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The neeting was called to order at 10.40 a.m

OPENI NG OF THE SESSI ON

1. The CHAI RPERSON decl ared open the sixty-first session of the Human

Ri ghts Committee. She wel conmed M. Zakhia from Lebanon, who had been el ected
a menber of the Committee, and invited himto nmake the sol enm decl aration
under article 38 of the Covenant.

2. M. ZAKHI A undertook to performhis functions inpartially and
consci entiously.

ADOPTI ON OF THE AGENDA (item 1 of the provisional agenda) (CCPR/ C/ 126)

3. The agenda (CCPR/ C/ 126) was adopt ed.

STATEMENT BY THE UNI TED NATI ONS HI GH COVM SSI ONER FOR HUMAN RI GHTS

4, Ms. ROBINSON (United Nations H gh Commi ssioner for Human Ri ghts) said
that the Commttee had played a | eading and often pioneering role in
devel opi ng procedures and worki ng nethods that had hel ped to make the treaty
system as a whole nore effective and had been inportant, in the first

i nstance, in pronoting the effective inplenentation of the Covenant itself.
She had in mind in particular its practice of adopting concl udi ng observations
after the consideration of each State party's report, asking States parties to
submt special reports when warranted by circunstances, and the hard work
involved in the el aboration of the Commttee's very val uabl e general conments.
She was also famliar with the Cormittee's inpressive work under the First
Optional Protocol, which constituted by far the best known and the nost highly
devel oped of the existing United Nations human rights conplaints procedures,
and with the Commttee's efforts to strengthen the inpact of its decisions
through the foll ow up procedure it had devel oped over the past few years.

5. The international human rights treaty systemwas clearly at the core of
the United Nations human rights programme, and its role was beconi ng ever nore
essential as the number of accessions and ratifications continued to increase.
Sadly, however, the fact that human rights were receiving greater

i nternational recognition nust not obscure the underlying reality of nassive
and wi despread viol ations of human rights and the intense human suffering

whi ch marked the current era. Thus, on the eve of the fiftieth anniversary of
the Uni versal Declaration of Human Ri ghts and the stocktaking opportunity
provi ded by the fifth anniversary of the adoption of the Vienna Declaration
and Programe of Action, the challenge to the international community and to
every human being to be nore effective in pronoting and ensuring respect for
human rights was greater than ever

6. In addressing that challenge, her intention was to take a bal anced and
broad approach whi ch enphasi zed civil and political rights, econom c, socia
and cultural rights, and the right to devel opment, as well as wonmen's and
children's rights. VWhile in New York in Septenmber 1997, she had net with a

| ar ge number of governnent |eaders, foreign nministers and regional groups, to
whom she had expl ai ned that approach, which had been well received. She had
al so had the chance to see at first hand how deeply the Secretary-Ceneral was
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personally interested in human rights and how nuch inportance he attached to
themin the context of his overall responsibilities in pronoting peace and
security. One issue of inmmediate concern to himand to her continued to be
the difficult situation in the Denpcratic Republic of the Congo and, nore
generally, in the Geat Lakes region as a whole. It was to her mnd
essential, while addressing the econom c and social rights of the people of
the region, to break the cycle of inpunity when it came to such nassive

vi ol ati ons of human rights.

7. The current situation in Algeria was another cause for mmjor concern
She had received information fromthe chairpersons of several treaty bodies,
t he special rapporteurs concerned and ot her mechani sms of the Comm ssion on
Human Ri ghts, and had asked them for their opinions so as to have an
assessnment of the situation by United Nations human rights experts.

8. Anot her devel opnent, of a different nature but still troubling, was the
announcement on 25 August 1997 that the Covernnent of the Denocratic People's
Republ i ¢ of Korea had decided to withdraw fromthe Covenant. Such an action
was unprecedented in international human rights |aw and clearly raised serious
guestions as to its conformty with existing international law. On the basis
of a prelimnary review, it appeared that in the absence of appropriate
provisions in the Covenant for term nation, w thdrawal or denunciation, the
State party's attenpt to do so could only be considered in the |ight of
article 56 of the 1969 Vi enna Convention on the Law of Treaties. She
understood that the Conmittee would consider that issue at its current
session, and she | ooked forward to receiving its views on the matter, which
she would study jointly with the Ofice of Legal Affairs in New York

9. In the nonths ahead, efforts would have to be intensified to dissen nate
i nformati on about the human rights instrunments nore widely at the

i nternational, national and local |levels, and to pronote universal adherence
to the Covenant, its Optional Protocols and the other treaties, and to uphold
the integrity of the human rights treaty system

10. In closing, she reiterated her pledge of strong support for the
Committee's inportant work. |In the exercise of her functions, she intended to
keep herself closely inforned of its activities and would ensure that it
received all the support it needed, in particular, in establishing a system
that would lead to nore effective inplenentation of the reconrendati ons nade
by the Comrittee, and indeed by all the treaty bodies.

