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The public part of the neeting was called to order at 10.20 a.m

CONSI DERATI ON OF REPORTS, COMVENTS AND | NFORVATI ON SUBM TTED BY STATES PARTI ES
UNDER ARTI CLE 9 OF THE CONVENTI ON (agenda item5) ( conti nued)

Revi ew of the inplenentation of the Convention in States parties whose reports

are overdue (continued)

Seychel l es

1. M. VAENCA RDRGQEZ (Country Rapporteur) summarized the previous
periodic report of Seychelles (CERD U128/ Add.3), which the Commttee had
considered at its 816th nmeeting in August 1988, w thout the presence of
representatives of the State party. n that occasion, the Commttee had
considered that the fact that Seychelles had a nmultiracial society and that
there had been no incidents relating to racial discrimnation had not
justified the absence of action to prevent discrimnation, particularly
legislation to give effect to the obligations incunbent on Seychel | es under
article 4 of the Convention. The Commttee had al so consi dered that
articles 50 and 52 of the Oimnal Code of Seychelles did not fully neet the
requi rements of article 4. It had asked the Government of Seychelles to
furnish additional information on the positive aspects of the socia

i ntegration process, bearing in mnd the harnoni ous nature of the country's
mul tinational society. It had stressed the need to ensure that rel evant
Seychelles | egislation was fully in keeping with the provisions of the
Convention, and articles 2-7 in particul ar.

2. Despite the rem nders addressed to it, the Seychell es Government had not
sent the Committee an additional report on the inplenentation of the
Convention in Seychelles. The Conmittee should therefore invite the State
party to carry out the general obligations deriving fromarticle 9 of the
Convention by submtting to it a full, updated report. In order to do so, the
CGovernnent could, if necessary, have recourse to the advisory services of the
Centre for Human R ghts.

3. He rem nded nenbers that when the previous report had been consi dered
in 1988, M. Aboul -Nasr had deened it preferable, in certain cases, for the
reports of States parties to be considered at Headquarters in New York, since
sone States, |ike Seychelles, had no permanent m ssion in CGeneva.

4, The CHAI RMAN announced that the Commttee had thus concluded its review
of the inplenentation of the Convention in Seychelles.

Mongol i a

5. M. SHAH (Country Rapporteur) said that the dial ogue between the
Conmmi ttee and Mongolia had been in abeyance since the subm ssion of the ninth
(CERD J 149/ Add. 23) and tenth (CERD U 172/ Add. 10) periodic reports of the
State party in 1989. The nmenbers of the Conmttee had on that occasion been
favourably inpressed by how t he Convention had been inplenmented i n Mongoli a.

6. He was basing his observations on the information provided by Mngolia
inits sixth to tenth periodic reports, the pertinent summary records, the
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United States Departnent of State report on human rights practices in Mngolia
in 1995 and other reliable sources, so as to try to present the Conmittee with
as useful and recent information as possible on the situation in Mngolia.

7. Whet her the Convention had been fully incorporated into Mongolian
donestic legislation had not been clearly established. The |egislation of the
fornmer socialist systemhad strictly prohibited racial discrinmnation and
racism but it was not known how the situati on had devel oped since the start
of the transition to capitalism which had possibly brought changes.

8. Mongol i a had a popul ation of only 2.3 mllion in a territory as large
as the whol e of Western Europe. According to the State party's successive
reports, sone 20 or 30 ethnic groups existed in Mngolia, including the

Khal khas (77 per cent), the Kazaks (5.9 per cent) and other groups of |esser

i nportance. The various ethnic groups were apparently scattered over the
whol e country, except for the Kazaks settled in the east of the country, where
they formed an adm nistrative unit and spoke different Mngolian dial ects.

The | anguage of educati on was Mongolian and the overall literacy rate

80 per cent. It seened that the entire popul ation, including the nomads, had
ei ght years of secondary educati on.

