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ADOPI'!OH OF TilE DRAFT REPC~ (1!. /CN .4/Sub .2/ll7) (r.ontinued) 

1 . The CRAJ~qN recalled t~s ~ oonsideration of par seraph 69 had 
.. 

g iven l.'iDe to so;.ne O.i sc ueeion during .the precedinc moe~in;3 , and announced 

that Ni~s . Monroc and Mr . Black had prepared an amendment t o that paragraph . 

The Chai rrran t hen r ead the f ollmving ne~·/ to.>: t :·. ·· 

"\-le a bs t ained because we felt that :rn the abAan~A nf' .p.,, , ., __ ..... ..:~_ 
- - ----- u ""' ""\J4J 

and diectlasion of ec,me of the topice deal t with in the resolution, we 

could not be part ies to it . " 

2 • r•ll· . I:ISar (Be lgi un) recc.lled that he wee , in fact , one of the a uthora 

of the text ; ho ur~e~tly roques~ed tr~t specific mention of the fact should be 

made in the summary recor d • 

3. The CBAIRMAI'~ ar.rtotmced that M~ . Ekst!'B.nd had pr~pe.red a ~,rri tten 

statement ~rhich he wished to have appear lE. extenso in the report . The . 

.Jhainnan +,hen read Mr . I~katrand's statement :.,hich \·rae as give n belot-r : 

"Ha. ving noted the. dis aonting vie\'TS of the ma.jori ty of my colJ.eaguee on 

the S.ub~Commission , I feel that, in the light of the prolO!\'.j~d .:, ~r...;~usaion 

that has taken :place i n the Commission on HUinan Rights i n :~Ego .. d to the 

subject of' irn,plementation and the ample documentation avaL'..:::'Jle to the 

/S ub -Comm.1ea i on, 
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Sub- Commission, as well as the discussion that took place in the S ub­

Commiss ion in respect to that s ubj ect, the conclusions a rr ived at are 

well founded . There are certain principles and f undamental facta, the 

truth of which is so well established that no specia l study lras felt to be 

necessary on tl~t particular point i n order to allow of the expression of 

an opinion . I feel that tho Sub-Commission has t he right to learn from 

the lessons which expe:der._ce s::;0ma to ha.ve taught. The recommendations 

for t!le ·ee te.blisbment of t~.n i nternationa l cou:rt or t r ibtmo. l or , pending 

t hat 1 of a single body for supervision and conc iliation , as 'Hell a s the 

reconnnendations :n favovr of the r ight r;,f i ndlvi d·Jn.le a~1d grcups to 

initiate proceedings a re be.aed on the co;.1ei cie1•ation of such principles 

and facts which are so well~knmm and r ecognized that the Sub-Commission 

should feel fully j uetif ied in reco.!Jili!endin(3 the resolution Hhich it has 

adopted . 

"I have already set forth my opinion on the subject in docn:nent 

E/CN.4 /S ub.2 /ll3 . It seems· to me that i t is evident that the text 

ado:9ted by the Sub-Commission far from excl;::d.inc furtho:c OI'?l'·)r>ria t <=> 

elaboration rather calla for it, by any competent or gan, of the 

principles which have j ust been adopted .• " 

4 . Mr . MENESES PALIARES (Ecuador)., Mr . SPANIEN (France) , Mr . ROY (Haiti) 

and the CHAIRMAN supported Mr . Ekstrand t s eta tement . 

5. Mr. CHANG (Chine.) a lso :J',lyport od the statement of Mr . Ekstrand but 

reBretted that some reservations had 06en made . 

favour of including that e~atement in the report . 

Paragraph 69 was adopted. 

Para~raphs 70 , 71 , 72 and 75 

I n any case, he was i n 



E, 1Cl'T. 4/Sub. 2/SR. 63 
?f'-t::,e 4 . 

Paragraphs ?4 and 75 

6. f·iis2 MONROE . (Unite'd Ki.ncdo:n) observed that ther e was no need t o 

e:x:pl.airt the rr.e.r..r_or in ~,.rl;ich the s ·ub-'Co'mmisu l oL had ~dopted tts dre.ft resolution 

she wns cubmitti~ . S he there f ore suggeu t ed t he de let i on of paregr ap h 75. 

7. Nr~ BLACK (Unite-a· St at o·s ' of i\Jr.er i ca) auggeatf'.d that the two para-

graphs a hduld be cottbined , l:.y e.dcU.~-e the fir:Jt sontence of ~,J-.:.:" D~l·s.ph 75 to 

paregrEt:ph 74. 

