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- DRAFT INTERNATTONAL CONVENTION ON THE ELIMINATION OF ALL FORMS OF RACIAL

DISCRIMINATION (E/CN.4/Sub.2/L.320-L. 522 L.329, L.333, L. 337, L.342-1.. 3Lk,
- 1.352, 1.353) (continued)

The CHAIRMAN invitéd the Sub-Commission to vote on the substantive

‘articles of the draft convention on the elimination of all forms of racial
discrimination (E/CN.k4/Sub.2/L.320, L.322, L.329, L.333, L.337, L.342-I.3kk,
L;352 and L.353), 1t being understood that the present article V would become
article III and that the order of the other articles would be changed
accordingly.

The substantive articles of the draft convention on the elimination of all
forms of racial discrimination were adopted unanimously.

The CHATRMAN expressed his satisfaction at the unanimity of the Sub-

Commission concerning a dcocument which, in his opinion, was of paramount
importance.

He said that the draft convention adopted would be transmitted to the

Commission on Human Rights as an annex to a draft resolution which he read out.¥*

Mr. MATSCH, explaining his vote, said that the draft convention which
the Sub-Commission had just unanimously adopted constituted a great step forward
in the effort to eliminate racial discrimination and an advance over the
Declaration adopted by the General Assembly (A/RES/1GdL4 (XVIII)).

He stressed that the second part of article VIII (E/CN.4/Sub.2/L.352) must
not be interpreted as limiting the scope of the provisions of the other articles
of the convention, which provided for the full and complete implementation of

‘the principle of the elimination of all forms of racial discrimination.

The CHAIRMAN invited the Sub-Commission to consider the document

submitted by Mr. Ingles (E/CN.4/Sub.2/L.321) concerning the measures of
implementation of the convention.

Mr. IVANOV said that he approved of a number of Mr. Ingles's proposals,
perticularly article 1 of document E/CN.4/Sub.2/L.321, but that the proposed
measures of implementation did not seem to him to be strict enough. He then said

that he was obliged to leave and that he had asked Mr. Ostrovsky to substitute
for him. |

%  Subsequently published as document E/CN.L/Sub.2/L.35k4.
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Mr. CAPOTORTI thought that Mi. Ingles's proposals were very valuable

and deserved thorough study, for which the Sub-Commission unfortunately did not

have the time. They expressed the common concern with protecting human/rights
and were patterned particularly on previously adopted instruments concerning |
discrimination in the field of education and employment.

At a previous meeting, Mr., Soltysiak had pointed out, not without foundationm,
that in the final analysis the implementation of an international convention
depended on the States Parties to it. Nevertheless he thought it would still be -
desirable to provide international machinery to supervise fhe implementation of
the convention on the elimination of all forms of racial discriminétion and to
prompt the States Parties to respect their obligations fully and to keep the cother -
States Parties informed of the progress accomplished in their territory.

Mr. Ingles's proposed measures (E/CN.4/Sub.2/L.321) were in agreement, on the
whole, with his own views on the matter, since they provided for the establishment
of both a reporting system and avspecial Committée, the functions of which were
defined in article 2,

The problem had been under study for many years in the United Nations; the
Third Committee had taken it up at the last session of the General Assembly, wheﬁ o
it had considered the impiementation measures of the draft International_
Covenants on Human Rights. ' _ \

He believed that two major conclusions could be drawn from the discu§sions’
on that topic. The first was that there was unanimous support for the reporting;
system; Mr. Ivanov, for one, had just given it his approval. On the other hand,
the idea of establishing special organs such as that prbpbsed by Mr. Ingles gave
rise to controversy. It raised many practical problems - the method of appoiﬁting'
the members of the organ in question, the rules governing its operation, its
relationship with existing organs, and the exact définition oﬁ its tasks. It was
not surprising, therefore, that tﬁe General Assembly had not yet succeeded in
taking a position on the advisability of establishing special organs to ensure

respect for the human rights proclaimed in international instruments.
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(Mr. Capotorti)

