ATIONS CERD

Di str.
GENERAL

International Convention on
the Elimination

CERD/ C/ SR. 1231
of all Forms of 20 August 1997
Racial Discrimination

Oiginal: ENG.ISH

COW TTEE ON THE ELI M NATI ON OF RACI AL DI SCRI M NATI ON
Fifty-first session
SUMMARY RECORD OF THE 1231st MEETI NG

Hel d at the Palais des Nations, Geneva,
on Thursday, 14 August 1997, at 10 a.m

Chai rman: M. BANTON

CONTENTS

CONS| DERATI ON OF REPORTS, COWMMENTS AND | NFORMATI ON SUBM TTED BY STATES PARTI ES
UNDER ARTI CLE 9 OF THE CONVENTI ON (conti nued)

Draft concludi ng observations concerning the eleventh to thirteenth
periodic reports of Iraq (continued)

Draft concludi ng observations concerning the eleventh periodic report of
Mexi co

This record is subject to correction.

Corrections should be submitted in one of the working | anguages. They
shoul d be set forth in a nmenorandum and al so incorporated in a copy of the
record. They should be sent within one week of the date of this docunent to
the Oficial Records Editing Section, roomE. 4108, Palais des Nations, Geneva.

Any corrections to the records of the public nmeetings of the Commttee
at this session will be consolidated in a single corrigendumto be issued
shortly after the end of the session

GE. 97-17891 (E)



CERD/ ¢/ SR. 1231
page 2

CONTENTS (conti nued)

Draft concl uding observations concerning the el eventh to fourteenth

perodic reports of the Philippines

Draft concl uding observations concerning the eleventh and twelfth
peridic reports of Algeria

ORGANI ZATI ONAL AND OTHER MATTERS (conti nued)



CERD/ ¢/ SR. 1231
page 3

The neeting was called to order at 10.05 a.m

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

Draft concludi ng observations concerning the eleventh to thirteenth periodic
reports of lrag (CERD/ C/51/M sc. 12/ Rev. 1, future CERD/ C/ 304/ Add. 28)
(conti nued)

Par agraph 14 (continued)

1. The CHAIRMAN invited nmenbers to resune consideration of paragraph 14 of
the draft concl udi ng observations and read out the text of a proposed
anmendnent thereto, as follows:

“The Comm ttee recommends that Iraq conply with the rel evant Security
Council resolutions calling for the release of all Kuwaiti nationals and

nati onals of other States who might still be held in detention and to
provide all information available on mssing individuals of such
States.”

2. M. DIACONU said he saw no i nprovenent over the original draft. To what

article of the Convention did that paragraph pertain?

3. M. ABOUL- NASR agreed with M. Diaconu; his preference was to do wi thout
t he paragraph

4, M. WOFRUM said the justification for the anendnent lay in the preanble
to the Convention, in which it was quite clear that the Convention did not
stand on its own but nust be seen within the broader framework of other human
rights conventions. The paragraph was, noreover, relevant to article 2 of the
Convention. It should be voted on if necessary.

5. M. RECHETOV said the |anguage had no bearing on the Convention and
shoul d be del eted al t oget her

6. M. YUTZIS agreed with M. Wl frum the proposed text maintained a
reasonabl e bal ance

7. M. SHAHI said that at tinmes the Commttee seened to favour a reference
to the Convention alone and at others a reference to all the other human
rights instrunents, as in paragraph 13 of the draft concludi ng observations
concerning lraq. He would go along with either position, but was concerned
about the inconsistency.

8. M. GARVALOV said the Committee m ght avoid taking a formal vote by
all owi ng nenbers to state how they woul d have voted had a vote been taken

Expl anations of position

9. M. ABOUL- NASR said that he woul d have abstai ned fromvoting because he
considered the text to be out of the context of the Convention
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10. M. DI ACONU suggested that a consensus coul d perhaps be reached if the
text referred to non-discrimnatory treatnent by Iraq of all persons under
detention, whether Kuwaitis or nationals of other States.

11. M. RECHETOV said the proposal was unacceptabl e because the Committee
did not have any information about the basis on which the persons in question
were being detained. 1In any event, the issue pertained to matters of

i nternational humanitarian | aw that were outside the Comrittee’ s purview.

M. Garval ov's proposal was al so unsatisfactory. He would not participate in
a vote.

12. M. GARVALOV said that if the Security Council resolutions had sone
bearing on the Convention, he could go along with the wording.

