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(Documents E/CN.%/19 and E/CK.L4/14/Rev.2.)

The CHAIRMAN read a telegrem from Miss Splegel, representative of the

World Federation of Trade Unions, expressing regret at being unable to attend

the meeting, and emphasizing the great interest with which the Federation was

following the Cammission's work, in which it considered 1t should take part.
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1. Discussicn and Vote on the Report of the Sub-Ccrmittee cn the Hendling
of Cormunicaticns, (Document E/CN.4/1ik/Rev.2,)

The CHAIEMAN called on Major DUKES (United Kingzdcm), Rapporteur of the
Sub-Committee on the Handling of Communicaticns received ty the Commissicn
on Human Rights.

MaJor CUKFS (United Kingdom) read the Sub-Committes's report and asked
for its aloption,

Mr. TEPLIARCV (Union of Soviet Soetialist Republics) was ready to accept
the three first paragreghs of the repert tut proposed tha deletion of
paragrapas 4 end 5,

Mr. BAUTISTA (Philippine Republie) read a telegrem from General Romulo,
member of the Cummission and representative of the Philippine Repudblic, The
report on communications, in General Romulo's opinion, should be based on the
follcwing considerations:

1. The 1list of communications protesting against the violation of

human rigkts should rot give the names of thelr authors;

2. In making communications available to members of the Cormission,

the Secretariat should in no case reveal the identity of the authors.

Profeesor CASSIN (France' proposed the insertion, after paragraph 3 of
the report, of an amendment drawing the Econcmic ard Social Council's
attenticn to the gap resulting from the Commission's absence of power to deal
with communications.

Mr. IFBFEAU (Belgium) paid a tribute to the Sub-Ccmmittee which had
succeeded in reconciling the different points of view, He considered,
hovever, that paragraph 5, and in particular its sub-paragraph (d), went too
far, as it d1d not provide for the dangers which it previously indicatod.
Ccreaquently, he would vote for tke deletion of paragraphs 4 and 5.

Mr. TEPLIAROV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that an element
of confusion was present in the disucssicn, Every ind‘vidual or organization
undoubtedly had the right to address messages to the United Nations. The
Commission, however, was tound by the Charter and the decieions of the
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Gene:al Assembly and the Tconcmic and Sccial Council, end was not empowored
to take any of. the measures indicated in paragraphs 4 and 5 of the report or
suggested by Ceneral Romulo.

Major DUKES (United Kingdom) recalled that, by ite terms of reference,
the Sub-Coumittee was instructed "to consider how communications should be
hendled". If the measures proposed in paregraphs 4 and 5 of the report were
not taken, the communications would be simply filed.

Mr. CEANG (China) was reedy to vote for paregraph 5 but was against
paragrach 4 because it raised a question of principle. He thought it
premature to sey that the Commission wes qualified to receive communications
officially.

Mre. MEHTA (India) was in favour of the repcrt in ite entirety.

The CHAIRMAN decided that the vote akould be taken paragraph by
paragraph.

DPECISION: The first, second and third paragrarhs were
adopted unanimously.

Profeasor CASSIN (France) proposed the ezddition to Article 3 of the
following emendment: "The Commission draws the Fconomic and Social Ccuncil's
attention to thae seirious gap which results from the. absence of this power."
He did not make any proposel for bridging this gap, but hoped that the
Economic and Scelel Council would instruct the Ccmmission to do it.

The CHAIERMAN sugéeeted that no mention of this gep should be made in
the Commission's report but that ths Rapporteur should be asked to explain
the situation verbally to the Economic and Social Council.

Colonel HODGSON (Australia) objected both to the French reprosentative's
amendmont and to the Chairman's suggestion. He recalled that he hed voted
against the Eetting up of the sub-committee because he consldsercd that the
Econcmic ard Social Council had no authority to delegate the right to redress
Injustices to the Comaittee. It would be an error cn the part of the

Commission to accept such powers.
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Professor CASSIN (France) accepted the Chalrman's suggestion and
withdrew his proposed amendment.

Mrs. MEHTA (India) remarked that paregreph 4, as it stcod, aimed only
et permitting the examination of ccmmunicaticns which might be of intervst
in the Commission's work. She considered that the Commission could do this
wvithout réference to the Economic and Social Council.

The CHAIRMAN said thet these remarks would be communicated to the
Council.

