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CORRECTIONS. TO THE PROVISIONAL SUMMARY RECORD OF THE COMMITTEE Is FIRST;.:MEETi.t:tG . 

(T/.r£.43/~R.l); . PROPOSALS OF THE BELG~{. REPRESENTATIVE AND THE CHATIUIJAN 

· Mr. RYCI~S (Belgium) requested two corrections to the provisional 
. . 

s\1IIllll.9.ry record of the Com:.'llittee' s ·first meeting (T/AC.43/SR.l)". 

First, he asked that the . report .. of his remarks on p~e 6 should be 

amended to read: 

"Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium) while being of the opinion that a. otanding 
' . .• ' 

committee was not needed, a.ssurii.ed· that .. a m.o.jority of the TrUDteeship 

Council favoured the proposal to estnblish such a committee". 

Hie second correction 'Has to the first sentence of the report of :. his 

re!llO.rks ·on pnge 1 which ohould be ·r eplaced· by the following: · . 11~1!" . RYCKNAJ~S 

(Belgium) felt that meetings· of the ' standing committee between sessions 'Hould be 

harmless if the committee limit~d ita work to the screening of communications" • 

. TheCHAIHNAN oaid tb<J.t the words "in the o.boence of their 

repreoento.tivea", in his r emnrko on page e/1fb~'a.1cl.in the absence of their . special 

representative". 

'\o1hile r equesting members of the Coli!D.ittec to note the. corr.entiono '.zhich 

he and the Bel.gio.n l'epreaentati've ha.d proposed, he rew1nded them that any 

delegation wao free to request corrections to the summary record of spee~hes by 

its representatives, in accordance with the procedure indicated i.n the rio.t e a.t 

the bottom of pnge 1 of. the provts1dna.l summary record. 

EXAHTI~ATIOU OF PETITIONS (GENERAL ASSEMBLY RESOLUTIONS 435(V) .AND 552(VI) 

(A/L.38, T/813, T/?38, T/951, T/960, T/1.224, T/AC.43/L.l) (continued ) 

The CHA!m1AN invited the· c·ommittee to examine the worl'.ing pspe:r prepared 

by the Secretnrint (T/ AC .43/L.l) pn.ro.graph by pa.:-ogrn:p!l. · 

Pnrr!t;rn;ph l 

The CltURNAN propoocd that the wordn "l:~a rc.:ulted in" should. be 

replAce d by the wo1·ds "ha.G led to 11 
• 

It vaG so decided. 

Pnrn~rnph 1, no nrr~nded , wno anprnved. 

/Pa:rt>.r.::-:n.ph P 
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1<11: • RYC'!IMANS (B7lgium) augge~ted th~t the word i•expediently", . in the 

la.s·c line 0~ the EnGlish .. text, .. ahoUl.d be r eplaced by. t he word 11 expedi tio'lisly11 • 
' .. , . . . . . . 

It ·vas so deeided. · · · · · ·,_: 
. . 

Pe..'t"om:'S.ph 2, . as Mle:oded , 'HS.S appr oved. 

Paragraph .3 
. .. .. . 

Paragraph .3 was approved ~thout dieeueaion• 
, .. . ' 

Paragr aph 4 
. Th~ CHAIRMAN thousht that, in the interests of· clarity, the· words · 

"under rule 24" should be r eplaced by "under the aeeond part of rule 24" . · 
It lrt\G eo decided. . ,._ -.-

The CIIA.lRMAN suggested t hS:t it might 'be advisable t o . &.m~nd' the last :. 
pEU"t of :P"lrGgl.;a~h· 4 ~~ t~ r eplace the word3 11doea n~t afford the flexibility in 

prOCedure needed for handling" )y the WOrcfa ll. ~ ·• iS SOt all e.dequate 'proecidure I . 

f or hand,f.ing ••• 11
• In bia view, a mer e liat of ·eommuniee.tione r ec eived we not 

·ouffieient and the Couneil mu~t b~ furnlshed With a s~ry of their contents • 
. . . • . . 

I • 

l·1r. RYCI%\NS (~lgium)_ point~d out tha.t it ws. neeeesory._.to allow some 

latitude in the matt er, a~ _so~e eo~~ications wer e , properly ope~ting, petitions, . 

some had to be transmitted i n erlenso to the members of the Collllcil .and others 

could simply be brought to ita attention, in accordance with the o~eond part · 

of rule 24 of t he rul~o of procedure. 
! ~ ' ; 

Mr. B:oo (Assistant SeeretarJ~neraJ.) added tlUJ.t ·:t.ertc.ih· eoiil1mlllii::il.tions, · 

which wer e toonifcstly ineonsequentie.l, vere not even i~~iuded in the -lists 

prepared by tbe Secretariat. 

