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Discussion end Adoption of thc Droft Report of the Commission on Humon Rights
to thc Economic cnd Sociel Council (Document E/CN.L/1G)

1. Chepter III, Peragraph 4

By seven votce to none, the Commission adopted paragraph b subject to tho
two formal emendments proposed by Mr. BODGSOR (Australia), namely, that "hcs
been set up” should replace "hed been set up" in the first line, and "to
submit recommendations" should replace "to formulate recommendations" in the
fifth line.

2. Chapter IV: Sub-Commission on Prevention of Discriminatiqn and Protection
of Minorities

The Commission adopted paragraph 1 by eleven votes to none.

Mr. TEPLIAKOV (Union of Sovict Socielist Republics) proposed that the
words "on grounds of race, sex, language or religion" should be added after
the word "discrimination” in the third line of sub-paragraph (a).

The Commission adopted paregraph 2, with Mr. Tepliskov's amendment, by
eleven votes to none.

With regardvto paragraph 3, releating to the composition of the
sub-cammission, the RAPPORTEUR suggested that the Commission should follow,
"mutatis Mutandis”, the procedure edopted that morning by the Sub-Commission
on Freedom of Information, leaving drafting detaiia to the Rapporteur and
the Seoretariat.

fir. TEPLIAKOV (Uniom of Soviet Socialist Republics) would have preferred
the Commission to adopt the recpmmenﬂation drawn up by the drafting group.

The CHAIRMAN, speak#ng es a member of the United States Delegation,
supported the Rapporteur's proposal. It was for the Commission not the
Economic end Socisl Joumcil, %o a;point tho membors of tho Sub-Commission at
the next meeting.

Replying to a question by Mr. TEPLIAKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics), she explained thet it was not 8o urgent to appoint the members
of the Sub-Commission under discussion as those of the Sub-Commission on
Freedom of Information, which would be holding a conference in the course of

the year.
/Professor CASSIN
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Professor CASSIN (France) thought it would be lozical to adhere to
tre procedure followed by the Sub-Cammission on Freedam of Information.

Mr. TCPLIMKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) d1d not thinl: thot
the Commission could drew up the preliminary draft of the Bill of Human Rights
without thoe help of the Sub-Cormdssion under discuscion, and that therefore
the ertablichment of the letter was of the utmost urgency.

The CHAIRYN thought, on the contrery, that the function of the
Sub-Cormiscion for the Prevention of Discrimination and Protection of
Minorities would be to contribute to the Implementation of the provicions
of the Bill,

Col., RODGSON (/ustralia) supported Mr., Tepliskov's proposal, cince the
five Peace Treaties which were being signed at P:rris would automaticelly
create minoritles of hundreds of thousands of persons, as well as protloms of
netlonality, statelessness, rights of option end citlzenshlp end dispossese’on,
The Sub-Commiseion should be in a position to deal with all these questions
immediately and to drew up culding principles.

The CHAIRMAN epprocilated that the mermters of the Sub-Commission showld
be zppointed without delay, and explained that the Commission could either
adopt the proposal of the United States, as it had done in the case of the
Sub-Ccmmiceion on Freedam of Information, or follow the procedure outlined in
the Rarporteur's repcrt. The latter solution had the two-fold disadvantare
of reterding the work of the Cormission and of estebliching two forms of
procedure.

The RAPPCRTZUR read the text of the United States proposal, and the
Cammlscion decided, on the sugrestion of Mr. Iebeau, to replace the singular
"a 11et" in the eighth line of peragreph 2 by the plural "lists."

The Ccmmission edopted the emendment submitted by the CEAIRILIN by
eigat votes to four, thus deciding to omit sub-peragraphs (a), (b) end (c)
of paragreph 3 and to replece them by the United States text.

/By eleven
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By eleven votes to none, the Commission adoptod sub-paragraph (4) cf
peracreph 3, which had, at the request of Mrs, MIET! (Indla), been rostored
to 1te original wording and provided that members of the Commiscion would be
elected for two years and not for one year.

