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The nmeeting was called to order at 3.05 p. m

CONSI DERATI ON OF REPORTS, COMMVENTS AND | NFORVATI ON SUBM TTED BY STATES PARTI ES
UNDER ARTI CLE 9 OF THE CONVENTI ON (agenda item 5) (continued)

Second, third, fourth and fifth periodic reports of Lebanon (CERD C/ 65/ Add. 4)

1. At the invitation of the Chairman, the nenbers of the Lebanese
del egation took seats at the Conmittee table.

2. M. EL KHAZEN (Lebanon) said that, for conpelling reasons, his country
had been unable to subnmit its periodic report on tinme. However, he pronised
to submit a report reflecting the current situation within the next few nonths
and asked the Commttee to consider that report at its fiftieth session.

3. The CHAI RMAN said the Conmittee agreed to postpone consideration of the
report of Lebanon, which it awaited with great interest, until its fiftieth
sessi on.

4, The Lebanese del egati on withdrew.

Revi ew of inplenentation of the Convention in States parties whose reports are
over due

Fij

5. M. DIACONU (Country Rapporteur) said that the only docunents avail abl e

were the fifth periodic report, dated 1982 (CERD/ C/ 89/ Add. 3), and the sunmary
records of the 629th, 925th and 926th neetings, at which the Conmittee had
consi dered i nmpl ementati on of the Convention by the State party in the absence
of a delegation fromthat State.

6. It was clear that, with two main ethnic groups, Fijians and |Indians, the
country had a delicate denographic balance. The Indians, who had been in the
majority in 1986, had emigrated in |large nunbers since the 1987 coup d' état.

7. The Constitution of 1990 had made changes in the el ectoral system
education, |and ownership and the appoi ntnent of governnment officials that had
jeopardi zed the equality of rights between the two communities. It nust,

t herefore be determ ned whet her those changes were intended to elimnate
inequalities inherited fromthe colonial period and to introduce acceptable
positive discrimnation within the meaning of article 1 (4) of the Convention,
or whether they constituted actual discrimnation. However, the scope of

t hose changes, particularly with regard to the electoral process and | and
owner ship, was so broad that it was difficult to view themas positive

di scrimnation.

8. It al so seened that the dial ogue between the Governnment of Fiji and the
I ndi an opposition within the franework of a joint parlianentary conmn ssion set
up to anend the Constitution of 1990 - a dial ogue echoed by the Internationa
Movenent against Al Forns of Discrimnation and Racism- had not yet borne
fruit. Serious problens had also arisen with regard to property |aw, since

| eases woul d expire in 1997 and over 83 per cent of the arable | and bel onged
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to Fijian communities. Wthout sufficient information, the Conmittee could
not exam ne those questions in depth fromthe standpoint of inplenentation of
t he Conventi on.

9. In becoming a party to the Convention, the Governnment of Fiji had
entered reservations to certain essential provisions, particularly

article 5 (c) on political rights, article 5 (d) (v) on the right to own
property, and articles 2, 3 and 5 (e) with regard to the right to an
education. Those reservations were inconpatible with the goal and purpose of
t he Convention, but at the time no other State party had nade an objection to
t hem

10. The Conmittee nust therefore convey to the State party that it was

di sturbed by the latter’s I ack of cooperation. It nmust also express its
concern regarding inplenentation of the Convention, particularly in the areas
of political rights and access to econonic resources and education. Lastly,
the Conmittee should state that it was prepared to di scuss and consider the
report, and any other information conmunicated to it, with representatives of
the State party.

11. Ms. SADIQ ALl said that political, social and racial tensions in Fij
had pronpted the enmigration of Indians in |large nunbers. According to
statistics for January 1989, the Fijians had beconme the majority of the

popul ation and, in May 1994, the Mnister of the Interior had asked the

I ndi ans who had | eft the country to return. Another crisis was brewing with
the upconing expiry of the | eases held by Indian farnmers on | and belonging to
Fijians. At the political level, the new Constitution, promnulgated on

25 July 1990, had been imedi ately criticized for its racist nature, not only
by the coalition of Indian parties in Fiji, but also by India, New Zeal and and
Australia at the session of the General Assenbly held in Cctober of that year.
In May 1991, the Secretary of the Commonweal th had stated that Fiji woul d not
be readmtted to that organi zation unless it anmended its Constitution. The
situation had only worsened with the May 1992 el ections, and the hopes raised
by the coalition Governnent of Prine M nister Rabuka had been dashed.
Furthernore, the plan to facilitate the settlenment in Fiji of Chinese

nati onal s from Hong Kong, approved by the Governnent in January 1995, could
only exacerbate social tensions.

