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ADOPTION OF TIE DRAFT REPCRT (i&/CW.4/Sub.2/117) (continued)

Paragrsoh 69

1, . The CHATOMAN recalled thmt the consideration of parsgraph 69 had
given rice to sane dlscusgion during the preceding meetingy, and announced
that Miss Morroe and Mr, Black had prepared an amendment to that paragraph.
The Chairman then read tho following new text:. -
"fe mbateined because we felt that in the abaenca nf fuller study
and discussicn of eome of the topics dealt with in the resolution, we

could not be parties to it,"

2. Mr. IIISOT (Belgium) recclled that he wae, in fact, one of the authors
of the text; he urgeﬁtly requested that specific mention of the fact should be
made in the summary record.

3. The CHATRMAI anhiounced thet Mr, Tkstrand had propared a written
statement which he wished to have appear in extenso in the report. The.
Chairman then reed Mr. Eketrand's statement which vas as given below:

"Having noted the dissonting views of the majority of my colleagues on
the Sub-Commission, I feel that, in the 1izht of the prolorged iissussion
that has taken place in the Commission on Human Rights in :+=cosl to the
subJect of implementatior and the ample documentation avai’zvle to the

/Sub-Cormission,
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Sub=Commission, as well as the discussion that took placavin the Sub=
Commission in respect to that subject, the conclusions arrived at are
well founded, There are certain principles and fundamental facts, thé
truth of which is so well established that no speclal study vas felt to be
necessary on that particular point in order to allow of the expression of
an opinion. I feel that tho Sub-Commission has the right to learn from
the lessons which experierce sscms to have taught., The recommendations
for tae establishment of an international court or tribunnl or, pending
that, of a single body for supervision and conciliation, as well as the
recommendations in fgvouvr of the right of indlviduals and grcups to
initiate proceedings are besed on the consideration of such principles
and facts which are so well-lmown and recognized that the Sub-Commission
should feel fully juetifisd in recormmending the resolution which it has
adopted.

"I have alreedy set forth my opinion on the subject in document
EfCN.h/Bub°2/113. It sesms- to me that it is evident that the text
adopted by the Sub-Commission far from excluding further aprropriate
elaboration rather calls for it, by any competent organ, of the
principles which have Jjust been adopted,"

Mr, MENESES PALIARES (Ecuador;, Mr, SPANIEN (France), Mr, ROY (Haiti)

and the CHAIRMAN supported Mr, Ekstrand's astatement,

Mr. CHANG (China) also supported the statement of Mr, Ekstrand but

regretted that some reservations had been made, In eny case, he was in

favour of including that statement in the report.

Paragraph 69 was adopted.

Paragraphs 70, 71, 72 and 73

Parapraphs 70, 71, 72 and 73 were adopted,

[Pare re s Th e 19
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Peregrephs 7h end 75

6. liles MONKOE -(Unite'd Kincdom) observed that there Wa,a no need to
explain the werrcs in which the Sub~-Cormission had adoi}téd tks draft resolution
she wes cubmitting, OShe therefore suggected the deletion of parsgraph 75.

7. Mr. BLACK (United Stetes of .zerica) suggested that the two para-
grephs should be coubined, Ly eddiig the first sentence oi poragrapi 79 to

paragraph Th.
- Tt waa so declced.

Peraprepbh 74, ra rmended, wes adopted,

Peregroph 76

8. Miss MONRCE (United Kingdom) said that sub-peregraphs (a) end (b)
were unnecesssry, ap the resolution included at the end of the pareareph
cezlt wilth the quectlions mentioned in the sub-peregropis,

The, CILIEMAN eccordingly supgested that the sub-zersgraphs should

a.
be deleted,
it Wes s0 gacldec.
Perugraph 76, &8 epended, wes adcpted,
Parsgraph 77
Paragreph 77 ves adopted.
Parsgraph 78
10, Mr, FKSTKAND (Sweden) pointed out thst in order to fix the date sf

the Sub-Commission’s sesslons 1t was necessary to teke into account the werking

programmes of other United Netions orgens. It had, moreover, been suggested
that the following sessicn of the Sub-Commission should be held in Geneva,
Members of the Sub-Commission should be asked for their views on that point, and
‘a specific 1equest should be drawn up so that the organs concerned could consider

In eny cese, 1t was difficult to suggest a definite date.
/11, The CHAIRMAN

the metter.



E/CH, 4 /5ub,2/SR. 53
Fege 5

11, The CHAIRMAN pointed out that some members did. not think it
aeppropriate to discuss thet question, which, moreover, would entail reference

to the rules of procedure, at a tiwe when the Sub-Commission was discussing

the adopticn cf its report.

