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:’,:slight drufting amenﬁnmnts as’ wall 38 the fullowing cnangea

-;,4paragrapn 1 epl&ce the words "crimes in- internrtional law" by
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Tage 2

:L-‘CONTINUAEIQN OF THE CONSITERATION o TR ‘Aﬂi} hh"hT (documents I uC a)ﬁﬁ 1
B/AC. 25/&«1 1/6dd.1, Add.2, 44d.3, Add.4 and 8/00.05/0.0) 5
 Mr. RUDZOSKI (Yolund) requested the inclusion in the report of
f:i “ﬁhe éo;loﬁiﬁg geﬁeral statement:
} | ' "The delegation of Telund, n country which suffercd o
: tarrlbly from genocide conmitted bJ Hitlerite Germany, woas and
is one of the majn supporters ol an Internatlomel Convention on
Genoclde as & matter éf graat internaticnel importance and urgency. 3
- 'Durlhg‘the“Géneral Asgenbly in 1546, in the Commitbes on Codificntion of
| H}IngéfnationallL&w aS'wéll as during the Gemeral Assembly in 1947,
 if=,‘aﬁd ih;th§ 1as£:seSHion‘of ﬁhe‘Economio and Social Councill, the
iEPdiiEh’délégaﬁibn ek§£eased with great cmphasis and severcl times
. its opinion on this matter, end submitted proposale and suggestions,
;. It iS therefore, with profound regret that the Io]jan delegation
f‘f~abgta;ned from yoting on,the 6raft &doptad by the Ad Hoc Committee
fof;théréaéons explained below, The Polish delegation will do all
.ih‘its power to achieve a text'uf the Convention on Genoolde wbirh
would. be botn effectivo and acceptable to Mewbers of the United
Nations. ;oland wishes to be one of the firat slgnatorles of the

Convention cn UGHOuidG."

He would present other statementa during the examination of euch of

_ ‘ohe artioles of ‘t.nu report

Articl@ 3 (docnment E/AC.25 /M .1/Add.2) ) (Now Article 6)

Ihe CHAIRMAN remluded the Comittee that it had derided to delete S

-

paragrapn 1 of the Commants on that article.
f Spe&ming 8l repreaent&tiVa of the un¢ted otates ‘he propoded 8 tew

1) pags 2

certain

‘gtypes of crimes"- 2) in the next paragr&ph repl&ce T giVa satinf&ction

: /tg'tha ;
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to the delegates who were pre-occupled with the situation for‘federal
States” by "in view of the diversity of the types of national consti-

tutions."
Mr., LUFZINSKI (ioland) requested the inclusion in the réport of the

following atatement:

"The Tolish delegation is of the opinion that the present text
ofcArticle 6 is ambiguous and insufficient. The text should at

least be amended to read 'the high contracting parties undertake to

enact in‘accorégnce with théir constitutional procedures the

" legislation negessary to give effevt to the provisions of this

Convention', and supplemented with a provision concerning the
prevention of genocide as well as combatting any propaganda to
racial, national and religlous hatred."

Article 6 (Now Article T7)

The CHATZMAN said that the expression "repression universelle"

had been translatéd as "extra-territorial jurisdiction". Ie requested

the use of the term "universal repression’ in the Ehglish text, wherever
that expression occurred.

He thén suggested certain drafting amendments to fhe last paragraph
on page 4 and the first p&ragfdph'on'page 5.

After & brief discussion the Committee decided to replace "as against
other international crimes" in the last paragraph on page k by'"&é
distinguished from other crimes under international conventions”, and to

delete "which would impose itself to all" at the end of the same paragraph, -

. Speaking as the'Uhited‘Sfates repfssentative; thenCHAIRMAN,“
sﬁpportedAby’Mr, MGROZJVv(Uhion of' Soviet‘SoéiélistvRepublics), requested
that the names of the fouf members who had voted agﬁinst the principle of.‘,
universal repression, namely, France, Toland, thé Union of Soviet Soéialist;~

. /Republics,
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Wepublics, and the United Stetes of .mericn:, should be mentloneg

the result of the vote In pursigranh 1, page 9.

