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SUlilI.ARY RIJCORD OF THC 321ST lIIJ:;JTING 

hold on Thursday, :;l I-farch 1977, o.t 10.15 a,!'1, 

Chairman: -·• -·- --··•·---

COUSim:mATION OF DBI'Ol1TS' COlJl:ICNTS AND IHFORIIATIOH SUBIITTT::JD BY STA'l1DS PAHTIDS 
UlIDBil AilTICDJ 9 OF THC COllVDlTTIOH ( a(;'cmda item ;j; (continued: : 

FOURTH P'.JRIODIC Il:CPOTITS OF STAT.CS l'ARTIJS DUD IN 1S'7G ( continued) ·----#····--

1. At the invitation of the Chairman, I-Ir. Hillr;enber."' 'Petl.eral IlcT.Jublic of ~ ----·•·•··- ·------·•·-·-•·-- ·----------•-·= ·•. __ :,.i •·'- -· -- ______ . ... .. · • · ·--

Germ88Y..L took ap_lace at. the _ Comi:1Htee table. 

2. Ur. HILLG~]i_:DDD.:.Q (FecJoral ne:·mblic of Germani thm:ed the Corn1:1i ttee for 
bi vine him an opportunity to answer the questions raioec1 a.t the previous meetin.:s, 
He Hished, at the outset, to no.kc one ueneral cornr.1ent; some rner.ibers hac~. stated 
that his country's fourth periodic report ( 0-BIID/c,'n. ~-o,'Add. 26) indicated rroocl 
intentions but leso in the way of concrete meacurec. In fact, the re:!_,ort contained 
stateraents of Government :!.,olicy which wao itself reflected in administrative 
0easures, many of which were al Do mentioned in the rei,ort. Thuo, the report 
indicated truch more than coocl. intentions. 

3, Hr. Sayegh had richtly pointed out that the ficure "II" in the hen.dine of 
anneJ:: 1 was not correct; it had been re~n·oducocl in orroT fror:1 other sources, In 
connexion with section I of the report, Mr, Ingles had requestecl ficuren concerninc­
Asian nationals, He regretted that he could not provide additional ficures at the 
moment, but his Government would certainly be more specific in i to ne:d report to 
the Committee, Mr, Valencia Hodricuez and Hr. Dliohchenl:o had asl::ed questions 
a.bout the Danish minority referred to in section II. He coulct not, at the mornent, 
give details about administrative measures to protect that minority, but 
paracraph 1 (a) of that section contained inclications about the representation of 
the Federation of South pchleswic Voters in the Aclvino1.7 Commi ttce for Questions 
Ilelatin{3' to the Danish Minority. A number of me1:1bero had. asked whether that rrroup 
was treated. as a minority or as a party. It was of courne a minority, but it had 
formed a party, The fact that it Has a sincle party aave it a better chance of 
protectinc its intereots, ancl it was :particularly iuportant for it to be 
represented at the Lander level because, under the federal system, cultural affairs 
ancl most administrative matters uere decic1ecl at that level. The 5 per cent clause, 
which normally cxcluc1ed parties which had not obtained at leaot 5 per cent of the 
vote, was not applicable either at the Lander or at the Federal level. 

4, Questions had been acked about the cliffcrence between the treatr:1ont of the 
Danish minority and the treatment of gypoies, He conDiclered that the situations of 
the two 13Tou::,s were entirely c1.ifferent, and that each crou:, :cequired different 
positive treatment by the Government. The gy-psieo we:ce mootly non-German and had 
no fixed residence. In contrc1st, the Danioh minority lived to.:,;ether in a specific 
area. It wao 95 per cent of German nationality and had historical liriks with 
Denraar!c. Because of those linl~s, political minority ri~·hto were i:,-ranted on the 
banis of reciprocity to Danco of German descent in Demnarl:. Annex 2 set forth the 
special arrancrements re@-1.latinc the riehts of the German o.nd Daninh ~inorities. 
IIr. Valencia IlodriGUeZ had inquired about the difference betlreen the treatment of 
moies of German nationality and those of other nationalities. Gy:9sies of German 



cmm/c/sn. :;21 - 56 -

nationality enjoyed the oar.ie richto as other German citizens, wherons foreicn 
gypsies were treated a.ccora_inc to their nationality. Differences of treatment 
e:dsted prirnarily in the ficlcl of political ric.:;hts. Hrs. Uarzazi had inquired 
about the implementation of the Council of Europe recommencJations set forth in 
annex 3, Ho had no additional information at hand. to answer that question, and 
thou{;ht that the next re!)ort micht c;ive more detail11 in that rcc-ard. The Chairman 
hacl asl;::ed about the oi tua tion of 11tatelcss G"Jpsico. As fa::..· as he was aware, the 
Federal Ilcpublic of Germany had rccentl;r ratified the Convention rclatin0 to the 
Statuo of Stateleso Persons, which providea for s ~)ccial aeasurcs for the protection 
of such ,arsons in the licrht of their particular situation, 

5, lrr. Inc;les had asl~ed. whether there was a J eui:Jh minority in the Federal Ilepublic 
of Germany. Annex 4 contained a reference to Israeli nationals but there were no 
statintics as to Germans of Je-uioh oricin since no one wao req_uired to indicate his 
race, In so far as the Jewish faith was concernec1, the Jewish community enjoyed. 
equal status uith other rclic;iouo communities. Gome □embers had asked about the 
definition of minorities ; only the Danish minoxity souc;ht special riolitical status, 
whereas the other aroupo were interested solely in the r:Jaintenance of certain 
cultural traditions. Ho one lm.s ::...·equirea. to make a declaration reGard.ing his 
mcJ:1,JOrGhil) of a rninori ty c;rouri , The fiQ.lres in the :::i=cport were based. on election 
results and membcrohiIJ of cultural associations . He wished to assure Hr. liollist 
that there was no difference in the treatment of Caucaoian anc'l non-Caucasian 
minorities in the Federal Republic of Germany and that the same s tanclard of equality 
a~pJ.ied to all minoritieo. The first periodic report had contained relevant 
statiotics on African anc1. Asian students and on inter-;.:acial and other questions, 
Uni vcrsi ties with lir.1i ted access had special quotas for otudents frori1 African and 
Asian countries ancl s11ecial ocholarohi:,o i,1e1.·c available to stuc1cnts and trainees 
fror.1 thooc countries. He hopcc1 that the nex t report uould c ivc more up-to-elate 
information on them. • 