13. M. LECHUGA HEVI A said he would have voted to del ete the paragraph.

14. M. YUTZIS said the issue was an inportant one; he disagreed with the
manner in which the remarks that should have been nade about the situation in
Irag had been whittled down. It was not the purpose of the Conmittee to

pl ease States; the present case was a special situation, and it could not be
subsumed i nto a conmon denom nator on the situation of all States. He would
therefore have voted to retain the text.

15. M. VALENCI A RODRI GUEZ said he woul d have abstai ned because there was no
basis in the Convention for issues of the sort under discussion to appear in
the present context.

16. M. de GOUTTES said he would have voted in favour of the paragraph, and
if necessary, of the anmendnent proposed by M. Diaconu.

17. M. SHAH said he would have abst ai ned.
18. M. WOLFRUM said he woul d have voted in favour.

19. M. DIACONU said it would reflect poorly on the Conmittee were it to
adopt a text with only three votes in favour and many abstentions. He would
not participate.

20. Ms. ZOU Deci said she would have abstai ned, because the paragraph did
not fall under the ternms of reference of the Convention. Wile she was not
opposed to the overall content of the paragraph, putting it in the Conmittee's
recommendati ons was i nappropri ate.

21. After a discussion, the CHAIRMAN suggested that a vote be taken on the
par agr aph.

22. A vote was taken by show of hands.

23. Par agraph 14 was adopted, as orally anended, by 3 votes to 1,
with 5 abstentions, and 4 nenbers not participating.
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24. M. GARVALOV said that, according to rule 48 of the rules of procedure,
atw thirds mgjority of its nenbers present and voting was required for the
Committee to reconsider a proposal already adopted or rejected, which was the
case with paragraph 14. An anmendnent should be sought as a solution

25. M. DI ACONU proposed the followi ng | anguage as a conprom se: “The
Committee recomrends that Irag conply with the nornms of international |aw and
Security Council resolutions in treating all Kuwaiti nationals and nationals
of other States still held in detention in a non-discrimnatory manner.” Such
| anguage woul d be in accordance with the Convention, calling on States not to
di scri m nate between peopl e.

26. M. ABOUL- NASR said that M. Diaconu's proposal anmounted to an
accusation; noreover, the Conmttee having just voted no proposal should be
al |l owed unl ess a deci sion had been taken by a two thirds majority to
reconsi der it.

27. M. SHAHI seconded M. Garvalov's proposal to reconsider the decision
28. M. GARVALOV said that according to rule 50 of the rules of procedure,

“menbers present and voting” nmeant nenbers casting an affirmati ve or negative
vote; nmenbers abstaining were considered as not voting.

29. A vote was taken by show of hands.
30. The npotion to reconsider the decision, was rejected by 7 votes to 6.
31. The draft concluding observations of the Conmttee concerning the

eleventh to thirteenth periodic reports of Irag, as a whole, as orally
anended, were adopt ed.

32. M. GARVALOV said he had gone along with the adoption of the concl uding
observations, as orally anmended, but wanted his own views on record that the
Committee woul d have done better to have found a way out of a difficult
situation, either by adopting the text without a vote or by nmerely allow ng
menbers to express their opinions on how they would have voted.

33. M. DIACONU said he woul d accept the concludi ng observations, but, as
the vote had shown, paragraph 14 concerned an issue that did not fall within
the purview of the Committee.

34. M. SHAHI said he had gone along with the concl udi ng observati ons but
must express reservations about a text that presented certain interna
inconsistencies in referring in sone paragraphs to the inplementation of al
the human rights instrunments and in others to only the provisions of the
Convention. The fundanental human rights covered by article 5 of the
Convention did not cover the full range of the rights enshrined in the

Uni versal Declaration of Human Rights. To be consistent, the Commttee should
have confined itself to the Convention and not referred to any other

i nstruments.

35. M. ABOUL- NASR said he had gone along with the text, which was the
result of conprom se
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36. M. WOLFRUM sai d he encouraged nore di al ogue between the Commttee and
Irag in the future. On the basis of the concluding observations, the
Convention could be of help in inproving the situation in lrag as far as the
application of the Convention was concer ned.

Draft concl udi ng observations concerning the el eventh periodic report of
Mexi co (future CERD/ C/ 304/ Add. 30)

Par agraph 2

37. M. ABOUL-NASR said that the |ast two sentences of the paragraph

begi nning: “However, it [the Comrittee] regrets the exi stence of divergencies
in the interpretation of the Convention ...” did not belong in the

i ntroductory part of the concludi ng observations, but should be noved to
section D “Principal subjects of concern”, as a new paragraph 8.

