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PREVENTI ON OF RACI AL DI SCRI M NATI ON, | NCLUDI NG EARLY WARNI NG AND URGENT
PROCEDURES (agenda item 4) (continued)

Situation in Rwanda

1. Ms. SADIQ ALI (Special Rapporteur) said that the reason why the
Conmittee had received nothing from Ramanda, despite the representative’s
assurance in March 1994 that a report woul d be subm tted, was that the
country’s difficulties had continually worsened since t hen. Referring
basically to United Nations docunments, but also to reports in the witten and
oral press and from various NGOs, including Médecins sans frontieres and

Human Ri ghts Watch, she noted that the Arusha Agreenent, which had been signed
in August 1993 and provided for the establishnent of a transitiona

CGovernment, the reformof the national arny, which was to accept nenbers of

t he Rwandese Patriotic Front (RPF), and the return of 1 mllion displaced
persons to their region of origin, had not been applied and that the poorly
equi pped and poorly financed United Nations Assistance M ssion for Rwanda
(UNAM R) had been powerless to ensure a peaceful transition, protect the
civilians and seize illegal weapons, as provided for in the Agreement. Wth
the death of President Juvenal Habyarinmana, the RPF had ended the cease-fire
in force since the signing of the Agreenent, the peace process had been broken
of f, the massacre of civilians had begun and the RPF' s victory had caused

1 mllion refugees, principally Hutus, to take to the roads.

2. France had then nmade a “humanitarian” intervention and | aunched
“Qpération turquoise”, which neither the RFP nor the QAU had approved and to
which the Security Counci| had consent ed only reluctantly. France had
succeeded in proclainmng an area equivalent to one fifth of the territory a
“safe humanitarian zone”, but, although it had nanaged to save a few lives, it
had al so been accused of protecting the Hutus, who had been responsible for

t he nmassacres.

3. The Security Council had chosen to nininize the seriousness of the
situation by refusing to view it as genocide and, after the decision by
Bel gi um supported by the United States, to withdraw its contingent, it had
been deci ded that UNAM R woul d be considerably reduced and would attenpt to
persuade the participants in the “civil war” to respect a cease-fire. The war
had conti nued, however, and no one, not even the QAU, had been willing to
acknow edge that genoci de was taking place until My 1994.

4, In May 1994, however, on the proposal of the H gh Conmm ssioner for Hunman
Ri ghts, a special rapporteur for Rwanda had been appoi nted and had confirned

t he existence of genocide. It had been bel atedly deci ded that UNAM R woul d be
strengt hened, but that decision had been inplenented too late and it had been
i mpossible for UNMMR to act effectively. The Security Council had al so rmade
unsuccessful efforts to achieve a reconciliation. Wen the full extent of the
genoci de had finally been confirmed, in particular by the Conm ssion of
Experts on Rwanda, established by the Security Council to assess the
situation, the Security Council had established an international tribunal and
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the Rwandan authorities had decided to cooperate with it, but w thout naking a
di stinction anong those responsible for atrocities in terns of which side they
had taken during the conflict.

5. The groups hardest hit by the hostilities had been Tutsi wonen or women
who had nmarried Tutsis, who had been raped when not massacred; children, of
whom 47 per cent of the survivors had seen other children participate in the
massacres, in particular child soldiers recruited into the Rwandan armned
forces; and nenbers of the Twa ethnic group, who had been caught in the mddle
and had probably been torturers as well as victins.

6. As an effort towards reconciliation, the Governnent whi ch had energed
fromthe RFP victory had announced that citizens' identity cards would no

I onger carry a reference to ethnic origin, that the victinms of the massacres
woul d be conpensated and that a genuine national arny would be fornmed. The
task was extrenely difficult, however, for one Rwandan out of five had taken
refuge abroad. Wthout assistance fromthe international comunity, it would
be difficult for themto return, if only because of the food shortage and the
persisting bitterness against the Hutus. Their return, was neverthel ess
necessary if the country was to recover econonically. In January 1996, a
coordi nati on nmeeting had been held in Geneva to study the human rights
situation in the Geat Lakes region. The Special Rapporteurs on Burundi,
Rwanda and Zaire had spoken of the disgraceful inmpunity enjoyed by those
responsi bl e for the genocide, the resurgence of human rights violations and
the refugees’ reluctance to return hone. Sone host countries, such as Zaire,
had begun to expel Hutus fromtheir territory. Wile Rnanda was unable to
cope with themthe Zairian hills were being invaded by people fleeing.
Fortunately, Zaire had finally endorsed a United Nations voluntary
repatriation programre.

