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The meeting was called to. order, at 3 . 45 -p.m.

ORGANIZATIONAL AND OTHER MATTERS (continued)

1» The CHAIRMAN a.nnomced tha.t following the meeting of the Burea.u, in which 
the Acting Cha.irma.n of the Working Group on Communications ha.d taken pa,rt, he x-ras 
in a. position to pla.ce before the Committee a. programme of work which took 
account of the priorities of the session and, in particular, of the need to adopt 
the Committee's annual report. Under tha.t programme, the Committee would 
examine three initial reports and one supplementary report a.nd would postpone 
examination of the report of Chile, Both meetings on Tuesday, 24 October, would 
be devoted to consideration of the report of the USSR a.nd both meetings on 
Wednesday, 25 October, to the report of Mauritius. At the morning meeting on 
Thursday, 26 October, the Committee would hea.r the replies of the representa,tive 
of the Government of the USSR and at the afternoon meeting those of the 
representative of the Government of Ma,uriti,us. If there was sufficient time at the 
afternoon meetings on Wednesday, 25 October, and Thursday, 26 October, the 
Committee would begin considération' of the question of future meetings. At the 
meetings on Friday, 27,October, the. Committee would examine urgent communications 
without a. previous meeting of the Working Group. The meetings on Monday,
30 October, would be devoted to the report of the Byelorussian SSR and possibly 
to other matters if there was enough time. On Tuesday, 31 October, the 
Committee would examine the additional, report of Ecuador in the morning a.nd 
would devote the afternoon meeting to the replies of the representative of the 
Government of the Byelorussian SSR. The morning meeting 011 Wednesday,
1 November, would be devoted to other business a,nd to the question of future 
meetings of the Committee. To allow for the drafting of the report, no 
afternoon meeting would be held that day. The meetings on Thursday, 2 November 
and Friday, 3 November, would be set a.side for the consideration a.nd adoption "of 
the Committee’s annual report. The possibility of holding a, night meeting on 
Thursday, 2 November, would ha'.ve to be discussed with the secretariat. In the 
a.bsence of objection, he would take it that the Committee wished to adopt the 
programme of work drawn up by the Burea,u.

2. It wa.s so decided.

3 . The CHAIRMAN invited members of the Committee to make any comments they ha.d 
under the heading of "other matters".

4 . Sir Vincent EVANS sa,id that the summary records of the 95th, 97th and 100th 
meetings of the Committee, held a.t its fourth session, had not rea.ched him until 
his arrival in Geneva, the previous week. The system of distribution of summary 
records therefore left much to be desired. For one thing, correcting a, record 
two or three months after the meeting to which it related required a,n effort of 
recollection which wa.s often too taxing. . Furthermore, with the present system 
of distribution of records,' anyone consulting them several weeks after the end of 
the session and seeing tha.t no corrigendum ha.d been issued wa.s entitled to con
clude that no corrections ha.d been forthcoming, whereas, in reality, they ha.d not 
yet been ma,de. The secretaria,t should study the situation and find means of 
considera.bly reducing the time taken to distribute summary records and to issue 
the single corrigendum consolidating the corrections ma.de to the records of 
meetings. Even allowing for late submission of corrections, the system at 
present in operation was hardly satisfactory.
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5» Mr. MAZAUD (Representative of the Secretary-General) assured the Committee that 
the secretariat would study the situation and would take the necessary steps to 
ensure that the distribution of summary records of the Committee's meetings was no 
longer subject to the delays which had followed the fourth session and which had 
probably been dictated by certa,in prioritias.

. 6, Mr. TOMUSCHAT reminded, members that the Committee, at its fourth session, had 
considered the possible advantages of publishing a yearbook on its activities, but 
had taken no decision on the matter. The Committee's work was of concern not only 
to human rights specialists but to the world at large and should, for that reason,

• be made more widely known. Ile wondered whether the Committee might not look further 
into the matter and whether the Secretariat could not investigate its financial 
implications. . . .

7. The CHAIRMAN thought that it might perhaps be preferable for consultations to be 
held among members of the Committee before resuming consideration of the question.

STATUS OP SUBMISSION OP REPORTS BY STATES PARTIES UNDER ARTICLE 40 
OP THE COVENANT (agenda item 3 )

8. Mr. MAZAUD (Representative of the Secretary-General) recalled that at its 
previous sessions the Committee had examined 18 reports of States parties. Besides 
the reports which were to be examined at the current session and the report of Chile

' whose consideration it had been decided to postpone, the Committee had received four 
initial reports which had not yet been considered, namely, those of Bulgaria, Spain, 
the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic and Romania. The Committee had also 
received four additional reports which had not yet been considered and which did 
not appear on the agenda for the present session, namely, those of Cyprus, Finland, 
the Syrian Arab Republic and the United Kingdom. The only additional report examined 
at the present session would be that of Ecuador.

