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The meeting wao called to order at 4.45 p.n.

QUESTION OF THE VIOLATION OF HUMA RIGHT» I THE OCCUPTED ARAB TERRITORTES,
INCTUDING PAIESTINE (agenda item 4) (con tinued) (3/0H.4/L.1549)

THE RIGHT OF PEOPIES T0 SELF-DETERUINATION AiD IS APPLICATION T0 PROPILS UNDER
COLONIATL OR ALIEH DOM'IIT TION OR FORTICN OCCUPATION (agenda item 9) (con tlnued)
(B/CH.4/T..1550)

1. The CHATRIAN annowmnced that Wigeria, Scnegal and Tunisia had become sponsors
of draft resolution B/CH.4/L.1549, and WNigeria and Tunisia of draft
resolution E/CH.4/T.1550.

2. Mr. VOUKATESVARAN (India) introduccd draft resclution E/CH.4/L.1549 on behalf

of its sponsors. ile noted that the Commission had already had occasion to adopt
similar rcsolutions on the game subject but unfortunately, on account of the contempt
Israel had shown Tor the United Nations in gene“al and the Commission in particular,
they had led to no significant improvement in the human rights situation in the
occupied Arab territories, including Palestine. It wasg, however, the duty of the
Commission to continue to focus attention on the disgraceful violation of human rights
in those territories and to bring to an early end the injustice and humiliation

to which the Arab people were subjected, the morec so since the observer for the
Palestine Liberation Organization had said before the Commission that the Palestinian
people looked to it for moral support in their cause. . Such was the purpose of the
draft resolution before the Commission.

3. The text was largely based on the previous resolutions adopted by the Commission,
resolution ES—7/2 adopted by the General Ascembly at its seventh emergency special
session, the resolutions adopted at the General Assembly's most recent session and
the Programme of Action adopted at the World Conference on the Unitod Nations

Decade for Vomen. It referred also to several resolutions of the Security Council.

He hoped that the text would be adopted by the largest possible majority.

4. Mr. VILA (Cuba) introduced draft resolution E/CN A/L.lS)O on behalf of the
non-aligned movement. The text was based on resolutions which had already been
adopted on the same subject by United Nationg bodies and reaffirmed in particular
various resolubtions which the Commission had adopted gince 1975. The action proposed
took into account the central role of the Palestinian people, through its legitimate
representative, the Palestine Iiberation Organization.

5. Ifr. BL PATTAL (Syrian Arab Republic) drew the attention of the Commission to
paragraph 4 of the report of the Secretary-General issued under symbol u/Cﬂ ﬂ/1A22
on the question of the violation of human rights in the occupied Arab territoriecs,
including Palestine. Ile wished to know when the Secretary-General would take steps
to ensure that the widest pomsible publicity was given to resclution 1 A (XXXVI),
which had been adopted by the Commicsion more than a year before. The problem was
crucial: it involved people wvhose land had been occupied and whose rights vere
being openly violated by Israel, with the support of the United States of America.
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6.  Mr. van BOVEN (Director, Division of Human Rights) replied that the request made
cin Commission resolution 1 A (XXXVI) had heen duly brovght o the attention of the
‘Deparifient of Public Information. .The secretariat Woped it would in the very near

future receive further infcrmation from the Deparimont on the measures tallen to

implement the resolutlon.

I

7. Mr. EL ILT AL (Syrlan Arah Republic) thanked the Dirtctor of the Division of

Munan Ripghts for his reply. He would neveérthcéless have wished to see a fuller document
on the subject and hoped that the fate of the Palestiniens and the United Nations
resolutions adopted in the matter would be the su cot of o genuine publicity campaign,
on televigion programmes in the United States and itzerland, with posters on all the
walls of New York and in all European cepita 10

IR
Yo
[

OV,

8. The CHATRMAN said that the words "at a later stegs" seemed to him to apply to the
information which the Secretary-General was to submit and notv to the publicity to be
given to Commission resolution 1 A (XXXVI). He ‘hoped the information would reach the
Commission before the end of its session. '

