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The neeting was called to order at 3.05 p.m

ORGANI ZATI ONAL AND OTHER MATTERS

1. The CHAI RMAN drew the attention of the nenbers of the Conmittee to a
note before them (CERD/ C/ 51/ M sc. 33) on the march planned in Roskil de,
Denmark, in menory of Rudol ph Hess.

2. M. ABOUL- NASR, supported by M. Garvalov and M. Rechetov, said the
Committee had better things to do than to fuel the debate on Nazi sm when so
many massacres had occurred wi thout the international community paying nuch
attention.

3. M. WOFRUM said that it was he, as country rapporteur for Denmark, who
had asked for the note to be distributed, as the march was bei ng planned by an
organi zati on whi ch was known for its neo-Nazi activities and which should

clearly be prohibited under article 4 (b) of the Convention. That having been

said, the Conmttee still had the option of expressing its opinion after the
event.
4, The CHAIRMAN said he took it the Conmttee did not wish to express an

opi nion on the matter.

5. It was so deci ded.

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

Bosni a and Herzegovi na (CERD/ C/ 247 and Add. 1) (continued)

6. M. AHMADU said that the cases which should be considered under an
urgent procedure should take up at | east as nuch of the Commttee's tinme as
the consideration of periodic reports and should even take precedence over the

latter. |In Bosnia and Herzegovina, the Dayton Agreenent was clearly not being
applied as it should be, and M. Hol brooke was continually having to rem nd
the parties of their commtnents under the Agreenent. |If nothing was done, it

woul d becone inpossible to keep track of the persons who should be brought to
trial and the Agreenent would becone a dead letter. The Conmittee should make
a statenent, even if only synbolic. At least it would be read and woul d show
how seriously the Cormittee viewed the situation

7. In the case of Bosnia and Herzegovina, the Conmittee should al so at

|l east talk to Ms. Rehn, Special Rapporteur of the Comm ssion on Human Ri ghts,
about the human rights situation in the territory of the former Yugoslavia,
and in any case should hold discussions with representatives of the countries
covered by urgent procedures. The States had to be convinced that the
Committee wished only to inprove its understanding of the situation in their
country, in order to help them overcone their problens.

8. The CHAI RMAN said that nost of the nenbers shared M. Ahnmadu's opi nion
and recalled that the Conmittee had decided to give greater priority to the
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consi deration of prevention neasures than to its exam nation of over overdue
reports. The Committee should ask the country rapporteur for Bosnia and

Her zegovina to prepare a draft decision for the Conmittee to consider in a
week's time.

9. It was so deci ded.

ACTI ON BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY AT | TS FI FTY-FI RST SESSI ON

(b) Ef fective inplenentation of international instrunents on human
rights

Note by the Secretary-General transmitting to the Comr ssion on
Human Rights the report of an independent expert, Philip Al ston
on the effective functioning of bodies established pursuant to
United Nations hunman rights instrunents (E/ CN. 4/1997/74)

10. The CHAI RMAN drew attention to Comm ssion on Hunan Rights
deci si on 1997/105, by which it invited the Secretary-General to solicit the
views of the relevant bodies on M. Alston's report.

11. M. GARVALOV said that the Commttee was duty bound to reply to that
request, especially as it had virtually been accused by M. Alston of refusing
to discuss the proposals he had been nmaking for al nost eight years. Although
the report undeni ably had sonme constructive aspects, his attention had been
caught in particular by the author's argunents that the treaty system was
“unsust ai nabl e”, as stated in paragraphs 10 and 12. M. Al ston placed nmuch of
the blame for the system s nmal functioning on the treaty bodi es thensel ves,
rather than on the States parties or the United Nations. M. Alston also
based hi msel f on the objective of universal ratification of the Covenants and
Conventions to suggest, on the one hand, that if that objective was not
achieved, the fault would lie with the treaty bodies, and on the other hand,
that if one day it was realized those bodies would never manage to keep up

wi th the staggering nunmber of reports to be considered, so that their
concl usi ons and recomrendati ons woul d be outdated and usel ess.

