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The PRESIDENT: T declare open the thirty-seventh meeting of the
fourth ceossion of the Trusteechip Council.

. EXAMINATION. OF PETTTIONS LISTED IN THE ANNEX TO TEHE-AGENDA
PETITION FROM f. J. s:tccms (T/PEEP."‘/55, ’I'/;PE[‘ 2/55/n44. 1)(cont1nued)

he PRESIDENT: The Council wa& yestorday exanining a petition
from 4. J. Siggins, documents w/:em’ 2/55 end T/PET.2/55/A24.1, - Towards
the clowe of tho moeting the repre senta tive of tho United Kingdon
fornmally moved: that tho reply to the petit onor shculd be to the
effect that the Council hogs considered the petitlon and has decided
to take no action iIn the matters . - - -5 o

The representative of Belglim -subSequently roved thet the
debate be closed. According to our rules of procedure each repre-
sentative will have an opportunity to speak on that niotion.

'-u‘..,‘_‘

(Pnilippines) The Philippine delegotion would like
to meke a few cbserva

on the proposal that this Council take no
action on the petition of Mr. Siggins. ‘ - '

While we have hcd an opportunity to oxpress our views cn the
preliminary question as to whether Mr. Siggins should be granted en
oral hearing or not, we have not yet had en cppertunity to moke
cleer our stand on the procedural question os to how this Council:
should dispose of the petition on 1ts merits. i

We indicated that we were in favour of giving the pstitioner
the chance to eloborate his potiticn orally cn two fundomental
peintsy nomely, first, the alleged compulsory recruitment into the
grred forces ¢ indigenous inhabitents of Tongonyike, which on its
face seers to be controry to the Charter and the Trusteoship- e

.pienl; seccndly, the alleged injuricus effects of thg\gzgggggggffi>
\aSgggzgzzgﬁ‘the Trust TerritoryJindigonous inhebitants.

It 1s truc that tho representative of the Adnindstering
Authority mnde o specific donial of the first point, but it is up
to this Council slone, in the oxercise of ils prercgotive vnder the
Cherter, to declde whether to accept that denicl end ccnsider the :
rebter closed, or to proceed end investigatc the matier further. |

On the part of the Philippinc delegetion we accept the denlel ‘
of the /Zdninistering Authority on its face velue. But we neverthe-
less thought that the petitiocner should be cllowed to appecr before
this Couvncil to elaborate on the ceccnd point of this petition.

/Ire Council
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The Council having voted tn deny the petitioneris request for an
oral hearing, it is incumbent on the Council to decide this petition on
its merite, especially since the ad hoc Committee onr Petiticns
recommended, and we have approved the recommendatic:,fthat this Council
~ 8hould conslder the petition of Mr, Siggins as a perfectly'legitiﬁate one.

It is now proposed that this Council take no ection on the petition.
My delegation, however, considers that such a step would, to say the
least, constitute a dangerous precedent, i

With respect to the allsged compulsory recruitment, the Philippine

delegation submits that this Council should take some positive actionm .

even if it be only to sustain the contention of the representative of the

United Kingdom that there 4s no such thing in the Trust Territory of
- Tanganyika, .

¥ith respect to the groundnuts scheme, it has been ergued thet this
Council should take no ection beceuse the Visiting Mission had already
jooked into the matier, |

The petition under consideration, it must be remembered, was not
submitted to the Visiting Mission, but direct to this Council. Neither
had this Council referred tue petition to the Vieiting Misaion for
inveétigation.

We take note of the fact that the letter of the petitioner relating
to the grounduuts scheme was recelved at Lake Success exactly cne month
after the Visiting Mission had rendered its report on Tanganyika. The
least this Council can do, therefore, is to escertain how far the
specifications made by the petitioner are covered by the report nf the
Vieiting Mission, g _ o

This Council has not even discussed the report of the Viaiting
Miesion on Tengenyika, - Eow can it, them, in all honesty and fairness,
peremptorily dismiss this petition on the basis of & report that 1t hes
not so fer considered, Yet that is exactly whet this Council is asked
to do by the proposal of the United Kingdom,

I would propose, therefore, that this Council defer action on the

petition of Mr. Siggins until it has discussed the report of the .

Visiting Mission on Tanganyike. This 1 in line with the policy
followed by this Council with respect to{petitions of & generel character
relating to the Trust Territory of Ruanda-Urundi.

We hed a schedule of other petitions for discussion after we Lad
finished discussion of the report of the Visiting Miszion on Ruanlew-
Urundi, I do not see why we should make an exception with respect to

/ this particular petition

-t
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this particular petvition, or, with reepect to the rust Territory of
Tenganyika, ' .' '

- I fcrmally propose, théhefére, postponemeqt of the discussion of the
gg;;;%ogroghMZ. Sdggins until this Council has flnﬁshed dissuesion of ths
- the Visiting Mizaion to Tanbng¢ka hhich rotlon under »ule 5b paragraph ()
has precedence over the motion of the rapresenvative of the United Kingmm
notto.take any action on the petition of Mr, Sigginav ]

If, however, my motion is losu,_I reser?e the right +0 .8peak on the
merits of the petition in relation to”the':eport of the Vielting Mimsicn,
\_ The PRESIDENT: We have now two formal motions, One 1s to decide '
that no action be taken in the matter and a reply be given to the
petitioner to that effect. "The other fo*mal motion f“om the representative
of the Philippines,is that the Counril will defe* deciaion until it has
. examined the report of ‘he- Viaitlag Mission to Tanganyika. -
: To ‘save tims I would like %o plwce both formal mntﬁpné be fcre the
Council so that after members have spoken, it will be able to put both of

these motions to a vote in their order.

Mr., SOLDATZV .
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Mr, SOEDATGV (Union of Soviet Socialist REQQEIECS) (Interpretation
from Russman] "The facts contained in’ theS1gélnupetition, as noted
elready by the Soviet delegation, ave worthy of serious consideration
by the Trusteeship Council. _

The petitioner protests acainst the B“itish Authority!s action in
transforminv the territory of Tanganyika into a fortified base. Hse
also protests against British actlon in compelling the indigenous
inhabitants of the territory to participate in military preparations.

At yesterday's meeting of the Trusteeship Council the attention
of the members of the Council was drawn to the serious anj grave
character of this situation. In his letter of 1 September 1948
aidressed to the Director of the Department of Trusteeship and
Information on Non-Self—Governing.Territories the petitioner protests
égainst utilization of indigenous inhebitants for the carrying out of
the Administering Authority's plan for the transformation of Tanganyika
into a militery base.

The petitioner notes that the Administering futhority is not
interested in the progress of the indigenous irhabitents end in their
information. The indigenous inhabitants have no way of getting their
boarings on internaticnal developments or on local political developments.
The Administering Authority takes advantage of the utter ignorance of
the indigenous inhabitants for its own nerrow materialistiec interests
and for the purpose .of preparing war to be waged upon one of the members
of the United Nations.

The petitioner makes it clear that the indigenous inhebitants of
Tanganyika are being compelled by the Administering Authority to
participate in military preparations in transforming Tanganyika into
a military base for agres: ion zgainst one of the members’of the
United Natione. All of these facts, as I have already noted, are
worthy of very careful consideration. When such & serious accusatiocn
~is levelled againat_the Adnministering Authority it ought to be natural
to ask the Administering Authority to vouchsafe to us some explanation.
In this case 1t 1s incumbent on the Trusteeship Council. to askthe
Administering Authority to give a complete explanation of the facts
mentioned in Mr. Siggins?! petition.: sk b

There is another issue raised by Mr. Siggins in his petition.

This issue relates to the Ground Nuts Development Scheme. 4s is well
known, the question of the Cround Nuts Scheme in Tengenyika was already
mentioned in a discussion at the lest session of the Trusteeship Council.

/The substance
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The substance of the plan 1é fhat a tremendous area, two-and-a-
half to three million acres, has actually been taken away from th9
indigenous population of Tanganyika and,they have beeﬁ subjéctcd
to exploitation by the Overseas Food Corporation. The British
territory is ihveétipg gbout 24,000,000 pounds sterling in that
scheme and this is what you were told at the last session of the
Trusteeship Council by the Special Representative of the Administering
Authority. ‘

Also at the same session of the Trusteeship COuncil the Speéial
Representative for Tangenrika told-us that in elaborating the Cround
Nuts Dévelogment Scheme the Administering Authority failed to
consult in any way with the indigenous population of Tanganyika..

The decision when it was taken was adopted without obtaining

the acquiescence of the indigenous population in any form, shape or
memner -- even in such indirect manner as might have been afforded
through any kind of elementary consultation of local leaders.

The Administering Authority averred that lands allocated for
the Groﬁnd Nuts Development Scheme is of no direct interest for the
local population at the present time. However, the petition tells
vs that this vhole Ground Nuts Development Scheme is directed against
the interests of the local population.

The letter of 22 November 1948 has annexed to it some clippings
from "The Times". In quoting an article from "The Times" of 21 November
1948 he tells that some man by the name of Clyde Higgs visitad’
Tenganyika at the beginning of 1948 and later went for a second
visit as well. 1In the article Mr. Higgs told about & feéling of
"impending upheaval' couplea with serious dissatisfaction on the part
of natives employed by the Overseas Food Corporation. He said that
within six months in oné region as a result Sf that feeling there was
a 100 per cent latoor turnover.

The facts told to us by the petitioner are worthy of serious
1nvestigation and enquiry.

Furthermore the petitioner requests that he be granted an
opportunity of making an'oral communication to the Trusteeship
Council, He says that he is in a pbsition to submit additional
information for the benefit of the Council.:

As is well known, the representative of the United Klngdon insists
that the retitioner be not permitiid to make an oral statement before

“the Trusteeship Council. Such a positlon.taken hy the representative
h “/of the United Kingdom
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of the United Kingdom on this matter compels ué to raise the followins
question: Does ot the Administering Authorify dread lest the
additioﬁﬁl information that may be submitted by Mr. Siggins make

s8till clearer znd still more okvious the verious measures taken by

the Administering Autherity in Tanganyika for purposes that are

not compatible with the provisione of Article 76 of the Charter,

vhich says that it is up to the Administering Authority "...to

promote the political, economic, social, and educational advancement

of the inhebitants of the trust territories, and their progressive
development towards self-government or independence".

In this connection I should like to note .- the fact that the
petition also claims that the Ldministering Authority 1s violating
the provisions of Article 84 of the Charter. Moreover, I am in
receipt of a documentubE{%%EéAdd .2, dated 10 Merch 1949 wvhich says
that Mr. Siggins has/some wmore materiel. ~Perlaps.some other members
of the Council have already received these documents or some of
them, As far as the delegation of the USSR is concerned it has not
been afforded the opportunity of studying such edditionzl dccuments
wiich may be available. _ |

Thus the Soviet delegation considers that both the petitions
and the facts communicated by the petitioner are worthy of very
sericus consideration by the Trusteeship Council. It is cbvious
to the Soviet delegation that in this connexion it behooves the
Trusteeship Council to ask Tor an explanetion from the Administering
Authority as to the subcotance of the petition of Mr. Sigeins.
Furthermore the Trusteeship Council camnot solve the substance of
that problem lacking additional information from the petitioner
himself, either in oral form or in view of the fact that the de0191ou
hes been adopted that the petitioner cannot be admitted to the
Trusteeship Council himself to make an oral communication -- in view
of that fact let him then submit the additiosual indormaticn in vriting
for the benefit of the members of the Council.

These are the basic points which the Soviet delegatlon wishes
to adveance in conneztion with the matter.

As to the issue whether these quest‘ons'should be ﬁut-to the
vote now or not the Soviet delegation reserves the right to submit
formally proposals in this connexion after we have solved thé question
as to whether we shall continue considering the substence of Mr.
Siggins? petition now indepenﬂeﬁtly'of the consideration of the
report on Tanganyika or vhether we decide to consider the natter
in comnexion with the report on Tanganyika.

