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REPORT OF ШЕ AD COMMITTEE Oïï TEE ÏEAEBÛOK.( Е/СИ* V ^ 5 9 ) 

1. The CHAIRMAN requested.the Ccaajnlsaion to consider the report of the 

Ad Hoc Committee on the Yearhook, as the informal, group draf t ing ^ ccnpromise 

draft text for the measures of implementation of the draft covenant on hiunan 

r i gh ts had not yet.completed i t s work. That group, comprising the representa­

t ives of the United Kingdom, United States, France and India, had found a 

surpr is ing area of agreement hetween the proposals o r i g i n a l l y suhmitted and had 

agreed that a l ternat ive texts would he suhmitted covering matters on which no 

agreement liad heen reached. There remained, hOTrever, a very considerahle amount 

of d i f f i c u l t y i n draf t ing the wording of the new tex t . She therefore thoufjht 

that i t would he adviaahle for the new text to he d iatr ihuted on the fo l lowing 

morning, hut that dehate on i t should he deferred u n t i l Monday, 8 May 1950, i n 

order to enahle delegations to study i t and suhmit amendments. She requested 

the repreôentative of A u s t r a l i a , chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on the 

Yearhook, to present the report {E/GU.k/k'^o) . 

2 . •• • Mr. raiTIAM (Austra l ia ) sa id that the Ad Hoc Committee on the Yearhook 

had decided unanimously at the two meetings which i t had held that the ex i s t ing 

system should he continued, hut that add i t i ona l space should he given to the 

spec i f i c treatment of one of the r i gh ts or of a group of c lose ly re la ted r i g h t s , 

so that the Yearhook might thus ass i s t general th inking on the subject of human 

r i g h t s . The Ccmmittee had also taken the precaution of suggesting the re tent ion 

of the same proportions and hudgetary l i m i t s as had previously preva i led . 

The report of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Yearhook (E/CN.'i/U^g) was 

adopted unanimously. 

3. Mr. CASSIN (France) ohserved that the French delegation i n the 

Ad Hoc Committee had urged that every ef fort should he made to see that very 

f u l l and accurate reference to sources should he given whenever texts or 

summaries were included, since the Yearhook was intended to he used as an 

author i ta t ive and permanent reference source hy a l l experta on human r i g h t s . 

/ R E P O R T 
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ESPOHT OF THE AD HCC CCM-ÎITTEE! 0Я СОМ-ШТСАТЮГБ ( E/CI Í .l̂ /HéG/Rev Л. ) 

h. '• M i W БШВГ' (Ütiíf«d=-Klna6.«u), epèaîclïK?, as Chairman.erf" .the Ad Hoc 

Committee'c(n ComBpmî at.icnûV^^^cpluîfted that tliat Cdamitteo had decided to 

reco]3t!ietudne ac t ion Ж te.t7are i t , r eso lu t ion 2^0 C ( : I X ) of the ЕсоиоаДс 

and Soc i t i l Cc 'wicll d e a l i n c i v l t h a reeo lut ion of the Suh-CobmisGion on FrGodoi.i 

of In f o rmt l oh anii of the iTeas, and draft r eso lu t i on VI of .the Bftcond о.Ы 
t h i r d seealcfna •of-tho. ••Sub-Coramianion on irevent lon of Die criminel t i on and . 

Protect ion of iun<n*itiea. ( l/cw.H/3^5, pf̂ ge hO), The M Hoc Committee had f e l t 

that'-the sanctioning of any procedui-e for dcûlins.with coraplalnta, or pet i t ione 

other 'thein-that i n force'concernini/; corMunlcations on huioar. ri^jhts \;0uld be 

prematui'è at ¿i time when 'the-Commleslorr on Нгшшп Ri;iiht3 wafj gtil l .c i iscua.einr 

the meaaures of iTaplemsi-itation.of. the (.lraft covenant, on hvcr»an r i d i t e . -, I t wui.it 

be noted." raoreover, that Member States to vhich eoaplaints o-gniust then лгеге 

tranamitted vei'e. tiofc, imder the procadva'e cdoi^tod by the Economic and Social.^ 

Coi inoi l . i n any I'ra.y bound to acknowledge such complaints or to reply to thei.a. 

The Coriaaittee had taken note of the l i s t of comiTiunicationa conceding hu;iiin 

rif^hts fjübíuitted by the Secretar,y-GeReral, but had recommended no ac t i on , e:j no 

pi'ocedure for dealing with then had yet been adopted. 

The r9po.rt of the 'Ad :Пос Coinmittee on Сomutiications vas adopted 

unanimously. . 