12. Lastly, it should be nade clear that, while education was not comnpul sory
in Fiji, 95 per cent of the children of that country had been enrolled in
school as of 1992. The first eight years of schooling were free and,
thereafter, scholarships were available. [In 1991, 23.8 per cent of the total
budget had been allocated to educati on.

13. M. van BOVEN said that the Commttee was being forced to exani ne the
situation in Fiji for the second tine on the basis of a very old report.
During the Conmttee's previous consideration of that situation, in 1991, it
had been noted that racial discrimnation seened to be institutionalized in
Fiji, just as apartheid had been in South Africa. The recent information on
the matter provided by M. Diaconu and Ms. Sadiq Ali was far fromreassuring
Furthernore, given the fact that Fiji’'s reservations concerning certain

provi sions of the Convention, referred to by M. Diaconu, seened unacceptabl e,
the Conmittee could not nerely invite the Governnent of Fiji to resume

di scussions, as it had done in 1991. He therefore thought that the Governnent
shoul d be informed that, unless it submitted a new report for the Comrittee's
next session in March 1997, its situation with regard to i nplenentation of the
Convention woul d be considered in accordance with the urgent procedure.

14. M. WO FRUM said that the persistence of institutionalized racial
discrimnation in Fiji did indeed justify energetic action; he suggested that
Ms. Sadiq Ali should informally contact the Governnment of her country, India,
in order to see if it would be prepared to follow the procedure described in
article 11 of the Convention with regard to Fiji.
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15. M. ABOUL-NASR said that, in the case in point, the problemwas
threefold: the absence of a report, the persistence of an alarmng situation
and the State party’'s failure to cooperate. Fiji was a very snall country,
and one of its principal resources cane fromsending troops for United Nations
peace- keepi ng operations. It had only a small Mssion in New York to service
its participation in the General Assenbly, and it had no mission in CGeneva.
The nost the Committee could do, therefore, was to send the CGeneral Assenbly a
recomendati on describing the situation; it would be useless to go any
further. No State party had rai sed an objection when Fiji had fornulated its
reservations to the Convention; with regard to comunications received from

i ndi vidual s under article 14 of the Convention, the Committee could only bring
such communi cations to the attention of the State party concerned and ask what
internal remedi es were available. However, it would be injudicious to inform
the State party that its case woul d be exam ned under the urgent procedure, as
M. van Boven had suggest ed.

16. M. van BOVEN said that if the Committee sinply expressed its

di ssatisfaction to the General Assenbly, it would convey the inpression that
it was giving up. After all, it nmust be renmenbered that the Governnent of
Fiji was extrenely late in subnitting its reports and that the situation in
that country was very disturbing. Wile recourse to the procedure provided
for in article 11 of the Convention, to which M. Wl frum had alluded, was a
di stinct possibility, CGovernments had other nore flexible and expeditious
neans than those described in that article of reacting to problens that arose
in other countries. |If the Cormittee sinply sent a recommendation to the
General Assenmbly, it was not certain that the Assenbly would act on it since
the country in question was a very small one. He therefore maintained his
view that the Conmittee should clearly informthe State party concerned that
if it did not comrunicate information in another report, the Conmittee woul d
not hesitate to take the necessary action

17. Ms. SADIQALI drew attention to the fact that India had no Enbassy in
Fiji. Under those circunstances, it was difficult to see how M. Wl frums
suggestion could be foll owed up.

