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COAPTER I - CRGANTZATION OF THE COUNCIL

1. IMovbership ,, |

The membership of the Council increased by two, by reason of the
entry into force, on 18 Ju'y 1947, of the Trusteeship Agreeument for
the Trush Territory of the Pacific Islards. In this Agreement, the '
United States of Mmervica wes designated as the Administering Authority
and, in conseguence, its status in the Council was changed from that
of & non-administering merber to thet bf en adrinistering momber. In
order to nrecerve the equal representation of adminisiering and
non-edninistering merbers in the Trusteeship Council provided for in
Article 85, paragraph 1 (c) of ths Charter, it wa- necessary thet the
General Assembly should elect two additvional members. The General
Agsembly, therefore, at its 109th plenary meeting on 13 Novembar 1947,
elecved Costa Rica and the Philippines as mexbars of the Trusteeship
Councill. _ ,

The composition of the Couwacil during the Second and Third
Sessiouns was thereforé as Tollows:
,

Mem»ors adminictering Trust Territories:

Australia -

Belgium

France

New Zealand

United Kingdom

United States of America

Members mentioned by name in Article 23 of the

Charter and not administering Trust Territorles:

China
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics

Members elected by the General Assexhly:

Dete of Retiremont

Costa Rica 31 Deceuxber 1950
Iraq 31 December 19%9
Mexico | , 31 Dscember 1949
Philippines ' 31 December 1950

Eleven members of the Council were represerted on it during the
first oud second parts of ths second session, namely, Australila, Belgium,
China, Costa Rica, France, Ireq, Mexico, New.Zealand, Philippines, the
United Kingdom and the United Stetess of America. Representatives of all
members of the Council were present at the third part of the second session
/and at the



and av tre third cessicn

Bepresentatives of the Inbterneblonal Tabour Orgenizetion, of the
Focd and Agricultuze Orgsnizatidn, of Lthe Urited Waltioas Eincufﬁovaj,
Scieatific and Culiural Organizotion, cf the International Civil Aviabion
Orgenization, and of the Intiernaticual Monetary Fund attended meetings
of the Cocuacll as cccasicn reqv*ro'1 *

2. Offi o*v ‘

Mr. Trencis B. Sayre "Tmited States c¢f America) end Sir Carl
Berendsen (Hew Zealani) continued to serve es President ead Vice-President
fespectively wbil the £irst mesting of the third szssion on 16 June 1918,
when Mr. Liu Chieh {Chaina) was elected President and Sir Alen Burns {United
Yingdom), Vice-President. Taese cfficers will continue to held office
uetll their respeciive successors ers clected at the regul&r sescion due
to be held in June 1949,

3 Secsdons and Me=tings

The Council and its subsidiary bedies held the following sessions
and meetings dvring the period covered by this repord. ALl maetings
vere held at Laks Success. \

TRUSTRESHIP CCUNCIL
Seccnd Session
First Part:  (1st %o 18th meeting) - 20 November to 15 Deceuber 1947
Secend Part: (19%th to 35th mseting)- 18 February to 10 Merch 1948
Thizd Part:  (23€th to LSth meeting)- 20 April to 5 May 1948
’ Third Secsicn |
(1st 4o ..... meeing- 16 June to ..... August 1948
WORKING COMMITTEE 0N JERUSALEM

1st to 8th meeting) - 3 to 12 Decexbar 19LT

(9th to 24th meating) - 7 to 23 January 1948

(25th meeting) - 16 Februvary 1648

In addition, the Council eppointed from time to time when it wes in
session a number of drafting end working committees.

L.  Chenres in the Rules of Proceduvrs

At the seventh meeting ¢f its second session, 2 Decembor 1947, tae
Council considered the extent to which its Rules of Procedure night need
modification as the result of its approval, at the fourth meeting, of
the Repore of the Joint Committee of the Economic and Social Council end

the Trusteeship Council on arrangewsnits for co-operstion in dealing with

¥ A list of representatives, alterrates and advisers is reproducad
as Annex 1l of ualu docuden

[metters



matters of common concern.¥ Amendments of two Rules only were feund to

bs necessary: an amendment of Rule 3 to pfoviﬂe for the calling of a
speclal session of the Trustecship Cowncil s the request of the Economic
anc Socilal Couwncil, and an amsadmant of Rule 8 o provide fer the
comunication to the Economic ard Sodiél Cotmcil of the proviesicmal

egznda for each session of the'Trusteéship Couwicii, At the same;meeting,
ths Council approved elso an amendment of Dule 85 to provide for the
precedure to bs followed in dealing with petitions 1o the Couucil of a
wenifestly inconsequaniial nasure, t the fourteentn meeting of its

secend session, 1l Decanber 19%7, the Cuuncil epproved a new Rule 80 bis,
wnich permits ths President, in certaln circumstences, to inforn a
petitionar who roquests an caportinity for ap oral precsubation, or psiition,
that e wlil be heard by the Council at such tize and place as the
President way pams. At the same wmeeting an amendnen® was approved of

Rule 99, which governs the prcéeiﬁre conéerning the transmissica to the
Ccwneil of the reports of visliting missicns, and the release and publicatica
of such reports.¥* o }

5.  Preceduce for_the Ezaminaticn of Anmuel Reporis

The Ccuncil during its second sessicn gave cunsideration to the
procedure to ve followad in tlie examination of annual reporis, with
a view to discharging effectively its obligation under Ariticle 87 (a) of
the Charter. i}

At the thirty-first meeting, on 8 March 1958, it adopied a
resoluticn,*¥* vhich provided intsr alis, that a general Giscussion of
each report as a whole chculd precede e more detailed examination of the
repcrt. The resclutican furthermore provided that small groups of members
should be specially assigned to undertake, with the assistence of the
Secretariat, a detailed siudy of ons or more of the four broad fields
indicated in Article 76 (b) of the Cherter. Such small working groups
might avail themseclves cf the assistance of specialized azencles as
envisaged by Article 91 of the Charter, and of such cther infermaiion as
might be available to the Council through petitions, repcrts cf visiting
missions, rasults of special investigations, or enquirics, and previous
repcrts to the Permanent Mendates Commissicn and to the Council.

The procedure was put into effect in respect of “he examination of

the annual rcports before the Council at 1ts third session, the following

t

* For the activities of the Joint Committee, see page'S beleow.
*% Tor the revised text of the amended Rules, see document T/lSh.
*%% Document T/1L6. ‘
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assignmente havirg bsen made furing the second

~
553

cion to study each of the
four broad functionel fields:

Political Advarceuwent: Socinl Advancement:

Thina Aunstrelia - "
sance Mexzico
Vew Zealend Irag
Feencwic Advancemont: Bducational Advancerert:
Belginm Unitad Kingdon
Costa Rica United States

United Hingdon

6. Rﬁlp.:ﬂgg_vfth tho_

Securdty Comzil

A Txustecship A"“eement for the Pe
wnder the admirisirution of the Taitad States - was
Security Couacil on 2 April 1947, and enterad

In view of the terms of Ariicle 13 of this Agrcement, the Trusteeship

cific Isliands - a Strategic Area
approved by tae

- -~ e
into force on 18 June 1947.

Council, at the eighteenth meeting of 1ts sccond session, ccnsidsred the
cuestion cf 1ts responsibilities under Article €3, p
Charter In restect of strategic areas under Trusteeship end sdopted &
resclution®

aragiavh 3, of ths
autliorizing the esteblishment of a committes, compoced

cf the President and two othor representetives ¢f the Council to e
appointed by him, to conler with the Fresident or e similar Coumittee or
the Security Ccuncil on the arrangements to be made by the Sccurity
Council for the dotailed epplication cf Articles 87 and 838 of the
Charter to the Trust Lcrritorv in gurestion.

In tle meantime, the Security Council referred the matter to its
Cormittee o Experts which presened a preliminery reporh 4o tho Securitly
Courcil cn 12 January 1948.