6. lir. Valencia IlodriB'llez had. asl:ea. about the perccmtacc of workers from 
EDC countries. Of the tuo r:1illion forcie,-i1 workero il1 the Peel.oral Republic of 
Germany, appro:rh1ately 25 per cent came from the Common liarl:et countries. 
Mr. Blishchenl:o and Irr. Dayal ha.cl aol:etl about cliscrir:1ination with regard to foreign 
workers; all foreicn wor!:ero enjoyed equal statun, Aa c::]?J.ained in section III 
of the report, over 95 per cent of the foreiGIJ. wor!:crn were covered by the legal 
provisions of the ~:CC or b~• bilateral social insurance a&-reements. The waiting 
1,eriod. for the other 5 1,er cent had been introduced in order to give time to 
de termine whether the workers in question wishet to return to their home countries ; 
a prim:- and bindinG' stater.JCnt by them had been deemed inappropriate. :Hr. Dayal 
had inquired. a.bout the meanine;· of the term II illerral employment" : it meant the 
employment of a worker without a work permit issued by the competent authority. 
In reply to M.r. Ncttel, he wished. to say that uorl:crs havinrr such a permit could 
circulate freely throughout the territory; howevc:c, the ,10rl~ 1Jermi t was limited 
to a specific area to ensure that all necessary facilities to which the workers 
were entitled could. be ]?rovidec.l for them. Hr. ]echczelles had asked about the 
representation of foreie,n wo:d::er::; in trade unions. Forcic;n workers could. Join 
tra de unions, participate in trao.e union elections and become trade union officials, 

7. ii. recent Government :_,olicy statement on meaoures for the economic and social 
integration of forei c.;n worl:ero i,10ulc1 unquestionably be of interes t to the Committee, 
::: ince it u-,Juatoc1. previous information 0·iven on that C.i:'oup. The otatcmcnt had 
indicatec1. that the Fec.lcral Government reaffirmed its intention to intecTate forei[,"!l. 
worl;:ers and. the ii· familico and would intensify i to efforts in that direction. 
Since the rec:;_•1.li t i;1cnt cau:xdcn for foreil,"!1 ,rorl:01.·s had endocl, the Federal Republic 
hacl increased the f undo available for oocial intec,Tation :r:rurposes from DII 22 to 
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DU 30 million a year, in s ~,i to of the economic receo::;ion and its consequent strain 
on the budcet. In the years ahead the Federal Governuent ,-rould concentrate its 
efforts on a nul!l_ber of· specific measureo. D:::periencecl ,relfare accncies throughout 
the country, with a total staff of 600, concernetl thcmoel vco with the welfare of 
the f oreien worl:ers and their families. Those a(;'encieo received financial 
assistance totallinc DI I 16 million from the Fedcro..l Governr:1ent, and that 
assistance would be continuec.l. All a.istrict officeo o:Z the Ger1:ian Tracle Union 
Federation, as well as 12 officeo of the Catholic Lo.bour Iiovement, provided 
advisory services for forcicn worl:ers. In addition, the Gerr'.lan Trade Union 
Federation had 20 specialists, soE1e of them nationals of the countries of origin of 
the workero, to give vocational e,uidance to foreie,n ,ro:rl;:ers and also to advise them 
on various social matters. Those activities contributed c1.ecisively to safeguarding 
the position of foreign workers in law and, hence were a direct exprcosion of the 
social responsibility e:cercisco jointly by the Federal Government 2nd. the trade 
unions in relation to foreign wor!:ers. The Federal Governr:1ent provided nearly 
Di-I 2 million a year for that im:portant worl: ana would continue to cfo so. The 
Federal Government also sought to improve lanJUace tuition for foreirrn workers, 
principally by increasinc the ranee of lanc,ua{;'e courses. It had also increased. 
the funds available for that purpose from DH 600,000 in 1975 to over DM 1.5 million 
in 1976, indicating thereby the hiah priority it attached to lan3uace training as 
a decisive prerequisite for social inte('.,Tation. It would continue that policy in 
the years ahead. 

8. For a number of years, the Federal Government had been carryinG out a 
nationwide proeramme, in conjunction with the Federal State □ , which embraced both 
lancuace and vocational education. In 1975 alone, 550 courseo had been held. for 
some 7,;00 participants. The courses were d.eoi~nod to facilitate the integration 
of foreien workers and their participation in traininc ochernes or0anized by the 
Federal Institute of Labour. The iJroe-ramme was an important basis for the further 
traininG' of forei(,11 workers and the Federal Government hue~. earmarked a further 
DU 700,000 for the procramme for 1976. 

9. In order to improve the o chool ecluca tion of the chiltlren of foreicn workers, 
the Federal Government prornotetl. a 11 hom0work heli, 11 ocheme under vhich miJ:ed G'!'OUps 
of German and forei::.,71. children did their homeworl;: to.:;·cther after school. The 
scher.1e had :proved cuccescful and enabled the children of foreicn uorl: ·-rc to derive 
~~cater benefits from their educational opportunitieo. The Federal Government was 
considerinff with the State authori tie:3 ways and means of intensifyinc- those 
activities. In order to ma:;:e u~, for the lanc;uace rmc: educational clisadvantaces 
which impeded normal vocational training for younc forcicncro, the Federal 
Government financed 4-month pre3.1aratory courses baoed for the most part on 
language and general education. The new initiative, for which the Federal 
Government had made available more than DH 500,000, wouJ.d develop into a broad­
based "youth programme 11 and form a new area of activity in the Federal Government's 
efforts to further the social intee;-ration of foreiGn children. The Feel.oral 
Government attached opecial i mportance to the problems confrontincr the second 
ceneration of foreiGnero, Thus, all youne foreicners who had entered the 
li'Gderal Republic of GerDany before 30 November 1S' 74 received, aa a ceneral rule, a 
work permit which was required for vocational traininc;-. Children of foreign 
,rorl:ers who had been li vine with their parents in the Fecleral Re9ublic for five 
years or more were entitlea. to such a permit and enjoyed. the same status as 
Germans on the labour market. Children of forcicn worl:ers who had entered the 
Federal Republic before 1 January 1977 to join their parents would aloo be able 
to obtain a work permit. The Federal Gove:rnment acknowledced the conoidorable 
attention which the media devoted to foreigners anQ their problems. It regarded 
that attention as valuable support for its own efforts to further the cocial 
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inte[f.l:'ation of foreicn wo:~!.:ers. It encJeavoured to ~:cc::_, the foreie;n comnruni ty 
informed by various 1,u0licationo ; anc} one such publication, which appeared in six 
laneuaccs, hnd a total circulation of 300,000. Factories, J.ocal and rec;ional 
authorities, as well as trade unions, churches a.m1 other 1:1ocial c:,Toups had 
introc1ucecl many different schemes to facilitate the 1:1ocial intec-ration of the 
forei~'ll population, 

10, '\Tith rec-ard to section IV of the report, Irr, Bahncv had asked why more 
emphasis had been placed on tolerance and respect rather than on forms of prejudice, 
His Govurnmont consiclerecl that tolerance and re □i'.lect wore a :::,osi tive approach to 
the probJ.ei,1 of prejuclice. 

