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1. Discussion of the Repeat of the Committee on Eules of Procedure 

(document E/CW.if/l8)« 

The CHAIRMAN said that the first report to he discussed vas that of the 

Committee on Eules of Procedure (document E/CN A/l8). 

Mr. HODGSON (Australia) read the Report and said that the Committee in 

drawing up the list of amendments to he made to the Eules of Procédure 

(document E/CN.4/W.7) had taken In account not only those amendments 

suggested "by members of the Coraaiosion on Human Eights, "but also those 

submitted to the Secretariat by other Commissions. Referring to Rule 2, 

he said that the Committee had decided that it was for the Commission to 

state where and when it wished its next session to meet, and therefore that 

rule had teen redrafted. 

Mr. LE3EAU (Belgium), supported "by Mr. MALIK (Lebanon) and 

"if the Commission as not fixed a date or the date fixed proves 

impracticable, it may be fixed by the Chairman with the concurrence of 

the Secretary-General." 

Mr. TEPLIAKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said the Worlcin̂ ; 

Group had discussed the matter thoroughly. Ee felt that the wording 

suggested by the Representative of Belgium was vague. Who would dooide 

whether the date fixed for the Commission's session was practicable or 

impracticable, and how would the members of the Commission be notified in 

time of any change of date? In any event, the Chairman would have to consult 

members of the Commission before he fixed the date of any meeting. 

Mr. HODGSON (Australia) said the text could be amended to read: "The 

Commission with the concurrence etc." 

Mr. DUXES (United Kingdom) considered that the word "shall", in the second 

sentence of the amendment, should be changed to read "will". He felt that the 

Commission should attempt to fix a'date for the next session and also suggest 

where it should be held. If the Commission failed to reach agreement, then the 

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

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

the next meeting. 
/The SECRETARY . 



The SECRETARY said that the Secretary-General was consulting with 

the Various delegations in order to dr_w up the ĵ ear's schedule of meetings. 

It had been proposed that the Economic and Social Council should meet only 

twice in 19^7 instead of three times, and that Tjroposal, if adopted, would 

affect the dates proposed for the Commission. Two dates had been proposed for 

the second session of the Commission on Human Rights, namely, 30 June and 

Zf July, and it had been suggested by SO»Q delegations that the nezt session 

should be held in Europe. 

• The CHAIRMAN felt that it would be impossible to fix the date of the 

ne3Ct'session of the Commission as the date of the next session of the Economic 

end. Social Council might be changed. SI» suggested that the first sentence 

of Eule 2 should read: 

"The Commission with the concurrence of the Secretary-General 

•will fix etc." 

Mr. HJKES (United Kingdom) considered that the Commission should 

discuss the date and place of the next session on the assumption that a 

second session would be held, 

Mr. E0EGS0N (Australia) suggested that the text of Eule 2 should be 

amended to read: 

"The Commission, with the concurrence of the Secretary-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 Committee etc." 

Mr. TEPLIAKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the 

Chairman should not be authorized to fix the date of a session with the 

concurrence of the Secretary-General without prior consultation with the 

members of the Commission. 

Replying to the CHAIRMAN, who asked how it would be possible to 

consult each member of the Commission should a change of date be necessary, 

Mr. TEPLIAKOV said that the Commission itself shou.ld 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 
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if that date had to be changed it would be for the Chairman and the 

. Secretary -General to fix another date. 

Mr. DUKES (Uni ted. Kingdom) "and Mr, HODGSON (Australia) supported the 

remarks.of the Chairman. Mr. Hodgson suggested that Rule 2 could be amended 

to read: 

''The Commission with the concurrence of the Secretary-General, 

shall, whenever possible, fix the date of its next session etc;" 

Mrs. MEHTA (Ir.dia) considered that the words "whenever possible" should 

be deleted^ The Commission should fix a provisional date. 

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

the CHAIRMAN sai^ that the Secrê Larv-̂ n̂er*S-l wou^d v̂̂ -~e whether the date 

suggested for a session was practicable or impracticable, as he had to draw 

up the schedules for all the meetings held during the ĵ ear. 

Mr. EUKE3 (United Kingdom) asked whether the only reason for changing 

the date of a-Cdmmission would be because it did not fit in trith the dates 

of other Commissions 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 said that a date suggested by the Commission might be 

impracticable from the Secretariat's point of view owing to the variotis 

arrangements which had to be made for the hoding of the sessions of Commissions. 