7. The situation should therefore return to normal, thanks in particular to
international aid. Wth the lifting of the Security Council enbargo, however,
weapons, primarily from France, South Africa, Uganda and North America, were
again pouring into Rwanda and she feared that the arnms traffic, which was one
of the main factors in the atrocities conmtted, would threaten to destabilize
the entire region.

8. The CHAI RMAN t hanked Ms. Sadiqg Ali. 1t mght have been preferable for
her carefully conpiled information to be distributed in a witten document,
but it would then have been difficult for the Conmittee to reflect the
information in its work. That m ght be a weakness in the Conmittee’ s working
nmet hods, which it should try to correct.

9. He requested M. Wlfrumto introduce the draft resol ution on Rwanda.

10. M. WO FRUM introducing the draft resolution on Rwanda

(CERD/ C/ 49/ M sc. 12/ Rev. 3, distributed in the nmeeting roomin English only),
said that the Wrking Goup on Rnmanda had held only one short neeting,

foll owi ng whi ch he had been asked to prepare a draft resolution for the
Conmittee. The text under consideration was a first draft despite the “Rev. 3"
inits synmbol. The changes he had made were the result of discussions he had
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held with several nenbers of the Committee, but not in the Wrking Goup. He
described the contents of the draft resolution, which consisted of seven
preanmbul ar paragraphs and ni ne operative paragraphs.

11. The CHAIRVAN invited the menbers of the Committee to comment on the
draft resol ution.

12. M. AHMADU and M. SHERIFIS said that they would |ike the consideration
of the draft resolution to be postponed, since they had not had tinme to read
it.

13. M. SHAH said that he was generally in favour of M. Wl frunis draft
text. He particularly agreed with paragraph 5, which called on nei ghbouring
countries not to tolerate military activities in their territory ainmed at
destabilizing Rwanda, and paragraph 3, which related to puni shnent of the
guilty and was essential for restoring confidence. He would Ilike M. WIfrum
to explain why the draft resolution did not nmention the conclusions on the
situation in Rwanda which the Comnittee had adopted at its February-March 1994
session (A/49/18, paras. 61-72).

14. M. DIACONU said that the texts being adopted by the Conmittee were

begi nning to | ook nore and nore |ike General Assenbly resolutions, which
obviously carried nmuch nore weight than the Committee's resolutions. If it
continued to produce such texts, its reconmendations would not be taken at all
seriously. The Commttee should Iimt itself to issues within its nandate.
The text under consideration contai ned many paragraphs that were unrelated to
its sphere of conpetence - the best exanple being paragraph 5, to which

M. Shahi had referred. He hinself had preferred the first version of the
document .

15. M. CH GOVERA said that he endorsed M. Diaconu’s statement. Wen he
had agreed to take part in the Conmittee's Wrking Goup on Rvanda, he had

t hought that the Conmittee intended to try a new approach, to put forward new
i deas and not repeat what had been said tinme and tinme again to no avail

16. In attenpting to resolve a political situation, a choice had to be nmade
between “reconciliation” - he was deliberately choosing that term which was
stronger than the term “conpronise” - and justice, or identifying and

puni shing those responsible. It was not possible to seek both objectives at
the sane time. |f justice was chosen, both parties should be held to the same
requi renents. There was one thing missing in the draft resolution: it did
not nention the recent events in Rwanda.

17. The text to be adopted should be addressed to the Ceneral Assenbly. |If
the goal was to bring international pressure to bear on the two parties to the
conflict, there would not be rmuch point in addressing it to the Rwandan

aut horities.

