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CORREGTIONS_TO THE PROVISTONAL SUMMARf RECORD OF THE COMMETTEE‘S‘FIBST¢QEETING .
(T/AC.43/SR.1); PROPOSALS OF THE BELGIAN REPRESENTATIVE AND THE CHATRMAN

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium) requeafed two corrections to the provisional
summary record of the Committee's first meeting (T/AC.hﬁ/SR.l)}

First, he asked that the report of his remarks on page 6 should be
amended to read: o _ B | _ ,

"Mr, RYCKMANS"(Belgium) while being of the opinion that a standing
committee was not needed,‘assumed that a majority of the Trusteeship

Council favoured the proposal to establish such a committee".

His gecond correction was to the firgt sentcnee of the report of‘his
remarks on page T which should belreplaced'by the following: "Mr, RYCKMANS
(Belgium) felt that meeﬁinga'of the 'standing committee between sessions would be
harmless 1f the committee limited its work to the sercening of communications".

The CHATRMAN paid tbat the words "in the aboence of their
representatives", in his remarks on page EV%Q%%;¢in the abgence of their special
represcntative”, :

While requesting members of the Committee to ncte the correations which
he and the Beigian vepresentative had proposed, he reminded them that any
delegation was free to request corrections to the summary record of speeches by
its representatives, in accordanece with the procedure indicated in the ﬁote at
the bottem of page 1 of the provigicnal summary record. '

EXAMINATION OF PETITIONS (GENERAL ASSEMBLY RESOLUTIONS 435(V) AND 552(VI)
(a/L.38, T/813, T/938, T/951, T/960, T/L.224, T/AC.43/L.1) (continued)

The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee to examine the working paper prepared
by the Secretariat (T/AC.43/L.1) paragraph by paragroph.
Parnaraph 1

The CFAIRMAN proposed that the words "kas rcculted in" should be
replaced by the words "has led to".

It was so deelded,

Paragraph 1, as amended, was approved,

/Parnarnph 2



T/AC43/5R.2
Page 3

Peragraph 2
Mr. RYCIMANS (Belgium) suggested that the word "expediently", in the

last line of the English text, shoulxl 'be replaced by the word "expeditioualy .
It vas so deeided. . e
Pewagraph 2, as nmended , Y88 a.ppxc;veri.

Paragraph 2

Paragrﬁp_h_} was aporoved without discussion,

Paragraph b4
The CHAIRMAN thought that, in the interests of clarity, the words
"under rule 24" should bYe replaced by "under the seecond pn.rt of rule 24",
- It wvas eo decided-

The CI{AIRW\N su\,gested that it might be advisable to amend the last
part of paragraph 4 and to replace the words "does not afford the flexibility in
procedure needed for handling" by the words "e.. is Bot an adequate proccdure
for handlinge.s"s In his view, a mere list of communications received was not
‘ouffieient and the Cownell must be furniched with a nunmry of their contents.

Mr, RYCKMANS (Belgium) pointed out that it was neeessary to allow some
lotitude in the matter, as some eommmnications were, properly opeeking, petitions,
some had to be transmitted in extenso to the members of the Council and others
could simply be brought to its ettenticn, in accordance with the second part
of rule 24 of the rules of proccdure. '

~ Mr, HOO (Assistent Sceretary-General) mdded that eertsin eommumications,
whieh werc manifestly ineonsequential, were mot even included in the lists

preparcd by the Secretariat.

The CEATRMAN said that y in the circumtuncea s ‘he would no‘l: preas his
suggested amendment to the last part.of pm'a'rrn.;‘h h '
Paragraph 4, ns amended, vas anﬂrO\ed.

/Paragraph 5
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Perasraph 5 . . ' i auns Feosr i g s e i et iy TR

‘Mr. RYCKMANS: (Belgium) said ag:he: Lndgrstood it the senge of the
previocus meeting had been that only communieations whiech. could unquestionably'be
considered petitions should be handled in accordance. with the entabliahed
proeccdure for the cxamination of petitions ard that, if there were any possible
doubt, the communieations shnuld be submitted to the Commlttee wvhieh would decide
whether they were to be clasaif;ed as petltlons or 31nply t“eatcd as
communications.’ ‘

- He- thought- that the Committee's views would be more accurately reflected
if parsgreph 5 were amended to read: "The Committce was of the opinion that all
communications comteining requests), complaints and grievaﬁcca calliﬁg for ection
by the Trusteeship Couneil should. continue to-be handled in acecrdance with the

established procedure for examination of -petitionse”

' Anpwering Mr. HOO (Ascistant Sccretary-General), who pointed out that,
in meny e¢ases, the Couneil hed decided to toke no esection concerning petitions
cubmitted, Mro RYCKMANS (Belgium) cxplained that By "sction" he meant. the
particular meesures ordered by the Trusteeship Couneil in'a specific case and not
those taken by 1t -mutomatically in order to comply with its terms of refercnee or
to implement previous deeisions. e '

Mr. STRONG (United States of America) accordingly proposed that the
words "ealling for action" be replaced Ly the words "seeking action".