11. A number of members hacl asked questions in connexion with section V, 
Section I, paragraphs 1 (a) and. (b), of his country's third report contained 
information on the provisions of the Penal Code concerninc prosecution of leaders, 
members and supporters of orGanizations which promoted racial discrimination 
? sections 84 to 86 of the I>enal Code) and of persons ,rho incited to racial hatred 
, sections 130 and 131;. It rnirrht be useful to add that, according to section 129, 
the founding and membership of criminal association:::: as uoll as support for and 
advertisement of 1:1uch association□ ,rere punishable, l"'2.rticipation in associations 
a.irected towanls inci tin::; to racial hatred or promotinc racial discrimination could 
be prosecuted without any ~rior measure against the association itself. The newly 
introduced sections 88 (a), 12:; (a) and 130 (a) concentrated on particularly 
dangerou1:1 activities. Ui th re/;·arc1 to the question of whether, in conformity with 
article 4 (a) of the Convention, additional measure::: should be introduced to punish 
ideas of racial superiority, he wished to point out that his Government attached 
particular importance to the protection of all human riGhts, includinrr freedom of 
opinion. Ideas of racial superiority ohould certainly be rejected ; in many cases 
they constituted li"oel and sland.er vis-~,-vis certain sectors of the population and 
as such were punishable offences, In so far as further measures were concerned, 
the cuarantee of freedom of e:cprcssion made it necessary not to create possible 
pretexts for und.ue lini tationo on that riGht, and the l)J:incipleo of the rule of 
law ana. the clarity of the law muot also be maintainoc1. AccorcJ.inG'lY, his 
Government hau, after careful consideration, reached the conclusion that 
dissemination of o:pinion::i of :t'acial su:Jeriori ty should be punishable if it was 
intended to create or foster racial discrimination or hatred. That interpretation, 
which covered all icleas of an in:::ulting or incitinG character, was in line with 
article 4 of the Convention which allowed for "fue rec-a::-c1 to the principles 
embodied. in the Universal Declaration of Human Ilichts 11 , The Universal Declaration, 
in its articles 19 and 20, called for freedom of opinion and aosociation. 

12. A number of members had a::iked about the court caseo listed in section V of the 
report, As indicated in parac-raph 2 of that section, the sentences had been passed 
for remarks inciting to hatred acainst certain groups or insultinc, ridiculing or 
defaming such croups; it had been thought that it micht take too loncr to give 
every detail regarding those cases, Mr. Blishchenl~o ancl I1r. Bahnev had referred 
to a sentence passed by the Rec;ional Court of Berlin on an innl~eeper who had 
refused admission to Turks, In arrreement with the throe Powers, the Federal 
Republic of GermanJr had extended the scope of the Convention to cover 11cst Berlin; 
and he thought that a cJiscussion of the status of l3erlin would. be inappropriate in 
the Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination. 

13, In connexion with section VI of the report, concern had been voiced that the 
National Democratic Party (NI1)) had not been outlawed. The question of a ban on 
the NPD had been commented on in his country's third periodic report and by his 
Government's representative on the occasion of the discussion of that report. 
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Section VI of the present report updated those comments. Safecuarcls for the 
protection of political parties acainst arbitrary actionc by Governments contained 
in the Basic Law (article 21 (2)) required that the Federal Conotitutional Court 
l!JUst d.ecide on the outlawinJ of parties. The Federal Government had no concrete 
evidence which would permit action under that provision. He could only repeat 
that the NPD party proc;rammo of 1973, while otre::rninc national itl.eas and the 
it1]_)ortance of characteristics of men ancl. IJOoples accorclinc; to their history and 
traditions, did not refer to racial diffcrenceo and tlmt :NPD officialc did not 
make statement□ aa.vocatinc racial discrimination. There wa::i no basis, therefore, 
for a ban on the party by the Federal Constitutional Court. Durinc the Federal 
elections in October 1~7G, the H:1D had attracted onJ.~, O. J per cent of the votes of 
the electorate, half ao many as in 1972. That recult indicatec.1. that su11port for 
the I_)arty was very cmall and uas dwindlin(;'. He wished to acoure the Cor.mu. ttee 
that the Federal Government paid close attention to the activities of the NPD. 
All orcranizations llhich were successors of outlaiTod I_)artien or ascociations llere 
automatically outlawed themoelvco, antl membershi:::, of cuch ouccccsor orc·anizations 
,,as automaticall~r :punishable. The NPD had never declared itoelf to be, or criven 
evidence that it was, a cuccoo:::;or of an;r outlawed party. 

14, Nany members had asl:cd for information concerning hie count::-y' s relations 
with southern Africa. ~he Federal Government had, in fact, once ac;ain carefully 
conoidered whether to include such information in its reports. As neither ceneral 
recommendation III nor decioion 2 ~XI) entailed an oblication to include in reports 
submitted pursuant to article 9, paracrraph 1, of the Convention any information 
on relations with the minority rucimes in southern Africa o~, in general, on 
relations with third parties, it had decidea, on lce;al g-rounds, not to expound its 
attitude towards southern Africa in its fourth periodic report. 