18. M. van BOVEN said that he shared the views of some of the preceding
speakers. The draft resolution mght easily have been adopted by the

Sub- Conmmi ssion on Prevention of Discrimnation and Protection of Mnorities.
The Conmittee was tending to | ose sight of the Convention and to be too
anbitious, to its own detrinent and that of the cause it defended. The
Conmmittee’s mandate in the area of early warning and urgent procedures was far
fromundi sputed. It was for the Conmttee to denonstrate its val ue by
adopti ng neasures fromthe particul ar perspective of the Convention. Like

M. Diaconu, he believed that the draft resol ution went beyond the Conmrittee’s
mandate, while the text it had adopted in March was much closer to the
concerns underlying the Convention

19. M. WOFRUM said that it was not easy to find a new approach that also
went further than the one adopted by the Conmittee at its spring session
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20. M. SHAHI said he disagreed with M. Diaconu's view that paragraph 5 of
the draft resolution was unrelated to the objectives of the Convention and
hence the Conmittee’s mandate. \What the States bordering Rwanda were being
asked to do in that paragraph was to prevent incitement to racial hatred and
even racial war, and that was quite obviously within the purview of article 4
of the Convention.

21. M. ABQOUL-NASR said that he fully endorsed M. Diaconu’ s and

M. van Boven's views. The text adopted should be in the style not of a

resol ution, but of a declaration, and contain one brief, descriptive paragraph
stating that the Conmittee had held an exchange of views on the situation in
Rwanda in the absence of a representative fromthe State because the State had
refused to send one.

22. The CHAIRMAN said that, if he heard no objection, he would take it that
the nenbers of the Commttee wi shed to suspend their consideration of the
guesti on.

23. It was so deci ded.
Situation in Burund

24. At the invitation of the Chairman, M. M kaza (Burundi) took a place at
the Comrmittee table.

25. M. de GOUTTES (Country Rapporteur), sunmarizing the Conmittee’s work on
Burundi, said that, in March 1994, the Conmittee had considered the situation
in Burundi in the presence of a delegation fromthe country. Inits
conclusions, it had expressed deep concern about the massive ethnically
notivated violence in Burundi and the subsequent systematic human rights
violations. The Conmittee had recommended: first, that the mlitary, the
police and the public service should be restructured so as to include
representation by all ethnic groups; secondly, that the judiciary should be
reformed and provided with the neans to function under conditions of

i ndependence and security; thirdly that proceedings should be instituted to
end the inpunity enjoyed by the perpetrators of the ethnically notivated
massacres and ot her human rights violations; and, fourthly that particular
attention should be paid to the problem of refugees and the restoration of the
rights of displaced persons. The Conmittee had offered its assistance and
expertise, which would be useful for legislative and judicial reform the
training of |law enforcenment officials and the establishnent of a nationa
institution for the protection of human rights (A 49/18, paras. 46 to 50).

26. At the beginning of the current session, on 6 August 1996, the Comittee
had hel d an exchange of views with the H gh Comm ssioner for Hunan R ghts,

M. Ayal a Lasso, on the situation in Burundi. The H gh Commi ssi oner had
referred to the statements of the President of the Security Council and had
distributed a report to the nmenbers of the Committee on the human rights
situation and the activities of the human rights observer mission in Burund
for the period 18 April-15 July 1996, which had been extensively conmented on
in the press. The menbers of the Connmittee had hel d an exchange of views on
the nobst recent events in Burundi: the massacre of 312 Tutsis on 20 July 1996
at Bugendana, the overthrow of the Governnent on 25 July and the assunption of
power by M. Pierre Buyoya and the continuing reports of inter-ethnic

viol ence. The H gh Comm ssi oner had spoken of his intentions for Burundi: to
mai ntain the presence of the human rights observer mssion and ask for the
nunber of observers to be increased to 35.

217. The Committee awaited frank and up-to-date information fromthe _
representati ve of Burundi on the status of the inter-ethnic conflicts taking
place in the country.
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28. M. MKAZA (Burundi) said that, before replying to questions, he would
like briefly to review the considerations underlying the change that had taken
place in the country three weeks earlier. The priority goal of the new
Covernment had been to end the disastrous political crisis into which the
forces of evil had plunged the country. Wat had occurred was not a

coup d’' état by reactionary forces agai nst denbcracy, but an attenpt to save
the nation. The CGovernment, the Parlianment, the party and society at |arge
had all proved incapable of resolving the country’s dilemma. In view of a
situation that had becone inextricable, the key sectors of the nation had
turned to M. Pierre Buyoya, a national figure known for his patriotism and
undi sputed conmitnent to denocracy.