12. The treaty bodies' responsibilities lay in an objective and tinely
consideration of State party reports, pronoting a constructive dial ogue with
States parties and coming up with effective, constructive conclusions and
foll owup action. He wondered in what way the treaty bodi es had not been
performng their duties: had they not already beconme nore efficient by

i mproving their methods of work? Had they not spurred sonme States parties
into amendi ng sonme of their laws and practices? Had they not aroused public
interest in human rights and come up with procedures for considering urgent
cases and ensuring prevention? Wy then give up the collective wi sdom of the
treaty bodies in favour of a one-man nonitoring nechani sn?

13. It was surprising that M. Alston had failed to anal yse the rea
situation of the treaty bodies. They were actually unable to develop their
potential to the fullest extent. They had too few nmeetings; their reports
were not given the consideration they deserved; cooperation between them was
al nost non-existent and two of them were nore favoured than the others in
terms of secretariat services, working groups, pre-sessional meetings, nunber
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of neetings and sessions and so forth. Their own Commttee, did not have
enough tine, especially to consider the follow up given to its concl usions,
but it nonethel ess nanaged to conplete its workload during its two three-week
sessions. Pages 97-103 of its 1996 report contained a description of its
wor ki ng net hods. Unfortunately, M. Alston had based his report on the study
of two treaty bodies, the Hunman Rights Comrittee and the Conmittee on
Econom ¢, Social and Cultural Rights; the Conmmittee on the Elimnation of
Raci al Di scrimnation had never been consulted, despite the fact that the
author was calling for a substantial exchange of views.

14. The treaty bodi es were doing everything possible to encourage States
parties to publicize the reports they subnmtted to those bodies, to make human
rights a priority objective of the United Nations, to exam ne in depth the
human rights situation in States parties - in short, to respond to the appea
made by the Secretary-Ceneral and the World Conference on Human Ri ghts.
Instead of limting the nunmber of commttees, as suggested by M. Alston in
par agraph 94, they should be given the nmeans to be effective. To that end,
the United Nations and States parties should study the problem of conpliance
and find ways to resolve it; the United Nations should grant all the treaty
bodi es the necessary resources to develop their potential on an equal footing;
the treaty bodies should rationalize their working nethods, consider reports

t horoughly and objectively, draft concludi ng observations with specific
requests, outline followup procedures, etc.; the United Nations should
organi ze a conference for the treaty bodies; their annual reports, and in
particul ar their decisions on early warning and urgent cases, should be
transmtted directly to the H gh Comn ssioner for Human Ri ghts and the
Secretary-Ceneral ; the pertinent treaties should be anended or other neans
devel oped to permt States parties to submit a consolidated report, divided
into as many chapters as there were bodies, with each chapter to be considered
by the rel evant body; lastly coordination and consultation anong the human
rights bodies within the United Nations system should be institutionalized.

15. M. WOFRUM said that, given the inportance of M. Alston's report for
any possible reformof the treaty body system the Conmittee shoul d express
its views on the subject and in particular challenge the erroneous
interpretation of the situation used by the author as his basis for asserting
that the system was unsustainable. According to paragraphs 37 and 48 of the
report, the Committee was expecting 401 overdue reports and woul d have to
spend three years on their consideration if they were submtted. |In fact,

M. Al ston had never tried to find out how the Commttee worked; when it
studied the situation in a country, it often considered several reports at
once and rarely allowed nore than six nonths to el apse between the receipt of
a report and its consideration. |If the Conmittee on the Elimnation of

Di scrimnation agai nst Wonen consi dered the reports submitted to it on average
three years after receiving them as stated in paragraph 51, it was sinply
because that body net even less frequently than the Conmittee on the

Eli m nati on of Racial Discrimnation

16. He recogni zed that certain refornms were necessary, but suggested that
they should not be instituted until after the extent, cause and frequency of
t he del ays nmentioned by M. Alston had been determ ned. Furthernore, reforns
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shoul d be pertinent; for exanple, precious tine should not be wasted trying to
pronote universal ratification of human rights instruments, which was not the
treaty bodies' responsibility.