REPORT OF THE SUB-COMMISSION ON PREVENTION OF DISCRIMIFATION AD PROTECTION OF
MINCRITIES OW TIPS THIRTY-THIRD SESSION (agenda iter 23) (B/C,.z/141§; E/CN.4/1420)

e Mr; van BOVEN (Dlr@@i@l, Dlv151on of Human RLQALV) noted with satisfaction that

the Commission had agreed to congider the revort of the Sub-Commission on Prevention

of Discrimination and Protection of_Minoriﬁies (E/CH.4/1413) early in “the session; in
previous years, the Commission had been unable to do more than take note of it, often
without further comment. The Sub-Commission had been an invaluable partner of the
Commission in advancing the cause of human rights. It hod done basic groundwork in

the drafting of the Universal Declaration of Humen Rights, the International Covenants
on Fuman Rights, the Internatiocnal Convention on *the Iiliminstion of All Forms of Racial
Dlscrlmln bion, the draft declaration on the rishts of prisoners and detainees, and
many other 1nstr;ments. Its studies on racLal digcrimination and discrimination in
educaﬁion, the enjoyment of political xigh 'equality in the administration of justice,
the rights of minorities, self—detérmlnatlo*'gnd the adverse consequénces for the
enjoyment of human rights arising from the assistence given to the racist régimes in
southern Africa had enriched humar rights literature. The Sub-Commission had also
contributed to the study of viclationg of humen aghis wnder Commission

resolution 8 (XXI_I) ond” Econonmic arﬂ'Sacial tovneil goalutions ‘2) \YL’I) and

1503 (XLVI‘I), in perticuler in the casc of Bensowai‘c !dmpu hea,

)

10. Among bodies concerned with human rights provided for in L“e Charter of the
United Wations, the Sub-Commission was "the only one con“istlug of expert members who
were elected in their individual capacities and could deal with human rights problems
as specialists, without being bound by their Covernment's instructions. The
Sub—Commission's terms of reference had first been spelled out by the Commission at
its fifth session and Had subsequently been broadened by Kconomic and Social Council
resolutions 1235 (XLIT) ard 1503 (XIVIIL) and Commission rosolution 8 (XXIII); in
addition, the Commission, the Lconomic and Social Council and the General Assembly
occasionally requested the Sub-Commission tc carry out special tasks.
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11. At its most recent session, which had been particularly active, the Sub~Commission,
whose membership was to be renewed by the Commission at its current session, had
candidly reviewed the questions with which it had to deal a&:d had expressed some
impatience at the inability or tne United liations effectively to tackle gross
violations of human rights. Its members felt that they should be able to present their
views and récommendations to the Commission, on the mderstanding that the Commission
in the exercise of its political Jjudgement as an intergovernmental body would act as

it saw fit.

12, He went on to give a brief outline of the Sub-Commission's many activitieg,
several of which would be comsidered under other agende items. He referred first to
the gtudies carried out at the Sub-Commission's request hy rapporteurs or by the
secretariat on specific subjects such as: the individual's duties to the community
and the limitations on human rights and freedoms under article 29 of the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights; apartheid as a collective form of slavery, which was in
course of preparation; the discriminatory treatment of members of national, ethnic,
religious or linguistic minorities at various lovels in administrative and criminal
Justice procedures; ways and means of encouraging the implementation of United Nations
resolutions on apartheid, racism and racial discrimination; updating of the list of
banks, transnational corporations and other organizations agsisting the racial régimes
in southern Africa; +the new international economic order and the promotion of human
rights; updating of the study on slavery; the exploitation.of child labour; the
independence and impartiality of the judiciary, jurors ond assessors and the
indepéndence of lawyers; +the implications for human rishts of recent developments
concerning situations known as states of siege or emergency; the problem of
discrimination against indigenous pepulations; the presentation of a draft body of
guidelines and principles for the protection of persons detained on the grounds of
mental health; guidelines on the use of computers inasmuch as they affected the
privacy of individuals and the exercise of their freedoms, Tyc new studies which had
been recommended or were under consideration must he added tc that list: a study on
the status of the individual in conteuporory international human~rights law and a
study of extra-territerial criminal responsgibility, with special reference to the
Convention against Apartheid.