11. The CHAI RPERSON t hanked the Hi gh Conmi ssioner for Human Rights for her
interest in the Conmttee's work. The Committee wel comed her arrival at the
head of the human rights secretariat, which was going through a difficult
crisis. The Committee had nmade every possible sacrifice in that regard,
giving up certain |anguages for its work, reducing the nunber of its Wrking

Groups and nodi fying its nmethods of work. |Its task was nonethel ess arduous;
it hoped therefore that it could count on the invaluable aid of the
secretariat and preserve that essential tool, which noreover worked. In that

respect, too, the Cormittee was particularly pleased with the arrival of the
H gh Comm ssi oner for Human Ri ghts.
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ORGANI ZATI ONAL AND OTHER MATTERS (agenda item 2)

12. The CHAI RPERSON drew the attention of the nenbers of the Cormittee to
the programre of work, which had been subnitted to themin the formof a
table, in an informal docunent in English without a synbol; she invited them
to comment on it.

13. M. KLEIN said he had made progress in drafting a general coment on
article 12, but would not submt a text to the Comrittee until its March 1998
session. The Conmittee would therefore not have a draft general coment to
consi der at the present session.

14. Ms. EVATT asked what the consideration of nethods of work under
article 40, which had been schedul ed for Wdnesday, 22 Cctober, would entail

15. The CHAI RPERSON said that, since M. Klein wuld not submit his

draft general comrent until the spring 1998 session, the neeting of

Wednesday, 29 COctober, which had been set aside for general comments, could be
devoted to communications. In reply to Ms. Evatt, she said that the nethods
of work under article 40 covered such subjects as the situation created by the
deci sion of the Denocratic People' s Republic of Korea, which had just been
mentioned by the H gh Conmissioner. |In addition, she would report to the
Committee on devel opnents since its previous session, and the Commttee woul d
al so consider the report of the neeting of chairpersons of treaty bodies and
the draft guidelines for nenbers, which had been prepared by M. Bhagwati .

The reports of the six States parties would be considered in the order

i ndicated in the programe of work.

16. M. POCAR asked if the report on the neeting of chairpersons of treaty
bodi es woul d be avail able before the end of the session so that the Commttee
could consider it during the |last week.

17. M. TISTOUNET (Secretary of the Comrittee) said that the report existed
but was to be revised before being subnmitted to the CGeneral Assenbly.

However, the secretariat could make an unrevi sed version available to the
Conmittee.

18. At its July 1997 session, the Cormittee had taken a series of decisions
calling on nine States parties to submt their initial reports, which were
overdue, as soon as possible. Four reports had been scheduled for the present
session - those of Canbodia, Grenada, |Israel and The former Yugoslav Republic
of Macedonia - and five for the follow ng session: Al bania, Angola, Benin
Cote d'Ivoire and Seychelles. The secretariat had i nmediately sent a

note verbale to the permanent m ssions concerned and had received two replies,
one fromlsrael and the other from The fornmer Yugoslav Republic of Macedoni a.
The latter country, whose permanent representative would address the Committee
directly, wi shed consideration of its report to be postponed until the

March 1998 session, and |Israel had announced that its report would al so be
ready for that session.

19. M. BUERGENTHAL said that since nothing had been received fromthe other
States parties, he wondered whet her they should not be asked specifically for
a reply to the request contained in the secretariat's note verbale.
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20. The CHAI RPERSON said that the secretariat would provide an update on the
various countries of which informati on had been requested. She took it that
the Committee wished to adopt the proposed progranme of work.

