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153, iProposed International Conference on Human Rights

Section E of the report of the Working Group, relating to the proposed inter- i

‘national conference on humen rights, was submitted to the Committee as a working

"28., The Committee gave a great deal of attention to the holding of an
International Conference during the International Year for Human Rights 1968,
The most important area of discussion was the formulation of the purposes of
the Conference, whether it would provide an effective medium or forum for the
purposes stated in resolution 6(XX) of the Commission on Human Rights and
how best it could make a lasting contribution to the cause of human rights
within the meaning of General Assembly resolubion 1961 (AVIIT). It was
necessary te cpend time to elaborate these purpcses as a few members expressed
vague misgivings about the proposal, not because they considered it to be a !
waste of time but because they doubted whether the likely results would justify %“
|
I

|
!
. [
paper, to serve as a basis for further discussion. The section read as follows: i
|
\
i
|

the substantial charge on the United Nations budget which an internatiomal
Conference of the kind contemplated would involve.

"In view of these considerations the following purposes were decided on
as a further =iaboration of the original purposes stated in the resolution: .

"(i) to review in the light of the report of four special regional »
seminars Yo be held in 1966 and 1967, the progross sf tha Imited
Nations Human Rights Programme since the adoption of the Universal i
Declaration of Human Rights;

"(ii) +to evaluate ﬁhe'effectiveness of the methods and techniques used by P
the United Nations in the field of human rights;

"(iii) +to formulate and prepare a programme of further measures to be o
taken subsequent to the celebrations of Human Rights Year. o L

"29, VWith regard to (i) the Committee felt that the review of progress within it
States would be essential and would be best kept on a regional level. This, '
the Committee realized was a delicate matter. There would always be the risk
that in an internatiopal forum such a review could be used to make
unjustifiable attacks on the policies of particular governments by excessive ﬂ
concentration on known defects in their domestic human rights programme. It i
seemed to the Committee therefore that such 'a review could be most safely and "
appropriately carried out in the first place, not in the conference proper ;
but in regional seminars, one to be held in eacn of the four main regions of M
the world. The purpose of the seminars would be (a) to discuss the methods

and techniques being used by the Member States of the region in implementing
human rights programmes; (b) to examine the progress made by these Member !
States with their national programmes and the obstacles these programmes have w
encountered; and (c) to reach coneclusions in regard to the means whereby these .
national programmes can be facilitated, stimulated and improved in fubure.

"The seminars, held under the United Nations Advisory Services Programme,
would be held in 1966 and 1967. 3Such seminars would of course be attended by
experts who could be expected o examine the achievements and the shortcomings 1
of their own and aether countries.
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"In elaboration and explanation of fthe third purpose of the conference,
(iii) above, the Coumittee is of the opinion that the conference should study
and encourage: '

“(a) the adoption of measures designed to accelerate 'bl'me promoﬁion-ot;
respectlfor human rights and fundamental freedoms in line with the provision
of General Assembly resolution 1776 (XVII) which emphagize§ the nes?d to en]?al?ce
the effectiveness and increase the practical results of United Nations activity
in this field; and should study

"(b) proposals aimed at securing effective implementation of the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights;

"(¢) the elimination of overlapping by co-ordinating and ?onsolidating
activities within the United Nations and the specialized agencies;

"(d) the effectiveness of the Advisory Services programme including
evaluation of its scope and proposals for its future development.

"30, The Committee then considered by which organ of tl?e United.Na.t:Lnns the
Conference would be convened, what would be its venue, its duration, the means
of preparing for it and its method of financing. It was agreed.that the
Conference should be convened by the General Assembly for a period of al?out
four weeks. - It could be held in the country of a Member State, possessing
suitable facilities, willing +o be host country and who is prepared to meet
+the expenses. However, in the event of there being no such country, tl}e
‘Conference should then be held at the United Nations Headquarters provided
that the General Assembly convenes two weeks earlier in 1968 and ends by
about 24 November, so that the Conference would meet for four weeks before
Christmas. :