9. There was little information on the inplenentation of article 2. Wth
regard to the inplenentation of article 4, however, it would seemthat the
provisions of article 83 of the Constitution and article 53 of the Oim na
Code of 1961 net the requirenents of the Convention

10. Wth reference to the inplenmentation of article 5, it was

not known whether |and ownership was still essentially under a systemof joint
ownershi p or whether there had been any changes since the start of the process
of transition to a market econony. Wiere freedom of consci ence and religion
was concerned, it seened that the right to publish anti-religious propaganda
was not offset by the right to publish propaganda in support of religious

i deas, which would not be conpatible with the provisions of article 5. The
1992 Constitution provided for the separation of Church and State and

prohi bited religious discrimnation, Lanmai sm (Tibetan Buddhi sm) being the
predom nant religion

11. Under the communi st regime, the right to freedomof expression and the
right to freedomof peaceful assenbly and association could be practised
provided that they were not harnful to the State system public order or the
rights of citizens. The situation in that regard seenmed to have inproved
somewhat .

12. Forei gners residing in Mngolia on a permanent basis, including
statel ess persons, enjoyed the same civil rights as Mngolians, according to
the authorities. It seened, however, that the right to travel abroad was not

unrestricted. The ethnic mnorities were reportedly not subject to any
restrictions regarding the exercise of the right to work and had free access
to all sectors of economc activity. Their nenbers apparently al so had the
right to nmedical care and social protection
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13. Wiere article 6 was concerned, he believed that parties which had
suffered damage had the right to seek renedi es, but he had no informati on on
the established procedure. Simlarly, he had little infornation on the

i npl enmentation of article 7.

14, He quoted excerpts fromthe report of the United States Departnent of
State on the human rights situation in Mongolia in 1995. According to that
report, the CGovernment of Mongolia generally respected human rights, although
the security forces had occasionally ill-treated detai nees. Mngolia was
nmovi ng steadily froma highly-centralized communi st systemto a nultiparty
denocracy. There had been no reports of political assassinations, although
several prisoners had died in custody. The Constitution guaranteed the

i ndependence of the judiciary. The courts were independent and there was no
evi dence that they practised discrimnation. The Constitution provided that
t he Government should not generally interfere in the private lives or beliefs
of citizens and shoul d respect freedom of speech and freedom of the press.
The private and the official nedia presented both the opinions of the
Covernnent and those of the opposition. In accordance with the Constitution
the Government respected the rights of assenbly and associ ati on, freedom of
wor shi p and freedom of novenment. The Constitution guaranteed the organization
of free periodic elections by neans of a secret ballot, wth universa
suffrage. There were at present 12 registered political parties. Wnen had
the right to participate in political life but were under-represented. A
nunber of human rights groups operated freely. The 1992 Constitution stated
that no person shoul d be discrimnated agai nst on grounds of ethnic origin,

| anguage, race, age, sex, social origin or disability, and that nmen and woren
were equal in political, economc, social, cultural and famly affairs. The
Covernnent exerci sed general supervision over the observance of those rights.
There was no apparent discrimnation in ternms of access to education or
remuneration. Trade unions were permtted, as was the right to strike. The
| aw specifically prohibited forced or conpul sory |abour. The information
requested on perestroika, which the delegation had prom sed to provide during
the consideration of the ninth and tenth reports, had never naterialized;
since then the country had enbarked on a process of transition towards a

mar ket econony.

15. The CHAI RVAN considered that the Commttee had exceeded the nandate
entrusted to it under the Convention during its previous consideration of
Mongolia's reports.

16. M. de GQUITES said that he shared the Chairman's opi nion but would Iike
to ask two questions. D dthe Gimnal Code as revised neet all the
requirenments of article 4 of the Convention? And was there any information on
the cases of ill-treatrment and mal nutrition in |abour rehabilitation
establ i shnents nentioned in the 1996 Amesty International report?

17. M. SHAH said that he had no information that would enable himto reply
to those two questions.

18. The CHAI RMAN announced that the Commttee had thus concluded its review
of the inplenentation of the Convention in Mngolia.
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Draft concl udi ng observations concerning the fourth to thirteenth periodic
reports of Swaziland (CERD 50/ M sc.25, future CERD CJ 304/ Add. 31, distributed
at the neeting in English only)

Paragraph 1

19. The CHAI RVAN proposed that the end of the third sentence should be
abbreviated to read: the overall situation in the country of the
i npl enent ation of the Convention”.

20. Paragraph 1, as orally anended, was adopted

Par agraphs 2 and 3

21. Par agraphs 2 and 3 were adopted

Par agraph 4

22. The CHAI RVAN proposed that the text should be replaced by the follow ng:
“The report of the State party does not provide sufficient information on the
| egal status of the Convention in domestic |aw”

23. M. CH GOVERA suggested that the wording proposed by the Chairman coul d
be made nore specific by replacing “on the | egal status of the Convention in
donestic law by “on the practical inplenentation of articles 2, 3 and 6”.

