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Consideration of Item lj of Original Agenda (document E/CNA/l) 

The CHAIRMAN aaid that Item. 13 had been discussed thoroughly in earlier 

m.e**ttnes, tffiâre i.% had been decided to establish a drafting group tu prepare 
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a preliminary Draft Intornational Bill of Human Rights for the consideration 

of the Commissien at its next session. It bad been agreed that the drafting 

group cou] i aslc and receive assistance from members of the Commission and 

frcn any others to whom they cho3e to apply. 

Mra. /EHTA (India) drew attention to the last paragraph of document 

E/CN.4/V..17, and asked vhether the Commission was to consider the point 

raised tlicrc with regard to the setting up of a panel of experts. 

The C£A7Iii>lAN answered that the creation of a panel of experts would have 

to be approved by the Chairman of the Economic and Social Council and by the 

Secretary-General. She personally did not consider that such specific action 

would be of any use at the present time. 

Mrs. K£HTA explained that her idea was that members of the Commission 

could, in consultation with'their governments, suggest names to be put on the 

panel. 

The CEASSMAE said that it had already been agreed that anyone the 

drafting group wished to call upon could only be approached after consultation 

vlth his government. 

Mr. TSILXAKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) pointed out that the 

resolution whereby the drafting group had been set up "had contained a clause 

to the effect that any members of the Commission had a right to submit names 

of experts. There was no need for further discussion. 

Col. EODGfiON (Australia) agreed with the representative from the 

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics that there was no need for a panel, since 

the resolution establishing the drafting group allowed them a considerable 

amount of discretion in calling upon individual experts. 

Mrs. MEETA said that, so long as the principle of the right of members 

to submit names of experts in consultation with their governments vas 

accepted, she was satisfied to pass to fie next itea. 

Item Ik 

The CHAIRMAN reminded those members who had served on the Iftfclear 
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Commission that Item 1 was based on a suggestion made by the representative 

from France, who had proposed that in view of the difficulties of travel 

at thtit time, it might be good to have regional conferences from time to 

time upon special points that might arise. It appeared to her that the point 

was not so important at present. 

Mr. CASGIN (France) agreed that conditions had Improved. His proposal, 

accepted in May by the Nucle?.r Commission, had been intended to cover the 

period between that date and the present session, but unfortunately th^re had 

been no possibility of a regional conference. He hoped, however, that the 

next session of the Commission of Human Fights might be held in Europe. 

Item 15 

As Item 15 had been disposed of at an earlier meeting, the CHAIRMAN 

passed to the next item. 

Item 16 

The CHAIRMAN, drawing attention to the working paper prepared by the 

Secretariat on the subject (document 15/CN.U/W.l), 3aid that for presoat 

purposes the discussion could be confined to consultations of the dr&fting 

group with non-governmental organizations. The Economic and Social Council 

had divided noa-governmental organizations into Categories (a), (b) and (c). 

With regard to Category (a), she would suggest that the Commission should 

simply agree that such organizations should be encouraged to submit to the 

drafting group ideas for an International Bill of Human Rights. 

With regard to Categories (b) and (c), the Commission might consider it 

sufficient to say that it would be a good working arrangement for the 

drafting group to receive written communications and to hear representatives 

of those organizations. 

The SECRETARY drew the attention of members to the fact that the whole 

question of relations with «03 governmental organizations was still before 

the Economic and Social Council and that & decision might be reached before 

the next session of the Commission. Machinery was being created to implement 

relations between United Nations and Categories (a), (t>) and (c), and the 
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question arose whether the Coitnif./jion vould have the right to consult any­

body not having that status. 

The CHAIRMAN thought that, pending the decision.of the Economic and 

Social Council., the drafting group vould npt want to cut off any organizations 

which hed not yet been granted status. 

Mr. TEFLIàXQV (Uaion.of Soviet Socialist Republics) considered that, the 

question of relations, with nongovernmental organizations was.a.matter of 

great importance. He did not.think,.however, that, there vaa. any need for the 

Caansi ssion to make any kind of recommendation. 

Mr. LÎBEAU (Belgium) rejjiindçd members that the Economic arid Social 

Council had devoted much time end effort to deciding the status of 

non-governmental organizations in relation to the Council itself, and that 

there vas. theroÇoi-e. no need.for the Cctcnission to.concern itself.wiljh that. 

The intention of tho Economic and Social Council was that non-governmental 

organizations should hare consultative status with Commiseions, and.it was 

the duty and the right of each Opioid,ssion to decide whether or not to ccneult 

thenu 

Mr, GACSIN (France)-asked.whether, pending the decision of the Economic 

and Social Council, the Coanission was able to receive visits from 

non-governmental prganizationa. Communications in writing had been received, 

and the Cojnmiaelon,night he asked, latter t^ receive someone in audience. 

The C2AI£MA!t shared the views expressed by the representative from 

Belgium, ar.-1. thought; that the Ccmrission could informally allow the drafting 

group to proceed on the assumption that non-governmental organizations in 

Category (a.) could.,consult the .group end that th? croup could invite any 

organization It wished to consult. 

