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Secretariat:-

REPORT OF TIlJTI COMMITTEE APPOmTED TO REVIEW THE CONFIDENTIAL LIST OF

COMMUNICATIONS (E/CN .4/su"r.2/61)

MiEJS MONROE felt that the report was sufficiently clear.

She drew attention) however) to a statement which the represcntJ':1,ti 'Vs

of' the Secretariat had. mad.e to the ColJlIlli ttee concerning the decision

taken by the Commission on Human Rights in connexion with the

examination of communica bians. It .would be well for members of' the

SUb-Co:rmnissio~ to hear the explanations of' the Secretariat; they 'Iv"Ould

then know what measures had. been taken by the COIllDlission on Hunan Bights

in ord.er to ensure tl~t communications ~ere reviewed and to overcome

the obstacle raised by resolution 75 (v) of the Economic and Social

Council.

The CHAIRlvlAN opened. the meeting) held in closed session) and

requested Miss Manrae to present the Committee's report (E/ClT.4/Sub.2/61).

At the reQuest of the CHAIRMAN, !Ylr. U\\BON (Secretariat)

read the resolution ad.opted. by the Commission on Human Rights

concerning communications (E/CN.4/AC.9/3). The Commission on Hw..an

Rights had seen fit to request the Secretary-Gener~l to inform the

author.s of the communicatiJns of the fact that the Commission telt

that it "WaS unable to take any steps regarding claims rrade in connexion

with human rights. The Secretary-General had followed those

instructions. Nevertheless) when the above-mentioned. d.raft reSolution ·1

l~d been discussed, the members of the Commission on Human Rights

bad. thought that Such a categorical statement vlould discourage those

,\.,ho rad set their hopes on the Commission. It r.ad. therefore

d.ecid.ed to amend. the word.ing and to inform the authors of the

communications that the Sub-Commission did not have such POi~~

Hat the moment. 1I

.JA
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The CRAIP.MA...l\T noted. tbat Mr. Borisov bad abstained :f:rom

voting on the recon.nendations contained in the report of the Committee

appointed to reviel·' the confid.ential list of communications, and. that

he haQ reserved the right to eX9lain his Foint of vi$w in the

Sub~Ccmmission.

The Ohairman called cm him to speak.

Mr. BORISOV sta.ted tbB.t the Oommittee had. not had the time

to make a thorough stUdy of the <J.uestion. Its decision had been taken

too Ilttickly; he had therefore reserved his position. He thought that

it would be most deSirable to ad.opt a resolution saying that the

Sub-Commission would review only communications from Non-Self-Governing

Territories or Trust Territories, because those were the communications

which most often raised the ~uestions which the Sub~Commission had to

examine.

Miss MONROE did not understand how Mr. BorisoY could make

such a proflorel in view of the fact :that the list of communications

which Mr. :sorisov had examined. showed that the majority d.id not come

from Non~Self-Governing Territories or Trust Territories. She

interpreted Mr. Borisov's proposal as m~~ing that he was interested.

in the Bub·-Oommission only because he could express there his point

of view on the administration of those territories. He apparently

conaidered. that the Sub-Commission served no other useftll purpose.

Mr. McNAMA.RA. wondered whether Mr. Borisov meant to say that,

while receiving all communications, the Sub-Commission should, for the

moment) give its attention :principally to those from Non-Selt-Governing

Territories or Tru.st Terri tories.

Mr. BORISOV explained. that only communications from those

terr~tories were worth while studying. Their examil~tion would.

contribute to the search for solutions which might improve the lot

of millions of human beings. The other communications did not

deserve the attention of the Sub-Commission because they did not

have the same significance and. because most of them were anonymous,

!lvtr. McNAMARA
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~u~n~ ~a4,~ that he had not receivea a spGoific
Hr. McNJ1J."~ '" .......

aum-Ter to his ques'~ion, but, in view of the lant oxplar..ations 131Ven

by Mr. Borisov, he would. vote against the lat.t&r T 8 proposal anyway.