REPQET OÎÏ TEE AT HOC COrWITTEl-; OK IP.E'7ÏÎITI0N OF Г1ССГЧЕ.:Б':;^.ТХ0Н AÎTD P B O T E C T T O F 

OF MIÍlOl̂ ITEíS ( E / C I I . V ^ ^ - O ) 

5. Mr. SOIÍENSOH (Donrntirk), opeakl'nr- ая ChaixTnan of the -Ad Hoc. Coimiittee on 

Ггел'оптЮп of Discr iminat ion and Protect ion of Minor i t i ee , sa id that the fid ]:oc. 
Coiiiiilttee had concentrated on the work done by the 3ub-Conjiii.iasio.n on Irroventioii 

cf Diaor.T.mlnatioa and Protect ion of Minor i t i es at i t s t h i r d eeaaion. Tiie report, 

of tlie SuD-Commission had been \ery coiaprehonsive; the Ad Hoc. CoMoittee had f e l t 

that i t s ti-.gk had been p r i n c i p a l l y to fcUKim£?.ri2e those couclucione imd Ья?зе t ta 

recoxncendatlo-as upon them; 

/ 6 . The Comnittee 



Е/сттЛ/;^а79 
Page 'э 

б» The Committee had conflidered that the Sscrotar iat 'Ei : Btu'''̂ '- of the Хор ! , 
v a l i d i t y of the undertakings concerning minor i t i es .(E/Cïï.!t-/367) required.a 
great deal of examimtion. The study ' concluded that a пша'юг .of cuch under-. 
takin(_;n had cleai-ly lapsed on part icular-grounds and, othera had become, ex­
t inguished when the League of Nations ' system for the protect ion of i i i inor l t i es 
had been broken ггр, Soiae of -those oono.'î.vslons mighty hovraver, be found to 
have been too broad, and tho Corrjjïïltt-эа he'd therefore T-ecommended tlnat the con-
sideration. of that docvoneub oboa.VL be pr. -.t-puribd (draft reso lut ion А^Е/СЯ.'},Д50) , 
7* Draft resolivcior-. Г; osi.ahinsd'uraft reso lut ions I and IV of the iJub-

ComiiiLsaion, Although the i r sa>'Joct matter d i f f e red , the Comniittee had foi.ind 
them to be c lose ly re la ted i n àubitoncé. 'Ihe : Secretary-Gene r a l was requested 
to inv i t e Governments to Dubmit inforroatlon соПсегп1щ.; the prevention of à In ­
cr iminat ion and the protec t ion of m i a o r i t i e f . • 
8. Mr. Sorenson explniiiiOd that the words •. " i f a^milabl© " , in sub-paragraph (h) 
of the opoï-ative part of draf t résolutio.n C wero intended to, ensure that no 
govвrImюnt was hound to submit corampntarieo or .other datii i^elevant to the 
Sub-Comíüission's terme of ге.-?вгопсе. '.Piere had been aoroe divergence of, opinion 
i n the Ad Hoc Committee about the wledom of adopting the, procediere recoîmended 
i n draf t r e so lu t i on 'C . • Some me.ahera had f e l t that Bi.ich a procedure was an 
aspect of the general problem of implementation and should therefore not he 
s ingled out for a t t en t i on . The Committee had,, however, thought that I t would 
bo use fu l for the Corrmü.saion on Ншпап RlghtB to consider the question, but 
agroemont had not been unanimous* 

9. In draf t r eso lu t i on D, the Committee had followed draft r e so lu t i on I I 

of the Sub-Cor;¡miaaion ver;;/' c lose ly* 
10. Mr. Sorenson explained that the Committee, i n draf t r eso lu t i on Т;, 
had decided that onlc." tentat ive approval should he given to the Sub-CommÍBBÍon»8 
dra f t reso lut ions on the d e f i n i t i on of minor i t i es for the purpose of protect ion 
hy the United Nations and on inter im measureз to bo taken for the protec t ion 
of minor i t i es ( E / C N . H A 5 0 , appendices I and I I ) . The Ad Hoc Committee had 
believed that those questions had not yet received eu f f i c i ent considerat ion; 
the Suh-Commiaaion i t s e l f had decided to re-examine them at i t s followix^g 
sess ion. A f ter an exchan.-,e of views, the Ad Hoc Committee had con-eluded that 

/ i t might 
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i t might not he advisable to transmit those rese lut ions to the ЕоопоМо and Soc i a l 
Counc i l without further study^ hut that the Conmdebloa on Humn Rir iht ' s tenteitlve 
approval would nerve aa a haalo for further work bj the Suh^Connisslon. i n con« 
nexion with the protect ion of minorltlesé Such tentat ive approval would 'enable 
the Suh-Cominlssion to ihake the requ is i t e studies and to prepare raeasviresi f o r 
dravlntj up a reg i s te r of e x i s t i ng mlnor l t l ea In a l l countr i es . 