15. There were various special procedures which the Sub-Commission followed on
particular matters. On questions concerning slavery, the Working Group on Slavery
had prepared reports on the basis of which the Sub~Commission had submitted to the
Commission a series of recommendations which were to be found in its

resolution 8 (XXXITI) and vhich he summarized. In its vesclution 9 (XXXITII) the
Sub-Commission had recommended that the Commission should consider a report of the
Worliing Group on Slavery with a view to recommending oppropriate action against
apartheid. A special procedure had also been followed with regard to the rights .of
persons subjected to any form of detention or imprisonment; it that connection it was
appropriate to recall the recommendation by the Sub-Cormisgsion that its Chairman should
be authorized to appoint a group of five of its members to analyse material received
concerning such persons (resolution 17 (XXXIII)),
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14. The general procedures of the Sub-Commission for the examination of violations
of human rights were followed on the basis of Beonomic and Social Council
resolutions 12%5 (XLII) and 1503 (XILVIII). The Ad Hoc Working Group on
Communications examined the communications received and referred them to the
Comuission under the confidential procedure provided for in resolution 1503 (XLVIII);
public hearings were held for other cussiions, in accordance with

resolution 1235 (XLIT), ‘n* had led to resolutiens by the Sub--Commission on the
occupied Arad territories, the hostages in Iran, the humen rights situation in
Bolivia and the human flghtu gituation in Kampuchea. Various ideas had been put
forward for defining possible future roles of the Sub--Commission as part of

United Nations responses tc rrgﬂu» situntions of viclationg of human rights
(resolution 25 (KXYIII/, arnex); the conclusion which emerged was that the
Sub~-Commission should not contempizte adovting an independent role but should rather
co-operate with other Tnited Hations bodies, in particular in preparing the work

to e placed before the Commission. In ldltlon, tle Sub~Commission had edopted
resolutions expressing its wish o hold two annual sessions end the idea of
establishing within the Division of Humsn Righte 29 information-gathering service.

15, In conclusion, he referred to the acltivities of twe sessional working groups
referred to in the Sub-Commicsion's vreports the open-—-ecaded vorking group on the
rights of persons belonging to national, ethnic, religious or linguistic
minorities, whose report was included in the report of the Sub-Commission, and the
sessional working group on the encouragement of universal acceptance of the

human rights instruments. He peid tridbute to the Sub-Commission and t»o

Mr. Wettel, its Chairman, and stressed its ocutstanding contribution to the efforts
of the United Nations to promote human rights. It was for the Commission to give
it all the assistance and encouragement it required.

16, Mr., JARDIM GAGLIARDI (Brazil) said that the report of the Sub-Commission
(B/CN.4/1413) deserved more careful analysis than it had received at preceding
sessions. The fact that in the vast the Commission had merely considered +the
recommendations of the Suv-Commission without analysing the report as a whole had
led to the belief that the Sub-Commission was an independent body, as was borne out
by the legal opi-ion repreoduced on page ~3 of The report. Reference was made in
particular tc "considerable broadening of the scops of the Sub-Commissiza's activity
(including addressing Governments ﬂlrekt7 >... to which the parent bodies
(Commission on Human Rights ECO30C ) th@ net okjected"., His delegation could
not endorse those views and warned the Commission against a tendency implicitly to
authorize changes in the Sub-Commission's terms of reference by 'taking note" of its
reports. The members of the Sub-Commission, whose personal competerice could not

be questioned, must net lose sight of those fermz of reference. The Comuission
must also take them into account; as should the Division of ihman Rights in
implementing the Sub-Commission' b recomnendations

2

; E/CF.4/1415 contained 27 resoluticns in which many

icns were made directly to the Secretary-General, whereas
they should be approved by the Commission and the Beonomic and Sociel Council, at
1eaot as far as financial implications were concerned. Other resolutions and
recomendations referred direetly to Governments and seversl of them totally
ignored the procedures envisaged in Council resolutions 1235 (XLII) and

150% (XIVIII). '

17. The renort
suggestions ox
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18. In a chapter-by-chapter examination of the report, he had noted first that
resolution 1 (chapter II) referred to a report which should be sent to the '
special working group established by the General Assembly to prepare a draft
convention on migrant workers. The recucst made of the Secretary-General in
resolution 2 did aot call Tor any action by the Commission «nd was perfectly in
accord with the needs of Mr. Khalifa, the Special Rapporteur.

