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trusteeship system was not obligatory. 1 Many delegates, however,

.and notably those of France and the United States, f elt that the

Assembly recommendatioii of December, 1946, laid on South Africa

at least a moral obligation to subnut a trusteeship agreement for

South West Afrie&.

The delegate of India proposed a resolution expressing dis-

approval of the failure of South Africa to comply with the Assembly

resolution and urging that state to submit a trusteeship agreement

for consideration at the next regular session of the Assembly. To the

Danish representative this seemed too severe. Hie therefore propoased

an alternative resolution expres8ing the "hope" that South Africa

would subinit a draft agreement «at an early date". The Fourbi'

Committee adopted the original Indian proposai, amended by a

Folish resolution which pointed out that it was the "elear intention"

of Chapter XII of the Charter that former mandated territories

should be placed under trusteeship. Canada voted against the Indian

proposai, together with the United Kingdom and other Members

whose representatives consîdered it inappropriate in this case to

set a time-li-mit for compliance with the wishes of the Assembly,

sinoe the circumstances did not warrant the dellvery of an ultimatum.

The Ganadian delegate said lie regretted that the Union Government

had net seen fit yet to accept the invitation of the United Nations

and expressed the hope tb.at South Africa miglit reverse its previouni

decision.

In the Assembly the representative of t)anmark succeeded ir

bhaving the resolution inodified so that it expressed the "hope" thal

the Union nig<ht "find it possible" to submit a trusteesldp gemn

4t the Third Session of the Asmly. Canada voted against tbi

amededreeolution because it still seamed to imply that Souti

1 IA. 1refl»çpA f ful-fil à definite obliRation and because tbi


