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REPORT OF THE AD HOC COMMITTEE ON THE-YEARBOOK (E/CN.b/h59)

1. The CHAIRMAN requested the Commission to consider the report of the
Ad Hoc Committee on the Yearbook, as the inforﬁal.grbup drafting & cuproalse
draft text for the measures of lmplementation of the dra.ft covenant on humen
rights had not yet .completed its work. That group, comprising the representa-
tives of the United Kingdom, United States, France and India, had found a
surprising area of agreement between the proposals origlnally submitted and had
agreed that alternmative texts would be submitted covering matters on which no
agreemeént had been reached, There remained, however,.a very considerable amount
of difficulty in drafting the wording of the new text. She therefore thought
that i1t would be advisable for the mew text to be distributed on the following
morning, but that debate on 1t should be deferred until Monday, 8 May 1950, in
order to enable delegations to study it and submit amendﬁents. She requested
the repredentative of Australla, chalrman of the Ad Hoc Committee on the
Yearbook, to present the report (E/CN.h4/450).

2. © Mr, WHITIAM (Australia) said that the Ad Hoc Committee on the Yearbook
had declded unanimously at the two meetings which 1t had held that the existing
system should be continued, but that additional space should be given to the
gpecific treatment of one of the fighté or of a group of closely related rights,
so that the Yearbook might thus assist general thinking on the subject of human
rights, The Ccmmittes had also taken the precaution of suggesting the retention
of the same proportions and budgetary limits as had previocusly prevailled.

The report of the Ad Hoc Comittee on the Yearbook (E/CN.4/L59) was
adnpted unanimously.

3. Mr. CASSIN (France) observed that the Freuch delegation in the

Ad Hoc Committee had urged that every effort should be made to seeo that very
full and accurate reference to sources should be given whenever texts or
gummaries were included, since the Yearbook was intended to be used as an

authoritative and permanent reference source by all experts ou human rights,

/REPORT
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REPORT OF THE AD HCC COMMITTEE ON COMMUNICATIONS (E/CH../460/Rev.l)

L, = - Miss BOUTE (United Kiunzdem), speaking as Chairmen of the Ad Hoc
Cormittee on Communications; -expluined that that Committee -had docided to
rocairiend no action ‘o the items tefore it, rosolution 240 C(IX) of the Feouogle
and ‘Socicl Uouncil deeling!with a resolution of the Sub-Commission on Freed .
of Information and of the Trege, and draft resclution VI of the second und
third sessiong ‘of ithe Bub-Commisgion cn irevention of Discrimination and .
Protection of Mirorities. (E/CN.4/353, pege L0O). The Ad Hoc Committee had feli
that the ‘sanctioning of any procedure for denling with complaints. or petitione
other tuegm that in force concerning cormunications on hwsar rights would e
premature at & time when the Commission on Human Rishts was still.dlscussing
the meagures of implemsutation of the draf* covenunt on hwman righte., . It wust
be noted; mereover, that Member States to which complaints ogrinst then were
trananitted vere not, undexr the procedwe odopted by the Hconomic and Soclal.

- Councll, in any way dound to acknovwledge such' compluaints or Lo venly to them.
The Comnlttee had taken note of the liest of communications concerning hummn
rights ‘sibmitted by the Secretery-Gererel, but had recommended no action, &3 ne
procedurs for dealing with them hed yet been adonted. -

The report of the fd:lloc Comltiee on Communicetions was adcrted

unar inously .,

REPCRT OF THE AD HOC COMMITTTE ON REVEITION OF DISCAIMTFATTON AND PROTICT TCN
OF MINOWTITTES (3/CN.h/L=0)