Mr. TEPLIAKOV (Union of Soviet Sociolist Ropublics) said that he would
vote against the edoption of Chepter IV, but only because he objected to the
crendment to paragraph 3, which had just been adopted as a separate
arnendment.

The Commission edopted Chepter IV in its entirety by ten votes to one.,

3. Chapter III, Peragraph 3: Compositicn of the Sub-Commission on Freedom
of Information and orf the Press

By eight votes to two, the Cormission adopted parasgraph 3 of Chepter III,
in the form drafted by the Unlted States Delesgetionm.
The Cormission adopted Chepter III in.1ts entirety by seven votes to four,

k. Chepter II: International Bill of Humen Rights

The R/TPORTEUR proceeded to read Chapter II,

The Commissian agroed thet Professor Cessin (Frence), who hed pointed
out several drafting errors in the French text, should have full power to
introduce all necessary corrections into the docment.

On tho provosal of Mrs, !THAT! (India), the Commission decided thet .the
rhrese "which may be suomitied to 1i" in the fifth end sixth lines of
sub-peragreph (e) of paragraph 1 should be replaced by the phrase "which have
been or may be submitted to it."

On the request of Mr., TEPLIAKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics),
the Cammission decided to omit the words "or excluded from"” from the third
line of paragreph 2.

On the proposal of Col. HODGSON (/ugtrelia), the Commission decided to
insort a now parecraph to read as follows:

"Concerning the form of the ~ﬁ111 of Human Rights, the consensus of
opinion of the Commission was that it should be submitted to the
fCommission
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Cormission by the Draftins Group as a dreft recolution for presentation

to ond epprovel by the Generel Aseseombly."

The Corm!ssion adopted Chemter IT in 1ts éntirety by nine votes to none,
with one sbstention.

Mr. TEPLIAKCV (Union of Soviet Socinlist Republiczs) exmleined that he
had ebstained from voting because he thousht that the powetrs of the
existing Drafting Group wore tco wide and that the Commiseion should eppoint
e lorgor number of members of the Commission to drew up the draft Bill,

The R/PPORTEUR pointed out that during the edoption of Chapters III and
IV, he had merely boen actinz as Rapportour of the Sub-Cormittee; the
Commiiesion stlll had to adopt these two chapters officially, in the form in
which they were to be submitted to the Eccnomic end Social Council.

The Commission adopted Chapter III in its entirety by seven votes to
three,

The Commission adopted Chepter IV in its entirety by nine votes to one.

Mr. TLPLIAYOV (Union of Soviet Socialict Republice) emphasized that he
hdd only voted apeinst the adoption ¢f Chapter IV beceuse he did not approve
of the provisions relatin: to the composition of the Tub-Cormriseion.

5. Discussion and Vote on Chapter V

The‘Commission then discusséd Chaptér V of the roport (docurent
JcN. b /19//dd.1), which wes reed by the RAPPORTEUR.

Professor CASSIN (Franéés asked that paragraph 2 be divided into two
separate pararraphs, in order to stress the fact that the Commission had no
power in the matter of sanctions in respect of violetions of human rights.

The RAPPORTEUR eccepted this proposal. It was arreed that the new
third persgraph would begin with the word "however."”

Mr. BAUTISTA (Philippine Republic) sugcested the eddition of the words
"without divulging the identity of the authors" to peregreph 1, sub-para;raph

(e).
/The RAPPORTEUR,
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Tre. RSPFCRTLUR, .supported by Mr. IIBIAU (Belgium), explained: tret the
originzle of ti.ose docunents cculd not be consulted without this identity
Yeine revesled,

LECISTION: By a vote, which led to a recovnt by a roll-call, Chapter V
wves edopted b elx votes to four with one abstention.

Votés in favour: TFrence, India, Iran, Lebanon, United ¥ingdom,
United States. Votes ageinst: fustrelias, China, Union of Soviet Socialist
Ferublics, Yugoslavia. Abstention: Egypt.