The CllAIRHAN said t hat, in the drcumota.n~eo; . he would not press his 

suggeot~d nme.ndment t o the las t part . of poi~~.3ra;h 4·. 
PAragr a ph 4, ns tuTv>.ndBd , ~a a' appro,·ed~ · 

•.• 

. . . ~· 

/Po.ra.r,rapb 5 

\ 
\ 

. _! 
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. • ·~ I . .. . ~ . . 
· · ' ·.;~ ' Nr~ : RYCKMANS·r.(Be.lgiurp.) ®id: aS': b.e'-:~.~.er,a:to9.~. 1F ;~.he :· .sens~ · ~f: .. tb,e ·, .. .. - . . ..... . ,. 

previous meeting ho.d been . that only coll'Uiluni~e.tions vhi~~ ... eo\~d · .~quea~.iona.bly be 
. .. .. . . . ~ ..... . ,· 

considered peti tiono should be handJ.ed : tn accordan~e . vi:th th~ eot.~bli ~hed .. . . .. . . . . . .. ~. . . . ·. . . 

proeedure for the examination of peti tiona and that 1 if there were any poaa.ible ... 0 

• 0 • 

doubt, the communications should,be· submitted to the · Commi~tee vhi~. vould decide 
- .· . . - -·· .. . . . ·-·· .. .. . . . . . 

whether they were to be classified as petitions or simply treated as 

collliiluni'catibno ·.: . · , · 

· He. tho'tlght : that · t he Commit.tee' B:.viewa ;would be more ,a.ccuratel.y r.cf~ea~ed 

if pa~ngra.ph 5 wer e amended to rend: "The Commi ttce '-'.B.S of the. opinion thn.t all 

commu'!iicationc· eorrta.ining··r e·Ciuesto-:, complaints an~ grievn~zes callin~ for c.ction 

by' the Truoteca'hip 'Co\r:lcil· should . continue· to:·be ~dled in . a.cccrda.nce .vi t~ .the 

eata1?lished prodedure for exnmina.tion· of ·:petitlon.o·." . 
. · .... . . :: . . ... . ·, . 

· . . . 
Anowering Mr. · HOO . (A soiato.nt. Sec~~tt3XY-.General) ,. who' pointed. out tho.t, 

in many cnoea , the Couneil had decided to ta.lce no action concerning petitions 

ou'Qmitted, :Mr. RYCKNANS (Belgium) explained that by·· "action" he meant . the . . . . ... . . . 
~nrticitilnr . meesures ordered hy the Trusteeshi~ Council. in ·a ~pccific cnoe nnd ·not 

those t'aken .by "it.·automatically in order to c-omply vith ita t erms of re.fer enee .o"J; 

to impl ement :previous decisions. .. . 

. .. . . ... .. '. . ~ 

Mr. STROUG (United Sta.tea of America.) accordingly proposed tho.t the 

, vords "calling for · action" be r eplaced hy· ·the words "oee.king . action 11 ~ 

· · r:1e t ext of· >;pat.cr!tr.ph "5 p:ropos cd '\:ly the J3eJ.tdan :'C'ep:rt~ ocntnt.i ve , as . 

Ol'lended on the a~c;geation of the United State a r e;nreoenta.ti ve. 'm. a appro'\·ed . .. 

In reply to H1do:.BERNARDINO·:(Pominice.."lR€pu't-lic.) who rlohed. ·.t o know 

vbnt interpretation was to be. plo.c<:d u:1og. pa:-cc:rr-.?h 5 in i to · nev form, the 

CHAin~~ explained that the Secretariat wvu14 . d~cide vhich coomunica.tions wer e to 

be handled in nccordonce 'W'ith t he pror.edure f or the exa.mino.tion of petitions and 

vhich vero to b e treated no communications. If the Committee did not approve of 

/the Sec:::-etarin.t's 

.. - _, 
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the Secrettll"ia.t' s decision in any parlfcul.sr esse , 1t would ·always be fr~~-, in 

screening communicationa, t o classify as a p etition, a communication ~nieh the 

Secretariat had cla~sified ae a communication.· If, contrary t o the opinion of a . ·: . .. 
member of the .. C_ouncil, the Committee. refused .to classify a eolll!llunication e.s a . . :.. . . . 
peti tion, the member eoul~ ~l~ys aat i~ . ac~o~dance with parag+aph 6 end ~equeat 

the Counci l to coneider .the eommunieat: on in question .as a petition. 
I • .. • ' • ' " ' . • 

