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Propose.l submitted by Mr. McNamara (E/CN MSUb~2/621

Mr. MoNA~~R~ referred to his state~ent at the preceding

meeting and recalled that the purpose of his proposal was to enable

the Secretariat to obtain factual information from non-governmental

organizations relevant in general to the Sub-Commission's terms of
a

reference. Ee also called attent.ion to the final lines of his

proposal, which provided for the submission of relevant information

obtained from Governments, experts, or corre~pondents.

He stressed the fact that the proposal was clear-cut and

practical and that no legal or technical objection arose regarding

the competence of the Sub-Commission to adopt a resolution soliciting

factual and statistical information regarding minority groups, tc

what extent they suffered discrimination, and why.

Mr. McNamara recalled the proposals of the ~irst session of the

Sub-CO~~ission calling for studies of minorities. as of long standing

or of recent 0rigin, as spurious or genuine, and pointed out that the

rejection of those proposals by the Economic and 50cial Council meant

in practice that tte Sub-Commission still had nnt received the

essential information covered by the resolution nflW before it.

Miss MONROE agreed that nnn-governmental organizations had

presented very valuable information tq the Sub-Commission, ana indicated

that she ~ould have no objection to Mr. McNamara1s proposal. It

might first be wise to find. out if the Secretariat would encounter

any practical diffiCUlties in carrying out the. terms of the resolution.

/Mr. HUMPRREY

-~ ------_.~-~--
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Mr. EUMPHREY (Reptesehtative of the Secretary-General)

indicated that, it the re~olt1tion Ha~ adopted, the Sub-Commission

should indicate precisely which organizations were to be invited to

submit information. He pointed out that non-governmental organiza­

tions which had been granted consultative status by the Economic and

Social Council were classified in categories A, B and C) and that it

"Would be difficult for the Secretariat to assume responsi1fJ.ity for

choosing among those organizations.

Mr. SEAFAQ stated that unless information was to be requested

in a purely informa.l way, it was esser.tial to make clear exa,ctly 1'lhich

organizations were involved. The Sub-Cotn.'i1ission should exercie:e great

care in recognizing non-governmental organizations as official sources

of informe.'l:iion.

Mr. McNAMARA expressed the Vie'loT that the quest:l.on of

recognition did not ari3e) since specific non-governme~talorganiza­

tions had already been granted consultative status un6.er categories

A, Band C. The Sub-Commission micbt adopt the resolution in

principle and stipulate in a later resolution which organizations

were to oe approached if such action was deemed necessary. Unless

there was serious objection, he preferred leaving the choice of

organizations to the Secretariat, which had complete information

regarding the particular competence of each body. To avoid the

possibility of slighting organization6:~~ included in the Secretariat

list, the Sub-Commission might issue a general statereent indicating

that infonnation from all other non-governmental organizations with

consultative status would be accepted.

Mr. NISOT agreed that the point raised by Mr. Shafaq was

import~nt and expressed doubt as to whether the Sub-Commission could

initiate such consultations wit110ut the authorization of the COfMJission

oil Human Rights.

Mr. RUMPEREY (Representative of the Secretar;,.-General, stated

that, although Mr. McNamara's proposal made it clear that all non­

governmental organizations were eligible, the choice of specific

organizations was left to the Secretariat.

!Re concurred
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He concul'rec1. 'lVith Mr" Nisot1s Via'l'land pointed out that '~he

proposal ,'lQu1c1. actually establish machinery by 'I1hich non-GoYernr:lenta.l

organizations cou.ld submi-t complaints to the SubNCbrranission. In the

Ue.:ht of the discussions of the Commission on HUlllan Richts, the

Secretary-General 'Ylou1c1. be reluctant to act on such a prcposa1 'Idt!10Ut

priol.' approval by that Commission"

Mr. Mc:NAMAP.A. realized that some procedural arrcngcm.c.tit might

be necessary before'the Secretariat could act on the proposQl.

Nevertheless, he stressed the distinc~cion bet'lwen the factual

informa'cion sought by his proposal and complaints reGardinG S11tJc:!.:fic

cases. A screening process by tho Secretariat miGht be used so thnt

all sections 'lVhich 'Ylere no'c strictl;)' factual 'Ivould 'be e:-:clutled.

