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COMMTESICN ON HUMAN RIGHTS
SUMMARY RECCRD OF THE FOURTE MEETING

Held at Lake Success, New York, on Tuesday 28 January 1947

at 2:30 p.m,
Present:
Chairman: Mrs, Eleanor Roosevelt (United States)
Vice-Chairman: Mr, P, C, Charg (China)
Rapporteur: Mr, Charles Malik (Levanon)
Colonel William Roy Hodgson Australia)
Mr, Roland Lebeanu Belgium)
Mr, Osman Ebeid gEgypt)
Mrs, Hansa Mohte India)
Mr. Ghassame Ghani (Iran)
General Carolos P, Romulo Philippine Republic)
Mr, V. F. Tepliskov USSR)
Mr. Charles Dukee United Kingdom)

Mr, José A. Mora (Urupuay )

Representatives of Svecialized Arencles

Mr, A, MacLelsh (UNESCO)
Mr. Eric V. Hutchinson (1L0)

Representatives of Non-Governmental Urganizations

Miss L, Spiegel ?\T’IU)
Miss T, Sender AFL)

Secretary: Professor J, P, Humphrey

1, Prgp_ogal of Adjournment

‘Befm resuminz the discussion on the examination of communicaticns
received by the Commission, the CHAIRMAN said it had been sugzested that the
work of the Ccmm;lss:_lon should be suspended on Thursday to enable the members
to go to Hyde Park on that day.

General ROMULO (PHILIPPINE REPUBLIC) appealed to the Vice-Chairman cnd

said that he proposed the adjournment on Thursday in honour of the champion

/of human
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of human fresdom, Mr, Franklin Delano Roosevalt.

DECISICN: The wroposal of adjourmment was adopted by acclameticn,

2. Exemination of Gemmunicabions Received (Centinued)

 eire

Mre, MEHTA (INDTA) in order to avoid any misundierstandings, said that
the resolution she had submitted concerned communications from organizationé
having a consultative status, those submitted by privete individuals or
non-goveramental organizations would not be discussed in the Commission,

¥r, IEREAU (BELGIUM) acked if it was indeed the intention of the

revresentative of India that her proposal should refer exclugsively to

communications mentioncd in the list before the Commission, He thought that
the descision taken applied to communications slready wveceived zo well as to
those vhich wight be received in the future,

Meg, MEHTA (INDIA) did not wish the Commission fo decide definitely that
day in the sense advocated by Mr. Lebeau insofar as future communications
were conéernad,

The SECRETARY, at the Chairmanfs request, replied to a question by
Mr. Malik (Lebanon) that it wowld be difficult for the Secretariat to refuse
menmbers of the Commission copies of documents if the Indian representative's
resolution were accepted,

General RCMULO (PHILIPPINT REPUBLIC) asked the Secretary in the interests
of clarity to read the resclution submitted by the Indian representative. He
asked Mrs, lehta to soy vhather the resoluticn would apply to communications
received subsequentiy or not, Waen the Cormission adopted the Intermational
Declaration on iluman Rights.it would receive letters from all over the world,
Ie would like to maintain the position of the United Netions by giving it, in
a sense, the role of a Suprame Court of Appeal, befors which all plaintiffs
would,be.gssured of thelr inmunity.

- He theréfore pressed his proposal to establish a Sub-Committece of three
menbers, chosen from the Coumission, to study all the questlons involved and

/particwlarly
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particularly those concerning the communication of dosuments, ;gé asked that
all the Information in the poasession of the Secretariat and the League of Nationg
ghould he submitted to the Stb-Committee,

The SECEETARY read the resolution submitted by the Delesation of India:

"Vhile the cormunications of organizations having consultative

‘status should be discussed by the Secretariat, the ofhers ag listed nay

e made available to members of the Commissicn upcn their request,”

Mr, EBEID (EGYPT) wished to know the practicel result of these discusslons.
He asked what means ths Commission pessessed to remedy the facts which might
be weported to it., Would 1t be content to file these communications?