"31. The Committee next considered the probable terms.of reference Qf the
Preparatory Committee. It was agreed that the Commission on Huma.m ngh;s
should be requested at its twenty-first session to select & Cummrl.;tee::ﬁ ™
fifteen members, the majority of whom would be members of the Ccm?u?s:.oni.‘ e
Preparatory Committee should be financed from the budgetary prm.n.slons 01: .
the Human Rights Programme or from the funds of the present Advisory Service
programme; This Committee should make proposals for the terms ?f reference
and structure of the Conference, the draft agenda and the duration of th?
Conference. The Preparatory Committee wouid also supervise the prepara'hond
of documentation necessary for (a) regional seminars which would be prepare
and e¢ollated by the United Nations Secretariat and (b) for.‘the Conference, .
The latter would include the preparation of technical S‘b\.ldlef and ?n&lyses o o
methods used by the United Nations end specialized agencies in their progremmes.
The Committee should be authorized to ‘engage a few expert consultants to
prepare the necessary studies. The cost of engaging these ?xperts vAn.)uldfbihe
met from the funds of the Advisory Services Programme. As in *t:,hg ce.ise D‘th The
studies for the regional seminars they will be prepared in conjunction wi
Secretariat of the United Nations. .

"32. A study of the estimated cost of the Conferencevshould be the thlr:izZSk
of the Preparatory Committee which would meke sugg?stlons as to the %ﬁes'zed
of financing the Conference. The Preparatory Cor.nmrttee should be a\}b z{-‘zns !
however, to investigate the possibility of securing voluntary contributi

=
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from the host country, if one is found, and from other
contribute ‘towards the cost of the Conference. To the
contributions prove insufficient to meet the full cost
remainder would be met from the United Nations budget. Some members felt,

however, that the Conference should be fincmced primarily by means of a
speciel provision in the United Nations regular budgedb.

countries willing to
extent that voluntary
of the Conference, the

"33. The fourth duty of the FPreparatory Committee would be to recommend the
venue, If a host country is found this problem would be solved. However,
some members felt that a Conference would be possible only if it were held

at the United Nations Headquarters simultaneously with a meeting of the
General Assembly and perhaps in place of the meetings of the Third Committee
of the Assembly, because they considered that otherwise the cost of the
Conference would be prohibitive, Other members Telt, however, that this
would obscure the impact of the Conference and the amount of the publicity
given to its deliberations and conclusions, These members felt that the
Conference could be held at the United Nations only if the General Assembly
were to meet earlier and end on about 24 November to give the Conference

four clear weeks, if needed, in December. This period was alse desirable
from the point of view that Human Rights Day, 10 December, would fall within
it., It was agreed that such questions would need to be examined in detail
and precise recommendations drawn up by the Preparatory Committee. Some
members felt that the Preparatory Committee should report its findings through
ECOS0C to the twenty-first (and twenty-second) sessions of the Gemeral
Assembly in 1966 and 1967. Others were of the opinion that it should report
to the twenty-second sessions of the Commission on Humen Rights in Mareh 1966,

through ECOSOC in summer 1966, for transmission to the General Assembly at
its twenty-first session in 1966,

"34, The Committee agreed that a Secretary or Executive Secretary for the
Conference should be appointed at the earliest possible date, This would be
done by the nomination of the Secrebary-General of the United Nations.

"35. To summarize, the Committee recommends:

"(a) that the Assembly should decide to convene an International

Conference on Human Rights in 1968 as one of the observances in the Inter-
national Year for Human Rights;

"(b). that four special regional seminars should be held daring 1966
end 1967, in four regions of the world, at which the progress made within

Member States in giving effect to human rights and fundemental freedoms
would be reviewed.

"(c) +that the Commission on Human Rights should at its twenty-first

session appoint & Preperatory Committee of fifteen members to prepare for the
Conference;

"(d) +that the Secretary-General should appoint an ixecutive Secretary

to the Conference at the earliest possible date who would be a member of the
Preparatory Committee;
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“(e) . that ﬁhis Preparatory Committee should make recommendations on the
terms of reference and structure of the Conference, its agenda, duration and
vanue, and should direct the preparation of the necessary studies and docu-
mentation and prepare estimates of cost;

. "(£) +that an appropriation should be made within the United Nations ?
regular budget towards the cost of the Conference and that the probable amount J .
of this appropriation should be made known to the Preparatory Committee as e
early as possible; and

Y(g) +that reports from the Preparatory Committee on the progress of J
this effort siould be submitted through (the Commission on Human Rights) and ;
the Economic and Social Council for consideration at the regular sessions of
the General Assembly in 1966 and 1967."