Par agraph 4 woul d thus suppl enent paragraph 5, which concerned the

i npl enentation of articles 4, 5 and 7 of the Conventi on.

24, Paragraph 4, as orally anended, was adopt ed

Par agraph 5

25. The CHAI RVAN proposed that paragraph 5 shoul d be anended by repl aci ng,
after “1962”, the words “which was before the Convention canme into force” by
“prior to the Convention's comng into force”, and that “in conparison with
the definition contained in article 1.1 of the Convention” should be del eted
follow ng “discrimnation based on race and col our”.

26. Paragraph 5, as orally anended, was adopt ed

Par agraphs 6 and 7

27. Par agraphs 6 and 7 were adopt ed

Par agraph 8

28. M. SHERIFIS proposed that, for stylistic reasons, “the Governnent of
Swaziland, if it so wishes, nmay” should be replaced by “the Covernnent of
Swazil and nay w sh to”.

29. Paragraph 8, as orally anended, was adopt ed
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30. Par agraphs 9, 10 and 12 were adopt ed
31. The draft concl udi ng observations concerning the fourth to

thirteenth periodic reports of Swaziland, as orally anmended. were adopted
Draft concludi ng observations concerning the review of the inplenmentati on of
the Convention in Rnanda (CERD/ 50/ M sc. 27, distributed at the neeting, in
Engl i sh only)

Paragraph 1

32. Par agraph 1 was adopt ed

Par agraph 2

33. M. CH GQOVERA proposed the deletion of the word “however”.

34. M. SHERIFIS proposed that in the third line “the infornati on” should be
repl aced by “the assurance given”.

35. Paragraph 2, as orally anended, was adopt ed

Par agraph 3

36. Par agraph 3 was adopt ed

Par agraph 4

37. M. SHERIFIS proposed that, for stylistic reasons, “avail itself, if it
judges it useful” should be replaced by “may wi sh to avail itself”.

38. Paragraph 4, as orally anended, was adopt ed

39. The draft concl udi ng observations concerning the revi ew of the
inpl enentation of the Convention in Rwanda, as orally anmended, were adopted

Draft concl udi ng observations concerning the tenth to fourteenth periodic
reports of Panama (CERD CJ50/M sc. 26, future CERD 304/ Add. 32, distributed at
the meeting, in English only)

Paragraphs 1 and 2

40. Paragraphs 1 and 2 were adopted
Par agraph 3
41. Fol | owi ng an exchange of views in which M. Garval ov, M. Chigovera,

M. Sherifis, M. Valencia Rodriguez, M. Yutzis and he hinself took part,
the CHAI RVMAN proposed that the paragraph should read: “The Committee is aware
that Pananma is energing froma period of serious political, social and
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economc difficulties. The Conmittee noted that substantial disparities in
weal th between different ethnic groups of the population tend to affect the
i npl enentation of the Convention in the State party.”

42. Par agraph 3, as anmended, was adopt ed

Par agraph 4

43. M. SHERIFIS, referring to the human rights to be protected, proposed
that “recogni zed by the Convention” should be replaced by “enunerated in the
Conventi on”.

44, Paragraph 4, as orally anended, was adopt ed

Par agraph 5

45, Par agraph 5 was adopt ed

Par agraph 6

46. M. CH GOVERA proposed that the word “for” should be inserted before
“several years” for grammatical reasons.

47, Paragraph 6, as orally anended, was adopt ed

Par agraph 7

48. Par agraph 7 was adopt ed

Par agraph 8

49. M. ABQUL-NASR considered that the Conmittee shoul d not express concern
at the fact that the Governnent of Panama had not established a body to
coordinate the programmes and initiatives introduced by the State party to

i npl enent the provisions of the Convention. It had, in fact, taken various
nmeasures which the Coomttee had wel coned, in particular the appoi ntnment of an
onbudsman and the establishnent of the National Conm ssion on Admnistrative
Boundari es (CERD) J 299/ Add. 1, para. 5). In his opinion, the Commttee shoul d
not criticize a particular State party for not establishing such a
coor di nati ng body.