21. It was so deci ded.

22. Lord COVILLE (Chairman/ Rapporteur of the Wbrking G oup) said that the
Wor ki ng Group, conposed of M. Bhagwati, M. El Shafei, M. Evatt, M. Yal den
and hinmsel f, had been instructed to deal both with periodic reports and with
comuni cations, a very arduous task in which it had benefited fromthe

out st andi ng assi stance of menbers of the secretariat. It had drawn up lists
of issues for the six countries whose reports were to be considered by the
Committee. Those lists were shorter than in previous sessions. The

Wor ki ng Group had deliberately left certain questions aside, even though it
was well aware that they were not w thout inportance, since the Commttee
barely had two neetings for the consideration of each report. The Working

G oup had al so considered nine conmuni cations, three of which, having been
decl ared adm ssible, would not be sent back to the plenary Committee. It had
prepared draft views on four conmuni cati ons and had reconmended decl ari ng

i nadm ssi bl e anot her conmuni cati on which the Committee should consequently
consider. It was also transmitting to the Comrittee, for consideration, a

ni nth comuni cation, the peculiar history of which called for the opinions of
al | nenbers.

23. The Working G oup had also dealt with various docunents. Shortly after
its consideration of the periodic report of Georgia, the Commttee had
received a letter fromthe Under-Secretary of the National Council on Human
Rights informing it that she had been designated by President Shevardnadze to
noni tor inplenentation of the decrees intended to strengthen the exercise of
fundanmental rights. It was now clear that that was an official letter, and it
woul d be appropriate for the Chairperson to thank the Georgi an Governnment and
take note of the appointnent. At its previous session the Commttee had al so
recei ved a docunent fromthe local authorities of the Departnent of Antioquia
in Col onbia, contesting sone of the concl udi ng observati ons adopted at the
fifty-ninth session concerning that country's periodic report. Sone menbers
of the Conmittee had directly received anot her docunent, which seenmed to have
originated with the Col onbi an Governnent. Neither of those two docunents
could be considered official, and it did not seem necessary for the bureau to
take any action.

24. That was not the case with the letter sent by M. Joinet, a nenber of

t he Sub- Comm ssion on Prevention of Discrimnation and Protection of

M norities, about the inportance of the renedi es of habeas corpus and anparo.
M. Joi net had suggested that the Committee should consider revising its
general comment on article 4 of the Covenant, a suggestion which the Wrking
Group had approved. The bureau should inform M. Joinet accordingly.

25. The Working Group had al so had before it a docunent prepared by

Ms. Evatt on followup to the reconmendati ons contained in the concluding
observations made by the Cormittee after its consideration of periodic
reports. G ven that the task force set up by the Chairperson was responsible
for that matter anong others, it would be preferable to await the outcone of
its deliberations before beginning to consider the question
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26. The Working Group had considered at | ength the draft guidelines prepared
by M. Bhagwati for nenbers and had consi derably anended them the amended
draft, which bore the synbol CCPR/ C/61/GUI, should be considered as having
recei ved the support of the five nenbers of the Working Goup. In principle
the five al so approved the idea of giving the Cormittee guidelines, as |long as
they did not deviate unnecessarily fromthose which m ght be applicable to
other treaty bodies. The Wrking Goup therefore considered that if they
recei ved the approval of all nmenbers of the Conmittee, the *“guidelines for
menbers” should be transmitted to the next meeting of chairpersons of treaty
bodies, in order to ensure their conpatibility with any other guidelines. The
menbers of the Conmittee would note that the guidelines differed as between

t he consideration of communications and the consideration of periodic reports.
They were nuch stricter in the former case; in the latter case, nuch attention
was devoted to the question of the participation of Country Rapporteurs and
“thematic” rapporteurs during the consideration of State party reports.

27. The Working G oup had al so consi dered a docunment on the cost of
organi zi ng sessions in Geneva and in New York.

28. The CHAI RPERSON invited the Committee to consider the draft |ists of
i ssues prepared by the Wrking G oup.

29. The Committee had decided to begin with Senegal .

30. Lord COVILLE (Chairman/ Rapporteur of the Working G oup), introducing
the list of issues (CCPR/C/61/Q SEN 2) to be taken up in connection with the
consideration of the fourth periodic report of Senegal, said that in that
list, as in all the other lists, enphasis was placed on concrete neasures that
had been taken to bring legislation into conformty with the Covenant and on
the results of any inquiries that m ght have been conducted.