Tile CHAIRMAN said that when the date of the next session of the 

Commission was fixed each member of the Commission could say whether it 

vould be possible for them to attend and if they could not, then their 

alternates could be named , 

Mr. TEPLIAKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) suggested that 

Rule 2 should read: 

/"The Commission 
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"The Commissica with the concurrence of the Scoretary-Goneral 

aholl fix the date of its next cession. Should the fixed date prove 

to ts impracticable from- the point of view of the Secretary-General, 

t£en the date of such secsion shall he fixed "by the Chairmen, etc." 

Tha CHAEM4IJ put to the vote P.ule 2, es amended, of the draft Rules of 

Proceduix of the Commission on Human Sights. 

DECISION: Rule 2 of the draft Rules of Procedure of the 
Commission on Hunan Rights was approved. 

Rule h 

Mr. HODGSON (Australia) said the Committee had suggested the deletion 

of ?.ule <+ as it had conaidered tlet mle mnecesaary in yiev of the decision 

taken regarding Rule 2. 

Mr. MALIK (Lebanon) considered that the deletion of Rule h would make 

it impose it le for the Commission to *old any special session. 

J':-. TSPLIAXQV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that a6 the 

Camraiesion on Human Rights was going to hold three sessions during the year, 

he did not see vhy a special session should he called. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the schedule for the Commission on Human Rights 

was two sessions dua*ing the year and only two dates had been suggested for 

the second session. The Economic and Social Council was scheduled to meet 

three tines a year. It might "be necessary for some reason or other to hold 

e special meeting of the Commission on Human Rights. 

Mr. CASSE? (France) agreed with the remarks of Mr. Malik, on* felt that 

It should he left to the Chairman, with the concurrence of the Secretary-

General, to call any special session of the Commission which might te 

necessary. 

Iïr. MALIK (Lehanon) moved that Rule k should he retained with the 

eddi'.icn of the word "«pedal" befo%.'e the word "session." 

/Mr. El"*!PEE2Y (Commission Secretary) 
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Mr. HUMPHREY (Ccumissicn Secretary) asked whethor the Commission was 

voting to amend the provisional Rules of Procedure or vas it making suggestions 

to the Secretariat Committee which was going to prepare à draft set of Rules 

of Procedure for all CoTnmlssions, 

The CHAIRMAN said that the Rules of Procedure now "being discussed were 

provisional and might "be aaended if so desired "by the Commission. 

Mr. TEPLIAXOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics), supported by 

Mr. HODGSON (Australia), said th»t the Rules of Procedure drawn up by the 

Working Group were of a provisional nature only. He would move the deletion 

of Rule k. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the representative of the Lebanon had moved as an 

amendiaont that the Commission should retain Rule h with the addition of the 

word "special" in front of "session" In the second line, and the representative 

of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics had moved the deletion of Rule k, 

DECISION: Paragraph h of the draft Rules of Procedure of the 
Commission on Human Rights was deleted. 

Rulejj: Amend by changing the word "Chairman" to "Commission". 

Col. HODGSON (Australia) explained that this revision had been suggested, 

8lnoe it was felt that the decision should be in the hands of the Commission 

itself. 

Mr* LEBEAU (Belgium) opposed the amendment; he considered that the 

Chairman and the Secretary-General should be given a certain leeway in 

determining the date and place of meetings, taking into account the 

arrangements of the Secretariat. 

Mr. TEPLIAKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) supported the amendment 

and. moved that the Commission should adopt the revision proposed by the 

Committee • 

Mr. DUKES (United Kingdom) considered that both contingencies cf date and 

location should be covered In "the overall discussion. If the loca*"' ̂  «"»lected 

proved to be impracticable, another place should be designated under the 

responsibility of the Chairman In concurrence with the Secretary «General, 

/Col. HODGSON (Australia) 



Pag© T 

Col. HODGSON (Australia) suggested that both factors might be covered 

by a single rules, which would read: 

"The Commission with the concurrence of the Secretary-General, 

shall fix the date and place of its next session..." etc., 

on the basis of Rule 2. 

lie. CK-ÏIG (China) remarked that the question of location required 

greater attention than the date, in view of its political significance. 

Any decision in that respect should be in the han.d3 of the Commission. 