8. J.asa HOl'lROE (Un i t ed. Kingdom) s aid tr.at sub- paregraphe ( a ) and (l?) 

were unnecessv.ry, as the resolut i on includud e.t the ~:md of the paregre.ph 

ueclt ·1dth the tiue:::t!o~ mentioned in tbe a~-pucgrt!pr;a . 

() 
./ • The. c.:.~IHlAN accordlngl1 suggtjsted the.t the a ub- ;,e.!'el6r e.phs s hculd 

be deleted. 

It. Has so oec~.aeo . 

Parup:raph 76 ,, e.B etJende d , was adopt e d , 

Paragr aph 77 

Paragre.ph 77 vas adopted . 

Paragr aph 78 

10. ~~ . KKSTliAND (Sweden) pointed out that in ' orde r to fix the . date ~f 

t he Sub- Commission ' a sessions it was necessary to t ake into. · aooount :t he .WC'rkirig 

progratJmes of other Fnited Net ions org ~.na . I t had, moraove,- , been sugge.sted 

that the following session of t he Sub- Commission should be. held 'in Geneva. 
Membor s of the Sub- Commiss i on should be asked for their v iews on that point, and 

-a, eopt>ci.f:i c request should be drawn up so that the orglll!s concerned cou ld consider 

the matte r . I n any case, it was difficult to susgest e definite da.te . 

/ 11. The CH.r\IRW.N 
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11. The CHJ\mHAN pointed out that some members did, n ot think it 

a-ppropriate to diseuse thEt.t question, vhich, mor eover, voul d ent a11 reference 

to the rules of procedure , at a time when the S uo- Commiss ion was discuss ing 

t he adopti;.;n cf its r eport. 

:2 . Nr. CHANG ( Chintt) thought on the cont rery that t he S ub-Ccanniesion 

could quite well study the question fcrthvith. He pointed out that last 

year the Sub- Commission had dec ided that its f ollowi!'lg session vould be 

held in Geneva. The session had , in fact, bee n held at Lake Succes s and he 

would. like to kl'loW the re r:aon . 

13. Va-. HUMPEREY (Secr e t e.riat) explaj::ed t hat the decision in the 

matter r ested with the Bcor.o;nic. end Soc1 el Council. It co~lc , hoveve1" occur 

that a decision of the Cour.c1l viaB c c,ncelled by a r1~lbg of ~.: :-,e ; :...:'th Committee 

of the General Ass~mbly. Inthe _cese in point, it was t hA S: .. Lmcil 1s Committee 

on Progra.nu:ae of Mee-:inge vrhich had upset the decision of the Sub-Commission. 

14. In r eply to a question by the CliAIRMAN , he s aid t hat the cos t of 

holding the following session of the Sub- Commiss ion in Geneva would te 

substantially the seme as the figure estimated at t he previous sess i on. 

15 . Nr. SH.AFAQ (Iran) recalled that he h <..d elready suooested t hat the 

Sub-Commission should meet at the end of the summer or t b0 beginning of autumn, 

16. Mr. SPANIEN (Fr&>ce) woul d willingly agree t hat the Sub- Commiss i on 

s hould hold i ts next session in Geneva • . It should be borne in mind t hat the 

Sub- Commission w~t meet before the Commission on Ruman Right s, otherwise 

paragraph 78 would be useless . 

/17. t.!r. CH/.NG 



17. .Mr; CRANG (Cb1np) said t hat i t vas on ly f air t o members of the 

Sub-Cornrr~es icn who ceme from E~ope , that the f ollowing aees1on should be 

h~ ld 1n .Gerr 'l p . However, be wondered whether there v es BllY point in t he 

Sub- Commies i 1J.: ~ ekir.g a dec1eio~, for i ts deci s i on cc:.:ld be over-2 c.l . .,d. • 

. . 
18 . Ya- , ROY {Haiti) saw no objection to t he S r.ib- Colflmisai on meet ing in 

Geneva. P.s to the exact date, he t hought that ·i;he s~mplest thing would be 

t o take a decis ion on paragraph '78. 

19. The CR~~N po! nted out that t,ho Sut• Commis 3i on would not meet for 

at l e llSt a year end t here did not s~vm n;~:.c h sense in taking a definite 

decision at that etBt;e . 

