recommended a procedure which would enable tpe United
Nations to exegcise its supervisory functiong, As

part of these supervisory functions, the Comnmi ttee recom-
mended certain rules which would guide the Assembly in
its consideration of annual reports on conditions in
South West Africa. One of these set down tpe ways

and means whereby Assembly declsions could be tajep Hid

these matters.

Now as the distinguished representative of
Belgium pointed out the other day, the Charter hag 5
foreseen that the General Assemblg would have to act
as a substitute for the Leage of ations, 8 16 s in
fact being obliged to do in the case of South West
Africa as a result of the International Court'g advisory
opinion. In the framing of the rule of voting
procedure, the Committee was therefore faceqd With ‘the
question of deciding as to whether, (a) when the
Assembly assumed functions not provided in the Charter,
the voting procedure provided for in Article 16(3) was
valid, or (b) whether unanimity as was the ogse e der
the League of Nations practice in fact governed, After
mature and careful con51daration, the COmmittee 5
South West Africa proposed the str?ngest Vote possible
under the Charter and the assembly's rules of o
namely the two-thirds majority requireq for important
questions. In order to remove any possible TR
to the legality of its proposal, however, the Committee
recommended at the same timeithat it be referreq to
the International Court for & specific advisory opinion.

From the very moment the conclusi
Committee on South West Africa were page puggicogh:he
Canadian Delegation believed this decision to be g~
wise one, and in accordance with tpe best-informeq
legal and parllamentary practice, 1t Was because the
Canadian Delegation shared these very doubts
encountered by the.Committeeﬁthat it voted Lo
Resolution B in the Fourth Committee ang later for the
adoption of the rapporteur"-wreportvto et G
Assembly. It was in this-sehse, and in thpy
alone that the Canadian Delegation cast an
vote with regard to the procedures Suggested for tp
Assembly properly to discharge its functions or the
the Territory in Plenary on:October 17 g over

affirmative

Canadian Delegation known then that R Had the
‘calling for a reference of Special Ru§:0%u§éogh§

International Court for an advisory op
not have been put to a votey it woulq in fact have

SR oo il Bule Fvby-VOting 38ainst the procedure

devised for the Assembly's sy e
in South West Africa. ; PeTvision of conditions

already alluded to, my delegation
the position of'having to abstai i
concerning reports and petition
Territory. |



