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The neeting was called to order at 10.05 a.m

CONSI DERATI ON OF REPORTS SUBM TTED BY STATES PARTI ES UNDER ARTI CLE 40 OF THE
COVENANT (agenda item 6)

Fourth periodic report of Norway (CCPR/ C/ 115/ Add. 2)

1. At the invitation of the Chairperson, M. Wlle, M. lIndreberg and
Ms. Vinnes (Norway) took places at the Conmttee table.

2. The CHAI RPERSON invited the Norwegi an del egation to reply to the list of
i ssues (CCPR/ C/67/L/NOR) prepared by the Cormittee, which read:

“Constitutional and legal framework within which the Covenant is
impl enented (articles 2 and 4)

1. What is the current status of the Covenant within the | egal system
after the entry into force of the Human Rights Act?

2. Pl ease provide information on the existence of enabling
| egislation with regard to giving effect to the Conmttee's Views under
article 5 of the Optional Protocol

Gender _equality and the principle of non-discrimnation
(articles 3 and 26)

3. Pl ease provide information on the practical effects of section 3
of the Gender Equality Act in overcom ng concentration of wonmen in
certain types of enployment. Have any concrete steps been taken to
upgrade the value of '"wonmen's traditional occupations' (para. 33)7?

Ri ghts of persons belonging to mnorities and the right to
self-deternination (articles 1 and 27)

4. What neasures of affirmative action have been taken to enabl e
menbers of mnorities to enjoy their |anguage and cul ture?

5. How is the sustainability of traditional Sam mneans of |ivelihood
protected in relation to competing uses of |ands and natural resources?

6. To what extent has the decision-maki ng conpetence of the Sami
Assenbly been increased (para. 266)? And what is the position of Norway
in respect of the Sam people's right to self-determ nation?

The right to liberty and security of person and to hunmane treat ment
while in detention (articles 7, 9 and 10)

7. Pl ease explain the grounds on which pre-trial detention nmay be
enforced, and pl ease explain why a nunber of persons have been kept in
pre-trial detention for such | ong periods as described in paragraph 105.
Have any neasures been taken in order to reduce the length of pre-tria
detention and to limt the practice to exceptional cases? Please
describe the conditions of pre-trial detention
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8. Wth regard to the treatnment of nmentally-retarded persons, please
provide further information on the use of the coercive neasures provided
for in chapter 6A of the Social Services Act (paras. 91-93). In

particul ar, please conment on the precision of the law allow ng for
coercive neasures, and how such neasures are conpatible with the
Covenant .

9. Pl ease provide further information on the |egislative basis for
coercive neasures agai nst psychiatric patients and statistics as to the
use of such nmeasures. Please comment on the patients' rights to review
of the inposition of coercive neasures in psychiatric treatnent

(paras. 97-100).

Right to a fair trial (article 14)

10. Wth regard to the questioning of child victims in cases of sexua
abuse, please el aborate on the regul ations and practice concerning
defence counsel's right to be present and to exam ne the victim

(para. 159).

Right to privacy (article 17)

11. Pl ease provide information on any renedies provided to the victins
of the tel ephone-monitoring uncovered by the investigation of the 'Lund
Commi ssion', as well as any neasures taken to prevent recurrence of
simlar activities (paras. 187-194).

Right to freedomof religion (article 18)

12. Pl ease provide information on the outcone of the study initiated
by the Storting on the requirenents of the international human rights
conventions with regard to the religious instruction currently offered
in primary and | ower secondary school (para. 218).

Right to freedom of expression and freedom of peaceful assenbly
(articles 19 and 21)

13. Pl ease comment on the provisions of the Crimnal Code governing
defamation and their effect on the right to freedom of expression in
light of the Conmittee's concluding observations on Norway's third
periodic report. Please also provide information on recent devel opnents
and practice on this issue.

Right to a famly and non-discrimnation (article 23)

14. Pl ease provide further information and conmrent on the provisions
in the Fam |y Act which require that a foreign national must be legally
resident in Norway to be allowed to contract a marriage i n Norway
(para. 242).
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Non-di scrinination (article 26)

15. To what extent has the State party fulfilled the positive
obligation under article 26 to prohibit any discrimnation and guarantee
to all persons equal and effective protection against discrimnation on
any ground? Does, for exanple, the | aw generally prohibit
discrimnatory practices by private subjects with regard to such issues
as enpl oynent, schools, and access to transportation, hotels,
restaurants etc.? |In particular, please comment on | egal and positive
nmeasures taken to overcome racial discrimnation

Di ssem nation of information about the Covenant (article 2)

16. Pl ease i ndi cate what steps have been taken to di ssem nate

i nformati on on the subm ssion of the fourth periodic report and its
consi deration by the Conmittee, and, in particular, on the Cormittee's
concl udi ng observations on the third periodic report.”

3. M. WLLE (Norway) said that the two years which had el apsed since
Norway's subm ssion of its fourth periodic report had seen a nunber of new
devel opnents in the human rights field. The present Government, which had
taken office in the autum of 1997, had appointed a mnister with specia
responsi bility for devel opnent and human rights, and had nade human rights one
of its priorities. A conprehensive plan of action on human rights, currently
in preparation, was to be submtted to parliament on 10 Decenber 1999. The

pl an, covering an initial period of five years, would contain national as well
as international conmponents. In 1998, the Governnment had issued a report
describing its policy and neasures taken to i nprove Norway's human rights
performance during the year. Such reports, intended to serve as tools in

noni toring progress in the inplenmentation of the plan of action and as means
of raising awareness and providing information, were henceforth to be
presented annually. Lastly, he drew attention to a report of the Governnent
Conmi ssion on Freedom of Expression, presented earlier that autumm, proposing
inter alia an anendnent to article 100 of the Norwegi an Constitution

4, Ms. | NDREBERG (Norway), replying to question 1 of the |list of issues,
said that the Human Rights Act, which had entered into force on 21 May 1999,
formally gave the Covenant and its protocols the status of law. In fact,

their status could be said to be senmi-constitutional owing to a provision in
section 3 of the Act giving them primacy over any conflicting statutory
provi si on.