20. Hi~h r egerd t o :.te q·:<Jsti.;:m of the p!ece of !':estir..g , he :::elled 1.1pon 

the Sub- Commiss i on t o vo~e on Mr . El'.:stnmd ' a· proposal tbut t~e fol l owing 

session of tho St.•b-G~ .. ·JI'l.~"'Blcn ecould ·be bo l d i n Gdneva. 

Mr. EkE'tro:-~n ' .?- z cc.oael l !eB adopted by 9 vot e s to 1. 

21. Nr . SHl W'AQ (Iran) withdrew hie proposal. 

ITl""'-o f'\trA T"Ol..I .A 'I\T --~---- .,; +. t...A4- - - --.. ..... - ....... - ""' - ··, ~ 4-t ... - ..... - .D - -- 'I. ... -•• "-; ...,..__ • ._..,_. t'.., '""' t' """" _ """' _ \1 .. .4(..'-V C... tJV . 4. !J\rii-'• VV tJ6.4 .._, \A .... "" "'""'"" "' V "' V .a. Q tJO 

pt.. ·~raph 78 to the effect that th6 S ub- Commi ssion had decieed , by 9 yotes t o 1 , 

that ~rangomenta should be made f or the Sub-Commias~c~ to hold its ~0xt 

session in Geneva. 

It v n.o so (1 '3~ ~.dod . --·--· .. ----··--... -
. . 

23. The CH.AffiNAN c alled upon the n:embers of the Sub- Comnlisa irn t o examine · 

the v.n.nex to the draft r eport . whi ch cont t>..ined t he ·te>..'t of the draft r esolutiOns 

s ubmitted by the Sub- Commiss i on t o the ro~eion on Human Ri g hts . 

24. ~ r eply to Mr. ROY (Raiti) he e xr lained that that document cont ained 

only the text of t he draft reeol utior.s subm!tted to the Cot:llllieai on on Human 

Ri ghts f or nppro~riate ecticn; it did not contain the text of !'.ll t l.e r es olutions 

&d()p+.all by t.u,.. f:ul'-r.ontm'I I'IEI .i. .-~n ;tt.Pe lf. 

/ 25 . Mr. NlSOT 
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25. Mr. NISST ( Bol c ! um. ) thought t~at to annex the draft resolut i ons 

adopted at the s econd session to the report of the t h ird session might be 

likely to cive the ir.:pr ession that the report of the t3econd ses sion he..d become 

superfluous. 

26. Nr . SPtJUCN (France) a lso fal t tha t draft resol ut ions alread.y annexed 

t o the report of the second session should not be o.ppon·iecl. to t he re.?ort of the 

t hird. s ession. 

27 . TC.e CB'/'.!RNAN reminded ths Sub-Commission that it had a l ready been 

decided that the draft resclutions adopted. at the second anfl~ third. sess ions 

should be published in a ccnsol icated d.ocument a.s d.raft resolut.i ons of the 

Commis91on on Ruman RiGhts. If, j}oweYer, the Sub-C'·:>Inm1ss1on t hought the.t that 

procedure mieht be likely to give r~.se to a certain amount of confusion, two 

lists of draft re~olutic..ns could be s !br.J:l.tte,~ to the Co:rm:J1.s.s 1.on on Human Rights 

instead of one . 

28. J.11os M0NROE (!:!::it ~: d ;~!_;;r,::·:o:.t ) suegested t hat the craf-:; r Asolutions 

adopted at the second session ahou).d be reviewed. t o see 1-'L:n;her t hey did not 

contain certain natter::o ·w::i<":-h he.~. becr;n:e pointless as a re.~:Jl t of t ho decisions 

adopted by the Sub-Commission at its current sessi on. 

29. Mr. ROY (Haiti) was prepared to agree tha t a consolidated list of 

the draft r esol utions adopted at the second. and t hird sessi ons should. be 

annexed to the report, on condition that they we r e pr esented in a l ogical 

and not a chronologi ca l order. 

" 

30. Mr. NlSOT (Belgium) proposed tha t only the d.rBft resol utions adopt ed 

a t the thi rd session should b() nr.n6Xed t o the r cp!irt an.:! t hat e. consoHd.ated 

liat of the draft r eeolutlona of the eecon.i and third sess i ons should. be 

-puhlJAh~ jn a s~po..re.te dooument. 

/31 • Mr. EKSTRI\ND 
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31. Mr . EKn'!'RAr!D (Sweden) thought that unless the Sub-Commission provided 

some explaOation in the r eport, the Commission on Human Rights might not 

understand the r easons for which t.i.e Sub-Commission had annexed a consol i dated . 

l ist of ~i.e draft r esolutions of the second and third sessi ons to the report of 

the third se3s1on. 