15, That did not, of course, mean that his Government wished to evade questions 
reGarc1in3' its attitude towards southern Africa. In the r:'ourth Committee of the 
General Assembly, it had given a detailed account of all aspects of those 
problens in order to malce its attitude known. Those statements were ccnerally 
accessible in the relevant documents. Nevertheless, vithout recocnizinc any 
oblication to report on that subject, his Government, in order that the Committee 
miGht have as much information as possible, was willin.:; to ex1;lain its attitude 
towards southern Africa, as it had clone when the second and third r13ports were 
discussed. As micrht be seen in detail from the four reports, the Federal Republic 
of Germany, since its inception, had identified itself with the principle of 
racial equality in conformity uith the Purposes anC Principles of the 
United Hations and had taken the measures neceosar;'.! to eliminate all forms of 
racial discrimination. Those considerations, which wore based on its 
constitutional law, its contractual oblication:::; and its political conviction, also 
GUided hio Government's attitude to questions rolatinc to southern Africa. Hence, 
his Government concurred in the world-wide criticiom of South Africa's policy of 
aJ!arthe~, consid.ered that its continuing :presence in Ifomibia we..s not in conformity 
with international laH, and it hold. the view that the people of Southern Rhodesia 
had a richt to self-determination. As early as 196::;, the Federal Republic of 
Gerr.mny had joined the United ITations in condemninc: ~a1·t~-~c1 in South Africa and 1 

in response to the Security Council's resolution 101 ll96J/, hacl impoced an 
embarco on the supply to South Africa of ,reapons, ar.ummi tion, □ili ta1:;:r vehicles 
and equipment for the 1:1anufacture of war material, arn.l had declared that it would 
not be a party to military co-operation with South Africa, That policy had since 
been reaffirmed by the Federal Government on many occaoions and. was strictly 
observed, The Federal Republic of Germany did not cncouraG~ investment in 
South Africa, It did not indulco in any nuclear co-operation whatever with 
South Africa. It had repeatedly called upon German firms in South Africa to adjust 
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the ,ra.:;es of white and coloured employees as a practical contribution towards the 
elimination of apartheid. However, since it respected the rule of law, the 
Fecleral Republic of Germany could not force private firms to take such measures. 
The Federal Ile::.mblic of Germany was heavily dependent on international trade. 
Trade relations were a major part of the peaceful relations it sought ,vi th all 
nations, irrespective of the political character of the Government in question, 
Like many other countries in all parts of the world, it traded with South Africa, 
but its trade li:ti'.:s did not prevent it from stroncly clenouncinc- apartheid. The 
Federal Republic and other WAste1."Il countries had on numerous occasions;tressed to 
the South African Government the need to grant Namibia inclepenclence speedily, to 
preserve the unity of that territory, to allow the political parties to participate 
in the constitutional conference and to allow the United Nations to supervise the 
process loadinc to inc1e1,end.ence. 

16. The Federal Re:)ublic of Gcrman~r maintained no political, economic, diplomatic 
or other :;:elations with Southern Hhodesia. The sanctions on Southern lThodesia 
imposcc1 by the Security Council were strictly adhered to ancl their observance was 
ensured.. 

17. lforoovcr, in confo1."'!lli ty ui th Uni tcd Nations resolution, the Federal Republic 
of Ge:;:many assisted 1,ersons who were the victims of racial discrimination and 
a~artheid. It contributed to international humanitarin:n relief operations oreanized. 
by the United Nations and. by the OAU, ancl supported moaoures by private 
institutions to provide educational and trainin0 opportunities for the African 
po~ulation or refugees. Above all, it contributed to the United Nations 
Educational ancl Traininc Prot3"rarnme foi: Southern Africa, the Uni tcd Nations Trust 
Fund for South Africa, and to the United Nations Fund for Namibia. 

18. He hoped that he had. answered most of the questions which had been put and 
wished to assure the Cornmi ttee that his Government ,roulc.1 continue its co-operation 
with it ancl would try to provide adcl.i tional information in its next report and 
answer any questions it might not have answered fully in the i1resent report, 

19, Mr. BLISHCHENKO said that he did. not agree with the view expressed b;r the 
representative of the Federal Republic of Germany that it would be inappropriate 
to discuss the question of the extension of the jurisdiction of the Federal Republic 
of Germany to West Berlin, an action to which many States had objected and one 
which constituted a fla(r.r'ant violation of international law and of specific 
international obligations. 

20. Nr. B.AHNEV supported the position tal:en by Hr. Dlishchenko. He observed, 
further, that-he could not acree that the idea of 11 tolerancc 11 in itself included 
also that of "combating prejud.ices which lead to racial discrimination11 if only 
because both those ideas were rncmtionecl in article 7 of the Convention. 

21. I1r. SAYEGH paid tribute to the representative of the Federal Republic of 
Germ~" for the thorough ancl. comprehensive, albeit brief, way in which he had tried 
to answer all the questions askecl. He wished to place on record his views on three 
points. First, section V of the report contained tabulations of cases which had 
been disposed of by courts but clid not cive any indication of the sentences; that, 
in his opinion, .-ras less than was required under a:rticle 9 of the Convention. It 
micht have tal:en too lone; to ei vc that information in a st.:i..tcment, but he would 
have li~~ed to see it included in the report and very much hoped that it would be 
included in the next report. A reportinG State had an olJlication to report on 
legislative, judicial, administrative and other measures, and it was not enough for 
the Committee merely to know that sentences had been passccl, It was important to 
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know what the sentences were and to have some indication of their severity, which 
would, in a sense, illustrate the degree of importance which the reporting State 
attached to cases of that kind. 

22. Secondly, with regard to article 4 (:£) of the Convention, it now seemed clear 
that the Federal Republic of Germany did not consider ifoelf obligecl to declare 
illegal and to prohibit racist organizations. It considered itself obliged to 
prosecute the leaders and members of such organizations for their activities but 
not to declare the organizations themselves illegal and to prohibit them ; and it 
invoked the "with due rec-ardl' clause as a justification for its attitud.e, The 
drafters of the Convention had nevertheless affirmed explicitly the obligation to 
declare illegal and prohibit racist or&anizations ; anc they could not have 
understood or intended the 11 wi th due rcGard11 clauce to cancel out that specific and 
explicit obligation. 

23, Thirdly, two questions were involved in connexion with the obligation for 
States to report on their relations with southern Africa, The first was whether 
there was in fact an obligation to report and the second was what kind of 
relations between a State Party and the racist regimes in southern Africa were 
compatible with the letter and spirit of the Convention. The Committee had been 
told once aGain that the Federal Republic of Germany did not consider itself 
legally obliged under the Convention to report to the Committee on its relations 
with South Africa. In that case, why had it not c~"l)recsed a reservation to 
resolution 31/81 which had been adopted by the General Assembly without a vote at 
its thirty-first session and in which all concurrinc States had agreed to report 
on their relations with South Africa? 