At the same time, he emphasized the basic principle that the Commission 

should meet at Headquarters. 

Ii". MfVLUC (Lebanon) pointed out that the wording suggested by the 

Australian representative did not provide for the general rule that 

sessions should bo held at the seat of the United Nations. 

Mr. IEEEAU (Belgium) agreed with the representative of Lebanon, and 

suggested that Rule 5 might be worded as follows: 

"Each 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. CASJUJ (France) proposed that the Commission should adopt the 

wording of the Committee, and add the second sentence of Rule 2, changing 

the word "date" to "place". 

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the motion of the Union of Soviet 

Socialist Republics representative that the Commission should adopt the 

wording recommended by the Committee. 

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

The Commission proceeded, to discuss the proposal of the French 

representative, 

Mr, DSBSAU (Belgium) considered that the Commission should take into 

account the general opinion expressed by the Fifth Committee of the 

General Assembly that measures of economy were necessary and that 

/meetings 
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meetings of organs of the United Nations should be held insofar as possible 

simultaneously and in the same location, in order to avoid dispersion of 

Secretariat services. It was therefor necessary that"the Chairman, in 

concurrence with.the Secretary-General, should have the authority-to designate 

a proper location if the original decision of the Commission proved to be 

impracticable. 

The members for China and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 

emphasizou. the importance, of selecting a location for the sessions of the 

Commission, and believed that any decision ia that respect should remain 

in the hands of the Commission. 

The CEftIK«MI put to the vote the second sentence proposed by the 

French representative. 

DECISION:. The French proposal was adopted by seven votes- to two. 

Rule Si Delete the phrase, "unless the Chairman shall otherwise 

determine", 

DECISIONi Rule 6 as amended was adopted by eight votes with no 
opposition. 

Rule 6; Amend to add, after the word Chairman1' the words, "and sent 

to the Hembers of the Commission at the same time as the notification of 

the iaeatin£,!. 

Col. HODGSON (Australia) remarked that this addition was 

self-explanatory. It was not meant to exclude additional items from the 

provisional agenda. 

DECISION: Rule 8 as amended was adopted by eight votes with no 
op-position. 

Rale 0; . Delete Section (e). 

DECISION: Rule 9 as amended was adopted by eight votes with no 
opposition. 

Rule 10: Amend to add, after the word "agencies", the. words,, "anc1 

to the non-governmental organizations -placed in,.category (a) by the 

Economic and Social Council". 

/DECISION: 
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DECISION: Rule 10 as amended vas adopted b̂ - eleven votes vith no 
opposition. 

Rule 12: Delete the word3 "or V . 

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that this deletion was valid, since the 

Commission had previously decided to delete Rule k. 

Rules 1$, 16 and kk: Eliminate "brackets and delete the word "General", 

DECISION: Rules 15, 16 and kk as amended were adopted "by eleven votes 
with no opposition. 

Rule ph: Amend to substitute the word "shall" for "maj". 

Col. HODGSON (Australia) explained that the word "shall" had "been deemed 

preferable owing to its mandatory implication. 

DECISIOK*. Rule jk an aneoded was adopted b̂ . ten votes with no opposition. 

Mr. CASSIN (France) called tfc« attention of the Commission to the 

importance of Rule 28 regarding interpretations and translations into both 

working languages. 

Mr. TEPLIAXOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) stated that he 

wishod to go on record as abstaining on Rule 2. 

In reply to a question from the Belgian representative, the Secretary 

stated that there had been no question of referring the Rules of Procedure 

to the EccnTic and Social Council. However, the Secretariat would attempt 

to p"V\u.-vi mother draft, taking into consideration the suggestions made in 

the r£Mor.j ( rî ir.'.ione. In the meantime, the Commission would be governed 

by the ft-1.'?.'., «a? ivvrvl'.-d -luring the previous discussion. 

Mv. l£r.''.IAKû7 (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics), pointing out that 

the Commission was not bound to accept the Secretariat draft, suggested 

that the Rules of Procedure should be adopted provisionally without 

any time limit. 

/Col. HCDGGON (Australia) 
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Col. HODGSON (Australia) moved that the Provisional Rules of Procedure 

should he adopted as amended provisionally. 

DECISION: The Australian motion was carried by eleven votes with no 
opposition. 

The meeting rose at 12:55 P»m. 