18. M. SHAH considered that, by not neeting their obligations under the
Convention, the Fijian authorities were in a sense defying the Conmittee. The
nost obvi ous solution would be for the Conmittee to have recourse to the
procedure provided for in article 11, and India was certainly in the best
position to act within that franmework. Failing recourse to article 11, the
Conmittee could adopt M. van Boven's suggestion and warn the Governnent of
Fiji that, if it had not received a new report for its March 1997 session, it
woul d consider the case within the framework of the urgent procedure, possibly
requesting the Secretary-Ceneral of the United Nations to bring the situation
to the attention of the Security Council. However, before reaching that

point, it would be preferable to explore the options offered by article 11 and
to discuss with Ms. Sadiq Ali how the Indian Government might intervene.

19. The CHAI RMAN said that he objected to the practice in force at the tine
of the League of Nations whereby article 11 of the Convention had been i nvoked
by a State having ties with the oppressed ninority. Altruistic action by any
other State, such as that which had led to the suspension of Greece fromthe
Counci | of Europe, mght be effective.

20. M. W FRUM considered that the Conmittee was faced not only with a
State that was late in subnmitting its report, but with a State where the
majority of the inhabitants could not participate in public affairs because of
their ethnic origin. That situation was unacceptable and, in his opinion,
sanctionabl e under the Conmittee's urgent procedure; the Committee had an
enphatic duty to deal with situations in which ethnic tensions could
degenerate into a major conflict. Neither the Security Council nor the
Ceneral Assenbly woul d take action on an appeal fromthe Committee concerning
a small country like Fiji. It was for the Cormittee to act and, if it chose
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to do so under article 11, it could endeavour to convince any country, even
one without an enbassy in Fiji, although India seenmed to be the country in the
best position to initiate that procedure.

21. M. AHMADU said that, Fiji was far frombeing the only country that was
late in submitting its report and furthernore, since racial segregation there
was not institutionalized as it had been in South Africa - there even seened
to have been a slight inprovenent in the situation, it was inappropriate to
pl ace the two countries on the sane footing.

22. It would be recalled that Fiji had seenmed unconcerned by its expul sion
fromthe Comonwealth in 1988. The Conmittee would be nore Iikely to be taken
seriously if it communicated in witing with the Mnister for Foreign Affairs
or the Mnister of Justice of that country.

23. M. DI ACONU agreed that the experts did not know how the current
situation in Fiji differed fromthat which had existed prior to the
Constitution. The Committee should attenpt to obtain information fromthe
State party, and not only fromlndia as at present, and to discuss that
information with the representative of Fiji, so as not to transformthe urgent
procedures into procedures applicable to States which were late in submitting
their reports.

24, The CHAI RMAN said that that view had al ready been discussed during the
consi deration of the situations in Mexico and Al geria and had been rejected
because the purpose of the urgent procedures was precisely to enable accurate
i nformati on to be obtai ned.

25. M. DI ACONU observed that the situation in the two countries that had
just been nentioned, which were characterized by nmilitary conflict, had
nothing in common with the situation in Fiji.

26. M. CH GOVERA said that, after reading articles in a Fijian publication
he was convinced that, while things were far fromwell in Fiji, the situation
was not critical. According to that publication, the opposition seermed to
have won at |last and a comm ssion had been set up to revise the Constitution
of 1990. Furthernore, all Fijians would henceforth be considered as ful
citizens. It did not, therefore, seemappropriate to initiate urgent
procedures with regard to Fiji.

27. M. RECHETOV said there appeared to be three points of vieww thin the
Committee. Sone felt that the situation in Fiji was sinmlar to apartheid and
was, therefore, a crine against humanity, which was a matter not for the
Committee but for the Security Council. Ohers thought that the ethnic
conflict in that country was serious and threatened to degenerate, while a
third group considered that the situation was not very serious.

28. In his opinion, since appeals to the Ofice of the Secretary-CGenera
produced no results, a fact which encouraged the States concerned to continue
as before, the Conmittee should take a special decision requesting Fiji to
submit a report. It would also be desirable for the Cormittee to draw t he
State's attention to its concerns through its Mnister for Foreign Affairs.

29. M. ABOUL NASR said there was no consensus on the idea of threatening
Fiji with recourse to the urgent procedures. He did not think that that snall
State, whose problens were far less urgent those of other States with which
the Conmittee did not concern itself, should receive the full force of the
Committee's attack.