In the present case, however, the question was less difficult, for the
document which the Sub-Commission had adopted and which it was seeking to complete
by implementation measures did not relate to humen rights in general but to thg
narrower field of the elimination of racial discrimination. The Sub-Commission
could also rely on a precedent, one, moreover, on which Mr. Ingleé had based his
proposal: ‘the Protocol to the Convention against Discrimination in Education
adopted by UNESCO. Those two considerations should help the 3ub-Commission to
take a position on Mr. Ingles's proposals and, inter alia, cr the advisability
of establishing the special organ provided for in article 2 of
document E/CN.k4/Sub.2/L.321, it being understood thet the finctions of that organ
should be clearly defined. TFor his part, he would prefer the title of
Conciliation and Good Offices Committee, which was taken from the Protocol of the
UNESCO Convention, to that of Fact-Finding and Conciliation Committee. /

Turning to matters of detail, he said that biennialnsubmission of reports,
as suggested by Mr. Matsch, might well be more satisfactory. It would be logical
for the proposed conmittee to be elected by the United Nations General Assemblyé
but that raised the problem of undue influence, because 113 countries were
represented in the Assembly, while £he number of States Perties to the conventibn
would be, at least at the outset, considerably smaller. That problem would
disappear as the number of ratifications increased, but in the meantime it might
be decided either that the Committee would be elected not by the General Assembly
but by the States Parties or that it would go into operation only after & given
number of States had ratified the convention.

In conclusion, he suggested that, since the Sub-Commission did not have the
time to examine Mr. Ingles's text in detail, it should approve it in principle
and transmit it to the Commission on Human Rights, as it had decided to do with
the revised draft declaration on the elimination of all forms of religious
intolerance submitted by Mr. Krishnaswami (E/CN.lL/Sub.2/L.315/Rev.l).

Mr. OSTROVSKY also thanked Mr. Ingles for his valuable contribution %o

the Sub-Commission's efforts to draft a truly effective convention which would

be a further step towards the elimination of racial discrimination.

/o
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(Mr. Ostrovsky)

The measures proposed by Mr. Ingles in article 1 wefe unobjectionable, The
system of reports, which was a feature of other international instruments, was
ﬁnquestionably an excellent means of control and would ensure the application
of the convention. The pfovision in paragraph 3 of the article was also\very.
valuable. ' ‘

On the other hand, he had certain reservations concerning the establlshment
of a speclal commlttee, as suggested in article 2; he had doubts not so much '
regarding the nature of the organ as regarding its functiorn. The implementation
of an international instrument concluded under the auspices of the United Nations
depended, in the final analysis, on the number of States ratifying it. TFor
example, neither the Convention on genocide nor the Convertion on slavery had as
yvet been ratified by a sufficient number of Séates. In the present world
situation, there was therefore reason to question the advisability of establishing
a new special committee to implement the convention on the elimination of all
forms of racial discrimination before it was known whetker the convention would
be ratified by a sufficient number of States. Moreover 2e was not sure that eveh
in the best of circumstances, a special committee such as the one proposed would
achieve positive results. . .

From a practical p01nt of view, he falléd to see hew the committee which
Mr. Ingles had in mind could undertake investigations tc verify whether the
provisions of the convention had been violated. It was Zor States to establishr
the facts and bring them to the attention of the competent United Nations organs
when notified of a violation. That had been done with regard to violations of
human rights in South Africa. In his opinion, there was no question that a
special éommittee established under the terms of a convention, even if it was '
composed, as specified in article 3 of document E/CN.A/Sub.2/L.321, of persons -of
high moral standing, could not play as decisive a role in the matter as the
Security Council. | »

He had similar doubts regarding the conciliation functions of the proposed
committee. The compulsory jurisdiction of the International Court of Justice
was recognized by only a very small number of States and even then with such
reservations that the Court's possibilities of action were virtually nil. St@tes
rarely had recourse to the Court to settle their disputes; they preferred to use

more direct methods. Consequently, it was questionable whether the establishment of

an additional body would be of any practical use whatever. - /..’
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(Mr. Ostrovoky)

The' Sub—Comm1s51on should provide for measures of 1mplementatlon based on.
1nternat10nal experience and on'generally accepted criteria. The objective
should be to ensure that the convention was applied. Lengthy and thoraugh study
. was required before such measures could be worked out and he was therefore

against any hagsty action in the matter,

The CHAIRMAN informed the Sub- Comm1551on that the General Assembly in

its resolution 89 (I) had authorized the Econcmic end Social Council to request

advisory opinions from the International Court of Justice.