32 . The CF.A!RMMT r oplied. -t1lat such an explanation co::::'.d ·be L'lcluded; 1n 

paragraph 80 of the report. 

It was decidert to a!l.l!ex t::~ the rel'.ort a consolHa ted. lis t o!' the draft 

r esoluti ons adopted by tr.e second and third eea~iong 1 on the understand ing 

t hat the necessary exple.ne.tion '-re.a siven in pe..:ra.gre:ph 80 of the raport. 

33. T'.ae CHAirutl\11 called upon the Sub-Commies ion to s tate 1 ts vj ei{S on the . 

draft reeol~tiona &L~exed to the report. 

Lraft resoh~tion . ..f.:.~.~ measures fer the prevent i on . .2f....d.1scrimi:·:e.t1on . . 

Draft resolutio~ I was approved subject to the inaert~on in sub-pa ragraph (b) 

of the Sub-Co::;:r.l~ ~ sioi;, 1 s full t i tle. 

-w.nn.-~~+.irmaJ T"eaeures to nrevent d.1scr1m1nation . 

Draft r esoluMon II vas ad.opted . 

D:ra.ft resolution III: Def init!on of m.:l.nor ities f or puryosE!s of protection 

by the United Natic~. 

Draft resol ution I II ~-s c.d ')l?t !Cld . 

Draft resolution IV: l!:fo1"1Y.lt"on on t he s+..atus of m1nor1t:!.'3s . 

34 . . t-1r. BLACK (United States of A~rica) anegested that the last paragraph 

of tha t dra ft r esolution should be del~t~ since it was not yet known whether or 

not the draft inte rnational covenant on human rights would contain a provision 

simila r to the one envisaged in tha t draft. 

It was de~!_<i~~ unaninlousl.y to delete the last paragraph of draft 

rea9_l_u~_i_o_n __ JV . 

/35. Miss MONROE 



E/CN.4/Sub.2/SR .63 
Page 9 

35 . Miss MONROE (United Kingd.om)proposed the addition of the "'or ds "in the 

light of the definition adoptod by the Sub~Comm.ission" after the word 

"jurisdiction'' eo as to enable goYernments to furnish full information. 

36. Mr. NISOT (Belgium} was opposed to amending a text alreac.y adopt ed 

by the Sub - Commission, particularly ae the words to be inserted referred to a 

draft resolution regarding which certain members had made reservations. 

37. The CHAIRMAN and Mr . SPANIEN (France) saw no objections to in.serting 

a few words intended to def:!.ne the type of infor~'l'la tion required f:..·om Governments. 

38 . Mr. BLACK (United Sta t ea of America) shared that view 1 and thought 

that it would be useful to emphasize in the last paragraph of the report that· 

the word "minorities 11
, used in all the draft resolutions contained in that 

document, should be interpreted in accordance with the definition adopted by 

the Sub -Corr.rnis~ io:;.'l . . 

Draft r el'lo:!.ution IV was adopted subject t o the insertion of the words "in 

the l1e,ht of tl!_~efe:!_tion adopted by the Sub-Connnission" and the deletion of 

the l ast pa.rasraph . 

Draft r~solution V: Measures f or \he protection of minorities to be included 

in the international covenant on human riGhts 

39. Mise MONROE (United Kingdom) a sked for an explanation of the text of 

draft resolution V rrhich, by i te very nature 1 seemed to her to differ from the 

other drafts . 

40. The CID\IRMAN proposed the deletion of the draft resolution from the 

consolidated list . I f the Commission on Human Rights wished to take the 

measures proposed in the draft 1 it wot~.ld net do ft') throu@' suer. e resolution·. 

Draft. re~O.~l;l~_ic>n_'l{ .. ws__!!~_t ado~e_<.! . 

/Rra ft r~solution VI: 
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~ ' . . 

Draft . resolu.t.tor. VII! The handling of petitions 

-.: .. · ;· .. ~~ :: ' 

41. · · ·. : . Mr. BLACK (United States. of AJnerica). pointed otlt that a: .. ~ine was 

m~r.o1ng in the fi·rat paragraph of the pr6s:tnble of the draft resolution. 

Draft resolution VII was adopt ed subject to the necessary correction. 
' 

~aft resolut~on VIII : Co- operation of ncn-eovernmental organizations. 

Draft r esolution VIII we. :~ ad. ::~p+._?.C. . 