5. Mr, SORENSON (Deuvmark), speaklag as Chalrman of the A¢ Hoc Comittee-on
Ireventioa of Discriminatlion and Protection of hinorities, sald thet the Ad Uoc
Conmiittee had concentrated on thé work done by the Sub«Commlesion on Irovention
of Digérinination and Protection of Minorities at ita third eession. The meport -
of the Sub-Cormlssion hud been ver: couprehonsive; the A& Hoc Committee had felt

that its tosk had beeu prircipally to surmerize those couclusione wend knse 1tg -

recomendatisie upon them,

/6. The Comittse
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6o The Committee hed conoldered thdt the Secrotariatte; stuly of the .lo al.
validity of the undertakings concerning minoritiss (E/CN.4/367) ) required o
grent ﬂeal of exemination. The otudy zoncluded that a musher of cuch under{
takinbn mad claarly lapsed on particular grounds and others had become ex=-
tinguishod when the League of Nations' system for thé protection of ninoritles
had been hroken up. Some of ‘those oonelyvsions might, howsver, bhe found tn

rave been Loo bwoad and thy Com:ilttan wd thercfore vrecommended that the con-
sidcv%t’on of ‘that doehmaub shouid he pootponsd  (draft resolution.A,E/bN}&/h5d).
T Draft resolntior & caripined draft resolutions I and IV of the Suh-
Commiséioh. Although thelr saﬁjact'matt@r'differed,.thﬁ Committee had found
then to 5e'clOSCiy'felnted in substence. The Secretary~General was reduestéd_
to invite‘Governmonts to submit information corcerning the provention of dls-
crimin&fioﬁ and the protection‘of‘minsritieﬂ.

8.“ Mre Sorenson explained that the words Yif available". in uuh-pararraph(b)
of the oporative part of draft resolution C were intended to ensure that no
Lovernment; Wo.s hound to subnit commentarles or .other data rolevant to the_
uuv-Commiasion’s terms of refercnce. ‘There had been some diveryence of 0p1nion
in the Ad ggg Cormittee ahout the wisdow of adopting the procedure recommended
in draft resolutlon Ce.  Some menbers kad fell that such & procedure waug an
aspect of the general problem of iiuplementation and should therefors not e
gingled out fbr attéﬁtion. The Cormittee had, however, thought that 1% would
be useiul for the anmLssion on Hunan Rights to conslder the question, Fut

agroemaont had not been unanimous e

G In drait resolution D, the Commlttee had followed draft resolution II
by the bub-Cowmimsion very closely.
10. Mr. Sorenson explained that the Coumittes, in draft resolution ¥,

had decided that only tentative approval should be glven to the Subeommiaeion's
draft resolutions on the definition of minoritles for the purpose of prqteétion
by the United Nations.ahd“on interim measures to To taken for the protectioﬁ

of minorities (E/CN.:/450, appendices T and II)s  The Ad Foc Commlttee had
belisved that those gquestions had not et recelved sulflclent conpideration;

the Sub-Commission iteelf had decided 4o re-examine then at its following
session. After an oxchame of views, the Ad Ioc Committee had con:luded that

/it might
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1t might not be advisable to transmit those resolutions to the Woonomlc and Social
Council without further study, but that the Commlsblon on Humen Rlht's tentative
approval would serve aa a basis for further work by the Sub-Cormission in cone |
nexion with the protection of minorities. Such tentative approval would nnabie
the Sub-Comuiesion to make the requisite studies and to prepave measures for
drawing up a reglster of exlsting minoritles in all countries.

1. - Althdugh the Commlttee had felt that 1t would be prermature to take
further actlon, 1t had exchangod views on the substance of the Sub-Commicsion's
draft résolutions. The question of the loyalty of minorities to the Staﬁe of
which they were nationals had been dlscussed at length; The desirabllity of
guch loyalty had not been doubted; hut one member had felt that undue .emphasis
on that aspect of the problerm might becowe an impediment to the exercise of

the right to national self-determination. The Sub-Commisslon would have the
records of that debate for puidance. |

12, - The Commlttee had decided that certain chanpes should he made in the
Sub-Commiqsion'“ draft resolution on interim meassures to e taken for the
protection of minorities in order to bhring the recommendation on the use of
minority languages tefore the courts into accord with the text adopted
(E/CWel/Lob) for article 13, parasraph 2, sub-paragraph (d).

