, Iran, Israel, Siam,
Sweden, Turkey.

The result of the vote was 36 in favour, 15
against, and 7 abstentions.

The sltb-paragraph was adopted, having ob
tained the required two-thirds majority.

The PRESIDENT said that since Turkey wished
its name to be deleted from paragraph 1, sub
paragraph (c) of the draft resolution, some sub
stitute should be found to serve on the proposed
advisory council. He therefore suggested that the
relevant phrase should read "consisting of repre
sentatives of France, Italy, the United Kingdom,
the United States of America and another Mem
ber of the United Nations to be nominated by the
General Assembly ..." It would be preferable to
postpone the nomination until later.

Mr. ARCE (Argentina) proposed that the ad
visory council should be composed of five mem
bers, including the representative of the people of
the territory, instead of six, as provided for in
sub-paragraph (c). An uneven number was pre
ferable to an even number, and in that way the
representative of the people of the territory would
have more influence within the council.

The PRESIDENT stated that he would treat the
Argentine proposal as a formal amendment calling
for the deletion of the word "Turkey" from the
sub-paragraph.

Mr. DROHOJOWSKI (Poland) considered that
the point under discussion should be subject to
acceptance by Turkey. During the debate in the
First Committee, the Turkish representative had
specifically stated that his country would serve
on the council.1 In view of his statement before
the Assembly, however, it was clear that his coun
try did not wish to take part in work of which it
did not approve. Turkey's withdrawal changed
the position completely.

Mr. SARPER (Turkey), speaking on a point of
order, declared that the statement he had made in
the Assembly had been based upon instructions
from his Government. He felt that that statement

1 See Offic·ial Records of the third session of the Getl
.eral Assll'mbly, Part Il, First Committee, 272nd meeting.
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Le PRESIDENT met aux voix I'alinea b) du para
graphe 1 du projet de resolution de la Premiere
Commission.

Il est procede an vote par appel nominal.
L'appel C011lmel1Ce par le Royaume-Uni, dont le

nom est tire au sort par le President.
Votent pour: Royaume-Uni, Etats-Unis d'Ame

rique, Uruguay, Venezuela, Argentine, Australie,
Belgique, Bolivie, BresiI, Canada, Chili, Co
Iombie, Costa-Rica, Cuba, Danemark, Republi
que Dominicaine, Equatenr, Salvador, Ethiopie,
France, Grece, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, 1s
lande, Liberia, Luxembourg, Mexique, Pays-Bas,
Nouvelle-Zelande, Nicaragua, Norvege, Panama,
Paraguay, Perou, Union Sud-Africaine.
.. V otent contre: Yemen, Yougoslavie, Birmanie,
Republique socialiste sovietique de Bielorussie,
Tchecoslovaquie, Egypte, Irak, Liban, Pakistan,
Philippines, Pologne, Arabie saoudite, Syrie, Re
publique socialiste sovietique d'Ukraine, Union
des Republiques socialistes sovietiques.

S'abstiennent: Chine, Inde, Iran, Israel, Siam,
Suede, Turquie.

1l )' a 36 vo£x pour, 15 voix contre, et 7 absten
tions.

.I1yant obtenlt la lIIajorita requise des deux tiers,
l'alinea est adopte.

Le PRESIDENT declare que, la delegation de la
Turquie cIesirant que son nom soit :Dupprime de
l'alinea c) du paragraphe 1 du projet de resolu
tion, il falldra lui trouver un substitut au conseil
consultatif envisage. I1 propose donc que le mem
bre de phrase correspondant soit redige comme
suit: "compose de representants de la France, de
I'Italie, du Royaume-Uni, des Etats-Unis d'Ameri
que et d'un autre Etat Membre de I'Organisation
des Nations Unies qui sera nomme par l'Assem
bJee generaIe..." I1 serait preferable de ne pro
ceder acette nomination que plus tard.

rvL ARcE (Argentine) propose que le conseil
consultatif soit compose de cinq membres, y com
pris le representant de la population du territoire,
au lieu des six prevus a I'alinea c). Un nombre
impair presente certains avantages et le represen
tant de la population elu territoire aurait ainsi plus
cl'influence au sein du conseil.

Le PRESIDENT declare qu'il traitera la proposi
tion de I'Argentine en amendement oHidel, de
mandant qu'on snpprime de I'alinea le mot "Tur
quie".

M. DROHOJOWSKI (Pologne) estime que le
point en discussion doit etre subordonne a I'accep
tation de la Turquie. Au cours des debats a la
Premiere Commission, le representant de la Tur
quie a declare nettement qu'il acceptait de faire
partie du conseil consultatifl. Etant donne sa de
claration a l'Assemblee, il est evident maintenant
qu'il ne desire pas participer a des travaux qu'il
n'approuve pas. Le retrait de la Turquie a comple
tement 1110difie la situation.

M. SARPER (Turquie), parlant sur une motion
d'ordre, clit que la declaration qu'il a faite a I'As
sembh~e est conforme aux instructions de son Gou
vernement. Il estime qu'il n'y a pas lieu d'interpre-

1 Voir les DOCl/meHts o!ficirls de la troisieme session'
de I'Assemblee ,generale, deu.-ricme partie, Premiere Com
mission, 272eme seance.
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called for no interpretation, and recalled that he
had made no reference to the character of the
work to be done.

Mr. ENTEZAM (Iran) suggested that another
representative of the people of the territory should
be included in the council. The revelant phrase
in sub-paragraph (c) of paragraph 1 should there
fore read "and two representatives ..."

The PRESIDENT put the Argentine amendment
to the vote.

The ame11d'N'wnt was adopted by 26 votes to 10,
with 13 abstentions. ~

The PRESIDENT put the Iranian amendment to
the vote. .----'

The a,nwnd'1wnt was adopted by 20 votes to
12, with 22 abstentions. ~

The PRESIDENT explained that it was the ab
solute practice of the Assembly that if an amend
ment to a text did not involve any decision, a
two-thirds majority was not required for its adop
tion. That was the case in the vote which had just
been taken, since the Assembly had yet to vote
on the sub-paragraph as amended.

He put sub-paragraph (c), as amended, to the
vote.

A vote WM taken by roll-call, as jo!l07.fJs:
The United States of America, having been

drawn by lot by the President, voted first.
In favour: United States of America, Uruguay,

Venezuela, Argentina, Australia, Belgium, Bolivia,
Brazil, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica,
Cuba, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,
El Salvador, France, Greece, Guatemala, Hon
duras, Iceland, Luxembourg, Mexico, N ether
lands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway, Panama,
Paraguay, Peru, Union of South Africa, United
Kingdom.

Against: Yemen, Yugoslavia, Burma, Byelo
russian Soviet Socialist Republic, Czechoslovakia,
Egypt, Haiti, India, Iraq, Lebanon, Pakist~n,
Philippines, Poland, Saudi Arabia, Syria, Ukralp
ian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of SOVlet
Socialist Republics.

Abstaining: China, Ethiopia, Iran, Israel, Li
beria, Siam, Sweden, Turkey.

The result of the vote was 33 in javottr, 17
against, and 8 abstentions.

The sub-paragraph, as amended, was not adopt
ed, having failed to obtiiiii' the reqUiFe7Itwo
thirds majority.

The PRESIDENT suggested that the vote on the
last part of paragraph 1 should be postponed,
inasmuch as it had obviously been included on the
assumption that the three territories would be
covered by the three trusteeship systems. The
General Assembly had adopted sub-paragraph (a),
dealing with Cyrenaica, and sub-paragraph (b),
dealing with the Fezzan, but had rejected sub
paragraph (c), concerning Tripolitania. As the
last part of paragraph 1 referred to the Powers
charged with the administration of the three terri
tories, it would, if retained, require amendment.
If the Assembly so desired, however, he would
put the clause to the vote immediately.

Mr. CASTRO (El Salvador) considered that re
gardless of the result of the vote on sub-paragraphs

ter cette declaration et souligne qu'il n'a rien clit
de la nature des travaux qui doivent etre effectues.

M. ENTEZAM (Iran) propose qu'un deuxieme
representant de la population du territoire fasse
partie du conseiL Le membre de phrase corres
pondant de l'alinea c) du paragraphe 1 serait done
redige co!Ume suit: "et de deux representants..."

Le PRESIDENT met aux voix l'amendement de
l'Argentine.

Pal' 26 voix cOlltre 10, avec 13 abstentions,
l'amendemellt de l'Argentine est adopie.

Le PRESIDENT met aux voix l'amendement de
l'Iran.

Par 20 voix contre 12, avec 22 abstentions,
l'(l;I1wndemellt est adopte.

Le PRESIDENT explique qu'il est formellement
d'usage a l'Assemblee, de ne pas exiger la majo
rite des deux tiers pour l'adoption d'un amende
ment dont le texte n'implique aucune decision.
C'est le cas du vote qui vient d'avoir lieu, puisque
l'Assemblee doit encore se prononcer sur l'alinea
ainsi amende.

11 met al1X voix l'alinea c), ainsi amende.

II est procede aH vote par appel nominal.
L'appel comme'tCiJ par les Etats-Unis d'An!l!ri

que, dont le 110111 est tire alt sort par le President.
Votent pour: Etats-Unis d'Amerique, Uruguay,

Venezuela, Argentine, Australie, Belgique, Boli
vie, Bresil, Canada, Chili, Colombie, Costa-Rica,
Cuba, Danemark, Republique Dominicaine, Equa
teur, Salvador, France, Grcke, Guatemala, Hon
duras, Islande, Lu;xembourg, Mexique, Pays-Bas,
Nouve1le-Zelande, Nicaragua, N orvege, Panama,
Paraguay, Perau, Union Sud-Africaine, Royaume
Uni.

Votent contrlf: Yemen, Yougoslavie, Birmallie,
Republique socialiste sovietique de Bielorussie,
Tchecoslovaquie, Egypte, HaIti, Inde, Irak, Liban,
Pakistan, Philippines, Pologne, Arabie saoudite,
Syrie, RepubJique socialiste sovietique d'Ukraine,
Union des Republiques socialistes sovietiques.

S'abstien1te11t: Chine, Ethiopie, Iran, Israel,
Liberia, Siam, Suede, Turquie. .