30. M. de GOUTTES said he thought that the Conmmittee woul d have done better
to spend part of the time that it had just devoted to considering the case of
Fiji - about an hour and a quarter - to India or China.



CERD/ C/ SR. 1165
page 7

31. He supported the solution suggested by M. Van Boven, nanely that Fiji
shoul d be asked to subnmit a report to be considered in March 1997, without
nmentioni ng any urgent procedure.

32. The CHAI RMAN suggested that the discussion on Fiji should be closed and
that M. Diaconu be requested to draft the Comittee's concl usions on that
State.

33. It was so deci ded.

Togo

34. The CHAI RMAN, suggested that, since Togo had not subnmitted any report
since its initial report (CERD C 75/ Add. 12) and that report had been

consi dered by the Committee at its 640th, 641st and 924th neetings, the
procedure previously followed for three other States should be copied; in
ot her words, a purely formal solution should be adopted, wi thout rea

di scussion, noting the absence of a report and inviting the State to resune
t he di al ogue.

35. M. AHMADU (Country Rapporteur) suggested that, since even high-Ieve
of ficials mght be unaware of their countries's treaty obligations, all
countries that had acceded to the Convention should be urged to bear in mind
the obligation to prepare reports and the secretariat should give w de
publicity to the Convention

36. Togo had not submitted a report in five years, which was not to its
advantage since its situation was far better than that of sonme countries which
were submtting their reports. It nust be said in Togo's defence that the

country was working hard to finish drafting its Constitution, the fourth in
its history, that the various powers had not yet been clearly distributed and
that officials, who often had little experience with human rights, did not
remain in their posts for long and were, therefore, often obliged to | eave a
task unfinished. He suggested that Togo should call upon the Centre for Human
Rights to help it to overcome those obstacles.

37. Since the submi ssion of its previous report, Togo had taken severa
steps, particularly the lifting of the state of energency and the

strengt hening of its Human Ri ghts Conmi ssion and M nistry of Human Ri ghts,
which the Committee should certainly welcone. Furthernore, the Togol ese
Covernment considered that the country's | egislation provided adequat e
protection agai nst tensions such as those between the various ethnic groups in
t he power struggl es which they had enbarked upon in the nane of denocracy.
However, that did not exenpt the State party from sending periodic reports to
the Conmittee.

38. Nevert hel ess, while it was norrmal for the Conmittee to attenpt to ensure
that countries reported regularly and pronptly, he wondered if the Conmmittee
itself should contact the conpetent ministries. That seemed to himto be the
secretariat's responsibility. |In the case of Togo, which had set up all the
requisite institutions and where the worst that could be said of human rights
law was that it was sonmewhat unsystematic, all that was |acking was the wll
to start work and outside encouragenent.

39. The CHAI RMAN announced that the secretariat would prepare draft
concl usi ons on Togo, which it would transmt to M. Ahmadu for conpletion of
the final version.

40. M. de GOUTTES drew the Conmittee's attention to the human rights

trai ning sem nar that had recently been organized in Lone by the Centre for
Human Rights. That seminar had been held for all Togol ese officials, and the
practical exercises it had included had been extrenely beneficial. Certain
negative aspects of the situation of hunman rights had been brought to |ight,
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for exanple, the persistence of racial and ethnic tensions and even certain
human rights violations, such as intimnidation of activists or inprisonment for
hol ding a particular opinion. But there were also positive aspects to be
borne in mnd: the existence of a National Human Rights Comm ssion (in that
regard, the Comm ttee shoul d perhaps stress the inportance of restoring that
Conmission to its full effectiveness), the lifting of the state of emergency,

t he existence of several active non-governnental organizations (NG3s), and the
Covernment's willingness to prepare to submit periodic reports and to take
nore account of the human rights conventions.

41. He hoped that the seminar would result in a new periodic report to be
submitted to the Committee

42. The CHAIRMAN said that, in the absence of a report, the Comittee had
thus conpleted its consideration of inplenentation of the Convention in Togo.