3. Furthermore, some membera of the Comnittee had Telt that the measures
recommendéd‘by the Sub-Commiesion for safeguarding the right of teaching the
minority lengnage as one of the courses of study in State-supported schools did
not o far enough;' they hed felt that teaching should be conducted In the
minoriﬁy Janguage rathor than that tho teaching of that language should »e merely
one course in the curriculum. ‘The Commlttee had not come to a definite econ-
clugion and hﬁd therefore decided to refer tlet questlon back to the Sube
Commlesion. ' ' : '
1k, Draft resolution E was tentative, therefore, in the sonse thet the
Sub-Commission was requested to give further consideration to such queétions'

and to bring forward further proposals.

/15, The Committee
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%5.f , The Committee had not recommended thatAany action should be taken
on the othzr ivam prfure it (B/CN,4/L450, paragrabhs 13, 15, and 16), No
lmmedlate =rotin was recomsended on the questions set out in paragraphs 17
and 18 of vi: report (I/CN,4/450), since those matters were already before
the Commission. The two additional articles for the draft covenant on
huran rights proposed by the Sub-Commission (B/CN.4/351, annex, B/CN.4/358,
..paragraph 47) would have to be considered in conjunctioh with similar pro-
posals before the Comnmission,

Draft resolution A (E/CN.4/450, page 6)

16, Mre XYROU (Greecs) thought 1t would be most desireble to postpone
crnelderation of docurent E/CN.4/367, as suggested in draft resolution A,
since that would afford the Secretariat on cpportunity further to consider
the Study of the Legal Valldity of the Urnduwritakings Concerning Mineritles.
7. In 1ts present form “he Study contained mumerous errors ard lacked
a proper balance., Without wisghing to enter into a full dlscusslon of the
substance of the Study, he world mention cne or two examples. On page 7 the
name of Gresce had been amitted firom the llat of countries h&ving fought on
the slde of tho anti-fascist, anti-Hitlerite coalitlon although Greece had
played a most valiant part during the war ageinst the Fasclets and Nazls,
18, The Study also contained the notion that minority rights of those
tarticireting on the slde of the Axie had beccne extinct, In that connexion
it was to be no%ed that the basis for the righie of minorlity was bllateral,
so that if 1t had beccme extinct for the vanquished, 1t was also extinct for
the victors, He would reiterats his suggestion that the Secretariat should
| study the uatter further and with greater care to make 1t conform with the
high standaris 8o characteristlc of Secretariat studies in general,
19, Mr, CASSIN (France) stated that the omisslon of Greece, to which
the Greek representative had referred, occvrred only in the English text
of documtent E/CN.4/367, and that Greece was listed in the corresponding
vasgage of the French text of the Study,

/20, The CHATRMAN
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204 - The. CEATPMAN tecok note of the. Greek represen’oa’oive‘s request that

the Seoreiarliu anu...cl go trrovgh document E/CH h, 367 once more in order ’co
meke 1t en oven more careful study._

Ihe Cermiosion unanimously e.dopted.. drag Egsolution Ao

Draft resolution B (E/ON.4/150, pages 6-7)

2la Mies BOWIE (United Kinglom) stated that while her delegation was mot
oppesed Yo the adoption of the dreft rssolution, ghe. did wlsh ‘Yo point out
that paragraph (a) (1) began by essuning the existence of discrimination.  So
far a8 the United Kingdom was concerned such an assunption was wmerrenteds

no diserimination éxisted ard all were equal before the law,

é2o She noted tn&‘o vhile the date men:ioned by the Sub-CmmiaBion wag
31 Decembar the draft rosolutlon proposed by the Ad Hoc Commit'bee mentioned
1 December ard. wondered whether that ‘change in date was intentional,

Je - Mre; MEHTA (Indla) commerting on the Urited Kinglam representative’s
rema.rks. steted that the invitation refevred e in parageaph (a) (1) a.pplied

not onlv to the mstropolitan territory of the United Kingdam but also to
non-es'.\i‘ goverring torriteries,

2hy ' Mr. SOIENSON (Dormnay) stotod that the question of the date had

‘been fliaoussei n the Ad Hoe Cumitbee and that 1t had been declded to
’recomer.d 1 De"ember 195n,

25, Mr, CASSIN (Frarce), suppoited by Mr, KYROU (Greece), thought thet
vhils 31 Decem’ber 195G might be an foceptable time limft for Goverrzments to
canply with tho requeuts in paragraph (a) (1), 1t might not be so in the cese
of the requeuts set forth in peragraph (8) (i1).