Dre.f".:. resolut :1 on IX :' Nat::. cnal 00-ordi na ting CCAr.!:lj t t ees 

. ··.:· ·. 

42 . · Frr. ·EK:3'l'F.Al'ID (S'Heden) thought that, i n · order to ·f acilitate· matt·era·;:· n 

shoul d be stated at the end o: t&4ll draft ruolut i:m at which session it had ·· 

been. adopted. 

43. Hr. IHSor (Belgir .) supported by Mr. SPANIEN (France) , obser,•ed that~·.;.:: 

i f draft resolut ions adopt d at the preceJ.ip.g session we:r·e modified cL ... ring t .he 

curr~~~ . session, . it could no longer be.· s~i.d that those draft r .esolut ions ' had· ·: 

been adopted at t he second sessio~ . . ~ 

44. The CHAIRMAN endorsed that vi ew • . , 

45. Miss MONROE (United Kincdom) suggested that in such cases the note 

ehotd.d:: ... read: !-:~.P~ e·t _.the eeoond eeaei.on of th.e Sub- Committee and :l>.r.GU~t. 

ap Co date at Tt-S--th~rd . TT • • 

Draft resolu.tion I X. wes e.dopt~~ .· . 

Draft resolution X : Right of the Sub -Commisefon to ·forward prop·'?_a.als to the· 

Economic and Social Council 

46. Mr. BLACK (United States of America) thought that the draft should be 

excluded from the consolidated list . 

/47. The CHAIRMAN 
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47. The CHAL~! while s har i ng t hat view, fel t tha t such a decisi on could 

be taken only \·T ith t h e unanimcu. s a greement of the Sub- Commi ss i on . 

48 . .Ivlr . R::.~!7l!HEY (::Jecretariat) observed in tl'.at connexi on that certain 

members of t h e Sub -Commissi::m, including the autbor of draft resolution X, 

were absent . 

JF.aft r_?.2_0.l._l:~t1 on X was adopted . 

49. The CHAIRf'/AN reminded the ? ub -Comnn es1on t hat t he resol ut ion rela ting 

to t he question of :i.mplamen~btion was not incluced i n t lle consoli dated list . 

That r esolution, which was being submitted to the Commissi on on Human Rights f or 

purposes of :ir..formation onlj', wculd be included in t he Sub-Commission' s report , 

50. As matters s tood there Has not hing more to approve but paragrapho 79 

and 80 of t he report . In view of t he fact t ba ·t tile Sub - Com."lli s sion had Jus t 

examined in deta il the c onsol i da t ed list of draft resolutions appended to its 

r eport, it would seem more l'.>gical t o tranapo:1e the two paragraphs jn queation . 

It was s o d.e ·::.i d3cl. 

Paragraph 80 . 

51. Miss NONP.OE (Uni ted Kingdom) criticized the wor ding of para gre.P'l 80 . 

She felt t hat it wa s 1nacc.nate as t he con:Jolidet ed lis t conta ined only t hose 

pr oposals which the Commissi on on Human Right s , on the recommendation of the 

Sub-Commission, would tranam1t to other organs . 

52. Mr • .EKSTRAND (Sweden) proposed that it should be spec~ fied n a t t he 

Si.4b - Commiasion was submitting a series of draft resol...tU ons t o t!1e C0:w1lssion on 

Human Rights for the latter ' s consideration and approval . I t would be for the 

Co!i:mis sion t.o decide as to what furt her action shoo..1ld b e t c i.en on t he draft 

r eso.lutions. 

/53 . Mr. LA'I-JSCN 
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53 . Mr ,. IJ\.Ws.:~r (Sr::tcrc:.tariat ) read. t he text .he :pror.ossi fur t r..e new 

:pare.gra:ph 79. lie had. t t'l..ken into co:lBideration the viewe previously 

expresref. Q 

J·_;_ •• , . · .. ~"~ cc-nvenience of the Commission on Human Rights, the 

Sub-cc~~isnio~ decided. to append t o its report a single document 

emcodyir~ ~raft r esolutions submitted. to the Commissi on for oon­

sider a tlcn a nd adoption, covering ita work in t he second and 

t hird SI'IGEliODB a 11 

Mr. ~qB0T (Belgium) pointed out once again that it would be 

in0orr€>ct to ref~r to d.rc£ t raeolutions od.opt.:>·i et, ;..r.e :t.J!'AV!oue aesoion •>;f 

the Sub-Caocciss icn in vi~w of the fact that, in same cases, t hey had baeD 

ame:r.d.ed a t ~i:~ c :::'r a.::c e0osion . 