Me. 10 IUEAU (France) ond dr. 50 ZIESKI (i oland) had n§ \

objection to that being dene.

Specking o8 representative of the United Stoates, the CHiTRmy
suggested that the wording of peragrapha 4, %, 6 and 7 on page 6 shoui‘
be redrafted as follows: |

"The United Stotes delegnte propoesd the following additional

paragraph; |
tAssumption of jurisdiction by thw’ international tribunal
ghall be subject to a finding by the tribunal that the State in
‘which the crime was committed has fuiled to take adequate measwure
“to ’punish the crinme.
"The Comittee during tie diuecussion of questlons of prinoip'le:

decided by four votes cnd three chstentions in fovour of this

principle (Eighth mecting - Tuesdsy, 13 spril).
"The Inclusion of this principle in the convention was,

however, rejected by five votes apainst one with one abstention." "

Mr, LIN M:USHENG (China) thought thot it would be preferable to
state the reason for that decisien. He theretore requested that thé iaé ‘
| éen’cence of the abuve text should be supplemented with the following
words: "Cn the grounds that the inclusicn of this principle in the

Convention might prejudpge the question of the Jurisdiction of the Court.

The CHAILMAN, specking ue the representative of the United State
fequested that the names of the four wembers who hed voted for the prinip
~of an international criminal Jurisdiction, numely, China, France, Leband
and the United States of .merice: should be mentioned after the resultsho
the vote in paragraphs 1 and 2 on page 6, |

Jir, MCRCZOV
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Mr. MOROZ(V (Union of Sovist Socialist Republics) requested

‘that the names of the members who had voted against that 'pr‘inciple.,should

also be mentioned,

Mr. LIN MCUSHENG (China), supported by Mr. MOROZOV (Union of

Soviet Socialist Republics), suggested the deletion of the first para-
graph on page 7, and Mr, Morozov added that if that paragraph was to be‘
retained it should be explaine'd that the réasons referred to répresented
the view of certain delegetions mentioned by name; and that his delegation E
held a contrary view. |

After a brief discussion it was decided to mention the names of the
mgmbers who had. voted for or against, or had abstained from voting, é,f‘ﬁer
the results of the votes which appeared inkthe seéond., third and fifth
paragraphs on page 6 and in the first paragraph on page 7. It was also '
decilded to delete the entire explanatory part of the first paragraph on

page 7.

Mr. RULZINSKT (ioland) requested the insertion in the report of the
following statement: | |
"The inclusion in‘th'e Conventioﬁ of thg principle of &an
International Criminal Tribunal oonstitutes_ an obligation‘ of -
the parties to this Convention, the contents of which ere wholly
‘un.known to them. The creafion of an Internaﬁiondl Criminal Cqurt
vhose Jurisdiction éoulci only be compulsory and not ‘opti‘onal,v is
contrary to the priﬁciples on which the International Court of '

Justice and ibs Statutes are baged."

Article T (dooument B/AC.25i.1,48d 4) (Now Article 8)

The CHAIRMAI, speaking as the representative of the United States,
requested that paragraph 2 of the observatlons on tha't artlcle should be v

amended as follows: "It was generally agreed that genomde was & matter

Jof concern
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of concern to the United Netions which might take ‘a)ction in apppq‘p@riaté

‘eircumstances .,

Mr. MORCZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) waséi)pdséd to
the néw wording proposed by Mr., Maktos, since the Committee had not reached
.unénimous agreement on what the function of the United Nations ’should be
in the event of the Convention on‘QGnocide being violated. ‘He su‘ggested

the deletion of that paragraph,

The CHAIRMAN and Mr. AZKOUL (Lebanon) Rapporteur, agreed to the

deletion proposed by the US SR representative.