154. In comnexion with section E, the Working Group had indicated (ST/SG/AC.5/5 and
Corr.l, paras, 3-4) that it had become clear, after long discussions and repeated
efforts of conciliation, that members would not reach agreement on all points in
the Working Group. Such agreement as had been reached related to the following
points: that an international conference should be held in 1968, that a preparatory
committee should be set up to consider the orgenization and terms of reference of
such a conference and malke recommendations, and, in consultation with the Secretariat
see also to the production of necessary documentation by experts, The Vorking Group
had further indicated that several of its members had found difficulty in dealing

with certain other portions of section E. The disagreement had been such that the

Group had decided that each member should have the right to take an independent line
on any of the main areas of disagreement, viz., the four regional seminars, the

executive—secretary of the conference, financing, the objécts and terms of reference

of the conference, the question as to which body should appoint'or nominate the
preparatory committee and to which body it should report, 'and finally the gquestion
as £0 whether the possibility of having some liember States act as host to the

conference should be explored by the preparatory committee. It was in view of bthese

fundamental points of difference that members proposed thatvsection E should be con=
sidered by the Committee as a working paper rather than as a text proposed for
adoption. )

155. The Committee considered section & of the Vorking Group'!s report at its twenty:
second to tWenty—eighth meetings. In this connexion the Committee had before it &:
statement by the Secretary-General of the financial implications of the proposed

International Conference on Human Rights (ST/SG/AC.5/5/Add.1, section V).
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156, In accordance with the decision which had been taken at its tenth meeting, the

Committee first held a general debate on the question of convening an internatiomal

conference on human rights during the year 1968. On the suggestion of the

representative of France, the Committee decided that the gemeral debate should be

divided into two phases., During the first phase the Committee sought to determine

the nbjectives bo be fulfilled by a review of the international human rights

programme during the year 1968, a matter on which the Commission on Human Rights

hed made a series of suggestions in operative paragraph 2 of its resolution 6 (XX);

during the second phase the Sommittee considered the most effe

means of achieving the objectives which it envisaged for such a review, whether by

ctive and practical

an international conference, by regional seminars, or by other means, 1In practice,

however,'the two phases of the discussion were not completely

157.

separated.

The Commission on Human Rights, in resolution 6 (3X), had set out as objective

of the propesed International Conference on Human Rights the fellowing: (i) to
reviaew the progressiwhich has been made in“the tield of human rights sinece the
claration of Human Rights; (ii) to evaluate the

effectiveness of the methods and techniques used by the T
of human rights;

adoption of the Jniversal De

nited Nutions in the field
and (iii) to formulate and prepare a programme of further
measures to be taken subsequent to the celebration of Human Rights Year,

158, There was no disagreement in the Committee with reference t

o the objectives to
be fulfilled by & rev

iew of the international human rights programme during the
Year 1968, and members of the Committee generally supported the objectives set out
by the Commission on Human Rights,

159, With reference to these objectives, several members of the Committee shared

the view that the priposed international conference should not be regarded as an

end in itself but rather as a mreans of promoting respect for an observance of human
rights and freedoms,

that it should not be considered as a means of forcing the

bace of progress in this area nor as a substitute for patient
end inform peoples and their Governments.

of respect for h

efforls to educate

These members pointed oubt that the degree

uman rights and fundamental freedoms was not easily gauged, that
different countries had differing ideas of freedom, and that States were particularly
Sensitive about interference in their demestic jurisdiction They suggested that,

for these reasons, any atiempt to appriase the effectiveness of the methods

and
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techniques used by Member States or by the United Nations in the field of human
rights should be made on the basis of careful methodological studies prepared in
2 serene atmosphere untroubled by political controversies; and maintained that the
successfur accomplishment of the objectives set out by the Commission in resolution
6 (XX) would depend on o careful, expert, and dispassionate approach.

160. Another point of view relating to the proposed objectives was that the
Committee should endeavour to focus attention upon a single specific and concrete
objective which the confsrence might aim at achieving, such as the full enjoyment

of human, rights and fundamental freedoms in all countries.