The CHAIRMAN obgerved that the repregentative of E ypt had raised an
important point regarding the compebtence of the Commission to put its
reccmmendétions into fcrce, Tor the moment, the Cormission had no pover to
conduct an cnquiry, cr to put its decisions into force, but it had the right
to submit recommendotions to ths Econcmic and Sccial Council and to forward
to it any complaint vhich 1t considered jJustified,

Mr, TUKES (UNITID KINGDOM) saw e certain denger in meking these
cormmunications, addressed to the Secretaeriat, available to the members of this
Cermission, He considered that the publication of theae documents was prematnre.
The escential tagk of the Commission should be completed first, namely, the
drefting of an Interrctional Declaration on Human Rizhts, He proposed that
a rerly to complainants should be given now in order to glve them a little hope.

Mr. MCRA (URUGUAY) conagidered the best solution waa to adopt the
Indian proposal, Mr. LAUGIER, Assistant Secretary-General, had explalned the
task of the Fconomic and Social Council and of the Commission which was to
¢reate machinery for the examinaticn of all communicstions concerning the
viclation of humen rights.  Pending the esteblislment .of this machinery, the
Cormission could adopt the motion submitted by the Delecgate ¢f India. When
the International Declaration on Humen Rights was dravm up, the Cormission
could make a special recommendation to the Fconomic and Social Council on thgu_

/ef dealing
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of cealing with these comuunications.

The CEAIRMAN recalled that the Commission had already adopted the
resolution suidaitted by the Indlan Delecation end that it now had another
resolution before it,

General ROMULO (PHILIPPINE REPUBLIC) said that he pronosed the setting
up by the Chairmen of & Sub-Committee cf thiee members vhose cssential duty
would be to study the communicatione ecdressed to the Cecretary-General, the
Economic and Social Council, or the Ccrmigsion, and to make recommendations.

Colonel IODGSON (AUSTRALIA) pointcd #o the danger of hesty dec’sions on
these questions vwithout realizing the con.cquencés. He thouzht that the text
adopted applied not only to comrunications already rcceived, but to those
which would be received in the futurc, In discussing the new resolution, the
Commission wes on dangerovs ground, It was now discussing the functions eand
responsibilities of the Commission, It seemed that certain mecmbers weire under
the impression that it had already been constituted as a kind of Cowxrt of Appeal,

He considered that the Commissionts first duty was to draft the
Intermaticnal Declaration on Humen Rights, Ite second duty was to set up
u;chinery to put it into force. The examination of complaints did not enter
the Ctamissionts functions or povers.

If the representative of Belgium would submit a formal motion expreesing
his point of view, he would support it., He did not see how a Sub-ﬁommitteo
sould do more than the Comission itself.

Mr. LEBEAU (BELGIUM) thought that the communications received from
private individuals or organizations wore useful insofar as they were an
indication of public opinion in regard to the Commission's work, but that the
principal task of this Commission was not to examine these communications or
t0 give the impression that it could redwess grievances,

He thewefore ppoposed a dvaft resnduticn in terms slightly different from
the rule adopted Dy $he Security Councii for dealing with communications which

would inevitably come int
/"L, A list
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"1, A list of all comiunications from private individuals and

non-goverrmental bodles, eddressed to the Commission on Human Rights,

as well as those transmitted to the Commission by other United Natioms

‘bodies, shall be circulated to the members of the Commission at each

neeting,

"2, The members of the Commission shall have the risht to inspect the

'6rigihals of these commumications in the Secretariat.”

The CHAIRMAﬁ announced that woting on the resolutions proposed by the
representative of the Philippine Republic and Belgium would be by show of
hands and thet this method would be adopted for all future voting in the
Cormission, |

General ROMULO (PEILIPPINE REMUBLIC) wisked to clear up one point. He
' hed not meant that the Comission was to be a court of appveal. Nevertheless,
that was hcwvtﬁé public regarded it.. It could, however,-be said to“fepresent
the wordld conscience, The Philippine representative ur;ed the Commission to
accept his draft resolution. He added that its adoption was not incempétible
with the Belgian pronosal, which he supported.

