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REQUEST COF THE GOVERNMENT OF CHINA FOR REVISION OF THE
CHINESE TEXT OF THE CONVENTION ON THE FREVENTION AND
FUNISHMENT OF THE CRIMZ OF GENOCIDE

Beport of the Sixth Commlttee

Rapporteur: Mr, J.V. RECHENDORFF (Dermatk)
1. The Permanent Representative of China, concurrently with the deposit, on

19 July 1951, of China's ratification of the Convention on the Prevention and
Punislment of the Crime of Genocide, made a request by letber to the Secretary-
General that the latter should take steps to revise the Chinese text of the
Convention. He transmited s new Chinese text inmcorporating the amendments
desired by his Govermwent with & view to bringing the Chinese text into greater
conformity with tpe other authentic texts of the Convention, The Secretary-
Genersl replied that, in view of the provisions of article X of the Convention,
under which the Chinese, English, French, Russian and Spanish texts were equally
authentic, he was without authority to undertalke, by himself, the revision of the
Chinese text of the Convention.

2. The Perusnent Representative of China thereupon confirmed thet his letter
should be deemed to constitute the notification enviaagea in the firest parsgraph
of article XVI cf the Convention by which any party o the Convertlon may at any
time reqpest revia*on. The Secretary-General accordingly placed on the
provigloral agenda of the sixth session of the Generﬁl Asseﬁbly'th*s request of
China in order that the Ceneral Asserbly might in the virtue of the second
paragraph of artiele XVI of +he cOnvention "decide upon ‘the steps, if any, to be
taken in respect of such request " | - :

3. The General Assenbly, by resslution 605 {(VI) of 1 !’ebmary 1952, considering
that the elementa necessary for the diseuasion of the gquestion were not yet at its
disposal, declded to include the queanion in the provisional agende of its seventh

session,



4, The item "Request of the Govermment of China for revision of the Chinese text
of the Convention on the Prevantiaﬁahﬂ. Punishmont of the Crime of Genovcids™ ,

was ir;cludéé_f by the Secretary-General in the provisional agenda of the present
gession of the General Assenbly. On the recommendation of the General Committes,
the Generel Assembly, at 1ts SBObh plenary meeting held on 16 Octdber 1952, decided
to include the item in the agonde and, at Its 382nd plenary mee'bing on 17 Octover,
docided to consider the item in plemary meeting without reference to a commitiee.
J« The Genpral Assembly hed before 1t e memorsmdum by the Secretary-General
{Af2221) on the subject. In this memorandim, ‘it wes etated that 'bhe Ianguage
Services Divislon of the Sacremriat had made a comparative suud.y of the original
Chinese text of the Convention end the revieed Chinese text submitted by the
Governuent of China (enmex IV of ths. mamcranﬁumj It appsared that "the revieed
Chinese text submitted by the Perusnomt Rejresentetive of China introfuces only
revisions vhioh gre in the riein of a linguistic neture, end does not in any sonse
altaer the substance or mesning of ‘the Conventlon ag oxmressed in tho ojt‘.her foi:i'
officlal texts.” Alternstive methods were seb forth, for the information of the
Goneral Asseumbly, by which affect could be given to such alterations in the Chinese
toxt of the Convention 1n the event that the General Assembly.should decide %o 20
80. These were (1) the drawing up of a protocol listing the alterations agresd
upon and. (2) the adoption by wesolution of the General Assembly of such alterations.

Procedents. for the latter method were explained in anmexes I and. IT of the memorandun

The revised Chinese text of the Convention submdtted by China was reproduced in
~ammex. IIT of the seme documeints .