24, Mr. NETTEL commended the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany for 
havinc replied to the many questions put to him. Havinc been in a similar position 
at the Committee's last session, he knew how difficult it was to furnish replies 
to all questions. 

25, He had drawn attention at the last meeting to the reference in the report to 
the judgements of the Courts of Berlin, and had stated that he did not consider it 
useful for the Committee to discuss that question since it concerned a convention 
between four States which could be interpreted correctly only by those States, 
The representative of the Federal Republic of Germany had no doubt intended to use 
the word 11 inopportune 11 rather than the word 11 inap:propriate 11 in that connexion. 

26, 11r. PARTSCH, referring to ~ir. Sayegh's comments on the lecal provisions 
relevant to the interpretation of par8.t,"Taphs 4 (,.e) and(.:£) of the Convention, said 
that there were two prohibitions that had to be considered seJarately, The first 
was the prohibition of political parties in accordance with article 21 of the 
Basic Law quoted in annex 1 to the third report of the Federal Republic of Germany 
( CEPJ)/C/R. 70/ Add, 24). The second was the bannincr of associations. It was the task 
of the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany to provide information on 
new developments. The third. re1Jort contained sufficient information on earlier 
developments to show that associations whose purposes and activities not only 
conflicted with criminal law but were directed a0ainst constitutional order and 
international understanding were prohibited, Article 3, para[s'I'a:ph 3, of the 
Basic Law covered non-discrimination. Political parties which sought to i rc:pair or 
abolish the free d.emocratic basic order were banned, The only ne,-, provision under 
the Penal Code was article 129 which provided that the founders of new associations 
could be punished even if the association itself had not been prohibited, It was 
incorrect to state, however, that there was no provision for the banninc of 
associations as such. The representative of the Fecleral Republic of Germany had not 
been required to mention such provision since it had already been reported to the 
Comroi ttee. 
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27, 1-ir, INGI.JJS recalled. that during its discussion of the third periodic report 
of the Federal Republic of Germany, the Committee had requeoted the Government of 
thc.t country to talrn note of the comments made and the concern expressed, and to 
provide in its nerl report information about the ::_Jroc,-..:-ammes and. activities of the 
National Democratic Party, The only reference to that party in the fourth periodic 
report was the conclusion by the Federal Republic of Germany that the aims and 
activities of that party did not violate the law or contravene the Convention, The 
Committee had requested specific information on which to draw its own conclusions 
and had not merely asl:ed for the conclusions of the reporting Government, 

28, Hr. HILLGDNDEHG ·:Federal Republic of Germany) said that the question raised 
about West Derlin had alreaa_y been noted by his Government. He realized that the 
o:;_:,inion of Governments differed in that respect. ReferrinG to the question raisec! 
by Mr. Bahnev, he said that there were also d.ifferent interpretations of tolerance 
in different parts of the world. His Government maintained a positive approach. 
It considered that tolerance should. include the suppression of racial discrimination. 

29, Replying to Hr. Sayegh, he snid that his reference to the "with due regard" 
clause ha.cl not been made in connexion with article 4 (b) of the Convention. ·what 
he had said was that the National Democratic ~arty had-not been abolished since 
the;r.e w~s insufficient evid~nce on which to base such action. His reference to the 
"with due rerrard11 clause had been made in relation to article 4 (a). His 
Government had supplied information on the National Democratic Party as requested, 
and he had made additional comments. He was prepared to furnish the entire text 
of the party's procrramme in German if the Committee so desired, 

30. The CHAIRHAH thanked the re11resentati.v0 of the Federal Republic of Germany for 
his inforn:.ative-st3,tement ancl fo; his replies to the various questions raised. 
Note had been tal~en of his intention to report to his Government on the questions 
he had been unable to answer and on the Committee's additional comments, so that 
they could be tal:en into account when the Government prepared its next periodic 
report. 

31, Er~ Hi}lgenberg wi thd.row. 

Philippines ( c-BRD/c/n.90/Add. 20; 

32. &J_he invitation of the CIIAI~1.AN 1, Mr ,_e__i_~~n..J£ .. hil~ines) took a place at 
the Committee table. 

33, Mr, SIAZ0N (Philippines) said that the brief and concise report of his 
Government (CERD/C/R,90/Add.20) covered developments in the Philippines only up to 
12 June 1976. Developments since that date would be dealt with in a subsequent 
report. He woulc!. tal;:e note of any comments or requests the Committee might wish 
to mal;:e and would convey them to his Government so that they could be taken into 
account in its next report. 

34. Hr. NABAVI, welcominG' the representative of the Philippines, said that he was 
sure the majority of members of the Committee would share his view that the fourth 
periodic report of the rhilippincc was entirely satisfactory and showed the 
Government's desire to collaborate constructively with the Committee, The annex 
to the report gave a clear and detailed picture of the ethnic composition of the 
population of the Philippines, 
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35. Durinc the Committee's consideration of the third periodic report of the 
l-'hilippines, certain members had requested. information on the specific lc,:;al, 
judicial and administrative measures taken to im1Jlement the provisions of 
article 4, paragraphs (.§:) and (J?.), of the Convention. In particular, Ur. Ing·les 
had asked whether a Government whose legislation condemned racial discrimination 
could be called upon to introduce new legislation with regard to article 4. The 
majority of members had considered that, even in a country where racial 
discrimination was condemned cateaorically by the Constitution, it was desirable 
to have specific legislation with regard to article 4. He woulc1 welcome information 
on the measures tal:en in that respect. He was glad to note the information given 
in paragraph 6 of the fourth periodic report of the Philippines, but would like to 
see the text of the draft decree referred to, or to be informed of its general 
content. He woulcl also like to know if its provisions were intended as specific 
measures or merely as ~eclarations of a general nature? • 

36. At earlier sessions of the Committee, many members had emphasized the 
importance of the application of all the provisions of the Convention and had 
referred in particular to the provisions of article 7. No information had been 
given in any of the reports received from the Phili~pines with regard to the 
implementation or the provisions of that article. He would be interested to hear 
the comments of the representative of the Philippines in that respect. 