6. Discussion of the Proposed /mendment by the Representative of France to
/dd & Chapter Relating to Information Groups

Profeswor CASSIN sunmitted the following amendment to be added to the
renort: '"The Camission shell tele note of: the invitation addrecsed by the
Leconoric and Sociel Councll to Member States of the United Nations, with a
view to the estetlishment in the resnrective countries of information groups
or carrittees which would colleborate among themselves towards the
development of the activities of the Commission on Numan Rights. It is
hoped that the Member States shall bring to it at regular intervels and by
their owvn initlative, either directly or through the intermediary of
such committees and roups, their contributions for its information."

If this text were adopted It would facilitate the esteblishrent of
corrialcat.on between pudblic opinion in the Member States and the Cormission
on ritnan Rights. It reproduced en invitation from the Council, to which 1t
woull Ve wery wrong not to respond since it was extremely favoureble to the
pu-poses of the Camission, Certain States hed already set up such groups.

The CHAERUN pointed out that a discussion of .this recarmendation of
the Economic and Cociel. Council was not included in the Cammission's /renda.

The RAPPORTEUR epprecieted the importence of. establishing information
groups, but suggested that they should not be mentioned in the report, eince
the Camission had taken no action with respect to them,

Mr. IEEEAU (Belgium) remarked that the rapresentative of France had
[epol.on
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epollon on tre sublect of Information rroups without arousing a prclonzed
dovate, Yo enopcrted the French proporal without inclusion of a elight
fomel onendrent, namely, that the phrese "It is hoped" should te replaced
by "certain Merbsrs of the Cormission express the hope'.

TECISION: DRy six votos to one .t was decided not to include the French
nroposal 1a the report.

Tho reprosentetive of France was reminded that he misht rogquest the
inclvsion of the question on the 2genda of the Cormission at the next
seasion.

7. Diescussion on ’rmexes {Document E/on.4/19)

The RAPPORTEUR thought that the contribution of UNISCO and the IIO to
the work of the Commission should be trensmitted to the Econom’c end Social
Council for izformation,

Mr. TEPLIA¥OV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) was egainst including
tlie annexes in the report. The orcenizetions in question were not the only
ones that had collaborated with the Comission, end their suggestions should
not be raported in detall, since not even Members of the Commission had
thelr suprcstions reperted.

Mr, LEERAU (Belgium) thought that since the comtributions of specialized
erencles end non-povermmental organizations were not mentioned in the
decicions, the inclueion of the annex in the report was Justified.

Mr, CHMIG {Chine) proposed that the suggestions of the specialized
agencies end the non-governmen*el org:nizations should be trensmitted orally
to the Econamic end Social Coumncil by the Repporteur.

DECISION: The proposal of the representative of China wes adopted bdy
nine votss to nons,

Mr. TEPLIAKOV (Union of -Soviet Socialist Republics), speaking on the
substance of the question, recelled that the Third Committee of the General
Assenbly had rejected the supggestion that the United Nations end UNESCO should

iointly sponscr the forthcoming conforence on freedom of Informetion.

/DECISION:
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D.CISICH: On the subnission of the Raport.

The Commiesion deocided by seven voies to nome to 2dd a
Point 8 to Chupter I worded as folleows:

"The. Cazdssion amthorizos the Remporteur to
subnit 1ts revort to the Lconomic and Soslsl
~ Council."”

8. Discresion and Decirion on the Place end Da*e of the Next Sossion of the
Conudgsion cn Buman Rights

Lr. HUMPAREY (Secretary of the Comrission) caild that the question of the
plece aud dete of the next sessiom of the Commission was being studied by the
Secretariat, He gathered that the Cecretariet would suggest that the session
should te held frcm 30 Jwly %o 12 fugust et the scat of the United Nations if
the Lconcmic and Social Council met only twice this year, and fram 21 July to
2 Aurust at Geneva if the Council were to meet three tinmes,

Mr. CIANG (China) proposed that the.session should teke plece at the
seet of tho United Nations, end that the Econamic and Social Council should
fix the date. Tﬁe rules of proc¢edure cf the Council provided for three
armual sessions and the Council hed decided 'td hold tareo cor four sessions in
1647. In order to economize in ’buc’.get funds, he asked thet the session should
~take place at the seat of the United Nations.