19, In connection with chepter III, his delegation did not favour the establishment
of a human rights assistance fund as recommended in resolution 3. Furthermore the
requests made in paragraphs 2 and 3 apoeared to exceed the Sub-Commission's mandate;
such requests to the Secretary-General should be made by the Commission.

Resolution 4, part B, contained a request which, in view of its financial
implications, should be analysed by the Commission and the Council. That resolution
was just one example of a decision having financial implications which did not fall
within the competence of a subsidiary body. It was to be hoped that the Secretariat
would. take that situation into account and would refrain from taking action without
proper instructions.

20., No resolution had been adopted in relation %o chapter IV. His delegation
looked forward to the study being vrepared by Mr., Ferrero and hoped that the
recommendations approved by the seminar on the effects of the existing unjust
international economic order would constitute a starting-point for his work.

21l. With regard to chapters V and VI, he recalled that some members of the
Sub-Commission had expressed the view that the work of the Working Group on Slavery
should not duplicate the work of the Sub-Commission; it had also been stated that
gome recommendations of the Working Group went beyond the competence of not only
the Working Group but also the Sub-~Commission.

22. In resolution 8, part I, the Sub-Commission had exceeded its powers in urging
States to ratify conventions and recuesting the Secretary-General to call upon
States parties to those conventions to submit reports. In part I, paragraph 3,
the Sub-Commission appeared to ignore all vreviocus achievements concerning slavery,
including the preparation of several conv ntions and the es®tablishment of the
Sub-Commission itself. Turthermore, his delegation could not support the
establishment of the human rights assistance fund requested in paragraph 5. The
Sub-Commission should not consider the reports of the Working Group on Slavery
annually, as provided for in paragraph 6, but rather biennially, since the
Sub-Commission complained that it had insufficient time. In part ITI, concerning
slavery and the slave trade, paragraphs 2, 3 and 4 contained decisions by the
Sub~Commission which should first be aporcved by the Commission; as he had already
stressed, such approval was necessary in order to -address the Secretary-General or
Govermments. Part IV, paragranhs 3 and 4, raised the same problem; furthermore,
the recommendation concerning the Covermment of Thailand (para. 4) ignored all
considerations of confidentiality or discretion., Nor did the requests contained
in paragraphs 1-4 of vpart V (the cxploitation of child labour) and

paragrapns 2 and 3 of part VI (debt bondage) fall within the competence of the
Sub-Commission. For example, in part VI, paragraph 3, the request to examine the
possibility of organizing a round--table on debt bondage should have been addressed
to the Commission and not directly to the Secretariat. In nart VII (the traffic
in persons and the exploitation of the prostitution of others), the Sub-Commission
had again exceeded its mandate, since it addressed Governments directly.
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23, The six resolutbions approved in connection with chapter VII provided further
examples of improper decisions: appeals to Govermments, direct criticism of
Governments, establishment of investigative bodies, requests to the Secretary-General,
etc. Resolution 18, paragraph 1, called for the extension of the mandate of the
Working Group or Inforced or Involuntary Disappearances., is delegation favoured
such an initiative, but congidered that the Commission should first examine the
report of the Working Group. Paragraph 4 of the same resolubtion contained suggestions
which could usefully be discussed by the Commissicn, but it was for the Commission to
request comments from Govermments. In fact, resolution 18 as a whole, like many others
cdopted by the Sub-Commission, should be addressed to the Coiission, in view of
the Commigssion's request in its resolution 20 (XXXVI), paragrapn 3.