/If we decide to

L e A A A LA R M S AT AT SRR ks =




BIG/eg T/2V 153
16

If we decide to consider the Siggins petition in connexion
- with the report of the Visiting Mission on Tanganyika; the
delegation of the Soviet Union will submit its additional
Pproposals at that time, when we discuss the Siggins vetition
in connexion with the revort of the Visiting Mission that
vent to Tanganyika. _
-If, however, the proposal of the representative of the
Philippines is not adopted, then the delegation of the .
Soviet Union reserves the right of submitting its pfoposals
~ formelly after a vote hes been taken on the proposal of the
reosresentative of the Philippine Renublic.
{  The PREQ;;;EQQ- £ there are no further observations,
I will put The motich of the representative of the Philippines
to a vote. _ ; ;

The motion is that the Council postpone the discuslon of
the pétition until it has examined the revort of the Visiting
Mission on Tanganyika, _

A vote was taken by show of hands.

The motion vas not adopted, 6 votes being cast in favour
end 6 against,

i

__The PRCSIIONT: In eccordence with the rules of
procedure I will adjourn the Council for one minute.

The Council was adjourned at 3.0l p.m. and re-convened at
3.02 p.m.

Nr. RYCKMANS, (Belgium)(Interpretation from French):
It seems there is a certagg‘confusion which has prevailéd in
: connexion with this petition. |
The representative of the fhilippines agsks for a
postponement of the discussion of Mr. Siggins' petition until
after the discussion of the reyort of the WVisiting Mission
to Tanganyika. .
But the object of Mr, Siggins' petition is to drew the
Council's attention in »articular to the ground nuts scheme,
However, the Council's attention hes already been drawn to the
ground nuts development scheme in the past. .

/In this
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In this connexion, Mr, Siggins*’ petition does not suggest
any special additional ection, '

Let us assume that the Trusteeship Council having considered
the ground nuts development scheme reaches the conclusion that
the plen is a bad one and ought to be junked. Does th.is mean
that we are going to inform Mr. Siggins that it is as) a result
of his petition that the Trusteeship Council decided o recormend
the ju.rﬂ-:ing of the ground nuts development scheme? .

Of course note Mr. Siggins' petition has nothing to do
with this matter.

The reason why we consider that the petition must not be acted
upon is not that we are deciding hereby in advance that it is
not up to the Trusteeship Council to deal any more with the ‘
ground nuts development scheme, but becauss we consider that
the netition of Mr. Siggins hes no object; the si“buation. to
waich he draws our attention has alrealy been considered by the
Council and the Council has teken it under edvisement.

Thereiore, when we are asiked today to wind up the matter,
to take no action on it, it is not because we conslder that the
discussion of the ground nuts develomment scheme is Tinished or
in eny way would up at all,

'The PRUSIDEFT: = Those who eve in fevour of the
Philinpinés WMoTIsH €0 Dostpone the decision on the petition
until it heas examined the report of the Visiting Mission on
Tengenyike, dlease ralse their hands. '

A vote was teken by show of hands,

The motion was not adopted, 6 votes being cast in favour

and 6 ﬁgainst .

——

i ———

-

The PRESIDENT: = There is no majority, and t%z;iii"*"*ﬂﬂf"
motion is\i?_s_t;__,/-“'" k

The representative of the Soviet Union asked that an .
opportunity be given him to make another motion alter the vote
on the Philipnines motion. I would suggest that he should
do it now, because if we are going to vote on the other
motion now before us, the question would be closed.
/Mr .SOLDATOV:
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Mr. SOLDATOV (Unlon of Soviet Socialist Pevubllcu)

— (Interpretation from Ru°31an) 1 ?gti_formally that the
=" Trusteeship Council adopt the followlng decnslon.
§ = . "The Trusteeship Council, having given preliminary
consideration to Mr. Siggins' petition, decides to ask
the Administering'Authority to submit its observations
and corments with respect to the aforesaid vetition in
written form. 5
? "The Council farther decides to ask Mr. Siggins

to submit additional information in written form."
— %H\\

© The PR;CIﬁENT. - .There is a motion by the representative
of tle So&f@% Union that on this petition by Mr. Siggins the
Council requesta the Administering Authority to submit its
observations in writing, and at the same time asks the
vetitioner to furnish the Council with further information, also
in writing. | .

I em trying to seo which is furthest removed £roin the'origina;
position.

Mr. SOIDATOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)
(Interpretatican from Russian): There was 2 proposal'by the
representative of the United Kingdom; +there was a proposal by the
representative of the Philippines; and there is also a pronosal
by the representative of the Soviet Union. The Philippines
prowosal has been voted upon; now it would be natural to vote on
the Soviet Union propossl with a view to voting subsequentlv
unon thélproposal of the representative of the United Lingdom.

. There are no“rules of »rocedure wvhich would in any way modify
this due parliamsntary procedure as regerds the teking of a vote.
I do not see wherc the misunderstanding lies ot =zll.

The PR:SIDEF“ " The motion of the representative of the
Phlllnplnes Wwas one to defer discussion, and under our rules of
Dbrocedure that has precedence. . The motion by the representative
of the United Kingdom was to take a decision to the effect that
no action is called for on the part of the Council, and the
reprresentative of the Soviet Union makes a motion which would

/in effect,
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in efTect, be & postponemsnt of the discussion, so if we anply-
the xule that the motion which is furthest from the original
should be »ut to the vote first, then the motion of the United
Iingdom ¢elegation should come first.

I we consider the representative of the Soviet-Union‘s
‘ motion as in effect . a2 motion to defer discussion, then I think
that motion should come first. Is that correct?

Mr. RYCKMAIS (Belgium): Ve have just voted that
there was to be no postporrent,

The PRESIDEN I have to reason it out aloud, as I |
hs¥e no tlme to veason it out in rmy mind. The motion which
was defeated was that we would not discuss this petitlon until
we hed exemined the report of the Visiting MiEiSlOIl to ,
Tangamrilza; it was not a simple deferment. This motloﬁ is a
deferment, but with enother approach. I do not think it cen
be likened to the wrevious motion, Theveforve I will put
the motion of the representative ol the Soviet Union to a
vote.

fir, HOOD:
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Mr. HODD (Australia)®™ On s point of ‘order, might we Just
pﬁrsue the matter a littls Tuvrther? It seems to me the motion of ths
representative of the USSR 13 not even by 1mpiication a motion for
deferment, it is e motion suggesting a method of handl*ng thiz matter
in the Council.

If the Upited Kingdom motion is put and lost, then 1t will bs for
the Conncil to determine how to handle the matter, end there may be -
other ways of handling it besides the way suggssted by the represeantative
of' the USSR,

I submit therefore that it would be propsr to determine Tirst
whother the Council is to handle the matter at all, and that decision
having been taken, to asct sccordingly afterwards.

The PRESIDEW Ko, bascause tae representative of the United
Kinzdon 'ty moticu, if carried, will put an end to all the aiscusaicn.
.If the representative of the USSR's motion is carried, then the
diecussion will st1ll be coatinued at scme future date. Therefore
it ie a deferment.
My, SOLDATOV (Union of Soviet Spcialist Republics) (Inter-
pretation from Byssisn): T see that we just canmot do without a
procedural =raugie. Therefors, in order not to waste another couple of
hours on a procedural wrangle,l intend to mcdify my resclutlon and to
have 1t changsd aé follows:
"THE TRUSTEESHIP COUNCIL
"HAVING GIVEN .preliminayy considoration to the petition of
Mr. 84aging, '
"IECIDES to postpone the consideration of the petition of
Mp. Siggins until the recsipt from the Agministsring Anthority
of 1ts comments and observetions with respect to the above-
mentioned petition, and until the receipt from Mr. Siggins of
additional information in written form."
oy Ehe PRESTIENT: The representative of the USSR hes formally
amended his motion to make 1t both in effect snd in form a motion for
deferment, I will put it to the vote. The motion ias to defer the
retition until the Council has received the observations of the Agmin-
_ister*ng Aythority in writinz ead also further information from the
/petitionsr
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Petitioner in writing. Lf ?

M. RYmﬂl‘Q(lel_a_im)}._“ The Council cemnot votc om that
motion because the Council kas not decided to request any supplementary
information.- How can you defer tntil you receive information wien
Jyou have not asked for eny information? Lat him put in the ﬁotion
that the Council asks for information, and when the Council will havs
voted that it asks for information from the Agministering Aythority
(which 1t has mo right to @o) and from Mr. Sigginms,then cventually the
Council migut vote to postpone until we heve got that information.

But you cenmmct postpone until you have got information es long as you

have not ssked for aqay..

Tha__‘P_ﬁI_Eﬂg_HI_I;ENT; ‘It seems to re that the separate steps could
be combined in ons. I would presume thet those representatives who
do not wish to ssk for further information would vote no. The effect
would te the same, cnly 1t would save another voting.

A vote was tsken by a show of hands, '
The USSR mobion was relscted by 6 votos to 5. : _
The PRESITENT: Now we come to tke Upited Kingdom motion,
21O et

that is that the C-cunc_ﬁ decides that no action is called for in the
matter,

iy —— ——

Mp. INGIES (P,‘;liil ippines) I remember having regsrved my

T ——

-“N‘"-a.

’I‘;?_ERE@_FI#DLH’P:- Would you like to spesk now or to spesk when

you come to exemime the report of the Visiting Missicn on Tgnganyika?

Mr. INGIES (Philip'pines) I refer to the substance of the
petition in connexion witiluginém;é;t;ét off the Visiting Missicn, becsuss
I find that the petition and the report sre so intimately connected that
one cannot limit one'g observations cnly t0 the petition, for example,

without examining the report of the ‘Vj_siting Mission.

The PRESIDE.N’I' Would it not be more ps:r:ner 1o discuss the
substance in comexicn with the exeminsticn of the report itself or do

/you want to epeak -



AME/3g : o T/z:é};; 158

" you want to speak now?

Mp. INGIES. (Philn,pines )t The reason'wky I presented g
motion?ﬂo postrone dlacu asion of the petition until we shell havé
finisked the rep ort of the Visiting Mission..

. T PWE&TQDI That motion has been lost.
y Mp, INGIES (Philipp*nsa) Precissly.: I rsserwdnmy right
to spealk. '

Mp. GAREEAU_(E;qggej (Interpretation from Frerch): I 'think
thaet a vote wes tekaa yesterdey about the cissure of the &iécussion,
was 1t not? Yesferday, if T am not misteken; ve voted to krow whether
we cculd oi not close the discusslon. We voted accordingly so that
we had to provsed to a vote on the closure,

The PROSIDENT: "”}e motion is before the Cpouncill a
reproaenﬁativég";ws entitled to ﬁpea& on this perticular motion,

I am aware that the representative .of the Philippines, when he made
his own motion, d4id rsserve the right to sneak on tho substande of the
petition, but I would think thet it is more correct to speak cm this
present mntlcn, btecause in discussing the present motion, bhere ie nothing
to prevent ths reasonings leading to t&e'observatioggﬁmht%gghgggétance |

2yt 1f the representative of the Philippines would like
to discuss the substence, or ratker the points raised in this petition,
then I would think thére would be another oppcrtunity for him to do
80 when ws discuss the Visiting Missionl!s report, because these points
are raised there and trere is nothing to prevent him from discussing them,
but not z=n the petition 1teelf, but on the points ralsed in the pstition.

Mp. INGMES~4Ehﬁlippinea)  Conforming to the suggestion of

the President I reserve the right to speak on the points raissd in e
this petition until we discuss the report of the Visiting Misaion, so'-

as not to deley unduly the procedings of this Council.

" _The PRESIDENT: I will put the Uplted Kingdom motion to &
~ vote, nmemely that no action is celled for in the matter,

/A vote
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A wote was taken by a chow of hands.

-
-

Tre United Kingdom motlon was adopted by 6 votes to 2, /..,-

e I-EESI]}%I‘: I would take it that this decision means “hat
the Council doez not fesl that ary actiom is callad for in regaxrd to
the petition and the drafting committee will have to formulate a.reply
as with otlexr petiticas.

A e,

Mp. RICKMALS (Relgium): Is 1t rnecessary to refer that to
the drafting comitteo? T 4k the Secretariet cen dreft that
letter witkhout eny difficunltles.

/e PRESITENT -
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The FPRESILENT: = I think the procedure for all petitiouna ie that
the Drafting Committec will base its draft ‘on the various petltions
on decisions taken by the 'Council, end will then prosecnt theiy draft
to the Council later.