38. M. de GOUTTES (Country Rapporteur) said that the phrasing of concluding
observations shoul d be consistent. He suggested that the wording used in the
concl udi ng observations of Iraq should be used, nanely to | eave the two
sentences where they were and to delete any reference to regret on the part of
the Conmittee

39. M. WOLFRUM supported M. Aboul -Nasr's proposal

40. M. SHAH said that it would indicate undue concern on the part of the
Committee to nove the statenents to section D. He suggested that the
statements should be left in paragraph 2, and all references to “regret”
deleted, to read: “Divergencies exist in the interpretation ... The data on
the conposition of the States parties' population is inprecise.”

41. M. WOLFRUM pointed out that, in the case of Mexico, it was a question
of interpretation of the Convention, which was a fundanmental issue which
surely belonged in the introduction. 1In the case of Iragq, the matter in
guestion had nmerely been the Cormittee's reporting guidelines.

42. M. de GOUTTES agreed with M. Wl frum

43. M. SHAHI pointed out that under the current proposal, the sentence
about inprecise popul ation data would al so be noved to section D. Was that

i ssue a “principal subject of concern” for the Commttee? In some concl uding
observations, the Conmttee seened to condemm States for not providing
accurate population data, and in others it seened to let the matter drop

A consi stent policy was needed.

44, The CHAI RMAN suggested that the Commi ttee should adopt the first three
sentences as paragraph 2. The last two sentences should be noved to

section D, to forma new paragraph 8.  He suggested that the exact wording
shoul d be discussed in the debate on section D

45, It was so deci ded.
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Par agraph 3

46. M. ABOUL- NASR, supported by M. SHERI FIS, said that, for the sake of
consi stency, the paragraph, which referred to the declaration provided for in
article 14 of the Convention, should be noved to section E “Suggestions and
recomendati ons”.

47. M. de GOUTTES suggested that the sane fornula as that used for the
concl udi ng observations of Iraq should be used. He preferred paragraph 3 to
remain in section A

48. M. GARVALOV pointed out that the reference to article 14 had appeared
in the section on suggestions and reconmendati ons in past concl uding
observations, but it had been noved to the introduction because sone nenbers
had not wi shed to nmake too strong a reconmendation to States parties.

49. The CHAI RMAN said that the consensus seenmed to be to keep paragraph 3 in
its present position in section A, and anend the first words to read: “It is
noted that the State party ...~

50. It was so deci ded.

Par agr aph 4

51. The CHAIRMAN said that the first sentence should be anended to read:
“ a large nunber (56) of ethnic and indi genous groups ...

52. In response to points raised by M. ABOUL-NASR and M. de GOUTITES, he
suggested that the first sentence should be anended to read: “It is noted
that Mexico is ...".

53. It was so deci ded.

54. M. ABOUL- NASR questioned the reference in all paragraphs to the
situation of indigenous populations, as if the Conmttee had di scussed no
ot her issues.

55. M. YUTZIS said that it was a fact that nost of the ethnic problens in
Mexi co concerned the indigenous peoples. He suggested the foll ow ng amendment
to the second sentence: “ | arge segnents of the popul ation, nostly

i ndi genous people, particularly in the province of Chiapas ...~

56. M. SHERI FI S suggested that the phrase: “The Mexican authorities have
not succeeded in elimnating endemnm c poverty” should be anmended, since surely
no Governnent coul d be expected to elimnate poverty entirely.

57. M. AHMADU expressed m sgivings about the words “extreme poverty” in the
second sent ence.

58. The CHAI RMAN suggested that, since nenbers clearly had many conments to
make on the draft concludi ng observations, the discussion should be suspended
for the tine being. Menbers should subnit their proposed amendments to

M. de Couttes.

59. It was so deci ded.
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Draft concludi ng observations concerning the eleventh to fourteenth periodic
reports of the Philippines (CERD/C/51/Msc.16, future CERD/ C/ 304/ Add. 34)

Par agraph 2

60. M. GARVALOV (Country Rapporteur) said that the word “somewhat” in the
| ast sentence should be del et ed.

Par agraph 3

61. The CHAIRMAN said that, for consistency, the paragraph should be anended
to read: “It is noted that the State party ...~

62. M. van BOVEN suggested that that paragraph, which dealt with the

decl aration provided for in article 14 of the Convention, should be noved to
the section on suggestions and reconmrendati ons, as M. Aboul - Nasr had
suggested in the case of Mexico.