Mr. ABRAM said that the Sub-Commission®s work would be undermined if

the draft convention was not accompanied by measures of implementation as forceful
~as the body of the text. He did not agree with Mr. Ostrovsky, who seemed to place
in States a confidence which was not wholly justified by the facts of history. If
the Sub-Commission had been certain that States would voluntarily comply with the
principles laid down in the Declaration on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial
Discrimination, it would not have imposed upon them, in article II of the
convention (E/CN.4/Sub.2/L.329), the strict obligation to take effective measures
to revise governmental and other public policies and to rescind or nullify any
laws and‘regulations which had the effect of creating or perpetuating racial
discrimination wherever it existed. Mr. Ingles was right to seek to impose a
measure of control over the sovereignty of States, because it was not good to let
them be their own judges. Moreover, all countries did not follow the United States
policy of allcowing the press to tell the public at home and abrcad everything
that was happening within their own borders. Conseqguently, it was to be feared
that if the States had exclusive responsibility for reporting acts of
discrimination committed. in their territory, the reports issued would not always
be in keeping with the facts.

For all those reasons, he supported the document submitted by Mr. Ingles.‘

Mr. OSTROVSKY felt that his arguments had not been correctly understood

by scme members. It should be borne in mind that at the present tiwme,
international law reccgnized the sovereignty of States. Accordingly, it was the
State vhich was responsible for implementing the draft international convention
on the elimination of all forms of racial discrimination. No "supra-national

committee could force it to do so. Those were facts which could not be disregarded.
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(Mr. Ostrovsky)

To illustrate the p01nt he recalled that the United States had not
ratified the Convention on the Preventlon and Punlshment of the Crlme of Genoc1de
or the Conventicn on slavery and that no one could force it to do 80 because the
de01s1on was a matter of domestic Jjurisdiction. ‘ ‘

Thus, there was no justification for setting up a committee which woald
have ro power. What mattered was to find practical ways of eradicating racial
discrimination.

For example, with regard to freedom of movement, if white persohs iﬁ{a
particular country were confined to one sector and ron-whites to another, only\v
the State could take the necessary steps to abolish that situation; the commlttee
suggested in article 2 of Mr. Ingles' text (E/CN. h/Sub 2/L. 521) certalnly could
do nothing about it. ’

Referring to Mr. Abram's allusion to freedom of the press, he pointea out'ﬁk
that the press was free only if, instead of refleeting narrow points of view, it;"

defended the 1nterests of the people.

Mr. CUEVAS CANCINO pointed out that the problem raised by the document a
submitted by Mr. Ingles (E/CN.4/Sub.2/L.%21) was one of the most serious

encountered by the Sub-Commission and the United Nations itself in their

endeavours to protect human rights without detriment to the progress already . ,
achieved. Of course, in accordance with classic international law, the compeuence
of a State extended no further than the boundaries of its territory.. There had
been cases, however, in which great Powers or States, posing as champlons‘bf ‘
civilization, had intervened in the affairs of other States for "bumanitarian"
reasons, on the pretext that a part of the population of those States was
apparently being subjected to tyranny. Consequently, efforts had been made to
provide stronger safeguards against the danger of such 1nterventlen.\ The system
of capitulations had been abolished. The territorial competence of the State had
been defined. After the Second World War, it had beeﬁ admitted that human rights
could not be violated with impunity, because that might give rise to situations .
that endangered international peace and security. Finally, since the adoption‘of
the United Nations Charter individuals had become subjects of international law.

The problem was accordingly one of protecting the individual and of eﬁforcing

respect for the rights which had been granted him, with the least possible
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(Mr. Cuevas Cancino)

infringement of the sovereignty of States. iHe therefofe thought that the United
Wations should not intervene unless there was a serious violation of human rights
and 1n order to prevent any 1nterventlon by another State.

Hav1ng said that, he pointed out that the convention would inevitably have
repercussions and that the Committee proposed by Mr. Ingles in article 2 not only
would have to draw up clearly defined rules but would have to ask States to
accept them. Hence the importance of document E/CN.4k/sub.2/L.321. Mr. Ingles's
proposals should be examined in the light of the decisions taken by the Third
Committee during its consideration of ﬁhe measures of implementation for the
draft Internatiocnal Covenants on Human Rights, for there could be no doubt that
the Assembly adopted different points of view according to the rights under
consideration.

He would suggest, however, that following the example of UNESCO, the measures
of implementation included in the convention should be reduced to a minimum,
because the introduction of unduly strict rules was likely to reduce the number of
countries which would ratify the convention.