5. Replying to question 2, she said that, were the Committee to take the
view that the author of a comunication under the Optional Protocol had been
the victimof a violation of a right set forth in the Covenant, the State
would try to renmedy the situation. In some cases, the nmere fact of the
Committee's expressing such a view woul d give satisfaction to the author of
the communi cation; in others, the relevant remedy would be to reverse the
adm ni strative decision - a solution which was often applicable - to reopen
the case and/or to provide financial conpensation

6. The reopening of crimnal cases was governed by section 391 (2) of the
Crimnal Procedure Act, a draft anmendnent of which had been prepared by the
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M nistry of Justice and received in a generally positive manner by various
public and private bodies. Under that anendnent, the Commttee's Views under
the Optional Protocol in a case against Norway woul d have the sanme effect as
the judgement of an international court. It was too early to say whether the
draft amendment would in fact be submitted to parlianment, but even today the
reopeni ng of a case could be allowed if there were special circunstances
casting doubt upon the correctness of the judgenent. A simlar amendnent to
t he corresponding provision of the Civil Procedure Act was being considered
for civil cases. Conpensation could be paid by the State in accordance with
exi sting general rules, both witten and unwitten, on conpensation for acts
by public authorities.

7. Ms. VINNES (Norway), replying to question 3, said that the probl em of
concentration of women in certain types of enploynent was bei ng addressed both
through the educational systemand in enploynent. Wmen already accounted for
over 50 per cent of all students enrolled in Norway's universities and
col |l eges, but they still tended to avoid taking natural science and
technol ogi cal subjects. Steps were being taken to encourage girls to choose

t hose subjects and to increase the nunber of wonen studying information
technol ogy. The CGovernnment had enbarked upon a conprehensive three-year
project entitled “Informed Educati onal Choice” designed to notivate students
of both sexes to make vocational and educational choices independent of
traditional gender roles. Quota systems were in use in nost of Norway's
political parties and, subject to special agreenents, in sectors of the |abour
mar ket where wonen were under-represented. The Gender Equality Act had been
amended in 1995 to allow preferential treatment of nmen in certain professions
related to teaching and child care. Conversely, given the rapid rate at which
worren were migrating fromrural areas, wonmen were being given priority in the
rural devel opnent support schene, and new policy strategi es were being adopted
with the aimof enabling wonen to choose traditionally male occupations and
creating new jobs in rural areas.

8. Wonen were still under-represented in higher scientific positions;

post -doctoral schol arshi ps were being used to help themto qualify for |eading
positions within the university system Various programres had been initiated
with a viewto recruiting nore wonmen to | eading positions in both the public
and private sectors. A project designed to increase the nunber of women in
executive positions in public adm nistration was under way, and a centra

regi ster of wonmen regarded as potential |eaders in private business and public
adm ni stration had been established.

9. As to practical steps to upgrade the value of traditional “wonen's
occupations”, it was now possible, as a result of the educational reform to
obtain formal qualifications in a nunber of occupations previously regarded as
unskilled. The principle of equal pay for work of equal value, set forth in
the Gender Equality Act, was considered very inportant both by the Governnent
and by enployers and enployees in the private sector. The Gender Equality
Orbudsman had proposed maki ng the Act nore effective by enhancing job
conparability across occupational boundaries. The value of child-care work
had been upgraded by the introduction in August 1998 of a cash benefit for
famlies with one- and two-year-old children.
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10. M. WLLE (Norway), replying to question 4, said that day-care
institutions for Sam children in Sam districts were based on the Sam

| anguage and culture. A Sam curriculumfor primary and | ower secondary
school s, conparable to the national curriculumbut based on Sam culture and
soci ety, had been introduced by agreenent with the Sam Assenbly in 1997.
Since then, the nunber of pupils choosing education in the Sam | anguage had
i ncreased. The new Educati on Act adopted by parlianent in 1998, which had
entered into force on 1 August 1999, guaranteed the right to education in the
Sam | anguage in primary and secondary schools for all Sam pupils living
anywhere in Norway. It also gave pupils belonging to the Sam mnority the
right to receive the whole of their education in the nother tongue if at |east
10 pupils in the conmunity were Sam -speaking. The Sam Assenbly was to be
allowed a greater say on the content of Sam educational programes, and the
responsi bilities of the Sami Educational Council were to be transferred from
the Mnistry of Education to the Sami Assenbly in January 2000.

11. Norway had ratified the Council of Europe's Franmework Convention on the
Protection of National Mnorities in March 1999 and had decl ared that the
Sam, the Kven, the Jew sh people, the Roma, the Romani people/ Travellers and
the Skogfinn fulfilled the criteria for being considered national mnorities.
A report on governnment policy towards national mnorities was to be presented
to parlianent in 2000, dialogue with mnority organizations being an inportant
feature of the policy-nmaking process. A new grant scheme totalling

2.5 mllion Norwegian kroner (NKr) had been introduced with the ai m of
strengthening the national mnorities' organizational efforts and supporting
projects to conmbat racismand discrimnation. Approximtely NKr 10.5 mllion
woul d be distributed in 1999 to |local imm grant organizations,

i mm gr ant - managed activities and voluntary bodies focusing on nulticulturalism
and di al ogue, and a further NKr 7 million would be distributed to nationw de
organi zations active in the sane field.

12. In addition to the library services and broadcasts for inmgrants
described in the third periodic report (CCPR/ C/ 70/ Add.?2), a progranme for
encouraging nmulticultural initiatives in national, regional and l|ocal cultura
institutions had been launched in 1998, and a nmulticultural centre had been
established by the Norwegi an Concert Institute. Lastly, it should be noted
that all primary school pupils with an insufficient know edge of Norwegi an
were now entitled to receive instruction both in their nother tongue and in
Nor wegi an as a second | anguage.

13. In reply to question 5, he said that the Governnment, in consultation
with the Sami Assenbly and the Finnmark county council, was about to table
legislation to clarify and secure traditional Sam neans of livelihood. New
| egi slation on mining, including a suspensive power of veto for the Sami
Assenbly in cases of serious conflict with traditional Sam |and use, was

al ready before parliament. 1t should be noted that the Sam Act of 1987,
described in previous reports, was gradually becom ng nore effective as a
result of the Sam Assenbly's growi ng capacity and authority.

14. Turning to question 6, he said that the transfer of authority to the
Sam Assenbly was a continuous process; some significant Sam cultura
institutions had been transferred recently. A revision of the Sam Act
authorizing mnistries to transfer authority over funds allocated for San
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pur poses had been adopted by parlianment in 1998. The total budget all ocated
to Sam purposes in 1999 was estimated at NKr 500 million, of which
approximately NKr 100 million were to be managed by the Sam Assenmbly. The
Government had declared its intention to increase the political influence of
the Sami Assenbly in matters of education, business devel opment, |anguage and
culture. [1LO Convention No. 169 on indigenous rights would constitute a
crucial factor in the context of the Governnment's forthconm ng consideration of
the question of land rights based upon the report of the Sam Rights
Conmi ssi on.