63. The CHAIRMAN said that the paragraph had deliberately been nmoved from
the section on reconmendations to its current position for the reasons just
given in the discussion on Mexico. Naturally, the Conmttee was at liberty to
nove it back if it so w shed.

64. M. SHERIFIS said that the paragraph should be noved.

65. It was so deci ded.

Par agr aph 4

66. M. GARVALOV (Country Rapporteur) said that the last line of the

par agr aph shoul d be anended to read: “... including the indigenous cultural
comunities and MuslimFilipinos”, in order to reflect the terns used by the

State party.

67. M. ABOUL- NASR asked whether the term“MuslimFilipinos” referred to the
people's ethnic origin, or their religion.

68. M. GARVALOV (Country Rapporteur) said that, in his opinion, the Miuslim
Filipinos were a distinct ethnic group. He had put the question to the State
party, but had not received a reply.

69. M. WOLFRUM agreed that the Muslim Filipinos were a distinct ethnic
group, and they were certainly treated differently from ot her groups.

70. M. YUTZIS preferred the original wording.

71. The CHAIRMAN said he took it that nmobst nenbers preferred M. Garvalov's
anmendnent .

72. It was so deci ded.
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73. In response to a question by M. ABOUL-NASR, M. GARVALOV confirmed that

the peace agreenent referred to in the paragraph was indeed the so-called
“Tripoli Agreenent”.

Par agr aph 8

74. M. ABOUL- NASR asked for an explanation of the phrase “certificates of
ancestral |land and domain clains”.

75. M. GARVALOV (Country Rapporteur) explained that the Philippine
authorities had issued certificates for the return of ancestral land to

i ndi genous peoples as a tenporary neasure pending the adoption of the
necessary | egislation by Congress. Wen the |egislation was adopted, the
certificates woul d be exchanged for the proper |and deeds.

76. M. ABOUL- NASR suggested that a reference should be included in the
section on suggestions and recomrendations, calling for the speedy restitution
of lands to the indigenous peopl es.

Par agraph 11

77. The CHAIRMAN, in order to neet to M. GARVALOV' s concern for clarity,
suggested that the word “It” at the beginning of the penultinmte sentence be
repl aced by “The article”. In response to a suggestion by M. D ACONU he
further suggested that in the phrase immediately follow ng the quotation in
the previous sentence, the words “it is underlined” should be replaced by “the
Commi ttee enphasi zes”

78. It was so deci ded.

Par agr aph 12

79. M. ABOUL- NASR said that once a country had acceded to the Convention
provi ded that it respected the Convention, there was no reason why it should
include in its Constitution a definition of racial discrimnation as it
appeared in article 1.1. The Conmittee should therefore refrain from

i nsisting on such a requirenment and calling on countries to anend their
Constitutions accordingly, as it had in the past.

80. M. DI ACONU endorsed that view. The Committee m ght instead request the
State party to include in its |legislation a condemati on and prohibition of
raci al discrimnation.

81. M. SHAHI agreed with those views. As Country Rapporteur for Poland, he
had refrained fromasking the State party, during the discussion of its
report, to include a definition of racial discrimnation in its Constitution
or other legislation. |If a State was in substantial conpliance the Commttee
shoul d consider the State's legislation on its nerits.

82. M. SHERI FIS endorsed the views of the three previous speakers.
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83. M. WOFRUM said that M. Diaconu's suggesti on was unacceptabl e
He endorsed the views of M. Shahi. The real issue was in the second part of
the sentence and the first part should be del eted.

84. M. GARVALOV (Country Rapporteur) suggested that in the light of those
views the first sentence should read:

“It is noted with concern that there is no specific |legislation
prohi biting racial discrimnation.”

85. It was so deci ded.

86. At the suggestion of M. AHMADU it was further decided that the word
“quite” should be deleted fromthe second sentence.

Par agr aph 13

87. M. ABOUL- NASR observed that it could not be said that no informtion
had been provided, when the representative of the Philippines had provi ded
information orally.

88. The CHAI RMAN suggested that it would be nore accurate to say that there
had been insufficient information

89. M. SHERIFIS said that the paragraph as it stood was too negative and
shoul d be bal anced by sone positive expression, such as wel com ng the
establ i shnment of the Conmi ssion on Human Ri ghts and the Onbudsman. 1t night
even be nore appropriate to nove the paragraph to section C

90. The CHAIRMAN, followi ng a brief discussion between hinself, M. SHER FIS
and M. GARVALOQV proposed that a paragraph should be inserted at the end of
section C to read:

“The Comm ttee wel cones the establishnent of the Comm ssion on Human
Ri ghts and of the Onbudsman.”