Mrs. MEETA (INDTA) supportsdvthe Philippine representativels proposal,
the adontion of which would simplify the Commissionts work by sorting owt
commﬁﬁicatiohs,

- Mr, TE?LIAKDV (USSR), rising on a point of order, stated that the draft
resolution of fhe Philipnine representative was contrafy to the Indian
revresentative’s motion adonted at that.morning's meeting. He vas estonished
that Mre, Mehta supported the Philippine proposal. He asked whether he was to
understand that the Philippine proposel would only applj to futwre commtnications,

Mrs. MENTA (INDIA) stated that she interpreted it in that sense,

The CHAIRMAN explained:that,-as she understood it, the two proposals
before the Cammission were not incompatible, 'The object of the Philippine
proposal wes to set up a Sub-Committee to study what stens should be taken to

meke the authors of communications féel that they were not writing for nothing,

/The Belgian
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The Belglean proposal, cn the other hund, zave the_Secretariat explicit
instructicns as to what was to be done with thess communications,

Mr. TLOLIAXOV (USSR) stated that in- his opinion tre adoptioa of the text
IYreorosed by the Philippine representative would annul the decision taken that
morning. He proposed a resolution to make the morning!es decisicn epplicable
to future communications,

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that the Commission now had three motions before
it, the first being that presented by the Philippine rasrresentative,

Mr., TEPLIAKOV (USSR) stated that if the Philippine proposal were rot
amerided in the vey he had suggested, the Commission ought first to consider
vhether it desired to revoke the morning's decision,

The, CIAIRMAN explained that in the absence of a vote cancelling it, the
motion adbpted in the morning stood. bhe thought that the Soviet representative
wes the only cne who interpreted the Philippine proposal as annulling the
morning's vote. |

Mr, MALIK (IEBANON) thought the Philippine and Belgian mctions were not
incompatible; on the contrary, he considersd theawy camplsrentary. The Belzian
rroposal enshled the memvers of the Commisgion to perform their dutles as
revresentutivas of théir Coverureate; he Phillwpire pronosel mede the
Camnission as a whole lend a receptive ear to the world, Morgover, Mr, Malik
added, many communications would relate to the work of the Sub-Commuittees of
the Human Rizhts Commissicn, and the Philippins proposal provided for the.
tranemission of such communications to the compstent Sub-Committee. The
Lebanese.representative announced his intention of voting in favour of both
the Philippine and the Belgian motions,

M., TEPLTAXOV (USSR) tzcught thav the Lebansse repuesentetive’s:gtatement
had Increesed the misunderstanding, 4. decision having been taken regarding
the communications listed by the Secretariat, he suggested that to avoid any
posalble misinterpretation the Philippine revresentative should add to his text

2 remark that it applied only to communications received in the future, A

/Sub-Cormittee
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Sub-Committee could make recoumendations as to the use of documents 1%
received, but couvld not undertake investigations. The Human Riéﬁts Commission
vés not a couft of justice, It had a definite task, namely, to drew up a
Declaration of Human Rights,

The CHAIRMANW pointed out that in view of the morningts decision to
allow members of the Commission to consult the communicaticns, the members
of the Cub-Cormittee proposed by the Philippine representative‘would have
access t0 these documents in their individual capacities. Consequently the
text of the Philippine proposal must be studied with care,

Mr, CHAIG (CHINA) suggested thet tha.Cosmission should .postpons
consideration of the proposal deeling with item 8 on its provisionzl agenda'
(Consideration of ways and meens for the effective implementation of human
rizhts ond fundamental freedoms - document E/CN,.4/3),

General ROMULO (POILIPPINE REPUELIC) was oprosed to any postnonement
of consideration of his proposal, _