Mr. T£PLIAKCV (Union of Soviet Socialist Sepublics) emphasized that, as 

far AS-the drafting, group was concerned that group was to work solely 

under the instruction* of the Commission. 

With, regard to relations with non-governmental organizations, it was the 
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duty of the Commission to observé the Charter end the decisions of the 

General Assembly and of the Economic and Social Council. 

He drew attention to the resolution adopted "by the Social Commission on 

the question (document E/CN.5/Vf.'2l/Rev.l, page 26), and thought the 

Commission on Human Rights might well follow the framework'of that decision. 

If necessary, he would make a formal motion to that effect. 

The CHAIRMAN did. not think such a motion would be needed, since the 

Commission had practically the seme permission at the present time. 

The SECRETARY .explained that he had. not intended to suggest that the •-

Commission' should.go- beyond the decisions of the Economic and Social 

Council. . It was possible that the drafting group might want to consult 

agencies to whom consultative status ha! not been granted- The Commission ' 

might consider.it advisable to maire recommendations to the.Counei'l before 

the latter took•a decision on the matter. 

Mr. LEBEAÏT (Belgium.) thought it was the duty of the Commission to 

suggest to the Economic and Social Council that consultative•status;should 

be granted to any organization offering assistance. 

The CHAIRMAN did not consider there was any need for formal action. 

Until the Economic and Social Council came to a decision, the Commission 

could continue to use the 'methods used hitherto. In reply to a question 

from Mr. TEPLIAKOV (Union of ' Soviet Socialist Republics) as to whether 

that would mean that the group would not be empowered to consult any 

organizations other than those authorized by the Economic and Social Council, 

she answered that it had authority to consult any non-governmental 

organizations under the present arrangements. 

Mr. CA3SÏN (France) thought it would be a serious matter if pending 

the decision of the-Council,'the drafting group were'not allowed to'receive 

communications from organizations whose status had not yet been established• 

The CHAIRMAN stressed that both the Commission and the drafting group 

had the right to consult' organizations hot as yet recognized, while 

/awaiting 
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awaiting the final•decision.xf the Economic and Social Council. 

Mr. TEPLIAKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) referring to a. 

remark by .the representative of France,-said that the Drafting Group had to 

carry out its task.under the instructions.of the Commission-on Human Rights 

and;the former should first bring to the notice of the Commission any 

papers or documents submitted to it by non-governmental organizations. 

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that.the Drafting Group had to proceed on the 

basis of the Rapporteur's-report; à number of papers had been submitted by 

non-governmental-organizations.and they were bound to read and consider 

them though that did not mean that these papers would be included in the 

draft Bill of Rights or that that draft would "be accepted without a great 

deal of discussion.. 

Mr. LEBEAU (Belgium) said that the question of nonrgovernmental 

organizations was discussed in great detail by the Economic and Social Council. 

The Council had. sa id that Commissions might consult those organizations 

placed, in Category (a) or (h) either directly or through committees, and he 

felt that the Drafting Group.should not be empowered to do any more. The 

Commission on.Human Rights could suggest to the Economic and Social Council 

that certain organizations should be placed in Categories (a) and (o) because 

their advice was necessary for, .the work of the. Commission. 

Mr, MALIK (Lebanon), Rapporteur, referring to the remarks-of the 

representative of the. Union of Soviet Socialist Republics that the Drafting. 

Group should have the right only,, to consult those papers or documents referred 

to it by the Commission, 3aid.that to his knowledge no such papers had been 

submitted to the Commission, though about twenty had been received by the. 

Secretariat from various non-governmental organizations regarding the 

question of a Bill of Rights. The Drafting Group .wished to know to what 

extent that material could he utilized in the elaboration of a draft Bill of 

Rights. 

Mr. HODGSON (Australia) referring to Items 13, .16, 17 and 18 of the 
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Agende said that the discussion was circumscribed. The Economic and Social 

Council had laid down that certain bodies should be given consultetive 

status, and ho considered that the right of consultation did not mean the 

right to participate in the work of a Commission or Committoo. The Commission 

should not request information direct from the non-governmental organizations 

as hul been suggested in the last paragraph of document E/CN.U/VMy. If 

non-governmental organizations were given the right to participate in 

meetings, they might plead special cases and that might place governments in 

an embarrassing position. 

The SECRETARY drew the attention of the representative of Australia to 

the fact that document E/CN.U/W.17 referred to consultation with the 

Commission and not to participation. 

Replying to Mr. TiSPLIAKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics), the 

CHAIRMAN pointed out that the General Assembly and the Economic end oocial 

Council had referred documents to the Commission and it had had to consider 

documents which had beer» suru: tted by a Member Gover:iacnt. 

Mr. DUKES (United Kingdom) felt that specific instructions regarding 

consultation with non-governmental organizations should not be given to the 

Drafting Group. It would only Impede the free development of the Drafting 

Group. 