37. Mr. VALENCIA RODRIGUEZ noted with satisfaction that the Philippines had siiined 
the International Convention on the Suppression and ?unishment of the Crime of 
Apartheid and had ratified the International Covenant on Economic, Social and 
Cultural Rights. He hoped the former would be ratified in due course. He also 
lrelcomed the other steps taken by the Government of the Philippines and described 
in its fourth periodic report, all of which showed the otrong desire on the part 
of the Philippines to comply with +,he pro,isions of the Convention. Referring to 
para{3Taph 5 of the report, he said that it was the International Softball 
Association that deserved censure rather than the Softball Association of the 
Philippines, which had acted in accordance with United nations reoolutions condemning 
participation in sport with South Africa because of its practice of apartheid. 

38, Ileferring to paragraph 6 of the report, he said that he, too, would be glad 
to see the text of the draft decree. 

39. The steps talccn by the Government of the Philippines to apply the provisions 
of the Convention were particularly welcome in view of the larce number of races 
of which .the population was composed. He commended the Government on its report. 

40. Hr. DEVETAK welcomed the position talcen by the Philippines towards 
South Africa, and its pleqcres of contributions to the funds referred. to in 
para(7aph 4 of its fourth periodic report. He shared Iir. Nabavi's view with regard 
to article 4 (a) and (b) of the Convention, He would welcome further information 
on the diplomatic and political relations of the Philippines with South Africa and 
other racist and illegal recrimes in southern Africa. Bearin6 in mind the large 
number of ethnic and religious groups in the country, he uould also welcome 
information on the manner in which the provisions of article 7 of the Convention 
were being implemented. 

41. :Hr. PARTSCH recalled that, during its discussion of the third periodic report 
of the Philippines, the Committee had received the text of that countr~r• s new 
Constitution, which had come into force on 17 January 1973, He ,rould be interested 
to know whether the Constitution was still in full effect or whether any of its 
provisions had been suspended. It was interestinc to note that article II, 
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section 9, contained a clause prohibiting discrimination on the gTOunds of sex, 
race or creed; but that that ::.,revision related only to labour relations. In order 
to comply with article 5 of the Convention, a general cuarantee affirming the rights 
of everyone before the law woulcl have to be insertec"i. in the Conoti tut ion, toaether 
with a opecial clause prohibitinc- discrimination on the ground of race, colour or 
national or ethnic oricin. Such a provision appeared to have been omitted from the 
Constitution of the Philippine□, He would welcome an explanation of that omission. 

11r2. He commended Hr. Incles for his initiative as dcocribccl in paragraph 6 of the 
fourth periodic report of the Philippines. 

43. lir, LANFTEY welcomed the co-operation which the Commi ttce ,ras receiving from 
the Government of the lJililippines. That Government's fi~st periodic report had 
contained the texts of a large number of legislative provisions, but subsequent 
reports had stated that there had been no necessity to enact any decrees or adopt 
any further measures to promote the objectives of the Convention. He commended 
Mr, Inc-les for the action he had. taJ:::en in connexion with the implementation of 
article ~- of the Convention, He noted that the breakdown of the population given 
in the annex was a breakdo,m by mother tongue. In view of the problem of the 
Noslems in the Philippines, he .-10uld have liked to have further information in that 
respect, With that exception, he was satisfied with the report from the Philippines, 

44, l'Ir. PARTSCH recalled that the first report received from the Government of 
the Philippines had. been one of the best reports submitted, Since that time, there 
had been a new Constitution, and a new situation had been created. 

~-5, Mr. BAHNEV associated himself with previous speakers who had expressed their 
satisfaction with the co-operation established between the Committee and the 
Government of the Philippines. He also welcomed the fact that the Philippines had 
sicncd the International Convention on the Suppression and Punishment of the Crime 
of £!.E~theid and had ratified the International Covenant on :economic, Social and 
Cultural Rights. The steps described in the fourth periodic report of the 
Phili]?pines in implementation of General Assembly resolutions on relations with 
South Africa were in accordance with article 3 of the Convention and with the 
Committee's recommendations. He would welcome further information on di:plomatic 
and other relations between the Philippines and South Africa, He was 010.d to note 
the action outlined in l)arac,rraph G of the fourth l)eriocl.ic report of the l1hilippines 
with rec;ara. to the draft decree to implement article 4 of the Convention, Such 
action was all the more aratifying in view of the statement by the representative 
of the l1hilippineo durinc the discussion of the third periodic report to the effect 
that the Government considered it unnecessary to enact lecislation in implementation 
of article 4. He would lool: forward to seeing the next report, which he hoped would 
contain information on the final adoption of the decree, 

4G. No information was civen in the fourth periodic report about the regime of 
martial law in the Philippines. He would be interested to l:nou whether any change 
had taken place in that renpect, and whether any new lec;islative or administrative 
steps had been tal:en that might have a bearing on the c;eneral question of human 
rights as provided for in the 1973 Constitution, and on the problem of racial 
discrimination in particular. 

47. The first 1Jeriodic report of the Philippineo had. referred to the question of 
the intei3Tation of minoritieo. He had not yet received the docum__ent giving 
information on that subject. He would be interested. to l:now what special measures 
had been ta:en to assist minorities in integratinc into Philippine society in 
accoI"dance with article 1, i,o.rae7aph 4, and article 2, paragraph 2, of the Convention, 
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He had particula::-ly in mind the need to give such crou9s equal opportunities in the 
enjoyment of economic, social, :!?Olitical and other riahts. 

~-8. Nrs. UARZAZI saicl that the report before the Committee, li:!.:e earlier reports 
submitted by the Philippines, chowed that the Philippine Governr.1ent was making every 
effort to implement the Convention. Houevcr, specific details of legislative acts 
and projects intended to promote the implementation of the Convention were not 
given. The action of the President of the Philippines referred to in paraGraph 7 
of the report was a positive contribution at the international level. She 
uclcomed the inclusion, in the annex, of a detailed breal:do.m of the !)Opulation of 
the Philippines by mother tongue; but with regard to the IIoslGm population in the 
South, she did not think that the Committee shoulc1 e::a□ine matters r>ertaininc- to 
relicion. 

49. The State control of ed.ucation which prevaileC, in the Phili1)pines should be a 
rieans of facili ta tine; the i r.1;.)lementation of article 7 of the Convention. She 
uished to know what particular r..1ea8urcs had been tnl:en with respect to the 
implementation of that article in secondary schoolo in the Th.ilippines. In addition, 
she would like to know ivhether the richt of effecti vc recour:::ie to the courts by 
persons who had been subjected to racial discrimino..tion ,ms based. on any le0al 
texts, whether specific cases of that l:ind had been heard by the courts and, if so, 
what the verdicts had been. 