A majority of the Committee. of Erperts recommcnded the adosvion
by the Security Council of a dralt resolution of vhich the gist was that
the Trusteeship Council wculd be requested: to perform in accordence
with its own procsduces, on behalf of the Seccurlty Covncil, the functions
specified in Articles 87 exd 88 of the Charter relating to the political,
economic, social and cducetional advancement of the ivhebitants of strateglc
araes, suﬁject to the terms tes

ta
of the relevant trus ship agrecments and to

conslderations of securlty;

before forwarding it to the

to send to the Security Council, one month

Adminlstering Authority concerned, a copy of

the questionnaire formulated in respect of e strategic area, and of any

emzndaents thereo®; to examine, and report to the

* Document T,/116. ‘

Security Council on, all
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reports ond petitions received in raspoet of stratsgic areas; ani, las%ly,
to submit o the Security Council its revorts and recommendations on

political, economic, social and educationsl matters affecting strategic

Preliminary consideration was given to the Report of ths Committes of
Expoxts by tho Security Council on 18 June 1948 vhen it was decided to
appoint a Committece, cousisting of the President and the representatives of
Belgium and the Ukrainier SSR, to confer with the Coumittee eshablishad
by the Trustesship Council. On-receipt of the invitaticn, the Presideut of
the Trusteeship Council appointed the representatives of Mexico axnd
New Zealand to the Comm’ttee of the Trusteeship Couucil. A Joint mesting
of the two Cormitiees was held on 22 June 1948 ané, after an exzchange of
views oa the responsibilities of the Trusteeship Council in coumnection with
the politicel, ecomnnmic, social and educational edvancement of the
inhabitants of Trust Territories, the President ¢f the Sscurity Courcil
invited the President of the Trustezship Council to ascertein the views of
the Trusteeship Council in regsrd to the dralt resclution recommended
by the Commitiee of Experts. ’ . Sy

The matier was taken up by tie Trusteeship Council at the ninth
and tenth mectings of its third session, on 25 arnd 28 June 1948, when a
majerity of the members expressed general satisfachion with the
arrangements envisaged in the draft resclution, subject to ceriain
reservations. ' The views of the majority, and cf the minoritly which hald
that the arrangements cnvisaged in the draft resdlution were contrary to
the principles laid dewn in the Charter to govern the supervision of
strategic arcas, wore communicated to the President of the Security Council
at a second joint meeting of the two Committees held on 22 July 1948.

7- Relations vith the Econo.ic and Sccial Ccuncil and with Specielined

Agercies

In accordance with a resolution adopted by the Trusteeship Council at
its first secssion, a committce consisting of the represcntalives of France,
Iraq, ard the United States had been appoirted to confer with a similar
committee of the Economic and Social Council to discuss arrangements for
co-operation in dealing with mattors of commoﬁ concern.¥*

The Committee Jeiued with the Committee 6f the Ececnomic and Social
Councjl, which consisted of its President and the representatives of India and
Venczuela. The Joint Committeo heid two meestirgs during August 1947, and

submitied a report** to toth Councils containing a number of detailed

R P

* Bge "Trustgespip Council: Raport to the General Assembly covering its
Tirst session", page 10.

%% / ’ :
Document E&T/C.1/2/kev.1. /recommendaticas



recoumsndetions regarding metheds of co:operation bhetwcen the two Couaclls.
07 these rccommendations ﬁhe ost irporteut vere, first, thet the Econcumic
and Soclal Council, while fully empowered to make recommendations or stuiies
of general epplication on ecovomic and social problems, should nct single
out Trust Territcries for specizl recommendations, except with the
concurrence of the Trusiecship Council; and, secondly, thet all petitions
he

&

tc Organs of the Uaited Naticas {such as petitions cn huren rights or

P

status of women) emanating from or relebiag to Trust Territeries should be

deal’ with in {the first inctence by the Trustesship Council, which should
subscquently seclk the essistance of the appropriate Commission of the
Economic and Sociel Councll regnrding thosc perts of such petiticns wiich
corcerned them. ‘ :

Ir accerdance with the teras of i%s concluding paragraph, the repert
of the Join®t Committec came into e¢ffect when it had bocn approved by both |
Councils., It was approved by the Econcmic ead Social Ccuncil dwring its
Tifth seseicz, and by the Trusteeship Council at the fourth meeting of
ils second sossion on 25 Novemter 19L7.

In accordance with a resoluhion adopted by the Trusteeship Council at

%3 first session, a committee consisting of the representatives of
Australie end liexico had been appointed to join, with respect to clauses
cencerring the Trustceshin Council, the representebives of tus Economic
end Sccial Council in any future negotiations with inter-govertmental
orgarizations to be trought into reiationship with the Uaited Nat;ons.*
This Cormittee participated in the negchiations which led to the conclusion
ol agreements betveen the Unitzd Naticns and the World Health Crganization,
the International Telscormmicabtions Union, the International Bark fer
Reconstruction end Development and the International Monetery Fund.

The Committece's report¥** on iis participation in the negotiations
was approved by the Trustceship Council -at the fowrth meeting o its
gecond sescion, 25 Noverber 1947.

At the thirty-fouwrth meeting of its third session, 28 July 1946, the
President appointed the representatives of Fronce and Iraq to ths Cormittee
for a further pericd of onc year. '

Dwing its sixth session, in Merch 1948, the Economic and Sociol
Couricil adopted a recolution¥*** calling upon the Secretary-General to

. 9 . . . . - . 4+
initiate siudies, and to collect and disseminate information and rcporwss, .

* See “"Trusteeship Council: Report to the Cenerel Assembly, covering
its first session", page 1O0.

*% Document T/50. ‘ : ‘ ’

st o n/
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concerning social welfars adm drinis ratlon, social services in relation
to rurai velface, Tralining of social welf %e bersonncl and child welfeve
in unde;«develoned areas and % rrltorleé. ‘In 5o far as stch studies
might be carried out in relation to constions in Trust Territeries,
the Secretary-Ceneral was enjoined by the resolution to coansult with
and obtain the concurrence of *he Trusteeshin Council.

The resclution was considered by the Trusteeship Council et the
eighteenth and nineteenth mestings of its third session. At the
latter meeting, the Trusteeship Council edopte a resolution®* welconing
the effort envisaged in the reaclution of the-Economic aﬂd Social Coumncil
to promots the social amelioration of the inhabitants of Trvst Territories,
assuring the Economic and Social Council of its full co-cperation, in
every way within its competence, in the promotion or implementaticn of
the objectives set forth in the aforesaid resolution, and inviting the
Secrevary-General to act as eavisaged therein.

8. Consideration of the Action Taken by the General Assemtly on the

Report by the Trusteeshin Coumcil covering its First Sessicn

By its resolution of 1 Novenmber 1947 on the Report of the Council '
covering its {irst session,*¥* {he General Ascembly transmitted to the
Council for its consideration during its future work comments mazde by
nembers oxn the report.*** These commsnbe consisted almost entirely cf
suggestions for the revision of certein rules of procedure of the Council
and of certain guestions contained in the Provisional Questiomnnaire.

At the fourteenth meeting of the second session, 11l Decewber 1947,
consideration of these suggested changes was postponed to the third
sesslon. At the thirty-fourth meeting of its third session,

28 July 1948, the Ccuncil decided agein to postpome such consideration
until the fourth sessicn when, it was to be expected, the Council wovld
undertake a revision of its Provisionsl Questionnaire and wo“ld re-oxamine
its rules of procciure.