Moreover, as the Sub-Commission, owing to lack of time, would be unable to
give full consideration to the provision of machinery which would ensure the
protection of individuals, as subjects of international law, without entaiiing
intervention in the internal affairs of States, he thought it would be better for
the Sub-Commission not to adopt article 2 and the remainder of the text under
consideration in haste. He agreed with Mr. Ostrovsky that it would be sufficient
to include article 1 of Mr. Ingles's text (E/CN.L/Sub.2/L.321), in the draft
convention, taking into acccunt the Chairman's statement, on the understanding
that, following the example of UNESCQ, more detailed measures might later\be |
empcdied in a protocol open for signature by States which had ratified the convention.

Mr. CALVOCCRESSI said that in his opinion a draft convention not

accompanied by measures of implementation would be a dead letter. He appreciated
Mr. Abram!s argument that a State could not be both judge and party and he thought
that the measures of implementation proposed by Mr. Ingles (E/CN.4/Sub.2/L.%21)
should be included in the draft convention. .

As Mr. Bouquin (E/CN.4/Sub.2/SR.427) end Mr. Cuevas Cancino had suggested,
there were of course points of detail in the convention which might be improved.
The Sub-Commicsion should bear in mind, however, that it was not expected to
produce a definitive text. The main thing was to adopt a text and sulﬁit it to the

Commission on Human Rights. \ ' /



E/CN.k/Sub.2/5R. 428
English :
Page 11

(Mr. Calvocoressi)

There was one other course, which he thought was rather "escapist", and that
would be to transmit Mr. Ingles' text with a resolution stating that it had been
impossible to examine the document in detail owing to lack of time, but that the
Sub-Commission endorsed it. 7

In conclusion, he expressed the hope that the members of the Sub-Commission
“would be able to adopt document E/CN.4/Sub.2/L.321 as it stood, since its
provisions would in any case be examined in detail by the Commission on Human

Rights and the General Assembly.

Mr. ABRAM, replying to Mr. Ostrovsky, said that it was true that the
United States had not ratified the Comvention on the Prevention and Punishment
of the Crime of Genocide or the Slavery Convention, but that had not been of ényv
disadvantage to its nationals, for there had been no slavery in the United States .
since the nineteenth century and the crime of genocide had never been committed
in his country.

With regard to the question of segregation of different sections of the
population, he wished to assure Mr. Ostrovsky thaﬁ his country was doing everything
in its power to put an end to that situation. In conclusion, he said that he was
strongly in favour of the measures of implementation proposed by Mr. Ingles 4

(E/CN.4/Sub.2/L.321). .

Mr. AWAD warmly congratulated Mr. Ingles on his text. He hoped that the

Sub-Commission would see no objection to its adoption.

Mr. BOUQUIN pointed out to Mr, Ostrovsky that the international
convention on the elimination of all forms of racial discrimination. was not intended
for States which were not going to ratify it. It was essential that the draft
convention, like the draftﬂﬁovenants, should be accompanied by measures of
implementation. The Convention, against Discrimination in Education adopted by
UNESCO had been followed, as he had already pointed out, by a Protocol instituting
a Conciliation and Good Offices Commission. It would be iliogical to put strong
provisions into the convention and not to provide any measures of lmplementation.
Accordingly he very much hoped that Mr. Ingles' text, with which he agreed in
principle, would be put to the vote and would be adopted by the Sub-Commission.

/v
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 Mr. MUDAVI seid that he was in favour of document E/CN.L/Sub.2/L.321,
since he too thought:that, despite‘the well-established principle of the
sovereignty of States, it would be desirable to set up a Committee, if only to .

 encourage international co-operation.

Mr. MATSCH said that he approved of the measures of implementation in
document E/CN.L4/Sub.2/L.321, which met the wish of the General Assembly expressed
in resolution 1904k (XVIII). |

Mr. SAARIO thought that the system proposed by Mr. Ingles could qﬁite
well be adopted, since in its broad outlines it was similar to that prepared by
the Commission on Human Rights for the draft International Covenants on Human-
Rights. He regretted, however, that the measures of implementation-made no
provision for the rights of individuals, as subjects of law, to submit petitions.

With regard to article 11, paragraph 2, and article 17, he tco was sorry
that the Sub-Commission had not had time to consider the problem which arose
when a State had no‘power to report a violation of human rights to the courts

because it was not an interested party. The gypsies were a case in point.