50, Ur. BLISHC~l!KO acreec1 with earlier speal:ers that the report under 
consideration, taken together with earlier reporto, prnvided a complete picture of 
the determined. efforts made by the Philippine Government to comply with the 
Convention, and therefore desci--ved the Commi ttec 's full support. The Philippine 
Government continued. to adopt a constructive approach and to participate actively 
in the dialocue with the Committee. He had been particularl:r irny,>ressed by the 
actions ref errec1 to in paragraphs 3, 4- and 6 of the re~)ort. He welcomed the 
ratification by the Philippines of the International Covenant on ~conornic, Social 
and Cultural Rights, and wished to know vhother the Phili::_")pines also intended. to 
ratify the International Convention on the Suppression o.nd I\mishment of the Crime 
of .!£arth~d. 

51. He would like to have further information on the measures taken in the 
Philippines to implement articles 5 and 7 of the Convention, as well as the efforts 
made to promote the aims of the Convention in the conte;:t of the conotructive 
measures taken to solve the problems which hacl arisen in the southern Philippines. 
He aloo wondered to what e;~tent the breakclmm of the por:iulation 'uy mother tongue 
wao in fact a breakdown by ethnic origin, and how much ir:i}:)ortance was attached to 
linGUistic differences in efforts to prevent racial dioc!.'imination. 

52. I:Ir. SAYEGH conrr-.catulated the Philippine Govcrnraent on its informative report, 
the greater part of which dealt ,ri th the very i mportant question of relations with 
racist recimcs and the attitude of the Philippine Government to raciom in other 
countries. IJaragraphs 1, 3, 4, 5 and 7 showed that action had been tal:en in a 
number of different areas - lecal, political, financial, sports ancl. coCJmcrcial. 
The action of the President of the Philippines, referred to in paragraph 7, was 
evidence of the cro.tif;}"in(; vigilance of the Philippine Government in overcominc the 
subterfuc;es to ,rhich racist recriracs sometimes resorted. 

53. Questions had been raised about the diplomatic pooition of the Philippines 
with recard to South Africa anc1 Hhodesia; but it hac1 already becj_1 state(}. in the 
second periodic report (CimD/C/R.JO/Add.J7) that the l'hilippine Government maintained 
no diplomatic relations 1-rith South Africa and hac7 provia.ed for sanctions aimed at 
maJ.dng South Africa abandon its policy of apartheid anc1 its illegal regime in 
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Namibia, and that it maintained no diplomatic relations with Southern Rhodesia, 
In the absence of any indication to the contrary, it must be assumecl that those 
statements still applied, 

54, The breakdown of the population by mother tongue was extremely detailed, 
Hm-rever, noting that no mention of language was made in article 1 of the Convention, 
he requested more information concerning the extent to which the linguistic eroups 
listed corresponded to ethnic categories, 

55, The initiative taken by Hr. Ingles as ActinG' Secretary of Foreign Affairs was 
c-reatly appreciated, He wondered, however, why the draft decree concerning 
implementation of article 4 of the Convention had been submitted to the President 
of the l'hilippines by the Departi:1ent of Foreie,n .Affairs rather than the Department 
of Justice, whether it had now become law and, if so, whether the text could be 
made available to the Committee. 

56, He acreed with earlier speal:ers that the implementation of article 7 was 
mandatory and that further information on that question was needed, 

57, Hr. DAYAL eJ:pre::iseC:. hio deep appreciation of the continued constructive 
co-operation of the Philippine Government, He wished to know whether the mother 
tonJUcs listed in the annex to the report were lancuaces or dialects, whether they 
were officially recognized, whether instruction in ochools was civen in all or 
some of them D..nd what the national languaGes of the Phili:ppines ,mre. In addition, 
it would be intereotinc to know to what extent lanc,uac;e croups corresponded to ethnic 
GToups in the Philippines, ancl ,rhether there was any cle.:.;ree of homogeneity in the 
Philippine po~ulation, 

58, I'.lr, Lamptey hatl raisec.l the queotion of the !Ioslem 11opulation in the south, but 
thut problem wao not within the competence of the Comnittee, unless the I-Ioslems 
concerned constituted a oeparate ethnic group. 

59, Further information was needed on the Constitution adopted in 1973 and the 
effect of the imposition of martial law on the c;eneral enjoyment of human rights 
in the l~ilippines, and particularly on the prevention of racial discrimination, 
He would also like to have further details of the measures ado:pted in :pursuance of 
article 7 of the Convention, In a country coverinG a vast area like the Philippines, 
the administrative arrangements for ensuring compliance with the Convention and 
promotinc national integration must certainly raise creat difficulties. 

60, Nr, ABOUL-NASR praised the Philippine Government for its efforts to implement 
the Convention and for its co-operation with the Cor;uni ttee. 1.lith recard to 
:!_)aragraph 7 of the report, it would be useful for the Commi ttoe to know which 
country's name was marked on the canned sardines which had actually come from 
South .Africa. He would also like to know what the official language of the 
Philippines was, what was meant by the "Belgian" lancuage referred to in the 
population brealcdm-m, and what lancuage was spoken by the Uoslems in the south, 

61. Hr. BRIN I-1Al1TINDZ congratulated the Philippine Government on its fourth 
periodi'""c'""report.-1.rhe actions talcen by that Government under article 3 of the 
Convention were gratifying and were of considerable importance for the 
implementation of the Convention as a whole. He also welcomed the initiative 
talcen by IJr, Inc;lcs concerninc the implementation of article 4, and would like to 
l:now whether the draft decree had been approved and, if so, whether the text could 
be made available, It was to be hoped that future reports by the Philippine 
Government would contain further information on the constitutional chanrrcs which 
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had tal:en place in the country, on compliance by the I'hilippines with article 5 
of the Convention, and on the measures taken in ir.1,lementation of article 7, 

62, 11:r,_Q~CI-IB~:C_~LES said that the Philippine Government fully deserved the 
appreciation which had been expressed by members of the Committee. The Philippines 
was a country of 7,000 islands with a heterogeneous rio:,ulation s11ealdng some 90 
different dialects and consistinc; of groups at widely varyincr levels of development, 
The implementation of the Convention in such a country wao clearly difficult, and 
the Philippine Government must be ccng:ratulated on its efforts to achieve that aim, 
Iiore information was, however, needed on the meaoures tal:cm under articles 4 and 7 
of the Convention. With recarcl to article 7, his understand.ing was that primary 
education was compulsory in the Philippines and accounted for oome 20 per cent of 
the national bud.Get - a situation on which the Governr.1ent ohoulcl be con::;ratulated. 
It was to be hoped that future reports would provide inforL1ation of further 
prog.ress in the educational sphere, The submission of a draft decree to implement 
article 4 of the Convention was also praiseworthy, 

63, I-1:r. HOLLIST conc;ratulated the Philippine Goverrn:1ent on its continuing 
co-operation with the Committee. He agreed with earlier speal~ers that more 
information was needed on the new Constitution adopted in 1973. \-/here racial 
discrimination was prohibited by a Constitution, there should be no need to request 
specific legislation under article 4 of the Convention, since constitutional 
provisions were often broader than those of specific legislative acts. 