Freliminary congideration in planarv meetina

6. ‘The item was consid.erecl at the hOO*th plepary nxae'bing on 5 ‘Decemben 1952. The
 delegation of China submitted s draft resolution (A/L.116). In ite opexative
Yaragraph 1, the draft rasolu‘bion prov::.ded, that the General Aaaembly should approve
the reviaed. text of the Ccmventim on the 1"rewanrl::l:m and Puniahman‘t of the Crlims
of Genoéide aubmi'b'!:ed by ‘the Government of China Paragraph 2 yecommenied that
States -ignatoriea of or perties %0 the Cenvention ghould. accept the reviaed
Chinese text.as the official Chinese 't.ex't 3 In 1:1611 of' the exisbing Chineae text of
the Convention. Paragraph 3 requeateﬂ. the Secretary-(}eneral %o transmi’c, in
accordance with article I{VII of the Gonven'bion, a carbified oopy of the revised



Chinege text, as well as a copy of the'resolution evenfﬁally adopted by the General
Asgenibly, to all Members ofAthé Unita& Naticns and to the non-member Jtates
contemplatéd in article XI, and to request States already signatories of or parties
to the Conventlon to notify him, within the pericd of ninety days from the date of
the transmission of the revieed Chinsse text, of their acosptance of or obJection
to the revised Chinese text, “it being wnderstood that States which fail to Signify
their cbjaction within the sald peried shall be déemed to have accepted the revised
Chinese toxt".

7. A second draft resolution was submitted by the delegations of Costas Rica,

E) Salvador, Guateomala, prduraa and EiEEEEéEE (A/1..123), proposing thet the item
should be referred to the Sixth Committee during the pressit session.

8. This last-mentloned draft resolution, belng of a pfocaﬂural natwra, was put o
the vote Tirst and was adépted by 30 votes %o 16, with 3 abstentions. The Chinese
draft resolution wes not voted upon. . '

Pranosals bafore the Sixth Cormithee

9. The Sixth Committes considered the item at its 35hth to 357th meetinge, held
on 18 and 19 Dacember 1952,

10. Chins submitted a draft vesolution (A/C,6/L.283), the text of which was
identical with that of the draft vegolution (A/L.113) introduced by the same’
delegation in the plenary meeting.

11, The draft resolubion was later superseded by a revised text (4/C.5/L.283/Rev.l)
submitted by the same delegation at the 355th meeting. In the revised text, the
fifth parsgraph of the preamble and operative paragraph 1 were deleted. The clause
In original paragreph 3, veading "it being understocd that States which fail to
signify their cbjection within the sald period shall be deemed to have accepted the
revised Chinese text," was also deleted. The revised text, furtherﬁora, substituted
the notion of "correction" of the Chinese text for that of "revision” and omitted
reference o articls XVI of the Convontion which provided for "revigion.”

12, At the ?56th meeting, China eubmitted a socond revised draft resolution
(a/c.6/1. EbJ[RSV-E) This text cm*tted Prom the revized draft resolution

(a/c. 6/L.283[Rev 1) the third and fourth paregraphs of the preaumble as woll as
paragreph L of the opsrative pert {1.a., pavagrash 2 of the opsrative pert in the
original draft resolution)}. It also deleted, from peragraph 2 of the operative pert
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of thé same re%ised draftrresoﬁution (i.e,, p&ragraﬁh 3 of the opéraﬁive part of
‘the original draft resoluti on), the words "within the period of ninety days from

) the date of the transmlssion of thé corracted Chin.se text of the Conventio

13+ During the - cana*deraﬁ¢on of the sscond revisad text the representative of
China accepted an oral am&ndment propoaed by the representative of Frange to
rgplace, in the Tirst paragraph of tha preamble, the axpression "pfficial,Chinega
éext" by "authontic Chineée.teyt“ and that of “fbe other official, texts" by "the
other authentlic texte", With regerd to the second paragraph of the preambla, thh
reprﬁsentative of China accepted B suggeation of the Chairman to amend the .
paragraph 80 as to read-‘ “Conaidering ‘the memorandum submitted to the General
Assemblv by the Secretary-(}eneral {A/22?.l)" The representa'b:.ve of Chira
further accepted mnother oral amenﬂnent, proposed by the representative of France,
to delete the words “to the corrected Chinsse text" in the operative paragraph
~-{which was parugrapi-3 of ths operative part'in;the-driginal draft resolufion}?.

Dlscussions in tha Sixth Comm*tte;

1%, In opening the debate on the it,m, the represantative of Ch:lna statad that

the sole purpose of his Governnent's ruqueat for revision of tha existing Chlnese
text of the Cénvention on the Prevention and Punlahment of tioe Crime of Genqcide

was to bring that text into graater confor11ty~vitb theother authentic texts of the
Conventlon, He pointed out that. the existing Chinese text was dafective and gave
several examplus to substantiste his contantion. The Chinese taxt submitted by
his. Government (A/2221, annex. III) would, in the oplnion of experts in China, _
remove such defectm, .