The Commission next examined raragraph b of the rerort, the deletion of
wvhich had been proposed by t.e representative of the Union of Soviet Soclalist
Repudblics,

Mr. MALIK (Lebenon) stated thet it was the Ccumiesion's duty to receive
all ccomunications dealing with humen rights, othorwise it might appear
that 1t was not doing its Job.

The CHAIEMAN also considered that, altkough thke Comxission heu not
the rower of inquiry or Jjudgment, i1t would fall in its duty if 1t did not
take notice of ccmmunications, |

DECISION: The Soviet proposal to delete paragraph 4 was rejected by
seven votes to four,

Mr. TEPLIAKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics), in connection with
the vote cn paregraph 4, stated that this paragraph waa in contradiction with
the terms of the Charter and that the Commission in edopiing it was go’ng
beyond its powers.

The Commission proceeded to discuss paragruph S.

Colonel HCDGSON (Aust.aiia) cculd not understand why the list of
ccraunicaticns received should be at the dispcsal of the members of the
Commissicn only., States not members of the Commission had an equal right to
be informed of them. He consequently asked for the sddition of tha words
"and other Members of the United Nations" to paragraphs (b) and (c).

The CHAIRMAN remarked that the risk of indiscretions had to be reduced.
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Colonel HODISON (Australia) replied that thore were indiscreticns anyhow,
and that the press had already obtained the text of certain communications.

Professor HUMPTREY (Secretary of the Commission) stated ‘hat tke
indiscretion cculd not te attrituted to tLe Secretariat,

Major DUKES (United Fir 7om) sald that the Sub-Ccumittee hed only
intended preserving the confidential character of the list of communications
with a viow to protecting thsir authors.

Mr. LEPFAU (Belgium) thought that cammunicetions should not be ancwered;
otherwise their authors would expect some actlon to be taken. He therefore
proposel the deletion of sub-paragraph (4).

Nr. TEPLIAKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) wes egainst vparegraph
S5 enc. asked for 1ts complete Geletion for the seme reasons that he had put
forward sgainst paragraph L.

Mr, del RIO (Chile) seid that he would vote for paragraph 5 with the
ameniment proposed by the Australian representative but with the deletion
of sub-paragraph (d). The national courts, he added, were coxpetent in all
matters of violatioms of rights, and the Commission should only use
communications received for its. information.

DECISION: The droposal of the representative cf the Uanlon of Soviet
Socialist Re) «blics to delete paragraph 5 was rejected by
seven votes to four,

The amendment prorosed by the representative cf Belgium for
the deletion of sub-rarsgraph (d) wes rejected by five votes
to three.

Tr.e Commission next discussed the amendment proposed by the Australian

reprosontative to &di the words "and other Members of *he United Nations"
to sub-paregraphs (b) and {c).

Professor CASSIN (France) was sgainst the Australian amendment. The
Commission, he said, should not transﬁit communications received to persons
other than members of the Commission. By doing so the Commiesibn would essume

responsitilities which did not belong %o 1t.
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Mr. EBEID (Egypt) addod that the Commission was the sole epprorriate
Yody to recolve communications regarding human rights,

DECISION: The Australian representat!ve's proposal to amend
sub-paragraphs (b) and (c) was rejested by six votes to three,

Mr. BAUTISTA (Philippine Republic) recalled that the telegrem frem
General Roxulo, which he had read, was aimed at enmsuring protection for the
authore of ccmmuriications. He therefore proposed the followling amsndment to
sub-paragraph’ (b): "This confidential 1list and ccntents thereof will be
furnished.to the members of the Commission without divulging the identity of
the autnors”,

Mr. MALIK (Lebanon) supported the Philippine amendment which he said
stressed the wurd "confide.tially" and endorsed the presant practice of
the Secretariat.

Professor CASSIN (Fraonce) added that this amendment would protest authors
of communications from ths indiscretions, even 1f unintentional, of ,the press.

DECISICli: The amendrent of the Philippine representative was adopted
by five votes to two.

The report of the Sub-Committee on the Handling of
Commuricacions as a vhole was-adopted by nine votes to three,

2. TIiscussion of the Draft Report of the Commission on Human Rights to the
Fconomic apd Social Courcil (document E/CN.4/19)

The CHAIRMAN invited the membére of the Commission to submit proposals
for amendrments as the Reapporteur, Mr., Malik (Lebanon), read through‘the text
of the document.