EE&\IEP.AI. Q L"“IC S RAJ.SED IN PETITIONS CONCEBNING RUAZ&TA-URUI‘E)I
Docur:neut T i _

) ﬁ':‘}’lwe_*?‘%ESIQENT. Yes‘tor{iw I said that the Council would take up
Mr, Siggins? potzticn firet, because of the question raised earlicr
a8 to whether the petitioncr should be granted oral presentation,

The other question that was on our agenda, precedlng Mr. Siggins!
pctition, was that of gencral questions concerning Ruanda-Urundi, That
wag deferred because the Council wanted to go ahcad with the discussion
of Adninistrative Unions.

These petitions, most of which camc through the Visiting Mission
and vhich raise general questions concerning Ruanda-Urundi, arc contained
in docunent T/264, datod 2 March 19%9. In that docwuient the Scerctariat
has made a classification of all the general questions raised, together
with the obscrvaeticns of the local adninistering authority and the
Vigsiting Mission. ,

Are thore any observations on this paper, or on the general
quegtions raised in the various petitions?

Mr. SOLDATOY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (Interprctation
fron Russian): We have already discusaed the question of the order in
which the pctitions werce to be taken under edvisencnt,

If T recall ci:rrect]y it was decided to discuss the petitions one
eftor the other, and not neccessarily in the order in which they are
listed in the Sceretariat decument.,

. I wished to rccall this undorstand%%ich was roaohéd in the
Council, and which was confirmed by the President of the Council, to
the effect that we would consider the petitions one after the other,
with a decision on cach, in that order. '

P i
{ The PRESIDENT: Thesc petitions raise verious questions of a
gencral character, It is truc that the Council mey refer to the potdtions
indlvidually, but the questions overlap.

/There are two
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There exe itwo approaches: I1f the Council wishes to dispose of the
pctitions as petitions, individually, it can teke then as they come; but
if it wontz to diecuss the genexal gquestions raised in the petitions, then
I believe docwmont T/264 is a noro convenicnt workirng paper, in that it
shows at a glance the subject natter raiscd, the observations by the local
adninistration and by the Vieiting Mission,

The gencral questions reised oxe matters of public interest, rather
than of individual ccnccern to the petiticners. Therefore it wouid seen
to me that the propor reply is for the Council to inform the' petiticners
that the questions they raise in the potitions have been discussed by the
Council, in conjunciicn with the report of the Visiting Mission.

It would be within thc conpetence of the Council, in its general
supervision over the edmirvistration of these Territories, to decide as
to vhat decisions and what action the Council would take,

T4t peens o ne that it 1s not the individual petitions which arc
of prinary conccru at thls nonent, because the s‘a‘bJecﬁs reised arc of a

general characher and avc of general public intorest.

Mr. RYCKMANS (Bolgiur.al’_(Intcrpretation fron French): I fully agree
with whot the President has Just said,

Generelly specking, lot us teke the case of o commnication to the
Council. wnich draws 11’3{: cttentbicn to cortain protleus -- incidentally,
such a corrmaication would not necessarily come directly under the
definition of a petition, dut let us leave that aslde,

Let us suppose, for instance, that a petitioner -- a private person --
turns to the Trustceship Council and asks it to teke under advisenent the
status of publiic health, or of labour and legislation, in a certain Trust |
Territory., Will the Council, in reoply to thet petition, say: "Yes, we
are going to take under adviscment the health situation of that certain
Trust Territory", or would the Council reply to that gentlenan, as
suggested, that the health situation will be excnincd by the Council when
it takes up elther the Annual Report or the reportof the Visitiag Mission,
or both, and that no other action is callecd for with rcepect to the petition?

Obviously, if the Council takes under advisencnt the health situation
of a Trust Territory, it is not as a rcsult of the petition of a gentloman .
~ vho has drawn the Council's attention to its dutics, but simply because it
wes within the duties of the Council, aand the Council docs caxzy out its
dutics,

/msrefore I agree
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Thercfore I agree that not only in these cases, dut in all analogong
caseg;, the petiticner should recrely be advised that the questions to which
he/drawa the Council ’s attention are already under advisencnt, and will be

teken up by the Courcil during the carrying out of the Council's uom:zl
d.u'tio

e

I e e

Mr. SOLOATOV. (U:.;i n_qf Soviet Sccialist ?opublics) (Ttlte“pretzition
fron Rusaigm): I do :{c::cﬂ quite wnderstanrd this cextain pcain‘i:° WO once
decided how the pe'bi..ior\s srould be considered

© Is it mow suggested or in‘tiua.ted. that it is *fncum'bcnt on us to

" take anoiher m,"i sion

The PRESIDENT: I did not svggest thate It is for the Council -
'bo dceidcs Here M;‘BM & paper prepmd. by the Sccreiariat, in accordance
with a previous decision of the Ccuncil that these general natters can
be discussed in conjv%cticﬁ with the Vipiting Mission's report.

Sone of the subst;cts nay alroa.dy kave becen discusscd in the
obscrvations of ropresentatives when they exanined the Visiting Missionl!s
report, bub as subjJect mather raised in the petitions, they arc here again

tabulated in this paper, if representatives would like to meke further
observations on then '

!_..

Mr. SC;_J)ATO\T (Un,on of Soviet Socialist Republics) (Interpretation -
from Russian): Thie qLest.;c'n was already scitled by the Council, and I
well remcuber the Prosident’s m..Ling -- perhaps it was not a ruling, but
it was an unde::stn.:mlng which was specifically expresscd--to the effect
that the Council would consider the petitions in their ordvw, and not
in the order in which they cre subnitted in the document,

This question has alvcady been discusscd, That is vhy I en asking
whether we axre going to rcconsidc.r the undersitending vhich was reached |
in thie Council; or .methe‘r: we ave going to adhere to the order which
we had agrecd. upon, ' '

/ZIf souc of the mcubers
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If ecome of the members of the Council do not remember owr under-
otonding in thet respect, thoy might prod their memoricc by looking
up the verbetim record of the m@eting of the Council in that connexion,

St

Mr, SAYRE (Unitod Stwtec of Amcricn): It ceeme to me that the
cuggostien which the Profidont-mndeTwes & vory wise ond 2 very helpful
one, 8o far as our previous docisions in this Council are concerned,
elthough I moy be incorroct, I thought that we divided the petitions
into two groups; one group which concerned rathor personal or indi- &
‘yidual ﬁnttera_and a pecond group which concerped public issuce. I
thOﬁghf that we hed decided to discuss and act upon the first group
at onv time but that we docided to consider the sucond group when we
discussed tho genural subject matter of the Visiting Mission'e report,

| If I undorstand corroctlj, wo hove docided to postpone the action
on th0 V1ait1ng Miesion'e report until the June'saasion. Therefore, 1t
would scem logicel to me -- es the Precident hos cuggested cnd as the
represcntative of Belgium has Buggpaﬁbd -- ‘thet we consider the metorial’
1ncluded in these petitions when we consider the roport.

In the meantime, I ahould think 1t would be in order to inform the
petitionere that we huvo recelved the petitiona and that the mattere
dnult with in the petitions would be tcken up in due time by the Council.

I understood that to be the suggestion of both the Precident cnd |
the roprosentative of Belglum, It sooms to me to be ¢ wiec and o logicul
way to deal with these motterc. Should we reach cny different conclusion,
I, mysolf, would have & great deal of difficulty in trecting the matters
dealt with bocouso,until we roach conclusiong on thece public motters
declt with in the Visiting Mission's roport, I do not see how the Trusteu-
ship Council can poesibly rocch definitive conclueions on the matters
declt with in these petitions osince they are the ecme.

" Thorefore 1t secmg to me that the Pres.lont'ec suggestion is ver&
wise and loglccl, '

Mr.IRYCKMANQ;SEE£§£;;}TInteryretatiOn “rom Frenchj: There is o
shoding with recpect to which there chould be no misun@éfsﬁcn&ing.

The wey in vhich I venturc to interpret the Prosident's suggocsion
vas to settle themattor of all these petitions by writing to the '
potitioners thet thelr respective communications heve been submittod to
the Council ond that the Council would toke up all questlons of genercl
interost which they roiscd in connexion with the cerrying out of its -
formel duticc, As far ap the petitioners are coucernad that would be
all there is to 1it.

/If the representative
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If the: reprosontesive of the United States ogrees. to .thet, well
end good .. However, from:wheb he'sold-I did not quitc understand whethop rga
hic preposal -boiled down to.the some idec or whother he wes. Sugg’calting
to postpone the concidcrution of those petitione until the Council
windg up the concidcrction of tho rcport of the Vicitlng Mig sion ' .

As far ce I am concorncd the petitionc ore flnichod:whcreaa i ;
.“ll qucstions rcised by tho pet*ticnerc romain open, I wont, hcwcver
to get ccme decicicn from.thc Council concerning communicctions _
drawing the Council' “ttcntion to mﬂttcrc of gcnorml intcrust without'?f
meking cny spccific nuggcstion in the intorcct of the individufl petitioner
thet such bctitiOnB be concidcrcd ap mere cormunications, thet they o
included in the crchivcc of the Council in conncxion with the corryinglt By
out of i%s duticc ‘but thet they not be dealt with ce genuine potitiono.t;h
Otnorwisc thc Council would be placcd in & rother ridiculous pociticn ‘
Pcople undcr tho yrotcxt of uu.bmitting petitions would drew the Council's
cttcntion to motterc of which it hag bocomc eware in the cource of the z'”'
regulcr oxocution of ite dutics. e

The potitioners might got o reply from the Council thot tho potition
“hao been cctcd upon ond might osoumc thot tho Council took cuch cction
bocause of thot vetition, despite thc fact thet the Council would have _
token cxcctly the como action, even if the pctition had not bocn cubmittcd
bocuucc of the foct thet tho Council muct coxwy'out ice duticc

o~ . ettt R

- My. SOLDATOV. (Union of Sovict Sociulict Ropublicc)(Intcrprctctlcn :
frcm Rucsicn):- When we coneidered. the report of the Viesiting Mlacion to: .
Ruande.-Urundl -come dcys ngo, we ‘took up-this perticuler question, It .. =

woe declded that we would coneider the. petitionc after hoaving concludod:
~ the prelimincry considerction of the. report .cnd thot wo would congider:
theee potitions, not in the ordcr.-in-which they eppocr in the document : .
of the S¢cretoriat, but petition ofter poetition, in their noturcl: order,

This was the understanding which was reached by the Council cnd,
if it 1c necessary’ to pro& cnyono‘c memory, it will cufficc tc convult
the vorbatim record. of the mccting when thic particulur undcrctcnding e
was recched, Thct decision of the Council romLina in forcc unlc el it ;'h-

is rcverccd o

Ac regerde the qthtcmcnt. of tho rcproscntctivc of Bclgium to thc o
effect that the petitionc muct bc dlvided 1nto “two pcrts ‘come | oy
potitions. dosorving the Council o cttcntion wnd individual con«idcretion_lft
with roplica to thc pctiticncrs with rccpcct to thc cubctance of thc -
petition while othor petitions would bc plgccd beyond the pclc ond o
rolcgotcd to thc cccond 01HBS with the understanding that tho Councii -

/does not
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does not htwve to coneidor thom ond with rcspect to whicg the COunéil
merely. has to evade the ieeue cltogother. _

- Why euch clecvege? Why such divieslon? A petition ic a.potiﬁioﬁ
ond we underctood this from the very beginning of our cescion. A
pctition ie o potition,/gn%etitioner hoe signed it,

In gome cocec.a petitioner moy mercly complain of thé actions
of the Adminictering Authority. He noy complain that he hos been
peroccuted or wronged., In thot case he is correct in writing to the
Tructecechip Council and coking for the Council'e succor. But in thct
casc he moroly raiscc his own perconal interects. |

But therc orce other petitions where come residont or citizcﬁ of
a Trust Territory raices o qucstion, not only in respect of hic own
nceds ond complaints or wronge, but on a morc cerioug, more generelized
isgue with recpect to the intereste of the whole Truct Territory
concerncd. In other words, such & petitioner moy sometimes be eleo
wronged indlvidually but he mey decide that hie individucl interecto
are not as significont oc the interccts of the whole Truct Territory.