15, Some rapraanntatives erreaBeﬁ thamselves in favour of accept.ng the request
of China in principle. It was emphasized that the Convention on the PreVEntion
and Punlshment of the Crime of Genocide did not grant any rights but only lmposed
obligations on parties to it. In requesting ravigion of the Chingoe text, the
Governwent, of China could not be suspectud of seeking advantaga from the Convention.
It was notlvated solely by & deaire to” rectify sore inaccuracies in the Chinese |
text and its good faith was beyond qu»stion. On the other hand, refusal by the
“Goneral Assembly of the request of the Government of Chipﬂ could not fail to do

<

harm to the Couvention,‘since that Convgptlon would suffer_from the inability of




| that ovEtrient b0 dnfeber it.  The text submitted by China had téen studizd by
the Idnguage ‘Services Divislon of the Secretariat anq tha Secre tary-General ‘had
stated that 1t iantroducsd changss . oP 8- llngulstlc nature only and that it did not
plter the esubatance or rean‘nw of the Convéntion a8 EKPTuSSLd in the other four
authontic texts, Tn the c1rcumstance, it would be inadmossoble to maintain.a text
that was defective - in languege. . ’ o
16, It s poinue& out alse: *hat in ths llght of tha advisory opinion of
23 May ‘1951 of the International COurt of Justice on Res»rvations to the Conveution
on Genocide, the Gemeral Ass=mb1y was undonbtedlg competent to.-deal with such a
questlion as that raised in the raquast of China, even if that request were not in
the nature of one for reviolon within the meaning ol articls XVI of the Convention,
This was 80 for ‘the reason that it vas the Genernl Assembly that had prepared and
‘approvad'tho Cohveﬁt on “and ‘had praposed: it for sighature and rati;ication or
acééssidﬁ.'- I3 wae, thorefore apprapriate for the SocretarV-General to tranemit
the Chiness” téxt submitted by China to all the parules to the Convenmilon, which -
would be-Free to sccept or raject the texts Bucha brocedurm was in conformity
with intefnational lawi . .." ;

: 17 » Somg repmsentatives ‘atated tle.t ‘their govermmants hanng recogn:.zed the
Central People's Coverncent of China, ‘they. f21t that that Govornmamt should have an
opportunity of considaring any rovision of the Chinese text of the Conv=nu*on.

18,  Othew’ reproaenta tives dﬁclared that they could not entnrtain B request '
submitted by a government which tanir governments did not recognize ao tbe
government of China, . Some of these reprosentat1VLo addsd . that they would not
participata in the discusﬂion of the item but would yote against the draft
resclution before the Sixth Committee. In reply, sore othed represantatives
péinted out that 1t was out of ordor “to raise the quoation of the rupresentation
of Ching, since’ the Goneral Ame embly had by‘a resolution adopted at its 389th
plenary meting on 25 October 1052 (A/?ESOLUTIOH/I), decidod to postpono for the

duration of ite seventhu session con81deratmon of that quﬂstlon.

19, -As %o the aubatance of the draft reaolutlon submitted by Ghlna, various
legal cobjections were raissd to it, It was said thet the Convention on the

Pre;entlon and Punishment of the Crima of Genooide had entored into force among
forty States, of which eleven w“re not Manbera of the Unitad N&tionﬂ. The Genoral
Assembly should, . therafore, talke graat care 1n taking nmzgsures thatv m;ght affect



these non-Member States. Moreover, in the likely event that some States parties
to the Convention accepied the new Chinese text while others did not, confusion
wight result in the relations emong such States, Some representatives questioned
whether the request of China under consideration constituted ons for revision
within the geanlng of article XVI of the Convention, In the 1aw; of treaties, it
wae urged, revislon was usually construsd to mean modificetion of substance or
such modifications of lapguage as ware gubstantive in pature, Acco:dingly, it
was suggested that the Chinese draft resolution should refer to "correction”,
instead of “revision'f end any reference therein to article XVI of the Convention
should be omitted, This last-mentioned suggestion vas accepled by the
representative of China,