ORGANI ZATI ONAL AND OTHER MATTERS (agenda item 3) (continued)

Organi zation of the work of the Committee

43. M. YUTZI S asked when the Conmittee woul d be able to consider the
qguestion of the way in which it had spent its tinme during the current session

44, The CHAI RMAN said that the Bureau intended to submit, during the

third week, a suggestion on how tinme should be allocated at the next session
Menbers woul d doubt| ess wish to use the experience gai ned during the current
session in taking a decision in that regard. They would, therefore, have the
opportunity to express their opinions on the use of tinme during the current
session. |If M. Yutzis wanted a specific discussion to be devoted to that
matter, he (the Chairnman) would discuss the possibility of doing so with the
Bur eau.

45, M. YUTZIS said that the Conmittee should not continue to function
during the second week as it had done thus far. Wth the Chairman’s
per m ssion, he wished to make a nunber of observations.

46. While he realized that it was inpossible to work without a previously
est abl i shed schedul e and that it was inportant to keep to the tine-limt set,
he neverthel ess thought that what had happened during the current session was
jeopardi zing not only the form but the very nature of consideration of
certain matters. As M. de Gouttes had pointed out, the Committee had just
spent nearly 1 hour and 20 mnutes on Fiji, but had been unable to give
certain matters connected with India and China the attention they deserved.
In the case of India, the explicit expression of the representative of the
State party’s willingness to explore certain matters with the Committee in
greater depth had not been taken into consideration. In the case of China, it
was thanks to the sincerity and courage of the delegation that it had been
possible to deal with a substantive question regarding the use of sources of
information. Thus, tinming and organizational matters were taking precedence
over the intrinsic inportance of the questions to be considered. That
situation was creating a climate and tensions prejudicial to the work of the
Commi ttee.

47. He therefore asked the Chairman to be a little nore flexible than in
the past in order to ensure greater equity in the treatnment of matters
submtted for the Conmttee’ s consideration

48. M. ABOUL NASR said he fully shared the view expressed by M. Yutzis and
wi shed to make two additional conments. First, he thought it would be
premature to consider the Conmmittee's programe of work for its next session
he woul d prefer the Conmittee to discuss what it would do the follow ng week
Secondly, it was not the Bureau's job to take decisions for the Comittee:

t he Bureau proposed and the Conmittee di sposed. The Committee needed greater
flexibility inits work. In his opinion, nuch of the afternoon had been
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wasted. The Conmittee coul d have been provided with a list, drawn up by the
secretariat, of countries that had been late in subnmitting their reports and
devoted only a nmnute to taking a decision on them

49, M. de GOUTTES said that, while he recognized that the Chairnan’s job
was not an easy one, he shared the opinion expressed by M. Yutzis and

M. Aboul Nasr. Flexibility was essential in view of the inportance of the
situations in question. The consideration of reports was the Committee’s
primary task, and it was inportant not to give delegations the inpression that
it was hurrying that process. He feared that such had been the case with the
consi deration of the reports of India and China.

50. M. WIO FRUM said he shared the opinions expressed by the three previous
speakers. The Conmittee had not had the in-depth discussion with the Indian
del egation that was called for by the concept of caste, even though that

del egati on had been eager to prolong the discussion. The Conmittee must avoid
di sappoi nting del egations. The consideration of reports was the Committee’s
only way of changing the situation in a country. Sinmilarly, the Conmittee had
been unable to engage in an appropri ate exchange of views with the High

Conmi ssioner for Human Rights, and he hoped that another meeting with the High
Conmi ssi oner woul d be possi bl e.

51. The Conmittee nust realize that a great deal of tinme was needed for the
preparation of a witten report and an oral statement. Wen a country had
made that effort, it was scarcely proper to grant its delegation only a brief
period of attention. The Conmittee should, therefore, spend as little tine as
possi ble on “other matters” in order to set aside all the tine needed for
exchanges of views with States.

52. M. AHMADU said he fully shared the opinions expressed by the four
previ ous speakers.

53. M. DIACONU said he, too, thought that the Conmittee needed nore tine
for the consideration of sone reports than for others. However, it nust also
be recogni zed that there were increasing nunbers of reports to be considered -
whi ch was a good thing - and that the Cormittee did not and never would have
nore tinme. Under those conditions, how could it carry out its task? The only
way to do so was for the nmenbers of the Committee to be nore disciplined,
re-read the Convention and refrain fromraising questions that did not fal
within its nandate. It was normal for the Chairnan to try to organi ze the
work of the Committee, but each nenber nust also attenpt to be understandi ng
and di sci plined.