Mr. RYCKM..o..NS (Belgium) \IU.rned the Secretariat agai nst the pos.sible 

temptation 0~ gi'!'it;1g . COimnunicationa the (benefit ·Of the doubt .t oo .. easily and 
, . . . . . .. . . 

clas:;Jifying them ns .petitions . He .pointed out that when a . communi cation vas 
t • • • •• • •• • • ' 

classified as a P.Cti t1ori by . t he Se<ll~etar1e.t 1 . it muot necessarily 'b e 'ha.I).dled in· . . . 
accor d::mce vi t h t he procedure f.or the cxmtination of petitions; even if the . . .. . ; . 

Committee con oi del·ed t hct it did x;o;t '?O~~rt:!.:tute -a pet:l,t 1oa1 :in .t he ·proper ·s ense of 

the t erm, . where~s ~n t he eo1:1t1-ary . oase, ._the rights of the authors of ·communications 

wer e safeg~~ded ,. . a a coD11llun1cationa we!'~ sub~ t ted t o th~ . Committ-ee , -which decided 

whether t hey sro).lld pe t1·eat ed as petitio!la. The :right of any. c ember of the .. 

Tnlsteeoh~~ C?uncil. t o 1-ai oe the .questi~n ag~lin ;Lu plena-ry aessi'On afforded. .an . .­

addi tional safeguard • 

. Nr . ROO (As eicta:nt Secret ary-General) se.id the.t ill classifying ' 

communication s t he Sec:o>etariat · w.ould examine them with the: gr eate st care and woUld: 
6 • • • • • - ~ 

avoid clasoif'yina ao. petitions any communicatioQ.e whiah did not plainly i::eek : :· .. · 
• • ' ' ' I ' . ' • 

e.ction by t he Council. · It was clea.r that while the Committee could decide to'::· '' 

trent a s a petition a: communication -~Thich had been ela.eaified ne :m ordine-ry 

communication, it 7ould ~ot do the .. reverae,. .. 

J;t was. not a.ltogether eo~·rect to say, a.s the Bel gian .represcnto.tf~e had · 

done , that nothi~g ~uld be l ost if a great ~~ ·co~~unr~ationa · were · transmitted ~o 
the Stonding Committee as such : t ime \'Ould .be ::e·r: ~.''.~-~.:d ; ·as everybody knew, 'time . 

...-e.a s.n important factor in the exar:rl.na.tion of j_.'Bt::.tio::l.a. The Soereta.riat had 

. f or th~~ r eason ougceated t hat the C~mmittee m:!.;;!!·~ meet, if neces sary,· between 

a~saiono o~ th~ ~UPeil in order ~~ screen e~tain communi cations • . 
... · 

:· 
. -:.:: /Parag~anh 6 '· ·.-
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Paragraph 6 .:- . . ... .. ~· .. 
•' ..... . . ·'- ·-

·. . . . . . ~ . ... 

. . . ;-, . ~ . "' ~ .. ·;. :--· . .. . .. . : '· ,i. ••• ' . 

• • ,,, • •• , • • ' •• .,. . ...... r .. .. ,:. • •• ·, ., •-: ·:':·, ..... .. .. ·;.:.~· 

· "The CHAIRM4N'proposed that ' the ' la"at · sentence in paragraph 6 should 

be replaced by ·t ao following: · "Aey· membe~ ·(jr t~e· T~'~t~~~hi; .Co~c~n ir.ay . 
:- .. :. 

alar) "u\ilimi t ' that any other · (\~t!lllunicatidn' ma~ :be c·o~si'd~~eci ~a ··~ petition -~nd, 
. .... ' .. · .. ·.· ~ . . .... ·~r:, ..... 

in cese the Counci-l · so decides, the ··normal"ProcacJ.ure for examination of 

petitions vill be applied to it". 
.. . ~ . . ."{ . . ... 

' .. ': . . 
. , . . . • .... I . , ... , . " •. , , .. · . 

