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ITEM 4(c) OF THE ACHNDA: TWFORMATTON CONCERNING THE CESSATION OF
TRANSMISSION OF INFOPMATION IN VIRITE OF CENERATL ASSEMBLY RESOTULTON
222 (IIT) (A/915 end A/915/Add.1)

Mr. SOTDATOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republicy) observed that
2 8tudy of documents A/915 and A/915/Add.1 revealed that in a note to the
Socretary-Gonoral dated 15 Mareh 1948, the United XKinmdom Goverrment had.
stated that Bince edwcational, social and economlc conditions in Malte
were henceforth the exclusive concern of the Govermment of Malta,
information on those matters would e longer be trensmitted under Article 73 e
of the Charter,

Moreover, by a letter datsq 29 April 1949, the French Covernment had
informod the Secretars ~Ganezal. that 1t would cease to transmit information
regarding the oversesg _g_;:_m Frenty of Guadsloupe ; Gulana, Martinique and
Reunion and the oversesg territories of Wew Caledonia, the French
Settlements in Oceanla, St. Picrre ot Miqueloun, the French Settlements in
India, Cambodia and Lacs. Wo inforwmtion concerning Guadeloupe , Guiana,
Martinique , Reunion , New Caledonia, tha French Settlements 1in Oceania or
the iaglands of 84, Pierre et Mlgueloa had boen troansmitted in either
147 or 1048; nov hag eny information regarding the French Setblements
in India, Cambodia or Tuos been transwitted singe 1948,

Those arbitvary asle on tho pars of the Unitsa Kingdom and
¥rench Governments Woxe in direct vigiation of the Charter. Information
CORCOTNING any non-self EOVErDIng terwvitovy must continue to be transmitted
untll the Specigl Committee had : : ' .
5 5 s s L 0 it

/a recomrmendation
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e recommendation to the effect that Article 73 e mo longer mppliod to that
territory. The delegation of the USSR pressed for the strict application
of the obligations wnder Article 73 e, and submitted the following text for
the Coumittee's approval:

"The cessation of the transmission of information on any non-
gelf-governing terrltory cannot take place until the Committes on
Information from non-gelf-governing territories has considered all
the dabta concerning the changes in the status of the given territory
and has plao'ed belfore the General Assembly a recomuendatlon regarding
the suspension of the applicatilon of Article 73 o ag regards these

territoriss,"

Mr, GARREAU (France) opposed the congideration by the Ccmmittes
of the USSR propossl on the ground that it was outside the Committes's terms
of reference, The document on which the resolution was based had been
submltted to the Committee for informstion purposes only; it could be
discuaged only by the Fourth Committee. He asked that a vote should be
taken on the principle of recelving the proposal,

My, FLETCHER COOXE (United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Iveland) shared the wviews of the French representative that
document A,/ 915 had bwon placed beforoc the Committee Tor purposes of
information only. As he had alreedy atated at the previous meeting, his
Government was of the opinion that the docwments circulated to the Committes
should not be the subject of any dlscuseion -- still less of any resolutions
or recommendaticna, There was notling in the Comittee's toxms of reference
which empowersd 1t to congider a resolution in the terms proposed by the
UBER representative,

Secondly, the United Kingzdom Govermment had wade it clear, both at the
cwrrent session and previously, that the Metropolitan Powera alone were
regpongible for declding in respect of which territories information should
be transmitted, and that any suggestion that either the Special Conmittee
or the Geperal Assembly should define the territorios vhich came under the
Bcope c;f“Article 73 ¢ would involve a decision by the General Assembly on
matters of the constitubional relationship between tho Metropolitan Powers
and the territories under their jurisdiction; matters which were within
the exclusive jurisdiction of the Metropolitan Fowers concerned,