26, Mi, SORENSON (Dermeirk) drew the Conmigsion's attentlon to paragraph
19 of the Ad P'ze C.ymlttce's report where 1t 'was stated tuwh ihe Ad E?.‘l
Cormlttee had decided to reccrmend swift action on draft resolution B in
order to expedite the dlspatch of the necessary letters to Goverrments. He

Jwould also
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age

would also point cut that the Ad Hoc Committee had not 1tself added the request
to Covernmons contained in pavagraph (2) (i1): 1t had merely declded to
amalgamate the substance of the Sub-Commission's draft resolution IV(E/CN?M/358,
rage 38) with the Sub-Commission's draft resolution I for the conveﬁience of
Governuents, and as & means of expediting matters. He thought, however, that
the polnt made by the French representative could be met by changing raragraph
(a) to read as followss .
"(a) to invite Govornments; Members and non-Members of the
Unlted Nations, |
. "(1) to furnish hin, as soon as practicable but in any case not
later than 1 Decewber 1950, examples...” etc,
"(11) to Turnish him, as socon as precticable, full informa-
tion.;;" etc. »

—— ————— e

The Cormisalon accepted the change proposed by the Danlsh representative
without obj-cwion.

27. Mr. KYROU (Greece) invited the rerresentative of the Secretary-General
to state whether the Secretary-General legally had the right to extend in-
vitatione to Governmeuts on the bhasis of a requeat from the Commission wlthout

the sanction of the Economic and Social Councll.

28. Mr. SCEWELB (Aseistaut Director, Division of Humen Rights) stated
~ that the Secretary-General thought that he had that right. He had exercised
it last year when he had circulated the draft covenant and proposals on

implementation to Governmonts at the request of the Commisslon on Humen Rights.

20, ‘ Mr, NISOT (Belgium) daid no£ think that the legal question raised by
the Greek representativé had been settled decisively by the Assistant
Secretary-General's reply. DMr, Sclivelb had referred to past precedents, but
had failed to prove thelr judicial justification.

30. Mr. SCIMWELB (Assistant Director, Division of Human Rights) stated

that the Secretariat had examined the matter last year, when the then draft

Covenant an¢ Measures of Implementation had been sent to Governments, and had

come to the conclusion that the Secretary-General did have the right in question.

The Secretary-General was also the Secretary-General of the Commission and in
[that
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that capacity was entitled to make an# arrangement which was necessary and
proper for bhe Commiseion’s vorh. ¥ requdred tne Secretariat would arrange
for a constdered statement on the 1ssue raised by the Greek representative to
be’ made at the next meeting.

3L Mr. KYROU (Greece) agreed with the Belgian repregentative, = He thought
that only the General Assembly and the Councils had the legal right to request
the Secretary-General to approach Governments.

32. Mr. CASSIN (Prance) stated that the Economlc and Social Council itself
supported the views of the Secretariat The Council had implied that the
Commission had bee too timid in the past and that "+ might request the

Secreta“y-General to save ond request inforna”lon likely to assist the Commission
in its work without prior recourse to the Council,

33. The CEATRMAN confirmed the correctness of the Frénch representative's
recollection,
3k, Mr. WHITLAM'(Australla) agreed with the Belglan and Greek representa-

times. _ The request for information should be made under the authority of the
Economic and Social Council. He could not share the view that the Secretary~

General could act in the matter at the Commisaion's request alone.

35, The CHAIRMAN stated that the Commission could, 1f 1t so desired
transform draft resolution B into a recommendation to the Economic and Social
Council that the latter - rather than the Commission 1teelf -- should request
the Secretary-General to take the steps provided for in paragraphs (a) and (B).

. If the Commigsion decided. to do that, it would be necessary to extend the time-
limlt ‘beyond .1 December 1950 because of the delay which such a course would
involve. '

36. Mr. KYROU (Greece) and Mr, NISOT (Belgilum) thought that the possibility

mentioned by the. Chairman represented a very good practical solution of the
problem.