91. It was so deci ded.

92. M. ABOUL- NASR, supported by M. SHERI FIS, suggested that a paragraph
requesting further information on the powers and functions of those
institutions should be transferred to Section E

93. The CHAIRMAN said that as that request was already covered by
par agr aph 23, paragraph 13 could be deleted in its entirety.

94. It was so deci ded.

Par agr aph 14

95. M. GARVALOV (Country Rapporteur) suggested that the words “these
require” be replaced by “the provisions require” and that the | ast sentence of
t he paragraph be del et ed.

96. It was so deci ded.
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Par agr aph 16

97. M. GARVALOV (Country Rapporteur) pointed out that the word “cul tural”
shoul d be inserted after “indigenous” in line with the earlier anmendnents.

Par agr aph 17

98. M. SHERIFIS urged caution in dealing with such sensitive issues as

di sappearances in order to avoid nmaking a political statenent. He therefore
suggested that if the intention was to comrent on the situation of ethnic
groups, the words “which affected nostly” should be replaced by “including”

99. After a brief discussion between M. GARVALOV, M. YUTZIS, M. SHAH and
Ms. ZOU Deci_on the question of disappearances and the evidence avail abl e,
M. GARVALOV (Country Rapporteur) suggested that the paragraph should read

“Wth respect to article 5, paragraphs (a) and (b), of the Convention
there is concern that nmany reported cases of di sappearances, i ncluding
menber s of indi genous peoples and Muslim Filipinos, have not yet been
fully investigated and brought before the courts.”

100. It was so deci ded.

Par agr aph 20

101. M. GARVALOV (Country Rapporteur) said that the word “cultural” should
be inserted after "“indigenous” in line with previous amendments.

Par agr aph 24

102. M. SHERI FIS said that the words “irrespective of their religion” were
unnecessary and shoul d be del et ed.

103. It was so deci ded.

104. The draft concludi ng observations of the Conmmittee concerning the
el eventh to fourteenth periodic reports of the Philippines, as a whol e,
as orally anmended, were adopted.

Draft concl uding observations concerning the eleventh and twelfth periodic
reports of Algeria (CERD/ C/51/M sc.15, future CERD/ C/ 304/ Add. 33)

Par agraph 3

105. The CHAI RVMAN suggested that in the light of M. ABOUL-NASR s subm ssion
that the reference to a market economy placed the observati on outside the
scope of the Convention, the sentence should be amended to read: “It is
recogni zed that Algeria has to face economc, social and political challenges
and i s experiencing econom ¢ and social problenms which might have a negative

i mpact "

106. It was so deci ded.
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107. The CHAI RMAN suggested that the Conmittee should resune consideration of
the remai ni ng paragraphs of the draft concl udi ng observati ons concerning
Al geria at a subsequent meeting.

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

108. The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee to consider a review of the tinetable
i ncl udi ng post ponenent, as the Bureau had recommended, of its consideration of
the situation in Rwanda and, for consistency's sake, the Denpcratic Republic
of the Congo, in view of the fact that the situation in the two countries were
simlar. M. Chigovera would be unavoi dably absent on the day schedul ed for
consi deration of the latter situation, for reasons explained previously.

109. Replying to M. ABOUL NASR s request for nore details on the reasons for
the proposed defernents, he recalled the final and sonewhat different view of
the Conmittee when the matter had | ast been di scussed that Rwanda shoul d be
kept on the list in case there were further devel opnents in the interim but

wi t hout inform ng the Rwandan Governnent of its decision to do so because it
was thought that the State party might not have anything to add to its

previ ous statenents.

110. The Bureau's reconmendati on concerning the Denocratic Republic of the
Congo was that, in view of the uncertainty surrounding the current situation
there, there was doubt whether the Conmittee's view of the situation would

have any practical effect on events. It would be better if the Conmttee
waited until the report of the investigating m ssion had been submtted before
expressing its views. It was to be renmenbered that M. Chigovera, who was

very involved in his capacity as a nenber of the joint mssion appointed by
the Secretary-General to investigate human rights issues in the eastern part
of the Denocratic Republic of the Congo, had been party to the Conmittee's

di scussions and woul d be absent on the schedul ed date at the current session

111. M. WO FRUM said that there was sone nerit to the proposal to postpone
di scussi on of Rwanda because it had been kept open only in case there were any
further devel opnments. As far as the Denocratic Republic of the Congo was
concerned he disagreed to the extent that the Commttee did have informtion
available in the report of the joint mssion. Although he had already
expressed the view that under the present circunstances the Commttee shoul d
not take any action, the Conmttee should at |east be briefed on events in the
country and on the mandate of the investigating team with a view to taking up
the issue at the next opportunity.