1 1 . Although the Committee had f e l t that i t would he preniature to take 
further ac t i on , I t had exchanged views on the substance of the СиЬ-Сотш.1Ба1оп'р 

dra f t résolutions. The q.ue0tlon of the l o ya l t y of minor i t i es to the State of 
which they were nat ionals had been discussed at l ength. Th© d e s i r a b i l i t y of 
such l oya l t y had not been doubted^ but one member had f e l t that undue emphasis 
on that aspect of the problem might becœae an impediment to the exercise of 
the r i gh t to Tjational se l f -determinat ion. The Sub-Commise Ion would have the 
records of that debate for guidance. 

1 2 . The Committee' had decided that c e r t a in changes should be made In the 
Sub-CommlBslon'a draf t r eso lu t i on on inter im measures to be taken for the 
protec t ion of mlxюrltles i n order' to br ing the .recommendation on the use of 
minor i ty languages before the courts Into accord w i th the text adopted 
(E/GW.^/L. Í I - ) for a r t i c l e 13 ' , paragraph 2, sub-paragraph (d). 
13. Furthermore, some members of the Committee had f e l t that the measitrea 
recommended by the Sub-Commission for safeguarding the r i gh t of teaching the 
minori ty language as one of the courses of study i n State-supported schools d id 
not go far enough; they had f e l t that teaching should be conducted i n the 
minor i ty language rathor than that the teaching of that language should be merely 
one course i n the curr icul iua. The Committee had not come to a de f in i te con­
c lus i on and had therefore decided to re fer t l t t .lueation back to the Sub-
Goinmlssion. 

ih. Draft r eso lu t i on E was tentat ive , therefore, In the sense that the 
Sub-Commission was requested to give further considerat ion to such questions 
and to br ing forward further proposals. 

/15. Т1ге Committee 
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15., The Committee had not recommended that any act ion should be taken 
on the otb.---. lt;..i»t<.̂  b-forre i t {E/Œ.k/h^O, paragraphs 13, 15, and 16). No 
iirimediate гл: .i., ; a wa.:. r .'cci!r-.nsnded on the questions set out in. pai-agraphs I7 
and 18 of -oh.i leport (3/ 'СКЛА50), since those matters were already before 
the Cormnission. The two add i t i ona l a r t i c l e s for the draft covenant on 
human r ights proposed hy the Paih-Com-mission .(E/CN.4/351, annex, Е/СЪ]Л/350, 

.paragraph U7) .woald have to be considered i n conjunction with s im i l a r pro­
posals before the Commission. 
Draft reso lut ion A ( E / C N Л / ^ 5 0 , page б) 

1б» JMTO K Y P O U (Greece) thought i t would he most desirable to postpone 
considerat ion of document E/CNclt/367, as suggested i n draft r eso lu t i on A , 
since that would afford the Seoratàriat on opportunity further to consider 
the Study of the Legal Y a l l d l t y of the Undertakings Concerning M i n o r i t i e s . 
17. I n I ts present form the Study coavalnel nmerous errors and lacked 

a proper halanoe, Without wishing to enter into a f u l l diecuBslon of the 
suhstanco of tli© Study, he wocld mention one or two examples. On page 7 the 
name of Greece had been omitted from the H a t of countries having fougiit on 
the side of the a n t l - f a a c l s t , a n t i - H i t l e r i t e c o a l i t i o n although Greece had 
played a most va l iant part during the war against the Fasc is ts and Naz is . 
18e The Study a lso contained the not ion that minori ty r i gh ts of those 

part lc lpa. t ing on bhe side of the Axis had become ex t inc t . I n that connexion 
i t was to he noted that the basis f o r the r lg i i t s of minor i ty was h i l a t e r a l , 
so that i f i t had hecome ext inct for the vanqv-lshed, i t was also ext inct for 
the v ic tors 9 He wô'uld re i t e ra te h i s suggestion that the Secretar iat should 
study the i.&tter further and wi th greater care to make i t conform wi th the 
high stande^rds so charac te r i s t l c of Secretar iat studies i n general . 
19, Mr, CASSIN (France.) stated that the amission of Greece, to which 

the Greek representative had re ferred, oocuxred only i n the Eng l i sh text 
of document Е/СК,и/зб7, and that Greece was l i s t e d i n the corresponding 
passage of the French text of the Study, 