Il Y a 33 voix pour, 17 voLt: contre et 8 absten
tions.

N'ayant pas obtervlt la lnajorite requise des dett%
tiers, l'alil1ea ainsi amende, n'est pas adopte.

Le PRESIDENT' propose de differer le vote sur la
derniere partie du paragraphe 1, etant donne que
cette disposition a manifestement ete incluse en
se fondant sur l'hypotbese que les trois territoires
seraient places sous le regime de tntelle. Or, l'As
semblee generale a adopte I'alinea a) relatif it la
Cyrena'ique et l'alinea b) relatif au Fezzan, mais
a rejete l'alinea c) concernant la Tripolitaine.
COlTIme la derniere partie du paragraphe 1 con·
cerne les Puissances chargees de l'administration
des trois territoires, il faudra, si eUe est maintenue,
y apporter un amendement. Cependant, si l'As
sel11bh~e le desire, it mettra cette disposition aux
voix immediatement.

M. CASTRO (Salvador) estime qu'independatn
mellt du resultat du vote sur les alineas a), b) et c),
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En vertu de son r(~glcment interieur, l'Assem
blce generale n'a pas le pOllvoir de presenter de
nouvelles propositions [lour t1lle nouvelle solution.

Le PRESH1E~T explique qu'ainsi que le repre
sentant des Etat:;-Unis l'a fait remarquer, la dis
position peut avair une valeur pratique. I1 con
firme l'interpretation du representant des Etats
Unis, selon laquelle les 1110ts "que les Puissances
chargees de l'administration des trois terri
toires. . ." se rapportent respcctivement au
Royaume-Uni, cn qualite d'Alltorite chargee de
l'administration pour la. Cyrenaiqne, a la France
pour le Fezzan et a llne autoritc non encore de
signee pour la Trip0litaine; ce point restc a fixer.

M. GARclA lL\UER (Guatemala) recoll11l1ancle
a l'Assemblee de ne pas confondre administration
de fait et administration de dmit. Le Royaumc
Uni occupe, en fait, la Tripolitaine, mais il ne
l'occupera en droit que lorsque l'Assemblee lui
aura confere ce droit. I1 conteste donc l'interpre
tation du representant des Etats- Unis et estime
que, dans sa forme actuelle, la disposition n 'a
aucun sens.

Le Pld,SIDENT propose de modifier la disposition
comme suit: "Quc les Puissances chargees dc
l'adl11inistration de la Cyrenaiqnc, dl! Fezzan et les
Puissances chargees et qui seront chargecs de l'ad
ministration de la Tripolitaine ...". Cettc modifi
cation indiqncrait 'Iu'une decision doit encore etre
prise au sujet de la Tripolitaine. Elle tient compte
de la remarque du representant dcs Etats-Unis et
du but de la disposition primitive, qui visait c1aire
ment a assurer la coordination,

Le PRESIDElIiT signale que, sous sa forme ac
tuelle, cette disposition n'est pas applicable puis
qu'eUe se re£ere aux trois territoires et qu'aucun
amendement n'a encore ete propose. Neanl11oins,
comme elle est incluse dans le projet de la Pre
miere COlllmission, il la mettra aux voix et exa
minera ensuite le point souleve par le represen
tant du Salvador.

l'Assemblee duit encore se prononcer sur la der
l1iere disposition, qui concerne la coordination des
activites des Puissances chargees d'administra
tion.

M. AUSTIlIi (Etats-Unis d'Amcrique) pense
que 1'0n peut toujours appliquer cette disposition,
puisqu'elle prcvoit la coordination des activites
des trois administrations. En ce qui concerne la
Tripolitaine, les decisions de l'Assemblee ne creent
pas un vide, puisque, si l'Assemblee generale n'en
decide pas autrcl11ent, l'administration actuellel11ent
existante continuera, pense-t-il, d'y fonctionner.

M. AUllAS (Irak) n'est pas d'nccord avec le re
presentant des Etats-Unis; il estime 'Iu'un vide
existe en ce qui concerne la Tripolitaine, en raison
du fait que l'Assemblee n'a pas adopte le para
graphe qui avait trait a ce pays. Conuue solution
au probleme de la Libye dans son enscmhle, la
Premiere Commission a recommande certaines
solutions pour certaines parties du pays. Toutefois,
la solution concernant !'une de ces parties n 'a pas
ete adoptee; cela signifie quc les conditions ante
rieures continueront a prevaloir jusqu'a ce que
l'Asscmblee generale, 1\ sa prochaine session, trouve
t111e solution plus adequate.

218th plenary meeting

The PRESIDENT pointed out that, as it stood,
that clause was not applicable, since it referred to
three territories, but that no amcndment had so
far been put forward. Neverthe1css, inasmuch as
it was included in the First Committee's draft.
he would Pllt it to the vote and deal subsequently
with the point raised by the representative of El
Salvador.

(a). (b) and (c), the Assembly still had to vote
on the last clause. which concerned co-ordination
of the activities of the Adtpinistering Powers.

Mr. AUSTIN (United States of America) felt
that the clause was still applicable, since it pro
vided for the co-ordination of the activities of
three administrations. The Assembly's decisions
had not given rise to a vacuum in the case of
Tripolitania, since the administration already e.:'{
isting there would. he thought, continue to func
tion, if no other provision were made for that
territory by the Assembly.

Thc PRESIDENT explained that, as the United
States reprcsentative had pointed out, the clausc
could have operative value. He confirmed the
United States representative's explanation that
the words "that the Powers charged with the
administration of the three territories" referred
to the United Kingdom as the Administering
Authority for Cyrenaica, France as the Adminis
tering Authority for the Fezzan, and the Adminis
tering Authority for Tripolitania, whatever that
might bc; th~t point had yet to be determined.

MR. Gi\RciA BAUER (Guatemala) warned the
Assembly not to confuse a de facto administration
with a de jure administration. The Unitcd King
dom was, de facto, occupying Tripolitania, but
would occupy it de jure only if the Assembly cm
powered it to do so. He could not agree. there
fore, with the interpretation given by the United
States representative and considered that the
clause, as it stood, had no real meaning.

Under the rules of procedure, the Assembly was
not empowered to entertain any new suggestion
for another solution. The only thing it could do

Mr. ABBAS (Iraq) disagreed with the United
States representative; he considered that a vacuum
did exist in the case of Tripolitania as a result of
the failure to adopt the paragraph relating to it. As
a solution for the problem of the whole of Libya,
the First Committee had recommended certain ~o

lutions for certain parts of the territory. The solu
tion for one part, however, had failed to be adopted
with the result that the condition which had ex
isted previously would continue until the General
Assembly, at its following session, found a morc
suitable solution.

The PRESIDENT suggested that the clause might
be altered to read: "That the Powers charged with
the administration of Cyrenaica, the Fezzan, and
the Powers charged and to be charged with the
administration of Tripolitania . . ." That would
indicate that the malll'r still remained to be de
cided. It ran parallel to the point mude by the
represetltative of the United States and met the
purpose of the clause which was, clearly, to secure
co-ordination.
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at the current session was to leave matters as they
were.

Mr. Abbas reserved his delegation's right to de
mand a full discussion on the entire subject if a
new suggestion were submitted.

Mr. J. MALIK (Union of Soviet Socialist Re
publics) felt that the situation which had arisen
was rather delicate. The whole system so carefully
built up behind the scenes of the General Assembly
by the representatives of the United States and the
United I{ingdom, with the participation of Italy,
was collapsing. As the final clause of paragraph 1
referred to sub-paragraphs (a), (b) and (c), the
elimination of sub-paragraph (c) created an en
tirely new situation; the whole scheme which had
been proposed had collapsed. Under the rules of
procedure, any new proposal concerning substance
had to be referred back to the Committee. There
could not, therefore, be a vote on the last clause of
paragraph 1 because it no longer corresponded
with the preceding text.

The PRESIDENT said that unless an amendment
were submitted, he would put the clause to the
vote.

Mr. GARCIA BAUER (Guatemala) attributed the
confusion that had arisen to the remarks made by
the representative of the. United States. He per
sonally thought that a vote could be taken on the
last clause if it were clarified. Such clari£.cation
might be given in the form of an amendment to the
effect that approval of that clause did not in itself
imply or grant to the occupying Power any legal
right to continue administering the territory of
Tripolitania.

The PRESIDENT regarde,d the suggestion of the
representative of Guatemala as a clari£.cation and
not as a specific amendment.

He reminded the Assembly that it also had be
fore it a draft resolution submitted by Costa Rica,
Cuba and Uruguay concerning the western prov
ince of Eritrea and a draft resolution submitted
by Pakistan which would meet the de£.ciencies of
the draft resolution of the First Committee.

He was willing to postpone the vote on the last
clause of paragraph 1 until the end of the vote 011

the draft resolution. If, however, an amendment
were submitted, he would accept it and put it to
the vote; otherwise he would pU1 the clause to the
vote as it stood.

Mr. GUTIERREZ (Cuba) felt there was no need
for an amendment. The paragraph spoke of "the
Powers charged with the administration of the
three territories ..." The territories in question
still remained.

Mr. PADILLA NERVO (Mexico) reminded the
Assembly that the purpose of the clause was to
ensure co-ordination among the different admin
istrations in order to secure the unity of Libya.
Such co-ordination should refer also to Tripoli
tania. If the clause under discussion were accepted
without amendment, the resolution would contain
sub-paragraph (a), referring to Cyrenaica, and
sub-paragraph (b), referring to the Fezzan, and
no mention would" be made of Tripolitania. To
clarify the purpose of the clause, it was necessary
to make specific mention of Tripolitania.
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La seule chose qu'elle puisse faire mallltenant est
de 1aisser les questions dans l'etat ou el1es sont.

M. Abbas reserve le droit de sa delc~gaiion de
demander une discussion complete de la question au
cas ou lIne nouvelle proposition serait presentee.