9. Provision of Intormetion Concerning tiie United Wabticns and Trustecship

to_tke Peoples of Trust Perritories

The vital impertance of providing the peoples of the worid with

informetion on the aims end ectivities of the United Nations tas recognizad

* Document T/193
**¥ Resolution 139 (II)
*¥%  Document A/421

/by the Genreral



by the Gorzeral Assermbly in the resclusion* adopted at its thirty-first
plerarvy meeting on 13 Fehruary 1946, The question of the dissemination of
such inforantion to the inhabitants of Trust Territories was taken
up by the Council at the elghteentlt and ninetcenth meetings of its third
session. A%t the letter meeting, thie Council adopied a resolution¥¥
inviting the Administering Authorities to furnish lists of the names and
adéresses G2 cfficials in Trust Territories te vhom cowld be sent, for
infermation, records of the Council's activities and other suitable
docurents, and suggestions s to appropiiate channels through which
inTorrxation concerning the ains and activities of the United Natlons
night be cowrmicated to the gereral public; and requesting the
Secretery-Gensral and the Administering Authorities o ceo-ogerate in
ensuring =n adequate flow of suiteble informaticn concerning the aiws and
activities of the United Naticns to the inhabitants of the Trust
Territorics.

By reasoa of the provisicns of the budgetary resolution adonted Dy
the Generel Asscubly on 20 Neverber 1CL7,%%% tho Council was not provided
with verteiim records duwring the second and thixd parts of its second
session and duriag its third sessicn.

The Council éiscussed this situation at the thiriy-fif'th meeting
of its seccnd session, 10 Merch 1943, and ndopted a resoluticn#¥#¥ by
which it requested the Secretary-teneral to provide accurate and
sufficlently detailed summary records within twenty-four hours of. the
ciose of mectings to which they referred, and to submit a report
éontaining further suggestions for tho impicvement of thae Council's
records,

The matter was discussed again ab the thirty-fourth meeting of
the third session on 28 July 1948, when the Council examined cstimates

submitted by the Secrotariat##¥%¥ of the cost of various forms of records.
The Council adopted o resclution®¥¥*i#% by which it cxpressed its opinion
“het its work was cossidorably impeded by the abscnce of verbatim =CCOras,

particulerly as regards the excmination of reports and petitions, end

% Document A/64, Chepter XII, Part 3, Scction II
¥% Tocument T/19kL i
¥%% Resolution 165 (II)
*¥¥%%  Docuuent T/152
¥¥¥%%  Document T/196

®&e%e% Document T/... . [reguested



requested the General Assembly to meke rognlar budgetary appropriations
“to provide it with facilities for verbatim records in mineographed form,

as well as printed sumary records.:

JCHAPTER il
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CHAPTER II - PROVISICONAL QUESTIONNAIRE

1. Revision of the Provisional Questionnaire

The question of revising its provisional questionnaire was considered
by the Council at the seventh meeting of its second session, and at the

ninth meeting of its third session. On each occasion it was decided to

postpone the question in order that all the Administering Authorities; the
Econonic and Social Council and the specialized agencies might have
sufficient time to present suggesiions for the Council's consideration.

2, Transmiesion of thq_gyofisional Questionnaire to the Government of
Austrelia

At the seventh meeting of its second session, the Council adopted &
resolution* that the Provisional Questionnaire sinculd be transmitted to

the Government of Australiz, as the Government responsible for administering
the Trust Territory of llauru.

¥ Document T/115.
/CHAPTER III



CHAPTER III - ANNUAL REPORTS

1. Western Samoa

Thé"Secretary-General'on 28 November 1947 transmitted to members of
the Council with a covering note* the Annual Report on the Administration
of the Territory of Western Samce “for the yeer ended 31 March l9h7,
previously transmitted to him by the Government of New Zealand, In a
communication dated 14 November 1947, the New Zealand Government stated
that the report had been sent in order thaet the Trusteeshiptcouncil might
have the latest available information céucerning Western Samoa, pendiné
settlement of the form of the annual questionnaire. v

As the report referred in greater part to a period prior to the entry
into force of the Trusteeship Agreement, and as in any case the Report of /
the United Nations Mission to Western Samoa covereq more recent developments,
the Council considered the Armual Reporf in connection with the Report of the
Mission,.¥* '

2. Targanyika

(In the final veport, this section will consist of the relevan' passage‘

separately adopted.) N ‘
3. Ruanda-Urundi ' .
(In the final report, this section will consist of the relevant passage

separately adopted.)
Lk, Cameroons under British Aéministration

The Report on the adminiétration of the Territory for the year 1947
was received by the Secretary-General on 18 June 1948, and transmitted by
‘him to members of thé Council on the seme dey. At the sixth meeting of
its third session, the Council decided that the examination of this report
should, in accordence with Rule 72, paragraph 2, of its Rules of Procedure,

be deferred until the fourth session,
5. Cameroons under French Administration
The Report on the administration of the Territory for the yeer 1947

has not yet been received by the Secretary-General in sufficient numbers

to pernit of its distribution to members of the Council.
6. Togoland under British Administration :
The Report on the administration of the Territory for the year 1947

vas received by the Sgcretary-General on 21 June 1948 and was at once

trensmitted to members of the Council. At the sixth meeting of its third
session, the Council decided that, in accordance with Rule 72, paxagraph 2,

* Document T/65.
#**% For the examinatlon of this report, see page 15 below.
' ‘ [of its Rules



of its Rules of Procedure, the examination of the Report should be
deferred until the fourth session.

T. Togoland under French Administration

The Report on the administration of the Territory for the year 1947
has not yet been received by the Secretary-General in sufficlent numbers
to permit of its distribution to members of the Council.

8. New Guinea

(In the final report, this section will comnsist of the relevant passage
separately adopted.)

/CHAPTER IV
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CHAPTER IV - FETITIONS

1. Petition from the Leaders and Representatlves of Western Samoa

The United Natlons Mission to Wes+ern Samoa, set up during the first
session of the Council to 1nvestigate the petition of the leaders and
representatives of Western Samoa,* uranimously adonted a report w3 whlch
was transmitted to the members of the Council on 2+ Sept ember 1947,

In its report, the MlSS;On, rev1ew1ng the politicel, social and
economic development of the people of Western Semoa, noted that the actLal
political organization and soclal strac ure of the Territcry was -
sufficiently advanced to serve as the basis for provressive self-government.
Nevertheless, the Mlssion was of the opinion that the people of Western
Samoe were not at the present tine capable of assumin" without assistance
from outside, " full responsibility for the government of the Terrltory.

The Samoan people themselves recognized to a considerable degree their own
limitations end the necessitj of reoe1v1ng.help. Such help, however, would
not be welcomed by the Samoan people unless & government were established
in which the people would hare an important or even a dominant role iu the
meking of decisions. o

In the circumstances the M1551on felt that fundamental reforms should s
be introduced in the administration of Western Samoa. '

The Mission recommended that a Govermment of Western Samoa should be
estaeblished. At the head of the Government of Western Semoe, there shculd
be a representative of the Hew'Zealand Goverrment and a representative or
representatives of the inhebitants of Western Semoa, sitting together as a
Council of State or High Council.

The repres sentative of the New Zealand Government should pr951de over
the Council of State. To stress the difference from the ¢ld regime, he
should have the title of High Commissioner. '

The New Zealand Government, as the Administering Authorlty, should
exercise powers commensurate with its responsibilities under the Charter
and the United Nations‘Trusteeship Agrecment. The New Zealand Government
should reserve control over the adoption end amendment of the
constitution, external relations, defence, lcens, control of forelgn
exchange, and audits of public accounts. The New Zealand Government should
also retain the right to initiate and enact legislatilon through Acts of the

New Zealand Parliament end Orders-in-Council of the Governor-General.

* See "Trusteeship Council: Renort to the General Assembly covering its
first session"”, pages T7-8. ‘

%% Documents T/L6 end T/46/Add.1.
/The Govermment:
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The Government of New Zealand should appoint the High Commissiocner and
the Chief Judge of the Eigh Court,

The High Commissioner should preside over the Govermment. He salone
should have the power of legislative initiative in financial bills, and
he shculd also have the right to initiate legislation on all other matters.
He should have the right to disallow all measures passed by the legislature
of Vestern Semoa. All instances in which this right was used should be
mentioned in the Amnnual Report on the administration of the Territory.