1111'. McNamara stated that he 'Was prepared. to accept an ~mer.dJllcnt

J?l'oviding, for approval by the Connnission on Human Rief1 ts, ttl-bhouCh

such an mnendment 'lVould. deLqy imp1en~ntation of his proposal.

Mr. MEI\TESES FALLATIES referred to Section IV, l?araO'Ul,l}l le

of resolution 3 (11) of the Economic and Social Oounci1 'I'lhich stated.

that nonNGover:rnj1enta1 organizations in catec;ories 13 and C "n:!'.:"

sublriit written statements and sUBE":\8stions on mat'cers 'Ylithin thoir

competence 11 • Those organizations 'I'Tare further alrea.cly authorized

to submit the information covel'ed by lvu,. McIJamarats proposal •

.Ml'. HW.!PlIREY (RepreBentative of the Secre'l:;ary-Geno:ca1)

pointed out that While resolution 3 (II) gave the non~gover.r..mental

organizations the right to submit statements, the propQ8al of

Mr. McNarnara 'Was far more positive in that it provided for the

SecretarY-General to take the initiative in soliciting infOi:mation
from those organizations.

After a brief exchange of views regarding clrafting, t:10 0l,crat.ive

part of M:c. M~Namara l s propos;l 'I'1~S put to the vote in the f 01lolrinc
form:

"R
ecoramends that the Human Rights Commission l'egueots the

Secretary-General:

"(A) to invite all such Organizations that he deems

appropriate· to furnish annually, and at any other t11'1e desired

by him, factual informationreievant to the Sub-Connnission¥s tEn:ms

of referenc.e; in particular, such factual and statistical

infol'Dlation as may assist the Sub-Co:mm.tssion to determine whether,

to what extent, anq,. Why, any :particular croup is being a.iscriminatod

laaa.1n!'1+'
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against on the basil!! of the oategories referred to in article 2

of the Declaration or Human Rights i.e. 'race, colour, sex,

langt~aga, religion, political or other opinion, national or

social origin, prolle;cty, birth orptl;lel' status r ;

11 (B) to furn~sh to 'the members of the SUb~COll:n:n,ission

progress information, reoeived from such non~goverrmlenta1

or3anizations, 'Prior to each session of the Sub.Comtlission; such·

progress information to be accompanied, if available, by arq

relevant commen~aries, or other dnta, obtained by the Secretariat

from (a) Governments (b) experts or correspondents working in

collaboration "VTith the Secretariat .. "

M!.;;:.1:!9~i!?:P!~.~~~~~J2~2l?£~al (ELCJ12±L~ub!El~J ;vTas_~te!..!:.s ~A~~~
by 11 votes to none 't-/'i th 1 abstention •...~ '" -.__...~._--_#...,. j ---"'-

~posal submitted by Mr. McNamara (E/CN o 4/Sub.2/63)

Ml'" McNANARA 'Pointed out that one resolution of the COlmnission

on Ht1lllan Rig..~ts (E/CN..t~/332) recommended that members of the Sub·

Commission ahould be invited to visit Trust Territories. He remarked,

however, that the members of the Sub.Cammission could not visit all

the Trust Territories, and that therefore some members ·cou1d not receive

information through that source. He noted that the Trusteeship Council

had dealt with certain petitions it had received, and had mad.e findings

on them" Such ir.i'omation, which 'Has relevant to the prevention of

disorimination a21Q the protection of minorities, should be forwarded to

the members of the Sub.Commission as it beceme available.

Mr" SIIAFAQ. noted. that the Sub.Commission, after taIcing a 'Vo"te

on the proposal contained in dccument E/CN .. 4/Sub .,2/62, 1vas at present

requesting the Secretariat to furnish information from the Trusteeshi'P

Council. He suggested. that the Sub·Co:mmission should ask the

Secretariat to fUl'nish releva.nt information from any sources, from.