Mr. MALIK (Lebanon), Rapporteur, said the Commission should come to a 

decision as to whether the Drafting Group could only work in accordance with 

explicit instructions as to what documents they should refer to, or whether 

they should have the liberty of referring to any document which they deemed 

of interest to their work. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the Commission should decide what the particular 

field of the Drafting Group should be. Item 16 of the agenda of the 

Commission could be disposed of by saying that the Commission would await 

the decision of the Economic and Social Council and not make any recommendatio; 

at the present time. 
/Replying 
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Replying to Mr. LEBEAU (Belgium) who referred to his proposal that 

the Commission should suggest to the Economic and Social Council that certain 

non-govenanental organizations should he placed in Categories (a) and (b), 

the CHAIRMAN said that could be done and organizations could be advised to 

apply to the Economic and ;-. ociai Council to be included in thooe categories. 

Mr. LEBEAU (Belgium) sup^ested that the Commission should subisit the 

following recommendation to the Economic and Social Council: 

"The Commission recommends to the Economic and Social Council that 

at its fourth nesting the Council should place in Category (b) such 

tioU'-goTerisnental organizations -which at present had consultative status 

nanely....(and here would be inserted the three or four organisations 

connected with the work of the Commission) and which are of interest- to 

the Connission." 

Replying to Mr. TEPLIAKOY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) who 

asked what organizations the representative of Belgium had in Kind, 

Mr. LEBEAU said that any organization of special interest to the Co-omission 

shoulc1 be placed in Category (b). Ee did not think it necessary to name 

any special organization. 

Mr. CASSIK (France) wished to draw attention to the fact that the 

Secretariat had received a large number of draft Bills of Righbs and the 

Drafting Group should be able to consider those documents in case they were 

of interest in drawing up the draft Bill of Euman Rights. He felt that the 

Commission should not specify the number of organizations it wished to 

recommend for inclusion in Category (b). 

The CEAÏRMAïï asked whether the representative of Belgium, would consider 

a recommendation to the effect that the Economic and Social Council should 

receive suggestions made by members of the Commission on Human Eights, after 

consultation with their governments, as to the non-governmental organizations 

which should be placed in Category (b). 

Mr. LEBEAU (Belgium) agreed with the recommendation made by the 
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Chairmen and withdrew his proposal. 

Mr. del RIO (Chile) asked whether the non-governmental organizations 

to be suggested by members of th® Commission were only for consultation in 

connection with the drafting of. the Bill.of Eights. 

The CHAIRMAN said, that the Economic and Social Council had placed 

certain non-governmental organizations in Category (a) and had given them 

consultative status. The organisations suggested by the members of the 

Commission on Human Eights would be placed in Categories (b) and (c). 

Mr. del RIO (Chile) suggested that a decision on. the matter should not 

be taken at the present time. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the final decision as to which non-governmental 

organizations would be included in Categories (b) and (c) would be taken by 

the Economic and Social Council, and the Commission on Human Rights., could 

only make.recommendations to the. Council. 

Mr. EBEID (Egypt) suggested that if the Drafting Group found that a 

certain non-governmental organization could be of use to them in their work 

they should ask the Commission fur permission to consult that organization. 

The.CHAIRMAN.felt that Item, 16. should be left, to the Economic.and 

Social Council for a decision. 

Mr. MALIK (Lebanon), Rapporteur, said the Draft Report.of the Commission 

would be ready for discussion sooner if the Commission approved of it being 

a brief one, embodying only the decisions arrived at.and referring in general 

to the summary records for any elaboration.that might be needed. 

The CHAIRMAN felt that the Report should be a brief one and should 

refer to the summary records. The verbatim reports should also be used 

for information purposes by the drafting group. 

Mr. MALIK (Lebanon) Rapporteur, proposed the following: 

"The CHAIRMAN, VICE-CHAIRMAN and RAPPORTEUR of the Commission, in 

drawing up a draft International Bill of Rights may consult any 

document or organization deemed by them of relevance to their work". 

/Mr. DUKES 
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Mr.'-DUKES (United Kingdom) seconded the proposal of the; representative 

of the Lebanon. 

The CHAIRMAN said it should be understood that the Drafting Group,. . 

although governed'by • the rules of the .Economic and Social Council, could 

still consult with, organizations or with individuals if they so wished. 

Mr. •..TEPLIAK07 (Union of .Soviet Socialist-Republics-) supported the 

proposal of the representative of the Lebanon and suggested the following 

amendment: 

"The Commission instructs the Drafting .Group that in the course 

of its work of preparing a.preliminary draft, of the Bill of-Rights 

it may consult any document received from, non-governmental 

organisations- in-Category-(a), and in particular the .Cornais s ion desires 

that the Drafting Group should co-operate, to the fullest possible 

extent with the WFTU which represents.seventy-one million workers and 

fifty-six -countries and is the most authentic body of the workers of 

the whole world and is very important in this particular field of work 

of the United Nations-." 

Mr. CHANG (China) said that the Drafting Group were only submitting a 

draft Bill of Rights and it could be left to .their common sense to consider 

all documents, submitted to them. 

The CHAIRMAN said, that the. motion and, amendment .before the. Commission 

would be discussed at the afternoon meeting. 

The meeting ro.se at.12:50 p.m. 
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