The Samoan people should te represented in the Government of Western
Semoa, The three Fautua, who were universally recognized as qualified to
represent the Samoan people, should for the present act as the
representatives of the local inhebitants in the Council of State which would
be the Supreme Body of the Goverrmeant of Western Semoa. The High
Commissioner and the Fautus would constitute the Council of State, which on
all appropriate occesions would represcnt the Govermment of Western Samoa.

The Mission believed that legislative power should be placed in the
hands of a local legislature, stbject to the rights reserved to the
Administering Authority. The legislature should consist of a single bedy.
Samcan representation should have an ebsolute majority in the legisiature.-

The .President of the legisleture should be chesen from esomng 1ts
members. All members of the legislature should have the power to initiate
legislation, with the exception of purely financial bills, The apnual
budget should be presented to the legislature by the High Commissicner, end
the legislature should have power to discuss and mcke recommendations
thereon.

The representatives of the Scmoan people should have the power to
initiate legislation on all matters except those reserved to the Administeri:
Authority, and to edvise the High Commissioner on -all metters ruvleting to the
government and welfere of Western Samoa. Tnis shovld include the rigat To be
consulted on the choice of the heads of executive deportments, and also on
any emergency reguiations proposed by the High Commissioner.

In its report, the Mission made certain other recommendations regerding
changes in village and district government, the constitutional recognition
of Samosn customs and traditicns, the eventual ocbolition of legal
distinctions between residents of “European" and “Semoan" status, the
achievement of racial cquality, the establislment of a Samoan public service
in the field of public edministration, improved services in the fields of
educetion end health, and the development of the economic resowrces Of

Western Samoa,

/In conclusion,



In conclusion, the report expressed great satisfaction fhat fhe'plaﬁé
for the new Government of Western Samoa which the New Zealand Governmont
had outlined to the Mission were closely in llne w1th the report‘
recommendations. ' ‘ ' o

The New ‘Zealand Government, as the<Administeriné Aufhofity doﬁcerned,
submitted to the Council a.cbmmnnication dated 21.November‘l947fcontaihing
its obgervations in the Mission's report.* In its coﬁmuniéafioh.thé, '
New Zealand Governmen: expressed its intention of tranmsferring progressively
to the people of Western Samoa a gresater measure of reSponsibility for the
government of the Territory, and stated that any steps which might be
taken Ilmmediately would be the first of a series 1ead1ng ultlmately to
full self-government for the people of Western Samoa. ‘

Mr, George Laking was desighated as special representatlve of
New Zealand for the examinagtion of the report by the Trusteeship Council;
with the special task of sunolying ahy addltlonal information which the
Council might desire regarding the Bill which had been 1ntroduced in the
New Zealand Parliament to give effect to certain of the proposals erhndied
in the report of the Mission. ' '

The Council examined the Report of the Mission to Western Samoa at the
eighth, ninth, tenth and eleventh meetings of its second session. ‘Following
the examination of the report in plemary session, in consultation with the
special representetive for New Zealand, the Ccuncil ap001nted a uraftlng
committee composed of four members (Belgium, China, Iraq and Meylco), with
the specific task of drafting & resolutien.

The Drafting Committee recommended a resolution which, with certain -
changes, was adopted by the Council¥*¥* at the tenth meéting._ By the
re;olution the Council, noting with satisfaction the declared policy of
the Administering Authority, as reaffirmed in the commmication from the
delegatlon of New Zealand of* 21 Novenrber 1947, resolved that at the present -
time the people of Western Samoa should be accorded such measures of
self-government as were indicated in the report made by the Council's
Visiting Mission, and that the people of Western Samca should be encouraged
and assisted to assume increasing responsibilities for self-government and
ultimately be accorded full self-government as soon as they were capable of

assuning the respcnsibilities involved. *

* Document T/62,
¥¥  Document T/111.
/2.  Other Petitions
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2. Other Petitions considered dvuring the Second Sesgsicn

The Council had before it at its second session forty-three petitions,
a2ll of which had been eddrossed to the Secretary-General directly and had
been transmitted by him to the members of the Councill.*

At the third meeting, the T:usteeship Council appointed, in
accordance with Rule 90 of its Rules of Procedure, an ed hoc committed
on petitions composed of four members (Belgium, China, Irag and the United
Kingdom) to classify the petiticns and meke recommendations to the Council
as to the admissibility of each one.

The Council accepted the recommendation of the ad hoc committee*¥ that
the petitions beiclassified, for purposes of examination, into the following
seven groups:

Al

(a) Petitions from Togoland under British Administration ond
Togoland under French Administration;

(b) Petitions from Tangonyika and Comeroons under British
Administration: questions relating to repatriation;

(c) Other petitions concerning Targanyika;

(d) General petitions relating to the ILO Draft Convention concerring
Social Policy in Non-Metropolitan Territories;

(e) General petitions concerning speciel areas (Polar and strategic)
and strategic raw meterials;

(f) Petitions concerning former Italian colonies;

(g) Other general petitions.

(a) Petitions from Tomoland under British Administration and Toroland

under French Administration

The Council had before it seven petitions from rerressntatives of the
Eve people in Togoland under British administration, in Togolend under
French administraion, in the Belgian Congo, end in the Gold Coast. All
these petitions involved a request that Eweland, which the petitioners
stated was at present partitioned between Togoland uader British ,
administration, Togoland under French edministration, and the Gold Coast
Colony, should be unified under & single administration,

Although the petition from Augustino de Souza, Lomé, Togoland under
French administration, dated 4 November 1947, had been received at a date
later than that prescribed by Rule 86, paragreph 3 (b), of the Rules of

* TFor the text of each of these petitions, see "Official Records of the
Trusteeship Council", Supplement to the Second Cession.

¥%  Document T/57
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Procedure, the representative of France informed the Council that his
Government, as'the~AdministeringrAutho*ity concerned, would be entirely
agreeable to its being considered at the second session, - ‘

. The -Governments of France aud the United Kingdom, which were the
~ Administering Authorities concerned,; had submitted to the Council a Jjoint
memorandum on the petitions* setting forth economic} fiscal and cultural:
measures proposed by them with a view to improving the conditions of tae
Ewe people . 5

-An opportunity to make an oral presentation in support was requested
in paragraph 19 of the petition from the All Ewe Conference, Accra, Gold
Coast, dated 9 August 1947.%% At the second meeting, on 20 November 1947,
the Council decided, in accordance with Rule 80 of its Rules of Procedurs,
to grant the reguest. Thereupon, the All Ewe Conference designaied as its
representative Mr, Sylvanus E. Olympio of Togoland vnder French administration.

In accordance with Rule 92 of the Rules of Procadure, the Government
of France designated Mr. H, Laurentie and Mr. J. Maillet as special
representatives for France, and the United Klngdom Govermment designated
Mr, Meed as special representative of the United Kingdom, to be present
during the examination of these petitions.

At the eleventh,: twelfth and thirteenth meetings, M». Sylvenus E. CQlympilo
presented to the Council an oral statement on behalf of the petitioners end
answered questions. Following the exemination of the petitions in plemary
session in consultation with the special rerresentatives of France and the
United Kingdom, the Council referred to a drafting committee on petitioms
composed of four members (Australia, Chind, Iraq, and the United States) the
drafting of & resolution setting forth the conclusioms of the Council on the
petitions, The Drafting Committee on Petitions recommended a resolution
wvhich, with a few changes, was adopted by the Council,**¥ \

In the resolution the Council noted that the petitionslof the All Ewe -
Conference represented the wishes of the majorlty of the Ewe population and
that the representatives of the Administering Authorities had recognized
the point of view of the Ewe people. The Council observed also that the‘
existing frontiers dividing the Ewe people had been a cause of real
difficulty to them and that this division had aroused resentment on their '
part. L ' ‘

*  Document T/58

#¥%  Documents T/PET.6/5-T/TET. 7/6
¥%%  Document T/109.
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The Council welcomed the measures proposed by the Administering .
Authorities as representing en earnest and conétfuctive initial effort to
meet the immediate difficulties of the problem described'in the petitions.‘
The Council noted that the representative of the All Ewe Conference considered
those measures to be inadequete, as not providing for a sufficient
unification of the Ewe people by means of a single administration, a common
political organization, economic unity end a commen educational system, and
that, therefore, they would not solve the basic probiem complained of in
the petitions.