29. The change had not been an end in itself and the Governnment itself had
set the follow ng objectives: First, to end the nmassacres and genocide, to
whi ch end the entire population, including all ethnic groups, had to be
protected agai nst the nmadness of the killers; secondly, permanently to restore
peace through an open and honest dial ogue, for which the Governnent had set
itself a three-year deadline; thirdly, to organize a national debate to |ay

t he bases for peaceful cohabitation anmong all the groups conprising the
nation; fourthly, to rehabilitate the systemof justice and end inpunity, al
di sputes being settled in the courts with conplete transparency; and, fifthly,
to reintegrate all the refugees and di spl aced persons. Once the necessary
soci o-political conditions had been net, efforts would aimat ending the
wast e, stopping the systematic |ooting of national resources and revitalizing
t he econony.

30. It was evident that all the aspects to which M. de Gouttes had drawn
attention were included in the Government’'s programme. The restructuring of
the adm nistration, the police and the nmilitary was al so one of the new
Governnent’s basi c concerns.

31. M. de GOUTTES noted that, after an exchange of views with the

United Nations H gh Conmissioner for Human Rights and on the basis of the
infornmation available to it, the Cormttee had adopted a resol uti on on Burund
and provided the representative of the State party with a copy. The goals
descri bed by the representative of Burundi were fully in line with the
recomendati ons contained in the resolution. The Conmittee should nonitor
their inplementation closely.

32. M. ABQOUL-NASR said that he had taken note of the objectives which the
new Gover nnent had set, but did not understand why it had not been able to
convi nce the nei ghbouring States.

33. The basic problemwas still the same: since the Tutsis, who were in the
mnority, were the overwhelmng nmajority within the army which had just taken
power, how could the Hutu najority have confidence in the new regi nre? Wat
neasures had the Governnent taken or did it intend to take to restore the
power of the majority, without which there was little chance of settling the
conflict?

34. M. AHVADU, noting that the Governnment woul d have troubl e surviving
wi t hout its neighbours’ support, asked what steps it had taken to becone
reconciled with them Since the head of State was now performing civilian
functions, could he still control the arny?

35. M. WOFRUM referring to article 5 (b) of the Convention, which
guaranteed the right of everyone to security of person and protection by the
State agai nst violence or bodily harm said that his attitude towards the new
CGovernment woul d change conpletely if the representative of the State party
could confirmthat the nassacres had ceased since the new CGovernnent had
assuned power.
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36. M. DIACONU said that it would be interesting to know whet her the new
regi me had begun attacking the forces of evil referred to by the
representative of the State party, in the nilitary and the police, as well as
in the civilian population. Concrete nmeasures were what counted, for the old
regi me had al so had | audabl e intentions. Wat steps had been taken to prevent
further nmassacres? The representative of Burundi had spoken of restoring
peace through dial ogue: what kind of dial ogue and how was it to begin? Since
the country did not have enough judges and assessors and since the neans

avail able to the systemof justice were insufficient, what steps had the
Governnent taken or did it intend to take to end inpunity?

37. M. CH GOVERA noted that, in paragraph 5 of its resolution on the
situation in Burundi, the Comrittee had nentioned the initiative of former
Presi dent Nyerere of the United Republic of Tanzania, which the O ganization
of African Unity had fully endorsed. He would like to know the Government’s
attitude towards that type of initiative.

38. M. MKAZA (Burundi), referring to M. WIlfrunis comment, said that the
new Governnent had to be given tinme to act. To say that the viol ence had
ceased would be an untruth, for the forces of evil were still there. It was
encour agi ng, however, to note that the acts of violence were decreasing, as
many international observers had recognized. Only one incident had been
reported in the past three weeks.

39. Replying to M. Diaconu, he said that the national debate mentioned
earlier had already been announced in the electoral tinmetable. 1t should
begin in October. Al Burundians w thout distinction would be invited to take
part, including the armed groups and nmilitias, provided, naturally, that they
gave up the ideol ogy of genocide.

40. Justice was at the heart of the new Government’'s concerns. The
CGovernment that had emerged fromthe National Convention had asked for
assistance fromthe Centre for Human Ri ghts and other international forums in
that area. The new Governnment would rmaintain the contacts that had been
established, for it knew that the best way of restoring confidence was to end
i mpunity and introduce a sound systemof justice in which the entire
popul ati on had confi dence.

41. He had not been provided with the text of the Conmittee’ s resolution on
Burundi. A ministerial delegation fromBurundi had visited M. Julius Nyerere
only two days earlier. The initiatives should continue, if only to end an
enbargo that was serving the interests of no one. The contacts had begun to
bear fruit, for the Tanzani an and Kenyan Governments had gi ven perm ssion for
trucks carrying humanitarian aid to travel through their territory.