official and. unofficial organs and also from the various organs of the

United Nations. ~here were other organizations in the United. Nations,

besides the Trusteeship Council, which might furnish important

infol1nation in that connexion, such as the Economic and Social Council

and the COIll!llission on Human Eights. He· did not, therefore, agree that

a special provision f or the Trl,1.steeship Council 'Has needed. A !'lore
general provision i'Tould be preferable v N0l1NgoverIl!llenta1 Ol"ganizations
should form a separate category, as was proved by the vote just taken
in the Sub~Commission on Mr. :McNamara's proposal (E/CNoVSul)~2/62), and
the other United Nations organizations could be considered as a whole,

wHhout 1?al~ticular spedf ications •
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Mr. NISOT supported the opinions expressed by 1~. Shafaq and

pointed out that if ·bhe Sub-Commission expressly me:J.tionad the Trusteeship

Council in a l'ecQI!lD1.l9ndation~ the latter organization mig1rl;; cons:1.der that

the Sub-Commiss ion was deal:tng i1'ith matters wb ich pertained to its

part:l.cu.lar fieldo

1I1ro Mc!iIAMARA :reme.rked.. that the last point menticned lJy Mr. 8hafaq

Hd not seem :pertinent, since 'the COlllmission (:n Human Rights had asked that

members of t~le Sub~ConDJ1ission should be invit0d to go on missions to

l.':t'Ust Territories, whereas his proposB,l merely requested in! onnation f:rom

'the Secr:rtariat. He 110ted further that whereas the Secretariat had

furnished report,s from 1,he COlrJ.Jl:l.ssion on Human Rights, the Sub-Commission

had not aB yet reoeived from the Secretariat reports of the Tl~18teeship

Counoil o He felt 1jhe:c his proposal "7as relevant as an alternative

proposal to Gending members with the visiting m:t.ssions of the Trusteeship

Council. Moreover the expense involved in send:l.ng members on such

missions would be unwarranted~ sihce the neoessary information could be

obtained in the way indicated by his proposal Q

Mr Q SIIAFAQ suggested that the Sub-Col11IJ1ission should consider

Mr o McNarnara Ys proposal as an infol'maJ. reco:m:mendation to the Seoretariat.

Mr" MENESES PA!.J.ARES stated that he considered that the

proposal eubmittect by Mr. McNamara was important, but that if it 'I'1Ould

jscrpurclize the resolut:ton of the Co:mmission on Human R::.ghts (E/CN ,.l~/332) ,

he Would Oppose it. He felt that althou&1 the reading of documentation

\'Ias ossential, it could not be a substitute for fie::'d 'I'i'or!r. Although

lvl-r" McNamara had stated. that his proposal was an alternative proposal,

he thOUght that U could be useful only if the resolution of the

CQnrrniSsion on Human Rights were rejected by the Economic and Social Council.

MrQ NISOT noted that in any· case, the documentation of the

Trusteeship Council was available to the members of the Sub •.Corumission,

and that therefore that recommendation 'I,ras supsrfJ.uous
o

Mr. McNAlvlABA pointed out that he did. not 'I'l1sh the infonnation
Which he reg + d f t'uesue rem ne Secretariat to be summarized too brieflyo

IHe felt
I

\
I,
\
i
I
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He felt that his proposal ~otild be ~egarded ea a useful attar-native

to the Economic and Social Cotinon resolution, Ol:' as a useful addition

if the resolution of the Commis'sion' on Human Rights wel~e applied.

He felt therefore that no real objection could be made to the adoption

of his propoSal,' 'Vlhieh would in. e:ny case result in a valu.able B::iin in

the field of factual i:lf'ormation.

Miss MOI\IRQE agreed with Mr. Nisot that the docu.:TIo.1ltation of

the Trusteeship Council was available to the l1JI3m'bs:':.'s of the Sub-Commission,

and asl{sd the Secretariat 1S Opil1i on on the matter.

:MX'. HUMPI:lBEY (Representative of the Sec:retary-Ceneral) ste.-t.ed

that if the SecretarJ/'-GenBral was asked to prepare a rs:port., he must

be authorized, by a resolut.ion, to do so.. On tha other hand,if

dooumentation aloD8 was re~uir.ed, the Sub-Commission co~ld infornlally

request the Secretal~y-Genel~al to fu.l,~nish that docume!'.tatio.ll •

. Mr. BQRISOV stated that IYlr. McNa1!l.s.:l:'a'a propooal appeart)d on

the surface to be desirable., but that he was not in favour of its 'being

considered as ~~ alte~native to the resolution of the ConmlieNion on

Human Rights. He noted that Australia had Trust Te!'rito::dos" E'..!ld

that Mr. McNamara did not wish the l'1r9mbers of the Sub-Commission to

participate in visiting missions to Trust Territories, in spite of

the fact that the Commission on Human Rights had reco~ruand6d, such

participation. Mr.. Nisot, who was alao the l'eprese;u'C,ative of an.

