
broad powers of supervision to the Assemnbly in regard to trust
territories. The point at issue is how the Assembly should use thesepowers and what degree of supervision should be exercised by theAssembly over both the administering authorities and the Trustee-
ship Councîl. A considerable number of non-administering powers,usually forming a mai ority in the Assembly - among them theSoviet bloc as well as groups of Asian, Latin American and MiddleEastern states - wish to extend the supervisory role of the Assemblyto include a close scrutiny of the manner in which the territoriesare aduiinistered. Some of these states have also asserted that alresolutions regarding trust territories which are passed by theAssembly must be implemented by the Trusteeship Council and theadministering authorities.

The administering authorities contend that the Assembly shouldconfine itself to discussion and recommendations regarcling broadmatters of pohicy and leave to the Trusteeship Council questions ofdetailed supervision. They argue that the balanced membership
of administering and non-adminîstering states in the Council (aswell as the personal qualifications of the individual representatives
in the Council) make it a more suitable organ for this purpose. Con-cerning the obligatory character of resolutions adopted by theAssembly on trusteeship questions, some of the administeringpowers argue that their responsibilities are clearly defined under theterms of the Charter and of the trusteeship agreements and that itis not always in the best interests of the inhabitants of the trustterritory concerned to implement f ully a particular Assembly reso-Jution. They point out the dificulty that an administering power isunder in carrying out the ternis of a resolution which it has con-sistently opposed in the Assenibly and ini the Council.

The Trusteeshlp Counil, although perf orming its duties underthe authoritv of the General Aqspmhlv- i. nh1,


