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SUMMARY RECCRD OF MEETINGS

Second meeting held cn Tuesday, 3G April 1946, at 10:30 A.M.

Chairman: Mrsg, Franzlin D. Rcosevelt

At its first meeting, the Ccumission on Fumag Rights considered
jtems 1 - 6 of the Provisicnal Agenda (Document E/ER/S), which were
adopted in toto,

Mrs. Roosevelt opened the. second meeting by pointing .out that
the work of the nuclear Ccmuissicn could be divided into two parts:

1. The tesk that must be accomnlished before theusecohd~session

of the Econciic and -Sccial Council;

2. Reports and Reccrmmendations whilch the Ccmmissicn mey wish to

to make,

Ttem 7 of the Agenda (Document E/ER/5)

Review of Terms of Refarence cof tus Ccmmwissicn (Document’E/Q?)

The Chairmen read the terms of reference and suggésted thet
Sectlon A, Paragrapn 2 (a), (»), (c), (&), did not establish a
priority for the study and recommendationg of the Commission, but
could be teken up in eny order. in which the Cowmission might wish to
consider them. She alsc pointed out that in Section A, Paragraph 4,
the Econcmic and Soclal Cowicil left it open to the members of the
Commissicn to change the terms of reference if they sc wished.

Concerning Section A, Paragraph 5 (Document E/27), the
Chairman stressed that the nuclear Commission has no authority to

establish sub-commissions, but covld recommend to the full Commission
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that such sub-ccmmissions should be established by the full Commisslon,

With regerd to Section A, Paragraph 6, the Chairman suggested that
the moet immediate task for the Commission should be to work out
recommendations on the definitive composition of the Commission for
submissicn to the second session of the Fconemic and Social Council,

Dr. Hsia asked the Chalrman fo elucldate the terms of reference
of the Ccumiepicn, &s described in Secticn A, Paragraph 2 (E/27), as
he did not understand whether the nuclear“Ccm@ission-has the right
to submit & draft of an interneticnal bill of rights, or whether it
‘should prepere proposals which mjght be -incorporated into a bill of
rights, or simply submit a report stating that such en internaticnel
bill of rights is‘feasible.

The Chairman.ezplained that the Commission cculd declde to
reccmmend to the full Ccmmiesicn the establishment of sub-ccmmissicns
for the study of problems involved in the drafting of a bill of rights.
These sub-ccmmissions would .report to the full Commissicn, which would
then present its propcsals to the Ecconomic and Social Council. Such
a pill cof rights would have to cover all points menticned under Section A,
Paragraph 2 (a), (b), (c), (d).

Mr, Neogl referred to the statement made by Sir Ramaswami Mudaliar
at the fourth meeting of the Conmlttes cn the Orgenizaticn of
the Council. (E/ORG/6, Page 4), 1n which he says that the nuclear
ccumissions would "take up any urgent problems of a substantlve nature,
end would also be invited tc make proposals to the Council regarding
the‘personnel.of_experis required to ccmplete the ccomposition of thelr
Commis&ions". Mr. Necgl wished for & clarification of thetterms
”reportf, "recormendations"”, end "proposals". Ue sugsested that not all
the members of the Commissicn have probably had a chance to ‘acquaint
themselves with the cantents of the literature concerning human“rights,

and he mentioned in particuler:



E/HR/8
Page 3

1.. A decument prepared by a ccumlttee of the London Daily

Herald under the Chairmanship of Lord Sankey.

2. The lssue cn essential human righﬁs of the Annals of the

American Academy of Political and Social Science (January, 1946).

It is his opinicn that thorough study of these and other
documents should be mads before ény international_bill of rights could
be drafited, or even reccmmendaticms for such a bill could be worked
out.

M. Laugier stated that the nuclear Commission has no authority
to dfaft an internaticnal bill of rights of man, but that the fuvll
Cormission 18 expscted to draft such a bill,

The Chairman then defined "report" as a statement of facts
without reccrimendaticns, made after certain ideas or probleme have
beeﬁ studied. She defined "recommendation" as a statement submitted
for ccnsideraticn, but not necessarily for actlicn, and "proposal” as
a statement sﬁbmitted efter due study, with a request for action.

The.Commission passed the following rescluticn propesed by
Mr. Neogi:

Resolvsd that

The Secretariat 1s requested to meke a colliection ~ as
full as possible - of the literature bearing upon the
questions referred to in the térms of reference for the .
Commigsicn con Human Rights, to circulate full texts

where possible, or otherwise summaries of such literature,
among members of the nuclear and of the full Ccommission,
once 1t is constituted,

In answer to Mr. Neogl's question, the Chairman stated that
acceptance of the terms of reference would not meen that the

Commission could not suggest changes later on.
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Ttem 8 of the Agenda (Documént E/HER/S)

Fxemination ¢f Documents Submitted by Members ¢f the United Nations

In enswer to a suggestion by Mr. Kriukov that the members of
Commissicns should be given mors time tc study the documents submitted
to 1t (Documents E/ER/1, E/HR/2, F/HR/3), and thet, therefore, further
meetings should be postponed, the Chairmen pcinted out that at this
moment 1t would be advisable only to review the documents which have
been submitted, but to postpone full discuselon until later. ©GChe
explained.that even then it weuld not be a question of acceptling the
documents, but simply of considering them and perheps, of making
reccrmendationa,

The Chairmaﬁ asked that the members of the Commlssicn acquaint
themselves with the text of E/HR/4 (Draft Resoluticn Concerning the
Calling of an Internaticnal Press écnferende Submitted by the
Delegaticn of the Philippine Ccummcnwealth to the Flrst Part of the
First Session of the General Aésembly - and the Declsicn Reached on.
11 February 1946), Which, however; is not a document officially
surnmitted to the Commission,

Item 9 cf the Agenda

Definitive Ccmpositlon of the Commission

The Chelrman suggested that the menhers of the Cosnicsion
should study the Report of the Preparatory Ccmnission, Caapter IIT,
Secticn 4, and the Summary Records cf‘the Commiitee of Organization,
and that at 1%ts next meeting, the‘Commission should discuss each point
cencerning the oomposition of the Ccammission (membersbip, term of office,
re-sligibility, etc.), postponing decisicn cn any poiat until all have
been discussed.

M, Laugler réported that all Commissions of the Fconcmic and
Sociel Council are faced with the problem of deciding the final

cempositicn of the Commlssions and that, therefore, 1t has been
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recommended to form a special committee consisting of one representative
of each of these Commissions to co-ordinate the reccrmendations gbout
the compositicn of full commissions, each member to report back to

his own Commission,

After a stabement by the Chairmen that this special committee
would have no anthority to impose its recommendations on any of the
Commlssions, 1t was decided that the Conmlssion on Human Rights agrees
to the'setting up of that Special.committee.

The meeting was adjovrned at 12 noon.
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