9. Certain States which should have submitted their initial report in 1977 had not 
yet done so. Those States numbered thirteen and were : Barbados, Canada, Colombia, 
Costa Rica, Iraq, Jamaica, Kenya, Lebanon, Mali, Mongolia, Rwanda, the United Republic 
of Tanzania and Uruguay. Following the decision taken by the Committee at its fourth 
session, a third reminder had been sent to each of those States parties with the 
exception of Canada and the United Republic of Tanzania, on 29 August 1978.

10. Five reports due in 1978 (those of Guyana, Panama, Poland, Surinam and Zaire)
. had not yet been received. '

11. The CHAIRMAN asked Committee members what should be done in the case of States 
parties to which the Committee had already sent three reminders.

12. Mr. LALLAIi recalled that at the preceding session the idea had been raised of 
resorting to stronger methods than mere reminders. It should not be forgotten,. 
however, that in the past the Committee had hardly been able to study more than
10 reports a year; ■ that should be borne in mind in taking a decision on the matter.
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13. The CHAIKMM said it wa.s true that, with nine reports, the Committee had. 
already enough work for the next two regular sessions.

14. Sir Vincent EVANS considered that the next reminders might he more strongly 
worded. Furthermore, the Committee should set itself the goal of examining between 
six and eight reports every session, especially as the consideration of supplementary 
reports should normally take less time than that of initial reports. .He agreed that, 
in any event there would be no shortage of work for the Committee at its next 
session. '

15v' Mr. ' LALLAII suggested that the Committee might postpone its decision on reminders 
to a later meeting. He would like to know whether other bodies similarly required to 
consider reports from Governments had had recourse to other procedures -when those 
reports .had come in late, and with what success.

16’. ''Mr. MAZAUD (Representative of the Secretary-General) said that the Committee on 
the Elimination of Racial Discrimination had decided to invite representatives of 
States parties which, despite several reminders, had failed to submit their reports 
to come and explain to it the reasons for the delay. The method had proved only 
half satisfactory, as certain States had failed to send a representative, while 
others had simply pleaded guilty and promised to send their reports as soon as 
possible. ‘ It was true that in the case of the Committee on the Elimination of Racial 
Discrimination the problem was slightly different because the reports were''periodic 
'ones. The text of the communication addressed by that Committee to the States parties 
concerned would be found in annex IV to its latest annual report.

17. Mr."PRAD0 VALLEJ0 also thought that the Committee should postpone until a later 
meeting any decision on the reminders to-be sent. He considered that some method 
other than reminders might be used, particularly in respect of reports due in 1 9 7 7»
It should not be forgotten, however,' that the Committee itself had been late in 
sending out general guidelines for submission of reports.

10. Mr» QPSAHL said that States parties should be asked in the reminders to indicate 
approximately when they expected to send in their reports, so that the Committee 
might organize its work in advance. Moreover, it would certainly be useful to 
requèst the States parties concerned to ask one of their representatives to enter 
into informal consultations with the Committee even if the report were not yet ready.

19. The CHAIRMAN remarked that, in any event, countries often gave such-information 
to the Committee during sessions; an informal procedure was certainly preferable to 
a formal one, which would be equivalent to a formal recognition of failure. It was 
easier to examine and resolve on an informal basis practical problems that were 
encountered by States.

20. Mr. MOVCHAN did not see any grounds for pessimism; the reminders had had. some 
effect upon States parties and, besides, the year 1978 was not yet over. Furthermore, 
the Committee still had a number of reports to consider, and the situation could not 
be described as alarming. Bureaucratic procedures should be avoided. Mr. Opsahl’s 
suggestion seemed to be a good one ; the concrete question of the date by whioh 
States expected to submit their report could be raised in the reminders addressed
to them.
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21.  Mr. GRAEFRATH said that communication through either informal or official 
channels could he envisaged, depending on circumstances. The situation varied too 
greatly from one country to another for a single procedure to he adopted for all 
countries.

22. The CHAIRMAN said that he agreed with the previous speaker. It was obvious,
for example, that the Committee would not, in the present situation, send a reminder
to Lebanon. The matter required to be studied in greater depth, and the Committee
would return to it at a later meeting.