If we look at it in that woy cnd concider our duty of promoting

“the interests of the Truct Territory oo o vhole, the petitions of the

sccond- class are no worge than the petitions. of the first clogo and _

they ore no lese decerving of attention then the petitions which include
gpecific complaintc of wrongs ﬁhich.may hove been done to an individual

ag o result of the actionﬁ of the Administering Authoritied, or allegations
with recpect to that,

But, the potitions which have thuc been nomed oc petitions of o
genercl character cre clco petitions in the genuiné cence of the term,
If wc approach the matter from o historical point of view, if we look
at th» kind of petitionc thet crc decerving of cttention, then we will
cee faat privote petitionc moy play o part in the fate of an individusl
humen being, but ac regordec petitione which refer to the fate of an
entire country, cuch petitionec afe ctill more important cince thg play
¢ tremendous role in the development of o whole country.' The excmple of
Europcan historytfor'thd'last_l50 yeore chowe that there hove been
numerous petitiona of such go-ciillled general character which have pleyed
o decislve role in the development of o cortain country,

/Thercfore, I cubmit
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Therefore T submit that it doses not hehoove us *to cleave ali ihe
petitions inte  ‘two categories and to brueh aside & whole category
of petitions, despite the fact that these petitions are particularly |
1m§or€ant from the point'bf'#iew'cf the general problems that are thy |
properties of the Trﬁsteeehfﬁ'Syetem.' "

That 1s why I consider that, since wo have received.these
petitions, it is ircumbent upcn us %o reply to the petitioner with
reepeot to those pe+iticne. We have to inform the petitioner what

ticn has been taken._ we have to take them into yonsideration one
after the ether in the order of their eubmieeion and we have to adoPt

appropriate decisions.

The PRESIﬁENT._ I may perhepe, before T-¢all on the

representative of Mexico, explain that we are not only dividing the
petitisns into two groups as the representative of the United States

has said. There are Eome petitions which contzin in part individual
4 :

.

romplainte, end in part raise a publio issue.
Tt seems to me that the Council has ‘considered these petitipns
singly. Where bhere is an individual ocomplaint where the Council
cén take action, the Cowncil has made its decision to take action or
to teke no action, That part of the petition can be’ replied %o bY
" the decision %aken by the Councils
- Im regard to the other part -- for insVance, 1 the petit;oner
"'says that he has been persecuted -- that is an individual compla1nt,

and the Council may have taken some decision about it. 8
Then it seems that same peltlon.m&y refer to racial dieer%ndnutlo

which is a matter of general public interest. It seems to me, ;”' i
therefore, that the Council dral consider these petitions sineiff
but ingofar as public {ssues are concerned, as far as I can rmwamuer:
-the Council felt that this problem could be disouseed in conjuncti on
with the Visiting Mission's Report. - ' ‘ L

~ In my mind, these problems should be discussed as matters of
general public interest rather than from the peint'of view of the
petitioner, 'It'ie't%ue‘thét, under our rules of procmduro,’the
- petitioneriis- éntitled to be informed what action has been taken
by bhe Council., ~ Then I'submit tha*-'iﬁ regard to bhese public: issues,
if the Ceuncil has discussed them and has taken action on them, this
action will be contained in the recerds of tho discussions of'mﬂe
Couneil and these rocorde oan be made available to the petitienerd.

/Tt socms to mo
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It scoms to me, therefore, that the Council may be well advised
to discuss these problems now listed under document T/26Lk as matters
vithin the ccmpctonce of this Council and as matters of public
intcrost, rather than from the point of view of the petitioner. But”’
in doing so, T suggost that we take document T/26k as the basis.

If the Council feels that it would like to take individual petiticim,
refor to that issue and then come back to document T/25h to find out
~what the observations of tho Visiting Mission and the local admini-
stration are, that is another way of doing it.

On dbnsulting_tho verbatim records, in document T/PV.lET on page
2, I mado this summing-up: "When we have examined all of the pefsonal
complaints, we might try to classify and list the geoneral problems,
after which we might have a general discussion of those chapters or
scctions of the Roport- of the Visiting Mission to which they relate."
Now, since wo have discussed all the sections of the Report, it remains
only for the Council to discuss this paper in reference to that Report.

The Council will rccall that, in laying before it the Report of
the Visiting Mission, I also cubmittod documont T/264 and suggested
_that as we discusscd each chapter we would come back to document T/26h
and. refer to these problems, . At that timo I believe that the
representative of the USSR suggested that we should finish the whole

Report first and then discuss document_T/QGh. That is why we now have

the whole of document T/264 under discussion in refercnce to the whole
Report of the Visiting Mission instead of doing it by chapters. Is
thgt clear?

Mr, NORIEGA;(Mexicé)_(Intorpretation'from Spanish): T have

scarched in the rules of procedure for a rule that would establish

the conditions in which the petitions should be studied and which wonld,

furthermore, meke a special requirement. The only requiremcnﬁ I find

is that the Acministering Authority be aware of the petitions at the
time when it is submittedl I have not seen any further special
requircment, % .

Potitions, whether they be gencral,or private and particuler
in their nature, are petitions. I can seec no difference as amongst
the petitions and I do not sce by means of what roasoning we can reach
that extreme view which has been stated here that these are merely
informative documents. T think that is far from being the truth. T
think that petitions of a general naturc arec more genercus &n spirit

and, naturally, more important in their content and effect so far as

/they are not
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they are not persbiml » and would therefore be those %o warrent @reatey
consideration from the members of the Council, '

In connexion with the particular case that has beon rﬁiSedlmre
of postponing the study of document T/26k to a subsequent time, my
delegation believes that, for roascns of time and urgency, we coulg
agreo to consider other matters and not this document, but in
principle my delegation cannot agfee to the statement that conditions
be put upon the diacussion of ‘'t petitions that have no bearing upen
tham, - : = becausc there is no warrant for this procedure in the
rules of procsdure. Thore is no provisicn that could be ;nterpre&m
in this way either,

You might even have the casc of a petition that could refer to
two Territories. The matter would theh become very complicated for us
because we might find ourselves in the situation of not being able to
study the petition immediately if this precedent wore accepted,

We would first have to study the Report of some Visiting Mission that
had visited the Territory and we would perhaps have to ﬁait for the

r&turn of the :: Visiting Mission to the other Territory btecause
we would not have that report either -- perhaps that report would not
even have - begun to be drafted. '

You cannot set conditions that are alien to the petition for the
consideration of the petition., The Administering Authorities are
required to be awaro of the potitions because they can give theIr ente-

cedents - 7 and the asgsociated circumstances..: °.. For this purpose
time is generally allowed, but as the problem has arised it ceems to
me that there has been time for this prpcedure to be met, and my
delegation would thorefore state_that we cannot accept as a precedent
‘that any petition be postponed for consideration by virtue of some alie
considoration. We c'anot postpone the study end analysis of any
petition by virtue merely of the fact that we have to consider other
documents in the Council,

Petitions take priority over other documents so far that thore is
@ special provision in the Charter that covers them and they are
mentiomed before the provision regardirg reports cf a Visiting Mission,
which means that the usople who drafted the Charter attached & highor
importance to petitions than to reports of Visiting Missions.

/The PRESIDENT:
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The PRESIDEHB:x I think it 1s very nccessary to make it
quite clec¥ THAET, bofore cnother suggestion that-potitions cen be
treated as formol cormunicetions, I agree with the representative
of Mexico that a petition is still a petition even if it touches
upon a retter of public interest.

As a notter of fact, 1t moy be an even rore irportant petition
then a petition conteining an individwal complaint.

The circumstence leading to the present procedure is this:
most of these petitions are transmitted through the Visiting Mission
.end the Visiting Mission has hed an opportunity to lecok into the
ceses vresented in these petitions while it was in the Territory
end has mede obscrvetions in the report, and also hao received the
reaction of the locnl sdninistrcticn.

It was for thot reason thot it wes cconsidered advisable to
discuss thenm in conjuncticn with the report of the Visiting Mission,
and in view of the cpecinl circumstances which leed to the presont
Procedure. '

e A —_—

Did the reprosentative of the USSR desire to SpofkK?— ‘
- Mr. SOLDATOV (Union of Soviet Sociclist Ropublics}iiqter-

pretation from,Ruasian):“hﬁB?“;“nuve‘ulfﬁﬁay hod ny sey. I merely
requested a clarification, but In requesting a clarification, I head

-

elreedy hed ry sey with respect to the substance.
I rerely recalled *ho ruling in ccnnexion with the Ruandaaurqui
report. I wondcred why we cre egain wasting time on the consideratlon
of a procedural issue while it would behoove usito consider petitions;.

now. I an quite sure we wculd have gotten through helf the petitions Gy
by this time while we are still busy with the procedurzl zngle.
. ‘The PRESIDENT: Is 1t agrocd trat we are now concentratiig
on document T/26HT X
- .‘\
\

Mr. SOLD/TOV (Union of Soviet Socielist Republics)(Inter-
pretation from Russinn): In other words, we' tre-hereby violeting
the understanding which was reached with respoct to the considerction
cf petltions in thelr order.

The PRESIDEIT: I do not kncw whether we are violeting
anything. I havo beern roading the verbatim record of the Trustee-

ghip Council which sayrs:
/"men we
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"When wo have exemined ell the persona1 corplLints, we
might try to classify and list the general problemu, efter

. which we night have a general discussion of those chapters

or sections of the report of the Visiting Mission to which
they relate.” ' '

' Merbers of the Council will note that, in docunment T/264, the ..
identitv of each petitioner is clearly stated thore. The reprosenta-
tives may refer to the original petitions, but the pet*tions are
swrmarized in this docurment and, along side the swmery, the

observations of the local administration are given as well as the
.observations of the.Visitiﬁg Mission.

It seems to me, therefore,thet 1t would be more convenient to
use this paper. That is not to say that we obliterate the existence
of any petition. '

. Mr. sommov (Unicn of Soviet Socialist Republics)(Inter-
pretation from Russian) In that casa, ‘I should like to recall the
antecedonce of that queeticn when the rabter was taken up in the
Council. The question arose in the followlug woy.

Were we going to discuss petitions in connexion with the
consideraticn of the report of the Visiting Mission? Were we going
to take up petitions related to Chaptor I or perts of petitions
rel'a ing to Chapter T 1in connexion with such chapter? Would we
then toke up Chapter IT eand consider petltions or perts of petitions
relating to such chapter?

When this question arose we decided that this would be rost
inconvenlent ond we agreed that we would first consider the report
of the Visiting Mission, and thereupon, considsr the various
petitions. o ‘ )

_ Then, the.question arose of the wey ia which we would consider-
those pétitions. At that time, not only the representative of the
USSR, but some of the other members of the Council cgreed thet
- petitions ought to be considered one after the other in thelr
natural order, rather thca in the order of this docurment.

There were no obJjections to that point of view. .I requested
~ that that part of the verbetinm record which relates to this parti-
calar aspect of the matter be looked up. Is this part of the
verbatin record availeble?  Perchonce I an misteken; perchance my
nemory decélves me, but I seem to reccll quite distinctly that we

: /decided to
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decided to consider the petitions in their natural order.

The President stated that this document dces invelve certzin
dravbacks regarding the considerction of petitions. That is how
the motter shapes up. Therefore, it seens to me 1t would be best
for us to consider the mntter in tho wey on which an understending
was reached among the merbers of the Council.

The PRESIDENT:.. I think it amounts to the ‘same thing --
whether we tﬂkeﬂfﬁéx’nf;&ngly or o8 they are set out in document
T/264 -- beccuse in that document the petiticns ave referred to es
individual petitions. '

If the subJects of petltione overlap, for instance, there moy
be three petitions on the same issue, consideration of the petitions
indivicually will necessitate a triple discussion on the same sublect.
VWhereas 1f petitions relating to one subJect are grouped together,
as those on raciel discriminaticn, the subject may be studied at
length, because I do not think the Council would treat the same
natter raised in three petitions iIn three different ways. It can
only be dealt with in one wa;‘

s T S —

Mr. SOLDATOV (Unicn of Soviet Socialist Republics){ Inter-

T s

pretation from Russian): There is a document, T/23%, and we did
conslder some petltlons in that docuwment. Then 1t was decided that

petitions which involved not only personcl questions but also
questions releting to the political, economic, educational or other
rhases in Trust Territcrles would best be considered when the report
of the Visiting Mission was being consldered.

For purposes of convenience and cogency, there was no questlon
of not consldering the petltions one after the other. That was the
understoanding which was reeched when the Ruanda-Urundi repcrt was
considered a few doys ogo.

I press this point because if we toke such an attitude with
respect to petitions -- thet not all of them are of equal worth --
then we moy find curselves violating all our princinle" that govern
the consideration of petitions.