/37. Me. AZKOUL
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3. My ATKOUL (Lebanon) agroed that logically there would be no obJjection
"to. the "fonsinilily nentioued by the Chedrmen, He would, however, point out that
there hediteen no.dlscussion of the legal principles involved, so that ~ vote of
the Coumisoion members et the present stage woul& ginply roflect thelir persdnal
‘opintons, The question was most {mportent for all the Commissions. ﬁe'wouid
therefore sugzgest thet the Cormissien should requesﬁ’tho Ti¢onomic and Sociai
Council to settle the mather onse and.for ell, If each Commission decided the
queation for itself 1t was to be feared that the result would not be uniform.

38, Ho wes fropared to submit & formal resolution in the sense which he
had indicated. ~

39. The CHATRMAN stated thot under rule 52 of the rules of procedure of the
functional Comilssions, a motion celling for a decision on the competence of the
Commineion *c adovt a proposal zhould be wut to the vote immediatelj before

‘a vote was usken on the rroposel in question,

b0, - Mrs, MEUTA (India) thought that sinse the gevreteriat had stated that
‘the Commissicn had the right to address yoquesle to the sacretary-ceneral? the
Courmission should not hegitate to use that right, It might subséQuently invite
the Economic and Socisl Council to elerify the matter definiiively. '

k1, - The CHATRMAN noted that.the right in queation had boen chellenged by
‘geveral meubors. and added that the Ocmmimsion nust make a decieion.

hE, . Mr. NISCT (Belgium) thou@ht the Qocroterv-General did not have the
ccrpetence to d901de the matter, arid that' the Commission's

ruapensibilitigs jn the question remainsd,

43, Mr. KYROU (Greece) pointed out that the Sacreteriat had wexely cited
precedents but had not claimed that the CommiqSiOn d1d have the right in guestion,
He thought the problem would be settled, however, 3f the Chairmen's suggestion
woere adopted.

W, ‘Mr. VALENZUELA (Chile)} said that es tho powers of the Secretery-General
derived from the Charter, before voting on the qucstion he would like +0 hear

an oxplanation of the legal basis for the Secretariat's poaitSOn 1n the matter.
/45,  Mr. SCHWELB
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k5, - Mr, 9URWEE (Asatstent Directer of the Division on Humen Rights) would,
if the Commd“a¢,u w;sqed PreselLt a considered statement of the pogition at the
next meeuinb, For the moment, he wished merely to say that under the Charter
the SeGretary-General wes the chief administrative officer. of the entire
Organization and as such, was empowered to address requests for ihformation to
Govornmenus on his own initiative, 'It seemed, therefore, that he could zlso do

go at the request of any organ of the Qrgenization.

46, Mr, TSAO (Chins) had no doubt that the Secrotery-General could comply
with any requests which the Commission put to him., The crux of the matter,
_howavar, was vhether tho Commisaion was competent to address such a request
qiréctly td the Eocfétafyuuenerala

47, Mr. 1 U (Greede’ d1d not feel that article 98 of the Charter supported
the Secretariat's contention, as it provided that the Secretary-General should act
in that capacity, i.o, as the chief adulinlstrative officor of ‘the Organization,

st all maefings of the CGeir~ral Assembly, ta¢ woemrity Council, the Economic

and Soclal Counci) and the Trusteeship Cowrwi. , .ud mentioned only functions

entrusted to thc Secrotary-General by those organs,

48. Mr, VALENZUELA (Ch1le) strossed the complex nature of the queetion
before the Gommission, In taking 1ts decicion, the Commission showld bear in
mind the sctivities upon which the Sceretary-Genoral was at present engaged.

49. Mr. NISOT (Belgium) felt the Secretary-General could negotiate on
behalf of a United Nations organ only if it had instructed him to do so and

always provided that it was constitutionaily competent to give such instructions,

50,  Pho CHATRMAN asked the Commission to declde whether it wished to forward

draft resolution B to the Economic and Socilal Council,
That susgestion was adopted by T votes to 3, with 4 abstentions.