Miso BERNA'RDINO (Domini can.- Reptiblic·) Ehipportoi:l.' tbo Chai:nna~t a . . 

proposal. ·: Ar)y ''documeiit .. ·o.ddressed to the ' T~s'tee'ohip· . c~~~ii'~-b; .. ·a:~ i~di ~id.~~l' · ... 
or gt•oup ·of 1-ridi~ridualEi a.el<inl:(f'or the ' ~olution :of a~ - i~di~~d~ai ·'·6r • , ... :··:: 

collec+.ivo problem in:a Ttuot Terri tory shduld b~ :fesa~dod o.a ·a petition. 

Some of · those ~·documents ·might, · becnu.se of tlie inexperi~Ace · of the wri te.r a·; . 

fail ·to· ·meot· .the requfrements · ncceo.sary for ' thof r ,d~o~ificatl~- as ·p~ti ti~~s, 
.. . 

in the -strict sonso' of. the ~oro. · It va.a· th~ f;rf·~·ate~~bip Counciits duty to 

help such potitionors and to do everything in. its powoi to ~ol~e the 

problo1:1e brought to 'ita notice, wh'oth'or· in'G.' -~ointrlunicati·o~ or i n ~ - pr?po~ 
petition. 

...... 

1·11' , STRONG ·(united States ~-f' iiri::r.icn) oa1d th~t'- it might be .. uoeful 
. . . . ' f ... 

to· prov.ido that tbo Council ·could, · 'with6ut necesse.rllY. r'Ollow:l.ng the·.·:· · " .. . 
. . . · .. .. . . . . .• . . . ~ .. :\ .. : •... ~· ' .. : .. :· .. ' . 

eata.bliehed procedure for the "examina t'ion of peti t1ons, · diacuos a. sl tua.tion ,. 
.. .. , • . .. ··~: ' . ·.~ . : . : -~ ~ ·, . ·: ... 

called to ita attention by a. communic~tion ~ -· . 
.. t • • ••• • • ~ ·, . .. . ' .. . , ~ · ·~ . . .. .. ·: .. . . . . 

Hr. RYC'.tD·1\ITS (Belsium). r ecalled ··tf.at every mombo;, cir ::th~·,:: .. 
• • ... • . • • • , .~ • • • • • • ... • • • • • • • . , :. 0 ; ' '! ~· •. 

Trueteoohip 'Council could ·at an:/ time r equest tl1nt "& ·problom concer~ing a 

Truot Territory .ShCIUld be placod on the acb126./ :i.'~!--:.;p6ctiv~ 'of t~~- ~~e~ in 
· ... 

vhich it .had been brought to h i s not .icc·. 
... ·. ;·· . . .... . · .. · ..... · 

Roplyinz to ~a-. STROI\G (Un i ted s'-ta.too ·of ·Amoric~ ) . ..,~1o ·ha_d: as~ed for 

information roc,nrdinG tho- di stribution ~f co~unic-~tioria · riot claesifiod aa 

poti tiono, the CI!AIRI-!1\N oo.id that lil~e peti tione thoy would bo circulated 

in full to all members of the Trusteeship Council. As Trustoeohip Council 

d.ocuoCintn, t~o;r vero o:vnil.nbl~ to sll the ll.embCirA of the Uni t od i'lntiona. 

/Pnrnr:.rnph 6, 
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Paragraph 6t .as amended_- on the Ohairman'a.. suggeation. was approved 
. . . . . ' 

without further discus si en. .. . 
{~ I ' 

Paragraphs 7 and 8 : ' r· Jit ·. ·:· 

Paragraphs. 7 and 8 were approved ~-Tlthout discussion .; ... · 

Paragraph 9 
; .. . .. . ,- .. . . ~ 

... ,.Mr. J1YCI\MANS . (Belgj,um) proP.o~ed that th~ words . "and. re~roduced .. ' . . . . ' • ·. . . 
11 . • . 

therein in extenso . in . th~. secoi?-d. aeiltenc~ .. of paragraph ~ should be deleted. 

It was so decided. 

The CHAI~A~ propoa~d that .the thirq sentence in. paragraph 9 should 

be replaced by the following : "Any member s of the Trusteeship Council may 

submit that any of these communications and memor anda contained in the Annex 

should be treated as petitions, and in case the Council eo decides, the normal . . . . . 

procedure for .exa.mi_nation of petitions. wi l l be applied ,to. t~em" ~ ,There ee~med 
to be no need to mention the Committee on Petitions since the Visiting Mission 

would alr eady have scr eened communications r-eceived. The las.t sentence in 

paragraph 9 was not essential an~ should pe deleted. 