Tae text of parearaph 5 proposcd by the Belgian repregentative, &s

smended on the svenestion of the United States renresentative, wvas approved..

In reply to MicslﬂﬂﬂﬁkﬁDINofchminican Reputlic) who wighed to know
vhat interpretation was to be.placcd npon paregreph 5 in its newv form, the r
CEAIRMAN explained that the Secretariat woula dccxdc which communications were to
be handled in accordance with the procedure for thu examination of petitlons and

which were to be treated as communications. If the Committee did not approve of

/thc Secretariat’s
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the Secretariat's decision in eny particuler case, it would always be frée, in
sereening communications, to classify as a petition, a communication whieh the
Secretariat had clg_a‘sified as & communication. If, contrary to the opinion of a
member of the Council, the Committée_ refused to .cléssify a communication as a
petition, the member eould always ect in aecordance with paragraph 6 ard request
the Council to consider.the cormunication in question as a petition. ‘

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium) warned the Secretariat against the possible
temptation of giving cofmnunicq.tiona the ‘benefit of the doubt too easily and
clagsifying them as .pef;iti_ons. e pointed out that when a communication vas
classified es a pctitlon by the Seeretariet, it mugt necessarily be hardled in
accordance with the prc%:edq.re for the exemination of petitions, even if the _
Committce considered thet it did ot eonstiiute ® petitlon, :in the proper semse of
the term,' whereas in the contrary nase, the rights of the authors of commmications
were sa.fegue rded, as cormunications were submitied to the Committee, which decided
whether they should be treated as petitions. The right of any. nmember of the
Trusteechip Council to raise the question again in plensry session afforded an.
additional safeguard.

Mr. BOO (Assistant Secretery-General) said that in classifying'
communications the ISee:’etaria.t-wpuldl examine them with the greatest care and would
avoid cla.saii'ying: ao petitions any communications which did not plainly seek ::
action by the Councile It was clear thet while the Committee could decide to
treact as a petition a communication vhich had been classified as an ordinary
communication, it could not do the reverses- ' :

It was, not altogether correet to say, as the Belgion represcntative had
done, that nothing would be lost if a great meny communicetions’ were transmitted to
the Standing Committee as such: time would be tortipud, as everybody knew, time
was en important fector in the examination of petitions. The Sceretariat had
for that reascn suggested that the Committee might meed, 1if necessary, between
gecciona of the Gouneil in order to screen certain communications. .

/Paragravh 6
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Paragraph 6 < ..z foietlia e e

iy, iy e
. Yendhat

- ' Tha CEAIRMAN proposed that fhe last aentence 1n paragraph 6 thuld f-
be replaced by the following: - "Any member of the Truateeahip Gouncil nay
alsn pubmit that any other aommunlcatlon,may te considerad as a petition and
in case the Council so decides, the ‘normal procadure for examination of
petitions will be applied to 1t".

r PR
a ke

" Miss BERNARDINO (Dominican Republic) aupported the Chairman'ai‘
proposal, = Any “documént- addrasmd. 'bo the Tr'uateeship Council by an individ.ual
or group of individuals esking for the solution of an indiv:.d.ual or
collectivé problem in'a Trust Territory should 'be regardod. 08 a potition.
Some of thoae “documents might, because of the inexperience of the wxfitera,
fail to meet the requirénments nccessery for*thci}'ﬁidnéification as betitions,
in the etrict sonse of the vord. - It was the Truateeﬂhip Gouncil‘a duty to
help such petitioners end to do everything in its powor to Bolve the
problems brought to its notice, vhothor in a cor.:mnication or in o pro];io_r' b
petition, e

Mr, STRONG (United States of Aurrica 1) said that it mght ba useful
to provide that the Council: could, without necessarily following the
established procedure for the exemination of peti‘biona diacuas a. sitﬁation i
called to its attention by a communicution. : = =8 il

N R L Lt
(TR

Mr, RYCKMANS (Belgium). recalled “tfat every momber of” the
Trusteeship Council could et any time requeot t}mt [ problem conceming a

o

Truot Territory should be placed on the egenda; b ::poct ve “aF the wasnor in'. .
which it had been brought to his notice. - ) : .