Mr. MCROZCY (Union of Sovief Socialist Republics) requested that

ention should be made in paragraph 2 (page 2) of the obligations for the .
igh COntraoting Parties to refer matters to the Sescurlty Council and
uggested‘the following wording: "It was argued in favouerf compulsion

1wt the gravity ‘o‘f genoclde Jjustified compulsory reference to the
acurity‘Council, which would be free tc assess the importancne of. the

ses submitted to it, a_nd to take the ngcessary steps to prevent and punish
nqoidé, I‘p wa‘s further pointed out that under‘the Charter, Members of

the United 'N.ations were already entitled to refer questions to that Crgan-

ization and that aothlng would be gained by mentioning this right in Article

~ 7 of the Convention."

The CHAIRMAN auggested some ohangés of wording in the f‘ourth‘

- baragraph on page 2.

A% the request of My, LIN MOUSHENG ( Ohin&) the seonnd sentence

' o:t‘ that paragraph was deleted

/it the request
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At the request of Mr. RUIZINII (Toland), the text

proposed by the Chinese delegation for the sixth pafagraph on

page 2 was deleted.

brticle 8 (Now srticle 9)

No comment.
Article 9 (Now Article 10)

Mr. MCROZOV (Union of‘.b”oviet Socialist Republics) requested
" that paragraph 2 of the observations on that article should be
amended as follows: "The rej;resentative of the USSR opposed this
proposal, recalling his opposi‘t:.lon in ‘principle to the establish-
ment of an International Court which, in his opinion, would be an
infringement cﬁ‘ the Qovareignty of States and interference in

their domestic affairs.”

The CHAIRMAN, speaking as representative of the Uni’_oed
States, requested the’t the expression "overlapping of jurisdictions"
in the next paragwfph ghould be replaced by "chcurrent or comn-~

flicting jurisdiction”, and the rest of the paragraph deleted.

-

The meeting adjourned from 4 p.m. to 4.30 p.m.

[Preamble
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i’roal;lblc (docuont E/4C.25 Al 1/.48.3)

Ve, SUDPIMSET (Celand) 371 thot it scaicd 60 hir/thab on
point had not yot beun sottlod with regnrd te the wording of the
Yreaihle. A8 the Secrctarint shored his ureurtainty, ho asked the
Camdttoe to choose betwoen the cxircasions "dcelsving that" and
"conaidoring thet", which h~d both buen sugjested for the first para.- |
greph of the Ercerble.

fig 1% wag o mottor of o solum ducloration, ho would lidke the
oxgrossion "doclering thet” to Vo rotedned.

The Committee dveilcd by 3 vobus bo none with 4 nbotontions to

vatain the oxprossion “duelarins thnt',

Mr. LZKCUL (Lobonon) (epjorteur) owseoted that in tho intorest

-

clarity, the stotononts quotud in sorsora ds 2 ond 3 on pozes b and 5

nuld bo attiibuted to their muthers by adding "roecrding to hin",. "n b

sinion", "in thoir opinion", ute.

Mp, CRDOMNEAU (Fronee) rogueabud thot the Fronch dulogation's
statonont in the last parnsraph on poge boshould Lu oxyulicitly attributod

to the Fronch representative.

Mr, LIN MCUSHENG (China) roquostod thnt it should bo statod in.
tho saro poragreph thot the forrmln of "n eriie :T!Gflinﬂt nenkind" had been-
adoptod not in ordor to oxyross "an idun that wao not spesificslly legal’

but to oxpross o "popular 1dun” on which the wholo world wos in corlote

agroonent,

M, MOROZOV' (Union of Soviot Hocimlist Lojublics) roquested tho
tho socond paregroph on pnge 5 oleuld be rodreftsd so ne to road:

"In pddition
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"In addition the Corraittoo rojocted:'w
"a) a graposal by tho USSR to indicatu in thé Proanble thot gono-
cidec wag o crine coamitted on national, racial orvroligious grounds;
"b)  proposcls nade fy delegotions who wished tho dofinition of tho
crino to bo oxtended to includo acts camittod on political grounds,
t»'Thca'1:10,,jonc':1.t;)r of thu Camilttec congiderod thotb thisiwould ho tonta-
nount to ropoating the articles of the Conventlon defining gunocidoi"
"o also requestod tho inclusion in the roeport of the féllowing
astotomont, oxplaining why his delogation hod vobted againstltho Lroanble
of the Draft Convontion)