Colonel HODGSON (AUSTRALIA) thovght the Philinpine provosal lacked
clarity. He apreed with the USSR represeptative that adepticon of thé prroposal
would be incompatible with the morning s decision, Moreover, the proposal
was interpreted differently by its author and by the Lebanese representative,
IT, as the Philippine representative asserted, the Sub-Committee was dnly
to study the possible use to be made of the commuhications, it would be
deceiving the auvthors of the communications who, Ifor thelr part, expected
effectlve action, If on the other heanc, as the resulﬁ of a misunderstanding,
the idea were to spread abroad that the Sub-Committee was entitled to study
commurications, the Human Rights Commilssion would receive a flood of them,
The public nust not be allowed to think that the Commlssion was a tribumal,

The Austrelian repvesentative announcced that he would vote azeinst the
Philippine proposal,

Mr, TEPLIAKOV (USSR) stated that he would elso vote against the proposal,

for the reasons already indlcated, and because after the remarks of the



representative of Lebanon and the Philippine representative had not wmade

clear how he intended his proposal to be interpreted.

General ‘ROMULQ (?HILIPPIHE»REPUBLIC) aSked for a vote by roll call.

DECISION: The draft resolution of the Fhilinpine representative was

adopted BE”Tive voteg to three with three abstentions, .

Votes for:

Indisa

Lebanen :
Philippine Republic
United States
Urusuay

Abstentions:
China

Erypt
Iran

Votes against:

Australia

USSR

United Xingdom

Absent:

Byelorussia
Chile
France
Panama
Ukraine
Yugoslavia

The representative of Belzium, who attended the meetings of the

Cammission as an obgerver, did nov vote,

Colonel HODGSON (AUSTRALIA) asked whether the Cormission's Rules of

Procedure permitted a resolution which did not receive a majority vote, to

be considered as adopted.

The SECRETARY read out Article 34 of‘the RBules of Frocedure of the

Cormission:

the members prezent and voting",

"Decigions of the Commission shall be made by a majority of

. Colonel ECDGSON (AUSTBALIA) gtated that an absteption was a vote,

The CHAMMAN said that as she understood it an abstention, did not

constitute -a vote, She reminded the Commission of the long discussions on
this point in the General issembly, viere 1t had been dccided that dbstcntions
did not cocunt as votes, .If the Commission held to the Assembly's decision,
“the resolution must be considercd as adopted by a majority of the membors
present and voting,

Mr. LEBEAU (BEIGIM) added that this Assembly rule had constently becn
arplied in the Economic and Social Council arnd had never been questicned.

/Tre CEAIRMAN
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The CHAIBMAN avpointed the representatives of Lebanon, the United Kingdom
and Urucnay as members of the Sub-Committee set up by the above decision.
The Ccmtiission then voted on the Belgian draft recolution,

DECISICH: The ¢raft resoluticn of the representative of Belsliunm ves
adoonted unenimously by saow of hands,

~

The Cheirman asked Mr, Architald MacLeish, the representative of UNESCO,
to address the Committee, Mr. Maclelsgh, spealiing as the representative of
UNESCO, pointed out that this orjenization was particularly interested: first

in the generold gquestion of a declaration on humen rights, and second in the

guesticn of freedom of commmication,

lir, MocITISH emphasized that these were Qirecting principles of UNESCO's
activity, UNESCO muct be concormed priverily with freedorm of communication

mcre positive way than the simple removal of barriers,

'-J-
o
W

UNESCO would like to keep in close tovch with the work of the
Sub-Cermissicn on Freeden of Information and of the Press,

Cn 20 Noverber, the Third Committee of the General Assembly reccumended
the caliing of a world conference on freedom of information, Since then,
UNESCO had also resolved thet such a conference be called, Mr, Mecleish
declared that it was the tesk of the United Netions to convene this conference
but added that UNESCO wos most anxious that the invitation should go out in
the name of the United lations and of UNESCO,

Pinally Mr, MacLeish emphasized that UNI3CO had only one desire, which
wes to be as uscful as it could, and placed itsell at the service of the

Commizsicn on Humon Rights,