We can avoid that very ecsily. We can take up the petitions
one cfter the other. We con do it very rapidly. If the some

uesticns are raised in two different petitilons, there ic no need

of overlopping or revcating. .
/The PRESIDENT
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“\The PRESIDEIT: Instead of wasting time on e proceduwral discus-
sion which leads us nowhere, I agree we can toke docurment 1/23h and
go through the petitions one by one, with reference to document T/28
if the members of the Council so - desire. _ '

That 1s to say, we will take the petitlons in their order, but
use this reference paper to help us in comparing the observations of
the local administroation ond of the Yisiting Migsion. ’

If it is aéreedble, we shall use document T/eﬁh; which heo been
prepered with extreme care and thoroughnees by the Secretariat for
the convendence of ths Council. h

/T nust not let
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I must not let this opportunity lapse without commending this
excellent eifort on the part of the Secretariat regarding this paper.
Because there the petitions are summerized and classified with
reference to the report of the Visiting Mission, and it is a corvi....:t
working paper. I am agreeable to the suggestion of the representative
of the Soviet Union that we should teke document T/23% in the order in
" vhich the petitions come; at the same time I would like to urge that the
Council teke peberlT/26h as the reference working paper.

v .

Mr. Rycxmnﬂé_(Belgiumo;(Interpretation from French): I wish to
drav the Council's etteéntion to the fact that document T/26k, with
respect to which I share the fer) favourable view already expressed by
the Pfesident, dut  in respect of which I still complain that the
Secretariat considered and classed as petitions certain anonymous
communications which I referred to a while ago before the drawing up of .
this document end in respect of which I made it clesr that I did not
regard them as being petitioms, I ask the Council to teke up this
guestion again and to be kind enodgh to remember the argumente which
I developed at that time; we have tc rule once and for all whether
anonymous documents, requests of a personal grievance where there is no
signatory and no petitioner - whether they are peiitione.. We have to
remember thet all covutries which have petitions and legislation with
- respect to petitions, have decided to neglect them and not to take them
into consideration at all,

I wonder therefore whether we ought/to consider these documents as
being merely information documents to be distributed to members of the
Council but that they should not be considered as petitions under the -
terms of our rueea/procedure or under the terms in which the Charter

refers to such matters.

~The PRESIDENT: I hope that no further procedural points are
1njecteahzﬁggnthis thing. I think the Council should go ahead with
the petitions now. ' _

Are there any observations on the petitions as listed in document
7/23L4, Teke the first one. Thet is Ruanda-Urundi. This is in
accordance with the procedure proposed by the representative ef the
Soviet Union. )

I do not even know whether that containa anything that requires
discuseion, That does not raise any gquestions thet require
/ discussion now
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discussion now.

Mr, CARPIQ’(Ihildpp4n53)~ In considering them=pet1tions a8 they aye
listed in document T/"Eﬂ”“ierhaps in order to dispose -of. each petition
once and for all it might be worth while for ue to go back to the origira)
petition, so that thereby we can have a birdseye view of the whole issue
pregented therein, Ve cen then discuss the whole petition and finish 1t
in one sitting instead of dealing, for instence, with one phase

I Tl and then two days later, when we come to other phases and
chapters in the functional field, having to discuss the seme petition
under another aspect, I think we would be losing a lot of time by so
doing, “

B . .
. The PRESIDEﬂ&‘ Document T/264 not only gives a birdseye view, it
gives alhicrﬁscopic view, But now we have abandoned thaj an@_have cume

. back to document T/23h. ' Any member can make observations pnl_.
.the entire petltion. :
I turn now to document T/EBH page 3 ~ Petitions received through
| the Visiting Mission, -
TITION OF NANJI JAMAL KALTA - - .
Sir Alen BURNS (Urnited Kingdonﬂ* Beve we not @galt with all the

R

pctitions on that page?

The PRESII)EI\I“1 Some members do not think so, As I said, there are

......

documents which contain both individual compleints end public issues,

~and the public issuce have not been dealt with, in this pariicular case

T e

Are there any observations on this caset If not, I will take it the
the Council feels th-t there is no issue in th¢s petition which requires :
public discussiou,

For instance, in this petition he asks, on behalf of all Asiatics, _
for action to emend the deportation laws. That is & public issue, g
CbservatiOﬂs Wy Lhe Jocal adminitration and by the Visiting Miseion are
contained in “ocouent T/:l ' [Add., 1, pages 6-9., I believe if members will

refer to ducLﬂ-nb'lfimh they will find thatconxparative suimmaries are

contained on pege 17.

Are there any proposals es to the way in which the Council wishes to
handle this petition, 3 ' s

/ Mr. NORIEGA (Mexico)
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Mr. NORTEGA (Mexico)' (Interpretatidn from Spanish): It seems -
to me that the comments made by the Administering Authority explain

that the deportations of Europeans are not mcre numerous than the
e PR LA T

deportations of any Asiatics but that the latter are also at times
deported. The Europeans, hovwever, leave more discrestly. .

| There was a reference made here to Chapter IIT and it might

be more practical to ask My, Laurentie to give us some explanatory
statements on this point. since unfortunately I do not have the

report of the Visiting Mission befcre me at this stage.

- At the invitation of the President, Mr. Laurentie, Chairman
of the Visiting Mission to Ruenda-Urundi under Belﬁian Adminintration
took his seat at the Council t&hle.

Mr. LAURENTIE (Chairman of ‘the Vis%ting Mi sslon) (Interpretation
from Frénch) I am quite sure.that memofy does not fail me if I.
say that as regards tho expulsion of A31ans “there is no sort of
discriminatory measure enéééé&'iﬁﬁb law which applies to Asians
or any other tJDB of alien. All foreigners in the territory, that
is to say, all aliens including the Belgians are subject under the

seme conditions to the laws governing expulsion and deportation. —
. T s, TR T A e A e P

i

,....—-

Sir Alan BURNﬂnLdﬂiiﬂJlKingéeﬂﬁ*' ‘T am concerned &t the waste
of time that has occurred’ already thiq,afterpoon end may well occur
the rest of the afternoon. Is there ény‘waj of-hurxying this up.
If no member has any commsnt to make on this particular item can
we not take it that we can get on with the next one? It seems to
me that we ars wasting & frightful amount of time on this. Could
I move that we consider that no further actionl is necessary on '
the pefdtion »f Nanji Jamal Kalla?

; . £ .

~ The PRESIDEN‘I':\‘ I have to give sufficient time to the members -
to f;ﬁﬁ“theirvplaces in the various documents. If no observation
is forthcoming I shall put that motion to the Council. ”

Mr. GARREEU (France) (Interpretation from French) I apologize
for being somewhat repetltlous but I must come back to a suggestion
vhich I made frequently in the past, namely that petitions sﬁould'
bs considered by a special committee, for instance a sub-committee
of four which could study ail petitions and which could submit a
report on each of these petitions to the Council. I.am convinced
/that we would
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that we would save a great deal of time and would not be wasting

our time as we are now in discussions which are frequently rather
Iiudicrous and absurd. I believe thls would be much more practical,
Most of these petitions could well be dealt with and studied by a
sub-committee which would indicate which way the Council might ansﬁer,
This would not necessarily preclude a general discussion but it would-
avoid meetings such as the one which has been carried out this
afternoon. ’

o

in coﬁnexion with petitions but under rule 90 that comuittes is
specifically precludé@ from conéidering any matter of substance
contained in the petitions. Rule 90 says:' "HNo appraisal of the
substance of the petitions shall be made by the ad hoc committee."
I think that the reoresentative of France will recall that the

Councll decided -- also during the present sesslon -- that we would
not refer to a committae.

) It has been moved by the representative of tha United Kingdom
that no action be teken on this petition, that is T/PET.3[1/Add.2
by Nanjl Jemal Kalla. We will now proceed to the next one.

L A S — .
""“'-.

Mr. SOEDAWUV {(Union of Soviet Socialist Renublics) (Interpretatlion
from Russian): Why did I ask what petition we were talking about?
Because we already had discussions about some petitions in the
Trusteeship Council. We had discussed the petitions of some of
these gentliemen such as Ahﬁed Ishak, Mulla Atta Muhemmed, Nanji
Jamal Kalla =ai even Moladad Pirandita and also Mwembutsa, the
Mvami of Urundi. There are only a few petitions that we have nbt
discussed. N

If any members of the.Council have any genefal comments to
make with respect to the petitions that have already been discussed
let them go ahead and make them but since we do not hear anything
of the sort let us, therefore, confine our attenticn to thosa of
the petitions that have not yet been taken up. Why isf%hat we are
reve;ting to the study of these particular documents?

Sir Alan BURNS {Uhited hingdcm) I agree wholeheartedly with

that.
/The PRESIDINT
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Tﬂe PBESIDE@EZ' That was not the decision of the Counnil.

The decision of.ﬁha Council wag that all the general problems
raised in the petitions would be discussed in conjunction with tﬁe
Visiting Mission's report. Thoée vetitions which the representative
of the Soviet Union wants to brush aside may have been considered |
from the point of view of inéividual complaints but the public
espects of those petitions have not been discussed. Do I understan&
that the representative of ﬁhe Soviet Union wants to eliminate that
part of the petitions? It has been agreed to by the representative
of the United Kingdom.

Mr. SOIDATCV (Union of Soviet Sor‘ialist Republics) (Interpretation
from Russian): I merely Wished "to say that everything that the '
Soviet delegation has to say with respect to these petitions has
already been said. We expected that some other representatives
might decide rapidly on what petitions they want to adjust themselves
tc and therefore we could then take up those petitions.

I éo not want at all to violate or reverse the Councilis decision
in respect to this matter. I merely say that since we have considered
certain petitions and since there are no comments with respect to them
let us only proceed to those petitions that have not been considered.

If some of the members of the Council have soms quarrel with
that, if they have any cbservations or comments to submit, let us

listen to them but it there are no such comments let us Just go on.

. The PRESIDENT: ZLet me make this observation. The representative
of the Soviet Union may have had his say on these petitions but the
Council has not arrived at a decision. In crder to dispose of a
petition the Councif?gébide %ghggke action or not to take acticn.

Secondly, if a part of a petition has been deferred although
another part has been discussed, such petition has not been . |
considered in toto .

Also, I would like to ask whether the Council feels that
“no action is called for" is a gocd formula in some of these cases
because no action is called for only in relation to the petitioner,
‘but some actionyﬁgn‘been taken by the Administering Autherity to
ameliorate the situation or the Coﬁncil may have advised that
certain things be dcne to improve a certain situation. With the
standard formula "no action is called for" it may be implied that
no action must be taken to ameliorate any situaticn even if in

/certain cases
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certain cases action has actually been taken.

b

M

Sir Alan BURNS (United Kingdom) I will teke eny form of
words if we can get on w1th this. I shall move merely that we now
pass on from the first item here, Nanji Jamal Kalla. We have
: already dealt with the personal implications in this, no one seems
to want to talk on the general implications so let us pass on.

The DRESIDEHT* Then it is the Council?s decision that in

regard to the general part the Council takes no decision; is that
correct?

/Then we come to
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PETITION OF MULLA ATTA MUHAMMAD (T/PaT.3/2) - Pl

|

lir. SOLDATOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics): .

Vhat was the decision of the Council in regard to the

second one?

P T

4

?EQ,PRESIﬁENT: The decision of the Council was
a proposal by the representatlve of China similar to the
recormendation of the Visiting HMission, to the effect
that this case be referred back to the Administering
Auvthority with the recommendation that the petitioner's
case be re-examined in a spirit of leniency. That was
the decision in regard to his personal complaint.

The vetitioner Mulla Atta Muharmed refers to several
things of general intcrest; he complains that Europeans,
Asians and Africans inhabit separate quarters for :é'easons
arising Trom habits of 1ii‘e,social coriditiom s hygiene and
colour questions but may with the permission of the
territorial authorities be authorized to reside

indiyidually in European quarters.

Then he agks for allocation of auction marts, and then
he mekes observations on the restrictions in regard to

liquor.