/20. The CHAIRMAN 



20 i . Tbo,GHAmîA.N tcok note of tho-Greek representat ive 's request that 

the Seorotai-iaó anqoid go throî '.gia document Е/аи^/зв'! once more In order to 

make i t an oven more c a r e fu l . study » 

The Cçâ1!Bi4gB.Î̂ ^̂ Ĵ|gfl̂ ^ A , 

21« MlBS BOI-ZXE (United ba.ngdom) stated t l iat whi le her delegation vas not 

opposed to the adoption of the draf t r eso lu t i on , she d id wish to point out 

that paragraph (a) ( l ) h«gan Ъу азаш1пд the existence of d lacr lmlr jat lon. So 

far aa the United Kingdom was concerned such an asaumptlbn was unwarranted: 

no d l so r lm lmt I on existed and a l l were equal before the law. 

She noted that v h i l e the date mentioned Ъу the ЗиЪ-Ссзш1вэ1оп was 

31 Be comber, the dra f t r eso lu t i on proposed by the Ad Hoc Comit tee mentioned 

1 December ari l -vHi/niered whether that change i n date/was i n t e n t i o n a l , 

23 • Mrs Э MEHTA (India ) oomer.ting on the Uni.tod Kingdom representative ' в 

remarks, stated' that the Inv i t a t i on referred со i n paragraph (a) ( l ) appl ied 

not only to tiie metropol i tan t e r r i t o r y of the United Kingdcm but a lso to 

non-eel i - governing te r r l t fNr les , 

21̂ , Мгв ЗОШЗГООИ (Denmark) stated that tJie question of the date had 

been d iacusse i I n the Ad Hoc Gommittee anfl that I t had been decided to. 

гесоттегЛ. 1 December 195П, 

25, Mr, GAS3III (France), supported by Mr, KÏROU (Greece), thought that 

while 31 ВеоетЪег I95G might be an acceptable time l i m i t f o r Governments to 

comply with the requests i n paragraph (a) ( i ) , i t might not Ъе so i n the case 

of the requests set f o r th In paragraph (a) ( i l ) , 

26, Мго ЗОБЕЖОИ (Denmark) drew the Сс1Ет1з81рп*э, a t tent ion to paragraph 

19 of the Ad_ Fyj, Cjcrmittoe's report where' it 'was stated thfcit. l̂ he Ad Hoc 

Cottralttee had decided to recoimend swift ac t i on on draft r eso lu t i on В i n 

order to expedite the dispatch of the necessary l e t t e r s to Governments, He 

/would a lso 
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vould also point cut that the Ad Hoc Comnlttee had not I t s e l f added the request 
to Governraon'.-.tí contained i n paragraph (a) ( i i ) i i t had merely decided to 
amalgamate the substance of the Sub-Commission's draft résolution I V ( E / C Î Î . V 3 5 8 , 

page 38) with the Sub-Commission's draft r eso lu t i on I for the convenience of 
Governments, and as a means of expedit ing matters. He thought, however, t l iat 
the point made by the Stench representative could he met by changing paragraph 
(a) to read as fo l lows: 

"(a) to inv i t e Governments, Members and non-Members of the 
United Mations, 

. " ( i ) to furnish him, as soon as pract icable but i n any case not 
l a t e r than 1 Deceinber 1950, exam.ples... e tc . 

" ( i i ) to furn ish him, as soon aa pract icab le , f u l l informa­
t i o n . . . " e tc . 
The Corzn,\.gaion accepted the change proposed hy the Danish representative 

without ohj.-cx, I.on, 

,27. . Mr, KYP.OU (Greece) invi ted the representative of the Secretary-General 
to state whether the Secretary-General l e ga l l y had the r i g h t to extend i n -
v i ta t iona to Go\ernmetjts on the haaia of a request from the Coïnrdsalon without 
the sanction of the Economic and Soc i a l Counc i l . 

28.. Mr. SCF/ffiLB (AsBiatant D i rec tor , D i v i s i on of Human Rights) stated 
that the Secretary-General, thought that he had that r i g h t . He had exercised 
i t l a s t year when he had c i rcu la ted the draft covenant and proposals on 
implementation to Governmonts at the request of the Commission on Euman Н1ф,^в. 