51, Tho CHAIRMAN.poin%ed out that draft resolution B would have tp be

amended in thé 1ight of that decision,
o /52, Mr, SORENSEN
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52, Mr. SOREM I (Denmerk) said that as the Sub-Cqmmission would probably
meet the fel oz jonuary, infurmation could not be transmitted later than

Y Jamuary 1951.

53. Mr. SCHWELB (Assistant Director of the Division of Human Rights)
éonfirmedlthé‘f&ct that the Sub~Commissicon hoped to hold its next session in
Jaavary 1951, The final date would be determined, however, at the next
session of the Econcmic and Social Council,

5k, ‘ Mr. JEVREMOVIC (Yugoslavia) pointed out that peragraph 1i of draft
resolution B referred to a definition of minorities, which was dealt with in
araft resolution R, He j7varoicd therefore that no further action should be

taken on draft resolutiocn B until draft resolutlon E had been discussed.

55, Mr. SORENSE) (Denmerl) undersztocd the Yupgoslav representative's
viewpoint, but he thought it would be dzificuvlt for the Sub-Commission to
achieve any progress unless some definiticr ¢f rlarrities were given tentative

‘approval, Without that, it would have no vaszic Jor future work.

56. Mr. NISOT (Belzium) supported the representative of Yugoslavia, - It
was impossible to work on the basis of a definition which had not yot been
approved, He thought it was nremature to move and act upon the resolutions

"as long as their definition existed only in draft,
57. Mr. KYROU (Greece) also endorsed the Yuroslav representative's remarks.

58, The CHAIRMAN, speaking as the representative of the United States of
America, did not see how the Sub-Commission could continue its work unless
Governments forwarded the information requested in draft resolution B. She
wondered whether Governments could not agree to furnish that information as a

basis for further study, in spite of the fact that the definition was tentative.

/59. Mr. NISOT
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‘59- Mr. NISOT. (Belglum) doubted whether the Sub-Commission needed any
further in‘urﬂu.*un to arxeve at a definition of minorities. Moreover, what
would be the ottitude of Governments to & questionnaire based on a deiinltion
which had not been accepted and which was admittedly incomplete?

60. 4  Mrs. MEETA (India) wondered why the Greek fepresentative‘had not raised
the'queﬂtioﬁ ef feferring draft resolution B to the Economic and Socisl Council
in the Ad Hoc Coumittee,

61. There was brond agreensnt oun the general outlines of a definltion of
minorities, In addition the Sacretariat had prepared documentation which had
throvn further light on the questiion,  For those reasons, 1t should be DOSSlble
to accept the proposed definition ror the time beinz. She felt, however, that
it would be difficuiﬁ for the Suh~-Cormission to proceed with its work without
some sort of a definltion, which, if the Coxmission preferred, need not be called
tentative.

62. Mr. AZKOUL (Lebanon) thought the problsn would be solved if the phrase
"in the 1lizht of the provisional definition of minorities adopted by the Sub-
Commission at its thifd session” were deleted from draft resolution B. The
Sub-Comnmission would then receive ample informatlion on vhich to continue its work

and could adopt a final definition ¢f minorities at & lnter stase.

63. The CHATIRMAN, speallng ac the representative of the Uhlted otates of
Americs, poilnted ouf that dxaft resolutlon iy nerely propoged that the Lommission
on qnman hjghto should ive tentatlve anproval to the draft resolutlonp relatlng
to the definvtlon of minorities and the interin meoasures to be tmken for the
protect;on of mlnor*tles., _ .

6l The CONML85101 could consider draft resolution E end then take up the

Lebanese amendment 1n conjunction with draft resolution B.