[ Meny of
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M.ny of these questions have been discussed during the
examination of the Visiting Mission's report. If the
Council wants to reject the proposed procedure from the
Cheir, it can get into even more of a tangle, because this
is exactly what has happened -- we do not know where we are
nowv, | _

I think the subjecf:matter_of general interest referred
t0o in this petition is also contained on page 17 of document
T/26% on lend tenure. It is stated that Asian immigrents
have difficulties in buying plentations. The observations
by the local administration esre to the effect that no
discriminaetion exists in this matter between Europeans and
Asians. If the mejority of planters are Europeans, it is
because Asictics rrefer commercial pursuits, which corresnond
more to thelr testes and abilities. | -

The restrictions resulting from the great density of the
African population apply as much to ths Asians as to the
Ewropeans,

The observations of the Visiting Mission i only refer to

Chapter III, Section 8 of the report.

Sir Alen BURNS (United Kingdom): I move that if

no one wishss to discuss it, we pass on from this also.

Mr. IIN (China): This man's personal case hes
been disposed of by the Trusteeship Council. In addition to
his personalmcomﬁlaint, he has made- thvee'complaints " one
ebout lund.tenuég— -anothexr. about commerci“l onportunities,

a third aboﬁf"llquor restrictions.,

The: Counsil will remsuber that ths Vislting Mission hes
mode certein observations and conclusions with respect to the
discriminations, Unfortunately, the Trusteeship Council,
after exemining the report, or having a preliminsary examinatiEH
of the report, has not been able to come to a definite
conclusion with respect to all:the observations and
conclusions of the Visitng Mission. The Council,
therefore, has not endorsed the observations of the

Visiting Mission,
/I remember
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I remember that the representative of the Philippines
suggested that the Council tentative'ly endorse the
observations and conclusions of the Mission,

llow we find ourselves in a very cifficult position.
1’e have not adopted the observations and conciusions of the
Visiting Mission with respect to these compleints, and we
cannot very well tell the petitioner in this case that no
action is colled Tor. At least we must say that these matters
are being studied further by the Council in its next session
when the Council has received the observations from the
Administering Authority on the Visiting Mission's report.

Mr. RYCIZATIS (Belgiu.m) (In’aerpretatioﬁ from French):
I have already »nointed M’ﬁiﬁ; as fer as I am concerned
I rmwst consider these petitions to heve been disposed of,
since it is not observations regarding the report of the
Vieiting Micsion but petitions which we are supposed to
deal with, _ -

The comments of the Belgian Govémment with respect to
the various petitions hove been msde. I do not think
that we should postpone the matter until any additional
documentation is sibmitted, becavee I do not think that any
sdditional documentation wili be cupplied. As far as I em

concerned, the matter can be discussed right away.

My, CARPIO (Phn.lip unes;‘ I concur in every
respect with vhat ny co.l.lea,gue from Belgium has sald on
thése metitions, I think we have every reason to welcoms
these petitions once and for all without subjecting their
finel decision to any subsequent action that might be teken
in connexion with the Visiting Mission's report. -

The particuler petition, for instance, we are now

i s

considering,. compiains of racial di scrn.mmat&.qn“in three
S sy

or four fields of activity in that Trust Territory.

These are the very same things that we have discussed
last year in the consideration of the annual report on the
Texrritory; we have considerud them once more this year
during this session in the consideration of the Visiting

J Mission's
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Mission‘s:report; and time and again petitions of this king
have been brought to our attention bristling with what they
call vestiges of racial discrimination.

With all this evidence before us, with all these factsy
brought to our attention from time to tine, is there any reason
vhy ud to now we cannot take any definite action?

I proposed tuwo or three days ago that we should approve
the Vieiting Mission's report on this question of racial
¢iscrimination , What did we do? Ve decided to postpone it
until the next session. _ E

Here ve are;'facéd'with the situation, and ve are now
~asked to consider that this petitidn is finished once and for
21l and for us not to take'any cction.

To me we are making a mockery -- that is, if we Tollow
that suggesﬁion -= of our work in connexiﬁn‘with petitions,
end I feel that the work of this Council with regard to
petitions is one of the most active tasks and functions with
which ve are invested by the Charter.

For that reason, ani because of the facts that we now
have before vs, I believe thet we should take a stand once
and for all and recommsnd to tue Administsring Authority to

re-study this motter of racial discr’nination seriously to
- the end that all of thesc might be wenmedied at the sarliest
possible time.

That is what I suggest we should 4o in connexion with
this perticular petitio. | '

/The PRESIDENT: Do I
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The PRESITENT: Do I understand the representative of the
Pnilippines to move formally that the observations of the Visiting
Mission on this petition, with special reference to this aspact of the
petition, be endorsed by the Councll? )

AT TN

Mp. CARPIO (Philippines) Yos, and that we advise the
'Peti‘tioner accordingly -mf have endorsed the Visiting Miosio:n*g
report which in effect requoats the stoppege of these discriminatory

Practices.

The PRESIWNT' The observationa of the Visiting Misoion are

contained on pages 58 and 59.
Sir Alen BURNS (United Kingdom): On a point of order.’
T do not wish §o Start another discussion on procedural
questions, but having decided.,' rightly or wrongly, thaet the question
of' the Vislting Mission should be deferred until the next session, are
vwe in order now to pass a resolution that we endcrse a certain part of .-
that Visiting Mission'g ro'port"

The PRESIDENT: I think the examination of petitions is =
separste function ©f the Council end it is for the Council to decide
what to do with the petitionms, If in the light of the petitions they can
form en opinion, they are not bound by the Visiting Mission?g report.

On page 75 of document T/217, the Visiting Missionts report, on
the first half of the pege under conclusion 7, it says: |

"The Mission is of the opinion that it would be appropriate

to review legislation involving discrimination with regard to
Aglans, particularly the laws on residence, land tenure, alcohclic

bevorag_es , Tirearms and the penitentiary system."

Sir Ajan BURNS (United Kingd.om) On & point of order, I am
not cpposing putting such wording Into a resolution. I am simply on
a point of order maintesining that a decision having been arrived at with
regard to the Visiting Mission'g report, there should not be any
reference 1n the representative of the Philippines! motion reforring to
that ang endorsing the report of the Visiting Mission because 1% kem-
alreaay/aeciaed that we should not do 1t. If he wishes to adopt tke

~ /seme wording
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same.wording, that is s.diffsrest matter.

-

ey

o The PH?SIDEHT* I think we did not decide that we do- not

endorss ths observations of the Visiting Mjssion. I.think all we

decided was to postpone any conclusion in regard to that report untii '
the next session, Pending the receipt of observations of the Administerhg

rAuthority.

_ Aa I said the exsmination of petitioss is a separate function..
ththsr the Councll wishes to use the same words of the Visiting Missicn
in the deciglon in reference to this petition or Just to ccncur with

~ the V&siting Mission end repeat the same wor&s, that 1s entirely a

msttsr of drafting. The important thing is vhether the Council feels
the seme way as the Visiting Mission or feels that legisletion should
be reviewed with the intention of memoving any discrimination.

_ Mr. SAXRE (Uhitsd States of Amsrica) T foel some difficulty,
I confsss thst I am in very grea%wgﬁﬁgsthy sith the majority of recom-
msndat ons of the V}siting_Mlssion_spd.whsn the proper time ccmes, I
expect to vote for them. Byt I question a little whethsr we will reach
good results if, having decided %o psstpons definitive action on the
Visiting Mission's report,ve postpone further action untll our June

session, thon I quesstion whethsr ve would obtain wise results by taklng

piscemsal suggestlons here snd there, scme of the suggestions which are

psrtirent to these petit ioﬂs. That will. leave undeelt with numbsrless
reconmendations which are not touched in the petition. - It seoms to me
that the final result will be more unsatisfactory, -if not absurd..

It was with this thought.in mind that I supported the President's

suggsstion at ths beginning of our sesslon this afternccn,.becsuse, as

R see it, each one of ti Lese petitions dealing with public matters ccncerns

. some issue Gealt with in the visiting Mission's report.

’

I+ is very difficult to determine exsctly what action to teke on
such @ pstition until tke Couﬁcll has made up its mind what to do with
the rsoummsndations of ths Visiting Mission.

As I say, T am in hearty sympethy with most of those recommendstions
and intend to support them shen the propsr time comes. I guestion

‘whether this piscemesl procedure will result in beneficial actlion from

the vifupoint of the welfare of the inhabitants. Too many of these
recommsndations which I think we should support will be left undealt with.
/T therefore
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I therefore wonder wkether we sre saving tims In this kind of
Procedure, In fect, I did not?ggg document T/é3h down on our sgenda.
For that resson, I do not feel able to vote in favour of a recoumendation
here end thers, even though I epprove the substance of tﬁe reccmrmendation,
I wender- whether we cannot get on to the track agaln and find scme
method of considering these points which will yield better results.

I hesitate to suggest anything because thet means another
procedural discussion. I therefore do not éuggeat it, but I qo reise
the question and“I_feel very much troubled by this procedurs.

The PRESIﬁEHT;\;Once wo have got on the local train, I propose
that we proceed-t estination on that train. ;

I would like to say that the points raised by the representative
of the Unlited States are rsther technical in the sense thet if we have
not endorsed the Vieiting Mission's report, we cammot do it plecemesl,

To this point, I would like to qay,'as I said before, the exam-
Ination of petitions is ¢ seperate function.- Whether we endorse the
report or not, we are here to examine the petitlons and we have to come
to a conclusion in regerd to them. If we do not want to ssy that we
endorse the Visiting Mﬁssioﬁ‘g observations, we can still come to a
ccnclusion wiich either differs from the Visiting Mission or coincides
with the Visiting Mission. )

T amfsaying this not to contradict the objections raised. I
only say that they ere technical and if the Cguncil would like to go
about it in snother way, I think that is up to it to decide, . _

Ag far as document T/234 is éoncerned, it 1s rsally not under
discussion. I+ 1s the petitions that ere under discussion. 7/o34

was only a summery of the petitions.

/My, RYCEMANS
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Mr. RYCKMANS. (Belglum) (Interpretatzon frou French): I do not
know whether the nembbr" of thc Counnil will, remﬁmber it, but I szid
the other day that as far asﬁuxb questions are conccrnod, particularly
- arns and alcohol I huvc becn informod that a nodificatlon of Pprcsent
rcgul ticns was being contenplated by the Gr‘vornncntn _
T an reuinding you of thosc things, not to provent the Council

fron” adopting a decision, ‘tut becouse I have been informed by the GovernOr

thet, after the visit of the Vislting Mission, the natter was taken wp
again and is boing suhjoctod to furthcr considoratlon.

The ERESIDENT* Do I understand that the rcproscntativc of the
' Unitcd States ig subnittlng a botion? Would I be right in B%ying that
thet is not the nain point in his observatlon?

His observation is that we should disposo of 21l those potit-ons
in onc rcsolution.

" Mr, SAYRE (U‘litcd' States of Anerica): My suggestion would bo

that we adjourn for a bricf roccss ond” seo if we connot find sone w%y
out of this tangle. ‘ '

The PRESIDEI\I‘I’ ‘Ihc Council is ad*ourn* mtiJ_L 5 p.m.