17. Any reformof the treaty bodies should al so take account of what the
Sub- Commi ssi on on Prevention of Discrimnation and Protection of Mnorities
and the Comm ssion on Human Rights did or could do. The Conmittee on the

El i m nation of Racial Discrimnation in particular should not restrict its
scope by focusing its action on individual questions. The Convention was

al ready specific enough in itself, and the Comm ttee shoul d al ways have the
flexibility to consider situations that sonetinmes devel oped very rapidly. The
only shift of enphasis which he thought worthwhile m ght perhaps apply to the
concl udi ng observations, which could be nore specific and aid in evaluating
the situation described in subsequent reports of the States concerned.

18. He was not in favour of setting up pre-sessional working groups for the
Committee, as, unlike the Human Rights Commttee, it was conposed not of
jurists who dealt exclusively with legal matters and were therefore
“interchangeabl e”, but rather of experts drawn from many backgrounds, which
was a major asset in conbating racial discrimnation. He was opposed to the
idea of limting the reports of States parties to 50 pages, as suggested in
par agraph 53, considering that the Committee had never conpl ai ned of the
length of a report; furthernore, if the information provided by the Governnent
was too brief, the Conmittee had to turn to information provided by the

print media, television or non-governmental organizations (NG3s), which the
Committee preferred to avoid.

19. Unli ke the author of the report, he thought that the early warning and
urgent procedures should be naintained, provided that the preparatory
activities, in particular the system of documentation, were streanmined. He
was prepared to admit that asking States parties to prepare conprehensive
reports woul d have the advantage of enabling the Cormittee to find information
on the inplenentation of other conventions and on the work of other treaty
bodies in one and the same docunent. Simlarly, the suggestion that the
Committee's concl udi ng observations on periodic reports should be clearer and
nore specific should obviously be endorsed, as should the idea of the
Committee allowing States parties to express their own views on those
observations and that of inviting the Third Committee (social, humanitarian
and cultural) to comunicate its observations in order to ensure a continuing
di al ogue.

20. The Committee should try to avoid overlapping with the activities of
ot her bodi es established pursuant to international human rights instrunents,
particularly those of the Sub-Conmmi ssion. |In that respect, the division of

| abour among treaty bodies should be inproved. The planned reform of the
system shoul d not only cover human rights treaty bodi es, as reconmended by

M. Al ston, but should al so take account of the fact that those bodies had the
sanme obj ectives and should conbine and coordinate their efforts. At the
practical |level, the docunentation and library services nmade available to the
Committee shoul d be inproved.

21. M. van BOVEN said the Committee should not reject en bloc all the
proposal s made by M. Alston in his capacity as an independent expert, but
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shoul d exam ne themwi th an open mnd. As to short- and nedi umterm measures,
he was willing to consider the ideas put forward by other memnmbers of the
Committee. For exanple, the Cormittee could advise States parties in advance
of the main questions it was going to ask themat the nmeeting on the periodic
reports, as other commttees did. Furthernore, States parties should be able
to comment on the Conmittee's concludi ng observations and, as suggested by

M. Alston, those observations should be made clearer and nore specific.

Early warning procedures, which left a lot to be desired owing to inadequate
preparati on and foll ow up, should also be inproved.

22. As to long-term neasures, the Committee should study the sol utions
proposed by M. Alston, not solely fromits own viewpoint, but from al

angl es, and also take into consideration the concerns and needs of States
parties, bearing in mnd that, even in the best of cases, States parties
succeeded in fulfilling their reporting obligations on tinme only with
difficulty. Unlike the International Labour Organization (ILO, the

United Nations did not have a unified systemfor nmonitoring the inplementation
of conventions prepared under its auspices. That considerably conplicated the
task of the States parties, which had to submit reports to different human
rights treaty bodies. The idea of consolidating reports into a single
docunent was therefore worth pursuing. The Commttee had already inproved its
functioning in certain respects, but there was nothing to stop it from
creating one or two nechanisns for nonitoring the inplenentation of human
rights conventions. Introducing the reforns proposed by M. Alston
particularly in paragraph 120 of his report, would necessarily be a |engthy
process, which should be undertaken in a constructive and broad-m nded spirit.