M. J. MALIK (Union des RepubliCI.ues socialis
tes sovietiques) estime que la situation devant la
queUe l'Assemblee se trouve est assez delicate.
L'ensemble du systeme, soigneusemeni elabore
dans les coulisses de l'Assemblee genera1e par les
representants des Etats-Unis et d1t Royaume-Uni,
avec la participation de l'Italie, est en train de
s'ecrou1er. Etant donne que la disposition final/'
du paragraphe 1 se rapporte aux alimeas a), b) et
c), l'elimination de l'alinea c) cree une. situation
entierel11ent nouvelle; tout le plan propose s'effon
dre. Selon le reg1ement interieur, toute nOllvelle
proposition concernant le fond d'une question doit
etre renvoyee ala Commission. L'on ne peut done
voter sur la derniere disposition du pilragraphe 1,
car eIle ne correspond plus au contexte.

Le PRESIDENT decide de mettre la disposition
aux voix, it. moins qu'un amendement ne soit pre
sente.

M. GARcfA BAUER (Guatema1a) pense que la
confusion qui regne provient des observations du
representant des Etats-Ul1is. I1 est personnelle
ment d'avis que l'on pourrait voter sur La derniere
disposition si le sens de celle-Qi e1ait ec1airci. Cette
clarification pourrait etre preseniee sous la forme
d'un amendement tendant a preciser que l'adop
tion de cette disposition n'implique ni u'accorde
de droit juridique permettant a la Puissance occu
pante de continuer a administrer la Tripolitaine.

Le PRESIDENT considere que ]a proposition du
representant du Guatemala est une clarification et
non un amendement.

I1 rappelle que l'Assemblee es1 egalement saisie
d'un projet de resolution presenie par le Costa
Rica, Cuba et 1'Uruguay, concernan1 la Province
occidenta1e de l'Erythree, et d'un projet de re
solution du Pakistan tendant a combler les lacunes
du projet de resolution de la Premiere Commis
sion.

n accepterait de differer, jusqu'a c~ que l'on
soit arrive a la fin du vote sur le projet de reso
lution, le vote sur la derniere disposition du para
graphe 1. Toutefois, si un amendement est pro
pose, il l'acceptera et le mettra aux voi.x; dans le
cas contraire, il mettra aux voix ]a disposiiion teJle
qu'eIle est redigee.

M. GUTIERREZ (Cuba) pense que l'on n'a nulle
ment besoin d'un amendement. Le iale de la
disposition parle des "Puissances chargees de
l'administration des trois territoires...•", Les ter
ritoires en question sont toujours la.

M. PADILLA NERVO (Mexique) rappelle al'As
semblee que le but de la disposition est d'assurer
la coordination entre les diverses administrations
afin de preserver l'unite de la Libye. Cette coordi
nation devrait certainement viser aussi la Tripoli
taine. Si la disposition etait acceptee sans amende
ment, la resolution contiendrait l'aJinea a.) relatif
a la Cyrena'iql1e et l'alinea b) re1atif all Fezzan,
et ne ferait pas mention de la Tripolitaine. Pour
predser le but de la disposition, it est necessaire
de mentionner explicitement la Tripolitaine.
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He suggested the following wording: "That the
Powers charged with the administration of those
territories ...", namely, the territories mentioned
in Sllb-paragraphs (a) and (b), which had been
approved, "and the Power responsible for the ad
ministration of Tripolitania tal<e all necessary
measures ..." That would not mean that the As
sembly had formally charged the United Kingdom
with the administration of Tripolitania, or given it
a legal title to the territory, but merely recognized
that it was at that time responsible for its admin
istration.

Whether by virtue of that resolution or by vir
tue of the actual situation of military occupation
in Tripolitania, the Administering Powers would
still have the duty and obligation of co-ordinating
their administration in order to ensure the unity
of Libya.

The PRESIDENT asked the representative of
Mexico whether his suggestion could be phrased
as follows; "That the Powers charged with the ad
ministration of Cyrenaica and Fezzan and the
Power administering Tripolitania ..."

Mr. PADILLA NERVO (Mexico) agreed to that
formula.

Mr. ARCE (Argentina) recalled that, with the
purpose of reaching a concrete and positive solu
tion, a group of Latin-American Republics, up
holding their principles and granting concessions
on certain points, had reached an agreement con
cerning the draft resolution which had been sub
mitted to the General Assembly by the First Com
mittee. He was sure that all delegations were
aware that if a single one of the points of that
compromise resolution failed, the entire proposal
would fail, since a whole group of Latin-American
Republics was prepared to vote against the draft
resolution in its entirety. He thought a vote should
therefore be taken immediately. Many concessions
had been made in order to reach a positive and
concrete proposal but it appeared that those ef
forts were being nullified by a malicious spirit
which had arisen in the Assembly.

The PRESIDENT pointed out that the Argentine
representative had dealt with the substance of the
matter and not the form of the paragraph under
discussion. The Assembly had to vote 011 the Mex
ican amendment and then, bearing in mind the
serious nature of its previous decisions, it had to
vote on the last clause of paragraph I.

Sir Mohammed ZAFRULLAH KHAN (Pakistan)
agreed with the Mexican representative that the
clause should state clearly which territories were
meant. He therefore supported the wording the
latter had proposed.

In his opinion, the clause would have a benefi
cial effect, in that the United Kingdom, which had
been anxious to convert the military administra
tion of those areas into a more normal administra
tion, would, if that clause were adopted, be not
only free but obliged to co-ordinate its activities in
Tripolitania with its activities in Cyrenaica,
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I1 propose la redaction suivante: "Que les Puis
sances chargees de l'administration de ces terri
toires ...", c'est-a-dire les territoires vises aux
alineas a) et b) qui ont ete adoptes "et la Puis
sance chargee de I'administration de la Tripoli
taine prennent toutes les mesures necessaires ...".
Ce1a ne signifierait pas que l'Assemblee a officielle
ment charge le Royaume-Uni de I'administration
de la Tripolitaine, ou qu'elle lui a donne un titre
juridique sur ce territoire; cela voudrait simple
ment dire qu'elle reconnait que le Royaume-Uni
est it I'heure actuelle responsable de l'administra
tiOll de ce territoire.

En vertu de cette resolution ou en raison de l'oc
cupation militaire sous laquelle la Tripolitaine se
trouve actueUement placee, les Puissances char
gees de I'administration auront toujours le devoir
et I'obligation de coordonner leurs activites afin
de preserver l'unite de la Libye.

Le PRESIDENT demande au representant du
Mexique s'il accepte que sa proposition soit redi·
gee comme suit: "Que les Puissances chargees de
l'administration de la Cyrenaique et du Fezzan et
la Puissance chargee de I'administration de la
Tripolitaine ...".

M. PADILLA NERVO (Mexique) accepte cette
redaction.

M. ARCE (Argentine) rappeUe que, clans I'in
tention d'arriver it une solution concrete et posi
tive, un groupe de Republiques d'Amerique latine,
fidcle cl. leurs principes mais faisant des conces
sions sur certains points, ont abouti cl. un accord
sur le projet de resolution que la Premiere Com
mission a transmise cl. I'Assemblee generale. Il est
persuade qu'aucune delegation n'ignore que si un
seul des points de la resolution de compromis est
rejetc, l'ensemble de la proposition le sera egale
ment, etant donne que tout un groupe des Repu
bliques d'Amerique latine voterait contre le projet
de resolution dans son ensemble. A son avis, i1
conviendrait de voter immediatement. On a fait
de nombreuses concessions pour rediger une
proposition positive et concrete, mais il semble
que les efforts entrepris ont echoue a. cause de
I'esprit de malveillance qui s'est manifeste a l'As~

semblee.

Le PRESIDENT fait remarquer que le represen
tant de I'Argentine a parle du fond meme de la
question et non de la redaction de la disposition
que I'on discute. L'Assemblee doit voter sur
I'amendement mexicain et ensuite, tenant compte
du caractere important de ses decisions prece
dentes, eUe devra se prononcer sur la derniere dis
position du paragraphe 1.

Sir Mohammed ZAFRULLAH KHAN (Pakistan)
convient avec le representant du Mexique que la
disposition devrait HabIir clairement de quels ter
ritoires iI s'agit. I1 est done en faveur du texte
propose par le Mexique.

A son avis, la dispositiOll presentera un avan
tage du fait que le Royaume-Uni, qui a manifeste
le desir de transformer I'administration militaire de
ces regions en une administration plus normale,
sera tenu de se conformer it cette disposition, si
elle est adoptee; i1 ne sera pas seulement libre de
coordonner ses activites en Tripolitaine avec ses
activites en Cyrenaique, mais il sera oblige de le
faire.
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Mr. J. MALIIC (Union of Soviet Socialist Re
publics) said that the last clause of the paragraph
was organically related to the preceding text of
paragraph 1. At the beginning of that paragraph it
was stated that Libya was to be granted independ
ence ten years from the date of the adoption of
the resolution, Reference was then made, in sub
paragraphs (et) and (b), to two parts of Libya,
the third part being disregarded.

By his proposal, the Mexican representative
was virtually asking the General Assembly to con
firm the existing military administration in Tripo
litania for a decade. Mr. Malik asked whether the
representative of Mexico really meant to propose
that for ten years the people of Tripolitania should
languish under a military occupation regime. He
did not think any representatives in the General
Assembly wOlild vote in favour of that suggestion.

The USSR delegation was therefore opposed to
the Mexican proposal, the illegality and injustice
of which was too obvious to admit of serious con
sideration.

The PRESIDENT said that the Mexican proposal
would not have the effect suggested by the repre
sentative of the Soviet Union. It made no refer
ence to trusteeship for Tripolitania. That was
clearly a matter to be decided by the General As
sembly. The Assembly had before it a draft reso
lution submitted by the representative of Pal<istan
which covered that question.

He interpreted the Mexican amendment to mean
that the administration, whatever it was, of Trip
olitania, together with France as the Administer
ing Authority for the Fezzan, and the United
Kingdom as the Administering Authority for
Cyrenaica, would take steps to co-ordinate their
activities for the whole of Libya. In his view the
meaning of the Mexican proposal was clear. He
would put it to the vote as an amendment. A
roll-call vote had been requested.

A vote was take1~ by roll-call, as follows:
S~veden, having been chosen by lot by the P1'esi

dent, voted first.
In favpur: Turkey, Union of South Africa,

United Kingdom, United States of America, Uru
guay, Australia, Belgium, Canada, Costa Rica,
Denmark, Ethiopia, Greece, Guatemala, Hon
duras, Iceland, Liberia, Luxembourg, Mexico,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway.