161. With reference to particular objectives, varying points of view were expressed.
With regard to the proposed review of progress which had been made in the field

of human rights, it was suggested that such a review should include, at the inter-
national level, the examination of the functions relating to human rights entrusted
to the Economic and Social Council, the Commission on Human Rights, and other United
Nations organs, together with a review of the activities in that field undertaken

by the spercialized E.tgencies; and at the national level, should include the examina—
tion of programmes for the promotion and protection of human rights applied in Member
States. On the other hand, some members felt that the system of periodic reports on
human rights sufficed for the execution of the proposed review,

162. With regard to the proposed evaluation of the effectiveness n‘)f the methods and
techniques uﬁed by the United Nations in the field of human rights, it was suggested
that this might well turn out to be the most important objective to be achieved in
1968 and would be more effective .than any other means of achieving better national
and international protection of human rights. On the other hand, it was pointed out
that such a review was con;tan‘bly being carried out by the appropriate organs of the
United Nations, including the General Assembly, the Economic and Social Council, and
the Commission on Human Rights. ,
163. With regard to the proposed preparation of a programme of further measures to
be taken for the promotion and protection of human rights subsequent to 1968, the
view was expressed that it was absolutely necessary to plan such further measures
because. the work of the competent organs of the United Nations had not proved
Sa.tisfac‘boryv. On the other hand, it was pointed out that the adoption of a programme.

of long-term aims which did not take sufficient account of the practical difficultie
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to be overcome in the contemporary world would not be very useful, and that it
would be preferable +o specify a few carefully chosen and thoroug
to be achieved during the years following 1968,

164,

hly studied goals

One member 'suggested a fourth objective should be added to the list

envisaged by the Commission on Human Rights: consideration of the question whether

sufficient importance had been accorded to the
United Nationms,

165,

human rights programme within the

No formal proposal on this point was, however, put forward.

With regard to the question of the most effective and prectical means of
etteining the objectives mentioned in resolution 6 (XX) of the Commission on

Human Rights, widely divergent views were expressed by various members of the
C-omni-t‘bee. Opiniens were divided on such questions as whether the proposed inter-
national conference on human rights was possible and desirable, w},:ether preparatory
work connected with the conference should be carried out in

regional seminars, by
experts, or by the Secretary-General;

and whether.qr not the results to be
expected from the conference justified the costs which
166.

would i)e involved,
Some members of the Committee considered that the proposed international
conference was both pPossible and desirable. They pointed out that conferences
were a means commonly employed by international organizations and that one on
the subject of human rights would he particularly appropriate both to review past
Progress and techniques and to encourage further advanc

es in the promotion of
human rights. In their view

such a conference could serve to heighten awareness
of human rights problems, and of the need o create effective safeguards. It

would also give moral support to the countries that were grappling w
human rights problems,

ith domestic
They pointed out that although intensive and valuable

wprk was being done by various United Nations bodies w
of humen rights,

ith competence in the fiela
no comprehensive appraisal of the progress achieved or of the
difficulties encountered in the promotion and

protection of human rights had been
undertaken, and that no st

udy of the methods and techniques used in this fisld had
been made, The conference would serve to draw attention to United Nations work
in the humen rights field, and the United Nations itself, as well as its Liember

States, would benefit from a concerted effort to enforce respect for and observance
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of human rights and fundemental freedoms, The conference would eneble States to
participate in an international exchange of information and experiemce in the field
of human rights in o manner similar to the regional exchanges which had taken place
under the programme of advisory servi(;es in the field of human rights and which had
proved to be of great benefit. Moreover, the conference might consider a number
of urgent questions which the exisbing human rights bodies had not yet dealt with,
such as the question of strengthening the executive power of the United Nations
in the field of human rights and the need to establish special organs in Member
States to co~ordinate the efforts of national and international bodies concerned
with human rights.
167. On the other hand, some members of the Committee had reservations concerning
the pi‘oposed conference, primerily on the ground that they doubted that it would
prove sufficiently useful to justify the expenditure involved. In their view,
a review of the progress achieved in the human rights programme could De undertaken
by the Gemeral Assembly itself, or by another competent organ of the United Nations,
at its 1968 session, withouh incurring any extra cost.
168. With regard to the question whether preparatory work for the proposed
conference should be carried out in regional seminars, by experts, or by the
Secretary-General, there was also a wide divergence of opinion'. A large number of
members of the Committee were strongly opposed fo such regional seminars, some on
the ground that they would be unfair to those countries which, for one reason or
another, would be excluded from them, and others on the ground +that they would
disturb the existing pattern of the programme of advisory services in the field of
human rights., They stated that they were categorically opposed to diverting &
single dollar from the advisory services programme which had proved very success—
ful, particularly since diversion of programme funds would tend to disrupt -
the pattern of regular seminars and fellowships established under that programme.
These members pointed out also that such seminars could lead to undesirable

political controversies and would not conbribute 4o any progress in the preparation
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of the interna’tionq.l conference. It was also remarked that the convening of both
a conference and regional seminars would exceed the available resources and the
need, and that time might be wasted in settling conflicts between the views of
experts expressed in the sémina.rs and those of Governments expressed through their
representatives at the conference., It was pointed out that other risks might be
ineurred if the preparatory work were to be carried out either by experts or by
the Secretary-General, since this work might 'i_nvolve criticism of the domestic
policies of Governments. It was further pointed out that neither resolution 6(XX)
of the Commission on Human Rights nor resolution 1961 (XVIII) of the General
Assembly gave the Committee any authority to deal with the subject of holding of
special regional seminﬁrs. »