The Council recommended that the Administering Authorities concerned
should foster the associaticn and co-operation of the Ewe peopie and assist
and encourage them to develop their cepacity for self-government, through
free discussion among themselves and through progressively increasing
opportunities for primary and secondary education.

The Council also invited the Administering Authorities concerned to
consult with each other and with Ewe representatives with a view tovard
evolving further measures for {ulfilling the wishes of ths Ewe peopie &s
expressed in the petitions.

With regard to the petition from Augustino de Souza, dated
!y Wovember 1947, the Council obtained the assurance of the representative
of the French Government as the Administering Authority concerned that it
was the policy of his Government to grent full freedem of assembly to the
people of the Trust Territory in question,

The terms of the resolution alsc provided that the first visiting
mission to the Trust Territories of Togolend under British edministration
and Togolend under French administration should devote special attention
to the problem set forth in the petitions and to the implementation of
neasures designed to cope with the problem, end that the Council should
re-examine the problem steted in the Ewe petitions at the session at which
the report of the visiting mlesion would be considered.

(b) Petitions from Tangenyike.and Cemeroons under British administraticn:

questions relating to repatriation
Sixteen petitions were presented to the Council from German end Itallan
residents or former residents of the Trust Territories of Tanganyike and
Cameroons under British administration. Some of the petitioners were about
to be and some had already been repatriated to Germany or Italy. The plea
made in the petitions was that the repatriation orders issued by the
Tanganyika Government should be revoked. In some cases the petitioners asked

for permission to return to Tangenyika and Camerocous under British

administration.
/The petitions



The petitions weée examined by the Council at it fifth and seventesnth
meetings. The Government of the United Kingdom, which was the . |
Administering Authorlty concerned, had éﬁbmitted to the Council its
observations on the pet;tlons in communications dated 21 November and ~
11 December 1947 ' \ ‘

The representative of the Administering Authority for the Trust
Territory of Tanganyika agreed that those pétitions which had been presented
after the date prescribed in Rule 86, paragraph 3 (b), of the Rules of
Procedure should be congidered during the second sessicn.

' The Government of the United Kingdom designated Mr. Tan Watt of the
Colcnlal Office as speclal representative of the Unilted K:ngdom for the
examination of the Tanganylka petitions:

Following a preliminary examination 6f the petitions in plenary session
in consultation with the special vepresentative of the United Kingdom the
Council referred the drafting of resolutions to the Drafting Committee on
Petitioﬁs. The Drafting Committee on Petitions recommended to the Council *
four resolusions, which were adopied by the Council.*%

In the resolutions, the Council noted that the petitions concerned
residents and former residents of German and Italian'natibnality ﬁho had
_been, or who would be, dealt with in accordance with the repatriation policy
of the Adminiétering Authority, and that the questions raised related to the
implementation of the policy, which had received the general approval of the
Council at its first session.¥¥¥ 'The Council reaffirmed its approval of the
policy in question. ‘ ’ ‘ '

(c) Other Petitions concerning Tanganyike

Three petitions in this group were before the Council, In a letter dated
21 November 1OLT¥*#¥¥% the representative of the United Kingdom stated that
his Govermnment &id not agree that a petition presented by Marius Fortie after
the date prescribed in Rule 86, parsgraph 3 (b), of the Rules of Procedure
should bé considered at the preseﬁt_session, since there had been insufficient
time in which to study the varlous points raised by the petitioner. At the
fourth meeting, the Councll egreed that the examination of this petition
should be postponed until its néxt session,

Documents T/T1, T/89.
%% Documents T/106, T/107, T/108 and T/110.

*¥%¥  See "Trusteeship Council: Report to the General Assembly covering its
Tirst sessiocn", page T.

*¥¥X% Document T/67.

%
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The two other petitions, rresented respectively by Raja Mahendra Pratap
end H. Arnecen, were examined by the Council at the fourth meeting in
consultation with Mr, Ien Wett, special representative of the United
Kingdcm. Regerding them, the Drafting Commitiee on Petltions recommended
for the approval cf the Council two resolutions, which were adopted by the
Council.*

In the resolution concerning the petition from Raja Mahendra Pratap,
the Council noted that the subject-matter of the petition involved the t
problem of the establishment of a Jewish state in Tangenyika, a gquestion
which did not fall within the Jurisdiction of the Trusteeship Council, and
decided that no action was required thereon.

In the resolution concerning the petition from H. Arnesen, the Council
considered that no action was poesible because the matter complained of was.
not set forth in suf;iciently precise terms.

(d) General Petitions relsting to the ILO Draft Convention concerning

" Social -Policy in Non-Metiropolitan Teriitvories

During its first session the Trusteeship Courcil had con31dered two
petitions relating to the terms of the Draft Convention concerning Social
Policy in Non-Metr0politén Territorics drawn up by the International Labour
Office, with particular reference to discrimination on.the basis of sex, and
had decided to transmit copies of them to the International Labour Officevwifh‘
a request that the Council be advised of any action the International Labowr
Conference might teke on the questions raised in them.

In reply to & letter dated 20 Mey 1947, which the Secretary-General
sent to the Interreiional Iabour Office in pursuance of the decision of
the Council, the Director-Genmeral of the International Labour Office
informed the Trustseship Council of‘the action taken by the International

Labour Conference relating to the prohibition by law of discrimination in
nmetters of employment.¥* |

Six petitions before the Council at its second session dealt vith the
same subject-matter. The Council examined them at its fourth meeting, at
which the representative of the Intcrnotional Labour Office informed the
Council that the petitions transmitted to the International Labour Office by
the Secretary-General had been token into account by the International
Labour Conference and that, to some extent, the wishes of the petitioners

had been complied with in the proposed conventions prepared by the
International Labour Office.

* Dccuments T/97 and T/98.
¥%  Document T/51.
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The Council adopted a resolation,:prepared by the Dra 1ng Committee on
Petitions,* -poting the action al*eadyftaken hy tne International Labour ‘
Conference on tre subJect-matter 1nvolvcd 1n the petitions.

(9) Gene“el Pet1t10ns concernwr enec_o- Areas (Dcla. and e+reteplc)

ar* stﬂnieﬂic raw me»c ls« . : : ' :
At the fOLrth meeting, the Coun01l examired five petitions of this

grouP,_ Th*ee of them contained pronosals to 1nternationalize the Polar
Regions of the glob cH one, a proposal tnat stra gic areas, both land and
water, be placed unacr an 1nternationa1 co “ol and protected by tne ‘
United Vctiors, and one, a proposal for an 1nte“nationa] control of production
and distribution of strategic raw materials in non-self governing terr:tories
or trust areas.. '

The Council adopted thiee resolutions recommended by the Drafting
Committec on Petitions,*¥ wherebv the. Council decided to take no action on
the petitione.