15. Ms. | NDREBERG (Norway), replying to question 7, explained that under
section 184 of the Crimnal Procedure Act, a court could order pre-tria
detention if the desired purpose could not be achieved by |ess stringent
measures, if the neasure was not disproportionate in view of the nature of the
case and other circunstances, and if a nunber of other conditions set out in
the Act were nmet. The fact that sone suspects were being held in custody for
a long period pending final judgenent - which was to some extent a consequence
of the 1995 reformallowing for two-tier treatment of all crimnal cases - was
regarded as a serious problemby the authorities. The Mnistry of Justice had
set up two working groups to consider ways of speeding up the process. The
wor ki ng groups were expected to conplete their work by June 2000, and the
Mnistry would follow up their recommendati ons by proposing the necessary

| egi sl ative anendnents.

16. The conditions of pre-trial detention were considered to be good, with
one exception. Sone detai nees were denied contacts with other prisoners,
visits or letters on the grounds of possible interference with the

i nvestigation or destruction of evidence. Follow ng representations by the
Eur opean Conmittee for the Prevention of Torture, all Norwegian prison
governors had been instructed to ensure that the prisoners in question were
not left w thout any human contact and received nmedical followup. The
Director-General for Public Prosecutions had instructed prosecutors to ask the
courts not to inpose such restrictions unless strictly necessary and never for
nmore than four weeks at a tinme. The Mnistry of Justice would keep the
situation under review and woul d consider further steps to inprove the

si tuati on.

17. Replying to question 8, she said that all decisions to apply coercive
measures to mentally-retarded persons nust be reported to the County Governor
Only a few cases had occurred so far, and the Mnistry of Health and Socia
Affairs did not expect to be able to comment nore closely on how the | aw was
being applied until at |east |ate 2000. The provisions were intended to be
used only in relation to mentally-retarded persons with serious problens, such
as violent or self-destructive behaviour. The use of nechanical neans of
coercion was prohibited. 1In the view of her Governnent, the provisions of the
rel evant passage of the Social Services Act, which had entered into force on

1 January 1999, were conpatible with Norway's human rights obligations.

18. Turning to question 9, she said that a new Act relating to nmental health
care, replacing the 1961 Act now in force, had been adopted on 2 July 1999 and
was expected to enter into force in 2001. The new Act woul d be described in
detail in Norway's next periodic report. Under the 1961 Act, which was stil
in force, coomittal to a mental hospital against the will of the patient could
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be decided upon if, in addition to having a serious mental illness, the

pati ent woul d ot herwi se suffer harm if the possibility of cure or

consi derabl e i nprovenent woul d ot herwi se be lost, or if the patient
represented a considerabl e danger to hinmself or others. Patients could al so
be comritted to a nental hospital for observation for up to three weeks.
Under an additional regulation adopted in June 1997, coercive neasures could
only be used to prevent a patient fromcausing harmto hinself or others if

| ess stringent neasures had proved insufficient. Yet another regulation
dati ng back to Septenber 1984 provided that coercive treatnent could only be
applied if it was likely to lead to cure or considerable inprovenent and if
the prospect of such cure or inmprovement would be forfeited wi thout it.
Coercive treatnment could only be decided upon after a sufficiently |ong period
of observation in an institution; furthernore, attenpts had to be nade to
obtain the patient's consent.

19. The 1961 Act had instituted | ocal control comr ssions to supervise the
country's psychiatric institutions and to consi der appeals from patients.

Pati ents who appealed to the control commi ssions or the courts were entitled
to |l egal representation paid for by the State. A report by a Norwegi an
research institute published in 1998 showed that, in 1994, coercive neans had
been applied to about 630 patients, or 6 per cent of all patients comritted to
mental hospitals. The Government was giving priority to neasures to reduce
the use of coercion and hoped that naking voluntary nental health care nore
accessi bl e woul d hel p in achieving that goal

20. Respondi ng to question 10, she referred to paragraphs 159 to 161 of the
report, which explained the regulations in the Crimnal Procedure Act,

(sect. 239). The section had been anended since the drafting of the report
and now stated that the judge would, as a general rule, summn a qualified
person to assist with the exam nation of a child victimor to carry out the
exam nation subject to the judge's control. As a general rule, the defence
counsel of the person charged was to be given an opportunity to attend the
exami nati on where possi ble and where due consideration for the witness or the
purpose of the statenment did not indicate otherw se.

21. A regul ati on adopted on 2 Cctober 1998 contai ned nore detailed rules.
According to section 3, the prosecutor, when applying for authority to conduct
guestioning outside the courtroom nust describe what he wanted the

exam nation to uncover. Before the exam nation, the judge should confer with
the persons who would be present to clarify what questions the parties wanted
the child to answer and how the exam nation and interruptions or additiona
guestions were to be handled. The defence counsel had the right to see the
docunents relating to the case and shoul d receive them before the exam nation
took place. Section 12 of the regul ation gave defence counsel the right to
pose questions during the exam nation, but only through the judge. 1In the
circul ar expl aining those provisions, however, the Mnistry of Justice
underlined the inportance of letting defence counsel ask all the questions he
wanted in order to avoid a |ater request for further questioning of the child.
It also enphasized that if the results of the exam nation were the main

evi dence in the case and defence counsel had been denied the right to pose
qgquestions, there could be a breach of the right to fair trial and, nore
specifically, of the right to hear and exam ne w tnesses.
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22. I n exceptional circumnmstances when the judge ruled that the defence
counsel should not attend the exam nation, he nust have access to the

vi deot ape, recording or transcription. The defence counsel could ask for a
new exam nation, but the judge must then weigh consideration for the child
agai nst the responsibility to ensure the defendant's right to a fair trial and
full clarification of the case. Oficers at Gslo police headquarters, where
many of the exami nations took place, reported that their experience with the
amendment to section 239 of the Crimnal Procedure Act had been very good.
They said that the guidelines set forth in the Act and the rel evant

regul ations and circular were clear and easy to comply with. They also sensed
that defence counsels wi shed to be present at and prepared for, the

exam nation to a | arger degree than previously.