23. Ms. ZOU said that in his report, M. Al ston presented constructive and
i nteresting proposals that deserved cl ose consideration. The idea of asking
States parties to prepare conprehensive reports had several advantages, in
particul ar that of considerably sinplifying the task of States parties and
elimnating overlaps. On the other hand, the proposal to merge the work of
the human rights treaty bodi es was nuch | ess convincing: that would raise a
nunber of practical, alnpbst insoluble problens. Dialogue with States parties
woul d be virtually precluded. |If the single-report solution was adopted, at
the very least State party reports would have to be studi ed separately by the
Committees with regard to their respective areas of concern. There would be
ot her maj or problens, such as the different frequencies of the reports
submtted by States parties to the different conmttees, and the need to
coordinate the activities of delegations attendi ng nmeetings which were

consi dering country reports.

24, M. VALENCI A RODRI GUEZ said that the Conmittee, which had been

est abl i shed under the Convention, was entitled to organize its work as it

wi shed on the basis of the provisions of the Charter and of the basic human
rights instrunents, in the light of its essential mssion, which was to ensure
the uni versal inplenentation of the Convention subject to respecting the
soverei gnty of States parties.

25. In view of the constant growth of its workload as a result of the

i ncreasi ng nunber of States parties to the Convention and the proliferation of
issues it was handling, the Comrittee should take steps to inprove its
functioning. It should in particular restrict its activities to the areas
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defined in the Convention and refrain fromdealing with those that canme under
other treaty bodies. 1In preparing its annual reports, it should allowits
menbers enough tine to submit their comrents to the rapporteurs, and ensure
that its concludi ng observations were concise and to the point and refl ected
positions adopted by consensus. In order to ensure that all reports were
considered, the total duration of the Conmittee's two annual sessions could be
extended to six or seven weeks, or a pre-sessional one-week neeting could be
added, during which five Cormittee nenbers would prepare the nain questions to
put to the States parties, with the assistance of the rapporteurs.

26. As far as self-discipline was concerned, the Conmittee should linit the
speaking time of rapporteurs to 30 m nutes and that of other members to
10 mnutes. It could be suggested that States parties limt their periodic

reports to 50 pages and prepare conprehensive reports in which a specia
chapter would deal with inplenentation of the Convention. Annual coordination
and consultation neetings should also continue to be held with the

chai rpersons of the treaty bodies, particularly in order to elim nate any
overl aps between them

27. M. DIACONU said that in its conmment the Conmittee should at the outset
state that it had studied M. Alston's report fromdifferent standpoints and
with an open mnd, guided by the need to ensure increasingly conplete and

uni versal inplenentation of the Convention. It should try to present its
points of view clearly and forcefully, given the inportant inpact that
forthcom ng decisions would be certain to have on its activities. The
Committee should stress that activities relating to its principal mssion were
being carried out in a normal fashion, that it was not in a critical state and
that the various aspects of consideration of State party periodic reports were
bei ng constantly inproved. It should energetically deny the assertion that it
was expecting 400 reports and recall that the |longest delays in that respect
were considerably | ess than the independent expert clainmed.

28. The nunber of neetings, currently set at 60 per year, seenmed sufficient.
Al t hough the reports, even those of federal States, rarely exceeded 50 pages,
the idea of asking States parties to submt consolidated reports could be
envi saged, so long as they included a core docunent on the inplenmentation of
human rights instruments as well as sections directed to the bodi es concerned
wi th specific questions, such as torture, wonen or children. Wth regard to
urgent procedures, any overlaps with the work of other United Nations bodies
shoul d be elimnated. However, the proposal to set up a single conmttee
responsi bl e for considering the report of each State party was unacceptabl e,
as it did not take account of the particular specialization and conpetence
required of the different treaty bodies for considering the reports.