B

E%c nceting was suspended at 4.33 pJJ. and was rosuncd at 5 17 v
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The PRESIDENT: After the roccse, I think owr minde ere ctill on
the important subject of petitions. I do not know whether thero cre
ony new propoce.la e to procedure in thie r:ub,ject ' '

Mr. SOLDATOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Ropubljcc)(ljntgrpret,ntion
from Ruccicn): I can only p;'-c;po;:o vhat I heve clrecdy intimateds thot
we chould toke up ecch petlition in 1ts proper order and beeldes, with
recpect to each:flrotly,whether such petitionc contain angybhing thet hog
not yet been covered by ony decicion of the Trusteechip Council;
sccondly, that each member of the Council moy express eny commento or
obeervetions he moy wich with recpect to eny petit‘ion or wvith respect
to any agpects thereof which he mny concider nox_'el;and. thirdly, there
ic the iccue of any formal dcoccisiong with respect to cuch petitione in
the form of draft recolutione or otherwice, :

For instonce, we have & Philippine resolution with respect to
the petition contained in document T/Pet.3/2 on page 3 of document T/23h,
Whenover the Trusteechlp Council falle to adopt cny npecific decicions
sbout any perticuler petition in view of the fact thot the petition
roices L&~ question thot the Council hos Cdroady_considercd or is con-
cidering or hac not yet completed congidercation cf, then, in our decision,
we mey algo Include a reply to the petitioner or we moy also provide for
o reply to the petitioner, telling him thot the Council has discuscecd
the motter ond hoas scdopted on uppzopriate decicion or elc ce thoat the
Trusteechip Cocuacil ic conaideriag the quecticn but hac not yet comploted
the concideration ond thot eny decielons have or hove not been cdopted.,

In other wordc, we chould cimply mcke 1t cleer to the petitioner
thot the quectionc which he raices wilth recpect to his Trust Territory
heve either been already diccucced in the Council or that the. Trusteechip
Council haeg taken the motter under ad.vicement'end hos adopted o decision
or. 1f the contrixy ic true we chould tell him so, Thip however chould
depend on the choracter of coch individual petition. We chould.ﬂ c;pproa-c:h
each individusl petition on the basis of the. factc and on the bagic of
the infom';tioq vhich cuch petition includes, :

If thic is the procedure which we adopt in connexlon with the
concldcration of petitions and if this ic cccepteble to the members of‘ _
the Council, then I think we are likely to wind up this whole motter of
petitione in vexry chort order. ' |

Mr, SAYRE (Un.’:ted Statoe of America): I should like to support the
proponal.  of the i'épro.c'entative of the USSR. It seems to me that if
ell of uo try , in good epirit, to work our.the situation on the lines
cuggested by the reprecentative of the USSR, we con cover ground rapldly.
I cupport his euggestion. - |

/The PRESIDENT
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Ths ERESIHERT. I think the cuggestion Just mcde by the reprecenctive
of théﬁﬁgéﬁnand cupported by the reprocentative of the United Stotee déog
not differ very much from the procecdure we hove been following; that 1o
to talre the petiticns in thelr proPGf order and to presgent & recolution
after obsorvations heve been mode. As to the reply to the petitionﬁr;
that ie alrecdy provided for by our rulee of procedurc. S

The Council ic still concidering the petition of Muliz Atte Muhommnd
cnd the reprecentative of the Fhilippinees has‘propacad'that the Council
endorce the opinion of the Viciting Micelon. .._- _

For the purpocc of the excminetion of petitione, I would suggest
thot we omit refercnce to the oboervatione of the Visifing Mibuion.

The propogal ic to the effoct that the Council congldore it _
"ppropriute for the Adminich cring‘Authcrity to revbw'lcglclution involvxng
' discriminrtion with regord to Aniunc, s ﬂticul‘rly tho lows on rcdidenco

l“nd tcnura alcoholic bcvertgp fireuruu.anﬁ the ponitlury eyutem

Mr. SOLDATOV (Union of Soviet Soclalist chublicn)(Interprotgtion
from § Ruccien):  Can we get the cxuct wording of our decicion? - How ore

we gpin@ to put 1t down on p“per?

Sir Alen BURNS (Uhitcd Kingdqm): ‘Mey I cuggeot to the representotive
of thc Philippinec that we chould reply in thic form: that the Councll hes
coneidered thic question of rcciol diceriminction ond hos invited the
cttention of the Adminictering Authority to the ua tor, I would suggesﬁ_
comcthing on thoce lines, '

I cm not cure that we could tell the petitioncr that thce Tructce*hLP
Council has informed the Adminictering Authority of these thinge., I think
it would be better to tcll him that we cre communicating with the Adninistering
Authority on the genercl qgeation rother than to give details. h

Mr, CARPIO'(ggél%pggggg); I do not remember excctly how ny resolution
vae worded cs I proééﬁtcd'it orally. I wag primorily interested in hoving
thic petition, on which we have more or lecs sufficient boels to act in -

. definite ﬁay, coﬁpléted orce and for all go that it would not be left
in etoyanco . pending consideration of several other thinge thot are not
ctrictly connected with the petition. - )

In view of the_romﬂrks Just mede, I ﬁhould be willing to have the
propoceol oo wordcd that we put into the mouth of the Council, thinge thot |
we hove alrecdy had before uc. On thet basle we could settle the petition
once cnd for o1l without oxprescing cny cpprovel of ony port of tho'Visiting
ission's report, . I em porfectly willing thot it chould be done along thot
line co as to obviote poscible inconsistency as wos colled to our attention
by the reprecontotive of the United States. | " '

/We have here

o
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We have here, for inctance, the recommendctions of the Vieiting
Mission on poge 61. |

The PRESIDENT: I hove ooid that, for the ezeminetion of the
l-ﬁ‘bitions; wo would nbt rofor to any endorecement of the report or cny
part of the réport of the Vielting Miecion. I quoted thot poecsoge ce
your motion. _ .

The reprosento.ive of the United Kingdom hos ougsested thot you
tdopt ecome other langunge. You have not replied to thnt, Hie propocel
ip thet, incterd of using such dcfinite cnd poeitive lengucge, “tho poti-
tioner be told that the Council has considered the quection cnd has
invited the cttention of the Administering Authority to it,

Sir Alon BURNS (United. __i_{ingdom): Ve c':ire zll quite agreed, in principle,
Would it not be poscibhiéwf';rl thic to be left to the drafting committee,
It 1o vory difficult for ue, here, to work out o wording/vhich cveryone
con agree, | -
The PRESIDENT: The ucsucrl procedure le for the Council to expréca
some definite idec co that the drafting cormittee con formulote it but
the idecs, ce I cce them, cre ctill cpart.

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgium)(Interpretcotion from French): Moy I venture
to cuggest -- I cm not proposing, I cm eimply suggecting -- o formula:
that we should reply to the petitioner that as regorde the question of
discrimination cgeinct Asicne, which he ralces, the Council has becn |
ceized of the mntter for & concidercble time and thet, ac e repult of the
Vieiting Miceion that wos sont to Rucnda-Urundi, the quection is ’oéing
discusced by the Council with the Adminictering Authority.

/The PRESIDENT
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The PRESTDENT: That was & similar wording to the ome
preposed by “tho represan'bative of -tho United Klngdm, ;

Mr, CARPIO (Philippines) J: must apologlse. I did not
use my earphonea ‘when the*re;;resen‘rative of Belgium was Spoaking,

" The- pI%ESIDEIIT" ‘The represen‘bative of Belgium anggeated
that we say the Council has been seized of the matter for EOme con-
siderable time and is discussing the matte‘ with the nxcm*:‘1.1115;‘0&&:1’1111._,
Authority. '

Mr, CA’RDIO' '(Philippines) Is that going to be the end of
the petition as far as the ‘petitioner is concerned because, by an
answer of that kind, I anticipate that he would_then write another
letter asking the Ccuncil %o advise him of tho results of these '
diecuaslona. There is mo quest:{:on, but that eventually he will know
what the results will be?

The SRESTDENT: T believe that if any action is taken ‘bhe
Secretary—General can roply to this petitioner,should he send a

gecond request for information.

_ Sir Alan BURNS (United Kingdom): I do not. think he would
be any worse off than with tHe reply suggested incorporating the
quotation from the Vieiting Mission's Report. The first thing that
bas to be"done,if 1% is going to be dome by anybody, 1s by the
"Adminiétcr#hg'Authority. Therefore, the information that the Council
is in negotiation with the Administerlno Authorlty is all we can tell.
him at this stago. Then he can £ind out -- or if he does not find
out for himself he can write and ask

Nthe PRESInENTf Is it a fact then that we are discussing
the mattefnﬁf%ﬁw%ﬂémAdministering Authority, apart from the Council's
discussion? o

1

Sir Alan BURNS| (United Kingdom): Will not a copy of this'

80 to the Administering Authortty?——-...

/The PRESIDENT:
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The TRESIIFNT: Yes, 1% wiil, What I mean is, ie thab the

s

proper description: i3 discussing with the Administering Authority"?

That seems to suggest another channsel of approach. .

Mr. RYCKMANS (Belgiﬁm) ¢ A11'T can say is thet the _
Administering Authority has-invited the local authorities to make
their ropresentaticns and suggestions in their next annual report.
If the local authorities do not agree with the Visiting Miésion‘s
suggesticn, th??{f{i%%n‘g%%fgrthe Belgian Government so. Then_ the’
Belgian Govement/the guestion and will see whother it finds that
the lozal authorities are right or that the Visiting Mission is right.
It can then coms to some conclusicns, even if -- as may happen in
some cases -- it believes that the local authority is right and that
tThe Visiting Mission 1s wrong, but that the matter is not of sufficient
importance to ged into conflict with the Trustseship Council. A1l that
is being considered. The Government cortainly did not throw the
Visiting Missicn's Report in the waste paper basket.

Mr. CARPIO (Philippihes): What concerns me, howover, ics
the action which we are té.kin{;"'iﬁ"-éonnexion with this matter. The .
subJect matter of our discussion so far has been what. we wore goi:}{%"
to tell the petitioner. We have not deait with what we. axe going 59
do with this petition and what we shall do in comnexion with our
negotiatiocns with the Administering Aut'hority. ) \

I said that we were teking some definite steps: recommending o *
the Administering Authoriiy the remedial steps that we believed might
be taken in connexion with c‘-.iscriminator;v lavs or 'regﬁlations , and it
seems to me thet our decision here now should involve, not only what.
We are going to tell the petitioner, bubt what ection we are definitely

taking on this petition, u g '
Sir Alan BURNS (United Kingdom): ‘Tt séems to me that the-
suggestion made by the reﬁfé@éﬁ%ﬁfE‘i'{?émgf;wﬁelgim -- vhich is vory |
much the same as mine -- goes further than this.
The Report of the Mission says: "The Mission is of the
opinion thet 1% would be appropriate...” ILet us spppose it was taeken
as the Philippine represmntative's resolution as I understood it:

1 3
'The Council is of the opinicn that it would be appropriate to review

1

/_*tha legislation.. . "
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the one who would have to amend the legislaticn -- into the picturs

That does not brirg the Administering Avthery

ab all., I think it would be far bebler to tell the petitioner that
the Council is discussing it with the Asninistering Authority, since
the Adminishering Authority will have to change the lagislation. That
i1s the point I want to make.

Thorefore, the suggestion that I made and that the representative
of Belgium has made gees further than tho suggestion of the

representative of the Philipoines,

""ha PRESTIDENT: - If we are discussing the matter with the
Aaminis‘tering Authority, that would const.i'mte a step -- an action,

Mr. SCLDATCOV (Unicn of Soviet Socialist Republics) (Inter-
pretation from Russien 1): It seems to me that wo might adopt the
i‘ollowing decision in commexion with this pstition. We might say thaj
THE TRUSTEESHIP COUNGIL

RECOMMENDS  to the ACministering Authori ‘by %0 revoko. ..
(and T continue “to read from the Report of ‘“18 Visiting Mission)
"legislation involving discriminaticn with regaerd to Asians, '
particularly the laws on resicence, land tenure, alccholic beverages,
Tirearms and the penitentiary system.”

Then everﬁ'thirg would be clear. We would include a guotaticn

Repor
from The/Visiting Missicn and the matter would be wound up.

i
Mr. CARPIO (Philippires): I think tha® would be vory

satlsfactory to say we arc negotiating with the Administering Autiacr
on a matter brought to our attention of which tho Council has been?
seized for some time, sc that we do rnot emphasize that we are doing %
this only as a result of the petition, suggesting the possible
"review of logislation involving discrimivation...,", etc,

I think that would really be mcre definite and still would |
not give the petitioner the false nokion that it was only his '

potition that moved us to take the step of asking the revcking of
this legislation,

I
|
The PRESIDENT* As a note of historic record; we are |

infeorming the petitiocner that we are negotiating with the Agninisher iz
Authority, so we havs not endorsed the Report of the Visiting Miesion

;’Ea..ve we negotiaved
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Eave <re negotiated, cr are we going %o negotiate with the Adaministering
Authority? I raise that point apart from whatever formula is goirg to
be adopted., The Council has taksn no steps to discuss thié questicn
with ©he Administering Auvthority.

Mr, CARPIO'-(EILilippinss '; We could not draft a statement
to say that we are negotﬁ\aﬁfﬁé; because that is not 80...

The PRESTDENT: Evactly, thet is what I said.

Mr, CARPIO (I_hilippinss} : Ve ars recommsniing a'review of
the legislabion involving discriminatioa..." T think that ig the
concensus cf opinion hoio.

o s b e A 4 8

Mr, SOLDALOV (UGaion of Soviet Socielist Republics) (Inter-
pretaticn from Russian): Perhaps we might tell the petitioner that
the Trustesship Council. has been discussing for soxe time the issue
of discrimination ageinst Asians and, further, took up the
sams matber in comnsxion with the gontlemants petiticn, We could S&y
that, furthermore, '

TAE TEUSTEESHIP COLTICIL L o -

- RECOMMENIS {o the Administering Aﬁthcrity Lo revoke “legislation
Involviogz dddcrimination with rasgard %o Asians,; particulariy “the laws
on resident,; land tewmre, alccholic beverages, fireayxyms end the
penitentiary system’.