50. M. VAENOA RODRGQJEZ said that M. Ferrero Costa, the Special
Rapporteur for Pananma, had stressed that point since Panama had nunerous human
rights organi zations. A body had therefore been necessary in order to
coordinate their activities. Mreover, the del egation of Panama had itself
recogni zed the need to establish such a body.

51. The CHAIRVAN considered it unnecessary to establish a coordination body
specifically designated as such, whatever the coordinated activities were. It
woul d thus be sufficient to delete the word “coordinating” fromthe paragraph

in order to abbreviate the text.
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52. M. SHERIFIS also considered that the fact that the Government of Panana
had not established a specific coordinating body was not a subject of concern
The Comm ttee shoul d rather reconmmrend the establishnent of a body to

facilitate the inplenmentation of the Convention, bearing in nmnd its genera
recommrendation XVI1 (42) concerning the establishment of national bodies to
facilitate the inplenmentati on of the Convention. Paragraph 8 should therefore
be del eted fromsection D, “Principal subjects of concern”, and be transferred
to section E, “Suggestions and reconmmendations”.

53. M. ABQUL-NASR proposed the del etion of paragraph 8, since in section E
it would duplicate paragraph 18.

54. M. GARVALOV agreed with that proposal.

55. Par agraph 8 was del et ed

Par agraph 9

56. M. CH GOVERA suggested that the words “with concern” should be inserted
after “It is noted” and that a correspondi ng recomrendati on shoul d be incl uded
in section E, “Suggestions and recomrendati ons”. He al so proposed t hat

“though in sone cases there were reports ...” should be replaced by “despite
sone reports ...”"

57. Paragraph 9, as orally anended, was adopt ed

Par agr aph 10

58. The CHAI RVAN proposed that paragraph 10 shoul d be adopted with the
repl acenent of “or nenbers” by “and menbers” in the second |ine.

59. It was so decided .

Par agraph 11

60. M. GARVALOV suggested that “satisfied” should be replaced by “conplied
with”.

61. Paragraph 11, as orally anended, was adopted

Par agr aph 12

62. The CHAI RVAN proposed that paragraph 12 shoul d be adopted with the
repl acenent of “which” by “that” in the third line and the second “of” by “in”
in the last line.

63. It was so decided .

Par agr aph 13

64. M. SHAH said that he woul d wel cone a definition of the word
“conarcas ”.
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65. The CHAI RVAN suggested that the words “territorial districts of the

i ndi genous peopl e” should be placed in brackets after the term* comarcas ” the
first time it appeared (in paragraph 4). He also proposed that “other

provi nces” shoul d be repl aced by “the provi nces”.

66. It was so decided .

Par agr aph 14

67. The CHAI RVAN proposed that the begi nning of paragraph 14 should be
amended to read: “It is noted with concern that the State party has presented
information only on the right to work ...~

68. It was so decided .

Par agr aph 15

69. The CHAI RVAN proposed that “had” should be replaced by “has”.

70. It was so decided .

Par agr aph 16

71. Par agraph 16 was adopt ed

Par agr aph 17

72. M. VALENOA ROODRIGJEZ suggested that in the last line “recogni zed by
the Convention” shoul d be replaced by “enumerated in the Convention”.

73. Paragraph 17, as orally anended, was adopted

Par agr aph 18

74. M. ABQOUL-NASR considered that States parties could not be asked to
est abl i sh new nmechani sns for every human rights instrunent.

75. M. SHERIFIS rem nded menbers that the Conmittee had adopted genera
recommendation XVI1 on that subject. He therefore suggested that the

begi nni ng of the paragraph should read: “The Commttee recomrends that the
State party establish a national conm ssion or other appropriate body to
coordi nate ...”

76. M. VAENCA RDRGQEZ pointed out that the del egation of Panama had
said that several human rights bodi es had been established in Panana and had
acknow edged that one of those bodi es shoul d be responsible for coordinating
all activities. A reconmmendation could therefore be nade al ong those |ines.

77. Ms. ZQU Deci  considered that the paragraph was unnecessary, partly
because the subject had already been touched on in paragraph 9 in the
reference to appropriate governmental bodies and partly because she did not
think it was for the Cormittee to give States detailed instructions as to what
bodi es they shoul d establi sh.
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78. M. GARVALOV shared Ms. Zou Deci's opinion.