M. SOIDATOV
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Mr, SOIDATOV (Union of Soviet Scclalist Republics) dlzagreed with

the French and United Kingdom representatives, Paragrsph 2 of

General Assembly resolution 218 (ITI) recommended that Members transmitting
information wnder Article 73 e of the Charter should notify such changes
in stotigtics and such othér appreciable chenges, including the progross
achioved in accordance with development programmes, as had occurred in
the provious year end as affected the matters coverec hy Artlcle T3 e

of the Charter, A change involving the cessation of transmission of
information in respsct of any particular non-self-governing terxitory

wag undoubtedly an apprecilable one; congequently, Members who had assumed
the regpongibility of trenomitting information under Article 73 e were
obliged to notify any changes of that kind. Since the provisions of
resolution 218 (III) had not been supersedsd by any subsequent decilsion of
the General Assembly, the USSR delegation emphatically maintainsd that the
proposal it had submitted should he exsmined by tho Crmmittes,

Mr, FIETCHIR COOKE (United Kingdom) pointed out that, imasmuch as
paragzraph 2 of resolution 218 (III) referred to by the USSR representative
specified tlet the changes which had to be notified wsre those affecting
the matters covered by Article T3 e, and as that Article covered matters
rolating to economic, social, and sducation conditions in nou~ge 1f-governing
territories but by no means to polltical conditions, the Committee was not
enpowered to congider any questions relating to the political status of
non-gelf-governing territories,

The United Kingdom Government had sent a note to the Secretary-General
exploining vhy 1t considered it wnecagsary to transmit further information
on Malta, Mr, Fletcher Cooke had nothing to add to that explaenation.

e e G 1y i
' tich obliged Members to trensmit political
information on territories for which they were responsible,

Mr. RYCKMATS (Belgium) shared the views of the United Kingdom
ropresentative,  The French and United Kingdom Governments had, in
z.mcordance with paragraph 2 of General Assembly resolution 222 (ITT)
informed the United Nationg of the changes whereby they consldered i*,:
lnecessary to continue to transmit information on certain territories,

It was not for the Comuittes to bursuve the matter further, He therefore
belleved that the Committee had o competence to consider the USSR proposals

Mr, SHIVA Ra0




{xééo 28/5R b

Mr, SHIVA RAO (India) remarked that thc success of the Committce's
vork was exposed to danger from two sides: on the one hend, the Commitieo
had boen all but killed at birth by these who had feared its potential
nulsence value; on the other hand, cortaln othera were proposing to faed
it on such strong meat that the result might be the same. So long as the
Committes was Tunctioning under the Charter, it was bound to obi wve the
Limlts imposed upon it by Artlcle 73 e and by its own torms of rsference.
Individual Administering Powers were, of course, free to go beyond those
limite by the meeng of special conventions snd volunbary agreements, In
that connexion, Mr. Shiva Rao expressed grabificatlon at the fact that
gome Administering Powers, in particuler the United States of Amwerica, had
freely submitted information on mgtters listed in the optional port of
the gtandard form.

The Indian delegation continued to believe that guestions such ag that
raised by the reproesentative of the USER were appropriate for digcussion in
the Fourth Committee, but not in the Epeclal Committes, Tt would
therefore be compelled to vote sgainst the USSR draft resolution,

Mr, GAREEAU (Frence) endorsed the views expressed by tho
representative of the United Kingdom and Delglum. The Comittee's
competence wos clearly delimited by ite terms of reference, Trance was
one of the Administering Fowers which, as the Indian representative had
obmerved, had submitted optional information on the non-gelf-governing
territories for which it was responsibls; Mr, Garresu stressed, howevar,
that the French Government hed done po on the sssumption that the Committec
would remain strictly within its terms of reference and would not attempt
to exceed 1%s functions by discussing matters properly within the purview

of the Tourth Comniliee,

Mr. SOLDATOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) remarked that
resolution 66 (I) of tho Generel Assembly contained a list of meventy-four
non-self -governing territories in respect of which information had been
transmitted under Article 73 e of the Cherter, In that resolution, tho
General Assembly had congsquently lald down that there existed seventy-four
non-gelfwgoverning territories in regpect of which the Adminimtering
Authoritles had accepled the obligatlons outlined in Articla 73 e.
quoted the introductory part of Artlele T3 and its sub-paragraph g, wiich

Ho

/mad.e 1t
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made it abundently cloar what those obligations were. The Metropolitan

Powers administering the seveﬁty-four non-self-governing territoxies

listed in remolution 66 (I) hed underteken to transmit "statistical and
other information of a technical nature relating to 'economic, social and
education conditiong" in the territories for which they were resmectively
respongible, aubject only to "guch limitetion as security and constitutional

conglderations may require", In other words, while the information might

be limited for certain reasons, there was nothing in the Article to
indlcate that the tranamission of information might cease altogethser,
In order to carry out their obligatione under the Charter, the Metropolitan
Povers must continue to tranemit infermation in respect of the seventy-four
non-ge 1f ~governing territories already mentioned.