~~. STRONG (United States of America) wondered whether Visiting 

Missions had sufficient. time. to aoreen .. a l l the peti ti.ona they . received and 

whether in the. circumst~n~ea some of the work should ~ot be delegated ' to the 

Committee on Petiti ons .. 

Mr •.. RYCKMANS (Belgi um) not~d that Visiting Hi esionp might Il:ot have 

time to screen communications during the i r sta.y in the Territories but that 
. . . . 

they pad every opportuni.ty to do so when di71fti ng thelr reports • . 

Nr. HOO (Ass i stant Socretary-Generel) poi nted out that, · if the 

Ccn::~r•.ttoo ado.r;tecl the text befo~e i t , conrrtu:1:i..C['., t i ona not cla~sified as petitions ... 

,.,ou1d be annexed to the Visiting 141aaion r a rE;~ port while , pet itions proper woul d . ' ' . • ' .. • . . 

appea.r in oepo.rote documents . They would not, therefo.ro, . be trea_ted in the 

same way. . .. 

· /In the 
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Mr. RYC!O-f.ANS ·(Belgium) pointed out that Vi si ti:tlg I•!issj. ontl r:Jight 
-

reeei ve comt:•mica.tion.s 1ntGndcd solely to aas.ist them in their wo::k. As they 

were not of d~rect inter est to the Tru:steeeMp Com"lcil, t:b.ay ehould not be 

includsd in the ~eport in_£~~~~~· Tne 1-rorde "whers appropriate~1 should, 

therefore, be inesrted c.f··.;<:.:c the ~Tol·de 11these should 'Je annexed to the 

Missionta report" in line 4 of ·paracraph 9* 

l1r. HOO (Assistant Secretary-General) said that Visiting Missions 

would lmva to detemine first "1-Tbich of the corr::nun~caticns received were 

peti tione e.ni, secondly, ioThich must be trc:~n.smi tted to the T1~usteeship Council; 

the aecond operation might in so~s inatanceA prove difficult. The rules adopte 

should not be too rigid aad each corr.munica.tion should 'to dealt wi'th on its 

merits . 

The CBAIR\~N thovght that tho matter might safely be left to the 

Visiting Missions ainoe the fact that tho latter were appointed by the 

Trusteeship Council '\-Tao in 1 tself a sufficient gu:J.rantee . 

PDragraph 9, as emend8d, yaa ap~r~vod . 
- . .:.a... - - -- --lL.t.:--

Paragraph 10 

PeregrA.1;>h 10 vldB approved. ui thout discussio_!!. 

Parr-t(;'!'aph 11 
--~ ·--·-

The C.SAIRMAU proposed the addition of the words "as well a_o during 

th~ sessior.s", following the words ·,between sessions of the Trur;teeahip Councilu. 

It vac so decid·:·d . 

Lr. RYCK11AI\S (Bel(3ium) proposed thc.t the worda "at ita discretion" 

" h " r.hould be c1cloted from the ~nglioh text, and th,at the ph~.se w enever necessary 

should bo inserted following the words "as well as during the eoesiona". 

1-'ix-, S':.'RO~IG (United Statos of America) endorsed the suggestion but 

proposed tr.:a. t the wordlng should be "when it considers necessary" to make it 

clear that ·1t would rest with the Committee itself to decide on. 

/He won~ered 
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· .. 

He wonder/3d "'hethar it lve.o · sufficient to inclicat9 thut tr.~ t em 

"atanding",·~a-:J to .b:l interpr3ted as meaning that the Committee could meet 

between or during sossio:13 of the Cou..'1cil . In hie opinion, the tox·~ of 

pamv:-~:~h 11 C.i<l. no'\.; illo.ke sufficiently clear tho mea~~ing to be attached. to 
the· t~:·m :: G t::nC..:i.:ng" . 

_!a:ra_6~.Pl!.. 11. ~~~~ende1, ~·rao ad •J:Pt.~c!_. 

Parce:raph _J 2 

l·!1·. RYCKWtNS (Dolaiurn) pointed out that e.ny merr.ber of the Standing 
' . . 

Commi tteo C'JUJ d a:Jlc to be relear.Gd. from p~rtici:pa tion i n the Ccmmi tt.ee ~·s . · . 

deootoe when peti t :!.ono con9crniPg Trust TG::ri tories tmdcr the adl"llniatration· . 

of hin Government "'ero to be diE;cucsod . In his opinion :provicion should be· 

made for tha t emporary replacement of o. member of the Com:ni ttoe 1 in auuh 

circumotnncon, by an.alternate repr eoonting the deleeation of another 

ndminiotcring Power . 