52 T Mr. CEAIG (Chine) thought on the contrery thet the Sub-Ccamissien
could gquite well study the question forthwith. He pointed out thet lest
year the Sub-Commission had decided that 1ts following sesslon would be
held in Gemeva., The session had, In fect, boen held at Leke Success and he

would like to know the resson.

13 My, HUMPEREY (Secretsriat) explained that the decision in the

matter rested with the tcornorzic end Sociel Council, It could, hovever occur
that a decision of the Council was cencelled by & ruling of “he Iifth Committes
of the Genersl Asscmbly. In the cese in point, it was the Cupncil's Committeo
on Progremme of Mee:inge which had upset the decision of the Sub-Commission,

14, In reply to a question by the CHAIRMAN, he sald that the cost of
holding the following session of the Sub-Commlssion In Geneva would bs
substentially the eeme a8 the figure estimated et the previous session.

15. My, SHAFAQ (Iran) recalled that he hed elresdy suggested thet the
Sub-Commission should meet at the end of the summer or the boginnins of autumn,

16, Mr, SPANIEN (Frence) would willingly sgree thet the Sub-Commission
should hold its next session in Geneve, It should be borne in mind that the
Sub-Commission must meet before the Commission on Humen Rights, otherwise

paeragraph 78 would be useless,

/17. MNr. CHANG
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17. Mr, CEANG (Chine) said that it was only fair to members of the
Sub-Commiesicn who ceme from Eurcpe, that the following seesion should be
held in Cereve. However, he wondered whether there wes eny point in the
Sub-Commiesic.. texing a decision, for its decision could be over-icl.d,

18, . Mr, ROY (Haltl) sew no objection to the Sub-Commission meeting in

Geneve., £s to the exaect date, he thought that the simplest thing would be

to tcoke a declelon on persgreph 78.

19, The CHAIRMAN pointed out that the SuteCommission would not meet for
at leest a year end tnere did not svva much sense in teking a definite

decision at thet sigge.
20, Wish regerd to ke g.ssticn of the place of nestinrg, he cz2lled upon

the Sub-Coumission to vote on Mr. Ekstrend’s proposal that tLe following
seesion of the Svb-Ciumisslcn etould be held in Geneve.
Mr. Eketrend ‘s vrocosel ves adopted by 9 votes to 1.

21. Vr, SHATAG {Iren) withdrew his proposal.
22 The CHAIRMAN propoccd that a scatence ohiculd Lhorodors be added Lu

pe. =raph 78 to the effect that the Sub-Commission had decided, by 9 votes to 1,
that wrrengements should be made for the Sub-Commiesica to hold its roxt

sepslon in Cenova.
It vo3 so daslded,

— T | — 5 W 52 5

23. The CEAIRMAN celled upon the members of the Sub-Commissicn te examine
the ennex to the draft report which conteined the text of the draft resolutions
submitted by the Sub-Commission to the Commzission on Human Rights. '

oL, T2 reply to Mr, ROY (Baiti) he explained that that document contained

only the text of the dreft resclutions submitted to the Coumission on Human
Rights for approrriate acticn; it éid not contein the text of =ll tle resolutions

sdopted by the Sub-Coaminaion itaelf,

/25. Mr. NISOT
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25, Mr. NISOT (Zclclum) thought that to annex the draft regolutions
adopted at the second session to the report of the third eesslon might be
likely to give the irpression that the report of tha second session had become

superfluous.

26, Mr. SPANIIN (France) also felt that draft resolutions already annexed
to the report of the second session should not be appecnied to the report of the
third sessicn.

27. Tre CHZATRMAN reminded tha Sub-Commission that 1t had already been
declded that the draft resclutions adopted at the second anl third sossions
should be published in a ccnenlidated document as draft resolutions of the
Commission on Ewman Rights. £, hovwever, the Sub-Commisslon thought that that
procedurs might be llkely to glve riss to a certalin amount of confusion, two
lists of draft recciuticns could bs zibmitied to the Comlesion on Human Rights

Instead of one.

28. Mise MONROE (Tmit.d I'inrou) suggested that the drufi rasolutions
adopted at the second session should be reviewed to see whsther they did not
contaln certaln matierz which haod become pointless as a rosult of the declslons

adopted By the Syb-Commission at ite current session.

29, Mr. ROY (Haiti) was prepared to agree that a consolidated list of
the draft resolutlons adopted at the second and third sessions should be
annexed to the report, on condltion that they were presented in a logical
and. not a chronological order.

30. M. NISOT (Belgium) proposed that only the druft resolutions adopted
at the third sesslon should be amuexed to the report and that a consolidated
list of the draft resolutions of the second and third seselons should be
puhliahed in a separate document, '

/31. Mr. EXSTRAND
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3. Mr. FXOTRAND (Sweden) thought that unless the Sub-Commission provided
acma_axplaﬁation in the report, the Commission on Human Rights might not

understand the reasons for which the Sub-Commission had annexed a consolidated -
list of the draft resolutions of the second and third sessions to the report of

the third session.