29. Mir. ÏÏISOT'(Belgium) d id not think that the l e ga l question ra ised by 

the Greek i-epresentative had been se t t l ed dec is i ve ly by the Assistant 

Secretary-General 's rep ly , Mr. Schwelh h3,d referred to past precedents, but 

had f a i l e d to prove t h e i r j u d i c i a l j u s t i f i c a t i o n . 

30. Mr. SCnWELB (Assistant D i rec tor , D i v i s i on of Human Rights) stated 

that the Secretar ia t had examined the matter l a s t year, when the then draft 

Covenant and Meaaurea of Implementation had been aent to Governments, and had 

come to the conclusion that the Secretary-General did have the r i gh t i n quest ion. 

The Secretary-General was also the Secretary-General of the Commission and in 
/that 



that capacity was e t i t i t l ed to make anf arrañeement which was necessary and 
proper for the Commission-в work. lí* required the Secre tar ia t would arrange 
for a considered statement on the Issue ra ised Ъу the Greek representative to 
be made at the next meeting. 

31. №. KYEOU (Greece) ag'.-eed with the Belg ian representat ive . He thougîit 
that only the General Assembly and the Councils had the l e ga l r i gh t to request 
the Secretary-General to approach Governments. 

3 2 . ^îг. CASSIÏÏ (France) stated that the Economic and S o c i a l Counci l I t s e l f 
supported the views of the Sec re ta r i a t . The Council had Implied that the 
Commission had been too t i n i d i n the past and that ' t might request the 

Secretary-General to ¿x̂ re .md roquoet infonná-'-.í'.on l i k e l y to ass i s t the Commission 
i n i t s work without p r i o r recourse to the Counc i l . 

33. The CKAIEÎ̂ vN confirmed the correctness of the French representat ive 's 
r e c o l l e c t i o n . 

3̂ *. Mr. WaiTLAM (Austral ia ) agreed with the Belg ian and Greek representa­
t i ves . The request for information should be made under the author i ty of the 
Economic and Soc i a l Counc i l . He could not share tlie view that the Secretary-
General could act i n the matter a t the Commission's request alone. 

35. The CHAIRMAN stated that the Commission could, i f I t so des ired, 
transform draft reso lut ion В into a recommendation to the Economic and S o c i a l 
Counci l that the l a t t e r -- rather than the Commission I t s e l f -- should request 
the Secretary-General to take the steps provided for i n paragraphs (a) and (b) . 

. I f the Commission decided, to do that , i t would be necessary to extend the time-
l imit 'beyond .1 December 1950 because of the delay which such.a course would 
invo lve . 

36. №. KÏROU (Greece) and Mr. HISOT (Belgium) thought that the p o s s i b i l i t y 

mentioned ,by the.Chairman represented a very good p r a c t i c a l so lut ion of the 

problem. 

/37. Mr. AZKOUL 



3 7 . Mr̂ -r-Â EííIJL (ЬеЪв!)on)- agreed that l o g i c a l l y there would ho no ohjectlon 
• to. the 'po38d'oil.-i;ty tientjoued hy the tíhairman. He would, however, point out that 
there had iteen.no., disrcusslon of the l e ga l pr lnclploe involved, во that я vote of 
the CGiiimlafiion raomhera'at the present otage would alraply r e f l e c t the i r peraqnal 
oplntone. The question wa? most important for a l l the Commlasiona. He Would 
therefore 'suggest that the Commlnsion should request the Economic pjid Soc i a l 
Counci l to se t t l e the matter ono© and for. a l l . I f each Commission docldod the 
question for i t a e l f I t was to ho feared that tho r e su l t would not he ml forra. 

38. Ho was prepared to autmlt a, fprmal roao lut lon i n the aenr^e i-rhlch ho 
had indicated, 

39. The CH'\IRR\K eta-'.od that under rulfj 52 of tho rules of procedure of the 
funct ional Cominiasiona, a motion c a l l i n g for a docls lon on the competence of the 
CommlBsion to ado^t a propoiral. should ho put to the vote immedlatoly he fore 

a vote was Lekon on the proposai In question. 

\Q. Mrs, KEITTA (India) thought that s5nc(.̂  the Secretar iat had stated that 
the Ôommi'ssion had tho r i g h t to address rüqae î-te to the Jacretary-^leneral, the 
Oommiaslon should not hepltato to uae that r i g h t . I t might auhaequently inv i t e 
the Economic and Soc i a l Oouncll to c l a r i f y the ma-fcter d e f i n i t i v e l y . 

hi. The CHAIRMAH noted that, the r i g h t i n question had hoen 'Shalleneed by 
Boveral memhors and added that tho CommlGBlou ro.U3t make a.dQCÍ0lon. 