23. Turning to question 11 relating to renedies for victins of the tel ephone
nmoni t ori ng uncovered by the Lund Comm ssion, she said that parlianent had
conpleted its exam nation of the Lund Conmm ssion's report on 16 June 1997 and
had asked the CGovernnment to prepare |egislation on the right to see the
records and registers of the Police Security Services. The resultant Act had
been adopted on 17 Septenber 1999 and would enter into force on

1 January 2000. It gave a person who had been granted the right to see his
files and who had suffered serious danmage the right to conmpensation of up to
approxi mately US$ 13,000. The danage nust be caused by the unlawfu
collecting or registering of information or by tel ephone nonitoring. To
prevent the recurrence of simlar activities, parliament had in 1995 adopted
an Act which stated that it would establish a cormittee to control al
intelligence, security and surveillance activities perforned by the State or
on its behalf; such a conmttee was now in operation. The Lund Comm ssion's
report had nade the entire popul ation aware of issues relating to secret
surveillance and the right to privacy. There was reason to believe that it
had rai sed the awareness of those involved in intelligence, security and
surveill ance services, and especially of court officers.

24, Ms. VINNES (Norway), referring to question 12, said the report on the
requi renents of the international human rights conventions with regard to the
religious instruction offered in primary and | ower secondary school had been
submitted in January 1997. Its main conclusion was that a general right of
exenption woul d be the best approach, but that [imted exenpti on woul d not
necessarily be in conflict with the Covenants as |ong as the Norwegi an system
was consistent with themin practice.

25. One of the main principles of the Norwegi an educati on system was that of
a school for all: all peoples, regardless of gender or religious or ethnic
background, were to neet and devel op understandi ng, respect and capacity for
conmuni cation. It was in that context that Christian know edge and religious
education had been introduced as a conpul sory subject in primry and | ower
secondary school as from1 July 1997. There was statutory right to exenption
fromparts of the relevant curriculum The Education Act stated that, in
response to witten notification fromparents, pupils were to be exenpted from
attending those parts of the curriculumthat they, on the basis of their own
religion or philosophy of life, perceived as being the practice of another
religion or adherence to another philosophy. Pupils who had reached the age
of 15 could give witten notification of exenption on their own behalf. The
exenption applied to religious activities both in and outside the classroom
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such as confession, prayers, nmenorization of religious texts, participation in
religious hyms, services or sernmons, etc. The Education Act stated that
teachi ng of the subject must not involve preaching and the rel evant travaux
préparatoires expressly stated that the right of exenption was to be practised
in accordance with Norway's international obligations.

26. The teaching of the new subject had met with some criticism The

Nor wegi an Humani st Associ ati on and the Islamc Council had brought an action
agai nst the Mnistry of Education, claimng full exenption fromthe subject.
The Humani st Association had lost its case and had appeal ed, while the case
brought by the Islam c Council was to be heard soon. The National Education
O fice was responsible for nonitoring on a regular basis the way the right of
exenption was practised, and it produced annual reports on its findings. The
nost recent report gave the general inpression that the teaching of the
subject and the right to partial exenption therefromwere functioning
satisfactorily. Parents were being provided with adequate i nformation about
content and working nethods. The nunmber of appeal s agai nst decisions to
refuse full exenption had decreased significantly since 1997. Parliament had
requested that the subject should be evaluated after a three-year period;

the eval uation was to be conpl eted by the Norwegi an Research Council by
autumm 2000.

27. Ms. | NDREBERG (Norway), replying to question 13, said that the

Commi ssi on on Freedom of Expression had recently submitted a report in which
it proposed anendnents to article 100 of the Constitution that woul d provide
for better protection of freedom of expression. Any inpedinment to freedom of
speech nmust be justified in relation to the reasons behind freedom of
expression, i.e. the seeking of truth, the pronotion of denocracy and the
individual's freedomto formhis own opinion. The Comm ssion proposed that no
person should be held responsible for the untruth of an allegation if he had
uttered the statenent in non-negligent good faith. The Comm ssion had al so
initiated and financed an external study on Norway's international obligations
in respect of freedom of expression

28. In May 1999, the European Court of Human Rights had found that there had
been a breach of article 10 of the European Convention for the Protection of
Human Ri ghts and Fundanmental Freedons in a case in which a newspaper, Bl adet
Tronmsg, and its editor had been convicted of defamation. The case had raised
the i ssue of whether interference in the freedom of speech of the newspaper
and its editor was necessary in a denocratic society. The court had rul ed
that it was not, forcing Norway to change the rel evant |egislation. The
authorities nmust now consider carefully how freedom of expression shoul d best
be reflected in the | aw

29. Turning to question 14, she explained that the word “resident” as used
in translation fromthe Norwegian in the fourth periodic report should not be
under st ood as meani ng “permanent-resident”. Tourists with visas, tourists not
requiring visas and asylum seekers in Norway pending the outconme of their
application were thus able to marry. The persons affected by the Fam |y Act
provisions in question were those who had entered the country illegally, who
had stayed beyond the tinme allotted for their stay or asylum seekers who had
been refused asylum The provision did not apply outside Norway, and so there
was no bar to contracting marriage in a Norwegi an enbassy, for example. The
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reason for the provision was the increasing tendency of foreign nationals
illegally in Norway to enter into pro forma marriages in order to avoid being
deport ed.

30. Ms. VINNES (Norway), replying to question 15, said that with the
adoption of the new Human Rights Act, Norway had incorporated the European
Convention on Human Ri ghts and the International Covenants into domestic |aw
The Norwegi an Constitution contained no provision expressly prohibiting racia
di scrimnation, and there were no | egal provisions generally prohibiting

di scrimnatory practices. Racial discrimnation was regulated in a nunber of

i nstruments, including the Penal Code. The Governnment had deci ded to appoint
a commttee to draft, within a year from January 2000, a new act for conbating
ethnic discrimnation. The commttee's mandate indicated that it was to

anal yse ways in which |egislation on ethnic discrimnation could be

strengt hened and consider all relevant |aws on the subject. It indicated that
the proposed |l egislation mght regulate ethnic discrimnation in specific
areas such as the | abour market, and the housing market and that special focus
was to be given to ensuring full conpliance with Norway's comm tments under
the International Convention on the Elimnation of Al Forns of Racia

Di scrimnation and other human rights instrunments.

31. In 1999, a new Departnent of Indigenous, Mnority and Inmgrant Affairs
had been established within the Mnistry of Local Governnment and Regi ona

Devel opnent. That had resulted in inproved coordination of efforts by the
authorities to conbat racismand discrimnation. The Government's plan of
action to conbat racismand discrimnation for the period 1998-2001 focused on
discrimnation in the | abour market, the housing market, primry and secondary
school s, restaurants, bars, etc. A centre for combating ethnic discrimnation
had been established. It was an i ndependent governnental body that provided

| egal assistance to individuals claimng to be victinms of religious, racial or
ethnic discrimnation, and nonitored the type and extent of racia

di scrimnation in Norway.