Against: Ukrainian Soviet· Socialist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Venezuela,
Yugoslavia, Argentina, Byelorussian Soviet So
cialist Republic, Czechoslovakia, Poland.

Abstaining: Sweden, Syria, Yemen, Bolivia,
Brazil, Burma, Chile, China, Colombia, Cuba, Do
minican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador,
France, Haiti, India, Iran, Iraq, Israel, Lebanon,
Nicaragua, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru,
Philippines, Saudi Arabia, Siam.

The 'rest~lt of the vote was 21 in favour, 8
against, and 29 abstentions.

The amendment was q,d<;pted, having obtained
the required two-thirds 1'IwJority.

The PRESIDENT put the last clause of paragraph
1, as amended, to the vote.

. M. J..~:"'LIK ( Union des Republiques socia
hstes sovletlques) dit que la derniere disposition
d~ paragraphe, 1 est intimement liee it ce qui pre
c~de, A son debut, le paragraphe declare que l'in
dependance sera octroyee a la Libye dix ans apres
la date de l'adoption de la resolution. It est en
s;lite questi.on aux alineas a) et b) de deux par
11;s, de la Llbye, la troisieme pal'tie etant laissee de
cote,

En presen~ant son amendement, le represen
tant elu Mexlque demanc1e pratiquement a I'As
sembJee generale d'approuver le maintien de l'ad
minist:ation militaire aetuelle en Tripolitaine pen
dant dlx ans, M. Malik aimerait savoir si le repre
sentant. du Mexiquc suggere vraimel1t que, pen
dant dlx ans encore, la population de la Tripoli
taine subisse un regime d'occupation militaire. It
ne pense pas qu'aucun Membre de l'Assemblee
generale voudra voter en faveur de cette proposi
tion.

La delegation de l'URSS est done opposee cl.
l'amendement du Mexique, dont l'injustice et I'il
legalite sont trop flagrantes pour qu'on le prenne
au serieux.

Le PRESIDENT dit que l'amendement du Mexi
que n 'aura pas les resultats indiques par le rePl"e
sentant de l'Union sovietique. I1 n'est pas ques
tion dans eet amendement de placer la Tripolitaine
sous un regime de tutelle. La question devra mani
festement ctre tranchee par l'Assemblee generale,
qui se trouve actuellement saisie d'un projet de
resolntion du representant dl1 Pakistan concernant
cette qnestion.

Le President intel"prete l'amendement du Mexi
que comme signifiant que l'administration de la
Tripolitaine, quelle qu'cHe soit avec la France en
tant qu'Autorite chargee de I'administration du
Fezzan et le Royaume-Uni en tant qu'Autorite
chargee de l'administration de la Cyrenaique,
prendront les mesures necessaires en vue de co
ordonner leurs activites pour I'ensemble de la
Libye. A son avis, le sens de la proposition mexi
caine est clair. Le pl'esident la mettra aux voix
en tant qu'amendement. Le vote par appel nominal
a ete demande.

Il est procede au vote par appel nominal.
L'appel commence par la Suede, dont le nom est

t'ire a~~ sort par le President.
Votent pour: Turquie, Union Sud-Africaine,

Royaume-Uni, Etats-Unis d'Amerique, Uruguay,
Australie, Belgique, Canada, Costa-Rica, Dane
mark, Ethiopie, Grece, Guatemala, Horiduras,
Isla11de, Liberia, Luxembourg, Mexique, Pays-Bas,
N ouvelle-Zelande, Norvege.

Votent contre: Republique socialiste sovietique
d'Ukraine, Union des Republiques sovietiques,
Venezuela, Yougoslavie, Argentine, Republique
socialiste sovietique de Bielorussie, Tchecoslova
quie, Pologne.

S'abstiennent: Suede, Syrie, Yemen, Bolivie,
Bresil, Birmanie, Chili, Chine, Colombie, Cuba,
Republiql1e Dominicaine, Equateur, Egypte, Sal
vador, France, HaIti, Inde, Iran, Iral<, Israel, Li
ban, Nicaragua, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay,
Perou, Philippines, Arabie saoudite, Siam,

Il y a 21 voi% pour, 8 voi.'I: contre, et 29 absten
tions.

Ayant obtemt la tnajorite reqttise des deux tiers,
l'amendement est adopte.

Le PRESIDENT met aux voix la derniere dispo
sition du paragraphe 1 ainsi amendee.
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A vote was taken by roll-call, as follows:
Cuba, having been drawn by lot by the Presi

dent, voted first.
In favour: Denmark, Ethiopia, Greece, Guate

mala, Honduras, Iceland, Liberia, Luxembourg,
Mexico, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway,
Turkey, Union of South Africa, United Kingdom,
United States of America, Uruguay, Australia,
Belgium, Canada, Costa Rica.

Against: Czechoslovakia, Ecuador, Poland,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, Venezuela, Yugoslavia,
Argentina, Bye10russian Soviet Socialist Repub
lic.

Abstaining: Cuba, Dominican Republic, Egypt,
El Salvador, France, Haiti, India, Iran, Iraq, Is
rael, Lebanon, Nicaragua, Pakistan, Panama,
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Saudi Arabia, Siam,
Sweden, Syria, Yemen, Bolivia, Brazil, Burma,
Chile, China, Colombia.

The result of the vote was 21 in favour, 9
against, and 28 abstentions.

The clause, as amended, was adopted, having
obtained the required two-thirds majority.

The PRESIDENT pointed out that paragraph 2 of
the draft resolution recommended by the First
Committee dealt with Italian Somaliland.

There were two amendments to that para
graph, one submitted by Egypt (N885), the
other by Liberia (A/886).

He put the Egyptian amendment to the vote.
A vote 'was talwn by show of hands.
The amendment was refected by 40 votes to 11,

with 6 abstentions.

The PRESIDENT recalled that an amendment had
been submitted by Liberia (217th meeting) to
paragraph 2 of the draft resolution, and that an
amendment to that amendment had been submit
ted by Argentina, Brazil and Peru, under which
the word "fifteen" would be replaced by the word
"twenty-five" (A/891).

He put the amendment of Argentina, Brazil and
Peru to the vote.

A vote was taken by roll-call, as follows:
The Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,

having been drawn by lot by the President, voted
first.

In favour: Peru, Argentina, Brazil.
Against: Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,

Canada, China, Colombia, Costa Rica, Czechoslo
vakia, Cuba, Denmark, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethi
opia, Guatemala, Iceland, India, Iraq, Israel, Leb
anon, Liberia, Mexico, New Zealand, Nicaragua,
Norway, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Philip
pines, Poland, Saudi Arabia, Siam, Syria, Turkey,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, United Kingdom, Ven
ezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Australia, Burma.

Abstaining: Chile, Dominican Republic, Ecua
dor, France, Greece, Haiti, Honduras, Iran, Lux
embourg, Netherlands, Sweden, Union of South
Africa, United States of America, Uruguay, Bel
gium, Bolivia.

The. result of the vote was 3 in favour, 39
against, and 16 abstentions.

The amendment was rejected.

Il est procede au vote par appel nominal.
L'appel commence par Cuba, dont le nom est

tire au sort par le President.
Votent pour: Danemark, Ethiopie, Grece, Gua

temala, Honduras, Islande, Liberia, Luxembourg,
Mexique, Pays-Bas, Nouvelle-Zelande, Norvege,
Turquie, Union Sud-Africaine, Royaume-Uni,
Etats-Unis d'Amerique, Uruguay, Australie, Bel
gique, Canada, Costa-Rica.

Votent contre: Tchecoslovaquie, Equateur, Po~

logne, Republique socialiste soviHique d'Ukraine,
Union des Republiques socialistes soviHiques,
Venezuela, Yougoslavie, Argentine, Republique
socialiste sovietique de Bie1orussie.

S'abstiennent: Cuba, Republique Dominicaine,
Egypte, Salvador, France, Haiti, Inde, Iran, Irak,
Israel, Liban, Nicaragua, Pakistan, Panama, Pa
raguay, Perou, Philippines, Arabie saoudite, Siam,
Suede, Syrie, Yemen, Bolivie, Bresil, Birmanie,
Chili, Chine, Colombie.

Il y·a 21 voix pour, 9 voix contre, et 28 absten
tions.

Ayant obtenu la majorite requise des de,u.x tiers,
la disposition ainsi amendee est adoptee.

Le PRESIDENT rappelle que le paragraphe 2 du'
projet de resolution presente par la Premiere
Commission conceme la Somalie italienne.

Deux amendements ont ete presentes a ce para
graphe, l'un presente par la delegation de l'Egypte
(A/885), et l'autre par la delegation du Liberia
(A/886).

Il met aux voix l'amendement de l'Egypte.
Il est procede au votre amain levee.
Par 40 voix contre 11, avec 6 abstentians,

l'amendement est rejete.

Le PRESIDENT rappelle qu'un amendement a ete
soumis par le Liberia (21leme seance) au para
graphe 2 du projet de resolution, et qu'un amende~

ment a cet amendement a ete presente par l'Ar
gentine, le Bresil et le Perou, tendant a remplacer
le mot "quinze" par le mot "vingt-cinq" (A/891).

I1 met aux voix l'amendement de l'Argentine,
du Bresil et du perou.

Il est procede au vote par appel nominal.
L'app'el commence par la Re!JHbliqne socialiste

sovietique de Bielorussie, dont le nom est tire au
sort par le President.

Votent pour: Perou, Argentine, BresiL
Votent contre: Republique socialiste sovietique

de Bielorussie, Canada, Chine, Colombie, Costa
Rica, Tchecoslovaquie, Cuba, Danemark, Egypte,
Salvador, Ethiopie, Guatemala, Islande, lnde,
Irak, Israel, Liban, Liberia, Mexique, N ouvelle
ZeIande, Nicaragua, Norvege, Pakistan, Panama,
Paraguay, Philippines, Pologne, Arabie saoudite.
Siam, Syrie, Turquie, Republique socialiste sovie
tique d'Ukraine, Union des Republiques socia
listes sovietiques, Royaume-Uni, Venezuela, Ye
men, Yougoslavie, Australie, Birmanie.

S'abstiennent: Chili, Republique Dominicaine,
Equateur, France, Grece, Haiti, Honduras, Iran,
Luxembourg, Pays-Bas, Suede, Union Sud-Afri
caine, Etats-Unis d'Amerique, Uruguay, Be1gique, .
Bolivie.