. Mr. NISCfT (Belgium) thought the aocroterof-Genoral d id not have the 
ccmpetence to decide the matter," and that the Commission's, 

rüsjponalhlllties i n tho question remained. 

Д-З. Mr. KYEOU (Greece) pointed out that the Secir^terlat had тпвгч1у c i t ed 

precedents hut had not claimed that the Commission d id have tho r i g h t i n queet-loa. 

He thought the prohlem vould he s e t t l ed , however, i f the Chairman'a suggestion 

wore adopted, 

k k , Mr. VALEI3ZTJSLA (Chi le ) a a id that as tho powers of the Secretary-General 

derived from the Charter, hefore vot ing on the question he wo«ld l i k e to hear 

an explanation of the l e ga l basis for the Secre ta r ia t ' s pos i t ion i n tho matter. 
Д 5 . Mr. SCHWELB 
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^5. МГо S-l'FÍOrA' С Ass is tant Diiiôctôï* of tjie D i v i s i on on Human Rights) would, 
I f the ComLdPfJÎriXi vrisied^ proseiit a considered statement of the pos i t i on at the 
next meeting. For the moment, he wished merely to say that under the Charter 
the Secretary-General was the ch ie f administrat ive o f f i cer , of the ent i re 
Organization and as such, was empowered to address requests for information to 
Govornments on his own I n i t i a t i v e . I t seemed, therefore, that he could a lso do 
so at the request of any organ of the Organization, 

^6, Mr. T3A0 (China) had no douht that the Secrotary-General could comply 
with any requests which the Commisajon put to him. The crux of the matter, 
however, was vrhether the Commission was competent to address such a request 
d i r e c t l y to the r;ucretai'y-G9noral, 

h j , Mr, I'T.̂ OT (C-reeóe) d id not f ee l that a r t i c l e 98 of the Charter supported 
the Secre ta r ia t ' s contention, as i t provided that the Secretary-Genfcral should act 
i n that capacity, i . o . as the chie f adniinistrative o f f i cer of the Organization, 
at a l l meetings of the General Assembly, the li.onv.ri't.y Counci l , the Economic, 
and Soc i a l OounciJ and the Trusteoehip Coiaiui. , .did mentiloned only functions 
entrusted to the Secretary-General by those organs. 

kQ. Mr. VALENZUELA (Chllo) stressed the complex natiure of the question 
before the Commission, In talcing i t s dooinlon, the Commission should bear i n 
mind the a c t i v i t i e s upon which the Socretary-Genoral was at present engaged. 

49. Mr, NISOT (Belgium) f e l t the Secretary-General could' negotiate on 

behalf of a United Nations organ only i f i t had instructed him to do so and 

always provided that i t was cons t i tu t i ona l l y competent to give such i n s t ruc t i ons . 

50. . The CHAIRMAN asked the Commission to decide whether i t wished to forward 

draft r eso lu t ion В to the Economic and Soc i a l Counc i l , 
That suggestion was adopted by 7 votes to 3< with k abstentions. 

51, The CHAIRMAW pointed out that draf t r eso lu t i on В would have to be 

amended In the l i g h t of that dec is ion, 
/52. Mr, SCREK3EN 
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52. Mr. ЗОРЖаГ'' (Denmerlr.) said that as the Sub-Commission vould probably 

meet the ío'J.;w..':'.:ig Зспхмхгу, infurmation could not he transmitted l a t e r than 

3. ¿"souuary 1951. 

53. Mr. SCHÏŒLB (Assistant Director of the D i v i s i on of Human Bights) 
confirmed the fact that the Sub-Commission hoped to hold i t s next session i n 
January 195i. The f i n a l date would be detex^mined, however, at the next 
session of the Economic and Soc ia l Counci l . 

>'K Mr. JîMiEMOVIC (Yugoslavia) pointed out that paragraph i i of draft 
reso lut ion В referred to a def' '.nition of m inor i t i e s , which was dealt w i th i n 
draft reso lut ion E. Ее vr-^po/cd therefore that no further act ion should be 
taken on draft reso lut ion Б u n t i l draft r eso lu t ion E had been discussed. 

55. Mr. SOEEKlZ¿y (Denmark) understoc^i the Yugoslav representat ive 's 
viewpoint, but he thought i t would be àirfirr.I+, for the Sub-Commis s ion to 
achieve any progress imless some def i n i t i o " , г " r j .^or i t ies were given tentat ive 
approval. Without that , i t v/ould have no ^аза; for fubure work. 