Roplying to Mr. STRONG (United Statos of Amorice) who had asked ror
information regarding tho distribution of cor:munications ‘not claasified an
potitions, the CHAIRMAN said that like petitions they would be circulated
in full to all members of the Trusteeship Council, As Trusteeship Council
docunentn, they vere availeble to all the Membera of the United Nations.

/Paragraph 6,
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Paragraph 6, as emended on the Chairman's suggestion, was approved

without further discusaion,. '

Paragraphs 7 and 8

Paregraphs 7 and 8 were approved without discussion. .
Para h

Mr. RYOKMANS (Belgium) propoaed that the words "ond reproduced _
therein in extenso" in the second sentence of paragraph 9 should be deleted.,
It was so decided. '

The CHATRMAN prop;spd that the third sentence in paragraph 9 should
.be replaced by the following: "Any members of the Trusteeship Council way
submit that any of these communications and memoranda contained in the Annex
should be treated as petitions, and in case the Council so decides, the normal
procedure for examination of petitions will be applied to them"; There seemed
to be no need to mehtion the Coumittee on Petitions since the Visifing Mission
would already have screened communications received. The last sentence in

paregraph 9 was not essential and should be deleted.

Mr, STRONG (United States of America) wondered whether Visiting
- Missions had sufficient. time to acreen ell the pétitions they received and
whether in the circumstances some of tha work should not be dslegated to the

Committee on Petitlons.

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium} nqtgd ﬁhat Visiting Missione might npt have
time to screen communications during their stay in the Territorles but that
they had every opportunity to do so when drafting their reports.

Mr. HOO (Assistant Secretary-GCenersl) pointed out that, if the
Cemmtttoo adorted the text before it, communicetions not classified as petitions.
would be annexed td the Visiting Mission's report whl;elpep;tiona proper would
appear in peoparate documents.  They would not, therefore, be treaped_in the
game way.

'/in the
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Mr, RYCKMANS (Bslgium) pointed out that Visiting Missions might
recsive éommunications intended solely to assist thém in their work, As they
were not of direct intorest to the Trusteeship Gouncil, they should not be
included in the report in oxtenso., Tne words "whers eporopriate” should,

_thercfore, be inserted eficy the words "these should be annexed to the

Mission's report” in line 4 of paragrasph ©.

Mr, HOO (Assistant Secretary-Goneral) said that Visiting Miasions
would have to determine first which of the communiceticns received were
petitions and, secondly, whick must be trznsmitted to the Trusbeeship Council;
the second operation might in soms instancea prove difficult, The rules adopte
should not be too rigld and each cormunication should to dsalt with on its

merits,

The CZATRMAN thovght that the matter might safely be left to the
Vieiting Missions since the fact that the latter were appointed by the
Trusteeship Council was in itself a sufficient guarantee,

Paragraph 9, as emxended, was apuraved,

Porapraph 10
Paregraph 10 was approved, without discuseion,

Peragxanh 11

. The CHAIRMAN proposed the addition of the words "as well as during
the eessions”, following the words "between sessions of the Trusteeship Council”,

It wac so decidsd,

lr, RYCKMANS (Belgium) propoced that the worda "at its discretion”
ehould bo deloted from the English text, and that the phrese "whenever necessary”

should be inserted following the words "as well as during the sessions”.

i, STRONG (United States of America) endorsed the suggestion but
proposed tkat the wording should be “when 1t considers necessary” to make it
clear that it would rest with the Committee itself to decide on.

/He wondered
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. He wondernd whsthor it was sufficient to indicats that tr2 term
"standing"vas to bo interproted as meaning that the Committoe could meet
between or during scssiona of the Council., 1In his opinica, the texi of kA
paregrapa 11 cid not wmeke sufficiently clear the meaning to bo attached to
the tarm “ctanding”.