2 The CHAIRMAN replied that such an explanaticn could-le iacluded in

paragraph 80 of the report.
It was decided to annex to the report a comsolidnted list of the draft

resolutiones adopted by the second and third segsions, on the undsrstanding

that the necessary explanction was given in paragraph 80 of the raport.

23. The CEAIRMAN called upon the Sub-Commission to state its views on the

draft resolutions annexsd to the report.

Lraft resolution I: Legal measures fcr the prevention of discriminatlon.
Draft resolution I was approved subject to the insertion in sub-paragraph (b)

of the Sub-CUcznisslonts full title.

Draft wosolutinr, 7+ Wineational measures to nrevent discrimlnation.

Draft resolution IT was adcpted.

Draft resolution ITII: Definition of minoritles for purposes of protection

by the United Nations.
Draft resolution IIT weg adopiad.

Draft resolution IV: Informwtion on the status of mincritles.

3k, . Mpy. BLACK (United States of America) suggested that the last paragraph
of that draft resolution should be deleted since it was not yet kmown whether or
not the draft international covenant on human rights would contain a provision

simllar to the one envisaged in that draft.
It was decided unanimously to delete the last parspgraph of draft

resolution IV.

/35. Miss MONROE
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35. Miss MONROE (United Kingdom)proposed the addition of the words "in the
light of the definition adopted by the Sub-Commission" after the word
"Jurisdiction” so as to enable governments to furnish full information.

36. lir. NISOT (Belgium) was opposed to amending a text alreoady adopted
by the Sub-Commission, particularly as the words to be 1nserted referred to a
draft resolution regarding which certain members had made reservations.

37. The CHAIRMAN and Mr. SPANIEN (France) saw no obJectlons to inserting
a few words Intended to define the type of information required fiom Governments.

38. Mr. BIACK (United States of America) shared that view, and thought
that 1t would be useful to emphasize In the last paragraph of the report that
the word "minorities", used in all the draft resolutions contained in that
document, should be Interpreted iIn accordance with the definition adopted by
the Sub-Commission. :

Draft resolution IV was adopted subject to the insertion of the words "in
the 1ight of ths definition adopted by the Sub-Commission" and the deletion of

the last paragraph.

Draft resolution V: Measures feor the protection of minorities to be included

in the international covenant on human rights

39. Miss MONROE (United Kingdom) asked for an explanation of the text of
draft resolution V which, by ite very nature, seemed to Ler to differ from the
other drafts.

Lo, The CHAIRMAN proposed the deletlon of the draft resolution from the
consolidated list. If the Commission on Euman Rights wished to take the
measures proposed in the draft, it would nct do s» throust such 2 resolution.

Draft resolutlon V was not adopted.

/braft resolution VI:
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Dreft resolution VI: Interim measures to be taken for the protqgi@gnvdﬂjglggr’ﬁiqg

Draft reaoluqun VI was adopted.

Draft resolutlou VII: The handling of petitions

¥1. - -°  Mr. BLACK (United States.of America) pointed out that a-line was
m:ceing in the first paragreph of the presmble of the draft resolution.
Draft resolution VII was adopted subject to the necessary correction.

Draft resolution VIII: Co-operation of ncn-governmental orgenizations.

Draft resoluticn VIII was adopted,

Draf, resclution IX: Naticnel co-ordinating ccrmittees

b2, “Mr. ECSTRAND (Sweden) thought that, in order to facilitate matters, it
should be stated at the end o each draft resolution at which session it had-
been adopted. '

43, Mr. NISOT (Belgir .) supported by Mr. SPANIEN (France), observed that
if draft resolutions adopt d at the preceding session were modified cd.ring the
current session, it could no longer be  said that those draft resolutions had =~

been adopted at the second session.
Lk,  The CHATRMAN endorsed that view.

k5. Miss MONROE (United Kingdom) suggested that in such cases the note
::zhani&—re&& “adopted at the second session of the Sub-Committee and brought

—vpﬂmﬂhmrtti¥sfhhﬁ""
Draft resslution IX wes Fﬁopted

Draft resolution X: Right of the Sub-Commiesion to forward ﬁroggpals to the

Economic and Social Council

L6, Mr. BLACK (United States of America) thought that the draft should be
excluded from tke consolidated list,
/%7. The CHAIRMAN
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7. The CHAIRMAN, while sharing that view, felt that such a decision could

be taken only with ths unanimcus agreement of the Sub-Commission.

48, Mr. ES1FUREY (Secretariat) observed in that connexion that certain
membera of the Sub-Commission, inocluding the author of draft resolutlion X,
were absent.

Draft resolution X was adopted.