54, M. RECHETOV said he found the present discussion very useful and
timely. The Committee did, indeed, seemto be forgetting what its work was.
It adopted new procedures, such as early warning and urgent procedures, and
took decisions, all wthout much in the way of concrete results. On the other
hand, it was devoting less and less tinme and attention to the areas that
really fell within its nandate. After subnitting their reports, States mi ght
have the inpression that the Cormittee did not have time to discuss those
reports with them Those discussions were extrenely inportant since they
enabl ed the Commttee to obtain information, forma well-founded opinion and,
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on that basis, hold exchanges of views with States. He therefore appealed to
all menbers to let the Conmittee give all due inportance to its primary task
the consideration of reports. Everything el se was secondary.

55. In his opinion, the Comrmittee’'s neeting with the H gh Conm ssioner for
Human Ri ghts had been a di sappoi ntnent. The H gh Conmi ssi oner had been

40 minutes late for his nmeeting with the Conmttee, and no really inportant
guesti on had been raised. O course, such neetings were not the crux of the
Conmittee’s work, but it was inportant that naxi mum benefit should be derived
fromthem

56. M. CH GOVERA said that it was obviously necessary to define nore
clearly the functions of the Bureau, particularly with regard to the

organi zation of the Commttee’s work. The Conmittee needed nore tine to
consi der reports but, in order to do so, it needed gui dance fromthe Bureau

57. As M. Yutzis had said, it was inpossible to work without a previously
establ i shed schedule. 1t was inportant for the Conmittee to consider each
report within the schedul ed period in order to ensure equal treatnent of al
reports. Furthernore, the longer a speaker tal ked, the nore he infringed on
the right of others, whether nmenbers of the Conmittee or of delegations, to
express their views. The question at present was to determ ne whether the
di scussion of the work of the next session, which had been schedul ed for the
third week, was really required for the rest of the current session and

whet her it would not be better to devote nore tine to the consideration of
reports.

58. The CHAI RMAN t hanked M. Yutzis for having raised inportant questions.
First, with regard to the functions of the Bureau, he fully shared the opinion
expressed by M. Aboul -Nasr. Secondly, with regard to the nunber of reports
schedul ed for consideration at the current session, he asked the menbers of
the Conmittee who had not been present at its 1155th neeting, the last of the
forty-eighth session, to refer to the summary record of that neeting. Four or
five menbers of the Conmittee had pressed for the addition of Canbodi a,
Paki st an, Guatenal a and Panama to the list of countries whose reports would be
consi dered (fortunately, those reports had not been submitted or had been

wi thdrawn). That decision had doubtl ess been a formality, but no Committee
nmenber had objected to it. He had therefore been within his rights in
assum ng that it corresponded to the Conmittee’s wi shes, and he had nerely
acted accordingly. Thirdly, as M. Chigovera had stated, the question of the
time allotted to each report was becoming increasingly urgent. It was,
therefore, all the nmore inportant for the decision on that question to be
taken by the Committee as a whol e.

Meeting with the H gh Comm ssioner for Human Ri ghts

59. M. de GOUTTES, sunmarizing his conversation with the H gh Conmi ssioner
for Human Rights, M. Ayala Lasso, that the discussion had first dealt with

t he general questions raised by M. Ayala Lasso at his neeting with the
Conmmittee. |In that regard, he had infornmed the H gh Conm ssioner that, for
the Conmittee to carry out its task in an appropriate nmanner, it mnust have al
t he necessary docunentation at its disposal and that, for that reason, he was
opposed to any kind of restriction in that respect. On the question of the
groupi ng of the various reports submitted by States to treaty bodies in a

si ngl e docunment, he had informed the H gh Conmi ssioner that the Conmittee was
continuing its consideration of the matter and had not yet taken a decision

60. The conversation had then turned to the situation in Burundi. In that
regard, he had inforned the H gh Conmmi ssioner that the Conmittee had

appreci ated the informati on comunicated to it concerning the human rights
observers’ report and the supplenmentary information provided by