On the other hand, the view was expressed that the seminars in question were
essential as a prelude to the International Conference and as a review of the
methods and techniques used by Member Stotes in their implementation of human rights,
to eliminate in this way all possibility of polemics., It was also pointed out that
the seminars should be organized as well as possible without allo\ving financial con~
siderations to weigh heavily against the proposal and that the participation of
experts could guarantee the non-political aspects of them. It was also suggested
that the task envisaged for the preparstory seminars could be Iperfarmed by the
regular seminars beld under the Advisory Services programme in the field of human
rights.

169. The representative of the Philippines, in an effort to correct the sﬁort—
comings of the terms of reference of the preparatory seminars referred to in
peragraph 29 of the report of the Working Group, proposed that items (a), (b) and
(¢) of the first part of that paragraph should be replaced by the following:

"(a) to exchange information and experience on the progress and
significant developments achieved in their national programmes in the
field of human rights and in solving, or attempting to solve, certain
common problems in the implementation of their human rights programmes;
(b) to reach conclusions and recommendations in regard to the means for
more effective national and, where appropriate, regional programmes in
the field of human rights." .

i
|
|
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170,  With regard to the question whether or not the results to be expected from the
conference would justify the‘costs which would be involved, some members expressed the
view that the costs would be justified if the expenditures were held to the minimun, if
the conference served as the culminating point of the activities of the International
Year for Humen Rights, if it emphasized the theme of the celebration of the twentieth
anniversary of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, and if it served to fur‘che:t; thn
cause of human rights acd in particuler to ‘draw the attention of national au‘bhori‘tiés to
the need.for a programme of further nmeasures to promote and to protect human rights and
fundamental freedoms. It was noted that what was comtemplated was not a conference on
the scale of the recent Conference on Trade and Development but one on s more modest
scale which, if convened in' conjunction with e regular session of the General assembly,
would involve very little extra cost. On the other hend, some members of the Committee
voiced concern regarding the costs of the proposed Conference, which in their view could
not be fully justified. i

171. Other members, however, felt thot such questions of detnil should be worked out

by a preparatory body, and that the Committee should concentrate on clarifying the form
which the proposed conference should take ané how it should be financed.

172, With regard to the form of the conference, some members felt that it should be
composed of plenipotentiaries while others consideresd that experts wuld be preferable.
173. With regord to the financing of the preparatory measures required by the conferenec~
there was opposition to the suggestion in the report of ‘the Working Group that funds '
normally eppropriated for use under the progromme of advisory services in the field of
humon rights might be utilized. Others referred to the denger of involving the hdvisory’
Services Programme in regional seminars in which there was a great risk of political
conflict and invective because private exper‘;,s would be called upon to discuss, and
possibly attack, whot had been déne by Governments cther than their own; and from which
some States inevitably would be excluded.

174, Believing that there was & consensus of opinion in the Committee on sufficient
points to make a compromise agreement possible, the representztives of argentina and
Brazil submitted to the Comnmittee, at its twenty-fifth meeting, the following text
(8T/8G/4C.5/L.4) to be included in the report of the Committee as a replacement for the

entire subject matter mentioned in Section E of the report of the Working Group:

and at the same time would ensure that th
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"The Commitbtee discussed the decision formulated by the Commission on Human
Rights in its resolution 6 (Xx), operative paragroph 2, that the Committee should
give “special thought to the possibility of holding an International Conference in
1968 to (i) review the progress which has been made in the field of human rights
since the adoption of the Universal Declaratien on Human Rights, (ii) evaluate the
effectiveness of the methods end technigues used by the United Nations in the field
of human rights end (111) formulate =nd prepare o programme of further measures to
be taken subsequent to the celebration of Human Rights Year;"