In Chapter I, paragraph 2, tke Ccmmission decided, on the proposal of
Mr, Chang (China), to delete the word "substitutes” in line 2 and to insert
"represented” instead of "replaced” in the last line. |

At the request of Mr, TEPLTAKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) it
was decided that in lines 5 and 6 of the same paragraph, dealing with the
absence of the representative of the Ukrainian Soviet‘Socialist Pepublic, the
latter's name, Mr. Stadnik, be inserted, and the words "on account of 1llness"
be added after the words "not preeent”,

/The CHAIRMAN,



E/CN.4 /SR, 20
Page 7

Tha CHAIEMAN, replying to a remark by Colonel HODGSON (Australia), seaid
that the representative of the Byslorussian Soviet Scclalist Republic wag
present only as an observer, and that no credentlals estaplishing his quallty
as a memter of the Comml!ssion had been received, So far ess ths representative
of the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic was concerned, a telegram had been
roceived from Mr, Manullsky, Minister of Foreign Affairo, stating thkat he had
appolnted a provisional representative to replace Mr, Stednlk at the next
session of the Commission on Human Rights. This nom!nation did not affect the
presont siltuation 1n any way.

Mr., TEPLIAKOV (Union ¢? .oviet Socialist Republics) stated that
Mr. Stadnik vho had Veen wounded by a skot &uring the Ceneral Ascembly hoped
to bte able to resume his duties very shortly.

Cn the proposal of Mr. LEBEAU (Belgiwm) the Commission decided that the
erronecus reference to "document E/33/Rev.1" in paragraph 7 should be replaced
by reference to "document E/CN.L/W.7", whilst on the Rapporteur's proposal,
the wcrd "provisicnal" was added in line 2 before the wcrd "rules".

The Commission unanimously adopted Chapter I as a whole.

Discussion on the following chapters was adjourned.

3. Discussion on the Choice of Date end Time for Eolding the Twenty-firgt
Meeilra

The COAIRMAN announced that the Secretariat had informed her that it

would be Impossible to provide technical services on Ssturday and, furthermore,
that 1t would not be easy to provide the neceesary services for a meeting of
the Huzman Rights Commission on Monday, 10 Februery, aa that day was a
particularly busy one. Aftur a prolonged discussion, the Corm!ssion asked
Mr. Stanczyk to consult the Secretary-General on the possibility of providirg
technical eervices, exceptionally, for a meeting on Saturday, 8 February.

Mr, PELT (Assistant Secretary-General in charge ~f Couference and
General Survices) speaking on behalf of the Secretary-General, explaired that
the Secreteriat could not provide services for the Conmission on Humen Rights
on Saturday, 8 February:

/(a) Ybecause
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(a) because the Assembly rad laid down in ths staff reguletions that

Saturdey was not a working day;

{(b) because the Assembly had deeaided that members of the staff who

might be called upon, in exceptional circumstances, to work on

Saturéays should be rermunerated at overtime rates, namely, 150 percent

of the rormal rate;

(c¢) %because the credits voted by the Assembly to cover the overtime

were 30 syall that Ssturday work hed to be reserved for very exceptional

circumstances. The Commission on Human Rights, however, had already had
the berefit of such an exception on the preceding Saturday, and there
were always other Commissiong invoking exceptional circumstaﬁces.

He further emphasized the necessity of not exhausting the credit rescrved
for overtime payments before the.session of the General Assembly, which was
undoubtedly the time of the yeer when mest use would have to be mwade of the
overtire eystem,

Hp recalled, finslly, that the budget was insufficient in general: it
corresponded, in fact, approximately to the working programme at the beginning
of the first session, in the course of which the Assembly had itself adopted
a much hoavier programme for 1947 than for 19L6.

In reply to a suggestion by the CHAIRMAN, he said that the Ccmmissién
could not continue to sit after 6:00 p.m. as this also involved overtime
paymenta to the technical conference staff.

Mr. LEBEAU (Belgiw') and Professor CASSIN (France) supported Mr, Pelt's
explanatione and the Commics? n decided to adjourn until Monday, 10 Februery
at 10:00 a.m.

The meeting r~se at 5:40 p.m.