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote Mr. BorisoY~ 8 proposal.

The u:>:'oposol ilas rejeoted '))y 10 y~to one, t~~~? a.bBtenti_o~
---;,-",-----.- .-

Mr. SMFAGE e:;"'PlaiIlE;d that hE> had abstained. from voting

at that time beoause hewcndered whether Mr. Borisov!s proposel did

not mean that, in "beginning the review' of cOmmttnications, those

rece1vedfrom,Non-Self-Governing Territories and Trust Territor~es

should first be ex,smined,leaving the others until later.

Mr. BOY 8:1.?lained that he had voted against Mr. Borisoyl s

proposal, not 'because he was opposed to communications from Non­

Self-Governing Ter~Hories or Trust Territories being review'ed, but

because, in his opinion, all communications should be taken into

consideratiori, regardless of their origin.

The other members of the' Sub-Commission shared. his point of view,

The OHAIRMAN declared open th~ discussion on the Committeets

report (E/CN.4!Sub.2/6l).

Mr. MCNAMA..RA objected to the second paragraph of the report.

I'(;s adoption would be El. confession of lack of au.thority and. 1'1'01.11d (lis­

courage those of the members who had come in the hope of making a

Positive contribution to the solution of the problem of minorities~

He did. not know to what e:J-..1:;ent the rosolution adopted by the Commission

on Human Rights, which the Secretary had just read) prevented the

Sub·.C02Jllllission lfrom studying concrete measures for the review of

communications, but he thOUght that there were Possibilities of

action which had not yet been considered.

Mr~ ROY thought that it would be advisable to distinguish
current ,

between the/Situation and the future. The Commission on Human Rights

shOUld be asked to request the Economic and Social Council to extend

the powers of the Sub-Commission in order to enable it to study

communications and to submit a re:port to the Commission on R1,.w.an ~ightB

on the questions brOUght to its attention during the consideration of

communioat ions D

/Mr. DANIELS
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!vir. DANIELS e:qJla1ned that, in approvinG the Comroittee 's

report, he had taken into considera,tion the fact that the 'Sub-Commission

could undertal,;:e no action at the mcmsrrt,. It was obvj.olJ.8, however,

that it should take action as soon as it could~

Mr. SBAFAGR asked what was meF:mt b;y the eX}?J:'ession If take note ll

of the con~unications under discussion.

Miss M0NROErecalled that members could requBDt the text

of' Gornr:o.unications '\>Thieh dealt with the violation of the rights of min...

orities. A summary of the communioations had been distributed to

eaoh mem.ber so that they might know the oontents of them. As the

Sub··Commission oould. tal,;:e no action on the measureS whioh were rec~

omi!Jlended. to it, it m.ust confine itself to say'ing that it had taken

note of the oO'Dlll),unicationa.

The SUb-Commission could not request a detailed text of communi­

which contained only oriticisms of the existin.g state of world affairs.

In such cases, also , it could o'1ly take note of the summary distributed.

Mr. DANIELS stated that the Sub-Commission was already

engaged. in a discussion on the proced'il're to be followed in the

examination of communications. It had been agreed that the proposal

which he had aubmitted on that subject would be studied as soon as

the Committee had presented its report.

Mr. MASAJ~I suggested taking note of the repcrt without

approving it.

Mr, SBAFAGH supported that suggestion.

Mr. ROY also approved that proposal. He oould not vote for

the second paragraJ?h, which amounted to saying that it was impossible,

at that time, to take effective measures to ensure the r~view of

communications.

Mr. BOBISOV indicated that he would abstain from voting on

the proposal.

Mr. MeNAMARA could not approve it either.



After a brief discussion, the OHAIRMAJ!J' announced that,

except for the reservations made'by Mr~ Borisov and Mr. McNamara,

the Sub-Commission took note of the report but d.id not ¥rish to

adopt it by taki~g a vote.

""."-.~
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