Mr. KRISHNASWAMI thought it essential that a committee, particularly
a good offices committee, should be established; he was therefore in favour of
the measures of implementation proposed by Mr. Ingles (E/CN.L4/Sub.2/L.321).. In
his view, the Sub-Commission would be guilty of a dereliction of duty if it

did not adopt those measures.

The CHAIRMAN, speaking in his personal capacity, said that he was in

.favour of Mr. Ingles's draft, which should be submitted to the Commission on

Human Rights as representing the Sub-Commission's views. The debate had shown
that article 1 met with the general approval of the members of the Sub-Commission
and that the other articles did not give rise to any fundamental objections.

» He thought that a convention of that kind was essentially designed tp be -
épplied under the auspices and control of the international community; otherwise
it had no more force than s declaration.

Some members, including Mr. Ostrovsky, had argued that the international
community had not reached a sufficient degree of maturity to establish a good

Joos
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 offices committee. He himself thought that that argument was refuted by the
facts. It was indeed known that the European Convention for the Protection of
Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms, which had been approved by many European
countries, included measures of implementation that went beyond these proposed
by Mr. Ingles. The American States had established,'by decision of their own
organs, huwan rights commissions empowered to carry out investigations and to .’
intervene in cases where theré was a &iolation of those rights. For its part,of
the United Nations Commission on Humen Rights, which waé*compoééd of represontétives"
of Governments, i.e. members of that international community to whlch ' R
Mr. Ostrovsky had referred, had proposed to the General Assembly, in connex1on
with human rights, implementation machlnery which went at least as far as that
suggested by Mr. Ingles. ‘ o

He agreed with Mr. Bouquin that the Sub-Commission, as ; group of
independent experts, should make known its views not only on the substanti&e ,
articles but also on measures of implementation, the primary objective being to
‘give concrete form to the commitment undertaken by Governments to eliminatér g
racial discrimination within their territories. For those. various reasons, he
was convinced that it was the duty of the Sub-Commission to approve the document
proposed by Mr. Ingles.

Speaking as Chairman, he pointed ocut that there wefe several courses open -
to the Sub-Commission: it could,\as Mr. Cuevas Cancino had proposed, incorporafe
article 1 of Mr. Ingles's text in the éreft Convention and transmit the other
articles to the Commission on Human Rights as proposals; 1t could transmit to
the Commission the whole of Mr. Ingles's document as a general opinion of the'Sub- :7
Commission; or it could submit the document to the Commission without comment.

The Sub-Commission appeared to favour the first course.

Mr. SAARIO said that, as the Sub-Commiésion had only a limited amount
of time at its disposal, he did not think it advisable to consider Mr. Ingles's
text article by article. In his opinion, the text could be put to the vote in
two sections: firstly orticle 1, which seemed to meet with general approval,

and then the remainder of the document taken as a whole.

Mr. CALVOCORESSI supported that proposal.
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The CHAIRMAN invited the members of the Sub-Commission to consider
article 1 of the document submitted by Mr. Ingles.

Mr. INGLES éaid that he was prepared to replace the present néme of
" the Committee referred to in article 2 et seq. the title."Good Offices and
Conciliation Committee" if that would facilitate the adoption of the text.

Mr. AWAD said that he did not favour that change. As it stood, the
text corresponded to the wishes of the majority of the members; moreover, he was
convinced that a committee of that kind could not attempt any conciliation if it

had not first investigated the cases submitted to it.

Mr. CAPOTORTI pointed out that it would appear from article 1 that

judicial remedies were measures taken by States to give effect to the Conventisn,
whereas of course they only derived from legislative measures adopted by States;
he would therefore like that expression to be deleted from article 1, paragraph 1.
In any event, the words "or other" between the words "legislative" and "measures"
made any further precision unneéessary. He agreed with Mr. Matsch that it would
be better to allow two years for the submission of the reports, or at least the
first report. Lastly, he wondered whether it should not be made clear that the

Economic and Social Council would examine the reports in question.

Mr. INGLES, replying to Mr. Capotorti's first objection, suggested
that the words "including judicial remedies” should be replaced by "including
judicial procedure".