20, It was also contended by some representatives that, as most of the menbers
vere not well versed in the Chinese language and hence could not be in & position
to appraise ths Chinsse text of the Convention submitted by Chinme, the Committee
could not recommend that the General Assembly should "approve™ that text, as
provided in operative paragraph 1 of the Chinese draft resolution, TFor the same
reason, the Committee could not esk the Ceneral Assembly to recommend that States
signatories of or parties to the Convention should accept the same text, as called
for in paragréph 2 of the opevative part of the same draft resolution, Nor could
the Committee make the assertion that the Chinese text submitted by Chine wms in
closer harmony with the ather authentic texts of the Convention than the existing
Chinese ‘text, as was the purport of the fourth paragraph of the preamble of the
Chinese draft resolution, As to the third paragraph of the preanmble, stating
that the officlal texts in different langueges of a convention should be in as
cloge harmony as poséible » this was said to be a ti'uism which it was superfluous
to affirm, It was in view of these objections that the representetive of China
withdrew all these paragraphs, The Tifth paragraph of the draft resolution which
made rTeference to article XVI, paragraph 2, of the Convention wes similarly
withdrawn by the representative of China, pince he had mgreed with the construction
that the request of China did not cohstitute one for revision, but rather for
correction, of the Chinese text,

21, There was also objection to the latter part of operative paragraph 3, which
providad for a presumption of consent where o State sigmntory of or party to +he
Convention falled to signify its objection within the period of ninety days, It
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wes gaid that, since the General Assembly had only the pover of recomrendation,
1t wes doubtful whether 1t cowld make such & binding rule, The time-limit of
ninety deys provided in the same paragreph within vhich States slgnatories of or
partles to the Convantion were to be requested to signify thelr acceptance of or
rejection to the new Chinese text was criticized as being too rigid._ Replies
from governments in g tré&ty‘matter'ﬁftén fequired'a longay delay. Furthermore,
it vas also suggested that such replies called for under the draft resolution
should not be so restricted as to relate anly to "the revised Chinsse Text",

vhich phrase should he onitted, ALl these paesagss to which objectlons had been
ralsed vere withdravn by the representative of China,. |

Yoting on the proposal of Ching

22, At the conclusion of its discussions on the item, the Sixth Commitiee, at
1ts 356th meeting, procceded to vote upon the aecond revised draft resclution
submitted by China (AfC.6/L.283/Rev.2) as further revised by the representative of
China, with the following results:

The firet paragraph of the preaWhle wag adopted by eh votea to 12, with
5 abstentions,

The second paragranh of the preamble was adopted by 23 votes to 16, with
3 abstentions. '

The _coperative paragraph wes adopted by 24 votes to 1%, with # abgtentions.

The Chinese second revised draft resolution. 21 further revised and as a
whole, wag adopted by 2k votes to 16, with 1 abstention,

3. The Sixth Commlitee therefore recommends to the Gensral.Aasembly the adoption
of the Following resolutions




. CORRECTION OF THE CEINESS TSXT OF THE CONVENTION
Oy TEE PHETI\I’I‘IOH ATD PUNISRMENT OF ‘THE CRIME OF
5 LGENQCIDE . - -, |
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1%3 General Assermly, e - S
Conaiderlng that the Goverpment 'of -Chine has made a reqhest for
correction of Jthe authentic Chingse text of ‘the Convention on.ths '
-Prevention and Punishmentvof the: Crime of Genocide, with.a v&aw to
" bringing the Chinese text.lnto greater harmony with the othey authentic‘
qtexms of the Convention, and had for-¥his purpose submittad ¥:1 corrbcted
gext. (A/2221 annex III),. : . P
Congidering the memorandun submitted to the General Assambly‘by
the Secretary-General (A/2821), . .
Begue ata tha uecretary-ﬁunefal to transmit a certified copy of the

corrected Chinese text of the Convention on the Pravention and Punishmcnt

of thp Crime of Gcnacide, s well aa 8 copy of the prusent reaolution, to

) all Merbers of the Uhited Nations and 0. the non-membar Statea contemplated
in article XI of the Convention, and to request nt&tes signatories of or
partiee to the Conwention to notify him- of their acteptance-pr objé?%iqnt i
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