"Bearing in mind the need to fulfil the above objectives, which it endorsed,
the Committee recommends that the Commission on Human Rights should inviteé the
General 4ssembly, through the Economic and Social Council, to

. "(a) Convene a meeting of governmental representatives, who are experts in
human rights, for the purpose of giving offect to the aims set forth in resclution
6 (XX), operative paragraph 2, of the Commission on Human Rights;

n{b) Such a meeting would be held during the twenty-third session of the
General Assembly for o period of ___ weeks;

v{e¢) In order that this meeting may fulfil its task properly, the Committee
considers that (i) governmental representatives participating in it must be experts
with o profound knowledge of human rightsj (ii) its discussions must be conducted
on a technical level in order to secure the lofty aims for which the meeting hes
been convened and criticisms of individual countries end policies must be avoided;
and (iii) the meeting must be carefully and. properly prepared, the bask of
assembling the basic documentation being entrusted to a selected group of experts;

v(a) Arrangements for drawing up the agendn, the preparation of documents
and other questions concerning the meeting should be entrusted to the Secretary—
General and officials designated by him in consultation with the Commission ‘on
Human Rights or any other organ it may designate for this purpose;

t(e) The resclutions of the 1968 meeting shall be tr ansmitted to the General
Aissembly for consideration and adoption.” -

There was wide support in the Committee for all portions of the joint text with

the exception of sub-paragraph (b) of the second paTagraph, which suggested that the
proposed meeting should be held during the twenty-third session of the General Assembly
_for a period of weeks. With regard to this sub-paregroph, three divergent points

of view were expressed.

"Some members of the Committee supported the joiﬁt proposal because they saw many

advantages in holding the conference during the twenty-third session of the General

‘hssembly. = They felt that such an arrangement wonld decrease the extra costs involved,

e conference would be in session on 10 December

968, the twentieth anniversary of the Universal Déclaration of Human Rights.
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177.  Some members indicated that their Governments could agree to the holding of a
conference on human rights only if it were to be scheduled in conjunction with the 1968
session of the General Assembly.
178. Other members of the Committee, however, pointed out that the dote suggested
created certain problems. They expressed the view thot it was not appropriate for the
work of the General ~ssembly, which was composed of plenipotentiaries, to be interrupted
for several weeks in order to make room for a conference of experts; and voiced the
hope that the conference might be held in advance of the General Asgembly's session in
order that the recommendations of the conference might be considered and approved by
the Assembly without undue delay.
179. Still other members felt that the conference might most conveniently be held
immediately after the adjournment of the twenty-third session of the General Assembly,
and suggested that the Assembly might consider ending its regular session earlier than
usuel to allow the conference to take place during the first three weeks of December
1968, ' ,
180, Some delegations were prepared to agree to hzwing.the conference convened either
immediately before or immediately after the General issembly's session, provided that
none of the Assembly's time was pre-empted by the conference,
181, With regard to +the proposal, in the joint text, that the task of assenbling the
. basic documentation for the ponference should be entrusted to "e selected group of
experts", the question was raised how the experts would be selectad and what the financia’
implications might be, It was pointed out thot it was important that all regions, all
legal systems, and all cultures should be represented among the group of experts, and
that special consideration shuuld. be given,. in selecting members of that group, to those
parts of the world which were most in need of efforts to promote human rights. The
question was also raised as to the proportion of the group which would be experts in
¢ivil end political rights and the proportion which would be experts in economic, socinl
and cultural rights; in this connexion it wes pointed out that in order 4o secure o
well-balanced review, the group must contsin experts on all human rights.
182, Thée representative of the United Kingdom, howéver, proposed that the words
"a selected group of," should be deleted from paragreph {c) (iii) of the Argentine~

Brezilian text as unnecessary.

thosen later by an approprinte United Notions body .
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183, The representative of India, on beholf of & number of delegetions with whom he
had consulted, proposed a series of amendments to the joint toxt, os follows:

"l. Zmend sub-paragroph (b} to reed: 'Such n meeting moy be held on dates
in ¢lose proximity to the twenty-third session of +he General Assenmbly to be
indicated by the Commission on Humen Rights, in a menner which will be least
expensive to the United Netions;!

"2. smend sub-paragreph (c) to read:  'In order that this conference ey
fulfil its task properly, the Committee would recommena for the consideration of
the Commission én Human Rights thet governmental representotives perticipating in
it may be experts conversant with human rights; its discussicns must be conducted
with o view to securing the lofty aims for which the conference is convened, in
which criticism of individual countries and policies should be avoided, snd the
documentation and preparatory work for the conference should be carefully and
Properly-prepared with the help of a gruup of experts to be selected by the
Secretary-General;!