Mr. LZBEAU (Belgium)- caid he hed recent informetion fram thd Secretarlat,
accOi'ding to whiéh a meeting at Geneva cost three million dollars less a &ay
than a meoting at New York.

Professor ASSIN (France) proposed that the session should take plece
at Goneva, where other Compissicns were also td meet, and where the work of
the Cormission on Humen Rights would make a greater impression an world public
opinicn.

Mr. TEPLIAKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics ) end Mr, DUKES
(United Kinpdam) cupported the French proposal.

There was scme discussion as to the powers of the Carmission to

esteblisl the date =nd place for the next session, and the CEATRMAT acked
v, FUMPHREY
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Dr, HUMPHRcY, (Sccretery of the Curmission) to. read Rule 5 of the Rules of
Procedure: "Rach sespion shall be held at the seat of the United N:ticns
unless ancther place is designated by the Chairman with the concurrvence of
the fecretery-General.” The CHAIRMAY, said that the decision of tho
Commlssion would thereforc bBe subject to the concurrence of the Secretary-
General.

Mr. LiBzAU (Belgium) pointed out that the Chinese proposal wvas not a
proposel In the true esense of the word, becauss the Commicsion es a (eneral
rule ret at the seat of the United Nations. e asled that a vote should
first be tzken on the French or Australian amendment.

The CHATRMA decided to put the following French proposal to the vote
first: "The next session of the Cc.mission shell be held et Geneva on
21 July".

DECISION: The French proposal that the meeting of the Commission on
Humen Rights would be held at Geneva on 21 July wes
adocpted by seven votes to three.

In rerly to a question from Dr, CIANG (China), Mr. STANCZYX (Secretariat)

seld that the Coumission's vote was only a guide to the Secrotariat,

The CHAIRM/N recretted that the Commission did not know the
Secretary-Cenerel's views which would heve enabled 1t to take a definite
decision.

9. Zlxyrenpemants Botwean the Cormission and the Group Instructed to Prepare

& iro..unavy Dract of the Bill o2 Lwman Rights

After cn exchange of views on t.e methods whereby the Drafting Croup of
the preliminary Draft Bill of Human Rights would keep other members of the
Conmiesion informed of its work, the Commission took the following decision:

. The first report of the drafting group should be tranemitted on

1 April; other reports should follow at monthly intervels.

The final report should be mailed by 25 June.

/10. Vote
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10. Vots on the Whole Repurt of the Cormiesion on -Human Rights to the
Economic and Social Council

DECISION: The repcrt ol the Comm!sslon, includlng, in particular, the
decision as to place and date of the next session, end
measures taken to keep meuwbers of the Commission informed of

he work of the Drarting Group, was adopted in I1ts entirety
by eight votos to none,

11, Conclreion of the Debates of the Firest Scseion of the Commission on Humen
Rights

Dr. CI'G (Chire) asked that the following statement be included in the
sumary reccrd for transmiecion to all concerned:

"The Cormission on Human Rights expresses to the Socretary-General
ite eppreciation of the extremely able memner in which the work of his
staff was performed, both in preparation for and during the first session
of this Cormission,

"The opening eddross of Monsieur Laugler, delivered at real
sacrifice to his personal convenience and his health, will not soon be
forgotten., The Commiesion further foels that the Secretary-General 1s
to be congratulated on having on his staff Dr. Humphrey, who acted as
Secretery during thls session. Tre succeés of the Commlcsion's work
has been due in no small measure to the careful plenning =nd f.he high
degree of intelligence and tireless devotion which Dr, Bumphrey hes
given to thils work. |

"The Commission wishes also to exprees ite &appreciation eand
gratitude for the devoted and inepiring leadership of its Chalrmen,
vhose charming and irreslstible spirit of patience ard humor elicits
our sincorest admiration.”

Colanol HODGSON (Australia), Profossor CASSIN (France), Mr. MALIK
(mmm), Mz?'. DUXIS (United Kingdon), Mr. RIBNIKAR (Yugoslavia), Mr. EBEID
(Egyp+), arsocisted themsslvee with the sentiments expressed by the
represantative of China,

The meeting rose at 6:30 p.m,





