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Discussion



1. Discussion of the Repc.t of the Ccmmittee on Rules of Proceldurve
(document E/CN.4/18).

The CHAIRMAN esaid that the first report to be discussed was that of the
Cormittee on Rules of Procsdure (document E/CN.4/18).

Mr. HODGSON (Australia) read the Report and said that the Committes in
rowing up the list of amendments to be made to the Rules of Procedure
(document E/CN.4/W.T7) had taken in account not only those amendments
suggesﬁed by members of the Commission on Human Rights, but also those
submitted to the Secretariat by other Commiseicns. Referring to Rule 2,
he said that the Cormittee had dascided that it was for the Comission to
state whers and when 1t wished its next session to meet, and therefors that
rule had teen redrafted.

Mr. IEBEAU (Belgium), supported by Mr. MALIK (Letanon) and
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Mr. CAES
"If the Commission 238 not fixed a date or the date fixed proves
lmpracticable, 1t may be fixed by the Chairman with the concurrencz of
the Secretary-General,"

-

Mr. TEPLIAKOV (Unicn of Soviet Soclelist Republiecs) said the Vorking

w

Group rad discussed the matter thoroughly. Ee felt that the wcrding
sucgested by the Representative of Belgium was vague. Who would déoacide
whether the date fixed forxr the Ccumission’s session was practicable o
impracticeble, and how would the members of the Commission be notified in
time of any change of date? In any cvent, the Chairman would have to consult
members of the Ccrmission tefore he fixed the date of any meeting.

Mr. HODGEON (Auwstralia) said the text could be amended to read: "The
Commissicn with thae concurrence etc.”

Mr. TUKZS {(United Kingdom) considered that the word "shall", in the second
sentence of the amendment, should be changed to read "will". He felt that the
Commissiqn should attempt to fix a date for the next session and also suggest
where it should be held. If the Ccmmission failed to reack agreement, then the

fact that it had suggested a certain time and place would assist the Chailrman

and the Secretary-General in reaching & decision as to the date and place of

the next meeting. /The SECRETARY
he RETARY



The SECRETARY sald that the Secretcry-General was consulting with
the vorious delegutions in order to driw ﬁp the year's schedule of reetinga.
It had been proposed that the Econcmic and Social Council should meet only
twice in 19h7'instead of three times, and that proposal, if udopted, ﬁould
cfTect the dates proposed for the Comuission. Two dates had been proposed for
the second session of the Commigsion on Human Rights, numely, 30 June and
27 July, and it had been suggesked by some delegutions that the next session
should be held-in FEurore.

The CHATRMAIT felt that it would be imrossible to fix the date of the
next session of the Commission g3 the dats of the next session of the Econouic
cnd Social Council might te changed. ©She sugcested that the first sentence
of Rule 2 should read:

"The Cormission with the concurrence of the Sscretary-General
will f£ix ete.”

Mr. TUKES (United Kingdom) considered that the Commission should
diccuss the ‘date end place of the next sesesion on the assumption thet a
second session would be held.

Mr;fHOIGSON'(AuStralia) suggestéed that the text of Rule 2 should be
emended to read:

'Pre Commission, with the concurrence of the Cecretory-General
shall, whenever possible, fix the date of the next session. Should

it fail to do so, or should the date fixed prove to be impracticable,

the Coﬁmittee etc."

Mr. TEPLIAKOV (Union of Soviet Soclalist Regublics) said that the
Chcirman should not be authorized to fix the date of a session with the
concurrence of the Secretary-General without prior consultation with the
menlbers of the Commission.

Replying to the CHAIRMAN, who asked how it would be pOSSible_to
consult each member of the Commission should & chonge of daté bé'heceésary,
Mr., TEPLIAKOV said that the Commission itself should fix the date.

The CHAIRMAN did not see how the whole Commission could be consulted
about a change of date. It could decide on a date for the next session, but

/if that
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if that date had to be changed it would be for the Chailrman and the
.Secretary-General to fix another date.

Mr, DUEKES (United Kincdom) znd Mr, HODGSON (\ustralia) supported the -
remarks. of -the Chairman, MNr, Hodgson saﬂoested thot Rule 2 could be amended
to read:

“The .Cormission with the concurrence of the Lecretary-General,

shall, wherever possible, fix the date of its next session etc;”

Mrs, MEHTA (Irdis) considered that the werds "whenever possible” should
be deleted, The Cormission . should fix a provisional date,

Replying to the representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,

hether the date

t+the CEATRMA zaid that the Secretsyrv-Genersl would Juvdre
Ghe LhnlihMall sald that the cecrejaxy 4 Would Jjuddie W the

suggested for a session was practicable or impracticable, as he had to draw
up the schedules for all the meetings held during the year,

My, DUKES (United Kinzdom) asked whether the only reason for changing
the date of a:Ccdmmission would be because 1t dld not fit in with the dates
of other Cormissions etc, He pointed out that most of the members of the
Commission had other public duties to perform in their own countries, and
suggested that the words "unless something untoward happens" should be
inserted in the text of Rule 2,

The SECRETARY sald that a date suggested by thp Cormission might be
impracticable from the Secretariat's point of view owing to the various
arrangements which had to be mads for the hoding of the sessions of Cbmmission;.

