-
to live with in prineiple.

OQur delegation, Mr. Chairman, is impressed by the
optiénal character of article 13. Indeed it is hard teo ses
how the article could be any mere optional than it already is.
Paragraph 1 provides that a party to the convention may
recognize the competense of the intermational ecommittee %o
receive petitions from nationals. But thése is entirely
permissive in that the committee can have ne cempetense for
the state soncermed unless that state agrees thereto In the
absence of oonsent, that is, of a declaration, a state party
will have no significant conneotion with the committes. These
states therefore which regard the right of petition as
inappropriate in the present stage of the development of
iaternational relations will in no way be bound agaimmé their
wishes. Their interests are fully protected by the draft as
it now stands.

Paragraphs 2 and 4 provide that a state whieh
resognizes thh capacity of the internationsal ,oc-qittoo nay
indicate or appoint a national body, whish \ do (06:'
things: first, receive petitions from individuals who have
already exhausted other loeal remedies; sesondly, seck redress
frem the state itself, where appropriate; and, thipdly, where
redress has not been obtained within a time limit, ecommunicate
the matter to the international escamittee. But all this, like
paragraph 1, il,,ﬂb;p r&l. A party te the cenvention is net
obliged to appoint or elect a national committes. And of eourse
it will not do so if it has not made a declaration umnder paragrpph
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