The Cormittee, which should consequently have had before it inTormation
concerning all those territories, was faced with ths fect that the
United Kingdom Govermment had decided to cease transmitting information
with respect to Malta and the Fronch Government with respect to a number
of ite overseas territories. Such arbitrary action in direct contravention
of the Charter was entirely ungcceptable., It had gilven rise to —he USSR
Propogal vhich the Committse, under the Charter and the relsvant resolutions
of the General Assembly, was entirely competent to consider and act upon.

Ho therefore urged the Committee to do 80,

Mr, de MARCHENA (Dominican Reputlic) statad that his delemation
strove to maintain absolute impartislity, It was in that gpirit +that it
- hed come to the conclusion that the USSR proposal wes owbside the 8cope
of the Committes's terms of reference ag stated in Goneral Assembly
resolution 219 (ITI), Should the occasion arise, it would also vobe
agalnet the substance of the proposal,

Mr, HOOD (Augtralia) sntirely agreed with the Dominican
repregentative,

lo obmerved that information of & political character volunterily
tranemitted to the Committes should not be confused with communicatlons
concerning a change in status of any territory as requested in
resolution 222 (ITI),

Discussions which had talken place in the Fourth Committes at the first
Part of the third session of the General Asgembly ghowed clearly that
neither that Committes nor the Asgeuwbly itself had intended communications
of the latter type to be transmitted to the Special Committes, Thoy were

/to be
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to be transmitted to the Secrstary-General solely for the information of
the General Assendly, Consequently, any proposal lesding to s discussion
in the Committee of information concerning changes in political status of
non~se L -governing territories was oub of order and should not be

congidered,

Mr, FARRAG (Bgypt) recelled the position of his delegation, which
wag that cessation of transmission of information in reapect of any
non-gslfwgoverning tevritory was acceptable only on the ground that the
torritory had attained self-government, but that the question was for the
Fourth Committee to deoal with. He wes conaequently wnadble to vote in
Tavour of considering the USSR propossl; as he was, however, in sympathy

with the proposal 1ltself, he would abatain.

Mr. LI (China) seld that he could not accept the view that
Adminlstering Authorities were free to decids at what stage they could
ceage to tranemit informatlon regarding territorles under thelr
administration. He fully agreed, however, that the subJect was for the
Fourth Committee to discuss, and wea therefore umable to vote in Tavour
of considering the USSR proposal.

e
v LAKTHG (New Zealand) could not asree with the USSR
reprementative's statement that in resolution 66 (I) the General Assembly

had spacifiad that savenby-four non-gself-governing territories existed,

AIhus, the resolution atated, in part, that information had been tranemitied

by the Goverment of New Zealand concerning conditions in the Cook Talands
"without prejudice to any interpretation of the expression 'non-self-
governing territories' in view of the fact that the Cook Islands are an

integral part of New Zealand", Anxious to fulfil its obligations under

the Charter, the New Zealsnd Govermment had submltted information rogading
the Cpok Islands, even though 1t was uncertain whether those islands

repregented a none-self=moverning territory, as that term had not becn

defined in the Charter. It would be highly deslirable to have the

position clarified once and for all.
He commended the veasonable abttitude of mome representetives.
the Indian representative, who had sugpested that the vork of the Committce

notably

[would: be
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would be expedited if the Conmittee did not attempt to exceed its terms
of reference, The New Zealand delegation congidered that the quéestion
raleed by the USSR repreasentative was outside the terms of reference of

the Committee, and would vote accordingly. -
The Committee decilded, by 13 votes to 1, with 2 ebstentions, that it

vag not competent to congider the USSR proposals

The meeting rose at 12.55 D.m,