Question 1

31. M. POCAR noted that a general question was asked at the very begi nning
of the |ist about neasures “taken to bring the |laws and their enforcement into
line with the Covenant, in conformty with the previous concl uding

observations of the Commttee”. He was afraid that that mght give rise to an
interm nable treatise on |l egislative and regul atory neasures adopted in all
areas. It would be better to call the attention of the del egation of Senegal,

through a footnote or otherwise, to the need to outline the manner in which it
had followed up the Cormittee's concl udi ng observations on each of the issues
dealt with.

32. M. YALDEN said he understood M. Pocar's objection but explained that
the Working G oup had wi shed expressly to ask for nore details on concrete
measures in order to avoid having the del egation repeat all the |egislative
provi sions on each issue w thout giving any concrete fact, as it had done
during consideration of the third periodic report.

33. After an exchange of views in which Ms. EVATT, M. BHAGMTI,

the CHAI RPERSON, M. EL SHAFEI, M. PRADO VALLEJO and Lord COVILLE took part,
t he CHAI RPERSON sai d that a consensus seened to have energed to del ete
question 1 as contained in the text, on the understanding that a sentence
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woul d be added, either at the end of the text or in a footnote, asking the
del egation for specific details on followup to the recommendati ons cont ai ned
in the Committee's concludi ng observati ons.

34. It was so deci ded.

Questions 2 to 4

35. Questions 2 to 4 were adopted without anendnent.

Questions 5 and 6

36. The CHAI RPERSON said that a clear distinction should be nade between

i ssues specifically falling under article 9 (liberty and security of person
and pre-trial detention) and those relating to post-trial detention. The |ast
sentence in question 6 should therefore be noved to the end of question 5, and
guestion 6 should be entitled, “Conditions of inprisonment and detention

(art. 10)”".

37. The proposal was adopt ed.

38. Questions 5 and 6, as anended, were adopted.

Questions 7 and 8

39. M. SCHEI NI N suggested reorgani zing the two questions. The first point
under question 8 would be nore appropriate placed in question 7, and the
Committee could add a question on the effects of the prohibition of abortion
on maternal nortality. Also in question 8, the reference to the pertinent
articles of the Covenant should be expanded. Fenale genital nutilation and
the prohibition of abortion were in fact relevant to articles 3, 6 and 7.

40. M. YALDEN supported M. Scheinin's suggestion and proposed repeating,
in the second sentence in question 7, the wording that had been adopted by the
Wor ki ng Group but did not appear in the draft, which would nmean replacing the
words “sectors in which discrimnation persists” by “all discrimnation”.

41. The CHAI RPERSON sai d she understood that all nmenbers of the Conmittee
wi shed to recast questions 7 and 8 and to adopt the amendments proposed by
M. Scheinin and M. Yalden. She would ask Lord Colville to draft a new text
to replace the current questions 7 and 8, on the understanding that the two
questions might or might not be nerged into a single paragraph, depending on
what appeared to be the npost advi sable course.

42. It was so deci ded.

Questions 9 to 12

43. Questions 9 to 12 were adopted without anendnent.
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Question 13

44, M. PRADO VALLEJO said it was not so much the practice regarding
censorship that interested the Conmttee as the effect it mght have on the
exercise of article 19 of the Covenant.

45. Lord COVILLE (Chairman/ Rapporteur of the Working G oup) proposed addi ng
the foll owi ng words: * and their effect on the exercise of article 19 of
t he Covenant”

46. Lord Colville's proposal was adopted.

Questions 14 and 15

47, Questions 14 and 15 were adopted wi thout anendnent.

Question 16

48. M. PRADO VALLEJO suggested that, in the Spanish text, the unsuitable
word “posturas” should be replaced by the accepted term “observaci ones”.

49. Question 16, as anended by M. Prado Vallejo, was adopted.
Question 17
50. Question 17 was adopted without anmendnent.

51. The CHAI RPERSON sai d that although npst of the questions on the |ist had
been adopted as to their substance, there renmained matters of formto settle,
namely, the recasting of questions 7 and 8 and of the existing question 1.

She asked Lord Colville to finalize the list with the help of the secretariat,
along the lines indicated by the Cormittee.

52. The list of issues (CCPR/ C/61/Q SEN 2) to be taken up in connection with

the consideration of the fourth periodic report of Senegal, as anended, was
adopt ed.