"The Proamble .to the Convention dﬂ'adopted by tho mejority
of the Committee, falls to givo a corprchonsive and corrcet dofini-
tion of tho crime of genocide. The following clonents have becn
ormitted: -

%) The statonont that gonocldo ains st tho oxteormination of
cortaln groupe of the population on account of thulr race or
netionality (or roligion); N

"p) 4 renindor that.gonocido ig indisgolubly bound up with
Fascien-Nozian and othor ginilor raco "theories" vhich proach
recial and nationel hatred, the domination of tho so-called "hizhor"
racos, and tho oxtornination df go-gnllod "lower" racosi

"o gbatoriont that it 1s cssontial to tako stéps not only
to provont this crine but also to punish ond prohibit thu~incitiﬁg
of racial, national of religious haticd, nnd inflic£ ledakgle yUnish-‘
nent on porsons guilty of inciting, proparing or‘;@rportrating this“

crino,

"The roprosontabtive of the Union of Soviut Socialist Hopublics
congidors it osgeontinl to amend the Proamblo to tho Convontion in
sccordance With the text of the first part of}%hu basic principles
of a Conveontlon for thévprovention.and -und glrient of:gonooidoV Fro-

poscd Dby Sovict Unlon."” NS R
posed by tho OV1L~ njior s TUBZINSKT
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My, LUDZINSKL (Poland) said it should bo spocified that finall.
it was thought by the majerity of the Cormittee that the fornule "héving
'kbeen profoundly shocked by many rocent instances of gonocide" was |
sufficiont (fifth paragraph on page six).
He pointed out that the report quoted an omendment subnitted by
the French delegation and rejected by the Cormittoo , while it failed to
Tention & similay proposal submitted by his delegation, He rsquastéd ‘

that thé text of that amendment should olso appear in the report,

Mr, ORDONNEAU (France) thought there was no need to include in
v report those snendients which hed not been adopted, and ho requested

1letion of his delegation's amendnont.

M ‘ RUDZINSKY (Poldnd) meintained his request for the inclusilon
. the Folish anendnont in the. report, -
He suggosted, norcover ,k some slight drafting amendments bo tho
second. sub-paragraph of 1)a,ragraph 3 (page 6),
Flnally, ‘e requested that the following statonont shoulcl‘be: incoxrpor-
ated in‘ the report:
"Tho toxt of the Proerblo a8 1t now stands avoids any reforenco to
tho orimes comittod on o horrible and unprecedented scale and
nennor wnder the Nazi Fasclst rogine, and to tho comnoction ﬁét#een
those crimes. and the _prol;aganda of the so-called racc theorics by
said i'ogimos. Such an 51*.1i§sion being deliberate, is doep.ly aig-
turbing dncl q_uiﬁe indomprehonsiblo to tho Polish. Dé‘loga.tion énd |
nakes it :'uflpossiblo to support +the Preartblo and Convention until
altl'ended."i o | | | |

- /Prolimipary/brticle
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crolidnery Jrdlcle (Now Artiele 1)

Mr. (BDUNNEGU (Frence) wished tho rop.rt to montion the
woeanlient which he Lod sulvidtted, Iis delogation attachsd great irpor-
toos te 1t, althoush it hod not been accepted by thoe Cormittec. s
shorsiore roguooted the inclusion in the roport of the following stabement:

"oy pupresontative of France had subnitted a differcnt text

in which gunceide was defined as a crine agalnst humaniﬁy.”