112. The CHAIRMAN said that he took M. Wl frum s point and was prepared to
keep the situation in the Denocratic Republic of the Congo on the agenda for
the foll owi ng week.

113. M. SHERIFIS agreed with the reconmendati on concerni ng Rwanda and shared
M. Wlfrums view that the Committee should to infornmed but refrain from
maki ng any recomendati ons pending the information that M. Chigovera would
have to share at the March 1998 session
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114. M. SHAH agreed that the Conmttee should wait until it had up-to-date
informati on on the situation in Rwanda and the Denocratic Republic of the
Congo, particularly with respect to whether the repatri ated Rwandan refugees
were being provided with adequate security, free fromthe threat of revenge
killings. Pending the findings of the investigating mission, the situation
shoul d be kept under close scrutiny by the Conmttee to prevent the occurrence
of any further victim zation. Gven the Committee's nmandate, the situation in
both countries was nore relevant to CERD than to any other comrittee. There
was no justification for the Conmttee to neglect to give its close attention
to the unfolding situation nerely because another United Nati ons organ, the
Security Council, was actively seized of the situation

115. The CHAI RMAN assured M. Shahi that the Commttee's wi shes were clear

116. M. de GOUTTES suggested that the Conmittee m ght at |east request that
a representative of the Secretary-General provide it with the |atest
informati on on the situations in Rwanda and the Denocratic Republic of the
Congo, and al so Burundi

117. The CHAIRMAN said that he woul d oppose M. de Gouttes' suggestion
because of the pressure on the tinetable.

118. M. ABOUL-NASR, expressing full agreenment with M. de CGouttes' proposal
whi ch he saw as an inperative, said that the information that M. Wl frum had
suggested as a basis for discussion was insufficient. The Commttee should
not act hastily in considering itens of information provided by nenmbers of the
Committee; it should adopt a serious approach and study all the information at
its disposal in CGeneva provided by the many United Nations bodi es and m ssions
i nvestigating the situation, while considering the inplications that such an
approach m ght have for its schedule as an entirely separate issue. As to
whet her the State party should be informed, the Conmittee should proceed as it
had done with Israel and treat all countries equally, inform ng the State
party of the date and the details concerning the discussion

119. The CHAIRMAN said that the Denocratic Republic of the Congo had been
duly infornmed that it was schedul ed for consideration the follow ng week
Rwanda was off the agenda and a del egation from Burundi was expected. 1In the
light of the past expressions of the gravest disquiet at the Comrittee's
failure to adopt concluding observations on two States, he warned of the risk
that the Commttee m ght have to conclude its session w thout being able to
present agreed concl udi ng observations on all the reports considered if the
di scussions continued as at present.

120. M. SHERI FIS, supported by M. AHMADU, said that it was the
responsibility of the Chairman and the rest of the Committee to give first
priority to adopting a report with agreed concl udi ng observations on al
reports consi dered. Adoption of recommendati ons could therefore not be

post poned and the Chairnman shoul d be assisted in his bid to achieve that goal

121. M. WIFRUM suggested that discussion of the report of M. Alston be
restricted to one hour and had m sgivings about devoting one half of a neeting
to discussing the Third Decade to Combat Raci sm and Racial Discrimnation
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Could the Chairman | ook into the possibility of holding neetings beyond 6 p.m
in order to conplete the Conmttee's main task of exam ning States' parties
reports?

122. M. van BOVEN urged nenbers to exercise self-restraint in exam ning
concl udi ng observations. They should present their observations to the
country rapporteurs when required and refrain fromraising i ssues out of
cont ext .

123. M. GARVALOQV endorsed the proposal for late nmeetings. It was up to the
entire Conmttee to ensure that the concluding observati ons were adopted.

124. The CHAIRMAN said that he would | ook into the possibility of making
arrangenents for late neetings and report back to the Committee.

125. M. SHERIFIS, supported by M. de GOUTTES, said that it was essential
for interpretation and precis-witing services to be provided for late
nmeeti ngs.

The neeting rose at 1 p.m