Il y a 3 voix pour, 39 voix contre, et 16 absten- .
tions.

L'amendement est rejete.
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The PRESIDENT put the Liberian amendment to
the vote.

A vote was taf?en by show of hands.
.The amendment was rejected by 23 votes to 19,

w~th 9 abstentions.

The PRESl:DENT put paragraph 2 of the draft
resolution to the vote.

A vote was taken by roll-call, as follows:
Afflhanistan, having been drawn by lot by the

PreStdent, voted first.
. !n favo"!'r: Argentina, Australia, Belgium, Bo

ltvla, Brazll, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica,
Cuba, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El
Salvador, France, Greece, Guatemala, Honduras
Iceland, Luxembourg, Mexico, Netherlands, Ne~
Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway, Panama Paraguay
Peru, Siam, Turkey, Union of So~th Africa:
United Kingdom, United States of America, Uru
guay, Venezuela.

Against: Burma, Bye10russian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Czechoslovakia, Egypt, Ethiopia, Haiti,
I~ldia, Iraq, Lebanon, Liberia, Pakistan, Philip
pmes, Poland, Saudi Arabia, Syria, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Social
ist Republics, Yemen, Yugoslavia.

Abstaining: China, Iran, Israel, Sweden.
The result of the vote ~l,Ias 35 in favour, 19

against, and 4 abstentions.
The paragraph was not adopted, having failed to

obtain the required two~thirdsmajority.

The PRESIDENT called for a vote on paragraph
3 of the draft resolution.

A vote was taken by roll-call, as follows:
Afghanistan, having been drawn by lot by the

President, voted first.
In favour: Argentina, Australia, Belgium, Bo

livia, Brazil, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa
Rica, Cuba, Denmark, Dominican Republic,
Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, France, ~ree7e,
Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, Iran, Lebanon, Liberia,
Luxembourg, Mexico, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Norway, Panama, P~raguay:, Peru,
Philippines, Siam, Turkey, Umted Kmgdom,
Unlted States of America.

Agai1tSt: Burma, By~lorussian S~viet Socialist
Republic, Czechoslo:'~la, Irag, Paki?t~n, Poland,
Saudi Arabia Ukramian Soviet Soclal1st Repub
lic Union of'South Africa, Union of Soviet So
d~list Republics, Yugoslavia.

Abstaining: China, Ecuador, Guatemala, India,
Israel, Sweden, Syria, Uruguay, Venezuela,
Yemen.

The result of the vote was 37 in favour, 11
against and 10 abstentions.

The' paragraph ~as ad~pt:d, having obtained
the required two-th~rdsmaJonty.

The PRESIDENT put to the vote an addition to
paragraph 3 proposed in paragraph 4 of the
amendment submitted by Egypt (A/885).

A vote was t(llken by roll-call, as follO'tvs:
Honduras, having been drawn by lot by the

President, voted first. . .
In favour: Iceland, Iraq, Lebanon, Liber~a,

L mbourg Netherlands, New Zealand, PalGS~
uxe , di A b' S' Turkeytan, Philippines, Sau ra la, yna, '

218eme seance pIenfere

.r.; .PRESIDENT met aux voix l'amendement du
Llbena.

It est procMe au 'Vote d main levee.
, Par 23 voix contre 19, avec 9 abstentions,

I amendement est rejets.

Le J?RESIDE;<T met aux voix le paragraphe 2
du proJet de resolution.

It est procede au vote par appel nominal.
L'appel. ~ommence par l'Afghanistan, dont 1/1

nom est t~re au sOrt par le President.
Votent pour: Argentine, Australie, Belgique

B?livie, Bresil, Canada, Chili, Colombie, Costa~
Rica, Cuba, Danemark, RepubIique Dominicaine,
Equateur, Salvador, France, Grece, Gu~tema1a,
Honduras, Islande, Ltlxembourg, Mexique, Pays
Bas, Nouvelle-Zelande, Nicaragua, Norvege, Pa
nama, Paraguay, Perou, Siam, Turquie, Union
Sud-Africaine, Royaume-Uni, Etats-Unis d'Ame
rique, Uruguay, Venezuela.

Votent contre: Birmallie, Republique soda
liste sovietique de Bielorussie, Tchecoslovaquie,
Egypte, Ethiopie, Haiti, Iude, Irak, Liban, Libe
ria, Pakistan, Philippines, Pologne, Arabie saou
elite, Syrie, RepubIique socialiste sovietique
d'Ukraine, Union des RepubIiques socialistes so
vietiques, Yemen, Yougoslavie.

S'abstiennent: Chine, Iran, Israel, Suede.
It y a 35 voix pour, 19 voix contre, et 4 absten

tions.
N'ayant pas obtenu la majorite requise des deu~

tiers, le paragraphe n'est pas adopte.

Le PRESIDENT met aux voix le paragraphe 3
du projet de resolution.

Il est procMe au 'Vote par appel nominal.
L'appel commence par l'Afghanistan, dont le

nom est tire au sort par /e President,
Votent pour: Argentine, Australie, Belgique,

Bolivie, Bresil, Canada, Chili, Colombie, Costa
Rica, Cuba, Danemark, Republique Dominicaine,
Egypte, Salvador, Ethiopie, France, Grece, Haiti,
Honduras, Islande, Iran, Liban, Liberia, Luxem
bourg, Mexique, Pays-Bas, Nouvelle-Zelande,
Nicaragua, Norvege, Panama, Paraguay, Perou,
Philippines, Siam, Tllrquie, Royallme-Uni, Etats
Unis d'Amerique.

Votent contre: Birmanie, RepubIique socialiste
sovietique de Bielorussie, Tchecoslovaquie, Trak,
Pakistan, Pologne, Arabie saoudite, Republiq~e
socialiste sovietique d'Ukraine, Union Sud-Afrt
caine, Union des Republiques socialistes sovie
tiques, Yougoslavie.

S'abstiennent: Chine, Equateur, Guatemala,
Inde, Israel, Suede, Syrie, Urugua.y, Venezuela,
Yemen.

It y a 37 voix pour, 11'OOix contre, et 10 absten
tions,

Ayant obtenu la majorite requise de. deux tiers,
le paragraphe est Mopte.

Le PRESIDENT met aux voix une adoption au
paragraphe 3, proposee au paragraphe 4 de l'amen
dement de l'Egypte (A/885).

Il est procede au vote par appel nomitud.
L'appel commence par /.p H:onduras, donI k

nom est tire alt sort par le President.
Votent pottr: Isla.nde, Irak, Liban, Lit>er?a,

Luxembourg, Pays-Ba;;, Nouv~lle-Zet~nde, p~.
tan, Philippines, Arable saoudlte, Syne, Turqule,



218th plenary meeting 594 17 May 1949

United Kingdom, United States of America, Ye
men, Australia, Belgium, Canada, Egypt, Ethi
opia, France, Greece.

Against: £:Tonduras, Israel, Mexico, Nicaragua,
Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Poland, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of South Africa,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Uruguay,
Venezuela, Yugoslavia, Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil,
Burma, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
China, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cuba, Czechoslo
vakia, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador,
Guatemala.

Abstaining: India, Iran, Norway, Siam, Swed
en, Chile, Denmark, Haiti.

The result of the vote was 22 in favour, 28
against and 8 abstentions.

The addition was rejected.

The PRESIDENT recalled that paragraph 5 of the
Egyptian amendment (A/885) contained three
proposals relating to paragraph 4 of the draft
resolution.

The first,. which called for the deletion of the
words "except those for Tripo1itania, which shall
be submitted to the sixth regular session", had
been designed to meet the situation which would
arise if no trusteeship agreement for Tripo1itania
were decided upon by the General Assembly. As
that situation had actually arisen, the Egyptian
amendment should be carefully considered.

FAWZI Bey (Egypt) said he would withdraw
his amendment provided the superfluous part of
paragraph 4 were omitted; if there were no trus
teeship agreement for Tripolitania, it could not
very well be presented at any session.

The PRESIDENT noted that the proposal con
tained in paragraph 5 (a) of the Egyptian amend
ment to paragraph 4 of the draft resolution had
been withdrawn. He then put to the vote the pro
posal contained in paragraph 5 (b) of the amend
ment.

A vote was taken by show of hands.
The proposal was rejected by 20 votes to 7,

with 21 abstentions.

The PRESIDENT put to the vote the proposal
contained in paragraph 5 (c) of the Egyptian
amendment to paragraph 4 of the draft resolution.

A vote was taken by show of hands.
The proposal Was rejected by 19 votes to 7,

with 21 abstentions.

The PRESIDENT called for a vote on paragraph
4 of the draft resolution as a whole. He pointed
out that in voting on the question of Eritrea, the
Assembly had decided that Eritrea, except for the
western province, should be incorporated into
Ethiopia, "under terms and conditions set forth
below". The phrase in. question referred to para
graph 4.

A vote was taken by show of hands.
The paragraph was adopted by 29 votes to 9,

with 14 abstentions. .

Mr. ARCE (A~gentina) reiterated his statement
that his delegation would vote against the draft

Royaume-Uni, Etats-Unis d'Amerique, Yemen,
Australie, Belgique, Canada, Egypte, Ethiopie,
France, Grece.

Votent contre: Honduras, Israel, Mexique, Ni
caragua, Panama, Paraguay, Perou, Pologne, Re
publique socialiste sovietique d'Ukraine, Union
SUd-Africaine, Union des Repub1iques socia1istes
sovietiques, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yougoslavie,
Argentine, Bolivie, Bresi1, Birmanie, Republique
socialiste sovietique de Bielorussie, Chine, Colom
bie, Costa-Rica, Cuba, Tchecos10vaquie, Repu
blique Dominicaine, Equateur, Salvador, Guate
mala.

5'abstiennent : Inde, Iran, Norvege, Siam,
Suede, Chili, Danemark, Haiti.

Il y a 22 voiz pour, 28 voiz contre, et 8 absten
tions.

L'addition est rejetee.

Le PRESIDENT passe au paragraphe 4 du projet
de resolution et rappelle que la de1<~gation egyp
tienne a soumis trois propositions s'appliquant a
ce paragraphe, qui figurent dans le paragraphe 5
de son amendement (A/885).