42. Replying to a question by M. Aboul -Nasr, he said that the events that
had led up to the change of CGovernnent had taken the nei ghbouring States by
surprise. It was for the Governnment to convince its counterparts of the
seriousness of the crisis in Burundi and hel p t hem understand that the enbargo
was not the solution, since it sinply hit the nost vul nerabl e groups harder

43. Confi dence had been established and nuch remai ned for the Government to
do in that area. It had a nunmber of advantages to do so. First, there was
the personality of the President, who had always risen to the occasi on when
the country had been in need. There was also the fact that the new Government
was determned to involve all the popul ation groups in the managenent of the
country’'s affairs.

44, The question of the Burundian arny was extremely conplex. Although the
Tutsis were dom nant anong the officers, there were nearly as nany Hutus as
Tutsis in the rank and file. The CGovernnent had al ready taken nmeasures to
encourage nmore Hutus to join the arned forces.
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45, Replying to a question by M. Ahnmadu, he said that the new Covernnent
woul d convince its neighbours by its actions, for which it would have to gain
the people’s trust. One of its first neasures should be to prosecute the
nmurderers of former President Ndadaye, sone of whom were nenbers of the
mlitary, and anyone who had commtted nassacres. No solution was possible
for the crisis in Burundi as long as they went unpunished. 1In reply to

anot her question by M. Ahmadu, he said that President Buyoya, although
currently performing civilian functions, renmained the supreme conmander of the
arned forces.

46. M. de GOUTTES said that the secretariat had nmade arrangenents for the
representative of the State party to be provided with a copy of the
Conmittee’s resolution on Burundi. M. Aboul-Nasr had raised the rea
problem it could well be asked whether the Hutu najority could trust the
Tutsi mnority. That was the crux of the crisis and the Governnment woul d be
judged on its ability to cope with that problem The State party should be
asked to arrange for a delegation fromBurundi to appear at the begi nning of
the following session to informthe Conmittee of the progress nade in

achi eving the objectives set by the new regi ne.

47 . M. Mkaza (Burundi) wi thdrew

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

Draft general recommendation concerning the rights of refugees and persons
di spl aced on the basis of ethnic criteria (continued) (CERD C/49/M sc. 3/ Rev. 4)

48. The CHAIRMAN invited the Conmittee to consider the text prepared by
M. Wl frum which had been distributed in English only.

49, M. van BOVEN said that the draft text had been revised to take sonme of
his comments into account, especially regarding the connection between the
refugee problemand the Conmittee’s nandate. The reference in paragraph 1 to
the Conmmttee’ s Ceneral Recommendation XX (48) was, however, not sufficient
and paragraph 2 should contain a nore explicit reference to the Convention

50. M. WIFRUM said that the draft text made a clear reference to ethnic
criteria fromthe first preanbul ar paragraph onwards. M. van Boven's earlier
suggestion that the begi nning of paragraph 2 should state that no

di scrimnation should be practised in connection with the rights and
obligations nentioned in the rest of the text m ght have the wong effect,
since refugees belonging to certain ethnic groups mght be rejected by their
country of origin. That would be contrary to the rules of international |aw
and probably also to the Cormittee’s intentions. It should therefore be
possible to find another wordi ng for paragraphs 1 and 2 which woul d di spe

M. van Boven’'s concerns.

51. M. ABOUL-NASR said that, as a natter of principle, the Conmittee should
avoi d adopting too many general reconmendations at every session, at the risk
of creating confusion. As to the draft text under consideration, he agreed
with M. van Boven that the Committee would be well advised to consult the
bodi es of the United Nations systemwhich dealt with the refugee question

The proposed text referred only to the possibility for the refugees and

di spl aced persons of returning to and resettling in their countries of origin,
whereas the international instrunents dealing with refugee problens al so
provided for the possibility of settlenment in the host country and
resettlenment in a third country. Solutions should also be adapted to the
specific features of each situation. The question of the Palestinian
refugees, for exanple, was being dealt with in the framework of UNRWA and not
in that of the Ofice of the Hi gh Comni ssioner for Refugees. Care nust be
taken to avoid oversinplifications or excessive generalizations, which would
give the inpression that the Conmittee wi shed to change existing instruments
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on refugees. The Conmittee nust stay within the franework of the Convention
and avoi d noving onto dangerous ground.