24, In relation to chapter VIII, the Sub-Commission had submitted two draft
resolubions to the Commission., His delegation had no difficulty in supporting the
first of those texts, in resolution 6, which requested the Commissicn o recommend

to the Council that Mrs. Dacs should be authorized to prepare a study on the status

of the individual in contemporary international human-rights law, particularly since
that resolution, unlike many others, was presented in the sppropriate fom ond was
entirely consistent with the Suwb-Commission's mandate., With regard Lo the
recommendation in resolution 7, his delegation pointed out that the Commission must
first consider Mrs., Daecs'! study of the individusl's duties to the community in detail,
before recommending to the Council that it be given the widest possible distribution.

25. Chapter IX of the Sub-Commission's report dealt with the question of the
violation of human rights and fundemental freedoms in any part of the world, with
particular reference to colonial and other dependent countries and territories.

The Sub-Commission had been right in deciding to postpone discussion of its
competence to send telegrams to Governments referring tc respect of human rights in
their countries (deoisiom 3); he wasg convinced that the Sub-Commisgion was not

compe tent to send telegrams to Govermments. But in resolution 19, the Sub-Commission
recommended the establishment of an information-gathering service within the

Division of Human Rights. That recommendation was addressed to the Economic and
Social Council, without any reference to the Commission. The Secretariat should give
the members of {2 Sub-~-Commission more information on its precise role and competence.
The Commission must consider Sub-Commission resolution 19 at its current session.

The mechanisms for the implementation of resolutions dealing with human rights
already existed, and hig delegation did not therefore favour the establishment of an
information-gathering service. Resolution 20 requested the Commission on Human Rights
and the Beconomic end Social Council to take, as a matter of urgency, the necessary
measures for the implementatiorn of that resolution. His delegation wished to point
out that it was not for the Sub-Commission to reaffirm principles or deplore events;
it should have brought the problem to the attention of the Commission, which had
never falled to support countries and peoples suffering from violabtions of

human rights.

26. In resolution 21, the Sub-Commission once again addressed itself to a sovereign
Govermment, even though it was not completent to do so. Resolution 22 went still
further, since it requested the Commission to authorize the establishment of
fact-finding missions to visit any country that was the subject of discussion at

the Sub-Commission's thirty-third session. At its thirty-fifth session, the

General Assembly had discussed a similar idea, had decided that the guestion
required further consideration and had requested the Commission to discuss it.
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He hoped that the working group on the over-all analysis would discuss the matter
in the light of several resolutions, particularly Economic and Social Council
resolution 1503 (XLVIII), taking full account of Article 2, paragraph 7, of the
Charter. In his delegation's view, experience had shown that such investigative
bodies had not proved capable of making an adequate contribution to the solution of
problems of human rights violations., At the most recent session of the

General Assembly, the Third Committee had again expressed its doubts on that
subject. PFurthermore, the Sub-Commission, in resolutions 22 and 23, had completely
ignored the terms of Economic and Social Council resolution 1503 (XLVIII) and had
sought to act outside the agreed procedures. Although the Sub-Commission was aware
that the Commission was studying the human rights situation in Bolivia, in closed
meetings, in accordance with the recommendations of the Sub~Commission itself and
Council resolution 1503 (XLVIII), it*had not only approved a public resolution
concerning Bolivia, but had also decided, on its own initiative, to appoint a
special rapporteur to present an analysis to the Commission at its

thirty-seventh session. Not content with having established a new procedure,

that was quite unacceptable to his delegation, the Sub~Commission had requested the
Secretary-General to bring that resolution to the attention of the Government of
Bolivia, disregarding all the established procedures.

27. Resolution 24, concerning the human rights situation in Kampuchea, followed the
same course. Paragraph 2 requested the Secretary-General to transmit to the
Commission the further materials reviewed by Mr. Bouhdiba, together with the summary
records of the Sub-Commission's discussions, as if the Sub-Commission was unaware
that the Commission was entitled to consider matters discussed in the Sub-Commigsion
without the Secretary-General having to be asked to bring the matter %o the knowledge
of the parent body. Iloreover, it should be borne in mind that Mr. Bouhdiba's study
had been prepared at the express request of the Commission itself.