(f) Petitions concerninp former Itelian colonies

The Council examined, .at the fourth meeting, three petiuions conccrning
former Italian colonies.' Following a preliminary examlnation by the
Council, the Drafting. Committee on Petitions drafted a resolution which
was approved by the Coun01l Gy Under the terms of the reeolution, the
i Council decided that no action was called Por on these petitions
(g) Other general Petitions
At the fourth and seventeenth meetings the Council examlned three

petltions in this group, One petition concerned the views of the International
Alliance of Women, London, with regard to the status of women’ in the work
of the Trusteeehip Council, . " ‘
The Council decided that no action was called for on these petitions
and authorized the President to reply to the petitioners.' o '
In regerd to the petition from the International Serv1ce Seminar
concerning sug ges ted modifications of Articles 73 and 87 of the Charter of
the United Nations, and the petition from Charles Pelton presenting a plan
for universal colonial and mandate trusueeship under the United Nations, the
\Counc1l adOpted tvo resolutions recommended by the Drafting Committee on
Petitions,**** whereby no action was required by the Council
~ T Totument 1/99, ' “ |
% Documents T/100, T/101, and T/102.
#¥%¥%  Document T/103 o
*X4%  Documents T/th- and T/lO5

1
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3. Petitions considered during the Third Session

The Council had before it at its third session thirteen petitions,* of
whlch ten had been addressed to the Secretary-General direcfly, two hed
been addressed to him through the Administering Authority concerned, and cne
had been addressed to another person for transmission to him.

At the third ﬁeeting the Council decided that it was unnecessary to
appoint, under Rule 90 of the Rules of Procedure, an ad hoc committee to
undertake & preliminary examination of the petitions, and adopted the
recommendation of the Secreteriat that they be classified as follows:

() Petition concerning Togoland under British Administration and

Togoland under French Administration;

(b) Petitions concerning Cameroons under British Administration;

(c) Petitions concerning Tanganyike.

At its tenth meeting, 28 June 1948, the Council appointed a drafting

committee on petitions, consisting of Australia, Irag, the Philippines and
the United States. “

(a) Petition concerning Togmolaend under British Administration and
Togoland under French Administration

The Council had before it a petition from the Togoland Progress Party,
dated 29 November 1947, containing a motion of the Party, supported by
declarations of certain African chiefs in Togoland under French Administration,
opposing the unification, under a single administering authority, of the two
Trust Territories now administered respectively by France and the Uh{ted
Kingdom, The petitioners moreover expressed approvel of the joint proposals
of the Administering Authorities concerned - which have been described earlier
in this chapter, in part 2, section (a) - for closer co-operation in the
aedministration of the two Territories.

The petition was considered by the Council at its seventh meeting,
23 June 1948. As the Council had thoroughly examined the matter in issue
at its second session and had decided to exemine it anmew at the session at
which the report of a visiting mission to the two Territories would be
considered, and as it had decided also to postpone to its fourth regular
session consideration of the annual report for the year 1947 on the
administration of Togoland under French administration, the Council decided
that consideration of the petition should be postponed. |

* TFor the text of each of the petitions, see "Official Records of the
Trusteeship Council"”, Supplement to the Third Sessionm,

/(v) Petitions
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(b) Pctlt:ons concernlng Cameroons under B*itISh Adninist retion

There vere three petltlons in this group. before the Council.

(i) In & petition dated 28 November 1947, .the St. Joen's Social end
Political Alllance, London, England, called-to the. Council's
attention an artlcle in the "Catholic Citizen" concerning the

- customs of compulsory marfiage end child marrisge prevalent among
the chiefs of the Tikar comrunities in the Bamenda Division of
the Cameroons wnder British edministration.~ The Government of the
United Kingdom, the Admjnlsterlnﬂ Authority concerned, had
submﬂtted 1ts comments on the petition in a communication* doted
7 June 1943, . The pppltlon was examined at the seventh meeting,

23 June 1948, and at the eighteenth meeting, 7 July 1948, the
Council adopted a resolution*% in which it conderned the customs
of compulsory marrlage and Chlld marriage, noted that the
Adminlstering Authority was endeavouring to achieve a modificetion
of the customs, requested the Adm;nisterlng Authority to. keep it
informed, in future annual reports on the Territory concerned, on
the steps taken and phe progress made to end such practices, and
decided to bring the problem to the attention of the first
visiting mission to be sent to the Territory concerned. At the
‘same time, the Council decided that, in accordance with the
agreed arrongements*** for co-operation with the Economic and
Social Council, a copy of the petition should be sent to that’Organ
for the informatlion of the Commission on Human Rights and the
Commission»on~tho Status of Women, .

(ii) In two petltions; dated respectively 2k August 1946 and

7 Noyember}l9h7, the Bakwerl Land Committee claimed that

approiimately 580 square miles of land in the Victoria Division
of the Camcroons under British administration, which hed belonged
to the Bakweri people, had been seized by the .Germans when they
had occupled the Territory and had been transferred to individuals,
mlssioncry groups, and companies; that after the First World War,
when Great Britain héd been given the mandate for the Territory,
the plantatlons of the German" had been sold by auction, generally
t6 their former German owners, and that other lands had been
declared Crown Lands, that most of the land in question was now
controlled by the Cameroons Dcvelopment Corporation; and that the
petltloners, having been deprlved of their most fertile landu,

.

* Document T/178.
¥%  Document T/189,

¥%  Document ¥&M/C.1/2.Rev.l, paregraph 11 (e) (i) /nad hed ¢ ot
' ad had to resort,
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hed haed to resort to difficult end uneconomicel farming on rocky

mountein slopes, causing great hardship to them,

The petitioners requested:

(1) .that all lands in the Cameroons under British administration
known as Crown Lands be designated "native lands" and
controlled by the natives; .

(2) that all elienated lend of the Victoria Division which
formerly belonged to the Bakweris be returned to them;

(3) thet compensation for the exploitation of these lands be
glven to the Bakweris; and |

(4) thet mission lands, except those containing ecclesiasticel
end education buildings, be returned to the Bakweris without
compensation for exploitation.

The observations of the United Kingdom Government, the
Administering Authority concerned, were transmitted to the Council
in a communication* dated 9 June 1948, in the course of which it
wes stated that a senior administrative officer had already been
posted to the area in question to investigate the matter, with a
view to ensuring that the local inhebitants had fully adequate land
for their needs.

In & communication dated 9 April 1948 the petitioners requested
that their representative be granted an opportunity to make en
oral presentation in support of theif written petition, In
accordance with Rule 80 bis of the Rules of Procedure, the
President of the Council, having ascertained of the Administering
Authority that there were no substantial reasons why the matter
should first be discussed in the Council, informed the petitioners
through the Secretary-Gemeral of the Council's willingness to grant
their representative an opportunity to make an orel presentation
during the third session. However, the Secretary-General received
on 17 June 1948 a cablegrem from the Bakweri Land Committee in which
the petitioners stated that, owing to financial difficulties, their
representative would not be able to appear before the Council at
its third session, and requested that consideration of their
petition be postponed until the November Session, At its
seventh meeting, 23 June 1948, the Council decided to postpone
the exeminatlon of the petition, as requested by the petitioners.
At its eighteenth meeting, 7 July 1948, the Council adopted the

% Document T/182,
[text of a letter
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text of a letter for transmiésion'ﬁo the petitioners by the
secretary-General in which they were informed of the postponemént
of the examination of their petition and of the Council's
willingness to hear an oral presentetion in éupport'of it; their
attenticn was called to the in&estigations which had already

been set afoot by the Térritorial Government and they were informed
that a visiting mission would‘visit the Tefritory sometime in 19%9.

Petitions concerning the Trust Terryitory of Tanganvika '

~ There were ten petitions in this group before the Council.

(1)

(11)

The first petition in the group, from Mr. Marius Fortie, of
Washington, D.C., U.S.A., had been received prior to the second
session of the Council but hed been postponed for consideration
until the third session, in the circumstances noted earlier in
this chapter, in part 2, section (¢). 'In his petition, dated

15 October 1947, Mr. Fortie requested the Council to provide for a
visit to Tanganyika‘in order to investigate policies and practices
followeg by the Administering Authority which, he alleged, were
inimical to the interests of the indigenous inhabitants. The
policies and practices in question were elaborated under thirteen
heads and, in a subsequent communication dated 1k January 1948,
the petitioner elaborated further on three of them.