79. M. de GQUITES said he did not think that the paragraph shoul d be sinply
deleted. He would prefer the Conmittee to recomrend that the State party
shoul d desi gnate an appropriate body to coordinate activities.

80. M. CHGQWERA said that if the Conmittee' s general recomrendation XVII
was still valid, it should be put into effect.

81. M. SHERIFIS proposed that paragraph 18 should read: “The Committee
recommends that the State party designate an appropriate body to coordinate
and nonitor programmes and policies designed to inplenent the Convention, as
envisaged in its general recommendation XVII adopted in 1993.”

82. Paragraph 18, as orally anended, was adopted

Par agr aph 19

83. Par agraph 19 was adopt ed

84. The CHAI RVAN proposed, at the suggestion of M. de GQUITES , that
par agraph 19 should be foll owed by a recommendati on concerning the conpl ai nts
made and j udgements handed down in cases involving racial offences, in line
with what had al ready been done with other States parties.

85. It was so decided .

Par agr aph 20

86. M. ABOUL-NASR said he did not think that all the categories of persons
for whom human rights training programmes were necessary should be listed. It
was not mnagi strates who required such training, but rather police officers.

87. The CHAI RMAN observed that very often - in his own country, for
exanpl e - judges, even at the highest level, had no training in human rights
or, nmore particularly, in discrimnation.

88. Ms. SADDQALI , supported by M. de GQOUITES , considered that the Iist
shoul d be replaced by the term*“law enforcenment officials”.

89. M. SHAH pointed out that magi strates woul d then be excl uded.

90. M. CH GOVERA suggested indicating the nain officials who would require
traini ng.

91. M. ABOL-NASR said that in that case the Coomittee should start with
Heads of State and Governnent.

92. M. YUTZIS, referring to the Committee's general recommendation X1,
proposed that the second sentence of paragraph 20 should read: “The Committee
recommrends the inprovenent of the training of Iaw enforcenent officials in the
light of the Commttee's general recomrendation XiI1.”

93. Par agraph 20, as orally anended, was adopt ed
Par agr aph 21
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94. M. ABOUL-NASR , referring to the second sentence, wondered why it
nmentioned the right to housing, but referred to health and social services,
and education only in terns of access.

95. M. GARVALOV considered that the Commttee could not require States
parties to ensure “full enjoynent” of those rights.

96. M. YUTZIS, noting that housing, health, social services and education
were rights set out in article 5 of the Convention, suggested that
paragraph 21 should refer to the rel evant subparagraphs of that article.

97. The CHAI RVAN proposed that the Committee shoul d adopt the text of

par agraph 21, replacing “recogni zed by the Convention” by “enunerated in the
Convention” in the first sentence, and wording the end of the second sentence
to read: the inplenmentation of the rights enunerated in article 5 (e)
(iii), (iv) and (v) for those specific groups.”

98. It was so decided .

Par agr aph 22

99. M. ABOUL-NASR asked whether it was true to say that the menbers of
i ndi genous popul ati ons did not have the right to own property.

1000 M. VAIENCOA RODRRGQEZ recalled that Panama had stated in its periodic
report that the right of menbers of the indigenous popul ations to own property
was somewhat restricted in practice. It was therefore appropriate for the
Conmittee to nmake a recommendation on the subject.

101. Par agr aph 22 was adopt ed

Par agr aph 23

102. Par agr aph 23 was adopt ed

Par agr aph 24

103. The CHAIRMAN proposed that “the means to have” shoul d be repl aced by
“with”.

104. It was so decided .

Par agr aph 25

105. Par agraph 25 was adopt ed

Par agr aph 26

106. M. CH GOVERA proposed that “be enjoyed” in the third |line should be
repl aced by “are enjoyed”.
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107. M. VALENCOA RODRIGEZ proposed that “recogni zed by the Convention”
shoul d be replaced by “enunerated in the Convention”.