32. According to the existing House Rent Act, sub-letting parts of a
dwelling required the |l essor's consent. A new House Rent Act which was to
enter into force in January 2000 provided that a | essor could not refuse to
sub-l et wi thout sound reasons. Reasons such as the tenant's nationality or

et hni ¢ background woul d be regarded as discrimnatory. Information nmateria
expl ai ning that under current housing and crimnal |egislation it was an

of fence to refuse a person goods or services on the basis of religion, race or
ethnic origin was under preparation for distribution to rental agencies,
housi ng cooperatives and other institutions. A developnment and research
programe focusing on nulticultural nei ghbourhoods had been established.

33. In May 1999, the unenpl oynent rate had been 6.3 per cent for inmmgrants
conpared with 2.2 per cent for the popul ation as a whole, and that was seen as
a serious problem The Governnent had produced a plan of action for
recruiting persons with an i mm grant background to the State sector. The
Wor ki ng Envi ronnment Act had been anmended in 1998 to add a prohibition against
racial or ethnic discrimnation in the recruitnment process. A plan of action
to inprove the use of immgrants' qualifications had been evaluated in
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January 1999. The processing time for approval of educational qualifications
from abroad had been reduced, but major problens remai ned and a dat abase was
to be established in order to facilitate such processing.

34. Recruiting students with an imm grant background was a stated goal of
the National Police Acadeny. 1In 1998, the Mnistry of Defence had presented a
pl an of action to increase recruitnment of persons with an inm grant background
to the defence forces. The Governnment had undertaken a nunber of research and
devel opnent projects on discrimnation in the |abour market.

35. It was clearly stated in |egislation on education and in the nationa
curricula that one of the primary objectives of education was to pronote equa
opportunity and to counteract discrimnatory attitudes. Textbooks were to
reflect a multicultural society and avoid of fensive descriptions, racismor
xenophobi a. A nunber of specialized courses in upper secondary schools had
been organi zed for pupils with an imm grant background. The courses incl uded
auxi liary | anguage training and vocational guidance. Five tertiary
educational institutions had initiated a project to incorporate nulticultura
understanding into courses in order to inprove the qualifications of future
police officers, teachers, nurses, health workers and others. The guidelines
and framework for teacher training had been revised and now i ndi cated t hat
training was to encourage respect and tolerance for different cultures and
beliefs and to conbat discrimnation

36. As a neasure to prevent discrimnation in access to restaurants, clubs,
bars, etc., the Gslo police had arranged courses for doornen in 1998 which had
been deened a success. They would continue in 1999 and al so be arranged in
other cities. An information fol der explaining how the Oslo police district
had handl ed conpl ai nts about discrimnation in such public places would be
distributed to all police districts.

37. M. WLLE (Norway), speaking on question 16, said the established
practice was to submt a draft report to an advisory commttee consisting of
menbers of parlianent, and representatives of NGOs, human rights bodi es and
the Sam Assenbly. A plan of action on human rights was being devel oped and
di scussi ons were being held on how to involve civil society nmore closely in
the drafting of reports for human rights bodies. The Conmittee's concl uding
observations on its consideration of Norway's third periodic report had been
sent to the relevant mnistries and had been used by themin drafting the
fourth periodic report. The concluding observations were deened inportant,
and considerati on was being given to incorporating their content into the plan
of action on human rights. To that end, all the concl udi ng observati ons on
Norway's reports to human rights bodies were to be revi ened.

38. The CHAI RPERSON t hanked the Norwegi an del egation for its presentation
and invited nmenbers of the Commttee to ask foll ow up questions on the list of
i ssues.

39. Lord COVILLE said it augured well for the Committee's new system of
preparing lists of issues one session in advance that the Norwegi an del egati on
had come so thoroughly prepared with texts and information on all the | atest
devel opnents in human rights since 1996, when the fourth periodic report had
been witten. What the Conmittee had heard was extremely encouragi ng.
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40. A large portion of Norway's reservation to article 14, paragraph 5, of
the Covenant had been renmoved with the adoption of the Crimnal Procedure Act
of 1993, but the reservation continued to apply in certain circunstances
described in paragraph 168 of the report. One such situation was when a

def endant had been acquitted in the first instance but convicted by an

appel late court. As he understood it, after a person had been acquitted in a
court of first instance, the prosecution could appeal. A conviction could
then be handed down by the court of appeal or the Supreme Court, and in the

| atter case there was no appeal whatsoever. He would |like to know whether the
del egati on consi dered that that system should continue to exist. Perhaps
consideration could be given to ensuring that for all convictions there was
some system of appeal, so that errors could be rectified.

41. He had been particularly inpressed, when listening to the del egation’s
response to question 10, by how the handling of child w tnesses had progressed
in Norway. The systemrecently introduced there could well be taken up as a
nodel by other countries, and information on it should be w dely di ssem nat ed.

42. He would |i ke to know what had been the effect, in ternms of training, of
section 3 of the Human Ri ghts Act, which provided that the Covenant and the
Eur opean Convention on Human Ri ghts took precedence over any conflicting
provision in donestic law. If his country’s experience was any indication, a
massive training effort would have to be undertaken for the judiciary, |awers
and the police, as well as many other bodies in social services, education
housi ng, etc. Any information the del egation could provide on such training
m ght well be useful to other countries in a simlar situation

43. M. SCHEININ said that much was being done in Norway for the pronotion
and protection of human rights. Followi ng up on question 1 of the list of

i ssues, he requested the del egation to give exanples, or failing that, a
prognosis, of the effect on Norwegi an case | aw of the new y adopted Human

Ri ghts Act, and particularly section 3 giving priority to the Covenant over
domestic |l egislation. Paragraphs 133 to 148 of the report described severa
Suprene Court decisions to order the expul sion and deportation of foreigners.
Woul d the incorporation of the Covenant under the Human Ri ghts Act have any
effect on such decisions in future? He was thinking in particular of

article 12, paragraph 4, of the Covenant which referred to protection from
deportati on of persons who resided in their “own” country. It mght be
necessary for Norway to revise its interpretation of residence status so that
certain persons would be regarded as being in their own country even if they
were not nationals of Norway.