administering authority, took the same :posi,tion. Yet the bost way

to obtain· in.form,.9.tion concerning Trust Territories we,8 to visit those

territories, and y~. Meneaes Pallares was correct whon he stated that

Mr. McNatllaXa i B proposal might be prej\.tdicial to the resolutio:n of

the Commission on. Human Rig~ts, which had been ad.opted by a considerable

majority, and which,had been phrased in moderate terillFJ. Fi:nancial

J:'easons had been advanced against the participation of the memhers of

the Sub-CoIlll!1ission in such missionfl, and. Ye'b the United Nat~o;J,s w'as

willing to spend large surns of mo.n(9y on the pToduction of documents.

The resolution o:f' the Commission on Human Rights was so important tha'c

it warranted the relatively small eJ~:penae involved.

lEe pointed
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He pointed out that lri docu:ment. EleN .4-/Sub. 2/62, the 0u'b-Cr'1IJllission

was making a re<ii.H~st to the COllll11.tseion on lfu..ma.n Biehte, ilhel1 eaa, ia

Mr. NcNaInal'a's second' proposal (E/CN.4/Sub.2/63), it was opposing a

.previous re'solution of the Commission.

Ee agreed that Mr. McNamara I s proposal was un.acceptable as an

altel1 native proposal, but stated that it ,.,as acceptable as en additionc.l

request.

Tho ClfAIHMAN stated that he understood l'iJl1. Nd1amara yEl propoDal

as being not an alternative to the d.ecisions of the Conunisslon on

HtUlliU~ Rights, but rather as a means of obtaining previous and supple­

mentary information.

Mr. NISCT remarked that no one wished to prejUdge the dec is :Jc."1

on a recommendation made by the C0lllll11ssion on Human Rights, and that
, \. .

the final decisidnwould.be taken bJr the Economic ond' Social Council.

l'IJJ:'. McNAMARA stated that his proposal was not an alt3.:!:'!lative

'but that it was an additional proposal. Re noted morE-;over that it

would be difficult to decide iihlch Trust Territories should be visited

by the members of the SUb-Commission.

l'I~. CHANG did not think that by aeking for documents of the

Trusteeship Council the Sub-Comrndssion would in any ~ay encroach upon

the Council's domain. He therefore had no objection to !;Jr. HcNamara ra

proposal, but prefe!Ted the original version. The relevant data

would then be Supplied' in :full and would not be coloured by the Vie\'IS

of the official who might prepare the report.

lYI:r. ' SHAFAQ repeated his suggestion that l"lr. .tvlcNarnara r s

proposal might be extended to include all organs of' the United !lTations

which dealt with questions of discrimination and protection of

minorities. He .consequentl;y suggested 'that' the preamble and the

Operative part might be amended to read:

tl;R.ec0f?P...i~ing the valu~ to ·the Slib-'Col!iIllission of that part

of the work arid findings of vm'lous organs'of the United Nations

Vihich is relevant to the prevention of discrimination and the
protection of minOJ:'ities

J

/t'RecODm;e~

.~·7 , ~,'- '



M~. McNP~A accepted thatan~ndm6nt.

&:. HcNa:t!§!:a I s :e~~Si?~t....!te err~~iz~.!~ ad612t8d by lQyotea to
none, with 2 abstentions ••• 4&= ,. .... ~

l'iJr. MENESES PALtJI.RES explained that he had abstained because

he did not i,ish to jeopardize to the slightest extent the chances of

the l'8eolut,ion of the Commission on RtUllsn Rights dealing wHh Yisit:I.ng

missions.

M~. SHAFAQ briefly introduced his proposal that the Secretariat

should publish every tbree years a yearbook on minorities. Such a

volume should be a comprehensive reference book on the ,BubJect and

should be of great use not only to the Sub-Commission itself but to

anyone interested in the q,uesMon. 1<lhile some of the C:!8Jlle d.ata might

appear in other publications) the advantage of the proposed yearbook

was that it would deal exolusively with minorities and discrimination

and would therefore present that data in concentrated form.