28, In resolution 25, the Sub-Commission had entirely forgotten that it was only a
subsidiary body. In paragraph 1, it decided to inform the Commission of its
readiness to assist the Commission in responding to reports of mass and flagrant
violations of human rights" and recommended that the Commission should give attention
to the contribution it could make to that end. In paragraph 6, it requested "the
Secretary-General to inform the Sub-Commission at its thirty-fourth session of the
deliberations of the Commission on this matter, as well as of any consideration
which may be given to it by the General Assembly, the Economic and Social Council
or the Security Council”. The annex to that resolution could be discussed by

the working group on the over-all analysis, together with resolution 27. His
delegation would give very careful consideration to any proposal that could lead

to changes in the role or mandate of the Sub-Commission.

29. With regard to chapter XI of the report, the Commission would deal with
Sub-Commission decision 1 on the draft declaration of the rights of persons belonging
to minorities when it considered agenda item 24. Sub-Commission resolution 10,
concerning alleged violations of the human rights of persons belonging to a

religious minority in Iran, deserved some comment. Besides requesting direct .
action by the Secretary-General, the Sub-Commission had concerned itself with the
fulfilment of international obligations by a State, although such matters did not

. fall within its competence.
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30. Chapter XIT of the report had not given rise to any public resolution. As

to chapter XIII, resolution 5 on the study of the problem of discrimination against
indigenous populations covered matters of interest to the Comnigsion, which was
awaiting the report of the Special Rapporteur; the request addressed to the
Secretary-General was consistent with Sub-Commission's mandate.

51l. Chapter XIV, which dealt with the sessional working group on the encouragenent
of universal acceptance of human rights instruments, coverced one of the
controversial aspects of the work of the Sub-Comission, At the thirty-sixth session
of the Cormission, his delegation had comented on Sub-Comnission

resolution 1 B (XXXII) which, despite its contents, had not been submitted to the.’
Commission for approval. In that resolution, the Sub-Commigsion had decided to
consider ways and means of encouraging Governments to ratify or accede to
internaticnal human rights instruments, Notwithstanding the criticlsn expressed
during the thirty-sixth session of the Commission, the Secretariat had implemented
the regolution, consulting Govermments on their reasons for not ratifying the
ingstruments listed in the resolution, The Sub-Commission had set up a working group
and kad analysed the replies from 20 Governments, some of which had raised the
problen of the competence and jurisdiction of the Sub~Commission, . a problem which
had subsequently been brought up in the group itself. It cmerged from the
discusgsions on that subject within the working group that the representative of
France had expressed his Government's doubts on the matter and had even indicated
that the "legal opinion'" was not totally convincing. The Comnmission would recall
that, at the thirty-fifth session of the General Assembly, the Sixth Committee had
considered an iten entitled "Review of the multilateral treaty-making process™ on
the basis of a report submitted by the Secretary-Cencral (4/35/312). In that
report, the Secretary-General recognized that, without prejudice to the formal
obligation that an international organigation might have as depositary of a treaty,
the general rule remained that, once a nultilateral treaty had been promulgated

by an organ or conference of an international organizaticn, the organization then
took no substantive interest in the steps to bring the treaty into force that must
be taken by individual States. The fact that international organizations commended
such treaties for ratification and requested the secrcetariat to report on progress
nade toc that end could not be considered deviations from that rule. However, that
would not be the case if the organizatiocn, in the current casc through the
Sub-Cormission, tock steps to ensure the entry intc force of a treaty adopted
under its auspices, for example by assisting States in the process of ratification
or addressing questiomnaires to States asking why they had failed to become parties
to a multilateral treaty.