44, On questions 5 and 6 concerning the Sam , he referred to a Suprenme Court
case of October 1997 involving a civil action brought by private | andowners in
order to prohibit reindeer fromgrazing in privately-owned forests. An

i njunction had apparently been issued by the Supreme Court to that effect.
Were the special arrangenments applied in Finnmark, the northernnost county,
seen as being sufficient to protect the Sam’'s means of |ivelihood, or was
protection considered necessary in other parts of Norway, including on
privatel y-owned | and? The Supreme Court case had al so raised the issue of

| egal costs, which had restricted the Sam’'s ability to defend their rights.
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Par agraph 18 of the report described the provision of free |legal aid, but that
was not possible in disputes between private parties, and the enjoynent of
rights under article 27 m ght accordingly suffer

45, He wel comed the news that the Norwegi an parlianent and Gover nnent were
now referring to the situation of the Sami people in terms of

sel f-determ nation, but in the |light of that devel opnent, the coverage of

sel f-determ nation in paragraph 5 of the report seemed i nadequate. |In future
reports, information should be provided on resource rights for the Sam people
in the context of article 1, paragraph 2, of the Covenant.

46. In connection with questions 8 and 9, he requested additiona

i nformati on on the I ength of judicial proceedings in cases of detention other
than that of persons suspected of a crinme. Referring to paragraphs 99 to 102
of the report on detention of pregnant wonen who abused intoxicating

subst ances and of unidentified foreigners, he asked whether there was speedy

judicial review in such cases.

47. On question 12 relating to religious instruction in schools, he
requested clarification of the phrase “general right of exenption” as used by
the del egation in that context. Did it nean that the religious affiliation of
the pupil or parent was not tested, and even memnmbers of a church had the right
to be exenpted?

48. In relation to question 10, paragraph 75 of the report indicated that
under Norwegi an | aw prosecutions could be brought for serious sexual offences
comm tted abroad agai nst children under the age of 14, even if such acts were
not considered offences in the country concerned. Did Norway have any

speci fic programmes of cooperation with other countries to facilitate such
prosecutions, given the fact that many countries where child prostituti on was
wi despread took the attitude that there was little they could do since the
persons responsi ble were not their own national s?

49. Ms. EVATT commended the report for its careful exam nation of the issues
rai sed by the Committee.

50. Section 3 of Norway's recent Human Rights Act stated that the provisions
of human rights conventions and protocols binding on Norway woul d prevail over
any conflicting statutory provisions. She was not clear whether that would
apply to existing as well as to future legislation. Wile she was aware that
Norway's record in respect of adm ssion of refugees and asyl um seekers was
commendabl e, she woul d nevertheless |ike to know what percentage of those
allowed to stay in Norway had been given recognition as refugees under the
1951 Convention, and whether there was any difference between the rights and
freedons enjoyed by recogni zed refugees and those enjoyed by persons in other
categories. Were there any provisions to ensure that those seeking asylumin
Norway were not expelled before their claimwas adjudicated, to a place where
they could be at risk of torture or other human rights abuses?

51. Wth regard to question 5, would the new | egislation referred to by the
del egati on deal with such questions as | and ownership and sel f-determ nation
in respect of land use and traditional occupations? It had been stated that
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the Sam Assenbly could refuse perm ssion for certain activities, such as
m ning. Could that refusal be overruled or was it regarded as binding?

52. On question 12, could persons who w shed to cl ai mexenption from
religious education for their children do so only if they belonged to a
religion other than the dom nant one? And were they required to disclose
their religion in order to claimsuch exenption? Ws it the case that
enployers in certain institutions could ask prospective enpl oyees to disclose
their religion or belief?

53. Concerning question 7, she would like to know whet her solitary
confinenent (paras. 79 and 80 of the report) could be ordered at the pre-tria
detention stage, and if so whether any provision was nade for independent
super vi si on.

54, Lastly, on the question of gender equality, had the measures taken to
prevent violence and sexual harassnent agai nst wonen been effective? And were
there progranmmes in place to ensure that such offences were reported and that
the police dealt with themin a sensitive manner?

55. M. YALDEN said he had been particularly interested to | earn of Norway's
recent Human Rights Act. Norway had earlier stated that no specific body had
yet been set up to nonitor inplenmentation of human rights. Had the situation
changed since that time, and was there any reference to such a body in the new
Act ?

56. Was t here any agency responsible for monitoring and enforcing

| egi sl ati on on gender equality and, in particular, equal pay for equal work?
He woul d be gl ad of nore information about the role of the various onmbudsman's
offices in Norway in respect of human rights. Had any nonitoring and

enf orcenent mechani sns been put in place to inplenent anti-discrimnation
legislation? It had been stated, for instance, that refusal of housing, or
refusal of entry to a restaurant, would constitute an offence. It would be
hel pful to know the nunber of cases of that kind that had occurred, how they
had been dealt with, and what the outcone had been

57. Li ke earlier speakers, he would appreciate nore details in relation to
guestion 6 concerning the Sam people. Paragraphs 1 to 3 of Norway's third
periodic report (CCPR/ C/ 72/ Add. 1) had nerely stated that the Governnent

recogni zed the rights of all peoples to self-determ nation but had not
referred specifically to the Sam people. Nor was there any such reference in
the fourth report, notably in respect of the crucial issue of land rights.

58. M. KLEIN thanked the delegation for its clear and straightforward
answers to the questions posed by the Cormittee.

59. He noted that paragraph 50 of the report stated that a systematic review
of | egislation concerning public enmergency situations would be carried out in
1997. \What had been the outconme of that review? According to paragraph 72,
there were for the tinme being no concrete plans for the | egalization of

eut hanasi a, and he wondered whether that was still the case. Wth reference
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to paragraph 131, had the Passports Act now becone |aw and, if so, what were
its provisions concerning inpedinents to obtaining a passport and confiscation
of passports?

60. Turning to question 11 of the list of issues (right to privacy), he
asked what was the position when tel ephone nonitoring reveal ed that the
suspect was in fact innocent. Paragraph 181 of the report stated that
suspects could be informed “upon request” that such nonitoring had taken

pl ace, but the fact that no clains for conpensation had been brought indicated
that few were aware of the possibility of making such a request. Those who
had been nonitored should be notified after the event, so that they could seek
legal remedy if there had been any violation of their right to privacy.