The Secretariat had. submitted an estimate of the cost of such a

yearbook (E!CN.4/Sub.2/68). Whil€l it ,vaS necessary to take the cost

into account., the decision whether or not it was excessiVe was for

other bod.ies of the Unite<l Nations to malte; if the Sub-Co1lJll1ission was

convinced that the project was a useful one, it should recommend its

execution. He did not) however) insist that inm~diate action should

be taken on his propooal.

Mr. HUMPHREY(Representative of the Secretary-General) p.ointed

out that the esti~ted cost of printing the proposed yearbook was

$26)000 and the cost of translation from OIle working language into another

was $20)000. If it were desired ·~o translate the yearboolt into the three

remaining official languages, an additional $60,000 would be required

for SUch translation., Those estimates were based on the assumption

!bhat the proposod
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tho,t the profosed yearbook would. be simile;;.~in sJ.f\e e:.'1d style to tL19

Yee;r.boolc o:';'. Hu.m.m1 Rights. While itvras· diffioult totoH at the moment

whether additional sl.lbstf'.n.tive staff wo~.;C.d be rsqniretl) it appee,red -probaUe

that -the services of one senj.or official and one secretary, costing

about $12,000, "rould bo nesded~

He rece.'i..led that Mr~ Shefaq ha.d also alJked 'jjhe Seoretariat to

ccnside:;:ithe u,sefuln8ss of his prollosal in the l:J,ght ef the fact that,
the Yea"cbook 0:;), Human Rigllt.S was already being pu.blished. The.t Yearbook

contained 'Pl"'imm"Uy compilations of national &'ld inteX'national

legislation in tho field of human rights J a."1.d also a section on the

activities of organs of the United Ne.tions, including the Sub·Corom:!.s s ion;

it did not, l:.moJe'\Ter, co:ntain eny original contributions. The Secretariat

oonsequently felt that it "'0uld be inadvisable either to i~"1clude in

the Yearbook on Human Rights a soction containing the material proposed

by Mr. Shafaq or to devote every third iS81.\6 of the Yearbook exclusively

to that matel:'i,a:l.. Inasmuch as th(,:) yearbook suggested by Mr. Shafaq,

was to cO),ltain ol~igi.l.l,al contributions end statisticel data) the Secretariat

'Was of the opinion thUG it should be an entirely separate ,\?ublicetion.

Theq,uestion el'ose whether such a yearbook should be pre::J~ed by members

of the Se creto 8;":'ia.t or by eX1,Je:r GS, t he latter 'P0ss i bly be ing Borne of the

members of the Su.bmCommission.

J.n his llrollosal, Mr, Shafa'l meJ;ltio:c.ed corresponden.ts who might

furnish material. Since the cOl'res'pondents who were furnishing material

for inclusion in the Yeerbool{ on Human Rights 'Were lawyers who wore

not necesserily familiar with sociological 'Proble!llB and, moreover,

were frequently government officials, they might not be considered

Bu:U~Qblo for the :p'TI~:1JOf:;3 at hfu'"1d. If a system of corres'pondente were

to be used, new ooos, would have to be found" The dElIlger of such a system

was that the Sec;r.etm~iat might be faced by voluminous me:terial Which ~Tas

diffioult to digest. It ~ight be 1,Jreferable to ask ex~erts to 1rrite vrticlee

on Bllecific to'Pics, "rhile the Sec1."'etariat might deal \'ri"Gh other sElctions

of the yearbook. Before the Secretariat could start 10olc:L.'1g for eX1,Jerts)

" however) it might be ad'ltisable:l.'or the SUP~Commissicn to d~ai'1 u-p a 'Precise

plan for the yearbook and to deo~de u1,J0n /3. list of topics" Moreover) a.S

the Secreterie:t. Was not qualified to deal ....ith some of 'jjhe delicate

"problemt~ "Thich might be invohed, the eJqlerts who prepared pa:peJ.'B on

those 1?roblems should aoce1!t full responsibility for themo

Mr. Ht\m:phrey assumed that, although Mr Q Shaf all IS 'Pro-posal ment:i.ons(l

only the protection of minorities) he :L."1.tended the ;y'S erbook to Goyor the

.'Preven:~ionof di6crimin~~ion as 'well,

f' .