The CHAIRMAN sald that when the date of the ne xt session of the
Commission was fixed each member of the Cormissidén could say whether it
would be possible for them tokattend and if they could not, then their
alternates could be nemed .

Mr, TEPLIAKOV (Union of Soviet Sociallst Republics) suggested that

Rule 2 uhould read?

/"The Commission
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"The Commissica with the .concurrence of the Secaretary-General
sholl fix the datc of 1ts next cesslun. Should the fixed date nrove
to te impracticadle from the point of view of the Secretary-General ,
then the date ¢f such secsion shall bte fixed by the Crairmen, ete,”
The CHAITMIAN put to the vote Rule 2, es amended, of the draft Pules of
Procedurc of the Cormission on Humen Rights.

DICISION: Rule 2 of the draft Rules of Procedure cof the
Commission on Humen Rights was approved.

Rule !

1*. FOTGSON (Australia) said the Cormittee had suggested the deletion
of Tule 4 as 1t had considered tBet rule wmnecessary in view of the decision
taken vegarding Rule 2,

 Mr, MALTX (Lebanon) considered that the deletion of Rule L would make
it imposesible for the Commission to Bold any gspecial sesslon.

1. TEPLIZXOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) sald that as the
Commiesion on Human Rights was going to hold three sessions during the year,
he did not see why a speciel session should be called,

The CTATRM/N sald that the scheduie for the Cormission on Human Rights
was two sesslions during the year and anly two dates had been suggested for
the second session. The Economic and Joclal Council was scheduled to meet
three times a year., It might be necessary for scme reason or other to hold
a gneclel meeting of the Commission on Human Rights,

1, CASSIN (France) sgreed with the remarks of Mr. Malik, an{ felt that
4t chould be left to the Chairman, with the concurrence of the Secretary-
Cenerel, to call eny special session of the Commission which might te
necessary,

iir, MALIX (Lebanon) moved that Rule 4 should be retained with the

eddt’tcn of the word "special" befove the word "sessicn.”

Mr. HU#PERIY (Comminsion Secretary)
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Mr. HOMPHREY (Cormission Secretary) asked whethor the Commission was
voting to amcnd the provisional Rules of Procedurs or was it makirg suggoestions
to the Secroeleriat Committee which was going to prepare & drdft set of Rules
of Procedvre for all Commissions,

The CHAIRMAN said that the Rules of Procedure now being discussed were
proviscional and might be amended if so desired by the Commission,

Mr. TEPLIAXOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics), supported by
Mr. ECILGSON (Australia), said that the Rules of Procedure drawn up by the
Working Group were of a provisiomal nature only. He would move the deletion
of Rule b,

The CHAIRMAN said that the representative of the Latanon had moved as an
emerdnont that the Commisstion should retain Rule 4 with the addition of the
word "special® in front of "session" in the second line, ard the representative
of the Unton of Soviet Socislist Republics had moved the deletion of Rule 4,

ECISION: Parsgraph 4 of the draft Rules of Procedure of the
Commission on HEuman Bights was deleted.

Rule 5: Amend by changing the word "Chairmen" to "Commission".

Cocl. SCDGSON (Australia) explained that this revision had becn suggested,
sinoe it was felt that the decision should be in the hands of the Commission
itself.

Mr. LEBEAU (Belgivm) opnosed the amendmcnt; he ccneidered that the
Chairman and the Secretary-Geéneral should be given a certain leeway in
determining the date and place of mpetings, taking into account the
arrangenonts of the Secretariat.

Mr. TEPLIARKOV (Union of S~viet Sccialist Republics) supported the amendment,
and moved that the Commission showld adopt the revisicn rroposed by the
Camittee,

Mr. DUKES (United Kingdom) considered that both cefitingencies cf date and
location should be coverod in -the overall discussfon., If the loca**~n salected
proved to be impracticadle, another place should ve designatod under the

responsibility of the Chaimn in concurrence with the Sscretary-Gernoral,
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Col, HODGSON (Australia) sug.ested that both factors might be covered
by a single rule, which would read:

"The Commission with the concurrence of the Secretary-Gencral,
shall fix the 2ate and place of 1ts next session...” etc.,

on the basis of Rule 2.