65. L Mr, LSIP (France) agrecd vith the Chairman. He thought it would be
.advisable to include some reference to a definition of ﬁinorities in draft
resolution B, even if it were only given tentatlve approval., Without some
guldance, States might be discouraged from cttemnting to comply with the
resolution's request for information, or misht waste much time in compiling
irrelevant ncterial, Generally speaking, the work of the Commission should

not be regarded as unimportant,
/66, Mr, JEVREMCVIC
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,66. - Mr, JEVRIMOVIC {(Yucoslevie) hed not intended to discuss the substence
~of the problem s his coments lied referred only to the qusstion of procedure.
67, Yo rupported the Iobenmse ropresentetive's eusgestion to deleteo the
vords 'in the lisht of the provieional definition of winorities edopted by the
Sub-Commission =t its third eession,”

68, Mise BOWIW (Umited ‘Kine:dom) wes in favour of edopting dreft resolution B
es 1t stood. It hed the edvenbrge of datining the scope of the work to be donc,
She expleined thet mostc/)fshe discuasion which had arisen wes due to the foct thet
the Inglish and French texts 4314 not corvespond. The Fnplish text was from e1l
“peintes of view satisfectory, es it specificelly wentioned the word "provisional”
~eand wesd thme non-commitiel,

69, If ne definition et ell wes zent, Oovernments wmight supply o mese

cof informeilon.  Cn the other hend, Governments cometimes tended not to draw
‘gbtontion to thely minorities, e the defimition would cowmpel thex to furnlsh
informetion on snccifiz groups which they wight otherwiss fall to wention, Some
dofiniticn shonld be Incluied to gulde Covermanhs in compiling the nocessexry

Informettion, Hhe pointed out thet the resclohion wis neliler wmandatory nor

comuitting erd could thererfore te slopted witheut hesitotion,
70, M, WISOL (Bolpiuw) discorced with the United Kingdom reprosentstive,

He did not think Goverrmoents cowld be ooked 49 underteke so complicated e task

on the brgly of & vrovizionsl delinltion, wheun thoy ndght be asked ot s later v
gtage to furaish furcher aformericn In the llcohe of o vorined CoPntibion.

TL, Iz cuneosond thet pactegeepa 11 of dreft roselution 3 gliould Ve emended
to vread: Mo Turnish hin es socn sg practlcenle Tull afernabion rogerding
loslslative Meanuces Jor the protocticn of any wincrity vithin tholr jmrisdiction,

end in pertieculoy sush informesion ed could ezwove w3 g husld Yor tho cobeblishment

”
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of a dcfiniticn of minoriblar,.,  (L2USZIENCT

porviy o lipse Pow o 0 GrRLASIeEINL Wiy T
T2 lr, KYROU (Geecce) endorsed the vewmsrks of the represontetlves of
Bolgium end Yugoelevia, The Comiisslon should consider dreft resolutlon B
before teking up éraft rosolution B.

/73, In reply
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“73.¢ " - “In reply.to-the ropresentative of India, he sald that in the Ad Hoc
Coumlttee hiy delogation tad not mlsed the questlon whether the Commission should.
trongiit its. reyvests for information to the Secretary-General through the
Economic end Sociel Council beceuse it felt that mebter foll properly within

the corpetence of the Commission. Moreover, it found the report of the Ad Hoc

Coumittee unsei:iefactory on several points and felt it would serve no purpose to
-ifibroduce covrectiona pilecemesal.:

4, “Mr, AZKOUL (lebenon) saw. no point. in discussing o non-existent
definition, On the other hand, = specific -definition would compel Governments
to spend much valusble time in determining whether a certain group could properly
be considered a minority under lta terms wherses Stetes knew whet | 2, ‘minpr_ity Ve
75.-  Of cowrse, 1f his smendwent were edopted, the Sub-Comrisaion might
recelve too. much: Informetion, but he 41d pot think that would be & dias eﬂvwitege.
76, He ésked the Commission therefore to vote first o.nfhi.s amenument end

then -on the Belgien smondment,.

77+ ‘The CHATRMAN ssked the Commission to declde whether it wishéd‘po

consider dreft resolution I before it took up the substence of draft resolu‘c,_ion B.

Thet sugrestion wes adopted by 1l votes to none, with 2 sbgtentions.

8. M, VALENZUELA (Chile) moved thet the Cormission should meet thet
sfternoon to conclude the discussion of the Ad Hoc Commiitvee's report ' A
(B/CN.4/b50).  The weeting could then be adjourncd to eneble the informel
drefuing croup to get on with its work, '

. Thet motion wes sdopted by 9 votes to none, with 3 sbstentlons,

The weeting rose at 1.0Y p.m.
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