The C:EAifti.~·\N point~d out that &.ny m:)dificntion .of the com:pcsi tion of· 

tho Corr.mi ttce must bo appr::>ved by the Trusteeship Cot:ncil. . < 

1-l..r. RYCl\lto\!lS (Belc.;iun) tho'-lght that the d:fficulty couJ.O. be Tllet ,if . 

tho Council lo.id down a procedure to be follo,red lihon o. momb:;~r State aokod to 

be replaced. 

11~. liCO (A~sistnnt Soerctery-Gencral) oaid that tho countrios 

f urnichinG ouch clte1~atoe could be designated ex offi~io or chosen, on the 

b:l.oie of o.lrh.lbotica.l order, fro:::1 a:1ong the three romainina Adminiotering 

Authoritic:J . 

Ths C:IAIRl·!AN proposed ·that the following ehould be at!C.sd to the . toxt 

of pc.m3I"D.ph 12: 11 
; • • e;~.cept that if a petition under examination concerns a ·. 

ttcmbcr of . the St~d.ing ColLI!li t tee, ho will be replaced by the roproee:rtn ti ve 

of t!'lo AC.:ni ni otoring Authority not Bitting on the Cotrmi ttco 'v-hoae namo comes 

next in olph!l.bctical order11
• 

It '1-rao no r.ocidP,d . 
I it..r. STRO!iG 
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Mr; STBQ.(lG (United Statss of Amer ica) p:-opoGad that the cQenins linos 

of parogrurh l2 .nhouli b~ roviaod to re~ ae foltowB; 
., 
· , • • that the . . . . 

Trusteeship Council a~point, at the end of ecch e~~oion, o!x mem~ers to sit on . 

the 8 1-;ar.C. :i.:ns Coi~i"btt}() until the end of the followins eaeeion, eo o.s to 
.,, 

ensure .. .,. · In hi:J o?ln:to:.::. i t -wculd also bs wiea to L1d.icete, aa bad been done 

in the caee of the ~1 g:! C~~ittee on Petitions, th~t the me~berchip . of the 

Standing Uammi ttea e;bt)Uld b3 evenly diatrib:•.tei. 

Mr., BYCKMANS (Belgium) :proposed a simpler ,.,·or<'l.1Il8, as fellows:' nThe . 
Committee ag:-:sed. to recom~end that the Tn:ateeahip Council appoint, at the end 

of each session, th:ree merobe::•s representing Ad:~inist<3ring Author ities and 

thr ee ~embero rorraeentinG non~Admini~te~ina Autho~ities~. 
The Belgi.Wl _}'ro?o!lal._!r£, ~W~. 

Pa:rngrcph 14 
-'1 . .. . -- . . .. 

The ~-AI~~N suggested that paragraphs 14 and 15 should be o,mbined 

in a atnale ~rngraph, in order to group to~th&r all the functior~ 9f th~ 

Standing Committee . He Jlropoeed the follolririg taxt: 

· "'14. The Standing Committee should, ho1rever, meat, l<,.henevor it 

cons:l.dol'B it necacsal-y, between e:esoions, in order~ 

"(o) to screen, ns stated in paragraph 6 above, tho var ious 
cot:inunications l<Thich have not been t reuted as petitions; 

"(b) if it deems necessary or useful, to conduct, ~n consultation 

\.;Hh the roprcsentativo of the A~1niater1ng Author ity, a :preliminary 

OXB.:!li:m.tion of thoaa :potitiona on which -written observations by the 

Ad.ministerir.g Author 1 tj are a:vailable, or which have been received by the 

A<!:ninist&:L'.t:lg Aut ho!•Hy at least two months previously'· and in particular 

to .fo1mule.ta an;r qu~a·t;ione to be submi ttod to the Adminieter fng Authorl ty 1 

or the Epocio.l reprosentative·, -and to instruct the Secr etariat to carry 

out studios or prepa:t·e 1torldng papers, etc . so that during the following 

ocs~icn of t ho Council, the Standing Committee, with the a ssistance of. the 
opecial rop~oentativea, will concl ude ita eY~mination of .the petitions . . 
and r eport · to tho TrUsteeship ·cou.icil submitting 1 ts r ecotiJIIlcnd.a.tion;s on 

the action to be taken ln each· ·~aao." 
/Mr. RYCKMI\NS 
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Mro ~Q!OAANS (Be~gium.) . eugge~ted the- C.elotion of the .'!0~~ 

·"or usefuln, at .:~he ~egjru:ing of the EngHeh text of · aub· IAirs.g::-'aph · j_4 (1:>~. 