52. M. CH GOVERA said that the current wording of the end of

paragraph 2 (b) inplied a contrario that the refoul enent and expul sion of
refugees mght take place on a discrininatory basis, and that was certainly
not the Conmittee's intention. It would therefore be better to say that
States parties were bound to ensure that there were no expul sions on a

di scrimnatory basis.

53. M. AHMADU said that, when he had first considered the draft text, he
had been thinking primarily of the problemof African refugees - with which he
was familiar, as the administrator of an organization for African refugees in
his own country, Nigeria - but he had not considered the issue of refugees in
the context of UNRWA, for exanple. As it now stood, the text was acceptabl e,
even if it mght be preferable to qualify the reference to the right to
conpensation in paragraph 2 (c¢). It was often very difficult to know who
shoul d be responsible for conpensation

54. M. de GOUTTES said that the Commttee would do well to seek the opinion
of the Ofice of the H gh Conmi ssioner for Refugees on the anbitious text
under consideration, as M. van Boven had originally suggested.

55. M. W FRUM poi nted out that M. Sherifis had consulted a representative
of the Ofice of the H gh Conm ssioner for Refugees, who had expressed
interest in the draft text and sinply suggested that a reference should be
made to the 1951 Convention relating to the Status of Refugees and that the
princi ple of non-refoul enent should be included. To provide a better |ink

bet ween paragraphs 1 and 2, as M. van Boven w shed, the beginning of
paragraph 2 m ght state that the Committee enphasized in that connection, etc.
To neet M. Chigovera s concerns, paragraph 2 (b) should end after the
reference to the principle of non-refoul ement and non-expul sion of refugees
and the reference to discrimnation would be deleted. Wth regard to

M. Ahmadu’ s suggestion that the reference to conpensation in paragraph 2 (c)
shoul d be qualified, he pointed out that the proposed text replicated the
terns of the Dayton Peace Agreenents.

56. M. YUTZIS commended M. Wbl frum who excelled at the art of drafting
texts that reinterpreted and updated the Convention in both letter and spirit.
Wth regard to paragraph 2 (b), he shared M. Chigovera s views. The text was
anbi guous since it tended to set conditions for expul sion that woul d appear to
legitimze some forms of discrimnation, and should be redrafted.

57. M. GARVALOV said that he was particularly interested in the refugee
probl em which his own country, Bulgaria, had experienced a few years earlier
and whose consequences were still affecting it. The Conmittee could perfectly
wel | make a general reconmendation on the subject and draw up a text that
connected the probl em of refugees and displ aced persons to that of racial

di scrimnation, since nention was being nmade of ethnic criteria.

58. M. van BOVEN expressed appreciation for the fact that the
representative of the Hi gh Comm ssioner for Refugees had endorsed the draft
text, which allayed sone of his misgivings. |In paragraph 2 (b), the reference
to the fundanmental principle of non-refoul ement shoul d probably be maintained,
as the Ofice of the H gh Conm ssioner wished. On the other hand, the
reference to article 1 of the Convention at the end of the subparagraph shoul d
be del eted, since, as M. Wl frum had pointed out, the text was based on the
Convention as a whole. He would prefer to speak of appropriate conpensation
in paragraph 2 (c), as that would weaken the text |ess than the anendnent
proposed by M. Ahnadu and still allow for sone flexibility.

59. M. DIACONU said that the wording of paragraph 1 should be revised to
avoi d any confusion between the 1951 Convention relating to the Status of
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Ref ugees and the International Convention on the Elimnation of All Forns of
Raci al Discrimnation. The reference to non-nilitary conflicts in the first
preanmbul ar paragraph was unnecessary.

60. M. CH GOVERA said that he was reluctant to accept the wording of
paragraph 2 (b), for he still did not understand what was meant by the
princi ple of non-refoul enent and non-expul sion without discrimnation.

61. M. WO FRUM said that the necessary drafting changes woul d be made.

62. M. SHERIFIS said that he hoped that the Cormittee would be able to
adopt the draft w thout a vote.

63. The draft general recommendation concerning the rights of refugees and
persons displaced on the basis of ethnic criteria, as orally anmended, was
adopt ed.

The neeting rose at 6.05 p. m