55 . Mr . · CJ"lv'::FHREY (Secretariat) ~xp1D.1ned that there were two tJ"]?es . . 

of resoJ:'..ltior:e co :.e cor...:, idcrect ; or.. thl.'.: cnP ·harul 1 those adopted by the 

Sub-Commiasim ::..~!J~lf. cor.i:!l!r..irJg its recO$!WndB.tions to the Comm.tssi on on 

HUI!:an Ru·)1-::1 ::.c11 on the oth-sr haP-:i , auceetstlor..B s'.lbmi tted in the form 'of 

draft reaolu' .c::s and :rc\.lc::r. to ::~e e.ttentio:l· of t he (~c~::::!.::>s ion ·:m Hi.iman 

Rights with view to ~1eir adoption. by that Commission. Suggestions of 

itself . 

~1r . SPAl'ITEN (Fre.nce) odmi tted that. M.r . Humphrey' e remark was 

justified; i:r .. cteed , the resolutions adopted by . t:t.e Sub-C~mmisoion in its own 

n8Jr.e rema ined o~:ts:!.d~ the scope of the consolida.t ed list. Jlievel:th~1ess , 

the Sub-Commission s eemed -- erroneously -- to imply that it had re~onsidered . 

the work of its seco:r.d session, ~rhich was a very s.:-r:J oua Il!..atter . ~e Sub-

Commission sesn:ed to quest ion all the decisions or re.s~::...:7.:iona adopted at 

the previous sesnion ~hen its membership was different . 

57 . Nr • . 'fft.JNPHREY (Secretariat) replied that failure by the Sub-Commission 

to prepar~ dreft rosolu~ions presenting problems in their true light to the 

0<-IDixn-I ~;~Q-t e>n on .Human Right s would oblige the latter to dra.ft such resolutions 

itself . In doirv.~ ao H would have to refer to the discussions of both 

/ ses s ions of 
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sessions of the Sub-Commissi on; such a procedt,re would g:<c.::tly in~:::-ease the 

risks of 0<V.'f:':.:ston to~;~u::Je of t !1..:: differences exist t ug ·r.:oHt;\.,reen the :~esolutions 

adopted by t ·.1e .Suh - Coocl.ssion at those two sessions . 

58 . l:..iss HONROE (United K~ngd.om.) sai d that the intention had been to 

mention t.~e ch.te of adoption after each draft resolution of the consolidated 

list . Rog.::.~~ng draft resol'.ltion I'V, the Sub··Cor:m:liseio:n r::igh t :m~r..tion that 

it had been adopted at the second session and redref~ed at the th~rdo 

The toxt pr;:,:poFJed by }l.r.., U\'-rRon for the p ,)-• }!;':~c:.g-:-aph 79 ,,. .~fl -"1.-y;;t €'0 .• 
_____ .,.<.-.&... ___ ~- -.--------...... ---- -·-- ·- ., •• • _ _ .. ..,. ___ . .. ._,. • • , .......... _...._ 

~~l?.h 79 

~-~~;tE1;_l2_21~~~s>2.~· 

59 . The CHA:C:0:·1L\N called for a vote on the report of the Sub-Connission 

as a whole . 

The r eport w.;-. ., e.C..c?tsd t~r~n:!.Incus:!.y . 
-.....----~.;·~ ·~ ·-·-- .... ----·- ·------

6o . l-1r u N:su.r (Belgilt-u) wiehed to make it clear that the vote he had 

Just cast diQ not refer to t~e craft ros~lutione annexed to the report . 

61. The CHAIRMAN thanked the mombe:rs of the Sub-Coa~tesicn for their 

confid.ence in him ~nd. t:!Je:J'.r constant help dilring the debe:te~ of t~';9 session 

which wa.e eniing. 'l'he Sub ~Oillilliasion had thereby been ena'bled to complete 

its work in time . 

62 . Mro E:lSTRAM> (s,.reden) on behalf of t.l-Ie Sub -Commission extended 

heartfelt thanks to the Chairman, the Rapporteur a:::d the Secretariat for 

the tact and efficienc;y: with which they had directed the discunsions of 

the third s ession of the Sub -Commission. 

63 . The CHAIPJ·lft.N declared closed the third sessi on of the Sub- Commi ssion. 

The meeting rose at 4v30 Pcm. 

2/2 a . m. 