I, CHAG (China) remarked that the guestion of location reguired
grexter attenvion than the date, in view of its political significence,
Any decision iz that respect should be in the hands of the Commission.

A% the same time, he emphasized the basic principle that the Commission
should meet at Headguarters,

l&. MALTZX (ILebanon) pointed out that the wording suggested by the
Austirelian reresentative did not provide for the general rule that
sessions should be held at the seat of the United Natlons,

Mr. IEREAU (Belgium) agreed with the representative of Lebanon, and
suzgested that Rule 5 might be worded as follows:

"Bach session shall be. held at the seat of the United Nations, If
this proves to be impracticable, another place may be designated by
the Chairman.,." etc,

Mr, CASOIN (France) proposed-that the Comuaission should adopt the
wor(ing of the Committee, and add the second sentence of Rule 2, changing
the word "date" 4o "place".

The CHLIRGN put to the vote the motion of the Unlon of Soviet
Socialist Republics representative that the Commisslon should adbpt the
wording recomended by the Committes.

TECISION: The Union of Soviet Socizlist Republics motion was
carried by nine votes with no opposition.

The Commission procéedednto discuss the proposal of the Ffench
reresentative,

Mr, IEBZ.U (Belgium) considered that the Commission should take into
account the reneral opinion expressed by the Fifth Committee of the
General Aésémbly that measures of sconcmy were necessary and that

/meetings
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meetings of orzans o the Unlted Nations should be held insofar as possible
simaltaneously and in the same location, in order to avoid dispersion of
Secref&ri;t-services; "It was therefor necessary that the Chairwan, in
concurrence with the Secretary-Genetral, should have the authority- to designate
a proner location i the original decision of the Commission proved to be
1mpraciticadle,

The mewbers {ci' China and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
emphasizol the importance of selecting a location for the sessions of the
Commission, and believed that any de~ision in- that respsct should remain
in the hrands of the Commission.,

The CHAIRMAN ut to the vote the seconc sentence proposed by the
French reovesentative,

‘ DECISION: The French proyposal was adopted by seven votes to two.

Rule 5: Delete the phrase, "unless the Chairmen shall otherwise
determine",

DECISION: Rule 6 as amended was adopied by eight votes with no
onzosision,

Eggg;ﬁ: amenc. to add, after the word Chalrman” the words, "and sent
to thé lleubers of the Commission at the same time as the notification of
the westing'.

Col. HODGSQN (Australia) remarked thet this addition was
self-ex»lenatory., It was not meant to exclude additional_items from the
provisional agenda.

DECISION: Rule 8 as amended was adopted by eight votes with no
opposition. ' 0

Rule 9: . Delstec Ssction (e).

DECISION: Rule 9 as amended was adopted by elght votes with no
opposition,

Rule 10¢ Amend to add, after the word "egencies", the words, "anc
to the non~zovernmental organizations placed in.category {a) by the

Economic and Social Couricil”.
/DECISION:
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DECISION: Rule 10 as amendied was eadorted by eleven votes with no
opposition.

Rule 12: Delete the words "or 4",
The CHAIRMAN pointed out that this deletion was valid, since the
Commission had previously decided to dele“e Rule 4.

Fules 15, 16 and 44: Eliminate brackets and delete the word "Gencral",

TECISICN: Rules 15, 16 ani 44 as amended were adopted by eleven votes
with no opposition.

Rule 54: Amend to substitute the word “shall" for "may".

Col. HCDGSON (Australia) explained that the word "shall" had been deemed
proferadble owing to its mandatcxry implication.

DESISIOR: Rule 54 an amended was adopted by ten votes with no opposition.

Mr. CASSIN (France) called e attention of the Ccmmission to the
importance of Rule 28 regarding imterpretations and trenslations into both
wvorking languages.

Mr. TEPLIAXOV (Union of Soviet Soclalist Republics) otaled that he
wished to g0 on record as ebsteining on Rule 2.

In reply to a question from the Bolglan representative, the Secretary
stated that there had been no question of referring the Rules of Procedure
to the Fconric and Social Council. However, the Secretariat would attempt
to vrodurs enother draft, taking into consideration the suggestions made in
the verirmay (uamlecions, In the meantime, the Ccmmission would be governed
by the Tolen as anverted “uring the previous discusseion.

Mr. 18XiIAKOY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics), pointing out that
the Commission was not bound to accept tae Secretariat draft, suggested

that the Rules of Procedure should be adopted provisiocnally without

any time limit,
/Col. HCDGSCN (Auetralie)
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Col, BODGSON (Australia) moved that the Provisional Rules of Procedure
should be adopted as amendcd provisionally.

DECISION: The Australien motion was carried by eleven votes with no
opposition,

The meeting‘roee at 12:55 p.m.