With regard to the time-limit, he pointed out that a period of one year
would make it possible to appraise the situation with regard to the applications
of the Convention more rapidly. The first report of the States concerned would
enable the Economic and Social Council to decide more quickly and in full
knowledge of the facts what method should be adopted subsequently.

With regard to Mr. Capotorti's third observation, he thought that
paragraphs 2 and 3 of the article showed that the reports woula be submitted

- to the Economic and Social Council for consideration.
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Mr. CAPORTCRTI said he stlll thought that one year would not be enough to

enable States to enact the necessary leglslatlve measures to give effect to the
Convention. Moreover, he favoured periodic reports, preferably every two years;
he therefore suggested that the words "every two years and in addition"néhould be -
inserted in article 1, paragraph 1, after the word "thereafter". -

He realized that paragraphs 2 and 3 of the article showed that the report wohld
be considered by the Economic and Social Council, but he would like that idea fo
be stated explicitly and suggested that the word "for" should be feplaced by the

words "for consideration by". He was prepared to submit his amendments formally.

The CHAIRMAN said that although, generally speaking, he agreed with -

Mr, Capotorti, he considered one year sufficient, since States were not undertaking -

to give complete effect to the Convention in that period but to enact measures

towards that end.

Mr. CALVOCORESSI observed that, in view of the limited time at its

disposal, the Sub-Commission should avoid becoming involved in a prolonged debate

on the proposed text. He thought that a vote should be taken immediately.

Mr. CAPOTORTI said that he was sorry to have started the discussion, but

he had understood that the Sub-Commission intended to study article 1 before

adopting it.

Mr. CUEVAS CANCINO said that he had been under the same impression as

Mr. Capotorti. He submitted a text to be forwarded with Mr. Ihgles's document. :
He had not proposed his text earlier because he had thought thgt the Sub-Commission

would not take up the question of transmission until it had adopted article 1.

Mr, AWAD supported the text proposed by Mr. Cuevas Cancino. He moved the

closure of the debate on article 1.

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that, in accordance with rule 48 of the rules

of procedure of the functional commissions, permission to speak on the closure of
the debate was to be accorded only to two speakers opposing the closure. Since no

one had asked for the floor, he put the motion to the vote.

The motion for closure of the debate was adopted by 9 votes to none, with

I abstentions.

¥/  Subsequently circulated as document E/CN.k4/Sub.2/L. 357.
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-+ The CHAIRMAN asked Mr.'Ingles whether he accepted the amendments
‘Mr, Capotorti had proposed to article 1. ‘

‘ . Mr. INGLES said that he had no objection to the deletion of the words
"including judicial remedies" in paragraph 1. He also agreed to the insertion of
the words "every two years and in addition" after the word "thereafter" in that -

1

paragraph. Lastly, he was prepared to replace the word: "for" in paragraph 2 by

the words "for consideration by".

Mr. CAPOTORTI said that, since the time-limit of one year from the entry

into force of the Convention seemed to have the support of most'members, he would

not press that point.

The CHATRMAN put the text of article 1, as amended, to the vote.

Article 1, as amended, was adopted unanimously.

Mr. BOUQUIN, speaking in explanation of his vote, said that if the
Sub-Commission had been able to prolong its discussion, he would have urged that °
the States Parties to the Convention should be invited to transmit their periodical
reports not every two years but every three years, in order to harmonize that
procedure with the practice of Govermments to submit reports on human rights every
three years, Those triennial reports were appropriate channels through which

reports dealing with the implementation of the Convention could be sent.

The CHAIRMAN agreed with Mr. Bouquin. Furthermore he recalled that
Mr, Cuevas Cancino and Mr. Awad had proposed that the other articles should be

transmitted to the Commission on Human Rights together with a resolution similar
to that which had been adopted to accompany the draft Declaration on the '
Elimination of Religious Intolerance, If Mr. Cuevas Cancino's text was adopted,
article 1 of the document prorosed by Mr. Ingles would be incorporated in the

Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination.

Mr. CALVOCORESSI said that he would have preferred a different course but

he would accept the opinion of the majority.

/v



E/CN.4/Sub.2/SR.L28
English .
Page 17

Mr. OSTROVSKY proposed that the Sub-Commission should postpone its vote

until after Mr. Cuevas Cancino's text had been circulated.

The CHAIRMAN thought that it would be wise to adopt Mr. Ostrovsky's
proposal. ' ‘ '

The meeting rose at 1,10 p.m.