56. Mr. NISOT (Belgium) supported the representative of Yugoslavia. I t 
was impossible to work on the basis of a de f in i t i on which had not yot been 
approved. He thought i t was premature to novo and act upon the reso lut ions 
ав long as t h e i r d e f i n i t i o n oxistod only i n d ra f t . 

57. Mr. KYRCU (Greece) also endorsed the Yugoslav representat ive 's remarks. 

58. The СНЛШМАН, speaking as the representative of the United States of 
America, did not see how the Sub-Commission could continue i t s work unless 
Governments forwarded the information requested i n draft reso lut ion B. She 
wondered whether Governments could not agree to furn ish that information as a 
basis for further study, i n spite of the fact that the de f in i t i pn was t en ta t i v e . 

/59. Mr. FISOT 
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59. Mr. KISOT (Balg im) doubted whether the Sub-Commis s Ion needed any-

further infc.rnn.-';.iun to a r r i ve at a d e f i n i t i on of m ino r i t i e s . Moreover, what 

would be the at t i tude of Governments to a questionnaire based on a d e f i n i t i on 

which had not been accepted and which was admittedly Incomplete? 

60. Mrs. ЬШША (India) wondered why.the Greek representative had not ra ised 

the question of r e f e r r ing draft r eso lu t i on В to the Economic and Soc ia l Council 

i n the Ad UDQ Committee, 

61. There was broad agreeiswrnt oa Шв general out l ines of a d e f i n i t i on of 

m inor i t i e s . In add i t ion the Sacrs tar ia t .l\ad prepared documentation which had 

thro%-in further l i g h t on the question. For those reasons, i t should be possible 

to accept the proposed de f i n i t i on for the tirae being. She f e l t , however, that 

i t would be d i f f i c u l t for the Sub-CoraalEíaion to proceed wi th i t s work without 

some sort of a d e f i n i t i o n , which,, i f the Comiss ion preferred, need not be ca l l ed 

t en ta t i v e . 

62. Mr. AiüKOUL (Lebanon) thought the problem would be solved i f the phrase 

" i n the l i g h t of the prov is iona l d e f i n i t i on of minor i t ies adopted by the Sub-

Coiamiasion at i t s t h i r d session" were deleted froiri draft reso lut ion Б. The 

Sub-Coiiimission would then receive ample inforîTiatlon on which to continue i t s work 

and could adopt a f i n a l d e f i n i t i on of minor i t ies at a 1'Лег sta.-îe. 

63. The СНА-ПШЫ, speakiiïg ас the representative of the United States of 

America, pointed out that draft r eso lu t ion E merely proposed that the Commission 

on Human Eights should give tentat ive approval to the draft reso lut ions r e l a t i n g 

to the de f in i t i on of mlnor l t lea and the inter im measures to be taken for the 

protect ion of minor i t i es . 

6 k . The Commission could consider draft reso lut ion E and then take up the 

Lebanese amendment In conjunction with draft r eso lu t ion B. 

65. , Mr. GASSIK.(France) agreed with the Chairman. He thought i t would be 

advisable to include some reference to a d e f in i t i on of minor i t ies i n draft 

r eso lu t i on B, even i f i t were only given tentat ive approval. Withoiit some 

guidance. States might be discouraged from attempting to comply w i th the 

r eso lu t i on ' s request for informF.tiou, or rai-^ht waste much time i n compiling 

i r re l evant mater ia l . Generally speaking, the work of the Commission should 

not be regarded as unimportant. 
/66. Mr. JEVREMCVIC 



.66. _ Mr., сттчАО-^ао (Y^igoslryie.) heà not Intandod to discuss the substtJioe 
•of the -prohlor;. r^. h:..3 СОГВД.ЙПЬЗ hrd referred only t o the question of procedure, 

67. Eo supported the LobeTEjao ropresentetivo*s eugt^eation to doleto the 

vcrda ' ' i n tha l i g h t of t l ie prov is iona l d e f i n i t i o n of minor i t ies adopted by the 

Sub-Commis8ion at i t s th i rd D e s u i o u . " 

68. Mise BOVII'l (United Kinè;ôom) vea i n favour of adopting draft resolution В 

es i t stood. I t had tho edventp^a of dsf in ing the scope of tho vorlc to be done. 

She explained that mcst/the discnaeion vhich had ariaan vra due to tho f r e t that 
the Engl ish and Trench texts d i d ndt dorrospond. "he Eng l i sh text -was from a l l 
pointa of v iev sat ia fpctory , ее i t opoc i f i c a l l y mentioned the word " p rov i s i ona l " 

and Xieo thuB non-^coira-lttal. 