29. The Committee should adopt nore specific reconmendati ons and concl usi ons
and should refrain fromdealing with areas that came under other bodies. In
its annual report, for each of the States considered it should conbine the
sections that dealt with principal subjects of concern and with suggestions
and recommendations, in order to avoid repetition, and should do away with the
i ntroduction and the part dealing with positive aspects. A nmenber of the
secretariat could be instructed to nonitor any overlap of activities between
treaty bodies. The Chairman of the Committee could personally subnit the
Committee's annual report to the Third Comrittee and, prior to consideration
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of the relevant periodic report, each country rapporteur could distribute a
list of issues to take up, which would ease the task of States parties. It
woul d al so be useful for the States to be able to submt their own comrents on
the Committee's concluding observati ons concerning their periodic reports, so
that they could appear in the Commttee's annual report.

30. He supported M. Val encia Rodriguez' proposals on self-discipline at
Committee neetings; in its draft the Comrittee should enphasize that it was
maki ng an effort to inprove its working nethods, sinply in order to inprove
its efficiency.

31. M. SHERI FIS proposed asking the Chairman to draft a text setting forth
the views of the Cormittee on M. Alston's report, for adoption by the
Conmi ttee.

32. M. de GOUTTES said he was opposed neither to the idea of asking States
parties to limt their reports to 50 pages nor to that of having them prepare
a consolidated report for all the treaty bodies, so long as the section on

i mpl enentati on of the Convention was sufficiently devel oped. That nethod
woul d Iighten the workload for States submitting reports to several treaty
bodies. Unlike M. Alston, however, he did not think that the urgent
procedures could be considered practically usel ess.

33. Wth regard to the Committee's working | anguages, he was afraid that the
proposal s outlined by M. Al ston would defeat the principle of |inguistic
diversity to which Menmber States rermained commtted and would institute rea
linguistic discrimnation. Progress had been achieved by the Commttee
regarding the quality of the concluding observations or conclusions of the
different treaty bodies. Nevertheless, the Commttee shoul d endeavour to
refine its conclusions even nore and allow States parties to comrent on them
Wth regard to the procedure for consideration of reports, prior to

consi deration of a given report, the respective country rapporteur should

di scuss the issues he planned to address with the authorities of that country.
Furthernmore, the Committee should ask its questions nore concisely, so as not
to give delegations the inpression that the Commttee was limting the tinme it
allowed for their reply. The nenbers should probably be content with raising
poi nts that had not been touched upon by the rapporteur

34. M. ABOUL- NASR said the Committee was under no obligation whatsoever to
i ssue a comment on M. Alston's report. That having been being said, the

judi cious remarks which had been made in the course of the nmeeting concerning
the functioning of the Conmittee should be noted, on the understanding that
any nodification in Comrittee procedure should be in conformity with its rules
of procedure. The Chairman should draft a text summ ng up the Conmittee's
views on the report under study.

35. M. SHAHI agreed that in sonme respects the Cormittee could streamine
its procedure for consideration of reports. He also supported the suggestion
that periodic reports should be limted to 50 pages. On the other hand, he
was strongly opposed to the idea of replacing the urgent procedures with a
system whereby the representatives or experts of the Conm ssion on Human

Ri ghts or some other body would deal with urgent situations, while the treaty
bodi es woul d focus nainly on State party reports. The urgent procedures



CERD/ C/ SR. 1234
page 10

approach had been adopted precisely in order to prevent massive violations of
human rights and because the special rapporteur procedure had proven

i neffective in that respect, as those persons were not sent into the field
until after the event, when the violations had al ready been committed. The
Committee should reaffirmthe need for the urgent procedures it had adopted.
The idea of having a consolidated report prepared for all the treaty bodies
was in his view unrealistic, given the specificity of the different

i nternational instrunments concerned. He did not agree either with M. Alston
that the current system for the subm ssion of reports was not sustai nable.
That system could be inproved, and it was up to each treaty body to determ ne
to what extent it could reformits procedures in order to reduce the workl oad
involved in the preparation of individual State reports. It mght be pointed
out that the Conmittee's action had been successful, since the nunber of
States that had ratified the Convention had grown. The treaty bodies were in
t he best position to nmake reconmendations on the inplenentation of the
conventions which concerned them and the idea of merging those bodi es was not
at all realistic. However, he agreed with M. Alston that the concl uding
observati ons should be even nore specific.