M. Ayal a Lasso. He had stressed the inportance that the Commttee attached
to direct and regul ar discussions with the Hi gh Conmi ssioner. After draw ng
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M. Ayala Lasso’s attention to the Conmittee’s statenent on Burundi, the text
of whi ch had been conmunicated to the H gh Conmi ssi oner, he had enphasi zed
that, in the case of Burundi as in that of other countries, the Commttee had
al ways taken care to nmake a specific contribution

61. In reply to those expressions of concern, M. Ayala Lasso had said that
he, too, thought it was inmportant to maintain regular contact with the
Conmmittee and that, if necessary, he would be willing to engage in another
exchange of views before the end of the current session. Wth regard to
Burundi, he had stated that he hoped the presence of hunman rights observers in
that country woul d be nmaintained and that he had even requested an increase in
their nunbers.

62. M. Ayal a Lasso, had then dealt with questions which had been |eft
unanswered at his neeting with the Conmittee. In reply to a question by

M. Sherifis concerning efforts to be nmade to induce all States to ratify the
i nternational human rights instruments, the H gh Conm ssioner had replied that
a sem nar on that question had been organized in Addis Ababa for African
States and that another, targeting States in Asia and the Pacific, would be
held in Aman from 23 to 26 Septenber 1996. 1In reply to a second question by
M. Sherifis, concerning the effective inplenentation by States of the
recomendati ons of the various treaty bodies, M. Ayala Lasso had stressed the
difficulties encountered by all the Committees. |In that regard, he had noted
that a survey had shown that there was a narked i nbal ance between
recomendat i ons nmade and nmeasures taken to give effect to them It had been
decided that, if the necessary resources were available, a study would be
devoted to that question within the franework of the Committee on the R ghts
of the Child. 1In the light of the conclusions of that study, the experience
mght |later be extended to all treaty bodies.

63. The Hi gh Conmi ssioner had al so nmentioned the sensitive question of
refugees and the rights of persons whose property had been expropriated. In
that regard, he had said that the problem had been studied in the context of
Rwanda and the former Yugoslavia and that his office was continuing its

consi deration of the matter, which had been drawn to the attention of all the
conpetent United Nations bodies. He had stressed the need to ensure
coordination of all United Nations initiatives in that area

64. Lastly the Hi gh Conmi ssioner had rai sed the question of Kosovo. In that
regard, he had stated that he had taken note of the Committee’s desire to
initiate a new project with a viewto following up the earlier good offices
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m ssion. Anxious to avoid duplication, he had asked the Conmittee to ensure
that any action on its part was coordinated with the many ot her ongoi ng
proj ects concerni ng Kosovo.

65. M. SHAH considered it urgent for the Committee to organi ze anot her
neeting with the Hi gh Conmissioner for Human Rights, particularly since the
earlier nmeeting had been devoted al nost entirely to the question of the |ack
of resources and it had not been possible to take up docunent E/ 1996/87, which
dealt with the situation in a nunber of countries, including Bosnia and

Her zegovi na, Croatia, Rwanda and Burundi. |In that regard, it was inportant
for the Cormttee to make appropriate preparations for that nmeeting in order
to ensure a fruitful discussion. Wth regard to Bosnia and Herzegovina, the
guesti on was what the situation in that country would be once the nmandate of
the Multinational MIlitary Inplenentation Force (I FOR) ended. WAs there not a
ri sk of escal ation?

66. M. WIFRUM agreed with M. Rechetov and M. Ahnadu that the Committee
shoul d undertake another mission to Kosovo as soon as the political situation
there nade it possible to do so.

O her docunents

67. The CHAIRMAN drew attention to a letter (docunent without a synbol
distributed at the neeting in English only) in which the Central Council of
German Sinti and Roma conpl ai ned that Spain, Ronania and the Council of Europe
were using discrimnatory |anguage to designate the Sinti and Rona minorities.

68. He al so drew attention to three other documents without synbols,
distributed in English only and not intended for inmmedi ate consideration: the
draft document concerning the proposal that the Committee shoul d be
represented at the neeting of treaty bodies on the question of the grouping of
the various reports of States parties into a single report; M. Garvalov's
draft reconmmendati on on restrictions on the translation of reports subnmtted
by States parties to the Cormittee; and the draft document on country
rapporteurs.