32. Turthermorey he had serious doubts about the "legal opinion™ submitted by the
Secretariat. In fact, the opinion was tantanount to an expansion of the
Sub-Commigsion's mandate and the Legal Office had no authority to take such a step.
The interpretation that, by taking note of the report of thoe Sub-Cormission, the
Commission approved or even accepted resclutions of the Sub~Commigsion which were
not subnitted to it for approvael represented a departure from the bounds of legal
consideration of topics and from the traditions of the United Nations, and thereby
encroached on very dangerous ground, The interpretation thet "while the action taken
and envisaged by the Sub-Commission may seem to involve more than what originally
seemed to be implied in the Sub-Cormigsion's gencral terms of reference, it can

be considered to be in line with developments in practice which have shown
considerable broadening of the scope of the Sub-Commission's activity ... and to
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which the parent bodies ... have not objected" was also nost peculiar. His
delegation felt conpclled to express its strong disa greoﬂequ with that
interpretation. It alsoc found it difficult to accept the view that "while

Article 98 of the Charter refers explicitly to the main crgans of the United Natlo
it does not imply that subsidiary crgans do not enjoy sinilar assistance by the
Secretary-General", The question was not whether nain or subsidiary bodies of

the United Nationg were entitled to receive assisbance {ron the Seoretary—General
that was a natural consequence of their existence. The guestion was whether o
subsidiary organ could, on its own initiative, take dccisions — some of which had
tinancial implications - without the clear approvaT of its parent boay and whether

it could directly request the Secretary-General to take measures that were not
within itg corpetence. In the case before the Commission 1t was even doubtful
whether the United Nations itself was competent to talte such steps.

33, In decision 2, the Sub-Comaission implicitly extended the nandate of the
Working Group, enlarged the list of international instruments to ve discussed,
allotted nore time to fubure sessions of the Group and requested the :
Secretary-General btc nake a study of extra-territorial criminal responsibility.,
That decision wes not included among the resolutions and decisions of the
Sub-Commigsion which called for action by the Comiission. However, the Commission,
which rust make a general ruling on such decisions, would have to consider it in
depth.

34, Chapter XV on consideration of the fubure work of .the Sub-Commission and the
draft provisional agenda for its thirty-fourth sesgsion 4id not pose any major
difficulties. However, reference should be made to the appar rent refusal of the
Sub-Commission to abide by the recommendations of the Bconomic and Social Council
concerning the control of docunentation. AMmong the docunientation for its next
session, the Sub-Commission was to receive about 12 documents which exceeded the
limit of %2 pages set in Council resolution 1894 (LVII\. Wnile recognizing the
inportance of the subject-matter of those studies, his delegation felt that the
Sub-Commission should try fto respect the limits set by the Council.

35, The Commigsion should take into account Sub-Commission resolution 27 in
analysing the Sub-Comission's report. At its most recent session, the Commigsion
had decided not to consider requests such as those contained in that resolution.
At its current session, the Commission would analyse in detail the suggestions

and recommendations made by the Sub-Commission and would take a decision., His
delegation felt that the Commission could endorse the suggestion contained in
resolution 27 that the Sub-Commission should be renamed the Sub-Commission of

the Commission on Human Rights, since that would emphasize the Sub-Commission's
subsidiary role without affecting its mandate. In doing so, the Commigsion itself
night devote more attention to the contribution of the Sub-Comission to its work.
However, with regard to the suggestion that the Sub-Commission should be empowered
to vote by secret ballot, his delegation felt that, as a subsidiary body whose
nenmbers were clected in a personal capacity, the uub—Commission should registexr
all its votes in its report, giving the names of the experts whoe bad voted in
favour, voted against, abstained or not participated in the vole on a particular
text. The Commigsion expected each expert to be capable of oastlng his vote, in
accordance with bhﬁ dictates of his own conscience and indcpendence and in full
cognizance of the Sub-Commission's mandate.

36, Lastly, his dclegation felt that, in future, methods should be devised for
considering the report of the Sub-Commissicn, Perhaps the Commission could cstablish
a sessional working group to analyse the report before it wes subnitted to the
Cormission. The 0ld nethod of work followed by the Sub-Commission, involving the
preparation of studies and the formulation of suggestions and rccommendations to the
Commission, must be preserved and encouraged.

The nceting rosc at 6.20 pai,