36. M. AHMADU said that the Conmittee should endeavour to streamine its
procedures for the consideration of reports. He was also of the opinion that
the Chairman shoul d prepare a docunment reflecting the Comrittee's views on
M. Alston's report.

37. The CHAIRMAN said he took it that the Cormittee wi shed himto prepare
two texts sunming up the debate on M. Alston's report, one for nenbers of the
Committee, to be drafted with the help of the two Vice-Chairnmen, and the other
to be a revised version of the first text, which would be submtted to the
nmeeti ng of persons chairing the treaty bodies in a nmonth's tine.

38. M. SHAHI suggested that M. de Gouttes should also join the drafting
group in view of M. Alston's enphasis on “urgent procedures”

39. It was so deci ded.

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

Draft concl uding observations concerning the el eventh periodic report of
Mexi co (CERD/ C/ 50/ M sc. 24, future CERD/ C/ 304/ Add. 30) (conti nued)

Par agraph 4

40. M. de GOUTTES said that he woul d be presenting the anmendnents proposed
by Comrittee nenbers. |In paragraph 4, M. Yutzis had proposed addi ng the
phrase “nostly indi genous” after the word “popul ation” on the fourth |ine.

M. Shahi had suggested adding the word “entirely” to the | ast sentence,
before “succeeded”.

41. Par agraph 4 was adopted, as anended.
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Paragraphs 5, 6 and 7

42, Paragraphs 5, 6 and 7 were adopt ed.

Addi ti onal paragraph (new paragraph 8)

43. M. de GOUTTES said it had been suggested that the last two sentences of
par agraph 2 shoul d be nade into a new paragraph follow ng paragraph 7, which
woul d then becone paragraph 8. All the subsequent paragraphs woul d be
renunber ed.

44, It was so deci ded.

Par agr aph 8 (new paragraph 9)

45. M. de GOUTTES at M. Diaconu's suggestion, proposed amendi ng the
second sentence of the paragraph to read: *“, sonetinmes involving public
authorities,”.

46. Par agr aph 8 (new paradgraph 9) was adopted, as anmended.

Par agraph 9 (new paragraph 10)

47 . Paragraph 9 (new paragraph 10) was adopt ed.

Par agraph 10 (new paragraph 11)

48. M. de GOUTTES said that M. Val enci a Rodriguez proposed deleting the
phrase “the Cormittee notes with concern that”, so that the paragraph woul d
read: “Wth regard to article 5 of the Convention, in certain situations, an
individual's right to enjoy equal treatnent in the courts is not effectively
guaranteed ...~

49. Par agraph 10 (new paragraph 11) was adopted, as anended.

Par agraph 11 (new paragraph 12)

50. M. de GOUTTES proposed anendi ng the paragraph to read: “Concern was
expressed concerning the right to security of person of indigenous inhabitants
and illegal immigrants. This right to security of person has in certain cases
been viol ated by representatives of the forces of |aw and order, paranmlitary
groups and | andowners. All too often those responsible for these crines have
gone unpuni shed.”

51. Paragraph 11 (new paragraph 12) was adopted, as anended.

Par agraph 12 (new paragraph 13)

52. M. ABOUL- NASR wondered whether “civil” rights had been deliberately
omtted in paragraph 12, which dealt with political rights, considering that
econom c, social and cultural rights were mentioned in paragraph 13.
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53. M. de GOUTTES said that civil rights were not nentioned in paragraph 12
because the Committee had not been informed of any violations of those rights.

54, Paragraph 12 (new paragraph 13) was adopt ed.

Par agraph 13 (new paragraph 14)

55. M. de GOUTTES said that M. Val encia Rodriguez proposed anendi ng the
first sentence of the paragraph to read: “Wth respect to the enjoynent of
economi c, social and cultural rights, the Conmittee notes with concern that
persons from i ndi genous groups live in extrene poverty.”