In a letter dated 16 June 1948, the petitiomer requested an
opportunity to make an oral presentation in support of his
petition. At its third meeting, 17 June 1948, the Council
rejected the‘petitioner's request; the question was re-opened,
however, by fhe petitioner in a letter dated 18 June 1948 in
which he requested that the Council reconsider its decision, and,
at its seventh meeoting, 23 June l9h8, the Council upheld its earlier
decision. ' ‘ :

(A statement of the Council's decision on the petitions from
Mr. Fortie will be incorporated in the final feport.) -

In a petition dated 18 November 1947, Mr. Semakula Mulumba,

London, England, edduced certain complaints against the new

scheme of inter-territorial organization in East Africa, including

Tenganyika, as set forth in Colonial Paper No. 210, The petitioner

alleged: firstly, that the proposals conteained in Colonial Paper

No. 210 had not been discussed by the Africans or translatea into

African langques; seconély, that the African members of the ’

legislative councils of the Territories concerned were not elected .

by the African people, and therefore tended to favour the ' ‘
/Government
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Government viewpoint over that of the Africans; and, thirdly, that
the new scheme did not contain the principle of equal racial
representation which had been embodied in an earlier plan set ‘
forth in Colonial Paper No. 191. He alleged hat the Africans
in Uganda, Kenya end Tanganyika strongly opposed the implementation
of the present plan for inter-territorial organization, requesﬁed
he United Nations to send a commission of enguiry to East Africa
to investigate the matter, and suggested that three Africens from
each Territory, elected by the Africans and not nominated by the
respective Governors, be co-opted to the United Netions' - '
comnission. The petition had been addressed to the permansnt
delegate of tha USSR for transmission to the Secretary-General.
The representative on the Council of the United Kingdom, the
Administering Authority concerned, objected to the admissibility
of the petition on two grounds: firstly, that it had not been
submitted in conformity with Tule 82 of the Rules of Procedure,
and, secondly, that the matter complained of in the petition did
not concern a Trust Territcry. The questions whether the petition
hed been properly trensmitted and was admissible were considered
at the eighth end ninth meetings, 2% and 25 June 1948, and the
Council decided at the latter meeting that the petition hed been
transmitted in accordence with Rule 82, and that it should be
accepted in so far as it concerned Tanganyika, ard that it should
be rejectzd in so far as it concerned Kenya and Ugenda. Considgratioh
of that part of the petition accepted as admissible was postponed
until after the completion of consideration of the annual report on
the administration of Tanganyika for 194LT.
(A statement of the Council's decision on the petition from
Mr. Semaekula Mulamba will be incorporated in the final report. )
(1i1) In a petition dated 12 January 1948, Mr, Paul Wamba Kudililwa
complained that he had been removed by the Territorial Government
from a chieftainship which he had held in the Shinyanga District of
Tangenyika, and requested reconsideration of his case. He
furnished additional information on his case in a further
communication received on 7 June 1948,
The Government of the United Kingdom, the Administering
Authority concerned, furnished its observations on the petition

in a communication dated 18 June 1948,%* and the Council exemined the

¢
Document T/187. /petition



petition at its tenth meeting, 28 June 1948, in the presence of
Mr., J. E. 8. Lamb, the,épécial representative designated by the
Administering Authority. At its eighteenth meeting, 7 July 1948,
the Council adopted a resolution* embodying its conclusion that
no action on its part was called for by the petition.

(iv) There were four petitions before the Council concerning the
repatriation, or proposed repatriation, to Germany of Germans
resident, or formerly resident, in Tanganyika.‘ In one, dated
15 February 1948, the petitioner, Mrs, Else Augoustides, who wes
born in Germany and had married a Greek subject, requested
permission to remain with her husband in Tanganyika. The three
others related to the case of Mr. Rolf Trappe. In a petition
dated 25 February 19#8, Mrs. Mergarete Traﬁpe~requested that her
-son, Mr., Rolf Trappe, be allowed to remain in Tanganyika to manage
her farm. In a petition dated 17 March 1948, Mr. Rolf Trappe, who
was born in Tanganyike of Germen parents, claimed that he had held
a British passport until 1943, that he was not a Nazi - although he
had been forced to join the Nazi Party in Tenganyike - end requested
permission to remein in Tanganyika. In a petition dated
26 April 1948, Mr, Treppe informed the Council that the
Tanganyika Government had rejected his appeal for revocation
of the expulsion order against him, and requested reconsideration
of his case.

The four petitions were eramined by the Council at its tenth
meeting, 28 June 1948, in the presence of Mr. J. E. S. Lamb, the
sbecigl representative of the United Kingdom, -the Administering
Authority concerned. At its eighteenth meeting, 7 July 1948, the'
Council adopted in regard to the petitions two resolutions** in
both of which it noted that the questions raised concerned a
German resident, or former resident, of the Territory who had been,
or would be, dealt with.in accordance with the repatriation policy
of the Administering Authority; which had been fully considered
and had been approved by the Council during its first session; the
Council reaffirmed its approval of the policy and decided that no

action was called for on the petitions,

St r————————

* Document T/190.
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1. Special Visiting Mission to Nestern Samoa

At its first session, the Council hed approved a resolution
authorizing the sending of & viSiting mission to Western Samoa for the
purpose of investigating the pctition from leaders and representatives of
Western Samoa, end rcporting its findings back to the Council.¥*

A special visiting ﬁission to Western Samoa was appointed comprising
the following members:

Mr. Francis B. Sayrc, President of the Council;

N Mr.'Pierre Ryckmens, Representative of Belgium on the Council;

Senator Eduardo Cruz-Coke, of Chile. - .

Mr. Francis B. Sayre vas clected Chairmen of the Mission. Mr.

Peter Anker, Deputy—Director of the Division of Trusteeship, .was appointed
Secretary of the Mission, and Mr. Fellx Xeesing, Professor of Anthropology
at Stenford University; Celifornia, accompanied the Mission in the capacity
of expert consultant. N :

With the exception of Senator Cruz-Coke who arrived at Apla, Western
Samoa on 9 July 1947, the members of the Mission arrived at Wellington,
New Zealend, on 26 June and made contacts with members.and officials of
the New Zealand Government. :

. The Right Honourable Peter Fraser, Prime Minister of New Zealand,
recelved the Mission on 28 June 1947 and stated the view of his Government
on the question of self-goverament for the Semoans. Mr. C.G.R. McKey,
former Secretary of Wative Affairs in Vestern Semos; Professor J. W.
Davidéon, lecturer on colonial affairs et Cambridge University, England;
Professor Ernest‘Beaglehole, Professor of Anthropology at Victoria College,
WBllihgton; Dr. Beecby, Director of Educetion in New Zcaland; and

Mr. Parsonage; Officer in charge of Education in the Department of

Island Territories in New Zealend, stated their views on this metter
before the Mission. :

On 3 July, the Mission, accompenied by Mr. G. R. Leking, personal
represontative of the Prime Minister, and Mr. R.T.G. Patrick, Secretary
of the Departmont of Island Territories, left for Samoa end errived in Apla
on I July. - S -

During the first two wecks after the arrival of the Mission, a
sories of meetings and interviews were held with officials of the New

Zcaland Administration, representative Samoan leaders, membors of the

* Sec "Trusteeship Council: Roport to the General Assembly covering
its first session", pages 7-8. -
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European Citizens!' Committee,;spokesmen for the religious &iSsions, and
other representative groups and individuals. During this time the Mission
also visited a number of institutions such as schoels and hospitals.

In view of the reference in the pétition to the British protectorate
of Tonga, the Mission made a short visit, from 20 to 22 July, to the
capltal of that Kingdom to study iﬁs system of government.