53. The CHAI RPERSON invited the menmbers of the Conmittee to consider the
list of issues (CCPR/ C/61/QJAM 3) to be taken up in connection with the
consi deration of the second periodic report of Januica.

54. Lord COVILLE (Chairman/ Rapporteur of the Wbrking G oup) drew the
attention of menbers to the fact that the questions on the |list basically
covered subjects which the Cormittee had already rai sed on nmany previous
occasions during its consideration of conmunications sent by Jamai cans under
the First Optional Protocol. However, the |list contained several questions on
recent devel opnments, in particular, the so-called “Tivoli Gardens” incident
and the prison disturbances of August 1997, which were nentioned in

par agraphs 2 and 6 respectively. The disturbances, which had caused

16 victinms anmong the prisoners, had started follow ng a decision by the prison
authorities to distribute condons to prisoners, which had led to a strike by
prison staff. He pointed out that under Janmican criminal |egislation
honmosexual acts, including acts in private, constituted a crimnal offence.
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55. He al so drew attention to the inportance of question 9, which referred
to an extrenely serious situation, nanely, the fact that the Jamai can
authorities had decided in August 1997 to reduce the period of tinme during

whi ch the consideration of a conmunication by the Hunman Rights Comrittee had
suspensi ve effect. Under the new provisions, if the Conmttee had not
considered a given comuni cation within six nmonths, the death penalty woul d be
carried out. That was a critical decision, to which the Conmttee nmust react.

56. The CHAI RPERSON endorsed Lord Colville's views; the two issues raised in
guestion 9 were of great inportance, particularly in view of the |arge nunber
of conmuni cations addressed to the Cormittee by Jammi can national s.

57. She invited the nenbers of the Cormittee to adopt the list of issues
(CCPRIC/ 61/ Q JAM 3) to be taken up in connection with the consideration of the
second periodic report of Jammica paragraph by paragraph

Questions 1 to 3

58. Questions 1 to 3 were adopted without anendnent.

Question 4

59. The CHAI RPERSON proposed that a reference to the corresponding
par agr aphs of the report (CCPR/ C/ 42/ Add. 15) should be added.

60. The proposal was adopt ed.

Question 5

61. Ms. EVATT proposed asking what was the average length of pre-trial
detention.

62. The proposal was adopt ed.

Question 6

63. M. PRADO VALLEJO considered that the Conmittee should not sinply ask
t he Jamai can authorities what were the factors and difficulties inpeding

i mpl enentation of article 10 of the Covenant, but should al so ask what
concrete nmeasures had been taken to resolve the very serious probl em of
conditions of detention. The first question in paragraph 6 should
consequently be reformul at ed.

64. The proposal was adopt ed.

65. M. LALLAH suggested that, logically, question 6 should be placed
i medi ately after question 3.

66. The proposal was adopt ed.
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Questions 7 and 8

67. The CHAI RPERSON asked why the Working Group had focused its questions
only on the provisions of article 14, paragraphs 3 (d) and 5, of the Covenant.

68. Lord COVILLE (Chairman/ Rapporteur of the Wbrking G oup) explained that
the Working Group had been careful to highlight the nost frequently occurring
aspects of the Commttee's concerns with regard to article 14, nanely, how the
procedure worked in practice and the right to defence. Lawers in London who
dealt with questions concerning Janai cans regul arly encountered two maj or
difficulties: convicted prisoners were ineligible for legal aid in submtting
appeals to the Privy Council or filing constitutional notions, and defence
attorneys assisting their clients under the I egal aid systemoften | acked the
required conpetence to carry out their tasks efficiently. Furthernore, the
consi derabl e sl owness of the trial and appeal procedures in Jamaica should be
borne in mnd. Guven the tine limts inposed on the consideration of State
party reports, the Working Goup had felt it would be better to concentrate on
those difficulties, which were as serious as they were frequent.

69. M . BHAGMTI proposed adding a reference in question 7 to article 14,
paragraph 3 (c), of the Covenant; the Comrittee had often noted during its
consi deration of comuni cations from Jamaica that the crimnal trial procedure
was extrenely lengthy in that State party.

70. M. Bhagwati's proposal was approved.

71. M. KLEIN proposed that question 10, which also dealt with the
i mpl enentation of article 14 of the Covenant, should foll ow questions 7 and 8
of the list of issues.