"3, In sub-paragraph (d), replace the words "sheuld be entrusted to! by
‘'may be done as usual by', ang replace the words 'or any other organ it nay

designate for this purpose' by the words ':md/pr the General Assembly!',"

1R4. The Committee egreed that in the first line of sub-peregraph (a)} the word "are®
should be replaced by the words "Should, as far as possible, be";
(i) should read:

thot sub-paragraph (c)
"governmental Tepresentotives participating in it should be Dersons
conversant with human rights"; that in sub-paragraph (c) (iii) the words "a selected

group of experts" should bhe replaced by the words "selected experts”; that in the same
sub-peragraph the words "basic documentation® shoulAd be replaced by the words "necessary
technical studies" end that in sub-paragroph (d) the word "documents" should .be replaced
by "other documentation', ’

185.  With regerd to the Indian proposal to replace the word "during" in sub—paragraph(b)
by the words "on detes in close proximity to", ‘there wes discussion in the Committec,

¥hile many members of the Committee could accept the Indian proposcl, one member stated

Jthat if the word "during” w.s changed, he would be uneble to necept the compromise text

2s & whole,  The same membei objected to a suggestion that sub-paragreph (b) should be

deleted on the ground thet he considered it to he an essontial pert of the compromise text.
186, In view of the divergeu“t views strongly held by verious members ol the Committee,
it was suggested thu:b the matter should be left open, either by referring in the report
te the three possibilities - sanvening the meeting before, during, or after the twenty—
third session of the General issembly —.or by stating that the time and plecw should be

snother proposnl was that the

eaving the Commission on Hiunan Rights free to decide the quostion of the dale of the

Shference,

Rapporteur should be authorized to record the different points ol view in the present report
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i a itive
187 In view of the desire expressed by several members of the Committee that o posl

)i i t i f the
recommendation of some sort should be put forward by the Committee on the question o

sensus of opinion.
scheduling of the proposed conference, an eoffort wos made to reach a con P

I S

i - . ting
Tn this connexion the representative of Costa Rica proposed, at the twenty-seventh mee
i d as
of the Commitbee, that the wording of sub-persgraph (b) should be revised to ren
in the opinion of some delegates, 1mmed1a‘tely
follows:

ricr to t. the bwi ‘t‘v-—t rd session 1t G T bl during the
iecr to the beginning of the twen hird sessi of the General Assembly, 3
P! d

nSuch a meeting would be held,

—

session, in the opinion of others, end once the Assembly had completed its wcrk,tiz :};:t 5
opinion of another group of delegates.” The representative of Guatemala s-ugges ed o
the text of sub-paregreph {(b) might be re eplaced by the words, "Such a meetlng.woul e
held in 1968", it being understood thet the various points of view expressed in the
Committee would be reflected in the present report. The representative of I‘:ebanon i
suggested that sub-paragreph (b) should be replaced by the following ‘tt?xt: :i:‘e
Tepr esentatives were unable to reach agreement on the date of the meetlni. O ing
representatlves stressed that they could not agree 40 o meeting unless 1 :as e
+he regular 1968 session of the General nssembly. Some representatives sires o
they could not agree to a meeting unless it was held outside the reguler seisn; ;houl[; =
just before or just after the session. Some representatives S\.Aggeste_d tha 1. eed_
left to the Commission on Human Rights to settle the matter. 411 representatives agr

on e need to keep the conference & v ort being made to achieve
thi a to p th expenses to & minimum, every effor eing

optimum resulbs.” ' - e
188 After considering these alternative texts, the Committee ‘dec:.ded to adop

suggestion of the representative of Coste Rica. et e
189. The representative of France reiterated that his deleg'-tlon could accep e
convening of a conference only if it was expressly stated that the c_on#%ren:e ut o
"h‘eld during the twenty-third session of the General Assembly". He pointed ou t:
.was his delegation's underste anling that the Committee had taken o formal declj:uze * ised
consider the Working Group's report in such a way that recourse to voting wou e e
in order to emcourage ungnimous agreement. T+ was still possible to reverse he, o
but if that was done it shoull be done clearly and formally. In his view tl;e eronSldere
Brazilian proposal, which had teen put forwerd as a compromise, should hzv; :ebeen et
in that spirit, but if unanimisy was impossible one of two courses shol‘xl 1;hav e repo'
either the disagreement should wave been fully and precisely recorded in the p

e 1cu. ifyiculty uestion, the Comm ttee should have
y b 1. S,
or, because of th pﬂI‘b cular Zifficulty of the que
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reverted to the normel procedure of voting. In this connexion it was pointed out by

the Chair that the Committee had applied the procedure it had followed so far to the

effect that it'had adopted the decisions by c method of consensus with the understanding

that the reservations expressed would be mentioned in the present report The ruling

of the Chair was that the procecding was perfectly in order and the one to be followed