61. Concerning article 17 of the Covenant (right to identity), he would Iike
to know whet her an adopted person had the right to know the identity of his or
her natural parents, and whether in cases of artificial insem nation the
identity of the donor was kept secret. Lastly, in regard to article 21 of the
Covenant (right to peaceful assenbly), the report stated that those organizing
denonstrations must informthe police in advance or risk a fine or

i mprisonment. Did the law take into account the possibility that
denonstrations m ght occur spontaneously in certain situations?

62. M. W ERUSZEWSKI said he was greatly inpressed by how seriously Norway
took its responsibilities under the Covenant, and hoped that its exanmple would
be foll owed by others.

63. He wondered whet her pre-trial detention nerely on the grounds that the
person concerned mght | eave the country did not violate the principle of
presunption of innocence, set forth in article 14, paragraph 2, of the
Covenant. Was there any mechani sm whereby persons so held, who had
subsequent|ly been found not guilty and set free, could clai mconpensation?
According to paragraph 99 of the report, pregnant wonmen who abused

i ntoxicating substances could be confined to an institution. WAs there any
provision for judicial review in such cases, or was the decision left entirely
to the social services?

64. He, too, was concerned over how the question of expulsion of aliens was
dealt with under Norway's new Human Rights Act. It was the Comrittee's
understandi ng that only very few applicants had been granted refugee status by
Norway under the 1951 Conventi on.

65. Par agraph 170 of the report stated that all appeals would first be
considered by an “appeals conmittee”. He would like to know nmore about how
that comm ttee functioned, and on what criteria it based its decisions.

Lastly, concerning article 26 of the Covenant, paragraph 258 (f) of the report
stated that a survey of prosecution practice in cases where there was clear

evi dence of racial discrimnation had been initiated. He would be grateful to
know the results of that survey, and any neasures that had been adopted in
consequence.

66. M. AMOR said Norway's report and its record in the human rights field
wer e outstanding and could serve as examples for others to foll ow.
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67. He noted fromthe report that relations between the State and the

Lut heran Church were close, and woul d appreciate nore i nformation on that
point. For instance, did the State provide the Lutheran Church with
facilities for the collection of taxes levied by it and, if so, did it provide
the sane facilities for other churches? Paragraph 213 of the report stated
that children of parents belonging to the Church of Norway woul d automatically
belong to that Church. Did the sane apply in the case of other religions?

The “moral obligation” inposed on parents who were menbers of that Church to
bring up their children in the sane faith seemed to himinconpatible with both
the Covenant and the Convention on the Rights of the Child. Wre any measures
pl anned to ensure that wonmen enjoyed equal status with nen in regard to

appoi ntnents to positions in the Church of Norway?

68. He noted fromthe report that foreigners had the sanme rights and
obligations as Norwegian citizens. Did that principle apply where the right
to vote was concerned, at both |local and national |evel? Wuld foreigners be
permtted to engage on Norwegian territory in activities which mght be deemed
by sone to be extremi st or conducive to hatred between religions? Mght the
practice of polygany on the part of certain cultural groups be condoned? He
woul d wel comre nore information on the question of euthanasia, referred to in
paragraph 72. How had the situation evolved in the period since the report
had been prepared? And was it likely that the right to a dignified death
woul d now be recogni zed by the authorities? He had been interested to |earn
of Norwegi an | egislation on the sexual abuse of mnors abroad. Had any such
cases cone before the Norwegian courts? And what judgenments had been handed
down?

69. Lastly, he noted from paragraph 37 that it was for the enpl oyer to prove
that any differential treatnent between nen and wonen in regard to
remunerati on was not due to the gender of the enployee. He did not think
presunption of fault on the part of the enployer should be the principle
applied in such cases.

70. M. LALLAH expressed his satisfaction that Norway had at | ast approved a
Human Ri ghts Act, providing itself with a charter against which it could
measure its legislation and adm ni strative action and its citizens’ violatory
actions. The Act would, he assuned, apply to both past and future

| egi sl ation, enabling the judiciary to inplenent reforms the |egislature had
failed to make in the past. In the light of criticisns levelled at section 5
of the Gender Equality Act, he was pleased to note from paragraph 38 of the
report that the |legislature was considering anmendi ng that Act. He wondered,
however, whether the courts themsel ves m ght not use it to rectify the
situation of wonen’s pay in all sectors, on the basis of objective criteria.

71. He had noted a curious type of discrimnation in section 2 of Act No. 4
of 1977, which excluded workers in the fishing, hunting and mlitary aviation
sectors from protection against discrimnation. Ws there sonme historica
reason why those particular workers were placed in the sane category? Could
the judiciary not rectify the situation by declaring that the provision was

i nconsistent with the Human Ri ghts Act?
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72. He wi shed to know the delegation’s thinking on article 27 of the
Covenant and the European Framework Convention for the Protection of Nationa
M norities. There was a risk of discrimnation, especially in the case of any
“affirmative action” taken in favour of certain mnorities. Did the

del egati on see any conflict between article 2 of the Covenant and the European
Convention on Mnorities, which cautioned States parties that no affirmative
action should entail discrimnation against any mnority?

73. He was puzzled by the adm ssion that the constitutional provision

wher eby persons belonging to the Lutheran faith were bound to bring up their
children in that faith had not been anended, in spite of the Cormmittee’s
concl udi ng observation, following its consideration of Norway's third
periodic report, that the provision conflicted with article 18 of the
Covenant. The reasoning that it was not a statutory provision by which
defaulters were sanctioned, but merely a noral obligation, was in

itself discrimnatory, existing as it did only for the Lutheran faith.

Di scrimnation had far-reaching effects and exclusion was al so an assault on
human dignity. The Constitution should be anended, there being no reason why
the noral obligation on Lutherans should be singled out.

74. Lastly, he wished to know how Norway's efforts to pronote and protect
human rights were publicized and what procedure would be followed on the

del egation’s return to Norway. Wuld it report to parliament, to the rel evant
mnistries or to the general public?

75. M. HENKIN requested the del egation to el aborate on its suggestion that
the Covenant enjoyed sem -constitutional status. Did that mean it was
superior to legislation but inferior to the Constitution? Wile the
exhaustion of renedies was inportant as a prerequisite for the consideration
of communi cations, it should not constitute an obstacle. He wondered whether
plaintiffs were aware of all the remedies available to them and whet her they
recei ved any assistance in invoking them

76. He asked whether the | eaders of the Sam popul ation were satisfied with
the neasures taken to inprove that mnority's situation. He would also Iike
to know the del egation’s views on conpensating the Sam for past indignities,
as well as for continuing discrimnation. States parties to the Covenant had
the obligation and opportunity to cooperate with the Human Rights Committee in
ensuring that they thenselves and others conplied with its provisions.