It,_:~s so de~C.e~ . 

The CRAI.Riltl\ :~ :pr~pe;3c:d .the adopt:!. en of a new eub-para.~:ph .1~ (c), 

to r ead ea follows: :<~(c.) to complete the eY..amination of tho ps~itione which:·. 

the· Adminiute!'ing Authority agreu9 to -have o:m:nin~d in the e.o3en~s of the 

apec:\al repreoenteti ve11
• . • 

!vlr, R"ICKMA~S . (::30lg1urn) folt tba"ti the Cc•.:;mit·coe should not meet :.·: : 
. . 

between aooaions of tho Counctl -for the purpoe:;, of ca~ .. --rying out .~or.k ":hich ... · .-. .. 
could equally woll be accor1pliehed durinB a session; "hem the Cour.cil was not 

in aeaaion, the Co~~ittce ehould meet only if the number of petitions to be 

scr eened made it n9ccaoe.ry. 

1-lr. STP.()NG (United Sto.tea of A:nerice), r ecell_ine the _ ou,gcest:i_on .made. 

by the representative of hi s . Government at ·the Comittee ' a firot meeting .· .. · 

(eeo T/AC .43/SR ~l) rosnrding the discretion allowed. th~ Committ~e in the 

detemination of the work 1 t would do bet,;e~n _ a~eoiona of ,the Council; proposed 

tb~t the text should bo made more specific by_fue insertion, after tho 'words 

"betHeon aeaaione" at tho beginning of paragl'aph 14, of . the words "anc\ nomally 

opproXir;:etoly cn\3. month before each reeular session of · tho Council" ·~ 

It was eo decided . . ...... 

. . 
Pa::-nr.:--.~ph 15 ( forn:3~l~ ~arngroph 16) 

~~ . STR~~G (United States of. Am~rica) prop~oed that the phrase ·nthe . . ' . . 
Truotooohip Council e:hculd reconoidor the w~o~~ rotter. at its eleventh or 

twelfth eooaion ••• " should be r9p~~~d - by the wordo . " ••• the ·Tltleteeship Council . ~ . . . ,. . . . 

mc.y wioh to r econsider tho whoie ll'.o.tter at a subeoqucnt session'.'. · 

.. It n~a t:o C.ecidrd » · 

Para~.rh '!..7 (fc j,':lorly pnro13r_~ph 16) 

~~ CTIAim-~N proponed ·that the pa~sraPh should be revised to read 

as follows·: "The Ccomi ttoe conoidorea>thot · 'the Standins CoDl!lll ttee on Potitiona 
•: 

/should prepare 
., . 
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should !J:Ce:l}E.~e reccm!:lenc.o.tiono for cubmisoion to the Trust~aab.ip 0\...'.~.:011, 

specHyt ng t.ll~Ga reti tiOilG in respect of which special info!"Ulation concc:.~·:1ing 

act ion te.km:. by the Ad>niniste:ring Authority 011 :ra~o:;unond~tior..a by the Cour1c:ll 

is not :.~equj rodf! . 

1-ir. R'IC'"&-1.1\rTS (Belgium) thought i't :!_Jro"bable thet the True-t,ee>~hip Council. 

would se ldon 1 if ev·e~ 1 considel' it ur..noceeeary to ask the Adtai n.i ate:o:•ing 

Authorities for information concerning action te~~n by t hem on the Cot~~oil: s 

r ecommendations . 

The Chai:::'tllo.n' G )?:rep~~ ~-~2Ej!:.~. 

~1J..cnnl pa.ra.(.;reJ?h 

Mr. HGO (Assiotant Socreta.ry*Generel) ouggested tha.t the report 

should incl ude a paragraph indicating that if the TrusteeAhip Coth~cil upproved 

the procedure prcpcsed by the Committee, rule 24 of the rules of J;>):'ocedure 

would have to be emended accordingly . 

It vras so decided. 

The CEAIRM~N asked the Secretariat to prepare a. draft resolution for 

submission to the Council. The Corrmittee would consider the draft resolution 

~t its n9xt meeting, on Friday, 7 March. 

The meeting r ose at 1.10 p. m. 