Faragraph 1\, ne dmendai, wag aféopted,

Paregraph 12

« RYCKMANS (Belgium) vointed out that eny mombder of the Standin
Committeon cnuld ask to be releascod *rom partic*pa*icn in t“e Cemmittoe’s
debates when petitions conecrning Trust Territories under the sdministration
of hin Government wero to bo diescussed, In his opinion provicion should be
~made for the tomporary replacement of a member of the Committoe, in such
circumetancen, by an.alternate represcnting the delegation of another
edministering Power,

The CEATRMAN pointod out that eny modification of the composition of
the Coumittece must bo approved by the Trustceship Council,
- 3
Mr. RYCKMANS (Belpium) thought that the difficulty could. be met if
tho Council laid down a procedurs to be folloved whon n member State asked to

be replaced,

Mr, H0O (Assistant Seerctary-Gencral) said that tho countrics
furniching ouch elternates dould be designated ex officio or chosen, on the
tacis of alphabtetical order, from among the three romaining Adminisctering
Authorities,

The CHAIRMAN proposed that the following should be added to the text
of peragraph 12: ",,.except that if a petition under examination concerns a’
rwember of the Standing Committee, he will be replaced by the representative
of the Acdaministering Authority not aitting on the Committcece whoae namo comes
rext in elphabetical order".,

It wes po decided,

/Nr. .JTR ONG
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Mr; STRONG (United States of America) propoced that the cpening lincs
of paragrart 12 should de rovised to read as follows: *,,.that the _
'I'n}steashi*-'(:omcil a'cpoint- at the end of ezch Beﬁnion gix members to sit on
the Standing Coomibttse until the end of the following session, €0 &s to
ensure...” In his opiaicn i% would also bs wiss to indicate, as had boen done
in the case of the Ad E:: Coumittoe on Potitions, that the meumberchip of the
Standing Conmittes ghould ba evenly distributed.

Mx», RYCKANS (Belgium) propoced a simpler wording, as fcllows: "The
Committee agreod to rocommend th.at the Trusteeship Council appecint, at the end
of each socsion, three mewbere represcnting Adninistoring Authorities and
throe wembers refrosenting non-Aduinistering Authorities”,

The Belgiun rrovesal was sdovted., -

Paxagrcph 1k

The CTAIRMAN suggested that paragraphs 14 and 15 should de c¢ombined
in e single paragraph, in order to group together all the functlons of the
Standing Committee. He proposed the fqllot-ring text:

P14, The Standing Committee should, hovever, meet, whensver it
congidora it necegsary, detween cessions, in order: '

"(a) to &creen, as stated in paragraph 6 above, the various
communications which have not been treuted as petitions;

"(b) 4f 1t deema necessary or ussaful, to conduct, in eonsultation

witi the roprosentativoe of the Administering Authority, a praliminafy
exanination of thosse potitions on which written observations by the
Administering Authority are available, or which have been received by the
Administering Authority at least two months previously, and in particular
to formulate any quﬁstiona to te submitted to the Administering Authority, .
or the epecial vepreesntative, -and to instruct the Secretariat to carry
out studies or prepare working pepers, stc. so that during the following
sessicn of the Council, the Standing Committee, with the assistance of. the

ospecial roprasentatives, will conclude its e::amimtion of .the petitions
and report to the Trusteeship Gouncil submitting its recommendations on

the action to dae takan in each case.
/Mr. RYCKMANS
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Mr, RYCXMANS (Belgium) suggested ths delotion of the words
"or useful”, at ‘she Yeginning of the English text. of sub—parag"aph ih (v).

It was so decided,

The CHAIRMAN propesed the edopticn of & new 'E:u'b-p.a.ral{;raph 14 (e),
to reed es follows: “(¢] to complete the examination of tho patitions which.
the Administering Authority agrees to have oieminad in the absencs of the
special reprecentative”,

Mr, RICKMANS (Bolglum) folt thet the Ceumititoe should not meet
betwoen Bdua'iona of the Council for the purpose of carrying out' work vhich - -
could equally well be accomplished during a sesslon; ;'hen the Courcil wes not
in sesoion, the Comnittee chould mect only if the number of potitions to be
screenod made it nscesscary,

Mr, STRCNG (United States of Americe), recalling the sugcestion made.
by the represéni_:ativo of his Government at the Comif‘gea's first meeting
(seo T/AC.43/SR.1) regarding the diccrotion allowed the Committee in the
determination of the work it would do between zeesions of .the Council, prorosed
that the toxt should be made more specific }:;y the insertion, efter the ‘words
"betweon sesoions” at the beginning of paregraph 1%, of the words "and normally
approxicately cne month before eech regular session of the Council”, 7

It was eo decided, - ! '

Pararraph i'j (formerly paragreph 16)

" Mr. STRONG (United States of America) proposed that the phrase the
Trusteoship Council ehculd reconsider the whol_el matter at its eleventh or
twolfth socsion,...” should be roplaced by the words “...the Trustoeship council
mey wish to rcconsider the whole m_tter a‘t’. a aubaoquont session",

It voa eo decided, -

Paracrarh 17 (i‘cmorly paragraph 16)

'Iho C_J\.I‘UAN proposed -that the pamgmph ahould be revised to reed
as followe, "The Committoe concidered’ tha_t the Standing Committee on Petitions
' e /should prepare
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should prevers reccameudations for cubmission to the Trusiseship Couasil,
specifying {hose pretiticons in respect of which special inforimation concerning
action tekor by the Adninistering Authority on reccnmendations by the Council

18 not requirsd”,

Mr. RICEMANS (Belgium) thought 1% probable thet the Trueteeship Council
would seldon, if ever, congider it umnecessary to ask the Aguinistering
Authorities for information ceoncerning action talean by them on the Cowncills

recommendations,
The Chairmen®s proposel was adopied.