64. \lhile it was true that article 1 of the Convention did not cover relicious 
discrimination, there was a reference to religion in article 5, and he therefore 
wondered whether the Convention was not by implication applicable to religious 
discrimination, 

65, In a country such as the Philippines, the Government could be expected to be 
actively enbaced in administrative or other action to promote national unity, and 
he would therefore welcome further information on specific instanceEJ of such action 
in future rer>orts submitted by the Philippine Government, It would also be 
interestinc to l:now uhether the draft decree to implenent article 4 had been 
approved, 

66. IJr. NETTEL thanked the l'hilippine Government for i to report, He asked 
whether the breakdown of the population given in the annc~ had been established on 
the basis of a census. 

67, Hr, SIAZON (Philippines) thanked the r.iembers of the Conuni ttee for their 
comments and questions, which he would convey to hia Government so that they could 
be taken into account in its next report. Co-operation between his Government and 
the Committee was a continuinrr ~rocess, and the Philippines hoped to effect further 
improvements in subsequent reports. 

68. r-Iany members of the Committee hacl. referred to the population breakdown given 
in the annex, The Philippine Government had no statistics on the ethnic origins 
of the population, but data on the various mother tonGUes spoken in the Philippines 
had been eathered in the 1970 census, The term "mother toncue" meant the tongue 
which was normally spoken in the family and was considered to be the one with which 
the person concerned was most familiar; it did not indicate ethnic oriain. A great 
many different dialects were opoken in the Philippines , the three official 
lancuages were Tagalog·, English and Spanish, Tacaloc being the national language. 
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69. The text of the c1raft decree to implement article 4 of the Convention would 
be mac7e available to the Cor:mi ttee once it had become law. His Government would 
also subnit further information concerning the adminictrative and other measures 
taken to comply with article 7 of the Convention, but he could already cite one 
example: the educational curriculum in the PhiJ.i~Jpine □ required a study of the 
United Nations Charter in secondary schools. 

70, \h th regard to the implementation of article 5 of the Convention, it had been 
pointed out that the anti-discrimination provision in crticle II, section 9, of the 
Philippine Constitution related only to labour relatio:nf.l, That wan because 
section 9 dealt exclusi voly with labour relations; houever, iraplementation of 
article 5 of the Convention i'TaS also provided for in the Bill of nights, 

71. The text of the 1973 Constitution had been circulatec. to members of the 
Committee: it remainecl in force except for some amend.mentr, which hac. been approved 
by referendum in 1975, Hartial law was still in force in the Philippines. 

72. The CHAIHHAN thanked the representative of the Philippineo for his statement 
and note_d_that the commento and questions of membero of the Committee would be 
conveyed to the Philippine Government. He looked forward to that Government's 
next report and expresoed his appreciation for itc continuinc co-operation with the 
Committee, 

73. Hr. Siazon withdrew. -----
ATTENDANCE OF 1Il1. SAMJ?AY AT THE C011MITTEE' S SESSION 

74. Nr. SAYEGH recalled that it was the custom at the beginning of every session 
for the representative of the Secretary-General to inform the Committee of the 
intention or otherwise of members to attend the Committee 1 s session. Ur, Sampay 
was the only member absent from the present session. He had first joined the 
Committee at the becinning of its thirteenth session but had been absent from part 
of that session and for the whole of the fourteenth ses::,ion. He would be interested 
to know whether the secretariat had received any information concerninrr Hr. Sarnpay's 
intentions, If he was absent for health reasons, the Chairman might convey to him 
the Committee's wishes for a speedy recovery. If lir. Sampay was absent for other 
reasons, the Committee should. connider what action to tal~e in connexion with his 
absence. 

75, The CHAIRNAN said that he had received a letter from Hr. Sampay in January 1977 
explaininG tl1at he had been unable to attend the fourteenth session because of a 
heart attack ·which he had ::mstained on his arrival in Duenos Aires after leaving 
the Committee's thirteenth session. He had added that he hoped to attend the present 
session. 

76. In reply to a question by the CHAifil1AN, Hr. uousmwm ( Secretary of the 
Committee) said that no reply had been received from Hr. Sampay to the letter that 
had been sent to all members concerning their travel al'ranrrements, The 
oecretariat had nevertheless instructed the travel aGency to contact him at his 
private address and provide him with travel ticl:eto to Vienna. If the Committee so 
wished, the Secretariat could ask the travel agency ,rhether it had contacted 
l1r, Sampay, or it could alternatively inquire about !Ir. Sampay's health from the 
Permanent :Mission of Argentina. 
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77. Hr. SAYEGH said that, since Mr. Sampay was a member of the Committee in his 
personal capacity, it would be ina:..)propria te for the Commi ttoe to mal:e inquiries 
throuch the Permanent Hission. The representative of the Secretary-General, or 
the Chairman, might communicate with l1r, Sampay direct by telephone, 

78, The CHAIRMAN agreed ·with that suggestion. The Cornmi ttee might revert to the 
matter during the following week, 

79, lir, :BRIN HARTililEZ said that, before leavinc for Vienna, he had had discussions 
with the Argentine Ambassador in l'anama, who had told him that Hr. Sampa;r' s state 
of health might make it difficult for him to attend the Committee's session, 
l'Ir. Sampay could be contacted at his home if it wa.s decided that the Chairman or a 
member of the Secretariat should communicate with him by telephone, 

80. The CHAiffi.IAN said that an effort would be made to contact lir, Sampay in the 
□anner proposed, 

The mectin{': rose at l._1O p-!_~•-