Following its rcturn to Samoa, the Mission spent ten days visiting
the outlying districts of the country.. From 24 to 29 July a tour was
made through the island of Upolu, and from 31 July to 3 August a tour ‘
was made through the islanq of Savai'i. During these Jjourneys, mectings
and interviews were held with the district leaders and the population
of the main villages, and a number of private individuels were granted
hearings by the Mission. Schools, hospitals and recligious missions were
also visited. ' ‘ | -

The last three weeks in Samoa were devoted to final investigatidns,'
additional mectings with New Zealand officials and with Samoan and Europcan
leaders, and to the preparation of the rcport to the Council.

The Mission left Western Semos on 28 August and returned to
headquarters in New York where work on the report was completed and the
final draft unanimously approved on 12 September 19L7.*

2. Visiting Mission to East Africa
The Council, at the sixth meeting of its second session, on

1 December 1947, decided to send a visiting mission to the Trust
Tervitories of Ruanda-Urundi, under Belgian administrstion, and Taﬁganyika,
under British administration. -

After the Chairman had consulted the Administering Authorities
concerned in accordance with Article 87 (c¢) of thé Charter, the Council
decided at the seventeenth meeting on 15 December 1947 thaet the visit
should take place shortly after thé termination of the June 1948 session
of the Council. This date was considered the most suitable from the
point of view of both the Administering Authorities and the Council.

At the thirty-third meeting of the second session on 8 March 1948
the Council decided that the visiting mission should consist of four
members; persons to be suggested by China, Costa Rica and Austrelia or
New Zeeland, under the chairmenship of Mr. Laurentie, alternate French
reprosentative -on the Council.

The matter was further considered by the Council at the seventeenth,
nineteenth end twenty-third meetings of its third session. The following
representatives were appointed to the mission: Mr. H. Laurentic (France)

e S at——

* TFor action taken by the Trustecship Council on this Report
Bee page 15 above. /(Chairman)
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(Chairman), Mr. E.W.P:. Chinnery {Australia), Mr. Lin Mousheng (China) ,
and Mr. R. E. Woodbridge (Costa Rica). -

At the twenty-third meeting, 13 July 1948, the Council adopted. a
resolution* in which, after rociting the appointment to the visiting
mission of the representatives.mentioned above, and the decision that
the mission should visit Ruanda-Urundi and Tanganyika 'duriﬁg July,

Avugust and September, 1948, it sot forth the mission's terms of :referen‘ce.
By the terms of reference , the mission was directed to observe the
developing political, economic, social and educational conditions in the
two Trust Territories, their progress tdéward self- government or
independence, and tho efforts of the respective Administering Authorities .
to achicve all the basic objectives of the International Trusteeship
System; to give attention to issues raised in and in connection with tl}e
ennual roports on the administration of the two Territories, and in
potitions received by the Council rclating to the two Territo::ies ; ‘and to
reporf Ats findings togethor with such observations and conclusions as

it inight carec to make.

In eccordence with a further decision by the Council, the vieiting
mission departed from the intorim headquerters on 15 July 1948.

* Document /195 /CHAPTER VI
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1. The Draft Statute for the City of Jerusalem and Questions arising

out of it '

Part IIT of the Plan of Partition with Economic Union, annexed to
the Resolution of the General Assembly dated 29 November 1947 on the
future Government of Palestine*, established the City of Jerusalem as
o corpus sgparatum under a Special International Begimé to be administered
by the United Nations. The Trusteeship Council was designated to discharge
the responsibilities of the Administerihg Authoritylon behalf of the United
Nations, and was assigned the task of eleborating and epproving within a
period of five months a detalled Statute for the City on lines set forth
in the Plen. ' o , '

In a letter¥* datéd 1 December 1947, the Secretary-General drew the
- attention of the President of the Council to the responsibilities envisaged
for it in the Plan. At the sixth meeting of its second session, the

Council decided to appoint a working committee of five or six members to
prepere for its consideration a draft Statute for the City. The composition
of the Working Committee was entrusted to the President, in consultation with
the Assistant Secretary-General in charge of Trusteeship, and at the seventh
meeting the President announced that he had appointed Australia, China,
Frence, Mexico, the United Kingdom and the United States as members of the
Working Committee on Jerusalem. ‘

The Working Committee held twenty-five mcetings. At its first
meeting, it elected Mr. Gerig (United States) as Chairmen, Sir Alan Burns
(United Kingdom) as Vice-Chairman; end af its second meeting it elected

Mr. Laurentie (France) as Rapporteur. In the course of its first eight
meetings it completed a general examination of the Plan, hearing
explanations of it from Mr. Lisicky (subsequently Chairmen of the United
Nations Palestine Commission), and heard evidence on the situation in
Palestine from certein officers of the Palestine Government. It adJournéd
on 12 December 1947, after having set up two drafting groups of experts
to preparc a preliminary draft Statute.

The Working Committee reassembled on 7 Jenuery 1948 and during its
hext sixteen meetings examined the proliminary draft Statute submitted
by the Drafting Groups. During that period, and in pursuance of &
Resolution*** adopted by the Council at the fourteenth meeting, it heard
representatives of the Jewish Agenéy, of the Agudath Israecl World
Organization and of the Patriarch of Jerusalem (Greek Orthodox Church);
————

¥ Resolution 181 (II).
**  Document T/77.
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the Arad Higher Committee was affoféed g similar opportunity to be heard
but did not avall itself of it. . AL

At its twenty-fourth meeting, 23 January l9h8 it adopted & draft
Statute* for submission to the Trusteeship Council.

7 During the second part of 1ts second session, the Council examined
the draft Statute.prepared by the Working Committee, and gave several
hearings to representatives of the Jewish Agency on various matters
provided for in the draft. The draft underwent considerable amendment
as e result of the examination. At the thirty-fifth meeting, 10 March 1948,
the Council adopted a Resolution** to the effect that thé draft Statute*¥**
was then In setisfactory form, but that the question of its formal: |
approval should be deferred wntil the Third Part of the Second Session.

On e number of matters the draft Statute required the Council to
issue Instructions to the Governor of the City. At the thirty-third
meeting, 9 Merch 19&8, the Council adopted Provisional Instructions to
the Governor of the City of Jeruselem,¥¥¥%

The Council considered also the finencial implicetions of the Statute
end at the thirty-fifth meeting adopted & resolution***¥% requesting the -
Secretary-General to provide funds during 1948 for such activities as
it might duthorize, and to lay before the Council, at its next regular
session, estimates for the year 1949 to enable the Council to meke appropriate
recomendations to the General Assembly. S "

During the third part of its second session, at the th;rty-sixth meeting
on 21 April 1948, the Council adopted a resolution¥*¥¥¥* transmitting the -
draft Statute in its letest form**¥¥¥¥* to the Generel Assembly, and reférring
the question of the Statute to it for further instructions. No such further
instructions were issued by the Generel Assembly at its second special session.

At the first meeting of its third session, the Council included in its
agende the item "Present state of the question of the Statute for the City of
Jeruselem". The question was telen up by the Council at the thirty-fourth
and thirty-fifth meetings of its third session, 28 and 29 July 1948 and, at

the latter meeting, it was decided to postpone consideration of the question
indefinitely.

Document T/118.
Docutient T/150.

Documents T/118/Rev.l and T/118/Rev. l/Add 1.
Document T/1lk.,

*%%  Document T/151
*¥%%%%  Document T/156,
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2. The Protection of the City of Jerusalem and its Inhabitants
The General Assembly at its Second Specisl Session by a resolution
dated 26 April 1948% referred the question of the protection of the
City of Jerusalem and its inhabitants to the Trusteeship Council.
The Council submitted ‘_a separate report on the question** to the
General Assembly on 5 May 1948. '

¥ Resolution 185 (S-2).
¥¥%  Document A/5hk.





