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Since the Canadian<D elegatiofl did 
not participate

Inf the debate on the 24-pawer-draft 
resolution on the qu.estion

Of' South West Afrida, I now wish to 
expiai. brÎefly our attitude

tOWards the revised text which was 
oirculated yesterday, and

the vote we intend to cast on thus resolution,

The Canadiai Delegatiol will vote 
i-n favour aof tbis

resalu.tion, To this extent our position bas 
Changea froni that

Wl-ch. we adopted In regard to Resolution 
1568 (MV of' December

189. 1960, We do sa in the belief that under the 
mandates systemi

the Supervision aof the League of Nations was Intended 
ta be

effective and genuine, not a purely tieoretical 
or formai Icind

Of supervision,

Under the League of' Nations the 
question was once asked:

Sb.ould tb.e Cauncil aof the League of Nations content Itself 
with

aS,.crtaining that th.e mandatory power lias remained 
within the

liits of' th.e powers wh-ch were conferred 
upon it, or should it

ascertain aiso whether the mandatory 
power has mnade good use ai'

these powers and whetb.er its adm.inlistration 
lias coni'orined to th.e

in'teBrests'of the native population? 
The League Council approved

the wid.er interprettiflof ai'ts rigit ai' supervision.

The advIsatry Opinion given by the 
International Court'on

~1Y 1, 950ooncladed tb.at the.GeneralAsxbya'teUie
Na.tions sb.o uld act, ini place ai' the Counci. ai' the League ai'

Nations i-n exercising international supervision over 
the administra-

tion ai' the territary ai' Sou.th West Af rica and should canforni 
as

far as Possible ta the procedure i'ollowed 
in this respect by th.e

MCoacIl ai' the Lea-gue ai' Nations. The Council ai' the League and

the Mandates CommZfission received extensive 
Information conoerýnng

SoIItth.West Ai'rica.frani direct sources 
sucli as annl- reports,

.writte BJIpetitIol. and.hearitL5 ai' aocredited represen.tatives ai'f

the Mand.atory power. Wb.at action the League Coumoil would have

teaéý,had that body and the Mandates 
Commnission been denied suai

ifjiforlation, must necessarily bea 
inatter ai' speculatioL. It can

be argueê, however, that the League Counci3. 
considered Itself

Cozapet.ent'ta autb.arize the Mandates 
Commission ta obtain Information

tbrougia such appropriate means as oirouiustanoes 
iniglit require for

the effective supervisiôo i the m.andates 
system, That supervision,

as 1 have said before,, was iLtenided ta, 
be effective and genaine.

'.NaW what lias been the experier±ce under the Uniited Nations?

The ,League ai' Nations reoeived f ull) Information. 
Under the United

Nations the man.dates systexu for South West Af rica lias brolcen 
d.own

0oelplteiY. The Governinent of the Union ai' Sou.th Africa lias feaild

ta Provide the United Nations with the Information it requires ta

ee:rrise effective supervision ai' the mandate, It lias dIscantinued

the jsuISio- of anniaJ reports, and it lias refused ta submit

petitiOns ont the 1territory or otherwise 
provide Information ta the

CammitteO On Southg~ West Af rica. The. Union Government cout 1ends that

jthe mandate ini rreP8ct ai' South West AfrIca lias lapse&j it d.oes flot

jacoept the Jiid83LS1t aof the International Court and d.oes not agree ta

aooept aooojlabil"t t he 'UnIted Nations.