Al t hough not referring exclusively to article 41, he would be pleased if
Norway drew the Committee’s attention to other countries in connection with
that article. The International Court of Justice was one forum where Norway
could bring pressure to bear on other countries for conpliance.

77. M. SO.ARI YRI GOYEN endorsed the praise of his coll eagues for Norway’' s
i mpl enmentation of human rights standards. He had two questions relating to
i mpl enentation of article 18 of the Covenant. Firstly, article 2 of the
Constitution, which stipulated that persons of the Lutheran faith nust bring
up their children in that religion, clearly contravened article 18 of the
Covenant. In her reply to question 12 of the |ist of issues, the Norwegian
representative had said that the country’'s limted exceptions in religious
matters were not inconpatible with the Covenant. He wi shed to know whet her
such a trenchant reply constituted a rejection of the Conmittee s suggestion
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foll owi ng consideration of Norway’s third periodic report, that article 2 of
the Constitution should be amended. He al so wi shed to know whet her any
anmendnent to that article was envisaged, inasnuch as the report had not been
explicit on the matter

78. Secondly, according to the report, religious education was provided in
primary and | ower secondary schools. Non-Lutheran parents - or pupils

t hensel ves if they were over 15 - could apply in witing for exenption from
such education. Norwegian |aw, which provided that pupils mnmust receive proper
instruction in the Bible and Christianity as part of the cultural heritage of
the country and the Lutheran faith, clearly privileged that faith. The
original provisions that teachers not belonging to the Church of Norway could
be exempted fromteaching that religion had been repeal ed by parlianent, so
that while pupils could be exenpted, teachers could not. Could a non-Lutheran
teacher really be expected to provide satisfactory education in the Bible and
Christianity as the cultural heritage of the Lutheran faith? By the sane
token, he would be interested in know ng how the teaching of other religions
was guaranteed and how it was made conmpatible with the privilege accorded to
the teaching of the Lutheran faith.

79. M . BHAGAMTI sought clarification concerning the new Human Ri ghts Act,
whi ch had nmade the Covenant part of donestic |law. Since section 3 stated that
the Covenant woul d prevail over any conflicting statutory provisions, he
assuned it to refer to existing laws as well as future legislation. Wre any
measures envi saged to determ ne whether the existing |egislation was
consistent with the provisions of the Covenant?

80. He understood that many children from Asian and Latin Anerican countries
wer e being adopted by Norwegi ans, and wondered whet her any | aw or provision
governed adoption of children brought from other countries and how their
interests were protected. He also wished to know whet her there were any
measures for training judges and | awers in the provisions of the Covenant
since it had becone part of domestic |law. Had the newly appoi nted Court

Commi ssion, referred to in paragraph 149 of the report, made any
recommendati ons and, if so, what had been their outcone?

81. He woul d al so like to know whet her the Governnent was enpowered to ban
strikes by inposing conmpul sory arbitration on trade unions in the oil industry
and certain other sectors of the econony. |If it was so enpowered, how was
that provision consistent with article 22 of the Covenant? He asked whet her

t he Labour Dispute Act, under consideration in 1997, had been adopted and

whet her the provision for conmpul sory arbitrati on had been removed fromthe

| egi slation. He sought clarification as to whether the statenent contained in
par agraph 20 of the report to the effect that chapter 9 of the Crim nal
Procedure Act had been extended in 1995 to victins of a wi der range of sexua
and ot her offences meant that there were still categories of aggrieved parties
that were not entitled to legal aid. Did the legal aid provisions cover al
civil and crimnal cases? |If there were other than nonetary limtations, he
woul d i ke to know which they were and the nature of the cases to which they
appl i ed.

82. The CHAI RPERSON invited the del egation of Norway to answer the questions
put by Conmittee nenbers.




CCPR/ C/ SR. 1785
page 20

83. M. WLLE (Norway), replying to M. Lallah’s question concerning the
publicity given to the current nonitoring process, said that the NGO community
and civil society were well aware of it. It had been discussed not only at
inter-mnsterial neetings, but with civil society at a neeting of the
Governnment's Advisory Committee for Human Ri ghts, which would next neet on

29 Cctober to discuss the outcone of the process. The concludi ng observations
of the Human Rights Committee would be distributed both at that neeting and to
the relevant mnistries for followup. |In any event, the Governnent woul d

wel come suggestions fromall the treaty bodies on ways in which it could
extend the cooperation of civil society in its human rights endeavours, a

subj ect that would be taken into account in the plan of action to be presented
on 10 Decenber.

84. Ms. | NDREBERG (Norway) said that section 3 of the Norwegi an Human Ri ghts
Act, which had been distributed to Conmittee nenbers, referred to both

future and existing legislation. Her earlier reference to the Covenant as
“sem -constitutional” neant that the courts could invoke other laws only if
they were consistent with the Covenant. However, it being only a statutory
provision, it could be overturned by a subsequent |egislative act, so that it
did not have the status of full constitutional |aw

85. There was no specific body for nonitoring conpliance, which would
continue to be the province of the courts and ot her supervisory bodies.

Nei t her had Norway perused the existing legislation to ensure that it conplied
with the Covenant. That had been done at the tine of ratification of the
Covenant and the country had an ongoing obligation to do so on the basis of
the Conmittee s general comments. It had not been considered necessary sinply
because the Human Ri ghts Act had been passed.

86. It was too soon to assess the inpact of the new Act. However, as one
menber had poi nted out, Norway had | ong been applying the Covenant and ot her
human rights instruments. For instance, the |law on immigration contained a
specific provision that the | aw should not be applied if it contradicted the
country’s international public |law obligations. The Act would certainly
further alert judges and other officials to Norway’ s human rights obligations,
whi ch woul d henceforth prevail in all fields.

87. Wth regard to the training of judges, she was aware that all public
officials needed to be conversant with the new Act. Wen parlianment had
passed it, it had specifically called for a plan of action containing new
trai ning measures, especially for public officials. That plan was being
prepared and woul d be presented on 10 Decenber.

88. M. WLLE (Norway) said that, to the best of his know edge, article 41
had never been invoked by any country, nor had its use ever been discussed

i n Norway, which used the European system and had been involved in three
inter-State cases: two against Greece and one agai nst Turkey.

89. The CHAI RPERSON invited the Norwegi an del egation to answer the remaining
questions at the follow ng neeting.

The neeting rose at 12.55 p. m