69. I f no i^.efinition et e l l wss aent, Oovommjonta might supply a masa 

"of informetion. Gn tho other hmd, Ccvernri^nta Dciot imes tended not t o draw 

attent ion t o the l i ' m inor i t i e s , йТхЗ the d e f i n i t i o n would compel thsa to fumleh 
iniormation on spec i f i c groups which thi.y mi,'ïht othorwiao f a i l t o œntion. Зотне 

de f i n i t i on should be included t o guid.e Govorra г.П'̂ г- i n compiling the nonoaacry 

information, '>>Ъ.в poinbeó out thet the resolj^io: . ! W::Ü nci ' .her mandatory nor 
comi;iittiix: f̂ nd c ou ld therefore be adopted without hoa i t i . t lon, 

70. MiT. ïïlSai (Dolgium) di'-Jogroed with the United Kingdom reproaontative. 

He d i d not th ink Gove: montes could bo o.r-'Iœd t i utuierteko со complicated a taok 
on the bpEiu of a prev ia l o^nl d e f i n i t i o n , when t h e y night be aektid "t, a, l a t e r i. 

stage to fur/i is i i furcî-xer i;.ifor>u :cicn i n the l lghc of a Ù"i\n-^tl01i, 

71. Ib cugroacoü t h r t psuTgiTph i i of cirtft roooluti.^n 3 should be anended 

to read: ' ' to fvccnibh him er; a oca «Б pract lceole f e l l i.-J"o.;'maiion rogavding 

lo-'.^lslr.tive viovs'ivcop :;or tho prutoct lcn cf î ny mi"\crity "t'itb:'." choir j i n ' i ad i c t i on , 

and i n perticul.-u' a-ach infor t i f c ion e.a could esiove w e, b^-iie, f c r tho oatablishaieat 

of a dtj f i n i t i o n of minor i t Iv " (^3yi&:r.i^ni"l'X-Í3 c g l n^''-;vT:'a.:: T)ourr£,lont 

se rv i r de UEje pou:..' 0 tahi ig -'j--~2}'itjV xxi -\)'. l;.lv^-o à-': з j x . \ ':У l ' y a^'. ; 

72. îîr. KYKOU (Gu-eece) endorae-d the г-етггкэ of the reiíroaontativea of 

Belgium end Yugoslavia, The Covunisaion should consider draft r eso lu t i on E 

before taking up draft r 'oaolution B. 
/73. In rep ly 
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73. • In re-ply.to the representative of Ind ia , he sa id that In th© Ad Hoc 

Ce.nmittee hla dei^gation had not ïfeised -the question vhether the Commission should-

t rmsmi t its.re.quests for information to the Secretary-General through the 

Economic .and Soc i e l Counci l because i t f e l t that matter f e l l proper ly .w i th in 

the corrpetenee of the Commission. Moreover, i t found the report of the M Hoc 

Committee unsr t i e f actoï̂ y on several points end f e l t i t would serve no purpose to 

introduce 'coirrections piece-meal.,' 

Jk, Mr» AZJCOTJL- (I^banon). saw. no point , . in discussing anon-ex is tent 

def ini t ion-. On the other hand,, a spo.c.ific d e f i n i t i o n would compel Governments 

t o spend much valuable t i ae i n de-bermining whether a ce r ta in group could -pro-perly 

be considered a minority ux.der i t s terms whereas States knew what a minority wes„ 

75. Of course, i f his amendment were adopted, the Sub-OotniuiRnion might, 

receive too. much-informât i on , but he d id not th ink that would be a diae.áventege, 
76. He asked the Com;aiaBlon. therefore to vote f i r s t on.hie amendraent end 

then on the Belg ian emendment., 

77. The СНАШШ esked the Commission to decida whether i t wished to 

consider drgft r eso lu t i on S before i t took up the substrnce of draft r e so lu t i on B. 

That s'gggestion WES adopted by 11 votes to none, wi th 2 abstentions. 

78. Î4r, V/IiïïIGlIELA (Chile-) moved that the Commission should meet that 

afternoon to concludo the discussion of the Ad Hoc Coimait-cee's report 

(E/CN,lt-/l|-50). The meeting could then be adjourned to enable the informel 

dre f t lng group to get on with i t s work. 

That motion wr;>s edopted by 9 votes to none, wi th 3 abstentions. 

The meeting rose at 1.05 p.m. 

16/5 V*^' 