The representative of France objected to such a procedure, noting that the "consensus

procedure" is compatible with reservations but not with opposition and therefore he

announced that his delegetion nc longer associated itself with any of the decisions

taken in connexion with section & of the Working Group's report.
190.

With reference to sub-parsgraph (d) of the joint proposal,the representatives of

frgentina and Brazil accepted the amendment which hod been proposed by the representative

of India (see paragraph 183), The representative of the Philippines proposed that the

Commission on the Status of Women should be mentioned in the sub-paragraph, along with
the Commission on Human Rights and the General Assembly.,

191..  In order to take into asccount these points of view,

‘the Cheirman suggested that
sub-paragraph {d) should be revised to read:

".rrangements for drawing up the agenda,
the preparation of further documentation and other questions concerning the meeting should
be done as usual by the Secretary-General and officials designated by him in co-operation

with the General issembly, the Commission on Human Rights and the Commission on the Stetus
of Women."

192.

This.formulation was cpproved by the Committee.

The Committee accordingly submits the following recommendation:
XV

The Committee gave a great deal of attention to the heolding of an international
conference during the Internctional Year for Human Rigbts 1968 The Committee had
before it, in this cuﬁ.nexion, the observations on the programme of measures and
activities for the International Year which had been received from Governments
(ST,8G6/4C.5/4 end 4dd,1-10),as well s a statement of the finaleipl implications of
the proposed conference (S7/5G/<C.5/5/.dd.1, section V). The most important area

of discussion was the formulation of the purposes of the conference, whether it
would provide an effective medium or forum for the purposes stated in resolution 6
(XX) of the Commission on Human kights, and how best it could make 2 lasting
contribution to the cause of human rights wlthln the meanlng of General Assembly
‘Tesolution 1961 (XVIII).
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In this connexion the Committee discussed in particular the decision

formulated by the Commission on Human Rights in its resolution 6 (XX), operative
paragraph 2, that the Committee should give "special thought to the possibility‘

of holding an Intermational Conference in 1968 to (i) review the progress which

has been made in the field of human rights since the adoption of the Universal
Declaration on Human Rights, (ii) evaluate the effectiveness of the methods and
techniques used by the United Nations in the field of human rights and (iii) formulato
and prepare g programme cf further meisures to be taken subsequent to the celebration

of Humen Rights Year";

Bearing in mind the need to fulfil the above objectives, which it endorsed, the
Committee recommends that the Commission on Humen Rights should invite the General
Assembly, through the Fconomic and Social Council, to

(a) Convene a meeting of governmental represenfatives, who should, as far as
possible, be experts in humen rights, for the purpose of giving effect to the aims setb

forth in resolution 6 (XX), operative paragraph 2, of the Commission on Human Rights;

(b) Such o meeting would be held, in the opinion of some delegates, immediately

prior to the beginning of the twenty-third session of the General issembly; during the

session, in the opinion of others; and once the General Assembly has completed its

work, in the opinion of another group of delegates.

(¢) 1In order that this meeting may fulfil its task properly, the Committee

considers that (i) govefnmental representatives participating in it should be persons

conversant with human rights; (ii) its discussions must be conducted on a technical

level in order to secure the lofty aims for which the meeting has been convened and

criticisms of individual countries and policies must be avoided; iii) the meeting
P 5

must be carefully and properly prepared, the task of preparing the necessary technical

studies being entrusted to selected experts.

(d) Arrangements for drawing u? the agenda, the preparation of»further documentat

and other questions concerning the conference should be done as usual by the Secretary-

General and officials designated by him in co-operation with the General Assembly, the

“Economic and Social Council, the Commission on Humar Rights ond the Commission on the

Status of Women.

(e) The resolutions of the 1968 meeting shall be transmitted to the General

hssembly for consideration and adoption.




