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COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS OF THE SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC COUNCIL
SUMMARY RECORD OF MEETINGS
Fourth Mesting hald on Thursday, 2 May 1Gh6, at 10:30 A. M.
Chairman: IMrs. Franklin D. Roosevalt
THE CHATRMAN:

" I fesl very strongly, Judging by the letters that I am getting, that
this Commission means a gresal deal to a great many psople in the world, and
I wanted to rsmind sach one of you that while in the future pecple mey he
serving on the full Commission, sither in ths capacity of representatives
of their govermmsnis or in the capacity of individuals, we who are here
wers chosen by the Economic and Soclal Council with the consent of cowrse,
of owr governmsnta{ because we wouldn't be hers unless ouwr govermments had
acquicsced that they wanted us here. Nevertheless, to the penplss of the
world, ws hers have a very gravs respounsipility, becauns they look upon us,

regarglsss of the govermments that ws spring from, as their representatives.
the represcntatives of the peoplss of ths world, and for that reéﬂon, I

. hops that every one of us is going to fesl, in the consideration of the
qusstion of how.we constitute the full Commission and of how we recammend
that the work shall be undsrtaken, a gruve personal regnonsinlility as woll
as,‘naturally,.a respongibility to represert what our governments belileve is
right.

But I think even Deyond that, that sometimes points arise where one
has to advocate something that it may be difficult for one’s own gCVerrm::
to carry through, and yet, if one bslisves it is right, I think one shonli
advocate 1%, hoping that if it would be good for the worlé, it would
thﬁrefOre, in the ond, he good for oms's ~wn government and one'’s own

poople tno. for that raason, L just wanted fo say thigs befeors se stortod


http://vanted.tr

E/HR/10
Pagse 2

our mesting this morning'.
THE CHAIRMAN then explained that a memorandum had besn preparcd by

scretariat, embodying refersnces to the definitive composition of
] J

€]

the
commissions in tho Report of the Preparatory Commission and in the United
Kingdom Delegation document (E/Commissions/Q), as well as the informal and
preliminary agreemsnis reached by the Commission itgelf during previous
meetings. Shs espscially pointed to the advisability of selecting the
memberighip of the full Commission on Human Rights from amongst all the
Member Nations of the United Nations and the necessity of having at all
times an equitable geographic distribution and a msmbership of highly
qualifisd persons.

THE CHAIRMAN sxplained for the bensfit of M. Cassin, who had besn
unable 1o be present at former meetings, that three typss of menbership
had been discusasd:

1. all governmental roprossntatives
2. all individual experis
3. mixed representation

She stated that the mojority of members of the Commission had reached
an informal agreement with all members of the Commission on Human Rights
should be re-eligible, that they should be chosen from emong all ths United
Nations, and;not only from among members cof the Fconomic and Social Council,
and thdt a mimborship of eighteen would be satisfactory provided, howsver,
that it should bo poassible to call in individual experts for sub-commissions
or for their advice on spscific problens.

M. Cassin agreed with the preliminary recommendations arrived by the
majority of the Commission, that members of the full Commission should be
re-cligible, that thsy should not be chosen exclusively from among tha
memboers of the Economic and Scocial Council, &nd that the numbef’df eightéen

would form a setisfactory basis for the full Commission: Hs also

2

reconuiended a term of three years.
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M. Laugier, Assistant Secrotary-General, suggasted that elghteen
migh*% not be the hsest number, as a tie would be possible if THE CHAIRMAN
shculd decide to vote; an odd figure dlvisable by three - twenty-one, for
instance - might be preferablo.

At the suggestion of THE CHAIRMAN, the members then agreed to vote on
any item of the agenda on which gensral proliminary agreement had already
been reached, as for instance, re-sligibllity.

Mr. Weogy ralsed the: question of re-cligibility of govermmental
roprosautative: will the govermments be re-sligible or the individuals
repregsenting then?

THE CHAIRMAN suggested that the Economic and Soclal Council alone
would be responsible for ro-appointments. If a govormment refused to
Yo -nominate a repregentative, another person could be nominated. She
suggested that as there still seemed to be questions about re-eligibllity,
it might be batter not to decide that point until agreement had been
reachsd on othsr gusstions.

Typs of Mambership

THE CHAIRMAN asked for discussion on whoather a majority of the
members of the full Commission should be govermmenbt representatives or
‘individual exports, or whether the Commission should bs evenly divided if
it was decided to have mixed representation.

Mr. Necgy f2lt that as the Economic and Social Council was elected by
the govornments represented in the General Asssmbly, and as the members of
the Economic and Social Council, in their twmn, represented governments,
the Commission On Human Rights, set up by tho Economi¢ and Social Council
as demanded by the Asscmbly, should not again consist of reprasscntatives of
.8overnments. The Economic and Scociszl Council should have the right to name
any individual who could best help it in the discharge of its duty "to
promote human rights”. While the nuclear Commission should recommend that
governmments be allowed to make recommendations, the authority of appointmsnt

should lie entirely with the Economic and Social Council.
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M. Cassin agreed completely with Mr. Neogy!s suggsstions and then
recalled the historical developments in the fight for human rights. Hs
pointed out that the first legally established world community was founded
in the League of Nations. Instead of furthering Justice in the individual
nations, howsver, the course of Jjustice and human rights regrossed, as
individual nations no longer felt compelled to intervens, but felt that the
responsibility rested with the Leagus of Nations. DNor did the League
intervens, dus to skilful and sevasive interpretation of ths Covenant.