108. Par agraph 26, as anended, was adopt ed

Par agr aphs 27- 29

109. Par agr aphs 27-29 wer e adopt ed

110. The draft concl udi ng observations concerning the tenth to fourteenth
periodic reports of Panama, as orally anended, were adopted

Draft concl udi ng observations concerning the review of the inplenentation of
the Convention in Seychelles (CERD U50/Msc.29, distributed at the nmeeting in
Engl i sh only)

111. The draft concl udi ng observations concerning the review of the
inpl enentation of the Convention in Seychell es were adopted

Draft concl udi ng observations concerning the review of the inplenentation of
the Convention in Mongolia (CERD J50/Msc.28, distributed at the neeting in
Engl i sh only)

112. The draft concl udi ng observations concerning the review of the
inpl enentation of the Convention in Mngolia were adopted

TH RD DECADE TO COVBAT RACI SM AND RACI AL DI SCRI M NATI ON (agenda i tem 10)

113. The CHAIRVAN drew the attention of the nenbers of the Committee to
General Assenbly resolution 51/81 entitled “Third Decade to Conbat Raci sm and
Racial Discrimnation”. He referred in particular to paragraph 10, which
dealt with a subject already discussed by the Commttee, nanely, the

di ssem nation of racist material on the Internet, and paragraph 17 concerni ng
voluntary contributions to the Trust Fund for the Programre for the Decade.
On that point, he considered that, with a little inagination, sources

of financing other than the Trust Fund could be found to ensure the

i npl enent ation of the Programme. Lastly, he referred to two semnars,

in one of which M. Rechetov and M. Val encia Rodriguez had taken part in
Sept enber 1996; he hinself was to take part in the other, which was to be held
in May 1997.

CRGANI ZATI ONAL AND OTHER NMATTERS (agenda item 3) ( continued) (Mnutes of the
nmeeting of the Bureau of the Committee, docunent w thout a symnbol distributed

at the neeting in English only; CERD CJ50/Msc.9/Rev.2, distributed at the
nmeeting in English only)

114. The CHAIRVMAN, introducing the recomrendations that the Bureau of the
Committee had adopted at its neeting on 19 March 1997 concerning the tinetable
for the fifty-first session, inforned nenbers that there had been new

devel opnents since that neeting. In viewof the fact that the periodic report
of Burundi had just reached the Committee, he asked whether it should be

consi dered under agenda item4. Since the Coommttee had received a del egation
from Rnanda, he al so wondered whether the report of Rwanda shoul d be
considered at the next session. He pointed out that time nust be found for
the draft concl udi ng observations whose adopti on had been postponed. He
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t heref ore wondered whether it was necessary to devote nore than four neetings
to the adoption of the Conmittee's concl udi ng observations at the next
session. Since the tinmetable was very full, he proposed that the
consideration of the reports of Burundi and Rwanda shoul d not be included

115. M. GARVALOV said that he was in favour of the Conmmttee considering
fewer reports so as to have the necessary time for serious in-depth
consideration of the reports of States parties.

116. Ms. SADQALlI shared M. Garvalov's opinion. However, she thought that
the nenbers of the Commttee and country representatives shoul d exercise
greater discipline. Too many nenbers asked questions follow ng the country
rapporteur's statenent.

117. The CHAIRMAN considered that in nost cases the nenbers of the Committee
had shown restraint.

118. M. de GOUTTES recalled in that regard that M. Aboul -Nasr had proposed
the abolition of the country rapporteur systemso that each expert coul d
express hinself freely. Wth reference to Rnvanda, while he agreed that it was
no | onger possible to keep that country on list 2 (countries whose reports
were overdue), he did feel that it should be kept on list 3 (countries covered
by the urgent procedure - agenda item4) on account of the situation there.

As to Burundi, if it could not be kept on list 3, it should be included in

list 1 since it had submtted a periodic report. He could hardly envi sage
acting as country rapporteur for Burundi since he had followed the situation
in that country as rapporteur for several sessions under agenda item 4.

119. The CHAIRVAN reninded nmenbers of the Conmittee that if Rwanda renai ned
on list 3, a representative of that State would have to be invited to attend
the Commttee's session; that procedure would take time.

120. M. RECHETOV considered that, even though the Conmm ttee had been unabl e
to adopt concl udi ng observations on two countries, the current session had
made history. Many States which had not subnitted reports for a long time had
done so and had even sent high-level delegations. It would no |onger be

easy for certain States which had not subnitted reports to remain in the
background, as in the case of Estonia, for exanple, which did not appear on
the list of countries that should have submtted an initial report at |east
five years previously (CERD 50/ Msc.9/Rev.2). Al States in that situation
shoul d be included in that list so as to oblige themto cooperate with the
Comm ttee.

The neeting rose at 1.05 p. m