That toext wes rojocted by 6 votes to 1,

i [rat]

M ro,reocntatlve of France pointod out on that occasion that, iﬁ'
Wis Governent's opindon, jonoclde was the nost characteristic :ficrines
soainot haranity., Mo Joubt, buing anxious to bring the worl on the Draft
Convention to o succvasful and more sycody conclusion, tho French delo~
aation hoed noroud to soperote the guestion of genocide fron the two nore
senwral probluis subidtted to the Corpalesion on the Frogressive Develoﬁ-
cont of Inbornntionsl Luw and its Codification, and to submit 1t o a
corribtun of the Zeonorde end Social Comucil. This attitudo, however,
could on no sccount affect the gonoral principle which, in the Fronch

coloontion's view, rormined intact,”

Mp. MCKOZOV (Union of Soviet Sccialist Republics) requestod the
colotion  of the Fifth paragreph of "Gorments" on the prelindnary article.
liv also ruquosted the deletion of the oxplanation ettrivuted to the
represontative of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics in the penultimape
soyagpesh, on page 8, end the insertion of the following gtatenent explginu

ing tho'nogativo vote of the dnlagaticn of the Undon of Soviet Soclalist

/" article
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"irticle I should be deleted, because the general dofinition
 of crimes of genocide should appear in the ireantls We themfoge
. consider that instead of the tem ‘int@rnatiénal crine! the
Preauble should state that genocide constitutes one of the pvavest
categories of crimes against hunanity ained at the destructiion of

certain groups of huwien beings for racial or national (or roligioug)

reagons.
"In regard to the considerations rontioned in article I
part ITI the represéntativw of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics

reserves his position on that point.”

Yr, FOINZ-FEROZO (Venozucla) could not renciter having voted.
jfor tho Proliminary irticle, and asked the Scerotariat to check thé reéultg.‘
‘.ch‘wa,s‘gi'ven as 8ix votes to one. In any case, he wished it to be |
s§rdod in the reiaort, that fhis delogntion was of the opinion that the
‘cte‘fi‘r’lition of genocide 'should figuro in the Irvanble of the Convention,
~and that it had presented an cmonduent to thot vffect, which had been

réjected.

My, LIN MOUSHENG (China) suggustod rodrafting the socond idga‘
in the Proliminary Article (point 2 of the "Courwnts") as follows:
“Gonocide is a crime ... whethor cormitted in tiuo of war .or in
tine of peace."”

~PORTIONS CF FEFORT ADOFTED IN FIRST IRADING (docurent B/AC.25/W.4).

The CHAIRM/N askod the neubors of the Comrlttec whother they

: v;antecl to give a second reading to the portions of tho report adopted |
~in tho firet reading (docwuwnt E/4C.25/M.4). | |
- | iz, MOROZOV
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My . MORCZUV . (Union of Soviet Sociélis"@ Republics) said that
the toxt of tho Russian translation of the portions - of the report
rogording the first six articles that had been discussed did not always
corroapond with the text which he himself had submitted for inclusion
In the report. Ho thercfore urged thev necossify of a second reading of
thot document when the représeﬁt&tives hed the complete text, together

with tho relevant tranelations, before ther.

My, CBIEZ-FEROZO (Venezuels) draw the Comittee's attention
to o correction which should be nade to the part of the report cntitled,
"Dotermination of Procedure and Order of Businoss", in which it was
statod that the Committee decided no£ to take as a basis any of the
drafts Loforc it. The Veneczuslan delegation had, llowevef, supgested
ot tho boginning of the generlal debate, that th@ draft Convention
yroparcd by tho Socretariet (docwment E/4LT) should be taken as a basls,
ond thot had been decided upon by a formal vote. It was only later,
when the actuul drafting was commenced that the Cormittoe roversed ite

docision, Thot should be noted in the report.

My. ORDONNEAU (France) pointed out that if the second reading
was ‘to bo fruitful the wmembers of the Comuttoe ghould not only be in

vospescion of all the teoxte duly tranSla,tocl but should also have hod tim

to sbtudy then before-hand.

The CHATRMAN supportecl‘by Mr. AZKOUL (Le‘oanon) (Rapportour)

requestod tha.t all amendiments to bo px‘oposed durlnfr the socond reeding shoulc't

he Subz.nvbcad in writing in the two working langumos.

The Cormittes decided +o nmeet on Friday 7 May ab 10:30 &.0i.

to procoed with the gecond rea_clin@ of fﬁhe Treft Rwort

The moeting rose at_6:30 p.m.