Additicnal paragreph

Mr, HCO (Assiotant Sceretary-Ceneral) ougmested that the report
should include & paragrarh indicating that if the Trusteeship Council upproved
the procedure prepcsed by the Committee, rule 24 of the rules of pirocedure
would have to be emsnded accordingly.

It was so decided,

The CHAIRMAN asked the Secretarist to prepare a draft resolution for
submission to the Council. The Committee would consider the draft resolution

&t its noxt meeting, on Fridey, 7 March.
The meeting rose at 1,10 p.m,

18/3 p.m.
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EXAMINATION OF PETITIONS: DRAFT REPORT OF THE COMMITIEE ON EXAMINATION OF
PETITIONS (T/AC.43/L.2) '

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Committee should examine the draft
report paragraph by paragraph.

Parapraph 9

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the phrase‘"seeking acticn by the
Trusteeship Council", and pointed out that in the oﬁinion of the Secrevariat
that wording would not cover cases where the Council had elready taken acticn
on the general questlon to which the petition related in the form of the
adoption of a resolution. As an exanple, he said that there might be.a general
petition requesting an increase in the number of schcols in a glven Trust
Territory. The.Council might already have discussed the question of educational
development plans in the Territory and therefore the petition might nct cell
for any additional action. He prorposed that the wording‘shogld be altered to
read "...seeking specific nr further action by the Trusteeship Council..."

The addition of the word "specific" would meet the request previously made by the
Belgien representative,

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium) raised the question of the many communications
received each year which merely furnished supplementary evidence in connexion
with s petition already listed, such as, for example, the continuing flow
of coumunicatinns on the Ewe problem. He asked whether sll such communications
were to be treated as individual petiticns, or whether they should not siuply
be included in the file of communications on the main problcm,

Mr, STROIG (United States of America), referring to the two points
raiscd by the Chairman and the Belglan representative respectively, soid that
the Comittee should avold trying to distinguish between petitiens of a specific
and of & general charactera. In the case of a communlcation contalning a request
complaint or grievance »f a general character, the Committce might suggest to the
Council that the only actinn required was a simple reply along standard lines.
He did not feel, however, that the Committee should refuse to classify such

cnununications as petlitions,

/The CHATRMAN
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The CHATIRMAN pointed out that it might be desirable to aifferentiaie
between a petition requesting, for example, a new school for a particular
village or lecelity and one stating that more schools were meeded throughout
the Teust'iefrdte;y as a wvhole, The former would be a very specific complaint;
the latter, a general one,

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium) did not wish to place the Committee in a
position where it might be accused of attempting to suppress information}
but he thought that communications which merely reqpeeted the Council to take
action which it was reqpired to take under the terms of the Charter were of '
little value and should not be ireated as individual petitions. o

Moreover, the Council had already been criticized by the ?ourth
Committee for deciding that a lerge number of the petitions suhmibted to it
required no action. The procedure proposed by the United States representative
would not help to solve the problem,

Mr. HOO (Aesistent Secretery-Gereral) observed that, in the case of
certain communications of a general neture, the Council might think it wiee,
even though 1t hed previouely adopted a resolution on the suhgect, to glve the
matter further consideration in the llght of more recent evenis. .

While the general purpose wes to reduce the Councilfs workléad
and the Belgilan representative was seeking to achieve that aim by reducing
the number of communlcetions to be treated as petitions, the United States
representative sought to achieve ‘the seme purpose by speeding up the examination
of petitions, If the United States representetive’s suggestion was adopted,
the general procedure would remain as in the past, éxcept that the existence of
a standing committee would make it possible to do some work between sessions of.
the Cowneil. s '

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the two points of view could be et by
means of a preliminary screening of communications by the Stending Committee, whir
could relieve the Secretariat of the responsxbility of deciding whether doubtful

communicetions should be listed as petltions or communicationa.

/Mr. RYCKMANS