La premiere, qui propose la suppression des
mots "sauf a l'accord re1atif a la Tripolitaine qui
sera soumis a la sixieme session ordinaire", etait
destinee a faire face a la situation qui se presen
terait si l'Assemb1ee generale ne prel1ait pas de
decision sur un accord de tutelle re1atif a la Tri
politaine. Comme cette situation s'est effectivement
produite, i1 y a lieu d'examiner en detai11'amende
ment egyptien.

FAWZI Bey (Egypte) dit qu'il est dispose a re
tirer son amendement, sous reserve de la suppres
sion de la partie du paragraphe 4 qui est devenue
sans objet; en effet, s'i1 n'y a pas d'accord de tu
telle pour la Tripolitaine, on ne peut le soumettre
a aucune session.

Le PRESIDENT fait observer que la proposition
figurant au paragraphe 5 a) de l'amendement
egyptien au paragraphe 4 du projet de resolution a
ete retiree. 11 met aux voix la proposition figurant
au paragraphe 5 b) de l'amendement.

Il est procede au vote a main levee.
Par 20 voiz contre 7, avec 21 abst81~tions, la

proposition est rejetee.

Le, PRESIDENT met aux voix la proposition qui
figure au paragraphe 5 c) de l'amendement egyp
tien au paragraphe 4 du projet de resolution.

Par 19 voiz contre 7, avec 21 abstentions, la
proposition est rejetee.

Le PRESIDENT met aux voix l'ensemble du para
graphe 4 du projet de resolution. Il souligne qu'en
votant sur la question de l'Erythree, l'Assemblee
a decide que l'Erythree, a l'exception de la
Province occidenta1e, serait incorporee al'Ethiopie,
"suivant les modalites et conditions ci-apres". Cette
reference a trait au paragraphe 4.

Il est procede au vote amain levee.
Par 29 voiz contre 9, avec 14 abstentions, le

paragraphe est adopte.

M. ARCE (Argentine) reib~re sa declaration et
confirme que sa delegation votera contre l'ensem-
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resolution as a whole. He suggested that the draft
resolution submitted in the First Committee by
Argentina and seventeen other Latin-American
Republics (AjC.V449) should be considered by
the Assembly.

Mr. CASTRO (El Salvador) stated that he had
been instructed by his Government to vote in
favour of trusteeship for Cyrenaica and the Fezzan
under United Kingdom and French administra
tion respectively. As the proposal for Italian
trusteeship over Tripolitania had been rejected,
however, he was compelled to vote against the
draft resolution as a whole.

Mr. CRAUVEL (France) also intended to vote
against the draft resolution, as one of the essen
tial elements of the compromise reached in the
First Committee had been rej eeted. The French
Government was opposed to any solution of the
question of Libya which did not settle the disposal
of all three parts of that country. The French del
egation did not wish its vote to be interpreted as
opposition to the interests of Ethiopia, and Mr.
Chauvel deeply regretted that France's negative
vote would have to apply also to paragraph 3 of
the draft resolution.

Mr. JOOSTE (Union of Sou,th Africa) recalled
that in the First Committee his delegation had
voted for the entire draft resolution because, al
though it had had certain objections to some of the
provisions, it had wished to contribute to a solu
tion of the problem as a whole. His delegation had
also explained that its favourable vote should not
be construed as an indication that it had given
up those objections.1 Since the General Assembly
had rejected one of the essential provisions, the
South African delegation would have to vote
against the draft resolution as a whole.

Mr. MARQUES CASTRO (Uruguay) also intended
to vote against the draft resolution as a whole, as
its individual paragraphs had not all been adopted.
In making that clear, he wished, nevertheless, to
pay a tribute to the Republican Government of
Italy.

The PRESIDENT put the draft resolution as a
whole, as amended, to the vote.

A vote was ta!~en by roll-eaU) as follows:
Iceland) having been drawn by lot by the Presi

dent, voted first.
In favour: Iceland, Liberia, Netherlands, New

Zealand Norway, Turkey, United Kingdom,
United 'States of America, Australia, Canada,
Denmark, Ethiopia, Greece, Haiti.

Against: India, Iraq, Israel, Lebanon" ¥e~ico,
Pakistan Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Ph111ppmes,
Poland 'Saudi Arabia, Syria, Ukrainian Soviet
Sociali~t Republic, Union of South Africa, Un
ion of Soviet Socialist Republics, Uruguay, Ven
ezuela Yemen Yugoslavia, Argentina, Bolivia,
Brazil' Burma' Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Re
public: Chile,' Colon:b~a, Costa ~ica, Cuba,
Czechoslovakia, Dommlcan RepublIc, Ecuador,
Egypt, El Salvador, France, Guatemala, Hon-
duras.

1 See Official Records of the third session of the Gen
eml Assembljl, Part If, First Committee, 271st meeting.

ble du projet de resolution; il propose que l'As
semblee examine le projet de resolution presente a
la Premiere Commission par l'Argentine et dix
sept autres Republiques de l'Amerique latine
(A.C.lj499) .

M. CASTRO (Salvador) dit que, conformement
aux instructions de son Gouvernement, il devait
voter pour que la Cyrenaique et le Fezzan soient
respectivement places sous la tutelle du Royaume
Uni et de la France. Cependant, etant donne que
la proposition tendant a accorder a l'Italie la tu~

telle sur la Tripolitaine a ete rejetee, il est oblige
de voter contre l'ensemble du projet de resolution.

M. CRAUVEL (France) se propose egalement de
voter contre le projet de resolution, etant donne
qu'un des elements essentiels du compromis rea
lise a. la Premiere Commission a ete rejete. Le
Gouvernement fran<;ais est oppose atoute solution
de la question de la Libye qui nereglerait pas le
sort des trois parties de ce pays. La delegation de
la France ne veut pas que son vote puisse etre in
terprete conune contraire aux interets de l'Ethiopie
et M. Chauvel regrette profondement que son vote
negatif doive s'etendre au paragraphe 3 du projet
de resolution.

M. JOOSTE (Union Sud-Africaine) rappelle qu'a
la Premiere Commission sa delegation a vote pour
l'ensemble du projet de resolution, bien qu'elle ait
formule des objections contre certaines de ces
dispositions; elle avait desire apporter une contri
bution aune solution de l'ensemble de ce probleme.
Sa delegation avait egalement explique que son
vote positif ne devait pas etre interprete comme
constituant un abandon de ces objections1

• Etant
donne que l'Assemblee a rejete une des disposi
tions essentielles du projet de resolution, la dele
gation de l'Union Sud-Africaine devra emettre un
vote negatifsur l'ensemble de ce projet.

M. MARQUES CASTRO (Uruguay) a egalement
l'intention de voter contre l'ensemble du projet
de resolution etant donne que ses paragraphes
n'ont pas tous ete adoptes'. En meme temps, it de
sire neanmoins rendre hommage au Gouverne
ment republicain de l'Italie.

Le PRESIDENT met aux voix l'ensemble du pro
jet de resolution sous sa forme amendee.

Il est procede au vote par appal nominal.
L'appel commence par l'Islande) dont le nom

a eM tire au sort par le President.
V otent poztr: Islande, Liberia, Pays-Bas, Nou

velle-Zelande, Norvege, Turquie, Royaume-Uni,
Etats-Unis d'Amerique, Australie, Canada, Dane
mark, Ethiopie, Grece, Haiti.

Votent contre: lnde, lrak, Israel, Liban, Mexi
que, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Perou, Philip
pines, Pologne, Arabie saoudite, Syrie, Republiqu,e
socialiste sovietique d'Ukraine, Union Sud-Afri
caine, Union des Republiques socialistes sovie
tiques, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen, Yougosla
vie, Argentine, Bolivie, Bresil, Birma-nie, Repu
blique socialiste sovietique de Bi610russie, Chili,
Colombie, Costa-Rica, Cuba, Tchecoslovaquie, Re
publique Dominicaine, Equateur, Egypte, Salva
dor, France, Guatemala, Honduras.

1 Voir les D OC1l111Cllts offidels de la trOlsieme session
de l'Assemblee generale) dew:iame partie, Premiere Com
mission 271eme seance,
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Abstaining: Iran, Luxembourg, Nicaragua, Si
am, Sweden, Belgium, China.

The result of the vote was 14 in favour, 37
against, and 7 abstentions.

The draft resolution as amended was rejected.

The PRESIDENT put to the vote draft resolution
B (A/873),

The resolution was adopted by 44 votes to none,
with 7 abstentions. d 6~

The PRESIDENT put to the vote the proposals of
the USSR (A/88I). He announced that, at the
request of the representation of the Soviet Union,
a vote would first be taken on the first paragraph
and then on the final three paragraphs of the pro
posal.

He put the first paragraph to the vote.
The paragraph was rejected by 33 votes to 14,

with 6 abstentions.

The PRESIDENT put the last three paragraphs
to the vote.

The paragraphs were rejected by 33 votes to 12,
with 5 abstentions.

Mr. J. MALIK (Union of Soviet Socialist Re
publics) requested that the USSR proposals
should be voted upon as a whole in accordance
with the precedent set at previous plenary meet
ings.

The PRESIDENT, replying to the representative
of the Soviet Union, said that although it was
correct that he had permitted the practice in some
previous cases, he did not feel that it was in ac
cordance with the rules of procedure to vote on a
proposal as a whole after every part of it had
been defeated.

He drew attention to the draft resolution of
Pakistan (A/889), whieh had been drafted on
the assumption that the situation which had arisen
would occur. It called for the establishment of a
special committee of seven melnbers to be ap
pointed by the President to examine the whole
question and to report to the General Assembly
at its following session.

He also drew attention to the draft resolution
submitted in the First Committee by Argentina
and seventeen other Latin-American countries
.(A/C.l/499), which had been reintroduced by
Its sponsors at the current meeting of the Assem
bly and appeared as document Aj893. Some of its
provisions dea~t with the substance of the question,
others dealt With preparations for the reconsidera
tion of the q,uestion at the following session.

The PreSident felt that some provision should
be ~1ade fo~ reconsidering the question at the fol
10w1l1g seSSIOn, and asked whether it was the de
sire of the Assembly to proceed forthwith to a
vote on the Pakistan draft resolution.