SUBM SSI ON OF REPORTS BY STATES PARTI ES UNDER ARTI CLE 9, PARAGRAPH 1, OF THE
CONVENTI ON (agenda item 7)

69. M. HUSBANDS (Secretary of the Committee) drew attention to a docunent

wi t hout a synbol, issued in English only, containing the list of States
parties whose periodic or initial reports were five or nore years overdue.
Three of those countries, Uganda, Afghani stan and Nepal, had not yet submitted
a report even though letters had been sent to informthem of the procedure
that the Conmrittee intended to adopt in those cases. The other countries
whose periodic reports were five or nore years overdue were the Seychell es,

Et hi opli a, Argentina, the Libyan Arab Janahiriya, the N ger, the Philippines,

t he Federal Republic of Yugoslavia (Serbia and Montenegro), Rwanda, the
Domi ni can Republic, Caneroon, Mngolia, Burundi, the Netherlands, Cuba and
Jordan. The Committee had not yet contacted those countries. As to Portugal
whi ch appeared on the above-nmentioned list, its report would not be five years
overdue until 22 Septenber 1996. Eight other countries (Liberia, Quyana,
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Suriname, the Congo, Antigua and Barbuda, Mauritania, Saint Lucia and Bahrain)
had not yet submitted their initial reports although they should have done so
five or nore years previously.

70. The CHAI RMAN asked the nmenbers of the Committee to say what procedure
they wished to adopt in that regard.

71. M. WO FRUM said he did not think there was any reason for the Conmittee
not to proceed as it had done in the past.

72. M. DIACONU said that, while he agreed with M. Wlfrum it would be
presunptuous to expect countries |like Rwanda, Afghani stan and even Burundi to
submit their reports. On the other hand, other countries, such as Nepal,
Uganda, the Seychelles, Ethiopia and Argentina, could fulfil that obligation
quite rapidly.

73. M. WO FRUM noted that the situation in Rwanda and Burundi was al ready
on the Conmittee’'s agenda and that nothing would be changed by includi ng those
two countries in the list of States whose reports were overdue.

74. The CHAIRMAN said that, if there was no objection, he would take it that
the nmenbers of the Committee wanted Argentina to kept on the list of countries
whose reports were | ong overdue.

75. It was so deci ded.

76. M. RECHETOV rem nded the Committee that the najority of

new y-i ndependent States that had been part of the former Soviet Union had
been parties to the Convention since 1991 by succession or accession.

However, with the exception of Ukraine and Bel arus, which had had a different
status in the fornmer Soviet Union, none of those States had subnitted a report
to the Conmttee. It would be useless to have recourse to the urgent
procedures on the natter. The Committee might sinply wite to those States
individually, inviting themto subnit an initial report pursuant to article 9
of the Convention. Such a neasure should make it possible to begin the
process of submi ssion of reports for all the States concerned.

77. M. CH GOVERA said that, while the case of the above-nentioned States
did not call for recourse to the urgent procedures, he wondered why the
Conmittee did not sinply apply to themthe sanme procedure as that followed

with regard to States whose reports were five or nore years overdue. |In that
regard, he drew attention to the case of Estonia, which had been a party to
the Convention since 1991. 1In a report submtted to the Hunan R ghts

Conmmittee, that State had addressed the problemof mnorities, which obviously
fell within the anbit of the Cormittee on the Elimnination of Racia
Discrimnation. |In that case, the Conmittee should have contacted the State
party and requested it to neet the obligation incunbent on it pursuant to
article 9 (1) of the Convention
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78. M. WO FRUM noted that, while the Conmrittee had every right to request
States parties to the Convention whose reports were overdue to fulfil their
obligations, the situation was quite different with regard to States which,
like sone States fromthe forner Soviet Union, were not parties to the
Conventi on.

79. After an exchange of views in which M. WO FRUM M. D ACONU, M. AHVADU
and M. CHI GOVERA took part, the Committee decided to send new y-i ndependent
States that had been part of the forner Soviet Union and had not yet acceded
to the Convention a letter inviting themto do so.

The neeting rose at 5.50 p.m