72. M. LALLAH supported M. Klein's proposal, but wondered whether it m ght
not be useful to specify which paragraphs or subparagraphs of article 14 of
the Covenant were envisaged in question 10.

73. Lord COVILLE (Chairman/ Rapporteur of the Wbrking G oup) said he also
supported M. Klein's proposal. In connection with M. Lallah's point, he
sai d that question 10 would specify that the envi saged paragraphs of
article 14 were paragraphs 1 and 3 (Q).

74. Replying to a point raised by M. PRADO VALLEJO, M. BHAGMTI proposed
that the first question in paragraph 8 should be anmended to read: “Is
adequate legal aid available to all accused at all stages?” That woul d make
t he question broader in scope.

75. M. Bhagwati's proposal was approved.

76. The CHAI RPERSON announced that questions 7, 8 and 10, which all related
to article 14 of the Covenant, would be regrouped and that that section, the
last in part | of the list of issues, would be restructured so as to allow the
del egation of Jamaica to reply in a nore rigorous fashion to the questions
asked by nenbers of the Conmittee.
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Question 9

77. Question 9 was adopted wi thout anendnent.

Questions 11 to 15

78. Questions 11 to 15 were adopted wi thout anendnent.

79. The list of issues (CCPR C/61/QJAM3) to be taken up in connection with
the consideration of the second periodic report of Jamaica, as anended, was

adopt ed.

80. The CHAI RPERSON invited the Committee to consider the list of issues
(CCPRIC/61/ Q1 RQ 3) to be taken up in connection with the consideration of the
fourth periodic report of Iraq.

81. Lord COVILLE (Chairman/ Rapporteur of the Whrking G oup) said that the
Wor ki ng Group had endeavoured to draft the list of issues to be taken up in
connection with the consideration of the fourth periodic report of Iraq as
precisely as possible, in order to encourage the State party to describe the
real situation, w thout seeking to make excuses for the Government's
shortcomings with regard to its obligations under the Covenant.

Questions 1 to 4

82. Questions 1 to 4 were adopted without anmendnent.

Question 5

83. M. KLEIN, referring to the penultimte question, which concerned
torture and cruel, inhuman or degrading treatnent, considered that reference

shoul d be nade not only to article 7 of the Covenant, but also to article 18;
it should al so be asked whet her medi cal personnel, who were apparently
conpelled to be present during the inposition of certain penalties, could
exercise their right of conscientious objection

84. Ms. EVATT, Ms. GAI TAN DE POMBO and Lord COLVILLE agreed.

85. M. LALLAH proposed that a reference to article 5, paragraph 1, of the
Covenant shoul d be added.

86. Question 5, as anended by M. Klein and M. Lallah, was adopted.

Questions 6 to 10

87. Questions 6 to 10 were adopted without anendnent.

Question 11

88. M. KLEIN proposed that question 11 should appear after question 3,
since the execution of prisoners who had apparently been given only sunmary
trials and deprived of all right of appeal was nore relevant to article 6 of
t he Covenant, which concerned the right to life.
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89. M. Klein's proposal was approved.
90. Question 11 was adopt ed.

Questions 12 to 17

91. Questions 12 to 17 were adopted wi thout anendnent.

92. The list of issues (CCPRIC/61/QIRQ3) to be taken up in connection with

the consideration of the fourth periodic report of lIraq, as anended, was
adopt ed.

93. The CHAI RPERSON invited the Committee to consider the list of issues
(CCPR/ C/ 61/ Q SUD/ 2) to be taken up in connection with the consideration of the
fourth periodic report of Sudan

94. Lord COVILLE (Chairman/ Rapporteur of the Wrking Goup) said that in
preparing the list of issues to be taken up in connection with the

consi deration of the fourth periodic report of Sudan, the Working G oup had
attenpted to select the npst inportant points on which nenbers of the
Committee could question the delegation, not nerely levelling criticism but
rat her highlighting the positive aspects. It thereby hoped to encourage the
del egation to describe the concrete neasures taken by the Governnment to put an
end to the many civil conflicts raging in Sudan, the cessation of which was
naturally an essential condition for respect for the rights set forth in the
Covenant .

95. The CHAI RPERSON announced that at its next neeting the Conmittee woul d
continue the consideration and adoption of the list of issues concerning
Sudan.

The neeting rose at 12.55 p. m