. It was decided by 41 votes to 6, with 3 absten
tMns, to proceed to a vote on the draft resolution
submitted by Pakistan.

. Mr. DROH~JOWSKI (Poland) explained that
h~ had voted 111 the negative because it was very
dlffic~lt to take a positive decision concerning the
establishment of a special committee of seven

S'abstiennent: Iran, Luxembourg Nicaragua
Siam, Suede, Belgique, Chine.' ,
. It y a 14 voix pour, 37 voix contre, et 7 absten

t~ons.

Le projet de resolution, sous sa forme amendee
, , 'est reJete.

Le PRESIDENT met aux voix le projet de reso~

lution B (A/873).
Par 44 voix contre zero, avec 7 abstentions la

resolution est adoptee. '

Le PRESIDENT met aux voix la proposition de
l'URSS (A/88I). 11 annonce qu'a la requete du
representant de l'Union sovietique, il sera pro
cede at! vote d'abord sur le premier paragraphe
et ensuite sur le reste de la proposition.

It met aux voix le premier paragraphe.
Par 33 voix contre 14, avec 6 abstentions le para

graphe est rejete.

Le PRESIDENT met aux voix les trois derniers
paragraphes.

Par 33 voix contre 12, avec 5 abstentions, les
paragraphes sont rejetes. .

. M. J. ~~LIK (Union des Republiques soda
lIstes sovlebques) demande que, conformement
aux precedents etablis aux seances plenieres an
terieures, on procede au vote sur l'ensemble de la
proposition de l'URSS.

Tout en reconnaissant qu'il a, en effet, autorise
cette fa<;on de proceder dans certains cas dans le
passe, le PRESIDENT ne pense pas qu'il soit con
forme au reglement interieur de mettre aux voix
l'ensemble d'une proposition dont chacune des par
ties a ete rejetee.

11 attire l'attention des representants sur le pro
jet de resolution du Pakistan (A/889), qui pre
voyait l'eventualite d'une situation comme celle
qui se presente actuellement. Ce texte propose de
creel' une commission speciale de sept membres,
designes par le President, pour examiner I'en
semble de la question et pour faire rapport a 1'As
semblee generale a ce sujet lors de sa prochaine
session.

11 signale egalement que le projet de resolution
soumis a la Premiere Commission par l'Argentine
et par dix-sept autres Republiques de l'Amerique
latine (A/C.I/499) a ete presente de nouveau par
ses auteurs a la presente session de l'Assemblee et
publie sous la cote A/893. Certaines dispositions
de ce texte traitent du fond de la question; q'autres
envisagent les mesures a prendre pour une nou
velle etude du probleme a la prochaine session.

Le President estime qu'on devrait prevoir des
dispositions qui permettent d'examiner a nouveau
la question au cours de la prochaine session; i1 de
mande si l'Assemblee generale desire proceder
tout de suite au vote sur le projet de resolution
du Pakistan.

Par 41 voix contre 6, avec 3 abstentions, il est
decide de proceder au vote sur le prajet de reso
lution presente par le Pakistan.

M. DROHOJOWSKI (Pologne) declare qu'il a
vote contre cette proposition parce qu'il est tres
difficile d'adopter une attitude positive au sujet
de la creation d'tme commission speciale de sept
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members without knowing who the appointees
would be.

Mr. SARPER (Turkey) supported the Pakistan
draft resolution in principle, but felt that the
names of the countries to be appointed might, to
a certain extent, influence representatives in their
decision. There might be a short recess during
which the President could decide on the members
to be appointed.

Mr. ARCE (Argentina) felt that the investiga
tion provided for in the Pakistan draft would take
from seven to nine months approximately, which
would mean postponing the matter until the fifth
session or to a special session of the General As
sembly.

The draft resolution which he had submitted
jointly with seventeen other Latin-American Re
publics in the First Committee, which had not
been withdrawn, as was made clear in the report,
and which had been reintroduced at the current
meeting of. the Assembly, was· conceived somewhat
differently; it proposed, not that a special com
mittee should examine the question and prepare a
report, but that certain countries should study
the matter and submit recommendations at the fol
lowing session of the General Assembly.

The PRESIDENT recalled that the Assembly had
decided to vote on the Pakistan draft resolution
and proposed to put it to the vote.

Mr. J. MALIK (Union of Soviet SoCialist Re
publics) speaking on a point of order, said that
there was no need to adopt such a proposal. The
four Powers had requested the General Assembly
to make recommendations on the disposal of the
former Italian colonies and, because of certain Cir
cumstances, the question had not been solved. The
question was therefore in abeyance on the agenda
of the General Assembly and there was no need
to set up a special committee to study the matter
further. The Four Power Commission of Inves
tigation had studied the question on the spot and
had submitted its report. Every Member State
was free to study the report and submit proposals
to the General Assembly.

Mr. ENTEZAM (Iran) speaking on a point of
order, said that if it was the intention to close the
third session at the end of the current meeting,
there would be no President to appoint the mem
bers of the committee mentioned in the draft reso
lution of Pakistan. He therefore supported the
Turkish suggestion that the appointments should
be made forthwith.

Mr. VILFAN (Yugoslavia) pointed out that the
adoption of the Pakistan draft resolution· would
entail certain expenses and that the General As
sembly could not take a decision on such a matter
without a previous estimate.

The PRESIDENT replied that it was understood
that the appointment of such a committee would
imply that the General Assembly authorized the
Secretary-General to undertake the necessary ex
penditure.
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membres sans savoir quels sont 1es Etats qui
seront appell~s cl faire partie de la commission.

M. SARPER (Turquie) appuie, en principe, le
projet de resolution du Pakistan, mais estime que
les noms des pays it designer pourraient, dans une
certaine mesure, in:fluer sur la decision que les'
membres auront a prendre. On devrait sllspendre
la seance pour une courte duree, afin de permettre
au President de choisir 1es membres de la com
mission.

M. ARcE (Argentine) estime que l'enquete en
visagee dans le projet du Pakistan demandera sept
it neuf mois environ; or, cela equivaudrait it re
mettre l'examen de la question· jusqu'a la dn
quieme session de l'Assemblee genera1e, sinon a.
tme session extraordinaire.

Le projet de resolution qu'il a soumis conjointe
ment avec dix-sept autres repub1iques de l'Ame
rique latine it la Premiere Commission et qui n'a
pas ete retire, comme le rapport l'indique c1aire
ment, et qui a ete presente de llouveau a la pre
sente seance de l'Assemblee, est redige d'une falion
que1que peu differente. Aux tennes de ce texte,
ce n'est pas une commission speciale qui devrait
examiner la question et soumettre un rapport;
I'examen de la question serait confie it certains
Etats qui soumettraient leurs recolUl11andations a.
l'Assemb1ee genera1e lors de sa prochaine session.

Le PRESIDENT rappelle que l'Assemblee a cl'ores
et deja decide de voter sur le projet de resolution
du Pakistan; i1 se propose de le mettre aux voix.

M. J. MALJlC (Union des Repub1iques socia
listes sovietiques)parlant sur une motion d'ordre,
estime qu'i1 est inutile d'adopter cette proposition.
Les quatre Puissances ont demande a 1'Assemblee
generale de iormuler des recommandations au su
jet du sort des anciennes colonies italiennes; or,
en raison de certaines circonst:ances, le prob1eme
11'a pas ete resolu. La question est done en suspens
et reste inscrite it l'ordre clu jour de l'Assemblee
gellerale; i1 est inutile de creer une commission
specia1e pour examiner la question plus a fond. La
Commission d'enquete des quatre Puissances a
etudie la question sur les lieux et a soumis un rap
port a ce sujet. Tout Etat Membre peut etuclier
ce rapport et soumettre des propositions a l'As
semb1ee generale.

M. ENTEZAM (Iran), parlant sur une motion
d'ordre, declare que, si 1'on a l'intention de clore
la troisieme session a la fin de cette seance, l'As
semblee n'aura pas de President pour nommer 1es
membres de la commission prevue dans le projet
de resolution du Pakistan. 11 appuie done la sug
gestion faite par le representant de la Turquie,
selon laquelle on devrait proceder de suite aux
nominations.

M. VILFAN (Yougoslavie) fait remarquer que
l'adoption du projet de resolution du Pakistan en
trainerait certaines depenses et que l'Assemblee
generale ne peut prendre une decision a ce sujet
sans une estimation prea1ab1e des frais.

Pour le PRESIDENT, i1 est sous~entendu que si
tine telle commission est nommee, c'est que l'As
semb1ee genera1e autorise le Secretaire general
aengager les depenses necessaires.

i;'>
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Mr. GUTIERREZ (Cuba) moved the adjourn
ment of the meeting until 3 p.m. on Wednesday,
18 May.

The motion was "ejected by 31 votes to 24.

Mr. ARCE (Argentina) stated that he would
vote against the draft resolution of Pakistan. If,
however, it were decided to establish such a com
mittee, he would propose a minimum membership
of nineteen. The Argentine delegation was op
posed to the establislunent of sub-committees with
small memberships. It was not right for the Gen
eral Assembly to appoint a special advisory com
mittee if the membership of that committee were
not based on fair geographical distribution. As
there weI;e fifty-nine Member States, it would be
unjust and geographically unfair to set up a com
mittee of only seven; a membership of nineteen,
on the other hand, would mean approximately one
member to every three delegations.

The PRESIDENT put the Argentine amendment
to the vote.

. The amendment was rejected by 30 votes to 4,
with 15 abstentions. .

The PRESIDENT put the Pakistan draft resolu
tion to the vote.

A vote was taken by roll-call as follows:
Yemen, having been d'rawn by lot by the Presi

dent, voted first.
In favour: Yemen, Australia, Burma, Denmark,

Egypt, Haiti, India, Iran, Iraq, Israel, Lebanon,
Liberia, New Zealand, Norway, Pakistan, Philip
pines, Saudi Arabia, Siam, Syria, United King
dom, United States of America.

Against: Yugoslavia, Argentina, Belgium, Bo
livia, Brazil, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Repub
lic, Chile, China, Colombia, Cuba, Czechoslovakia,
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador,
France, Guatemala, Honduras, Luxembourg,
Mexico, Netherlands, Nicaragua, Paraguay, Peru,
Poland, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Un
ion of Soviet Socialist Republics, Uruguay, Ven
ezuela,

Abstaining: Canada, Costa Rica, Ethiopia,
Greece, Iceland, Panama, Sweden, Turkey, Union
of South Africa.