56. M. SHERIFI S proposed replacing the phrase “the Committee notes with
concern” with “it is noted with concern”

57. Par agraph 13 (new paragraph 14) was adopted, as anended.

Par agraphs 14, 15 and 16 (new paragraphs 15, 16 and 17)

58. Par agraphs 14, 15 and 16 (new paragraphs 15, 16 and 17) were adopted.

Par agraph 17 (new paragraph 18)

59. M. de GOUTTES said that M. Val encia Rodriguez proposed anendi ng the
paragraph to read: “The fact that the report of the State party contains no
accurate statistics on the indigenous popul ation makes it difficult to anal yse
the work done on the rights recognized by the Convention for this |arge
segment of the popul ation.”

60. M. GARVALOV proposed replacing “recognized by” with “listed in”.

61. M. de GOUTTES suggested that “reconnus par” should then be replaced in
the French version with “énoncés dans”.

62. Paragraph 17 (new paragraph 18) was adopted, as anended.

Par agraph 18 (new paragraph 19)

63. M. de GOUTTES proposed replacing the word “lastly” at the begi nning of
the paragraph with the word “finally” in the English version

64. Par agraph 18 (new paragraph 19) was adopted, as anended.

Par agraph 19 (new paragraph 20)

65. M. de GOUTTES said that the Chairman and M. Di aconu proposed anendi ng

the paragraph to read: “The State party is requested to furnish, in its next

report, detailed information on the situation of the various indigenous groups
living in Mexico.”

66. Par agraph 19 (new paragraph 20) was adopted, as anended.
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Par agr aph 20 (new paragraph 21)

67. M. de GOUTTES said that M. Val encia Rodriguez proposed deleting the
words “sean mhs eficaces” at the end of the first sentence in the Spanish
ver si on.

68. The CHAI RMAN suggested addi ng the words “nenbers of” before “all groups
of the popul ation” at the beginning of the third line of the English text. He
al so proposed deleting the word “should” in the fifth line and replacing the
words “those targeting” with “anong” in the penultimte |ine.

69. Par agr aph 20 (new paragraph 21) was adopted, as anended.

Par agr aph 21 (new paragraph 22)

70. M. YUTZIS proposed anendi ng the second |ine of the paragraph to read:
i nformation containing precise indicators on ...”

71. Par agraph 21 (new paragraph 22) was adopted, as anended.

Par agr aph 22 (new paragraph 23)

72. The CHAI RMAN suggested deleting the word “should” fromthe first Iine of
the English text.

73. M. de GOUTTES, at M. Diaconu' s suggestion, proposed dividing the
paragraph into two, with the second sentence becom ng a separate paragraph

74. It was so deci ded.

75. Par agraph 22 (new paragraph 23), as anended., and the additiona
par agr aph wer e adopt ed.

Par agr aph 23 (new paragraph 25)

76. The CHAI RMAN proposed deleting the word “should” fromthe first |ine of
the English text.

77. Par agr aph 23 (new paragraph 25) was adopted, as anended.

Par agr aph 24 (new par agraph 26)

78. The CHAI RMAN proposed again deleting the word “should” fromthe first
l'ine.

79. M. de GOUTTES proposed replacing the words “de tels crinmes” with
“de telles infractions” in the fifth |ine of the French text.

80. Par agr aph 24 (new paragraph 26) was adopted, as anended.
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Par agr aph 25 (new paragraph 27)

81. The CHAI RMAN proposed once nore deleting the word “should” fromthe
first line.

82. M. ABOUL- NASR questioned the need to refer to “large” |andowners.

83. M. YUTZIS said that in Latin America, that expression could designate
subj ects of | aw which were not necessarily corporations. It mght therefore
be nore appropriate to refer to large | andowners and | arge real estate
compani es.

84. The CHAI RMAN proposed continui ng consideration of paragraph 25 (new
par agraph 27) at a subsequent neeting.

85. It was so deci ded.

The neeting rose at 6.05 p. m