L3, The CHATRMAN reminded the Sub-Commission that the resolution relating
to the questicn of Implsmen*ution was not included in tane cconsolidatved list.
That resolution, which was being submitted to the Commiasion on Human Rights for
purposes of information only, wculd be included in the Sub-Commission's report,
50. As matters stood there was nothing mors to &pprove but paragraphs 79
and 80 of the report. In view of the fact thai the Sub-Commission had just
examined in detail the consolidaeted list of draft resolutions sppended to its
report, 1t would seem more logical to tienagoas the two peragraphs in question.

It was so deridod.

Paragraph 80

51. Miss MONROE (United Xingdem) criticized the wording of paragrgh 80.
She felt that it wes inaccarate ag the consolideted liist contained only those
proposals which the Commission on Humen Rights, on the recommendation of the
Sub-Commission, would trenamit to other organs,

52. Mr. EKSTRAND (Sweden) proposed that it should be specified tlat the
Sub-Commission was submitting a2 series of draft resolutions to the Comuission on
Human Rights for the latter's consideration and approval. It would be for the
Coumission to decide as to what further sction should te togen on the draft

rasalutions.

/53. Mr. LAWSCN
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53 Mra LAWSSN [Secretariat) read the %ext he prorossd fur ths new
raragrath 79, Ie hal taken into consideration the views previously
expresged, .7 taxhs raady
"I, .3 cenvenlence of the Cormission on Human Rights, the
Sub=Ccimission decided to append to i%e report a single document
encodyirg craft resolutions sulmitted to the Commission for con-
slderatlcn and adoption, covering ite work in the second and

third sesaions,."

Sk Mr, NISOT (Belgium) pointed out once again that it would be
incerrect to refer to draft resolubions edoptsl et .he pravious seeslon af
the Sub~Carmissicn in view of the fact thet, in sume cases, they had baen

gnerded at the ¢ ~rent sossicn,

554 Mr, " UMFHREY {Secretariat) exploined that there were two types

of resolutiors oo le concildered; on the cne hend, those adopied by the
Sub=Commiosicr Z4s5slf cortaining its recommendetions to the Commiseion on
Humen Richts 4, on the othsr hanrd, suggsstiors submitted in the form of
draft resoiu’ .cn3 and trcagas to the evtentlon of the Ccrmlczion on Human
Rightse with view to their adopilon by that Commission. Suggestions of

1ot Uype L o4 weihilig o cunmoln willli resolulions edopted Dy the dub-Uommission

itself.

56 Mr, SPANIEN (Frence) udmitted that Mr. Humrhrey's remerk wes
Justified; irdeed, the resolutions adopted by the Sub-Commission in its own
name remained outside the scope of the consolidated 1ist, Nevert é_less,
the Sub-Cormicsion seemed -- erroneously -- to imply that it had fe:onsi&ered
the work of its secord session, which was & very scrious matter, The Sub-
Cormission sesmad to question all the decisions or resclutions adopted at

the previous session when its membtership was different.

5T Mr. HUMPEREY (Secretariat) replied that failure by the Sub-Cormission
to preperes dreft roesolutlions presenting problems in their true light to the
Oummd eaion on Human Rights would oblige the latter to draft such resolutions
iteelf's In doing so it would have to refer to the discussions of both

/seasions of
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sessions of the Sub-Commission; such a procedvre would greotly increase the
risks of coafusion becmuse of ths differences exlsting vetuween the ssolutions
edopted by tae Sub~Curinission at those two sessions,

58. Miss MONROE (United Kingdom) sald that the intention had been to
mention the dute of adoption after each draft resolution of the consolidated
1list. Rogerding draft resolution IV, the Sub-Conmiseion mlght mentlon that
it bad been adopted at the second session end redrefted at the third.
Mg&__p_aqmeed by Mr., Lawson for the Do nET graph 79 wns “""“'*'6-

—

Paragraph 79
Paragrapk 79 wzs adophted.

59, The CEATRIJAN called for & vote on the report of the Sub-Cormission
as a whole,

The_report w»s edoptsd vrenimcusly,

T S A T ) . —— . — ) — . 8

60, Mr, NZISOT {Belgiumn) wished to meke 1t clear that the vote he had
Just cast did not refer to the draft rusolutions annexed to the report.

61, The CHATIRMAN thanked the members of the Sub-Coumnicsion for their
confldence in him apd thelr constant help during tlie debetes of the session
vhich wvas ending, The Sub-Comnission had thereby been enabled to complete
i1ts work in time,

62, Mr. EXSTRAND (Sweden) on behalf of the Sub-Commission extended
heartfelt thanks to the Chairman, the Rapporteur and the Secretariat for
the tact end efficlency with which they had directed the discussions of
the third session of the Sub-Commission,

63, The CEATRMAN declared closed the third sesslon of the Sub-Commisesion.

The meeting rose at 4.30 p.m.

2/2 B0l