18/3 p .m. 
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EXAlilllATION OF PETITIONS: DRAFT REPORT OF TEE COMMITI'EE ON ~NATION OF 

PETITIOUS (T/AC ,43/L. 2) 
. . ' 

The CHAIR}Ulli suggested that the Committee sho~d exami ne the draft 

r eport paragraph by par agr aph. 

Po.rugraJ>h 9 

The CHAIRW.N drew attent ion to the phrase "ceeki ng acticn by the . . . 
Trust eeship Council" , and. pointed out that in t he opinion of ~he Secretariat 

that wording would not cover cases wher e the Council hod already tak~n acti0c 

on the general question to which the p~tition r elated in the'. form r-i the 

adoption of a resolution . As an example, he said thot ther c .might be ·a gener al 

petition requesting an inc1·caae in the number of schcols in· a given Trust 

Ter ritory. The . C~uncil might already have diccusscd the question of educational 

development plans 1n the Territory and therefore the petition o1aht not call 

for any additional act ion . He proposed that the wording should be alter ed to . . 
reo.d " ••• seeking specific ()r further action by the Trusteeship Council .. o" 

'The addition of t he word "specific" would meet the request p:t":"eviously made by the 

Belgian represeot~tive . 

Mr . RYC~~lS (Belgium) r aised the question of the many communications 

r eceived each year which mer ely furnished supplementary evidence in connexion 

with a petition alr c<?.dy listed, nuch as , for example, the ccnt1nu1ng fl0v 

of co!L!llunicatirms on the Ewe problem. He anked whether all such communications 

were to be treatell as individual petiticns 1 or whether they should n,.,t s imply 

be included in the file of communications on the main problem. 

loir . STROUG {United States of A.Trter ica) , r eferring to the two points 

raised by the Chairman and the Belgian representative respectively, said that 

the Comr.~ittce should avoid trying t o diGt inguish between pctitic-ns cf a specific 

and of a general chtu"ncter.. In the case of a commWlication containing a r equest . 

eo~plaint nr grievance ,r a gener al character , the Committee miaht suggest to the 

C.ouncil that the only actinn req,uir cd was a simple r eply along standard lines . 

Re did not feel , however , that the Committee should r efuse to classify such 

cn~~un1cat1ons ns petitions . 

/The CIIAIRHAN 
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The CHAIRMAN pointed out that it might :be desirable to differentia·:;.e 

between a .Petition requesting, fo~ example, a new school for a particular 
. . . 

village o~ loc~ity and o~e stating that more schools were needed throughout 

the _Tr~st ~er~itory as a whole. The former would· be a very spec.ific 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 infor~tion; 

but he thought th~t communications which merely requeste~ the Council to take 

action which it Wa.s_.required to take under the 'terms of the Charter.' were of· 

li~tle value and should not be t r eated as ind:ivid~ ·Pe:titions.' 

Moreover, the Council had already been. criticized by the Fourth 

Committe~ for decidi~g that a l~·ge .. number.. of ~he :petitioris s\ib;n~·t.te·d tQ it 

required no action. The procedure proposed by ·the United States' ~~~esentati~e 
.. 

would not help to solve the problem. ·· 

~tr. HOO (Assistant Secretary-General) ob~erved that, in the case of 

certain communlcation·s :of a general nat~e, the CoWlcil udght th'ink it wi~e; ·.· · 

even though 'it . ~ad previously adopted a resolution on the subj.ect, to give 'the . 

matter furthe;·: co~~ideration i~ 'the llght of . more recent events·. 

\fuile .the· general ]?U:X.pos~ 'ws 'to r~due~ the Councilfs ·w~rkload 
and the Belgian representative ~~; ·~~~king tO achiev~ th.at aim by red.uding 

the number of cotn!!iunications to b~ treated as . p.et·:i.~ion·s, the United. States ·· 

representative sought to.- achi~ve.the . sam~· l>uri>ose ·by ~pkedlng up the examination 

of petitions • . If the United. States . representativ~i.s suggestion ~as adopted, 

the general procedure would r~main as in the past, except that the .existence of 

a standing committee would make it possible to do some work between sessions of . 

the Council. 
'· ' 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that th~· t'.ro points of view could be met by 

means of a preliminary· screening of communications by the St~hd.t~g Committee, whir· 

could relieve the Secretariat 'of the resp-onsibility of decid'in(:l 'wh~tlier doubtful 

c ornm~ications should be. listed as petitions or commun1catioru3~ · 
-t.. · . :. . . .,. . . . ~ . 

, .. :, .. ~ : . : • . . . /Mr •· RYCKMANS 