Now as the United Nations ars again establishing aﬁ instrument to
defend and promots human rights, ws must have collective action by the
Economic and Social Council and it is this Council which must be
- responsible for the appointment of membsrs of the Commission on Human
Rights.

There are, M. Cassin poinﬁed out disadvantages to non-governmental
membership, in the past, Commissions consisting of individuals often
reachsd lofty conclusions which were nover observed, while commissions
consistirg of govermmental rapresentatives came to less ambitious but more
effective conclusions. It might therefore be argued that our Commission
would reach better results, if compossd of govermmental ropressntatives.
Housver, as Mr. Neogy pointcd out, the Council has complete authority, and
the Council is composed of governmmental reprosentatives.

It should, therefore, be possible to davise a method of selecticn
whereby nominations could be made by governmonts, but appointments only
by the Economic and Social Council.

M. Cassin explainsd that procedents of appointments ip individual
capacity have beon ostablished in three fioelds: (1) The League of Nation
organ or intellectggl co-operation consisting ontirely of woll-kncwn
individonl experts; (2) The Leagus of Nations' Mandate Commission; and
(3) The Hagus Court of Justice.

A method should, thersfore, be deviscd to take into account propesals
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mads by govermnments, but to give authority to appoint solsly to the
Eeonomic and Social Council. Mixsd mempership, according fo M. Cassin,
would not provide o good mesthod.

THE CHAIRMAN read Page 6 (1 and 2) of the United Hirgdcm Delegaticn

documsnt (E/Commissions/2) dealing with type of memborship.

Dr. Hsia agresd with M. Cassin that o comuissicon consisting of mixed

representatives would probably be unworkables, and supported the suggostion
of the United Kingdom documsnt Pags 6, Section 2 on non-govermmental
reprzacniotives.

Mr. Brkish ~nd Mr. Kriukov agrsed, with the views cxprasscd by M.
Czssin and the Chairman then surmiarized ths consensus of opinion that all
govarmments of the Unitzd Nations should have the right to make as many
£s two nominations and that the Economic and Social Council would appeint
individuals as membors of tnc Cormission on Humen Rights, with dus
considoration to the ability and sxperisncs of the nominess in tho fisld
of hvman rights.

Answering a guestion by Mr. Neogy, THE CHAIRMAN stated her opinion
that the Zconomlc and Social Council should choose membsrs of the
Commission on Human Rights solsly from the neminations submitted by the
United Nations govermments, but asksd for discussion on this point. No
objoctions woere offersd, and THE CHAIFMAN ropeated that it was ths
understanding of the nuclear Commission; thxt the Bconomic and Sceial
Council should appoint the members of the full Commission solely from ths

nominations submitted by the gevernments of ths United

=

ations.

M. Cassin raised the question of whother governmoents should Mominats
only thelr own nationals or might nominate nationals of other countries as
1s ths practice with nominaticns tc the Hagus Court.

The Commiszsion agreed that menber govermments cof the United Nations
should have the right to nominate nationals of ancther naticn.

Dr. Hsia asked whether, in that case, i1t might not occur thet two
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nationals of the semz natlon might at the sﬁms time hold wmembsrship on
the Cormission, but THE CHAIRMAN felt that this would be very uniikely
and might happsn only under very extrﬁordinary clrcunstances.

The Commission agrsed that no formal vote should be token on any
separats point (of Item 9 of ths Agenda)) but that the text of the
informal agresment rsached on each point should be circulated emong the

smbers of the Cormission and the vote on the dsfinitive composition of
the full Commission should bs takon on 21l points together, with ony
disagreements that night exist, duly recordesd.

Point 2, Tten 9

Nunmbzr of Membars

M. Cassin pointzd out that twenty-one would be an advisable number,
but that the moat important facitor in deciding the numbsr of members was
the kind of nembsrship. If we had dscided that the members are to bs
govermmantnl reprasentatives, substitutions could be nmade by the
govermments if members ave unable to attond. As we havs, however, decided
on individual expsrts the nurbsr of absentses weuld have to te reckoned
with, and we might have four substitutes who would bs called in in case of
illness.

THE CHATRMAN pointed out that Unitsd Kingdon Delegation document
E/Commissions/2)  suggests that no altsrnates (except in spocial cases)
should be allowed for non-govermmental roprosentatives. She suggested that
it might be possible to name cut of the list of nominations sublmitted by
the govermments, in addition to the twonty-one members, four observers who
would replace absent members in case of need. Dr. Heia suggested that
thoy might be called "ressrve membters" instead of cbssrvers.

Mr. Brkish expressed his prefersnce for twenty-one members, four
resserve membsrs or alternates, the first group of members to be appointed
in thres categoriss (one year, two yezrs, throe years).

Dr. Haiao stated that two categorics of members might not bs advizables,

and 1t might bo better to neme twenty-four or twenty-five nembers to



E/HR/10

Page

provide for abssnces.

Mr. Neogy suggested eightsen, following the example of the Icononmilc
and Sccial Council, but offercd to support the number twenty-one if the
majority dscidsd on twsnty-one.

THE CHAIRMAN suggested that the discussion bs continued at the next
nesting.

The meeting was adjourncd at 12:20 P. M.