/In reply

"", .
;,""
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In reply to Mr.J:lTSoT., he 8 aid that he did not think it

~ould be necessary for the Secretariat to assume the responsibility

for deciding what a minority "as. Some of the erticles included in

the yeerbook might, in fact, dea;L with that very subjeot.

rt".iI'. SHAFAQ replied. that it wes' his intention that the yearbook

should include mat.erial OU disorimination as well as on nlino:l.'ities.

He did. not, however, ins1st on the immediate public at ion of the

~ropo8ed yearbook.

IfJr. HUMPIIB.EY (Represer;t;l.1.'tJ.ive of the Secretery-Gen0re~), in

reply to 9.t.1.sstions asked by Nr. DANIELS end Mr. NISCT, said. that

M"C, ShefaCl 1s proposal would have to be adopted by the Sub-Commission

in the form of a re coUlI)'lendat ion to the Commission on Humffi:l Rights,

because it had financial implications, The publication of the Yearbook

on Rumen Rights he.d been authorized by the Economic and Social Council

in resolution 9 (11), the relErvent provision of which react:

liThe Se cret ary~General is reCluested to mBlce err engements for:

"(a) The colt\pilotion end publication of a yee.rbook on

law end us ege relating to human righ·ts, the first edition of which

should include all declm'ations and bills on human rights no~

in force in the Y 6l'iou6 oountries 11.

The Secretariat had therefore been given very clear instructions

with res-pect to the first Yeorbookj the Com.mission 0 .. Humen RighJ
0s had

since issued further instructions with respect to the 8econd volume,

but the Ye erbook remained essentially a compilation of laWS en.d was

entirely objective.

Niss MOlIJROE remE'..rked that she was daunted by the size and

nature of the proposed publication, end by its estimated cost. She

felt, moreover, that it would be premature to publish El. yearbook b~fore

the Connnlssion itself k~'le"r the answers to such Cluestions as ':het was a

minority and what kinds of minorities there were.

Mr. McN.AMARA observed '(,hat the phrase "law end us age relating

to human rights" in the resolution quoted by Mr. Eum:phrey W8J3 o]:oad

enough to authorize the publication of a yearbook on minorities; since

usage relating to hum~ rights certainly covered the fate of minorities.

He did not, however, think that, until the Sub-Commission itself had

clearly determined. What a minority was and What kinds of minorities

extsted
J

such a ";olum13 should be j.ssued as a publ:to document intended

/for gener aJ.
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fol," general sale. At th~ existing stf.gSj something in the nature' of
:.' ... '

a restricted document VaS ~refe~Bple.

Mr. EDMPHR1'Y did not think that the vlOrd Irusage It had the
: . ~

broEl,d meaning aBs:l.gned to it by IYlr. McNamarEl.. The Economic a,'1d

Social Council had not ye'b C!ecided, for exenrp le , 'cJhethel' that tJo;:.d

'Permitted the inclusion in. the Yearbook on Rum,n Rights of jUdicial

de cls ions. Ire had unders.tood that lv'U'. Shet €ICJ. ha.d had a different type

of publioation in mind. Such a publication liould not l)e covered by

the Council resolution 9 (II).

Iv'Jr. DANIElS suggested that instead of adopting lv'Jr. Shaf aq 's, .
proposal, the Sub-Commission might P~SE! a. resolution recommending tha~

e:x:p8rts 'Who had no direct connexion 'V7ith the United Nations might be

urged to produce a b.ook de aling with the questions of the prevention of

dj.pcrimir.L8.tion and the l'll'oteC'bion of minorities.

lv'J.r. McN~P..RA thought tho.t the whole 'Project might be referred

to mJESCO.

The CHAIRMAN observed that '.;hile El yearbook sueh as proposed

by !{Jl". Shafaq 'Would be extremely useful, the Sub-CormnJssion did not·

have suffict~nt time at .its dis-pos al to 1'lOrlc out a detailed plan,

without wh~ch the Secretariat could not vroceed with publication.

He therefore suggested that com.lidoration of Mr. Shafaq 's propo'.'l:al

should be postponed until the following session of the Sub-Corr~ission.

Mr. SHAFAQ., treferred tho.t suggestion to those of Mr. De~liels

and If.:r. McN amaI' a.

Th~ C~.8;il:~mari J S sU6B.i?stion ~"e.s adolJte.dbjV 10 vote~ to none I 'Y7i~E_

1 abstention.

The meeti;::Ig rOS8 at 1.10 -Pe m.
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