I suggest aomsthi_ng alcrng thesa lines.

- /Mr., NORITGA
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Mr. NORIECA \,Mexicp )(Interpretation from Spanish): I proposs
that we continue the discuss'i on of the petitions that follow, and that
“he President should. afterwards appoint a drafting cormitiee to toke
into account the remarks, and then submlt to the Councll an appropriately
worided tezt. --

The PRESII.DEN"' That would necessiiate heving enother discuse
sion. That 1é_w"xy I anm anxious to have the Council give some cleer
indicatlon to the drafting cormittee, because I can stlll see that
there is soms distonce betwoen the views expressed.

Sir ilar, EURNS (Uaited Kingdom): I do not think they are
any difference apart. Lot a cormittee do it, because it is
' irpossible for the twelve of us sitting around this table to drafi
something which will be acceptable to everyone. :
" enuirely agrae with ry Mexicocn colleague. Let us appoint &

roft & repl.
small cor:mttee/and get on with some of the other petitions,
™

\\
~-.._ The FRESIDENT: Without reference to this Council? Whatever

the ca'mif%;ég“i?ilr"araft wvill be agreed to by the United Kingdom
réﬁroaentative? R

“
e
e

-

£ir Alan BURNS {Uni‘bed. Kingdorrf)s The reply will prosumably
come back to the Councli as & report.

The PRESIDENT: Usuclly, the Council makes a decision and
the reply goes directly to the petitioner.

If the committee should draft a reply in the language suggested
by the representative of the USSR or by the representative of the
Philippines or the language of the Visiting Mission, that would be
agreeable to the United Kingdom represantative?

Sir Alan BURNS (United Kingdom) I would like to see what
the draft is. Way could not the cormittee draft a reply and bring it
back to the Council? It is imposeible to egree on a draft around -
this table., TLet us ha.ve a droft prepared and then we can consider i't-

M, CARPIO (Phi" ippines): Could we agree to the basic '\
principle that the Councﬁ"‘nr‘lmre or less agreed that we sheculd
recormend to the Administoring Authority to review t tigmlation

\involving discrimination, along the lines mentioned in the mport

of the Visiting Mission.on page 'i")'

o

/I think
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I think we ore 21l agreéd}on thet basic 1ldec. We disogroe on
how to inform or what words to use in informing the pekfttioner of
the action tzken by the Council. I am perfectly willing to meet
suggestions expressed on this matter, but, at the seme time, we
should be agreed on this basic idea, that is, we should agree on

the recorzendaticn for a review of existing discriminatory legis-
lation, '

s ™~

Mr. GARREAU (Fronce ){Tnteroretation from French): OF
course we'agree on the principle or abolishing or revoking anything
vhich would entail discriminction. But the recormendation has not
vet been clopted with respect to Ruonda-Urundi because we have not
2djourned the discussicn sbout the final.conclusions to be drawn
from the report of the Vieilting Missicon and the resolutions to be
adopted on that besis. ‘

’

Thereféro, we cannot reply to the petitioner that the Council
agrees on recomnending something vhich has not yet been the subJect
of any recommendation whotsoever. Under such circumstonces, there
are still quite a few steps to be taken between the proposal of the
representctive of the United Kihgiam, the proposal of the repre-
sentative of the Philippines, and the proposal of the representative
of tho USSR, - '

I do not think that a drafting sub-cormittee cowrld get off the
horns of that dilerma becouse it would be confronted by two solutions
to the problem vhich are fundamentally differcent. I think that the
President agrees with this view.

We cannot answer to the petitioner thot, upon the consideration
of his pectition, we adopted o recormendation of such tremendous scope
as reccrmending to the ﬂd:dﬁistering futhority to revoke a number of
.1aw3'gnd regulaticns which would be stained with the blood cf rocial
discrininction. This is a decision which we mny adopt in due tims,
at the next sessilon perhaps, upon the decision'of this Council. 3But
we cannot base ourselves now on a recormendctlcn which has not yet
been adopted.

In oy opinion, the only possibility which we do have ct our
disposel,with respect to this petition and with rsgpect'to any other, - -
" petition which entells questions of = general importence, would be
fo reply in general terms -- ond that applies to all these pétiticno --

[that the
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that the guesbions raised in these petitions are questions of genoral
scope, that ﬁhey have been under advisement in the T;POEgeship Couneil,
and that the questlicns continue to be the subJect of/discussicn and
consideraticn.by the Council.

. Thus we would te giving an answer which would satisfy thé
petitionor to some extent without comprorising ourselves, I hcrdly
think we cen cay that the Council i1s in negotiction with the
idninistering Avthority. The Trusteeship Council does nct negotiate
anything with the fdministering Authority. The Council can make
recormendaticns or observations to the Administering Authority but
1t does not neggmiaﬂa.anath*ng with any Administering Authority.

Therefore I ﬁouldinot agrece to this particular feorm under
consideration, I think the simplasﬁ thing to do would be to say
that the petition heas been‘examined with great intercst by ths
Trusteeshlp Council, that the questlen raised in that petition heg
already been exemined by the Council, that the Council 1s glving
consideradls attention to the matter, and that the motter is still
beinz consildered by the Counc*l..

I think the pstitiorer should be full& satisfied with thig
answer. Furthermore, I think that this kind of reply would avoid
tho grave risk of meking the petitioner believe that, as a result
of that petition, the Council has edorted a very important end for-
roaching declsion of - a general character. That would not be true.

As a matter of feet, Questions of discrinination are constantly
being considered by the Counhil. Every time we get 2 petition or 2
roport 1t talks about digerirr:.ticn. It 1s, thercfore, not as o
result of thet petiticn thot wo would adopt a recormendation of es
wide o scopc as the representative offﬁho Philippines suggested.

I an not opposed to the idea at all. I would vote for the
Philippines idea vhen we toke 1t up under rccormendation, but this
1s not the tire to ke it up. It i1s not as a result of this potition
‘that the Trustoeship Council should adopt a deui lon of such
tromendoug and far—rcaching scopo.

Ca

™

Sir Alan BURNS (Unitod Kingdon): The only difficulty that.

I saw in accepting the PhilipéEEE”;E solution is that we have not- yeot
~ ~corme tc any decision on the rosolution of tho Yieiﬁinﬂ‘MiESiénfﬁi
That e why I thought, elthough we cre all in syrpothy with cno
ancther in this genercl ratter, we hove to get together ond £ind scre

forn of words which will satisfy us. o momr
/Mr. NORTEGA
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M. NORIEG:A ((Maxico)(lnterpre‘lsation fron Sponish): I find
that ogain the ghosts of “#Ho ropowt of tho Visiting Micslonare haunting
us.

If ve look ot the point with clarity and firrmess, tho Vislting
Missicn wos carrying cut a kind of post office functlon in brinzing
this informtion to us., Then, incidentally in the form of an cprendiz,
it ccrmented upen these petitions which it brought to us.

I do not sece why we have to keep on thinking about what the
Vieiting Mission did. It is not reclly relevant. I concrctely Dpropose
that we continue to dfscuss all these petitions, and that we oppoint
a drafting cormitites whickh will toke into cocount the points of view
expressed hero when it is drefting o wording for the roply to the
potitioner. )

At tho some tirme, the cormittee would draft the associated text
which would be sont to the Administering Authority. To send any kind
of a reply with the United Nations seel is not satisfactory if ycu
Just szy that the Tructeeship Council has been concorned with thesc
matters for two years.

The prccedure ié that the Council has to approve the wording of
the reply. We have %o decide whether we ore going to racormmend to tho
Adrdnistering Luthority frt ebolish all discrirdnstory legislotion,
or whether, by form of a' ~usolution, it is not better nerely to suszest
to the Adninistering ﬁuthorittf??%, consider the possibility of elirminnting
such dliscrirminctory legislation if it exicts.

Sco long as we do not have a written text, either on the rosoclution
of the Couwicil upon the petition or in commexion with the opcrative
part of the resoluticn to the Adundnistering SAuthority, we will be
discussing the point all afterncon without rceching cgreerent. Vo nced

& text vwhich we can discuss and, if necessary,crmend.

/The PRESIDENT
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Mg .The PRDSID“N”’ I am agrceable tc any workeble procedure, I
am ccruézETy not objecting o leaving it to the Drafting Committes, 1y
I entirely agree with the rep*esentatlve of France that there ape Quite
a few gtepe between telling the petltioner that we have inviteg tha
ettention of the Administering Authority to a certain matter, and;1
recommendstion that it review its legislation. o '

go, il you have & Drafting Committee that cen think out any
language which approachea either of these views, and bring such a drafs
back to the Council, ;t would rean that the Council would have-té Biart
another discussion of this petition.

Tf the Council feels that 1t 16 willing to do that T shall faye
no objection. T would defer to the Committee. e

e ‘-»

Mr., RYCKMANS (Belgiu;b (Interpretation from France): The question
is raised as to whether"itfﬂé coerrect that the Trusteeship councﬁl is
in communicetion with the Administering Authority with respect to this
matter.

I guite agree with the representative of France that my
expreseion that the Council is "negotiating with the government of the
Administering Authority" was?rather unfelicitous expression. It is,
however, correct that the Council is in communication with the
Administering.Authority with respect to this matter. The truth is
that in its report to the Assembly last year, the Council did make
observations to the Administering Authority in this ;B
connexion.

I told you that, in connexion with the 194E annual report, the
Administering Authority will reply to the observations which were'.
included in the report of the Trusteeship Council. It will aléo reply u
to the observations that were made in the report of the Vieiting E

Mission.

If the Council is not satisfied with the explanation referring
to the comments of the Administering Authority, then the Council may

_insist on this point, may submit new recommendeticns or may do anything}
else that it may deem fit,

But I do not think that in connexion with the petitions, the
Council can just deal with & matte: that it has been dealing with for

PRyt ,

long time, regardless of any petition, Because after all, ve are
‘waiting for the observations of the Administering Authority, we have

ealready mede observations to the Assembly, and we cannot overturn the
/ whole procedure

f’”’f‘_;,ﬂ_!‘hmﬁf_wﬁhJ
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vhole procedure just becauce & petition hes been gubmitted. Because
that proceduvre was undertaken &5 & result of the duties of the Council ar
regardless of any petiticon.

It would be gquite adeguate to tell the petitioner that the
attention of the Council hecs already been drown to this question, tha’y
the matter was duly mentioned in the Council's report to the General
Assembly for 1948, and that the question continuves to be under study

by the Administering Authority under the Trusteeship Ccuncil,

The PQESIBENT. ¢t seems to me that several representatives are
in favour of'ﬁhe idea of having this drafting referred to & committee,
They have not just sald that the Drafting Committee refer the petitions.
So we do have to have an ad hoc Committee on Petitiors,

If the Council is agreesable, thgg éiegga% task which is more than
drafting, it is really finding a formula,

The rules of procedure state that the ad hoc Commitiee shall no%
deal with any matters of substance, except in the initial stege. T
believe thet there is nothing to fiebar the Councill from authcrizing the
Comnittee to find a fomula,

If the Council is agreeable then this drafting cen be referred to
that ad _hoc Committee in the hope that at the next meeting the Council
will still proceed with the questicn of petitions.,

Will that be agrecable?

Sir Alan BURNS (United Kingdom): =T chall be quite prepared, if
the representative of the Philippines will be, to iry and draft somsthing
that we are both agreed on without heving any'further eppointment.
‘Would: you defer this discussion now, until say, Tueéday?
I donft think we ere really very far apeaxrt.

The FRESIDENT: I think we will leave this entirely in the hands of
the repreﬂentative for the United K*nngm and the represeqtatlve of the

Philippinﬁs in the h0pe that by Monday or Tuesday ‘gome commonly
acceptable wording will be presented to tke Council.
The Drafting COmmittee on Annual Rﬂpo* 8 will meet on Monday
morning at 11 o'clock in Room 5, :
The Council is adjournmed until 2.30 p.m. on Mcnday.

- The meeting rose at 5.55 p.m.