The result of the vote was 21 in favour, 28
against, and 9 abstentions.

The draft resolution was rejected.

Mr, COSTA DU RELS (Bolivia) felt that, as all
the proposals so far submitted had been rejected,
the only solution which remained was the one con
tained in the draft resolution of the eighteen
Latin-American countries (A/893). He therefore
suggested that that draft resolution should be cir
culated and discussed.

The PRESIDENT agreed that the document should
be circulated as soon as possible in order that
'~em~ers might. decid~ either that some prepara
tIOn 111 conneXIon WIth the question should be
made for the following session or that the item
:should simply be retained on the agenda.'

M. GUTIERREZ (Cuba) propose d'ajourner la
seance et de la reprendre le mercredi 18 mai, a.
15 heures.

Par 31 voix contre 24, la motion est rejetee.

M. ARCE (Argentine) declare qu'il votera con
tre le projet de resolution du Pakistan. Toutefois,
s'il est decide de Creel' une commission, il propo
serait qu'elle soit composee d'au moins dix-neuf
membres. La delegation de l'Argentine s'oppose
en general it la creation de sous-commissions com
posees d'un nombre de membres restreint. L'As
semblee generale ne doit pas creel' de commission
consultative speciale, sans donner a. sa composition
un caractere vraiment representatif et qui tienne
compte de la repartition geographique de ses
membres. Etant donne que l'Organisation est
composee de cinquante-neuf Etats Membres, il
serait injuste, notamment au point de vue geogra
phique, de creel' une commission composee de sept
membres seulement; si l'on parte ce chiffre a. dix
neuf, cela representerait un membre pour trois
delegations.

Le PRESIDENT met aux voix l'amendement de
l'Argentine.

Par 30 voix contre 4, avec 15 abstentions,
l'amendement est rejete.

Le PRESIDENT met aux voix le projet de resolu
tion du Pakistan.

It est procede au vote par appel nominal.
L'appel commence par le Yemen, dont le nom

est tire au sort par le President.
Votent PO~tr: Yemen, A ustralie, Birmanie,

Danemark, Egypte, Haiti, Inde, Iran, Irak, Israel,
Liban, Liberia, N ouvelle-Zelande, Norvege, Paki
stan, Philippines, Arabie saoudite, Siam, Syrie,
Royaume-Uni, Etat-Unis d'Amerique.

Votent contre: Yougoslavie, Argentine, Be1
gique, Bolivie, Bresil, Republique socialiste sovie
tique de Bielorussie, Chili, Chine, Colombie, Cuba,
Tchecoslovaquie, Republique Dominicaine, Equa
teur, Salvador, France, Guatemala, Honduras,
Luxembourg, Mexique, Pays-Bas, Nicaragua,
Paraguay, Perou, Pologne, Republique socialiste
sovietique d'Ukraine, Union des Republiques so
socialistes sovietiques, Uruguay, Venezuela.

S'abstiennent: Canada, Costa-Rica, Ethiopie,
Grece, Islande, Panama, Suede, Turquie, Union
Sud-Africaine.

It y a 21 voix pour, 28 voix contre, et 9 absten
tions.

Le pro jet de resolution est rejete.

M, COSTA DU RELS (Bolivie) estime que, puis4

que toutes les propositions soumises justqu'a pre
sent ont ete rejetees, la seule solution possible re
side dans le projet de resolution des dix-huit Etats
d'Amerique latine (Aj893). 11 suggere done de
distribuer et de discuter ce projet de resolution.

Le PRESIDENT estime, lui aussi, qu'il convient
de faire distribuer ce document le plus rapidement
possible; cela permettra aux mem~res ~~ determi
ner s'i1 y a lieu de prendre des dIspOSItions rela
tives it cette question pour la prochaine session, ou
bien s'il convient de se bomer a maintenir cette
question it l'ordre du jour.

!
!

1
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TWO HUNDRED AND NINETEENTH
PLENARY MEETING

Held at Flushing Meadow, New York,
on Wednesday, 18 May 1949, at 3 p.m.

President: Mr. H. V. EVATT (Australia).

Mr. GUTIERREZ (Cuba) believed that, after the
results of the voting which had just taken place,
inaction on the part of the Assembly would con
stitute a great blow to the Organization's prestige.
He consequently moved that the draft resolution
of the Latin-American counries should be circu
lated, and the meeting should be adjourned until
3 p,m. to allow time for study.

The motion was adopted by 23 votes to 19,
with 6 abstentions.

The meeting rose at 2 :35 a.m.

M. GUTIERREZ (Cuba) pense que si l'Assemblee
ne prenait aucune action apres les votes qui vien
nent d'intervenir, il en resulterait une atteinte
profonde au prestige de 1'Organisation. It propose
par consequent de faire distribuer le projet de
resolution des republiques d'Amerique latine et
d'ajourner la seance jusqu'a 15 heures, pour don
ner aux representants le temps de l'etudier.

Par 23 voix. contre 19, avec 6 abstentions> la mo
tion est adoptee.

La seance est levee a2 h. 35.

] 78. Question du sort des anciellues
colonies italiennes (fin)

DEUX CENT DIX·NEUVIEME SEANCE
PLENIERE

Tenue a Flushing Meadow, New-York,
le mercredi 18 mai 1949, a15 heures.

President: M. H. V. EVATT (Australie).

PROJET DE RESOLUTION SOUMIS PAR LE COSTA
RICA, CUBA ET L'URUGUAY (A/892); PROJET
DE RESOLUTION SOUMIS PAR L'ARGENTINE, LA
BOLIVIE, LE BRESIL, LE C:HIJ~I, LA COLOMBIE,
LE COSTA-RICA, CUBA, LA REPUBLIQUE DOMI
NICAINE, L'EQUATEUR, LE GUATEMALA, LE
HONDURAS, LE MEXIQUE, LE NICARAGUA, LE
PANAMA, LE PARAGUAY, LE PEROU, L'URUGUAY
ET LE VENEZUELA (A/893) ET AMENDEMENT
ACE PROJET SOUMIS PAR L'ETHIOPIE (Aj894) ;
PROJET DE RESOLUTION SOUMIS PAR L'INDE
(A/89S); PROJET DE RESOLUTION SOUMIS PAR
LA POLOGNE (A/896)

Le PRESIDENT rappelle que diverses propositions
tendant it tlne solution generale de la question du
sort des anciennes colonies italiennes ont ete re
jetees au cours de la 218eme seance.

Les delegations du Costa-Rica, de Cuba et de
l'Uruguay ont sotlmis un projet de resolution
(218eme seance) qui ne traitait que d'un seul
aspect, a savoir, le statut de la province occiden
tale de l'Erythree. Elles ont, par la suite, soumis
un texte revise (A/892/Rev.l).

Les delegations de l'Argentine et de dix-sept
autres republiques de l'Amerique latine ont soumis
un projet de resolution (A/893) qu'elles avaient
introduit primitivement a la Premiere Commission
(A/C.1/449). L'Ethiopie a soumis un amende
ment (A/894) it ce projet de resolution, qui a
pour objet de supprimer l'alinea GI) du para
graphe 3; de supprimer le mot "et" qui :figure
au debut de l'alinea b) et d'ajouter, apres le mot
"compte", les mots "des jllstes revendications de
l'Ethiopie".

L'Assemblee generale doit maintenant decider
des mesures qu'il ya lieu de prendre, compte tenLl
clu fait que toutes les propositions concretes en
vue c1'arriver it une solution c1u probleme a la pre
sente session ont ete rejetees. Elle doit se pronon
cer sur la necessite d'effectuer des travaux pre
paratoires avant que la question ne soit examinee
a nouveau a la prochaine session de l'Assemblee
generale. L'Assemblee generale est en droit de
renvoyer la question, sans plus, a sa session sui
vante. En fait, ce probleme figurera automatique
ment it l'ordre du jour de la prochaine session si
aucune mesure n'est prise.

disposal of the
colonies (eon·

178. Question of the
former Italian
elusion)

DRAFT RESOLUTION SUBMITTED BY COSTA RICA,
CUBA AND URUGUAY (A/892) ; DRAFT RESOLU
TION SUBMITTED BY ARGE;NTINA, BOLIVIA, BRA
ZIL, CHILE, COLOMBIA, COSTA RICA, CUBA, Do
MINICAN REPUBLIC, ECUADOR, GUATEMALA,
HONDURAS, MEXICO, NICARAGUA, PANAMA,
PARAGUAY, PERU, URUGUAY, VENEZUELA (A/
893) AND AMENDMENT THERETO SUBMITTED BY
ETHIOPIA (A/894); DRAFT RESOLUTION SUB
MITTED BY INDIA (A/89S) ; DRAFT RESOLUTION
SUBMITTED BY POLAND (Aj896)

The PRESIDENT recalled that a number of pro
posals dealing with the general solution of the
question of the disposal of the former Italian col
onies had been rejected at the 218th meeting.

The delegations of Costa Rica, Cuba and Uru
guay had submitted a draft resolution (2l8th
meeting) dealing with only one aspect of the ques
tion, namely, the status of the western province
of Eritrea. They had subsequently submitted a re
vised text (A/892/Rev. 1).

The delegations of Argentina and seventeen
other Latin-American Republics had submitted a
draft resolution (A/893) which they had origi
naBy submitted in the First Committee (A/C.
1/449). An amendment to that draft resolution
had been submitted by Ethiopia (A/894); it
called for the deletion of paragraph 3 (a); the
deletion, from paragraph 3 (b), of the first word,
namely, "and"; and the insertion, in the same
sub-paragraph, after the word "account", of the
words "the just claims of Ethiopia".

The question before the Assembly was to decide
what action should be taken in view of the fact
that all positive proposals for a solution of the
problem at the current session had been rejected.
It might consider whether any preparatory work
should be clone on the question before it was con
sidered at the following session of the General As
sembly. The General Assembly was competent to
refer the matter to its next regular session without
further action; in fact, the matter would automati
cally appear on the agenda of the following ses
sion if no further action on it was taken.




